
 
 

 

Staff Contact Brian Saeki, City Manager

	

SAN FERNANDO CITY COUNCIL 
 

REGULAR MEETING NOTICE AND AGENDA 
 

<OCTOBER 17, 2016 – 6:00 PM 
 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
117 MACNEIL STREET 

SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 
 
Mayor Robert C. Gonzales 
Vice Mayor Joel Fajardo 
Councilmember Antonio Lopez 
Councilmember Jaime Soto 
Councilmember Sylvia Ballin 
 
 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
Mayor Robert C. Gonzales 
 
 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
 

PRESENTATIONS 
 
a)  TRIBUTE TO OUR TROOPS 

Mayor Robert C. Gonzales 
 

b)  CERTIFICATES OF RECOGNITION – SANTA ROSA BASEBALL LEAGUE CHAMPIONS 
  Mayor Robert C. Gonzales 
 
 

PUBLIC STATEMENTS – WRITTEN/ORAL 
 
There will be a  three  (3) minute  limitation per each member of  the audience who wishes  to 
make  comments  relating  to City Business.   Anyone wishing  to  speak, please  fill out  the blue 
form  located  at  the  Council  Chambers  entrance  and  submit  it  to  the  City  Clerk.    When 
addressing the City Council please speak into the microphone and voluntarily state your name 
and address. 
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CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
Items  on  the  Consent  Calendar  are  considered  routine  and may  be  disposed  of  by  a  single 
motion to adopt staff recommendation.  If the City Council wishes to discuss any item, it should 
first be removed from the Consent Calendar. 
 
1)  CONSIDERATION TO ADOPT A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE WARRANT REGISTER 
 

Recommend  that  the  City Council  adopt Resolution No.  16‐102  approving  the Warrant 
Register. 

 
2)  CONSIDERATION  TO  APPROVE  THE  PURCHASE  OF  TWO  NEW  EMERGENCY  POLICE 

VECHICLES 
  

Recommend that the City Council: 
 

a. Approve a Purchase Order with Wondries Fleet Group for the purchase of: 
 

i. One 2017 Ford Police K‐9  Interceptor Utilities  in the amount of $28,419 (not to 
exceed $32,000),  

 
ii. One 2017 Ford Police Patrol  Interceptor Utilities  in the amount of $27,889 (not 

to exceed $32,000) 
 

Under  the  Cooperative  Purchase  Provision  of  the  Los  Angeles  County  contract 
#16361257‐1; and 

 
b. Authorize the City Manager to execute the Purchase Order. 

 
3)  CONSIDERATION OF DISPOSITION OF SURPLUS CITY‐OWNED PERSONAL PROPERTY 
 

Recommend that the City Council: 

 
a. Accept  and  file  all  items  on  the  Surplus  City‐Owned  Personal  Property  List  as  sold, 

except those identified for destruction; and 
 

b. Authorize  the City Manager and  the Police Chief  to destroy  the  surplus City‐Owned 
Personal  Property  in  accordance with  Chapter  2,  Article  VI,  Division  7,  of  the  San 
Fernando Municipal Code. 
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PUBLIC HEARING 
 
4)  CONSIDERATION  TO ADOPT AN URGENCY ORDINANCE No. U‐1657  PROHIBITING  THE 

PERSONAL  CULTIVATION  OF MARIJUANA  IN  CERATIN  OUTDOOR  AREAS  OF  PRIVATE 
RESIDENCES,  ADOPTING  RELATED  STANDARDS,  AND  DECLARING  THE  URGENCY 
THEREOF, SUBJECT TO CALIFORNIA VOTER APPROVAL OF PROPOSITION 64  

 
Recommend that the City Council: 
 
a. Conduct a Public Hearing; and 
 
b. Pending public testimony, waive full reading and adopt Urgency Ordinance No. U‐1657 

by  title,  “An  Urgency  Ordinance  of  the  City  Council  of  the  City  of  San  Fernando 
Prohibiting the Personal Cultivation of Marijuana  in Certain Outdoor Areas of Private 
Residences,  Adopting  Related  Standards  and  Declaring  the  Urgency  Thereof  in 
Accordance with Government Code Sections 36934 and 36937, Subject  to California 
Voter Approval of Proposition 64 at  the Tuesday, November 8, 2016 Election.” This 
Ordinance  is  introduced pursuant to Government Code Section 36937 and requires a 
four‐fifths (4/5ths) vote for adoption. 

 
5)  CONSIDERATION TO ADOPT A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A PERMIT APPLICATION FEE 

FOR MEDICAL  CANNABIS DELIVERIES ORIGINATING  FROM  LEGAL MEDICAL  CANNABIS 
DISPENSARIES LOCATED OUTSIDE OF THE CITY OF SAN FERNANDO 

 
Recommend that the City Council: 

 
a. Conduct a Public Hearing; and 
  
b. Pending public testimony, adopt Resolution No. 7765 Establishing a Permit Application 

Fee  for  Medical  Cannabis  Deliveries  Originating  from  Legal  Medical  Cannabis 
Dispensaries Located Outside of the City of San Fernando. 

 
 
ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 
 
6)  CONSIDERATION  OF  OPTIONS  REGARDING  THE  GENERAL  MUNICIPAL  ELECTION  ON 

MARCH 7, 2017 
   
  Recommend that the City Council consider options for conducting the General Municipal 

Election on March 7, 2017 and provide staff with direction whether  to consolidate with 
the County of Los Angeles or conduct a stand‐alone concurrent election. 
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7)  UPDATE REGARDING TIME WARNER/CHARTER CABLE MERGER  
 
This item is placed on the agenda by Vice Mayor Joel Fajardo. 

 
8)  CONSIDERATION TO ESTABLISH A BUSINESS TAX AMNESTY PROGRAM   

 
Recommend that the City Council:  
 
a. Consider establishing a Business Tax Amnesty Program; 
 
b. Adopt  Resolution  No.  7764  implementing  the  proposed  Business  Tax  Amnesty 

Program; and 
 
c. Authorize the City Manager, or designee, to finalize and execute all documents related 

to the Business Tax Amnesty Program. 
 

9)  CONSIDERATION  THAT  THE  CITY  ASSUME OPERATIONS OF  THE  LAS  PALMAS  SENIOR 
CLUB  
 
Recommend that the City Council:  

a. Approve that the City assume operations of the Las Palmas Senior Club;  

b. Authorize the City to accept the Senior Club’s existing bank account balance of approximately 
$30,600 to fund Las Palmas Senior Club operations and trips; and 

c. Adopt Resolution No. 7768  to appropriate  revenues and expenditures  for  Fiscal Year 2016‐
2017 to fund the cost of assuming operations.  

 
10)  CONSIDERATION  TO  APPROVE  CO‐SPONSORSHIP  OF  THE  SAN  FERNANDO  TRUNK‐A‐

TREAT EVENT  
 

Recommend that the City Council: 
 
a. Approve City co‐sponsorship of the San Fernando Trunk‐A‐Treat Event;  
 
b. Approve the use of the City Seal on San Fernando Trunk‐A‐Treat Event print material; and 
 
c. Approve waiving  special  event  fees  for  implementation of  the  San  Fernando  Trunk‐A‐Treat 

Event.   
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11)  CONSIDERATION  TO  ADOPT  A  RESOLUTION  IN  OPPOSITION  OF  CALIFORNIA  STATE 
PROPOSITION  57,  “CRIMINAL  SENTENCES:  JUVENILE  CRIMINAL  PROCEEDINGS  AND 
SENTENCING”   

 
Recommend that the City Council adopt Resolution No. 7769  in Opposition of California 
State Proposition 57, “Criminal Sentences: Juvenile Criminal Proceedings and Sentencing”. 
 

12)  CONSIDERATION OF A SISTER CITY PROPOSAL 
 
This item is placed on the agenda by Mayor Robert C. Gonzales. 

 
 
RECESS TO CLOSED SESSION 
 
A)  CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR 

G.C. §54957.6 
 

  Designated City Negotiators: 
      City Manager Brian Saeki 
      Deputy City Manager/Public Works Director Chris Marcarello 

     Finance Director Nick Kimball 
    City Attorney Rick Olivarez 
    Assistant City Attorney Richard Padilla  
 

  Employees and Employee Bargaining Units that are the Subject of Negotiation: 
    San Fernando Management Group (SEIU, Local 721) 
    San Fernando Public Employees’ Association (SEIU, Local 721) 
    San Fernando Police Officers Association 
    San Fernando Police Officers Association Police Management Unit 
    San Fernando Police Civilian Association 
    San Fernando Part‐time Employees’ Bargaining Unit (SEIU, Local 721) 
    All Unrepresented Employees 
 
 
CITY COUNCIL ‐ LIAISON UPDATES 
 
 
DEPARTMENT HEADS ‐ COMMISSION UPDATES 
 
 
GENERAL COUNCIL COMMENTS 
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STAFF COMMUNICATION 
 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
 
 
 
I hereby certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
agenda was posted on the City Hall bulletin board not less than 72 hours prior to the meeting. 
 

 

 

Elena G. Chávez, CMC 

City Clerk 

Signed and Posted:  October 13, 2016 (5:00 p.m.) 
 

Agendas and  complete Agenda Packets  (including  staff  reports and  exhibits  related  to each  item) are posted on  the City’s  Internet website 
(www.sfcity.org).  These are also available for public reviewing prior to a meeting in the City Clerk Department. Any public writings distributed 
by the City Council to at least a majority of the Councilmembers regarding any item on this regular meeting agenda will also be made available 
at the City Clerk Department at City Hall located at 117 Macneil Street, San Fernando, CA, 91340 during normal business hours.  In addition, the 
City may also post such documents on the City’s website at www.sfcity.org. In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, if you 
require a disability‐related modification/accommodation to attend or participate in this meeting, including auxiliary aids or services please call 
the City Clerk Department at (818) 898‐1204 at least 48 hours prior to the meeting. 
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AGENDA REPORT

FINANCE DEPARTMENT                 117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐7307                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Robert C. Gonzales and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Brian Saeki, City Manager 
  By:  Nick Kimball, Finance Director 
     
Date:    October 17, 2016 
 
Subject:  Consideration to Adopt a Resolution Approving the Warrant Register 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It  is  recommended  that  the  City  Council  adopt  Resolution  No.  16‐102  (Attachment  “A”) 
approving the Warrant Register. 
 
   
BACKGROUND: 

For each City Council meeting the Finance Department prepares a Warrant Register for Council 
approval.   The Register  includes all  recommended payments  for  the City. Checks, other  than 
handwritten  checks, generally are not  released until after  the Council approves  the Register.  
The exceptions are for early releases to avoid penalties and interest, excessive delays and in all 
other circumstances  favorable  to  the City  to do  so.   Handwritten checks are  those payments 
required to be issued between Council meetings such as insurance premiums and tax deposits.  
Staff  reviews  requests  for expenditures  for budgetary approval and  then prepares a Warrant 
Register for Council approval and or ratification.  Items such as payroll withholding tax deposits 
do not require budget approval. 
 
The Finance Director hereby certifies that all requests for expenditures have been signed by the 
department head, or designee, receiving the merchandise or services thereby stating that the 
items or  services have been  received and  that  the  resulting expenditure  is appropriate.   The 
Finance Director hereby certifies  that each warrant has been  reviewed  for completeness and 
that sufficient funds are available for payment of the warrant register. 
 
