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1   CALL MEETING TO ORDER 
     The meeting was called to order at 9:00 a.m., in Room 381-B of the County Hall 
of Administration. 
 
2   PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
     The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Chair Jerry Gladbach. 
 
3   DISCLOSURE OF CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION(S) 
    The Executive Officer (E.O.) read an announcement, asking that persons who 
made a contribution of more than $250 to any member of the Commission during the 
past twelve (12) months to come forward and state for the record the Commissioner 
to whom such contributions were made and the item of their involvement (None). 
 
4   SWEARING-IN OF SPEAKER(S) 
     The Executive Officer swore in members of the audience who planned to testify 
(None). 

 
5   PUBLIC HEARING(S) 
     The following item was called up for consideration: 
 

a.  City of Santa Clarita – Annexation No. 2011-22 (North Copperhill). 
 
The Executive Officer recommended that the item be continued until the October 10, 
2012 Commission Meeting. Staff is currently working with the County to determine if 
a concurrent annexation to the Greater Los Angeles County Vector Control District 
can be processed as a related jurisdictional change. 
 
The Commission made the following motion: 
 
MOTION:                  FINLAY 
SECOND:                 DEAR 
AYES:                       CLOSE, DEAR, FINLAY, KNABE (Alt.), PELLISSIER, 
                                    SPENCE, GLADBACH 
NOES:                      NONE 
ABSTAIN:                 NONE           
ABSENT:                  MOLINA  
MOTION PASSES:   7/0/0 
 
5   PUBLIC HEARING(S) 
     The following item was called up for consideration: 
 

b.  Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 14 – Annexation No. 367. 
 
The public hearing was opened to receive testimony.  There being no testimony, the 
public hearing was closed. 
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The Commission took the following action: 
 

 Adopted Resolution No. 2012-38RMD Making Determinations Approving 
Annexation No. 367 to County Sanitation District No. 14. 

 Pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, set October 10, 2012 at 9:00 
a.m., as the date for Commission protest proceedings. 

  
The Commission made the following motion: 
 
MOTION:                  FINLAY 
SECOND:                 PELLISSIER 
AYES:                       CLOSE, DEAR, FINLAY, KNABE (Alt.), PELLISSIER, 
                                    SPENCE, GLADBACH 
NOES:                      NONE 
ABSTAIN:                 NONE           
ABSENT:                  MOLINA 
MOTION PASSES:   7/0/0 
 
[Commissioner LaBonge arrived at 9:05 a.m.] 
 
[Commissioner Yaroslavsky arrived at 9:06 a.m.] 
 
5   PUBLIC HEARING(S) 
     The following item was called up for consideration: 
 

c. Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 14 – Annexation No. 408. 
 
The public hearing was opened to receive testimony.  There being no testimony, the 
public hearing was closed. 
 
The Commission took the following action: 
 

 Adopted Resolution No. 2012-39RMD Making Determinations Approving 
Annexation No. 408 to County Sanitation District No. 14. 

 Pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, set October 10, 2012 at 9:00 
a.m., as the date for Commission protest proceedings. 

 
The Commission made the following motion: 
 
MOTION:                  PELLISSIER 
SECOND:                 FINLAY 
AYES:                       CLOSE, DEAR, FINLAY, KNABE (Alt.), LaBONGE, 
                                    PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH 
NOES:                      NONE 
ABSTAIN:                 NONE           
ABSENT:                  MOLINA  
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MOTION PASSES:   9/0/0 
 
5   PUBLIC HEARING(S)  
     The following item was called up for consideration: 
 

d. Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 21 – Annexation No. 718. 
 
The public hearing was opened to receive testimony.  There being no testimony, the 
public hearing was closed. 
 
The Commission took the following action: 
 

 Adopted Resolution No. 2012-40RMD Making Determinations Approving 
Annexation No. 718 to County Sanitation District No. 21. 

 Pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, set October 10, 2012 at 9:00 
a.m., as the date for Commission protest proceedings. 
 

