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Room 381B
Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street, Los Angeles 90012
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A person with a disability may contact the LAFCO office at (626} 204-6500 at least 72
hours before the scheduled meeting to request receipt of an agenda in an alternative
format or to request disability-related accommodations, including auxiliary aids or
services, in order to participate in the public meeting. Later requests will be
accommodated to the extent feasible.

The entire agenda package and any meeting related writings or documents provided to a
majority of the Commissioners after distribution of the agenda package, unless exempt
from disclosure pursuant to California Law, are available at the LAFCO office and at

www.lalafco.org.
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1. CALL MEETING TO ORDER

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE WILL BE LED BY CHAIRMAN GLADBACH

3. DISCLOSURE OF CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION(S)

4. SWEARING-IN OF SPEAKER(S)

5. CONSENT ITEM(S) - GOVERNMENT CODE § 56857 NOTICE

None.

6. CONSENT ITEM(S) - OTHER

All matters are approved by one motion unless held by a Commissioner or member(s)
of the public for discussion or separate action.

. [Annexation No. 2010-09]to Quartz Hill Water District (A.V. Sikh Center).

. |Approve revised Minutes of Marchl3, 2013|

. Dperating Account Check Register for the month of April 2015)

a
b
c. lApprove Minutes of April 10, 2013 .|
d
¢

. [Receive and file update on pending applications.|
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7. PUBLIC HEARING(S)
a. |Annexation No. 413|to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 14.
b. Annexation No. 288to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 15.
c. Annexation No. 1020|to Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of Los Angeles
County.
d. Reconfirmation of a Municipal Service Review and Adoption of a Sphere of
[nfluence for the City of Burbank.
e. [Fiscal Year 2013-14 Final Budget.|
8. PROTEST HEARING(S)
a. |Annexation No. 389 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 22.
b. [Dissolution of the Huntington Mumicipal Water District)
0. OTHER ITEMS
None.
10. COMMISSIONERS’ REPORT

11.

12.

Commissioners’ questions for staff, announcements of upcoming events and opportunity for
Commissioners to briefly report on their LAFCO-related activities since last meeting.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S REPORT

Executive Officer’s announcement of upcoming events and brief report on activities of the
Executive Officer since the last meeting.

PUBLIC COMMENT

This is the opportunity for members of the public to address the Commission on items not on
the posted agenda, provided that the subject matter is within the jurisdiction of the
Commission. Speakers are reminded of the three-minute time limitation.
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13.

14.

15.

FUTURE MEETINGS

June 12, 2013

July 10, 2013
August 14, 2013
September 11, 2013

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Items not on the posted agenda which, if requested, will be referred to staff or placed on a
future agenda for discussion and action by the Commission.

ADJOURNMENT MOTION



Staff Report
May 8, 2013
Agenda Item No. 6.a.
Annexation No. 2010-09
to Quartz Hill Water District (A.V. Sikh Center)

This is a proposal requesting an annexation of approximately 4.89+ acres of uninhabited territory
to Quartz Hill Water District. A.V. Sikh Center, as the applicant of record, submitted a petition
for proceedings on October 13, 2010.

Related Jurisdictional Changes: There are no related jurisdictional changes.

Purpose / Background: The purpose of this proposed annexation is to provide water service to
a religious center and surface parking lot that are being developed on the property.

Proposal Area: The annexation consists of a religious center and surface parking lot that are
being developed on the property.

Location: The affected territory is located on 30™ Street West, between Avenue M West and
Avenue 1.-8 West, in the City of Lancaster.

Factors of Consideration Pursuant to Government Code Section 56668 (relating to changes
of organization):

1. Population: The current population is 0 residents. The future estimated population is 0
residents.

2. Registered Voters/Landowners: As of February 20, 2013, the Registrar Recorder - County
Clerk certified that there were 0 registered voters residing within the subject proposal area.
The current landowner is A.V. Sikh Center.

3. Teopography: The topography is generally flat.
4. Zoning, Present and Future Land Use: The territory is currently zoned SRR (Semi-Rural
Residential with 1-2 dwellings units per acre}. A religious center and surface parking lot are

being developed on the property.