 
ATTACHMENT: 

A. Resolution No. 16‐102   
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ATTACHMENT “A” 

RESOLUTION NO. 16-102 
 

 
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 
FERNANDO, CALIFORNIA, ALLOWING AND APPROVING FOR 
PAYMENT DEMANDS PRESENTED ON DEMAND/ WARRANT 
REGISTER NO.  16-102 

 
 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN FERNANDO DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE, FIND, DETERMINE AND ORDER AS FOLLOWS: 
 

1.  That the demands (EXHIBIT “A”) as presented, having been duly audited, for 
completeness, are hereby allowed and approved for payment in the amounts as shown to 
designated payees and charged to the appropriate funds as indicated. 
 

2.  That the City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this Resolution and deliver it to the 
City Treasurer. 
 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 17th day of October, 2016. 
 
  
                 

Robert C. Gonzales, Mayor       
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss 
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO ) 
 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was approved and adopted at a 
regular meeting of the City Council held on the 17th day of October, 2016, by the following vote 
to wit: 

 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 

      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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MEMORANDUM

POLICE DEPARTMENT                           910 FIRST STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                        (818) 898‐1267                           WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Robert C. Gonzales and Councilmembers 
 
From:    Brain Saeki, City Manager 
  By:   Anthony Vairo, Police Chief 
                
Date:    October 17, 2016 
 
Subject:  Consideration to Approve the Purchase of Two New Emergency Police Vehicles 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
It is recommended that the City Council: 
 
a. Approve a Purchase Order with Wondries Fleet Group for the purchase of: 

 
i. One  2017  Ford  Police  K‐9  Interceptor  Utilities  (Attachment  “A”),  in  the  amount  of 

$28,419 (not to exceed $32,000), 
 

ii. One  2017  Ford  Police  Patrol  Interceptor Utilities  (Attachment  “B”),  in  the  amount  of 
$27,889 (not to exceed $32,000) 
 

Under the Cooperative Purchase Provision of the Los Angeles County contract #16361257‐1; 
and 

 
b. Authorize the City Manager to execute the Purchase Order. 
 

BACKGROUND: 
 
1. The  City  has  established  a  four‐year  rotation  for  emergency  police  vehicles  to maximize 

their useful lives. 
 
2. Funds were allocated in the FY 2016‐2017 budget to purchase the two police vehicles.  
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Consideration to Approve the Purchase of Two New Emergency Police Vehicles 
Page 2 of 2 

ANALYSIS: 
 
The  City  elected  to  purchase  the  vehicles  by  piggybacking  on  a  competitively  bid  contract 
between  the  County  of  Los  Angeles  and  Wondries  Fleet  Group  (Contract  #16361257‐
1).   Purchasing  the  vehicles  in  this  manner  is  in  accordance  with  the  City’s  Purchasing 
Ordinance, which authorizes cooperative purchasing through piggybacking.  In accordance with 
the provisions of the Purchasing Ordinance, the vehicles are being offered by the vendor at the 
same terms, conditions and price as described in the contract with the County of Los Angeles.  
 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
 
Funding  is  included  in  the  Fiscal  Year  2016‐17  Adopted  Budget  (2017  Ford  Police  K‐9 
Interceptor Utilities – State Asset Forfeiture, Fund 020‐225‐0000‐4500 and 2017 Ford Police 
Patrol Interceptor Utilities – Equipment Replacement Fund – ERF, Fund 041‐225‐0000‐4500). 
 

CONCLUSION: 
 
The Police Department needs to replace one 2006 K‐9 vehicle and one 2007 patrol vehicle as 
they have exceeded their useful life.  Staff recommends the City Council authorize the purchase 
of the two new vehicles.   
 

ATTACHMENTS: 
 
A. 2017 Ford Police K‐9 Interceptor Utilities Quotation 
B. 2017 Ford Police Patrol Interceptor Utilities Quotation 
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MEMORANDUM

POLICE DEPARTMENT                           910 FIRST STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                        (818) 898‐1267                           WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Robert C. Gonzales and Councilmembers 
 
From:    Brain Saeki, City Manager 
  By:  Anthony Vairo, Police Chief 
     
Date:    October 17, 2016 
 
Subject:  Consideration of Disposition of Surplus City‐Owned Personal Property 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

It is recommended that the City Council: 
 
a. Accept and file all  items on the Surplus City‐Owned Personal Property List (Attachment 

“A”) as sold, except those identified for destruction; and 
 
b. Authorize  the  City Manager  and  the  Police  Chief  to  destroy  the  surplus  City‐Owned 

Personal  Property  in  accordance  with  Chapter  2,  Article  VI,  Division  7,  of  the  San 
Fernando Municipal Code. 

 

BACKGROUND: 
 
1. Periodically, the City retires equipment as surplus City‐Owned Personal Property, which 

requires a formal disposition. 

 
2. The  Police  Department  has  a  Weapons  Replacement  Program  in  place,  which 

strategically rotates out older, damaged or non‐functional weapons that could become a 
liability for the City.  

 
3. In May 2014,  the City Council  approved  the purchase of 50 Glock handguns  to  replace 

existing weapons that have been in service for over 10 years, in the amount of $25,677.75. 
 

4. In  February 2015,  the City Council authorized  the City Manager and  the Police Chief  to 
surplus the Police Department’s old weapons and offer to sell to Police personnel for set 
prices.  
 

5. Over several months and ending in December of 2015, all but six weapons were sold. 
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Consideration of Disposition of Surplus City‐Owned Personal Property 
Page 2 of 2 
 
 

ANALYSIS: 
 
The Police Department had 68 handguns that were deemed surplus and ready to be sold.  Staff 
was  granted  approval  to  sell  those weapons  to  Police  personnel,  pursuant  to  Chapter  2  – 
Administration,  Article  VI  –  Finance,  Division  7,  of  the  San  Fernando Municipal  Code;  and 
pursuant to Surplus City‐Owned Personal Property Sec. 2‐869. Bids; Sales; Exchanges of the San 
Fernando Municipal Code all weapons were sold “as‐is.”  
 
The weapons were  sold  to Police personnel, as per California State and Federal  Laws.   The 
Police Department prepared Release of Liability forms and the transfer of ownership was the 
Police personnel’s (new owners’) responsibility.   Once full payment, proof of ownership was 
received  and  verified,  the  Police  personnel  took  possession  of  the weapon  that  he  or  she 
purchased. 
 
The weapons that were not sold (six weapons) will be destroyed. 
 

BUDGET IMPACT: 
 
Proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the  surplus  City‐Owned  Personal  Property  (Police  Department 
weapons) was  in  the amount of $16,500 and was deposited  into  the Fiscal Year 2015‐2016 
General Fund. 
 

CONCLUSION: 
 
Staff recommends that the City Council accept this report and approve the destruction of the 
six unsold weapons, as listed in Attachment “A”.   
 
 

ATTACHMENT: 
 
A. Surplus City‐Owned Personal Property List 
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ATTACHMENT “A” 

 

SURPLUS CITY‐OWNED PERSONAL PROPERTY LIST 
 

HANDGUNS FOR DESTRUCTION 

Make  Model  Serial #  Price  Date Sold 

Glock  21  FLT964  $300.00   

Glock  21  FLT972  $300.00   

Glock  22  FLV511  $250.00   

Glock  22  FLV512  $250.00   

Glock  22  FLV517  $250.00   

Glock  22  FLV521  $250.00   

 
 

HANDGUNS SOLD 

Make  Model  Serial #  Price  Date Sold 

Glock  21  KNS715  $300.00  03/25/15 

Glock  21  KNS716  $300.00  04/03/15 

Glock  21  KNS717  $300.00  04/01/15 

Glock  21  FLT960  $300.00  07/08/15 

Glock  21  FLT961  $300.00  08/04/15 

Glock  21  FLT962  $300.00  05/20/15 

Glock  21  FLT963  $300.00  07/17/15 

Glock  21  FLT965  $300.00  04/02/15 

Glock  21  FLT966  $300.00  04/20/15 

Glock  21  FLT967  $300.00  04/08/15 

Glock  21  FLT968  $300.00  03/04/15 

Glock  21  FLT969  $300.00  04/06/15 

Glock  21  FLT970  $300.00  08/12/15 

Glock  21  FLT971  $300.00  04/16/15 

Glock  21  FLT973  $300.00  09/03/15 

Glock  21  FLT974  $300.00  04/06/15 

Glock  21  FLT975  $300.00  10/28/15 

Glock  21C  FFK590  $300.00  04/10/15 

Glock  21C  FFK591  $300.00  04/15/15 

Glock  21C  FFK592  $300.00  03/03/15 

Glock  21C  FFK593  $300.00  04/03/15 

Glock  21C  FFK594  $300.00  03/10/15 

Glock  21C  FFK595  $300.00  03/23/15 

Glock  21C  FFK596  $300.00  05/13/15 

Glock  21C  FFK597  $300.00  03/10/15 

Glock  21C  FFK598  $300.00  04/30/15 

Glock  21C  FFK599  $300.00  03/17/15 
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HANDGUNS SOLD 

Make  Model  Serial #  Price  Date Sold 

Glock  22C  FGC497  $250.00  03/10/15 

Glock  22C  FGC498  $250.00  07/23/15 

Glock  22  FLV508  $250.00  10/28/15 

Glock  22  FLV509  $250.00  03/27/15 

Glock  22  FLV510  $250.00  10/27/15 

Glock  22  FLV513  $250.00  11/03/15 

Glock  22  FLV514  $250.00  09/28/15 

Glock  22  FLV515  $250.00  10/08/15 

Glock  22  FLV516  $250.00  04/03/15 

Glock  22  FLV518  $250.00  11/6/15 

Glock  22  FLV519  $250.00  11/6/15 

Glock  22  FLV520  $250.00  11/9/15 

Glock  22  FLV522  $250.00  04/02/15 

Glock  22  FLV523  $250.00  11/06/15 

Glock  22  FLV524  $250.00  08/26/15 

Glock  23  FMK577  $250.00  03/03/15 

Glock  23  FMK578  $250.00  03/31/15 

Glock  23C  FLZ924  $250.00  07/29/15 

Glock  23C  FLZ925  $250.00  04/06/15 

Glock  23C  FLZ927  $250.00  04/03/15 

Glock  23C  FLZ928  $250.00  04/03/15 

Glock  23C  FLZ929  $250.00  08/03/15 

Glock  27  HGK974  $250.00  04/06/15 

Glock  35  FMF994  $250.00  08/12/15 

Sig/Sauer  P220  G219190  $250.00  04/03/15 

Colt  Super 38  16665LW  $200.00  09/04/15 

Colt  Auto  349169  $100.00  07/08/15 

H&K  USP  22‐25554  $300.00  07/24/15 

S&W  19‐6  BOF2451  $250.00  08/26/15 

S&W  6906  THB5541  $250.00  08/18/15 

S&W  4516  TEE9492  $250.00  11/03/15 

S&W  669  TAF3874  $250.00  10/26/15 

S&W  15‐3  1K14458  $250.00  11/03/15 

Ruger  Mark II  285031  $100.00  07/28/15 

Ruger  Mark II  215‐81200  $100.00  08/10/15 

Browning  6mm  122263  $100.00  08/10/15 
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AGENDA REPORT

CITY ATTORNEY                 117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐1201                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Robert C. Gonzales and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Brian Saeki, City Manger 
  By:  Joaquin Vazquez, Deputy City Attorney 
     
Date:    October 17, 2016 
 
Subject:  Consideration  to  Adopt  an  Urgency  Ordinance  Prohibiting  the  Personal 

Cultivation  of  Marijuana  in  Certain  Outdoor  Areas  of  Private  Residences, 
Adopting  Related  Standards,  and  Declaring  the  Urgency  Thereof,  Subject  to 
California Voter Approval of Proposition 64  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
It is recommended that the City Council: 
 
a. Conduct a Public Hearing; and 

 
b. Pending  public  testimony, waive  full  reading  and  adopt  Urgency  Ordinance  No.  U‐1657 

(Attachment  “A”)  by  title,  “An Urgency Ordinance  of  the  City  Council  of  the  City  of  San 
Fernando  Prohibiting  the  Personal  Cultivation  of Marijuana  in  Certain Outdoor  Areas  of 
Private  Residences  and  Declaring  the  Urgency  Thereof  in  Accordance  with  Government 
Code Sections 36934 and 36937, Subject to California Voter Approval of Proposition 64 at 
the  Tuesday,  November  8,  2016  Election.”  This  Ordinance  is  introduced  pursuant  to 
Government Code Section 36937 and requires a four‐fifths (4/5ths) vote for adoption. 