The Commission made the following motion: 
 
MOTION:                  FINLAY 
SECOND:                 PELLISSIER 
AYES:                       CLOSE, DEAR, FINLAY, KNABE (Alt.), LaBONGE, 
                                    PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH 
NOES:                      NONE 
ABSTAIN:                 NONE           
ABSENT:                  MOLINA  
MOTION PASSES:   9/0/0 
 
5   PUBLIC HEARING(S) 
     The following item was called up for consideration: 
 

e. Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of Los Angeles County – 
Annexation No.1011. 

 
The public hearing was opened to receive testimony.  There being no testimony, the 
public hearing was closed. 
 
The Commission took the following action: 
 

 Adopted Resolution No. 2012-41RMD Making Determinations Approving 
Annexation No. 1011 to the SCVSD. 

 Pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, set October 10, 2012 at 9:00 
a.m., as the date for Commission protest proceedings. 
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The Commission made the following motion: 
 
MOTION:                  DEAR 
SECOND:                 SPENCE 
AYES:                       CLOSE, DEAR, FINLAY, KNABE (Alt.), LaBONGE, 
                                     PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH 
NOES:                      NONE 
ABSTAIN:                 NONE           
ABSENT:                  MOLINA  
MOTION PASSES:   9/0/0 
 
5   PUBLIC HEARING(S) 
     The following item was called up for consideration: 
   

f. Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of Los Angeles County   
Annexation No. 1016. 

 
The public hearing was opened to receive testimony.  There being no testimony, the 
public hearing was closed. 
 
The Commission took the following action: 
 

 Adopted Resolution No. 2012-42RMD Making Determinations Approving 
Annexation No. 1016 to the SCVSD. 

 Pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, set October 10, 2012 at 9:00 
a.m., as the date for Commission protest proceedings. 
 

The Commission made the following motion: 
 
MOTION:                  FINLAY 
SECOND:                 PELLISSIER 
AYES:                       CLOSE, DEAR, FINLAY, KNABE (Alt.), LaBONGE, 
                                    PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH 
NOES:                      NONE 
ABSTAIN:                 NONE           
ABSENT:                  MOLINA  
MOTION PASSES:   9/0/0 

 
6    CONSENT ITEMS 
      The Commission took the following actions under Consent Items: 

 
a. Approved Resolution No. 2012-43RMD to the City of Palmdale – 

Annexation No. 2011-09; 
b. Approved Minutes of July 11, 2012; 
c. Approved Operating Account and Check Register for the month of  

                     July 2012; and 
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d. Received and filed update on pending applications. 
 

The Commission made the following motion: 
 
 
MOTION:                  YAROSLAVSKY  
SECOND:                 FINLAY 
AYES:                       CLOSE, DEAR, FINLAY, KNABE (Alt.), LaBONGE, 
                                    PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH 
NOES:                      NONE 
ABSTAIN:                 NONE           
ABSENT:                  MOLINA  
MOTION PASSES:   9/0/0 
 
7    OTHER ITEMS 
      The following item was called up for consideration: 
 

a. Los Angeles County Employee Retirement Association (“LACERA”) 
                   Participation Agreement and Tax Implementation Provision. 
 
The Executive Officer indicated that there are six full-time employees and three 
retirees who participate in the pension administered by LACERA.  For reasons that 
are unclear to both staff and LACERA, the relationship has never documented.  
Adoption of the participation agreement formalizes the existing relationship between 
LAFCO and LACERA.  The accompanying resolution clarified the tax treatment of 
employee contributions paid by LAFCO on behalf of affected employees.  LACERA’s 
counsel drafted the original documents, both of which have been approved by 
LAFCO’s counsel (whose comments have been incorporated).   
 
Commissioner Yaroslavsky asked whether adoption of the Participation Agreement 
in any way impacted LAFCO employees who were covered by LACERA prior to the 
adoption of the agreement.  The E.O. indicated that LACERA has, for years, treated 
LAFCO employees in the same manner as all other LAFCO participants, and 
adoption of the Participation Agreement doesn’t change this, it merely formalizes 
what is already occurring.  Commissioner Yaroslavsky asked whether there are any 
employees receiving pension benefits from LACERA.  The E.O. indicated that there 
are two former employees receiving pensions from LACERA.  Commissioner 
Yaroslavsky asked whether the pensioners are receiving retirement benefits 
consistent with the Participation Agreement, and the E.O. indicated that they are. 
 