5. Surrounding Land Use: The land uses in the surrounding areas are vacant, private high
school, and residential.
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6. Pre-zoning and Conformance with the General Plan: Pre-zoning is not a requirement for a
special district proposal.

7. Regional Transportation and General Plan Consistency: As a special district annexation,
the proposal has no significant impact upon, and is therefore consistent with, the Regional
Transportation Plan. The proposal is consistent with the Ciry of Lancaster General Plan: NU
{Non-Urban Residential with 0.4 - 2.0 dwellings units per acre).

8. Assessed Value, Tax Transfer: The total assessed value of land for Assessor roll year 2012
is $1,288,364. On March 12, 2013, the County adopted a negotiated tax exchange
resolution.

9. Governmental Services and Control, Availability and Adequacy: The City of Lancaster
will provide services.

10. Effects on Agricultural and Open-Space Lands: The territory will not have an effect on
agriculture or open space lands within the annexation area.

11. Boundaries and Lines of Assessment: The boundaries of this territory have been clearly
defined and correspond to lines of assessment or ownership, as verified by LAFCO's GIS
Technician.

12. Effects of the Proposal on Adjacent Areas and the County: The proposal will have no
significant effect on adjacent areas.

13. Conformity with Policies on Planned and Orderly Growth: N/A.

14. Sphere of Influence: The affected territory is within the sphere of influence of the Quartz
Hill Water District. The Quartz Hill Water District Sphere of Influence Amendment No.
2012-16 was approved on June 13, 2012.

15, Timely Availability of Water Supplies: The Quartz Hill Water District Board of Directors
has indicated its willingness to supply water to the affected territory by approving the Out-
of-Agency Service Agreement No. 2012-17 on May 10, 2012.

Pursuant to Government Code Section 56857, the Commission agendized the proposed
change of organization as an “Informational Only” item on its December 8, 2010 agenda.
On January 13, 2011, LAFCO notified the General Manager of the Quartz Hill Water
District of the District’s right to file with LAFCO a resolution requesting termination of the
annexation proceedings. The District did not file any such resolution as of March 14, 2011,
the deadline pursuant to Government Codes Section 56857.
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16. Regional Housing Needs: This proposal has no effect on the Regional Housing Needs
Allocation of the City of Lancaster since it is a special district proposal.

17. Environmental Justice: The proposal will have no adverse effect with respect to the fair
treatment of people of all races and income, or the location of public facilities or services.

18. Comments from Affected Agencies: There were no significant comments from affected
agencies.

19. Correspondence: Staff has received no significant correspondence regarding this proposal.

CEQA:

The proposed annexation is categorically exempt from the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") pursuant to State CEQA Guideline Section 15332(a),
because it is an annexation which consists of infill development and is consistent with the
applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan policies as well as with
applicable zoning designation and regulations. The project is consistent with this exemption for
the further reasons that it is within ¢ity limits on a site less than 5 acres substantially surrounded
by urban uses and has no habitat value for endangered, rare or threatened species and the project
is served by utilities and public services and will not result in any significant effects relating to
traffic, air quality, noise or water quality. The proposed annexation is also categorically exempt
from State CEQA Guidelines Section 15319(a), because it is an annexation containing existing
structures developed to the density allowed by the current zoning. In addition, there are no
cumulative impacts, unusual circumstances, or other limiting factors that would make these
exemptions inapplicable. The City of Lancaster approved a Categorical Exemption under Class
32 Section 15332, infill development, on February 18, 2003.

WAIVER OF NOTICE, HEARING, AND PROTEST PROCEEDINGS:

Pursuant to Government Code Section 56662(a), the Commission may make determinations
upon the proposed annexation without notice and hearing and may waive protest hearings for the
reasons set forth herein. The territory is uninhabited. To date, no affected local agency has
submitted a written demand for notice and hearing during the 10-day period referenced in
Government Code Section 56662(c). Furthermore, the proposal was accompanied by
satisfactory proof that all the landowners within the affected territory have given their written
consent to the proposed annexation. Based thereon, the commission may conduct proceedings
for the change of organization without notice and hearing, and the Commission may waive
protest proceedings.
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Conclusion: Staff recommends approval of this annexation request. Given the Commission's
previous approval of the Quartz Hill Water District Sphere of Influence Amendment No. 2012-
16, the annexation to the District is a logical and reasonable extension of the Quartz Hill Water

District.