 
   
BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS: 
 
On November 8, 2016, the Control, Regulate, and Tax Adult Use of Marijuana Act (“AUMA”) will 
come before California voters as Proposition 64.  Proposition 64 is a state statute initiative that, 
if approved, would become effective on November 9, 2016, the day after the November 8, 2016 
election, pursuant to the California Constitution. (Cal. Const., art. II, § 10(a)).   
 
If approved, Proposition 64 would: 
 

 Legalize the nonmedical use of marijuana by persons 21 years of age and over, and the 
personal cultivation of up to six marijuana plants; and 
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 Create  a  state  regulatory  and  licensing  system  governing  the  commercial  cultivation, 

testing, and distribution of nonmedical marijuana, and the manufacturing of nonmedical 
marijuana products. 

Pursuant  to  Proposition  64,  local  governments  (e.g.,  cities  and  counties)  can  reasonably 
regulate, but cannot ban, personal indoor cultivation of up to six living marijuana plants within 
the  person’s  private  residence,  including  indoor  cultivation  in  a  greenhouse  on  the  same 
property as  the  residence  that  is not physically part of  the home.  (Health & Safety Code, §§ 
11362.1(a), 11362.1(a)‐(b).)   
 
It would also enable  local governments,  including cities and counties, to regulate and/or ban, 
the personal  cultivation of up  to  six  living marijuana plants outdoors upon  the grounds of a 
private  residence.  (Health &  Safety Code, § 11362.2(b)(3).)   Proposition 64 defines  a private 
residence as “a house, an apartment unit, a mobile home, or other similar dwelling unit” and 
allows  persons  to  possess  the marijuana  produced  by  their  six  cultivated  plants.  (Health & 
Safety Code, § 11362.2(b)(5).) 
 
With regard to both personal indoor and outdoor cultivation, Proposition 64 requires that any 
and all living marijuana plants personally cultivated by persons be kept: (1) within the person’s 
private  residence  or  upon  the  grounds  of  that  private  residence  (e.g.  in  an  outdoor  garden 
area);  (2)  in a  locked space; and  (3) not visible by normal unaided vision  from a public place. 
(Health & Safety Code, § 11362.2(a)(2).) 
 
In addition  to the Proposition 64 requirements that  live marijuana plants  involved  in outdoor 
personal cultivation be kept in a locked space and not visible by normal unaided vision from a 
public  place,  the  proposed  Urgency  Ordinance  (Attachment  “A”)  would  accomplish  the 
following: 
 

 Prohibit outdoor personal cultivation in non‐residentially zoned areas; 
 

 Prohibit  plants  involved  in  outdoor  personal  cultivation  from  being within  the  front 
portion of a property containing an existing dwelling facing a street; 

 

 Require outdoor personal cultivation areas to be  fully enclosed by an opaque  fence at 
least six feet in height; 

 

 Limit cultivation areas for outdoor personal cultivation to 100 square feet in cumulative 
area and require such areas to not displace any requires on‐site parking space; 
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 Prohibit  external  or  noxious  odors  associated with  outdoor  personal  cultivation  from 

being  detectable  from  any  street,  sidewalk,  public  right‐of‐way  or  adjacent  property; 
and 

 

 Prohibit the use of lights, heaters, fans, generators, or other mechanical equipment that 
causes a nuisance to neighbors.   

 
Government Code Section 36937 requires that the proposed Urgency Ordinance  (Attachment 
“A”)  be  approved  by  no  less  than  four‐fifths  (4/5)  of  the  City  Council  for  adoption  and 
necessitates findings  indicting that  it  is approved for the  immediate preservation of the public 
peace, health, or safety.   The proposed Urgency Ordinance  (Attachment “A”)  is supported by 
the necessary findings.  
 
Under the terms of the Urgency Ordinance, it would become effective upon four‐fifths (4/5) of 
the City Council and subject to California voter approval of Proposition 64 at the November 8, 
2016 election. 
 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
 
Proposition  64  makes  local  governments  responsible  for  enforcing  local  ordinances  and 
regulations.   The City will accordingly  incur additional enforcement costs related  to enforcing 
the cultivation provisions proposed in the attached Urgency Ordinance (Attachment “A”). 
 
 
ATTACHMENT: 
 
A.  Urgency Ordinance No. U‐1657 
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URGENCY ORDINANCE NO. U-1657 
 

AN URGENCY ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO, CALIFORNIA, PROHIBITING THE 
PERSONAL CULTIVATION OF MARIJUANA IN CERTAIN 
OUTDOOR AREAS OF PRIVATE RESIDENCES AND 
DECLARING THE URGENCY THEREOF IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH GOVERNMENT CODE SECTIONS 36934 AND 36937, 
SUBJECT TO CALIFORNIA VOTER APPROVAL OF 
PROPOSITION 64 AT THE TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 8, 2016 
ELECTION 

 
WHEREAS, in 1996, the California Legislature approved Proposition 215, also known 

as the Compassionate Use Act (the “CUA”), which was codified under Health and Safety Code 
Section 11262.5 et seq. and was intended to enable persons who are in need of medical marijuana 
for specified medical purposes, such as cancer, anorexia, AIDS, chronic pain, glaucoma and 
arthritis, to obtain and use marijuana under limited circumstances and where recommended by a 
physician; and 

 
WHEREAS, the CUA provides that “nothing in this section shall be construed or 

supersede legislation prohibiting persons from engaging in conduct that endangers others, or to 
condone the diversion of marijuana for non-medical purposes”; and 

 
WHEREAS, in 2004, the California Legislature enacted the Medical Marijuana Program 

Act (Health & Safety Code, § 11362.7 et seq.)(the “MMP”), which clarified the scope of the 
CUA, created a state-approved voluntary medical marijuana identification card program, and 
authorized cities to adopt and enforce rules and regulations consistent with the MMP; and 

 
WHEREAS, Assembly Bill 2650 (2010) and Assembly Bill 1300 (2011) amended the 

MMP to expressly recognize the authority of counties and cities to “[a]dopt local ordinances that 
regulate the location, operation, or establishment of a medical marijuana cooperative or 
collective” and to civilly and criminally enforce such ordinances; and 

 
WHEREAS, California courts have found that neither the CUA nor the MMP provide 

medical marijuana patients with an unfettered right to obtain, cultivate, or dispense marijuana for 
medical purposes; and 

 
WHEREAS, in 2013, the California Supreme Court in the case of City of Riverside v. 

Inland Empire Patients Health and Wellness Center (2013) 56 Cal.4th 729, found the CUA and 
MMP do not preempt a city’s local regulatory authority and confirmed a city’s ability to prohibit 
medical marijuana dispensaries within its boundaries; and 

 
WHEREAS, in 2013, the California Third District Appellate Court held that state law 

does “not preempt a city’s police power to prohibit the cultivation of all marijuana within the 
city”; and 

ATTACHMENT “A” 
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WHEREAS, in September 2015, the California State Legislature enacted, and Governor 
Brown signed into law three bills – Assembly Bill 243, Assembly Bill 266, and Senate Bill 643 – 
which together comprise the Medical Marijuana Regulation and Safety Act (the “MMRSA”); and  

 
WHEREAS, the MMRSA creates a comprehensive dual state licensing system for the 

cultivation, manufacture, retail, sale, transport, distribution, delivery, and testing of medical 
cannabis; and  

 
WHEREAS, the MMRSA contains new statutory provisions that: 
 
 Allow local government to enact ordinances expressing of their intent to prohibit the 

cultivation of marijuana and not administer a conditional use permit program pursuant 
to Health and Safety Code Section 11362.777 for the cultivation of marijuana (Health 
& Safety Code, § 11362.777(c)(4)); 

 Expressly provide that the Act does not supersede or limit local authority for local law 
enforcement activity, enforcement of local ordinances, or enforcement of local permit 
or licensing requirements regarding marijuana (Business & Professions Code, § 
19315(a));  

 Expressly provide that the Act does not limit the authority or remedies of a local 
government under any provision of law regarding marijuana, including, but not 
limited to, a local government’s right to make and enforce within its limits all police 
regulations not in conflict with its general laws (Business & Professions Code, § 
19316(c));  

 Require a local government that wishes to prevent marijuana delivery activity (as 
defined in Business and Professions Code Section 19300.5(m)) from operating within 
the local government’s boundaries to enact an ordinance affirmatively banning such 
delivery activity (Business & Professions Code, § 19340(a)); and 

 
WHEREAS, on May 16, 2016, the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 1654 to ban 

“commercial cannabis activities,” as defined under the MCRSA, with the exception of certain 
commercial cannabis deliveries to locations within the City of San Fernando provided such 
deliveries originate from legal marijuana dispensaries located outside the territorial boundaries of 
the City of San Fernando; and 

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 1654 bars cannabis delivery operations headquartered in, 
or otherwise originating from the City of San Fernando; and 

WHEREAS, the MMRSA was renamed the Medical Cannabis Regulation and Safety 
Act (the “MCRSA”) under Senate Bill 837 in June 2016, which also made includes substantive 
changes to the applicable state laws, which affect the various state agencies involved in 
regulating cannabis businesses as well as potential licensees; and  

WHEREAS, on November 8, 2016, the Control, Regulate, and Tax Adult Use of 
Marijuana Act (“AUMA”) will come before California voters as Proposition 64; and 
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WHEREAS, if approved, Proposition 64 would legalize the nonmedical use of marijuana 
by persons 21 years of age and over, and the personal cultivation of up to six marijuana plants; 
and 

WHEREAS, if approved, Proposition 64 would additionally create a state regulatory and 
licensing system governing the commercial cultivation, testing, and distribution of nonmedical 
marijuana, and the manufacturing of nonmedical marijuana products;  

WHEREAS, Proposition 64 is a state statute initiative that, if approved, would become 
effective on November 9, 2016, the day after the November 8, 2016 election, pursuant to the 
California Constitution (Cal. Const., art. II, § 10(a)); and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Proposition 64, local governments, including cities, can 
reasonably regulate, but cannot ban, personal indoor cultivation of up to six living marijuana 
plants within the person’s private residence, including indoor cultivation in a greenhouse on the 
same property as the residence that is not physically part of the home (Health & Safety Code, §§ 
11362.1(a), 11362.1(a)-(b)); and 

WHEREAS, Proposition 64 defines a private residence as “a house, an apartment unit, a 
mobile home, or other similar dwelling unit) and allows persons to possess the marijuana 
produced by their six cultivated plants (Health & Safety Code, § 11362.2(b)(5)); and 

WHEREAS, Proposition 64 enables local governments, including cities, to regulate 
and/or ban, the personal cultivation of up to six living marijuana plants outdoors upon the 
grounds of a private residence (Health & Safety Code, § 11362.2(b)(3)); and 

WHEREAS, Proposition 64 requires that any and all living marijuana plants personally 
cultivated by persons be kept: (1) within the person’s private residence or upon the grounds of 
that private residence (e.g. in an outdoor garden area); (2) in a locked space; and (3) not visible 
by normal unaided vision from a public place (Health & Safety Code, § 11362.2(a)(2)); and 

WHEREAS, the City of San Fernando (the “City”) seeks to prohibit persons from 
cultivating up to six living marijuana plants in certain outdoor areas within a private residence 
adopt related standards if Proposition 64 is approved; and 

WHEREAS, Government Code sections 36934 and 36937 authorize the City Council to 
adopt an urgency ordinance for the immediate preservation of the public peace, health, or safety. 