The Commission took the following action: 
 

 Adopted the Los Angeles County Employee Retirement Association 
(“LACERA”) LAFCO Participation Agreement, and authorized the Chair to 
execute the Agreement, subject to approval as to form by County 
Counsel; and 
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 Adopted the Resolution implementing the provisions contained in Section 

414(h)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code concerning the tax treatment of 
employee contributions paid by LAFCO on behalf of affected employees, 
and authorized the Executive Officer to execute the Resolution on behalf 
of the Commission, subject to approval as to form by County Counsel. 

 
The Commission made the following motion: 
 
MOTION:                  YAROSLAVSKY  
SECOND:                 FINLAY 
AYES:                       CLOSE, DEAR, FINLAY, KNABE (Alt.), LaBONGE, 
                                    PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH 
NOES:                      NONE 
ABSTAIN:                 NONE           
ABSENT:                  MOLINA  
MOTION PASSES:   9/0/0 
 
7    OTHER ITEMS 
      The following item was called up for consideration: 
 

b. Procedures to Review Responses To As-Needed Alternate Legal 
Counsel Request for Statement of Qualifications (RFSQ). 

 
Pursuant to direction at the June 13, 2012 Commission meeting, the E.O. issued a 
Statement of Qualifications for As-Needed Alternate Legal Counsel.  Of the 14 law 
firms contacted, a total of 8 firms submitted responses prior to the June 16, 2012 
deadline.   
 
The Commission took the following action: 
 

 Authorized the Chair to appoint an As-Needed Alternate Legal Counsel Ad 
Hoc Committee of no more than 4 commissioners to conduct an initial review 
of the responses to the RFSQ;  

 Authorized the As-Needed Alternate Legal Counsel Ad Hoc Committee to 
           evaluate all 8 proposals, and to recommend firms to be interviewed by the 
           entire Commission at a future Commission meeting; and 

 Directed the Executive Officer to coordinate the scheduling of the first 
meeting of the As-Needed Alternate Legal Counsel Ad Hoc Committee, and 
further advise the Ad Hoc Committee as requested. 

 
The Commission made the following motion: 
 
MOTION:                  FINLAY 
SECOND:                 YAROSLAVSKY  
AYES:                       CLOSE, DEAR, FINLAY, KNABE (Alt.), LaBONGE, 
                                    PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH 
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NOES:                      NONE 
ABSTAIN:                 NONE           
ABSENT:                  MOLINA  
MOTION PASSES:   9/0/0 
 
Commissioner Yaroslavsky asked if the Ad Hoc Committee would narrow down the 
number of firms.  The E.O. responded that the Committee would reduce the total 
number of firms. 
  
Chair Gladbach appointed the following commissioners to the As-Needed Alternate 
Legal Counsel Ad Hoc Committee:  Commissioner Pellissier as chair, and 
Commissioners Knabe, Mitchell, and Gladbach as members. 
 
7    OTHER ITEMS 
      The following item was called up for consideration: 
         

c. Position Descriptions and Salary Ranges. 
 
The E.O. stated that the Commission last adopted salary ranges for employees, 
June of 2005.  Since that time, there have been several changes in job titles and 
assignments.  The 2005 list does not reflect current titles and positions for some 
employees due to several personnel and position changes over the last few years.  
The Staff Report recommended that eight positions be simplified to five positions.  
The salary ranges proposed are consistent with the salary and ranges at other 
Southern California LAFCOs.  Staff recommended that the Commission adopt the 
positions descriptions and salary ranges for LAFCO staff as outlined in the Staff 
Report. 
 