Recommended Action:

1. Adopt the Resolution Making Determinations Approving and Ordering Annexation No.
2010-09 to the Quartz Hill Water District.



RESOLUTION NO. 2013-00RMD
RESOLUTION OF THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION
COMMISSION FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MAKING DETERMINATIONS APPROVING AND ORDERING
“ANNEXATION NO. 2010-09 TO QUARTZ HILL WATER DISTRICT"

WHEREAS, A.V. Sikh Center, submitted an petition of proceedings before the Local
Agency Formation Commission for the County of Los Angeles (the "Commission"), pursuant to
Part 3, Division 3, Title 5 of the California Government Code, commencing with Section 56000
of the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000, which requires
an annexation of certain territory located within the City of Lancaster to the Quartz Hill Water
District (the "District"); and

WHEREAS, the principle reason for the proposed annexation is to provide water service
to a religious center and surface parking lot that are being developed on the property; and

WHEREAS,; a description of the boundaries and map of the proposal are set forth in
Exhibits "A” and "B", attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein; and

WHEREAS, the territory consists of 4.89+ acres and is uninhabited; and

WHEREAS, the short-form designation is " Annexation No. 2010-09 to Quartz Hill Water
District"; and

WHEREAS, the Executive Officer has reviewed the proposal and submitted to the
Commission a report, including his recommendations therein; and

WHEREAS on May 8, 2013 at its regular meeting this Commission considered the

proposal and the report of the Executive Officer, along with public comment on the proposal.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED as follows:

1. Pursuant to Government Code Section 56663(c), the Commission hereby finds and
determines that:

a. The territory to be annexed is uninhabited;

b. Pursuant to Government Code Sections 56658(b)(1) and 56662(c), the Executive
Officer has given the required mailed notice to each affected agency of the
application to initiate proceeding for the proposed annexation, and no affected
local agency has submitted a written demand for notice and hearing during the 10-
day period following the notice; and

c. The proposal was accompanied by satisfactory proof that all owners of land
within the affected territory have given their written consent to the proposal.

Based thereon, pursuant to Government Code Section 56662(a), notice and hearing
requirements are waived and protest proceedings are waived.

2. The Commission finds that the proposed annexation is categorically exempt from the
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15332.

3. The Commission finds that the proposed annexation is categorically exempt from the
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to State CEQA
(Guidelines Section 15319(a).

4. Annexation No. 2010-09 to Quartz Hill Water District is hereby approved subject to the
following terms and conditions:

a. The property so annexed shall be subject to the payment of such service charges,
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assessments or taxes as the District may legally impose.

b. The regular County assessment roll is utilized by the District.

c. The affected territory will be taxed for existing general bonded indebtedness, if
any, of the District.

d. Except to the extent on conflict with a through ¢, above, the general terms and
conditions contained in Chapter 2 of Part 5, Division 3, Title 5 of the California
Government Code (commencing with Government Code section 57325) shall
apply to this annexation.

5. The Commission hereby orders the uninhabited territory described in Exhibits "A" and
"B" annexed to Quartz Hill Water District.

6. The Executive Officer is directed to transmit a certified copy of this resolution to the
General Manager of this District, upon the District’s payment of the applicable fees
required by Government Code Section 54902.5 and prepare, execute and file a certificate
of completion with the appropriate public agencies, pursuant to Government Code

Section 57200, et seq.
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PASSED AND ADOPTED this 8" day of May 2013.

MOTION:
SECOND:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
MOTION PASSES:

LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Paul A. Novak, AICP
Executive Officer
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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 rise 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 CONSENT ITEMS

The Commission took the following actions under Consent Items:

a.

b.

Received and filed Annexation No. 2012-01 to Los Angeles County Waterworks District
No. 40, Antelope Valley.

Approved and Ordered Annexation No. 405 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No.
14, Resolution 2013-11RMD.

Approved and Ordered Annexation No. 412 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No.
14, Resolution 2013-12RMD.