 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 
FERNANDO, CALIFORNIA DOES HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. The facts set forth in the recitals above are true and correct. 
 

SECTION 2. Definitions. 
 

A. “Marijuana” means all parts of the plant Cannabis sativa L., whether growing or not; 
the seeds thereof, the resin extracted from any part of the plant; and every compound, 
manufacture, salt, derivative, mixture, or preparation of the plant, its seeds, or resin. 
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B. “Cultivate” means participation any activity involving the planting, growing, 

harvesting, drying, curing, grading, or trimming of marijuana.  
 

C. “Private residence” means a house, an apartment unit, a mobilehome, or other similar 
dwelling. 

 
SECTION 3. Urgency Findings.   

 
A. The Attorney General's August 2008 Guidelines for the Security and Non-Diversion 

of Marijuana Grown for Medical Use recognizes that certain marijuana related 
activities can create adverse impacts absent reasonable regulations to address these 
impacts. 

 
B. If approved by California voters on November 8, 2016, Proposition 64 would allow 

individuals to possess, plant, cultivate, harvest, dry, or process not more than six 
living marijuana plants and possess the marijuana produced by the plants, subject to 
local government regulations as to indoor personal cultivation and/or local 
government regulations or bans as to personal marijuana cultivation outdoors upon 
the grounds of a private residence. 

 
C. The strong smell of marijuana creates an attractive nuisance, alerting persons to the 

location of the valuable plants, and creating a risk of trespass and burglary.  The 
allowance of unfettered outdoor personal marijuana cultivation would therefore be 
detrimental to the immediate preservation of the public peace, health, and safety in 
the City.  

 
D. This Urgency Ordinance would help minimize the creation of attractive nuisances 

from outdoor personal marijuana cultivation and contribute to the preservation of the 
public peace, health, and safety of the City. 

 
SECTION 4. Chapter 42 (Health and Sanitation) of the San Fernando Municipal Code is 

amended by the addition of Article III (Marijuana Cultivation) which shall read as follows:  
 

Sec. 42-90 Personal Cultivation of Marijuana. 
 

Any and all live marijuana plants cultivated by persons in the City pursuant to Health and 
Safety Code Section 11361.1(a)(3) shall be kept in a locked space that is not visible by 
normal unaided vision from a public place, subject to any and all limitations applicable 
under Health and Safety Code Sections 11361.1 and 11361.2. 

Sec. 42-91 Indoor Personal Cultivation of Marijuana. 
 
The indoor personal cultivation of marijuana by persons in the City pursuant to Health 
and Safety Code Section 11361.1(a)(3) shall be limited to a person’s private residence or 
inside an accessory structure to a private residence located upon the grounds of such 
person’s private residence that is fully enclosed and secure. 
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Sec. 42-92 Outdoor Personal Cultivation of Marijuana upon the Grounds of an Outdoor 
Residence. 
 
(a) Location Limitations. The outdoor personal cultivation of marijuana upon the 

grounds of an outdoor residence pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 
11361.1(a)(3) shall be prohibited in non-residentially zoned areas in the City.  

 
(b) Operation and Development Standards.  

 
(1) The outdoor personal cultivation of marijuana upon the grounds of an outdoor 

residence pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 11361.1(a)(3) shall only be 
allowed within the required front, side, and rear yard areas as defined in the City’s 
zoning ordinance unless otherwise provided herein.  

 
(2) At no time can plants involved in such outdoor personal cultivation be visible by 

normal unaided vision from a public place or allowed within the front portion of a 
property containing an existing dwelling facing a public street. 

 
(3) The outdoor personal cultivation of marijuana upon the grounds of an outdoor 

residence pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 11361.1(a)(3) shall be kept 
within a locked space or area and fully enclosed by an opaque fence at least six 
feet in height.  Such fence must be adequately secure to prevent unauthorized 
entry and shall not be comprised of bushes, hedgerows, plastic sheeting, tarps, or 
cloth material.  All proposed fencing materials shall be in compliance with City 
ordinances related to permitted walls and fences within the City’s residential 
zones. 

 
(4) The maximum allowable area for plants cultivated for personal use upon the 

grounds of an outdoor residence pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 
11361.1(a)(3) shall not exceed 100 square feet in cumulative area or displace any 
space for required on-site parking. 

 
(5) Each allowable outdoor area utilized for the outdoor personal cultivation of 

marijuana upon the grounds of an outdoor residence pursuant to Health and Safety 
Code Section 11361.1(a)(3) shall be set back at least (10) feet from all lot lines of 
the premises.  Such setback distance shall be measured in a straight line from the 
fence required in subsection (3), above, to the boundary line of the subject 
property. 

 
(6) There shall be no external or noxious olfactory evidence of marijuana cultivation 

from any street, sidewalk, public right-of-way, or adjacent property. 
 

(7) The use of lights, heaters, fans, generators, or other mechanical equipment that 
causes a nuisance to neighbors shall be strictly prohibited.  
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SECTION 5. CEQA. the proposed Urgency Ordinance does not have the potential to 
cause significant effects on the environment and is exempt from the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”), pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3), because there is no 
possibility that the preclusion of outdoor personal marijuana cultivation in certain areas will have 
a significant effect on the environment. 
 

SECTION 6. Inconsistent Provisions.  Any provision of the San Fernando City Code or 
appendices thereto that conflicts with the provisions of this Urgency Ordinance, to the extent of 
such conflict and no further, is hereby repealed or modified to the extent necessary to affect the 
provisions of this Urgency Ordinance. 
 

SECTION 7. Severability. If any section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, 
clause or phrase of this Urgency Ordinance, or any part thereof is for any reason held to be 
invalid or unconstitutional by a decision of any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision 
shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Urgency Ordinance or any part 
thereof.  The City Council hereby declares that it would have passed each section, subsection, 
subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase thereof, irrespective of the fact that any one or 
more section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase would be 
subsequently declared invalid or unconstitutional. 
 

SECTION 8. Effective Date. This Urgency Ordinance is enacted pursuant to the 
authority conferred upon the City Council of the City of El Monte by Government Code sections 
36934 and 36937 and shall be in full force and effect upon: (1) its adoption by a four-fifths (4/5) 
vote of the City Council; and (2) California state voter approval of Proposition 64 at the 
November 8, 2016 election. 
 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of San 
Fernando at its regular meeting on this 17th day of October, 2016.  
 
 
 

______________________________  
Robert C. Gonzales, Mayor  

ATTEST:  
 
 
____________________________  
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk  
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM:  
 
 
____________________________________  
Rick R. Olivarez, City Attorney 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA   ) 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES  )   SS. 
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO             ) 
 
I, ELENA CHÁVEZ, City Clerk of the City of San Fernando, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing Ordinance was adopted a regular meeting of the City Council held on the 17th day of 
October, 2016, and was carried by the following roll call vote: 
 
 

AYES:   
 

NOES:   
 

ABSTAIN:  
 

ABSENT:  
 
 
 
____________________________  
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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AGENDA REPORT

CITY ATTORNEY                 117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐1201                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:    Mayor Robert C. Gonzales and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Brian Saeki, City Manager 
  By:  Joaquin Vazquez, Deputy City Attorney 
            
Date:    October 17, 2016 
   
Subject:  Consideration  to Adopt  a  Resolution  Establishing  a  Permit Application  Fee  for 

Medical  Cannabis  Deliveries  Originating  from  Legal  Medical  Cannabis 
Dispensaries Located Outside of the City of San Fernando 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Recommend that the City Council: 

 
a. Conduct a Public Hearing; and 

  
b. Pending public testimony, adopt Resolution No. 7765 (Attachment “A”) “A Resolution of the 

City Council of the City of San Fernando Establishing a Permit Application Fee  for Medical 
Cannabis Deliveries Originating from Legal Medical Cannabis Dispensaries Located Outside 
of the City of San Fernando.” 

BACKGROUND: 
 
1. In September 2015,  the California State  Legislature enacted, and Governor Brown  signed 

into  law  three  bills  –  Assembly  Bill  243,  Assembly  Bill  266,  and  Senate  Bill  643  – which 
together comprise the Medical Marijuana Regulation and Safety Act.   

2. This Act was  renamed  the Medical Cannabis Regulation and Safety Act  (the “MCRSA”) by 
Senate Bill 837 in June 2016.   

3. The MCRSA recognizes a range of medical marijuana businesses referred to as “commercial 
cannabis  activities,”  including  cultivation  businesses,  medical  cannabis  product 
manufacturers, medical  cannabis  distributors  and  transporters, medical  cannabis  testing 
laboratories, and medical cannabis dispensaries.   

4. The MCRSA allows cities to regulate or ban any or all such commercial cannabis activities.   

5. Any activities that are permitted require  licenses from the State of California (the “State”) 
and  the City. Pursuant  to  this authority,  the City Council of  the City of San Fernando  (the 
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“City Council” of  the “City”) adopted Ordinance No. 1654, which prohibits all commercial 
cannabis activities in the City with the exception of certain medical cannabis deliveries.   

6. Ordinance No. 1654, which became effective on  June 16, 2016, provides  for deliveries of 
medical  cannabis  to  qualified  patients  and  primary  caregivers  from  legally  operating 
dispensaries located outside of the City’s boundaries.   

7. For example, a qualified patient or primary caregiver  in possession of a valid State‐issued 
identification  card  for medical  cannabis use  could  receive  a delivery of medical  cannabis 
within the City from a dispensary located and lawfully licensed in the City of Los Angeles if 
the delivery company has a State license and a City license to effectuate such deliveries. 

 
ANALYSIS: 
 
Section 106‐1495 of Ordinance No. 1654 requires those seeking to establish businesses  in the 
City to provide such deliveries to pay the requisite permit application fee, as established by City 
Council resolution.  Proposed Resolution No. 7765 would establish a permit application fee and 
enable the San Fernando Police Department to begin processing permit applications for limited 
medical cannabis deliveries. 
 
The breakdown of the fee’s components would be as follows: 

 Processing:     $308.77  

 Fingerprinting:   $  76.00  

 Vehicle Inspections:   $  20.00 
 
A more nuanced analysis of the fee’s components is attached to proposed Resolution No. 7765 
as Exhibit “A”.   Resolution No. 7765 would require a simple majority vote of  the City Council 
and would become immediately effective upon adoption.   
 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
 
The City’s police power enables it to establish regulatory fees to recover its reasonable costs in 
processing, evaluating, and potentially awarding applications  for  certain activities. Therefore, 
the proposed fee would be a cost recovery mechanism and not have a significant fiscal impact. 
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CONCLUSION: 
 
Based on the aforementioned analysis, City staff recommends that the City Council adopt the 
attached Resolution No. 7765.   
 