Commissioner Finlay voiced a concern that the Local Government Analyst position 
had a very wide salary range.  The E.O. noted that he had eliminated the “Senior 
Local Government Analyst” position and incorporated that position into the salary for 
the Government Analyst.  The E.O. also noted that this position covers three 
analysts, whose positions involve varying degrees of difficulty, accounting for the 
wide salary range.   
 
Commissioner Dear asked how this affects the current adopted budget.  The E.O. 
stated that it does not affect the current adopted budget.  The E.O. pointed out that  
the budget for salaries in the current Fiscal Year 2012-13 is actually $1,000 lower 
than the budget for Fiscal Year 2011-12.  The Executive Officer and Deputy 
Executive Officer have Employment Agreements with the Commission.  The staff 
level assignments and other positions have Employment Agreements with the 
Executive Officer.  The E.O. can adjust employee salaries as long as it’s within 
range.  If the E.O. wanted to go out of the salary range, the E.O. would have to go 
before the Commission to approve a new salary range. 
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Commissioner Close asked if adoption of the new salary ranges would result in 
adjustments to the salary for current employees.  The E.O. stated that adopted of 
the new salary ranges would not result in any changes, with the potential exception 
of Agenda Item 7.d., pending discussion of that item in Closed Session. 
 
The Commission made the following motion: 
 
MOTION:                  PELLISSIER  
SECOND:                 LaBONGE  
AYES:                       CLOSE, DEAR, FINLAY, KNABE (Alt.), LaBONGE, 
                                    PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH 
NOES:                      NONE 
ABSTAIN:                 NONE           
ABSENT:                  MOLINA  
MOTION PASSES:   9/0/0 
 
Commissioner Yaroslavsky asked if it is within the E.O.’s discretion to place an 
employee in any of these positions, and the E.O. answered that it is.  Commissioner 
Dear asked if a Cost-of-Living-Adjustment could, potentially, “bump” an employee 
out of the salary range for his or her position.  The E.O. said that it could, but that the 
E.O. would have to return to the Commission to adjust the salary range were that to 
occur.  The E.O. further noted that the Commission has control over salaries by two 
means:  one, approving the salary ranges, and two, approving the annual budget for 
LAFCO. 
  
Commissioner Yaroslavsky stated that his aye vote on the motion is a reflection of 
his confidence that the E.O. would judiciously exercise his discretion, and that he 
trusted the E.O. would be responsible in this regard. 
  
Commissioner Knabe asked if salaries are “grouped” in LAFCO’s annual budget, or 
broken down by position.   The E.O. stated that salaries are grouped in the annual 
budget.  The E.O. said that he would include a confidential memo in the next 
Agenda Package (September) with a list of the salary range for each position, along 
with the corresponding employee name and salary. 
  
Commissioner Pellissier noted that, for the Executive Officer and Deputy Executive 
Officer positions, their Employment Agreements are with the Commission and that 
any changes require action by the Commission.  He further noted that the E.O. 
cannot change the Deputy Executive Officer without advance Commission approval.  
Commissioner Pellissier recommended that the salary range for the Deputy 
Executive Officer position be changed (from a dollar amount range) to “Determined 
by the Commission.” 
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7   OTHER ITEMS 
     The following item was called up for reconsideration: 
 

c. Position Descriptions and Salary Ranges. 
 
Bob Cartwright, Legal Counsel, stated another motion was needed to vote on the 
reconsidered item. 
 
The Commission made the following motion: 
 
MOTION:                  PELLISSIER  
SECOND:                 YAROSLAVSKY 
AYES:                       CLOSE, DEAR, FINLAY, KNABE (Alt.), LaBONGE, 
                                    PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH 
NOES:                      NONE 
ABSTAIN:                 NONE           
ABSENT:                  MOLINA  
MOTION PASSES:   9/0/0 
 
The Commission took the following action: 
 
Position:                                                  Salary Range: 
 
Executive Officer                                    Determined by Commission 
 
Deputy Executive Officer                        Determined by Commission 
  
Government Analyst (3 positions)            $40,000 to $100,000 
 
GIS/Mapping Technician                         $55,000 to $80,000 
 
Administrative Assistant/                         $30,000 to $55,000 
Secretary/Receptionist/Clerk 
 