Approved and Ordered Annexation No. 331 to Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of
Los Angeles County, Resolution 2013-13RMD.

Approved Minutes of February13, 2013.

Approved Operating Account Check Register for the month of February 2013.

Received and filed update on pending applications.

The Commission approved all consent items:

MOTION: DEAR

SECOND: FINLAY

AYES: DEAR, FINLAY, MOLINA, PELLISSIER, GLADBACH
NOES: NONE

ABSTAIN: NONE

ABSENT: CLOSE, LaBONGE, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY

MOTION PASSES: 5/0/0

[ Commissioner Spence arrived at 9:03 a.m.]
[Commissioner Yaroslavsky arrived at 9:05 a.m.]
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6 PUBLIC HEARING(S)
The following item was called up for consideration:

a. Annexation No. 389 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 22.

The public hearing was opened to receive testimony. There being no testimony, the public
hearing was closed.

The Commission took the following action:

o Adopted Resolution No. 2013-10RMD Making Determinations Approving Annexation
No. 389 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 22.

¢ Pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, set May 8, 2013 at 9:00 a.m. as the date and
time for Commission protest proceedings.

MOTION: FINLAY

SECOND: PELLISSIER

AYES: DEAR, FINLAY, MOLINA, PELLISSIER, SPENCE,
YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH

NOES: NONE

ABSTAIN: NONE

ABSENT: CLOSE, LaBONGE

MOTION PASSES: 7/0/0
6 PUBLIC HEARING(S)
The following item was called up for consideration:

b. Huntington Municipal Water District (District) Municipal Service Review, Sphere of
Influence Adoption for the District, Resolution of Application Initiating Commission
Proceedings to Dissolve the District, and Resolution Making Determinations to Dissolve the
District and Setting a Date for Protest Hearings.

The public hearing was opened to receive testimony.

The EO requested that each speaker be sworn in before speaking. Chair Gladbach agreed and the
following speakers were sworn in:

Harold Hennacy, Treasurer, Huntington Municipal Water District

Linea Warren, a Chapman Woods Resident

Counsel Paul Ireland, Hogle-Ireland, Inc.

Counsel Jim Mocalis, Hogle-Ireland Inc.

Sean Kwan, Assistant General Manager, Pasadena Water and Power
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[Commissioner Molina left at 9:45 a.m.]

The Commission took the following action:

e Adopted Huntington Municipal Water District MSR, SOI Adoption for the District, and
the Commission-initiated proposed Dissolution of the District and found that these actions
were not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act because it can be seen with
certainty that there is no possibility that the MSR approval, SOI Adoption, and proposed
Dissolution will have a significant effect on the environment;

¢ Adopted Resolution No. 2013-14ROA Approving the Resolution of Application For
Commission-Initiated Proceedings to Dissolve the Huntington Municipal Water District,
pursuant to Government Code Section 56375 (a)(2)(B);

* Adopted Resolution No. 2013-15RMD Approving the Huntington Municipal Water
District Municipal Service Review and the determinations contained in the report pursuant
to Government Code Sections 56378 and 56430, a Zero Sphere of Influence, and
Dissolving Huntington Municipal Water District;

¢ Pursuant to Government Code Sections 57002 and 57001(c) (2), set May 8, 2013, at 9.00
a.m. as the date and time for Commission protest proceedings and directed the Executive
Officer to give notice thereof pursuant to Government Code Sections 57025 and 57026.

MOTION: YAROSLAVSKY

SECOND: PELLISSIER

AYES: DEAR, FINLAY, PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY,
GLADBACH

NOES: NONE

ABSTAIN: NONE

ABSENT: CLOSE, LaBONGE, MOLINA

MOTION PASSES: 6/0/0
7 PROTEST HEARING(S)
(None.)
8 OTHER ITEMS

a. 2011-2012 Audited Financial Statements.

The public hearing was opened to receive testimony. There being no testimony, the public
hearing was closed.

The Commission took the following action:

e Received and filed the Fiscal Year 2011-2012 Audited Financial Statements prepared by
White, Nelson, Dielh, and Evans LLP;



Minutes
March 13, 2013
Page 5

o Directed staff to report back with formalized policies and procedures to effectuate audit
recommendations no later than the May 8 commission meeting.