 
ATTACHMENT: 
   
A. Resolution No. 7765 
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ATTACHMENT “A” 

RESOLUTION NO. 7765 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
SAN FERNANDO, CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING A PERMIT 
APPLICATION FEE FOR MEDICAL CANNABIS DELIVERIES 
ORIGINATING FROM LEGAL MEDICAL CANNABIS 
DISPENSARIES LOCATED OUTSIDE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
FERNANDO 

 
 WHEREAS, on May 2, 2016, the City Council of the City of San Fernando (the “City 
Council” of the “City”) conducted a first reading of Ordinance No. 1264 entitled: 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN FERNANDO 
AMENDING CHAPTER 22 (BUSINESSES) AND CHAPTER 106 (ZONING) TO 
EXPRESSLY PROHIBIT MEDICAL CANNABIS DISPENSARIES, MEDICAL 
CANNABIS CULTIVATION, CITY-BASED MEDICAL CANNABIS DELIVERY 
OPERATIONS, AND ALL COMMERCIAL CANNABIS ACTIVITIES IN ALL 
AREAS OF THE CITY, EXCLUDING MEDICAL CANNABIS DELIVERY 
ACTIVITIES ORIGINATNG FROM LEGAL DESPENSARIES OUTSIDE OF THE 
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO; and 

 
WHEREAS, on May 16, 2016, the City Council conducted a second reading and 

approved Ordinance No. 1264; and  
 

 WHEREAS, on June 16, 2016, Ordinance No. 1264 became effective; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 1264 allows for a qualified patient and/or primary caregiver 
(as defined) to receive deliveries of medical cannabis from a legally operating, licensed 
dispensary located outside of the City in possession of a current and valid City permit to make 
such deliveries; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council desires to establish fees for processing permit applications 

for the delivery of medical cannabis within the City limits; and 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the State Constitution, San Fernando City Code, and other 
applicable federal, state and local laws, the City is able to charge fees for services which to not 
exceed the City’s cost to provide those services; and 
 

WHEREAS, on October 17, 2016, the City Council conducted a duly noticed public 
hearing to consider a permit application fee for medical cannabis deliveries to be charged by the 
City; and 

 
WHEREAS, notice of such public hearing was effectuated pursuant to Government 

Code Section 6062a and 66018; and 
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WHEREAS, after giving an opportunity for the public to be heard and considering all 
information before it, the City Council approved the establishment of a fee for permit 
applications for the delivery of medical cannabis within the City limits. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 

FERNANDO DOES HEREBY RESOLVE, FIND, DETERMINE AND ORDER AS 
FOLLOWS: 
 

SECTION 1. The facts set forth in the recitals above are true and correct and are 
incorporated herein by this reference. 
 

SECTION 2. The City Council hereby establishes a permit application fee as set forth in 
Exhibit “A”, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference.  
 

SECTION 3. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption by the 
City Council and the City Clerk shall certify to the passage and adoption of this Resolution and 
enter it into the book of original Resolutions. 
 
PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 17th day of October, 2016. 
  
 
                 

Robert C. Gonzales, Mayor       
ATTEST: 
 
      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss 
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO ) 
 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was approved and adopted at a 
regular meeting of the City Council held on the 17th day of October, 2016, by the following vote 
to wit: 

 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 

      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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Cannabis Delivery Fees 

Processing:    $308.77 

Fingerprinting:    $76.00 

Vehicle Inspections:  $20.00 

   

Breakdown of Processing Time

Item  Description  Time 

Personnel 
ID 

Chief ‐ 1 
Lieutenant ‐2 
Rec Supv ‐ 3 

Item 
Total 

Fingerprint 
Review 

Prepare documents for fingerprinting 
receive results 

30 minutes  3  $29.77 

Vehicle/DMV 
Review 

Review for current registration and 
verify no warrants 

15 minutes  3  $14.88 

ID Card  Prepare and catalog ID Card  30 minutes  3  $29.77 

Review 1  Review all documents for completeness  30 minutes  3  $29.77 

Review 2  Review by Lieutenant  60 minutes  2  $112.58 

Final Approval 
Final review and approval by Chief of 
Police 

30 minutes  1  $61.65 

Write notice of 
Approval/Reject 

After approval from the Chief a letter of 
approval or rejection is completed and 
mailed. 

30 minutes  3  $29.77 

TOTAL  $308.19 
 

Personnel ID   
Reference #  Title Hourly Rate 

1  Chief of Police $123.30 

2  Lieutenant $112.58 

3  Records/Systems Administrator $59.53 

 

 

Additional Costs: 

Fingerprints 
DOJ  $32

FBI  $19

SFPD Rolling Fee  $20

TOTAL  $76

 

Vehicle Inspections 
Verify both plates are on vehicle 
Verify no markings on vehicle  
Verify no tint 

$20 

 

EXHIBIT “A” 
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AGENDA REPORT

CITY CLERK DEPARTMENT                 117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐1204                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Robert C. Gonzales and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
     
Date:    October 17, 2016 
 
Subject:  Consideration of Options Regarding the General Municipal Election on March 7, 

2017 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
It is recommended that the City Council consider options for conducting the General Municipal 
Election on March 7, 2017  and provide  staff with direction whether  to  consolidate with  the 
County of Los Angeles or conduct a stand‐alone concurrent election. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
1. In November 1994, City Council adopted Ordinance No. 1452 which states that the General 

Municipal Election will be held on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in March of each 
odd‐numbered year.  The next General Municipal Election is scheduled for March 7, 2017. 

 
2. In  October,  of  even‐numbered  years,  the  City  Council  is  presented  with  resolutions  to 

commence the election process:   Calling and Giving Notice of the Election and Requesting 
County  of  Los Angeles  Services.    For  the  past  14  years,  a  third  resolution  has  also  been 
presented  to  the  City  Council  for  consideration  regarding  Consenting  to  an  Election 
Consolidation with the City of Los Angeles. 

 
3. On  July 18, 2016,  in  response  to Senate Bill 415,  the City Council adopted Resolution No. 

7754  to establish  that  it would comply with state mandated consolidation with statewide 
election dates in even‐numbered years in November no later than 2022.  

 
4. On August 18, 2016, staff attended a meeting held by the City of Los Angeles (LA) regarding 

their request to consolidate 2017 elections.   The consolidation request  is for their Primary 
Nominating Election  for the purpose of electing Members to the Board of Trustees to the 
Los Angeles Community College District  (LACCD) and to the Board of Education of the Los 
Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD).   Staff was  informed that LA will no  longer request 
to consolidate with our General Municipal Election because LAUSD’s primary and general 
election dates were moved to 2020. 
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5. On  September  14,  2016,  the  County  of  Los  Angeles  Registrar‐Recorder/County  Clerk 
(RR/CC) notified Los Angeles County City Clerks that the Board of Supervisors (BOS) voted to 
preserve the option to call for a special Countywide election “… to place potential measures 
before  the  voters  to  address  homelessness  and  other  issues  on March  7,  2017.”   Their 
intent  is  to  have  all  cities  consolidate  their  local  elections  with  the  County  (whether 
County  ballot measure/s  are placed  on  the  ballot  or  not).  Despite such intent, the City is 
not obligated to consolidate with the County. 

 
 
ANALYSIS: 
 
With the BOS possibly calling a special Countywide election on March 7, 2017,  the City  has the 
option  to  consolidate  with  the  County  or  conduct  a  concurrent  stand‐alone election at the 
same time as the County election.   
 
The BOS  is expected to make their final determination to call the special Countywide election 
by  December  6,  2016.   In  the  interim,  the  BOS  has  asked  the  RR/CC  to  begin  preliminary 
preparations  including their  intent to have all cities and special districts consolidate their  local 
elections with the County.  
 
This consolidation  is not mandatory and  the City has an option  to evaluate  the pros and cons 
of each.   Therefore, the City Council needs to decide whether to consolidate with  the  County 
election or conduct a concurrent stand‐alone election at the same time as the County election. 
 
The following are comparisons of each scenario to assist the City Council in making a decision:  
 
Consolidate the General Municipal Election with the Special Countywide Election: 
 

1. City Staff does not have  the responsibility of running and managing any aspect of  the 
election  and  would  only  be  involved  in  candidate  nomination  paperwork  filing, 
receiving  of  FPPC  filings,  and  publishing  of  notices.  Most  other  elements  of  the 
election would be administered by the County. 

2. City  Candidates  on  a  ballot with  County measure/s may  likely  generate  higher  voter 
turn‐out. 

3. Ballot Counting will  take place at  the County’s Registrar  in Norwalk  (could potentially 
take two to three weeks for verification).   

4. City Council Reorganization – For a consolidated election  (upon  receipt of  the  results 
from the County) the City’s declaration of the results and reorganization would occur no 
later  than  the next  regularly scheduled City Council meeting after presentation of  the 
canvass   or at a special meeting called for such purposes.   City Clerks from other cities 
have  advised  that  County  certification  of  a  canvass  takes  approximately  two  to  four 
weeks.   
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5. Vote‐by‐Mail Lists and Precinct Maps would be available from the County and not the 
City Clerk’s office. 

6. Cost  of  Election  –   The  RR/CC  completed  its  initial  election  cost  assessments  and 
estimate the cost for San Fernando to be $12,644.45 for three at‐large offices (i.e., two 
Councilmembers and one City Treasurer) but caution that “this is just an initial estimate, 
and  changes  in  any  factors  and/or overall election  statistics,  as well  as unanticipated 
labor rates and cost of materials, will have a significant impact on the final costs.”  
 

Hold Concurrent Stand‐alone Election (Same Time as the County): 
 

1. Possible Voter  Confusion  since  both  City  and County  elections  are  conducted  at  the 
same  time.   Voters may be  required  to  report  to  two different polling  locations, or  if 
they  are  located  at  the  same  polling  place,  the  voter must  check  in  at  two  different 
tables, sign two different rosters, and vote two different ballots. 

2. City Clerk handles all aspects of  running and managing  the election  including but not 
limited  to  securing  and  training  poll workers  and  securing  polling  places,  issuing  and 
processing Vote‐by‐Mail ballots (VBM), and conducting tally of election day ballots and 
VBM ballots canvass on Election night (with consultant support).   

3. Ballot  counting will  take place  in City Hall Council Chambers  and  likely  to  take more 
than  two weeks  for  verification.   (Results of ballot  are  immediate  the  evening of  the 
election.)  

4. City Council Reorganization – Must occur by the March 31, 2017 deadline as prescribed 
by Elections Code Sections 10263 for a stand‐alone election.  

5. Vote‐by‐Mail Lists and Precinct Maps would be available from the City Clerk’s office. 
6. Vote‐by‐Mail  Voters  will  be  required  to mail  separate  ballots  to different  addresses 

(County and City). 
7. Cost of election  –   The City had budgeted $68,200 for our 2017 election.  Consolidating 

with the City of LA has significantly reduced election costs (i.e., in 2015, LA reimbursed 
the City of San Fernando over $40,000 for their portion of the expenses).   

 
It  should be noted  that  if  the  County proceeds with  a  special  election,  the  City of  LA has 
notified staff that they will consolidate with the County and the City of San Fernando would 
have to conduct a standalone election (no cost‐sharing with LA) or also consolidate with the 
County. 
  
The  local election process  is  prescribed by State and  Election  law  including all  deadlines,  and 
procedures  related  to  the  election.    The  California  Elections  Code  requires  that  certain 
resolutions  be adopted  (no  later than December 9, 2016)  in order  to hold the City's General 
Municipal Election on March 7, 2017.     
 
If  the  City  Council  directs  staff  to proceed with preparations  for a concurrent  stand‐alone 
election, then the following resolutions should be adopted no later than December 9, 2016: 
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 Resolution Calling and Giving Notice of Election  ‐ Calls  the  election,  establishes  the 
purpose  for  the  election,  authorizes  the  City  Clerk  to  conduct  the  election, 
establishes precinct  officer  compensation,  and  sets  the voting  hours  as  7:00  a.m.  to 
8:00 p.m. 
 