The Commission made the following motion: 
 
MOTION:                  PELLISSIER  
SECOND:                 DEAR 
AYES:                       CLOSE, DEAR, FINLAY, KNABE (Alt.), LaBONGE, 
                                    PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH 
NOES:                      NONE 
ABSTAIN:                 NONE           
ABSENT:                  MOLINA  
MOTION PASSES:   9/0/0 
 
 



Minutes 
August 8, 2012 
Page 11 
 
7   OTHER ITEMS 
     The following item was called up for consideration: 
 

d. Deputy Executive Officer Compensation. 
 
The E.O. recommended that the Commission consider this item after Closed 
Session. 
 
8    COMMISSIONER’S REPORT 
       
Commissioner LaBonge wanted to honor the Los Angeles City Historical Society by 
creating a map of Los Angeles County with all incorporated 88 cities, showing the 
history of each city or at least when each city was formed.  He stated the map would 
be informative as a region to know our history.  Commissioner LaBonge was not 
asking for any money to fund the project.  He was looking for cityhood information 
provided by LAFCO.  The E.O. agreed to provide the information requested. 
  
9    EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S REPORT 
       (None.) 
 
10   PUBLIC COMMENT 
      (None.) 
 
11   FUTURE MEETINGS 
 
        September 12, 2012 
        October 10, 2012 
        November 14, 2012 
        December 12, 2012 

 
12   FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
       (None.) 
 
CS-1, CS-2, CS-3:  NOTICE OF CLOSED SESSION  
 
Pursuant to Government Code § 54957, the Commission recessed to Closed 
Session at 9.27 a.m., for CS-1 As-Needed Alternate Legal Counsel, Public 
Employment and CS-2 Deputy Executive Officer, Public Employment.  Pursuant to 
Government Code § 54957.6, the Commission also recessed to Closed Session at 
9:27 a.m., for CS-3 Agency Designated Representatives: Jerry Gladbach, 
Conference With Labor Negotiators. 
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 Present:       Commissioners, Brogin (Alt.), Close, Dear, Finlay, Knabe (Alt.), 
                               LaBonge, McCallum (Alt.), Mitchell (Alt.), Pellissier, Spence, 
                               Yaroslavsky, Gladbach, Paul A. Novak (E.O.), Bob Cartwright, 
                               Helen Parker and Tom Faughnan, (Legal Counsel).  
 

Absent:        Commissioners, Molina, Kawasaki (Alt.), Krekorian (Alt.). 
 
 

       The Commission reconvened from Closed Session at 10:10 a.m. 
 
   Present:       Commissioners, Brogin (Alt.), Close, Dear, Finlay, Knabe (Alt.), 
 
                     
                               McCallum (Alt.), Mitchell (Alt.), Pellissier, Spence, 
                               Yaroslavsky, Gladbach, Paul A. Novak (E.O.), Bob Cartwright, 
                               Helen Parker and Tom Faughnan, (Legal Counsel).  
 

Absent:       Commissioners, Molina, Kawasaki (Alt.), Krekorian (Alt.), 
                   LaBonge. 

 
        Bob Cartwright, Legal Counsel, stated there were no reportable actions. 
 
7   OTHER ITEMS 
      The following item was called up for consideration: 
 

d. Deputy Executive Officer Compensation. 
 

The E.O. requested Commission take the following action.  The salary of Deputy 
Executive Officer will increase by 4% effective July 1, 2012 and an additional 4% 
effective July 1, 2013.  In addition, a car allowance of $520 per month is effective 
upon the sale of a LAFCO-owned vehicle.  
 
The Commission made the following motion: 
 
MOTION:                  CLOSE  
SECOND:                 PELLISSIER 
AYES:                       CLOSE, DEAR, FINLAY, KNABE (Alt.), LaBONGE, 
                                    PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH 
NOES:                      NONE 
ABSTAIN:                 NONE           
ABSENT:                  MOLINA  
MOTION PASSES:   9/0/0 
 
 
 
 
















