MOTION: DEAR

SECOND: SPENCE

AYES: DEAR, FINLAY, PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY,
GLADBACH

NOES: NONE o

ABSTAIN: NONE

ABSENT: CLOSE, LaBONGE, MOLINA

MOTION PASSES:  6/0/0
8 OTHER ITEMS
b. Legislative Position Regarding Assembly Bill No. 743 Concerning “Island” Annexations. |
The Commission took the following action:
* Directed the E.O. to send a letter to the appropriate State Senate and Assembly committees

indicating that the Commission supports AB 743, if amended to include a 5-year sunset
provision and if the 150-acre limitation is retained.

MOTION: YAROSLAVSKY

SECOND: FINLAY

AYES: DEAR, FINLAY, PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY,
GLADBACH

NOES: NONE

ABSTAIN: NONE

ABSENT: CLOSE, LaBONGE, MOLINA

MOTION PASSES: 6/0/0
9 COMMISSIONER’S REPORT
(None.)
[Commissioner Yaroslavsky left at 10:12 a.m.]
10 EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S REPORT

The Executive Officer indicated that in the Agenda package included an article from Western City
magazine, the CALFCO quarterly newsletter, and a “save the date” flyer for the annual conference.

The E.O. stated that last week he transmitted a draft contract to the five firms who were selected to
serve as As-Needed-Alternate Legal counsel to LAFCO and that once finalized, the contracts will be
brought before the Commission for approval.

The E.O. congratulated Commissioner Spence, who was re-elected last week to another term on the
La Canada Flintridge City Council.
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The E.O. announced that Alisha O’Brien of LAFCO had a little boy on February 24™, and that she
and the 8 pound, 15-ounce Baby Devon are both doing fine.

11 PUBLIC COMMENT

(None.)

Commissioner Gladbach asked if there were any other comments.

Commissioner Pellissier asked about the Pending Application log and why there were some very old
applications that appeared to be unresolved. The Executive Officer explained that there are two types
of applications, city and water district applications which are filed by developers or landowners.

City applications remain on the log if either party (city or county) does not want to conclude the
property tax negations. Water District applications remain on the log until the applicant pays the
required fee.

Commissioner Spence announced that Commissioner Finlay was re-appointed to LAFCO for
another four year term by unanimous vote of the City Selection Committee.

12 FUTURE MEETINGS
April 10, 2013
May 8, 2013
June 12, 2013
July 10, 2013

13 FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS
(None.)

14 ADJOURNMENT MOTION

On motion of Commissioner Pellisier, seconded by Commissioner Finlay, the meeting was
adjourned at10:18 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

OV\om—

Paul A. Novak, AICP
Executive Officer

L: minutes 201313-13-13 Final
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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.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Chair Jerry Gladbach.

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.)

CONSENT ITEM(S) - GOVERNMENT CODE § 56857 NOTICE

(None.)

CONSENT ITEM(S) - OTHER
The Commission took the following acttons under Consent Items:

a. Approved and Ordered Annexation No. 351 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No.
14, Resolution No. 2013-16RMD.

b. Approved and Ordered Annexation No. 719 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No.
21, Resolution No. 2013-17RMD

c. Approved and Ordered Annexation No. 1017 to the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District
of Los Angeles County, Resolution No. 2013-18RMD.

d. Approved Minutes of March 13, 2013.

e. Approved Operating Account Check Register for the month of March 2013.

f. Received and filed update on pending applications.

MOTION: DEAR
SECOND: PELLISSIER
AYES: BROGIN (ALTERNATE FOR CLOSE), DEAR, FINLAY,

KNABE (ALTERNATE FOR MOLINA), LaBONGE,
PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH

NOES: NONE
ABSTAIN: NONE
ABSENT: CLOSE, MOLINA

MOTION PASSES:  9/0/0
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7 PUBLIC HEARING(S)
The following item was called up for consideration:
a. Annexation No. 275 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 15

The public hearing was opened to receive testimony. There being no testimony, the public hearing
was closed.

The Commission took the following action:

e Approved and Ordered Annexation No. 275 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No.
15, Resolution No. 2013-19RMD.

e Pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, set June 12, 2013 at 9:00 a.m., as the date
for Commission protest proceedings.