 Resolution Requesting County of Los Angeles Services – The City of San Fernando will 
require  the  County  of  Los  Angeles  to  provide  services  including  voter  and  precinct 
information,  voter  signature  verification  services,  and  election  equipment  and 
assistance as needed according to State law. 

 
If there  is no special Countywide election,  in addition to the two resolutions noted above, the 
City Council should also consider adopting a third resolution:  
 

 Consenting to an Election Consolidation with the City of Los Angeles  
In the past, election consolidation with the City of LA significantly reduced election costs 
(i.e., in 2015, LA reimbursed the City of San Fernando over $40,000 for their portion of 
the expenses).    It should be noted that  if the County proceeds with a special election, 
the City of LA will consolidate with the County (and not San Fernando).  
 

If the  City  Council decides  to  consolidate  the General Municipal Election with  the  County, 
the City Council would need to adopt the following resolutions: 
 

    Resolution Calling and Giving Notice of Election 
 

 Resolution Requesting  that  the LA County Board of Supervisors Direct  the Registrar‐
Recorder/County  Clerk  to Administer, Manage,  and Oversee  the General Municipal 
Election and Request for Consolidation with the Countywide Election Held on March 7, 
2017  

 
Whether the  City  Council decides  to consolidate with the County or  run  a  concurrent stand‐

alone  election,  staff  recommends  that  the  City  enter  into  a  Professional  Services 

Agreement  with  Martin  &  Chapman  Co.    Either  scenario  will  require  the  acquisition  of 

specialty  materials,  services  and  supplies  such  as  nomination  petitions,  sample  ballot 

pamphlets, signs, etc. (all translated to meet Voting Rights Act requirements). 
 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
 
Fiscal Year 2016‐2017 budget  includes $68,200  for services related to conducting the General 
Municipal Election on March 7, 2017.  
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If the County does not hold a County‐wide election and the City of San Fernando consolidates 
with the City of LA, election costs will be significantly reduced  (i.e.,  in 2015, our election cost 
was  just under $23,000 due City of LA paying their portion).   Again,  it should be noted that  if 
the County proceeds with a special Countywide election, the City of LA will consolidate with the 
County and not San Fernando. 
 
If  the County holds  their  special election  and  the City  consolidates with  the County,  they’ve 

provided an estimate for $12,644.45 for three at‐large offices but caution that “this  is  just an 

initial  estimate,  and  changes  in  any  factors  and/or  overall  election  statistics,  as  well  as 

unanticipated labor rates and cost of materials, will have a significant impact on the final costs.” 

 

Again, either scenario will require the services of Martin & Chapman Co. to assist the City Clerk 

Department  regarding  the  acquisition  of  specialty  materials,  services  and  supplies  (i.e., 

nomination petitions, sample ballot pamphlets, signs, etc.). 

 
 
CONCLUSION: 
 
It is recommended that the City Council consider options for conducting the General Municipal 
Election on March 7, 2017  and provide  staff with direction whether  to  consolidate with  the 
County of Los Angeles or conduct a stand‐alone concurrent election and direct staff to proceed 
with agendizing the appropriate resolutions. 
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AGENDA REPORT

CITY COUNCIL                 117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐1201                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Robert C. Gonzales and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Vice Mayor Joel Fajardo 
     
Date:    October 17, 2016     
 
Subject:  Time Warner/Charter Cable Merger Update  

RECOMMENDATION: 

I  have  asked  that  an  informational  item  be  placed  on  the  agenda  regarding  the  Time 
Warner/Charter Cable merger.  Our local Time Warner representative will be providing a report 
to the City Council.    
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AGENDA REPORT

FINANCE DEPARTMENT                 117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐7307                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Robert C. Gonzales and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Brian Saeki, City Manager 
  By:  Nick Kimball, Finance Director 
     
Date:    October 17, 2016 
 
Subject:  Consideration of a Business Tax Amnesty Program 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
It is recommended that the City Council: 
 
a. Consider establishing a Business Tax Amnesty Program; 
 
b. Adopt  Resolution  No.  7764  (Attachment  “A”)  implementing  the  proposed  Business  Tax 

Amnesty Program; and 
 
c. Authorize the City Manager, or designee, to  finalize and execute all documents related to 

the Business Tax Amnesty Program. 
   
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
1. Chapter 22 of San Fernando’s City Code authorizes the collection of a Business License tax 

as a means of raising revenue for municipal purposes (NOTE: Issuance of a Business License 
is only intended to evidence that a business has paid its required fee in compliance with the 
City’s  Business  Ordinance.    It  is  not  intended  to  evidence  compliance  with  regulatory 
requirements).    
 

2. A  Business  License  tax  is  collected  from  all  businesses,  trades,  professions,  callings  and 
occupations  transacting and  carrying on business  in  the City.   Although  there are various 
taxes for certain business types, in general, the tax is $0.96 per $1,000 in gross receipts for 
wholesale operations, $1.20 per $1,000 in gross receipts for retail operations, or $2.40 per 
$1,000 in gross receipts for professional service operations.  The taxes are reduced by 50% 
for gross receipts in excess of $1 million and are imposed on gross receipts in the immediate 
prior calendar year. 
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3. Business License  taxes and  related  fees are  the City’s  fifth  largest  revenue source as  they 
generate more  than  $1 million  per  year, which  represents  approximately  6%  of General 
Fund revenues. 

 
4. Business License renewal applications are sent out each year in December and are due prior 

to  the  last  day  in  February.    Approximately  3,000  renewals  are  mailed  annually,  with 
approximately 1,000 of those being businesses physically  located  in the City.   Examples of 
businesses  located  outside  the  City  but  requiring  a  business  license  include,  but  are  not 
limited to, contractors, tree trimmers, security services, janitorial services, vending machine 
operators, food trucks, and numerous other types of mobile businesses. 
 

5. Due  to  the  economic  downturn  in  2007  and  a  reduction  in  staff  resources  available  to 
dedicate  to Business  License management  and  enforcement,  the City Council  awarded  a 
contract  to HdL  Companies  to  provide  turnkey  Business  License  services  and  handle  the 
entire Business License process for the City beginning with the 2016 renewal season.  

 
 
ANALYSIS: 
 
Transition  of  all  Business  License  operations  to  HdL  Companies  was  completed  in  early 
December 2015.  HdL Companies has processed all Business License applications since January 
1,  2016.    Now  that  transition  of  operations  is  complete,  staff  is  shifting  efforts  toward 
compliance and enforcement.   
 
The  City’s  primary  objective with  regards  to  application  of  the  Business  Tax  is  fairness  and 
equity.      This  is  accomplished  by  ensuring  all  entities  transacting  business  in  the  City  are 
complying with the City’s Business Tax ordinance.   In an effort to increase compliance, staff is 
recommending  a  three‐phase  approach  to  be  implemented  over  the  next  year:  1)  offer  a 
Business Tax Amnesty Program  that provides opportunity and  incentive  to businesses  to self‐
report  current  and  prior  year  business  activities;  2)  engage  HdL  Companies  to  conduct  a 
Business  License Discovery  and Verification Audit  to  find  unregistered  businesses  and  verify 
business  tax  returns  filed  by  a  random  sampling  of  businesses;  and  3)  provide  additional 
ongoing  enforcement  tools  to  continue  to  ensure  compliance  with  the  City’s  Business 
Ordinance. 
 
Current Penalty Structure 
Under  Chapter  22  (Business)  of  the  San  Fernando  City  Code,  if  a  business  fails  to  pay  the 
required Business Tax and related fees (e.g., Mall Maintenance, Parking, and Mall Association 
fees,  if  applicable)  by  the  last  day  in  February,  a  ten  percent  (10%)  delinquency  penalty  is 
imposed.  Additional penalties of 10% per month are applied up to 100% penalty if not paid by 
the  following  December.    These  penalties  can  be  quite  cumbersome  and  often  create  a 
disincentive to comply for businesses that get too far behind.   
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Proposed Business License Amnesty Program 
Business  License  Amnesty  Programs  are  commonly  used  by  cities  to  encourage  voluntary 
compliance.  Amnesty Programs typically suspend certain elements of a business tax ordinance 
for  a  specified  period  of  time.    Traditionally,  those  elements  are  some  combination  of: 
penalties, interest, and/or prosecution.   
 
The principle  reason  for  conducting a Business Tax Amnesty Program  is  to generate General 
Fund  revenue  by  increasing  compliance with  the  City’s  Business  Tax  ordinance.    It  is  staff’s 
opinion that there  is an unknown, yet substantial, number of unregistered and/or delinquent 
businesses in San Fernando.  Taking steps to reduce non‐compliance ensures fair treatment of 
those  taxpayers  that  comply each  year.   An  amnesty period provides businesses  a one‐time 
opportunity  to  voluntarily  come  into  compliance,  without  the  City  having  to  use  internal, 
external, or legal resources to collect the taxes owed. 
 
Staff is proposing the City Council adopt a Resolution that sets forth the following elements of a 
San Fernando Business Tax Amnesty Program: 
 

1. Provide  an  appropriate  window  of  opportunity  for  businesses  to  self‐report.  The 
proposed “window”  for  the program  is proposed  to be effective October 1, 2016 and 
end  on  June  30,  2017.  Once  the  program  expires,  the  incentives  will  no  longer  be 
offered. 
 

2. Provide an  incentive to self‐report.   The proposed  incentive  is to waive all business tax 
and  assessment  related penalties.   Penalties effectively double  the  amount owed  for 
prior  years,  which  creates  a  disincentive  for  businesses  to  self‐report.  By  waiving 
penalties, the City will generate additional revenue by collecting the tax amount owed 
for prior years without the added administrative/legal costs that accompany traditional 
enforcement  activity  while  providing  an  incentive  to  businesses  to  self‐report.  Any 
penalties  paid  by  businesses  prior  to  the  amnesty  period  would  not  be  subject  to 
refund. 
 

3. Create a Business Tax Amnesty Application.   To establish eligibility and  track  revenue 
generated from this program, staff will develop a Business Tax Amnesty application and 
declaration affidavit.   
 

4. Establish  a  payment  plan.    It  is  likely  that  businesses  that  are  delinquent  or  non‐
compliant will have multiple prior years for which Business Taxes are owed.  Therefore, 
staff  is recommending allowing business tax payments to be spread over a twelve (12) 
month  period  for  amounts  owed  in  excess  of  $500,  if  requested  by  the  business.  
Establishing  a  reasonable  payment  schedule  is  an  ancillary  incentive  and will  benefit 
those  businesses which  take  advantage  of  the Business  Tax Amnesty  Program.    Staff 
proposes a one‐time  set‐up  fee of $22  for payment  schedules be  set up  to cover  the 
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cost of administration.  Upon City Council approval of the program, staff will develop a 
payment plan application. 
 

5. Create  and  implement  a marketing  and  outreach  plan.      An  important  element  for 
conducting a successful Business Tax Amnesty Program  is making businesses aware of 
the  program.    Advertising  the  availability  of  the  program  can  be  accomplished with 
minimal cost to the General Fund.  The initial marketing and outreach plan includes the 
following activities: 

 

 Utilize the Chamber of Commerce and Mall Association as mechanisms to help 
promote the program.  

 Advertise  on  the  City  of  San  Fernando website  and  the  Finance  Department 
webpage.  

 Mail  information to all  inactive and delinquent non‐filer addresses  in the City’s 
Business License database. 

 Monthly  press  releases  and  accompanying  amnesty  program  newspaper 
advertisements.  

 Post to all social media, including Facebook, Instagram and Twitter. 

 Posting  announcements  at  all City of  San  Fernando public  counters,  including 
City Hall, recreation facilities, and Police Department.  

 Include information in the bi‐monthly water bills.  

 Include information in the City Manager’s monthly report. 
 

6. Proceed with Business Tax Discovery and Verification Audit when amnesty period ends.  
Follow‐up enforcement at the end of a Business Tax Amnesty Program is a vital feature 
for making the program successful.    If unregistered businesses know that there will be 
follow‐up, they will be more  likely to voluntarily register their business rather than risk 
being caught after amnesty expires.   The professional services agreement with HdL  to 
manage  the City’s Business License program  includes  the ability  to engage  them  for a 
Discovery  and  Verification  Audit  for  an  additional  fee.    Funds  for  the  Discovery  and 
Verification  Audit  will  be  included  in  the  Fiscal  Year  2017‐2018  budget.  Staff 
recommends that the payment plan described above be extended to those businesses 
identified  in  the  Discovery  and  Verification  Audit  as  the  amounts  owed  may  be 
significant. 
 

7. Improve  City’s  ability  to  provide  ongoing  enforcement.    Currently,  staff  references 
various  sections of  the City Code  to  issue Administrative Citations  to delinquent non‐
filing businesses.  A business in violation of the Business Ordinance issued a citation for 
$100  for  the  first violation, $200  for a second violation, and $500  for a  third violation 
within  one  year.  Subsequent  to  that,  the  City  may  prosecute  as  a  misdemeanor, 
infraction,  or  civil  administrative  action  at  the  discretion  of  the  city  attorney  or  city 
prosecutor.  As previously mentioned, these are done under more general provisions of 
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the City Code.  During the amnesty period, staff will propose an amendment to Chapter 
22 to provide enforcement language more specific to Business Tax infractions. 

 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
 
All taxes collected through the Business Tax Amnesty Program and subsequent Discovery and 
Verification  Audit  will  constitute  one‐time  General  Fund  revenue  that  will  help  to  further 
reduce the General Fund deficit.  Once businesses are in the Business License database and the 
City has additional enforcement tools, ongoing Business Tax revenues will increase and help to 
further reduce the operating deficit.   
 
The  cost  to  implement  the  program  is minimal  as  the  City will  utilize  existing  channels  of 
communication  to widely market  the  program.    The  cost  of  for mailing  and  printing  press 
releases is anticipated to be less than $1,000 and can be funded using existing appropriations in 
the Finance Department. 
 
 
CONCLUSION: 
 
To continue to  improve the City’s financial position and collect revenues due to the City, staff 
recommends City Council adopt a Business License Amnesty Program as part of a multi‐phased 
approach to increasing compliance and enforcement.  
 
 
ATTACHMENT: 
 
A. Resolution No. 7764 
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 ATTACHMENT “A” 

RESOLUTION NO. 7764 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
SAN FERNANDO, CALIFORNIA, PROVIDING FOR A 
TEMPORARY AMNESTY PERIOD ON THE ENFORCEMENT OF 
BUSINESS TAX PENALTIES AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY 
MANAGER, OR DESIGNEE, TO ACCEPT PAYMENTS OVER 
TIME FROM BUSINESSES OR INDIVIDUALS OWING MORE 
THAN $500 IN BUSINESS TAXES AND/OR RELATED FEES 

 
 

WHEREAS, Chapter 22 of the San Fernando City Code requires all businesses 
transacting business within the City of San Fernando to obtain a business license and pay 
business tax; and 

 
WHEREAS, revenue generated from business license taxes and fees help pay for a 

variety of public services provided by the City; and 
 
WHEREAS, fairness toward businesses and individuals who obtain their business 

licenses and pay their business taxes requires enforcing business license requirements against 
those who choose not to, or otherwise fail to, obtain a business license and/or pay business taxes; 
and 
 

WHEREAS, Section 22-47. et. al. of the San Fernando City Code provides penalties to 
all delinquent business tax obligations; and 

 
WHEREAS, in the current economic climate, such penalties may cause economic 

hardship for businesses or individuals attempting to operate legitimately within the City of San 
Fernando; and  
 

WHEREAS, the San Fernando City Council desires to enact a measure to encourage 
compliance with San Fernando’s business license regulations; and 

 
WHEREAS, it is within the authority of the San Fernando City Council to offer an 

amnesty period on the enforcement of business tax penalties, thereby encouraging increased 
compliance with San Fernando’s business license regulations and creating the potential for 
increased revenues.  
 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 
FERNANDO DOES HEREBY RESOLVE, FIND, DETERMINE AND ORDER AS 
FOLLOWS: 

Section 1.  A Business Tax Amnesty Program (Program) is hereby created pursuant to 
which all penalties mandated by Chapter 22 of the San Fernando City Code shall be waived for 
any business or individual that voluntarily pays all delinquent business license taxes or enters 
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into a Payment Plan authorized by this Resolution between September 1, 2016 and June 30, 
2017, inclusive.  

Section 2.  Staff is directed to advertise and communicate such a Program using existing 
channels of communication and any other methods deemed necessary by the City Manager, or 
designee.  

Section 3:  The City Manager, or designee, is authorized to accept payments over time, 
for up to twelve months, from any business or individual owing more than $500 in delinquent 
business taxes and related penalties/fees.  The City Manager, or designee’s, authority to accept 
such payments over time will extend beyond the Program period, until rescinded by a subsequent 
resolution. 
 

Section 4:  The City Manager, or designee, is authorized to create forms required to 
participate in the Program.  These forms will include, but not be limited to, a form to be signed 
by the taxpayer that will, at a minimum, identify the taxpayer, document the total amount owed 
by the taxpayer, the monthly payment amount and due dates (Payment Plan), and marketing 
materials. 

 
Section 5:  There is hereby enacted a one-time Payment Plan Set-up Fee of $22, due and 

payable at the time that application for a Payment Plan is made. 
 
Section 6:  In the event that a monthly payment due pursuant to a Payment Plan is 

missed, any remaining balance, including penalties waived as part of this Program, is 
immediately due and payable.  Interest of 1% per month will be assessed on the remaining 
balance from the date that any monthly payment due pursuant to a Payment Plan is missed. 

 
Section 7:  No refund or credit shall be granted for business tax penalties paid prior to the 

effective date of this Program. 
 
Section 8:  The Program shall end on June 30, 2017.  Thereafter, San Fernando will 

recommence full enforcement of the provisions of Chapter 22 of the San Fernando City Code. 
 
 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 17th day of October, 2016. 
  
 
 
                 

Robert C. Gonzales, Mayor     
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss 
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO ) 
 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was approved and adopted at a 
regular meeting of the City Council held on the 17th day of October, 2016, by the following vote 
to wit: 

 
AYES:  
 
NOES:  
 
ABSENT:  
 
 

      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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AGENDA REPORT

RECREATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT       208 PARK AVENUE, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340       (818) 898‐1290       WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Robert C. Gonzales and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Brian Saeki, City Manager 
  By:  Ismael Aguila, Recreation and Community Services Director 
     
Date:    October 17, 2016 
 
Subject:  Consideration to Assume Operations of Las Palmas Senior Club 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the City Council: 

a. Approve the City to assume operations of the Las Palmas Senior Club;  

b. Authorize  the  City  to  accept  the  Senior  Club’s  existing  bank  account  balance  of 
approximately $30,600 to fund Las Palmas Senior Club operations and trips; and 

c. Adopt Resolution No. 7768 (Attachment "A") to appropriate revenues and expenditures for 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2016‐2017 to fund the cost of assuming operations.  

 
 
BACKGROUND: 

1. Since 1974,  the Las Palmas Senior Club has operated as a quasi‐City entity at Las Palmas 
Park. 

 
2. In  the Fall of 1998, City  staff met with Las Palmas Senior Club Boardmembers  to address 

liability concerns regarding the Las Palmas Senior Club’s  financial policies and procedures. 
During  this meeting,  the  Las  Palmas  Senior  Club  requested  the  City  to  oversee  financial 
operations. 

 
3. In July 2016, City staff met with Las Palmas Senior Club Boardmembers to address growing 

concerns of organizational deficiencies.  
 

4. On August 7, 2016, Las Palmas Senior Club members voted (108 to three) in favor of the City 
assuming operations of the Las Palmas Senior Club. 

 
5. On  October  2,  2016,  Las  Palmas  Senior  Club members  voted  (129  to  nine)  in  favor  of 

transferring the remaining Las Palmas Senior Club funds into the Recreation and Community 
Services’ Fund 17 (Self‐Sustaining Fund). 
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City of San 
Fernando

Finances Special Events Membership

LP Club 
Advisory Board

ANALYSIS: 

Las Palmas Senior Club 
The Las Palmas Senior Club  is a social club composed of over 300 seniors  from the Northeast 
San Fernando Valley. Its purpose is to bring seniors together to have a good time with new and 
long‐standing  friends  at  Las Palmas Park by offering monthly dinners, dances, day  trips,  and 
occasional multi‐day excursions.  Membership is open to any individual age 55 or over, and to a 
younger spouse of a member.  Dues are $36 yearly per person.   
 
The Las Palmas Senior Club is very active and provides the following services: 
 

 Monthly dinner and dances hosted at Las Palmas Park. 

 Bi‐weekly field trips that travel to local and out‐of‐state recreational locations. 

 Membership awards and recognitions. 

 Continued support for other senior programs at Las Palmas Park. 
 
Although the Las Palmas Senior Club operates under the auspices of the City, they are overseen 
by  a  governing  board,  which  includes  three  elected  positions  (President,  Secretary,  and 
Treasurer) and two appointed positions (Vice‐President, Sergeant at Arms). The responsibility of 
the board is to provide regular direction, guidance and oversight to the Las Palmas Senior Club. 
 
Proposed Plan 
The distribution of responsibilities has been vague  for Las Palmas Senior Club Boardmembers 
and City  staff  for  over  30  years.  It  is  recommended  that  the City move  forward  to  formally 
assume all operations of  the Las Palmas Senior Club and define all  responsibilities of  the Las 
Palmas Senior Club Board and  its members. Assuming  full operations will  include  the general 
administration,  rules/guidelines,  finances,  marketing,  managing  membership,  planning 
trips/special events.  In addition,  the  Las Palmas Senior Club Board  shall  serve as an advisory 
board to provide recommendations for all functions of the operation. 
 
Proposed LP Club Organizational Chart 
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In order to transition and oversee operations, City staff will need to be assigned to attend board 
meetings, plan/attend special events, and manage LP Club finances. 
 

Budget Required for FY 2016‐2017 
 

Responsibility  Hours  Cost ($16/hour) 

Staff to attend Las Palmas Senior Club Advisory Board Meetings (8)  16  $256 

Staff to attend Las Palmas Senior Club Member Meetings (8)  24  $384 

Planning/Finance Administration  96  $1,536 

TOTAL  136  $2,176 

 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
 
If the City Council decides to assume operations of the Las Palmas Senior Club, additional direct 
part‐time staff costs will be incurred for planning and coordinating the program.  In addition to 
direct staff costs, there will be  indirect costs  incurred  for oversight by Recreation Supervisors 
and financial management by Finance staff.  The City Council may decide to charge these costs 
to  the  Las Palmas  Senior Club or  subsidize  them  from  the General  Fund.   If  the City Council 
would  like  to  subsidize  these costs  in  the General Fund, a budget amendment  is  required  to 
appropriate $2,300 in staff costs in the General Fund.   
 

 
CONCLUSION: 
 
The Las Palmas Senior Club brings  seniors  together  to have a good  time with new and  long‐
standing  friends at Las Palmas Park. Activities  include monthly dinners, dances, day trips, and 
occasional  multi‐day  vacations.  To  ensure  an  efficient  and  sustainable  program,  it  is 
recommended  that  the City Council  consider  approving  the City of  San  Fernando  to  assume 
operations and all motions related to the financials for operating the Las Palmas Senior Club. 