MOTION: FINLAY
SECOND: PELLISSIER
AYES: BROGIN (ALTERNATE FOR CLOSE), DEAR, FINLAY,

KNABE (ALTERNATE FOR MOLINA), LaBONGE,
PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH

NOES: NONE
ABSTAIN: NONE
ABSENT: CLOSE, MOLINA

MOTION PASSES:  9/0/0
7 PUBLIC HEARING(S)
The following item was called up for consideration:
b. Annexation No. 355 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 14

The public hearing was opened to receive testimony. There being no testimony, the public hearing
was closed.

The Commission took the following action:

e Approved and Ordered Annexation No. 355 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No.
14, Resolution No. 2013-20RMD.

¢ Pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, set June 12, 2013 at 9:00 a.m., as the date
for Commission protest proceedings.
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MOTION:
SECOND:
AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
MOTION PASSES:

DEAR

BROGIN (ALTERNATE FOR CLOSE)

BROGIN (ALTERNATE FOR CLOSE), DEAR, FINLAY,
KNABE (ALTERNATE FOR MOLINA), LaBONGE,
PELLISSIER, SPENCE, YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH

NONE

NONE

CLOSE, MOLINA

9/0/0

[Commissioner Molina arrived at 9:08 a.m.]

7 PUBLIC HEARING(S)

The following item was called up for consideration:

c. Annexation No. 1057 to the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of Los Angeles

County.

The public hearing was opened to receive testimony. There being no testimony, the public hearing

was closed.

The Commission took the following action:

e Approved and Ordered Annexation No. 1057 to the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District
of Los Angeles County, Resolution No. 2013-21RMD.

e Pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, set June 12, 2013 at 9:00 a.m., as the date
for Commission protest proceedings.

MOTION:
SECOND:
AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
MOTION PASSES:

7 PUBLIC HEARING(S)

FINLAY
YAROSLAVSKY
BROGIN (ALTERNATE FOR CLOSE), DEAR, FINLAY,
LaBONGE, MOLINA, PELLISSIER, SPENCE,
YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH
NONE
NONE
CLOSE
9/0/0

The following item was called up for consideration:

d. Proposed Fiscal Year 2013-14 Budget.
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The public hearing was opened to receive testimony. There being no testimony, the public hearing
was closed.

The Commission took the following action:

» Approved Proposed Budget for Fiscal Year 2013-14.

¢ Pursuant {o Government Code Section 56381, directed the staff to forward the Proposed
Budget to the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors, and the 88 cities and 57
independent special districts in Los Angeles County for comments.

o Set May 8, 2013 for hearing on adoption of the Final Budget for Fiscal Year 2013-14.

MOTION: PELLISSIER
SECOND: LaBONGE
AYES: BROGIN (ALTERNATE FOR CLOSE), DEAR, FINLAY,

LaBONGE, MOLINA, PELLISSIER, SPENCE,
YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH

NOES: NONE
ABSTAIN: NONE
ABSENT: CLOSE

MOTION PASSES:  9/0/0
8 PROTEST HEARING(S})
The following item was called up for consideration:
a. Annexation No. 2011-26 to the City of Santa Clarita (South Sand Canyon).

The protest hearing was opened to receive testimony. There being no testimony, the public
hearing was closed.

The Commission took the following action:

e Approved Annexation No. 2011-26 to the City of Santa Clarita (South Sand Canyon),
Resolution No. 2013-04PR.

MOTION: FINLAY
SECOND: PELLISSIER
AYES: BROGIN (ALTERNATE FOR CLOSE), DEAR, FINLAY,

LaBONGE, MOLINA, PELLISSIER, SPENCE,
YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH

NOES: NONE
ABSTAIN: NONE
ABSENT: CLOSE

MOTION PASSES:  9/0/0
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8 PROTEST HEARING(S)

The following item was called up for consideration:

b. Annexation No. 393 to Los Angeles County sanitation District No. 22.

The protest hearing was opened to receive testimony. There being no testimony, the public
hearing was closed.

The Commission took the following action:

e Approved Annexation No. 393 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 22,
Resolution No. 2013-05PR.