 
 

ATTACHMENT: 

A. Resolution No. 7768  
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ATTACHMENT “A” 

RESOLUTION NO. 7768 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
SAN FERNANDO, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING THE BUDGET 
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 ADOPTED ON JUNE 29, 2016 

 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Council has received and considered the proposed adjustment to 
the budget for Fiscal Year 2016-2017, commencing July 1, 2016, and ending June 30, 2017; and  
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that it is necessary to amend the revenues 
and expenditures of the current City budget to accommodate $2,176 in City staff costs incurred 
to  assume operations of the Las Palmas Senior Club for planning and coordinating the program; 
and  

   
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that it is necessary to authorize the City to 

accept the Las Palmas Senior Club’s existing bank account balance of approximately $30,600 to 
fund Las Palmas Club operations and trips ; and 

 
WHEREAS, an annual budget for the City of San Fernando for the Fiscal Year 

beginning July 1, 2016 and ending June 30, 2017, a copy of which is on file in the City Clerk’s 
Office, has been adopted on June 29, 2016. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 

FERNANDO, DOES HEREBY RESOLVE, FIND, DETERMINE AND ORDER AS 
FOLLOWS:  
 

Section 1.   The following adjustments are made to the City Budget: 
 

Appropriation to Revenue Accounts: 
Transfer from Fund 004 to fund 017 - $40,000 
017–3770–1383: $40,000 
017–3770–1384: $20,000 
017–3770–1380: $30,000 
 
 

            Appropriation to Expenditure Accounts:  
004–190–1380–4917 (Transfer to Fund 017) - $40,000 
001–420-0000–4301 (Salaries) $3,000 
017–420-1380–4300 (Supplies Account): $20,000 
017–420-1383–4260 (Fall Trip): $40,000 
017–420-1384–4260 (Spring Trips): $20,000 
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PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 17th day of October, 2016. 
 
 
 
                                      _____________________________ 
                                                   Robert C. Gonzales, Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_______________________________ 
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss 
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO ) 
 

 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was approved and adopted at a 

regular meeting of the City Council held on the 17th day of October, 2016, by the following vote 
to wit: 
 

AYES:   
 
NOES:   
 
ABSENT:  

 
 
 

 
______________________________ 
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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AGENDA REPORT

RECREATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT       208 PARK AVENUE, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340       (818) 898‐1290       WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Robert C. Gonzales and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Brian Saeki, City Manager 
  By:  Ismael Aguila, Recreation and Community Services Director 
     
Date:    October 17, 2016 
 
Subject:  Consideration  to  Approve  Co‐Sponsorship  of  the  San  Fernando  Trunk‐A‐Treat 

Event 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the City Council: 
 
a. Approve City co‐sponsorship of the San Fernando Trunk‐A‐Treat Event;  

 
b. Approve the use of the City Seal on San Fernando Trunk‐A‐Treat Event print material; and 
 
c. Approve waiving special event fees for implementation of the San Fernando Trunk‐A‐Treat 

Event.   
 
 
BACKGROUND: 

1. On  September  30,  2016,  Pastor  Rudy  submitted  a  special  event  application  (Attachment 
“A”) as  the event organizer,  for  implementation of  the San Fernando Trunk‐A‐Treat Event 
scheduled for October 31, 2016. 

 
2. On October  10,  2016,  staff met with  the  event organizer  in  regards  to planning  the  San 

Fernando  Trunk‐A‐Treat  Event.  In  the meeting,  Pastor  Rudy  requested  that  the  City  co‐
sponsor the event and subsequently sent his request in writing. 

 
 
ANALYSIS: 

San Fernando Trunk‐A‐Treat Event 
The San Fernando Trunk‐A‐Treat Event  is scheduled for October 31, 2016, and will be  located 
on  San  Fernando  Road  between  Brand  Boulevard  and Maclay  Avenue.  The  free  event  will 
provide the community with a “Safe Zone” for kids to trick or treat for Halloween and  include 
entertainment,  food,  youth  activities,  and  candy  distribution.  It  is  estimated  there  will  be 
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approximately 300 people in attendance.   
 
Accommodation Request 
The event organizer is requesting the following from City: 

 

 City Staff Support: As with any special event application, event organizer is requesting that 
City staff be available to provide technical assistance and/or assistance with the permitting 
process for the City and the Los Angeles Fire Department.  

 

 Public Work Fees and Support: The event requires the use of public right‐of‐way thus staff 
will be needed for event set‐ups, including set‐up/removal of traffic delineators, barricades, 
and no‐parking signs. The estimated cost for fees is $784 (parking stalls, vehicle use, sound 
permit, and etc.) and staffing is approximately $42.50.  

 

 Security  Assistance:  The  Police  Department will  provide  two  Reserve  Police  Officers  for 
security assistance for the event. The estimated cost for staffing,  if Reserve Police Officers 
were not available, would be approximately $500. 

 

 Co‐Sponsorship Request: As part of the co‐sponsorship of the San Fernando Trunk‐A‐Treat 
Event,  the  event  organizer  is  requesting  the  use  of  the  City  Seal  for  all  print/electronic 
marketing  material  for  the  event  (see Attachment  “B”  – Resolution No.  6904  Standard 
Management Procedure Regarding Use of the City Seal). 

 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
 
If the City Council chooses to waive the permit fees, the City will forego approximately $784.  In 
addition to staff costs already incurred for planning and coordinating the proposed event, there 
will be direct costs for Public Works staff ($42.50) required for set‐up of the event. There will be 
no need for a budget resolution. The staff cost associated with the implementation of the event 
are minor and can be absorbed by the General Fund. 
 
 
CONCLUSION: 
 
Community members who  participate  in  civic  cultural  events  and  programs  not  only  show 
improved  well‐being  on  an  individual  and  family  level,  but  arts  participation  demonstrates 
increased  community  awareness,  enhanced  community  resources,  strengthened  community 
relations and involvement, and promotes community belonging and collaboration. 
 
The  San  Fernando  Trunk‐A‐Treat  Event will  take  place  in  historic  downtown  San  Fernando. 
Admission is free and there is an opportunity for surrounding communities to enjoy the City.   
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ATTACHMENTS: 

A. San Fernando Trunk‐A‐Treat Special Event Application  
B. Resolution No. 6904  
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AGENDA REPORT

ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT       117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340       (818) 898‐1202       WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Mayor Robert C. Gonzales and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Brian Saeki, City Manager 
     
Date:    October 17, 2016 
 
Subject:  Consideration to Adopt a Resolution in Opposition of California State Proposition 

57, “Criminal Sentences:  Juvenile Criminal Proceedings and Sentencing” 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
It  is recommended that the City Council adopt Resolution No. 7769  in Opposition of California 
State Proposition 57, “Criminal Sentences: Juvenile Criminal Proceedings and Sentencing”. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  
 
The  California  Police  Chiefs  Association  and  the  California  District  Attorneys  Association  
oppose the 2016 California State Proposition 57, which would amend the State Constitution to  
allow  the  State  Parole  Board  to  consider  release  of  prison  inmates  earlier  than  otherwise  
sentenced.  The measure  allows  the  State  to  award  additional  sentencing  credits  for  good  
behavior  and  approved  rehabilitative  or  educational  achievements.    For  youth  offenders,  it  
requires a hearing in juvenile court prior to transfer to an adult court. 
  
According to an analysis performed by the California District Attorneys Association, the ballot  
measure would  allow nonviolent  felony  inmates  to be eligible  for parole  consideration  after  
completion of their primary sentence term without regard to sentencing enhancements such as  
use of a deadly weapon, prior serious or violent felonies.   Felons given consecutive sentences  
for crimes against multiple victims, would be considered eligible for early release at the same  
time as those given one sentence.  Alternative sentences, such as the Three Strikes law, would  
also be excluded from the time period required to be served before consideration for parole.  
There has also been suggestion by opponents that the centralizing of all authority away  from  
law enforcement  to  the politically appointed parole board  is a dismantling of  the checks and  
balances in the criminal justice system.  
 
According  to  the Nonpartisan  State  Legislative Analyst Office,  there will  likely be a net  state  
savings  in  the  tens  of millions  of  dollars  annually,  primarily  due  to  reductions  in  the  prison  
population, depending upon how certain provisions are implemented, with net county costs of  
likely a few million dollars annually.  
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BUDGET IMPACT: 
 
There is no impact to the budget by adopting Resolution No. 7769. 
 

 
ATTACHMENTS: 

A. Resolution No. 7769 
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ATTACHMENT “A” 

RESOLUTION NO. 7769         
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
SAN FERNANDO, CALIFORNIA, OPPOSING THE 2016 
CALIFORNIA STATE PROPOSITION 57, “CRIMINAL 
SENTENCES. JUVENILE CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS AND 
SENTENCING. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 
AND STATUTE.” 

             
 

WHEREAS, through the initiative process, the voters of the State of California will 
consider in November 2016 whether to amend certain criminal proceedings, criminal sentences 
and parole rules, referred to as “Proposition 57”; and 
 

WHEREAS, the California State District Attorneys Association and the California 
Police Chiefs Association both oppose Proposition 57 on the basis of its potential impact to 
public safety, specifically the potential early release of felons convicted of serious crimes; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of San Fernando is entrusted by the voters with 
the safeguarding of persons and property within the City through the provision of public safety 
services; and  

 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 

FERNANDO DOES HEREBY RESOLVE, FIND, DETERMINE, AND ORDER AS 
FOLLOWS:   

 
SECTION 1. To oppose the passage of Proposition 57 and encourage San Fernando 

residents to become informed voters for the November 8, 2016 election and defeat this measure. 
 
SECTION 2. The City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this Resolution.  
 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 17th day of October, 2016. 
 
  
 
                 

Robert C. Gonzales, Mayor       
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss 
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO ) 
 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was approved and adopted at a 
regular meeting of the City Council held on the 17th day of October, 2016, by the following vote 
to wit: 

 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
 

      
Elena G. Chávez, City Clerk 

10/17/16 CC Meeting Agenda Page 126 of 129



10/17/16 CC Meeting Agenda Page 127 of 129



This Page  

Intentionally  

Left Blank 

10/17/16 CC Meeting Agenda Page 128 of 129



 
 
 
 
 
 

 

AGENDA REPORT

CITY COUNCIL                 117 MACNEIL STREET, SAN FERNANDO, CA 91340                 (818) 898‐1201                 WWW.SFCITY.ORG

To:  Vice Mayor Fajardo and Councilmembers 
   
From:    Mayor Robert C. Gonzales 
     
Date:    October 17, 2016     
 
Subject:  Consideration of a Sister City Proposal  

RECOMMENDATION: 

I have placed this item on the agenda for City Council review and consideration.   
 
 
BACKGROUND: 

On August 15, 2016, I asked that the City Council to consider beginning the process to establish 
the sister city process with Guadalajara, Mexico.   During our meeting on the 15th, we directed 
the City Manager to begin the process by drafting a letter of intent to Guadalajara.  Staff is still 
in the process of gathering information for that letter.  In addition, staff has been working with 
Jaime Herrera, from the Odd Fellows in San Fernando, to help establish a relationship.    

Recently, the City was contacted by the cities of Tonala and Tlaquepaque, Jalisco who are very 
interested in establishing a sister city relationship with San Fernando.  Tonala and Tlaquepaque 
are neighboring  cities of Guadalajara.   They have asked  that we  send city  representatives  to 
Tonala and Tlaquepaque to explore their communities and to discuss the possibility of a sister 
city relationship.         

 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
 
There will be no impact to the budget.  Those that will be traveling will have to pay all expenses 
associated with the trip on their own.   
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