MOTION: FINLAY
SECOND: LaBONGE
AYES: BROGIN (ALTERNATE FOR CLOSE), DEAR, FINLAY,

LaBONGE, MOLINA, PELLISSIER, SPENCE,
YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH

NOELS: NONE
ABSTAIN: NONE
ABSENT: CLOSE

MOTION PASSES:  9/0/0
9 OTHER ITEMS
The following item was called up for consideration:

a. Approval of financial year-end close procedure, journal entry process, and capital asset
policy.

This Agenda item is a follow-up to the audited financial statements for Fiscal Year 2011-12,
which the Commuission approved on March 13, 2013.

The E.O. stated there was a typo in the Asset Capitalization Policy — the references to the dollar
amount should all be a thousand, but in one instance it says fifteen hundred. The policy applies to
those assets of a thousand dollars or more. This was corrected in the final document.

The Commission took the following action:

» Approved the formalized procedures for year-end closing, capital assets and journal entry
preparation.

MOTION: DEAR
SECOND: LaBONGE
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AYES: BROGIN (ALTERNATE FOR CLOSE), DEAR, FINLAY,
LaBONGE, MOLINA, PELLISSIER, SPENCE,
YAROSLAVSKY, GLADBACH
NOES: NONE
ABSTAIN: NONE
ABSENT: CLOSE

MOTION PASSES: 9/0/0
[Commissioner Molina left at 9:20 a.m.]
9 OTHER ITEMS
b. Presentation of Service Pins.
Chair Gladbach presented service pins to Commissioners Brogin, Dear, and Finlay.
9 OTHER ITEMS
c. AB No. 743 Letters Concerning “Island” Annexations.

The E.O. stated that, at the Commission’s request, letters were sent to State Legislature regarding
LAFCQ’s “support if amended” position on AB 743. The E.O. thanked Chair Gladbach and
Commissioner Yaroslavsky for their assistance in reviewing the letters.

The E.O. noted that, at the request of CALAFCO, Assemblyman Loque has amended AB 743 to
omit the increase of acreage from 150 to 300.

10 COMMISSIONER’S REPORT

Commissioner LaBonge asked if the Executive Officer had any comments regarding an article
published on Monday in the Los Angeles Times regarding LAFCO, Municipal Service Reviews,
and certain cities in southeastern Los Angeles County. The E.O. noted that the reporter did not
contact LAFCO in advance of the story.

11  EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S REPORT
(None.)

12 PUBLIC COMMENT
{None.)

13 FUTURE MEETINGS

Chair Gladbach stated that he will not attend the May 8" meeting. Commissioners Yaroslavsky
and Knabe noted that none of the three County Supervisors on the Commission would attend the
May gt meeting. The E.O. indicated that he would poll all commissioners to determine if there is
a quorum for the May 8™ meeting and so inform the Commission.



Minutes
April 10, 2013
Page 8

May 8, 2013
June 12, 2013

July 10, 2013
August 14, 2013

14 FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS
(None.)

15 ADJOURNMENT MOTION

On motion of Commissioner Finlay, seconded by Commissioner Dear, the meeting was adjourned
at 9:35 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

O\ pvo~—

Paul A. Novak, AICP
Executive Officer

L: minutes 2013\4-10-13 Draft



LAFCO 03

1:36 PM

0413013 REGISTER REPORT

Accrual Basis April 2013

Type Date Num Name Memo Amocunt Balance
10000 Cash Unrestricted

10003 Operating Account
Deposit 4/3/2013 Deposit 520.00 520.00
Bill Pmt -Check 413/2013 8800 Accountemps Cust#00490-001923000, G.Duche ... -91.23 428.77
Bill Pmt -Check 4/3/2013 6501 Caily Journal Cust#1124120362 -195.00 23377
Bill Pmt -Check 4/3/2013 6602 Liebert Cassidy Whitmare Client#L0O134-00003, Sve 2/28/13 -414.00 -1B0C,23
Bill Pmt -Check 4/3/2013 6803 The Sheridan Group Acciit006818 -105.00 -285.23
Bill Pmt -Check 4/4/2013 6604 LACERA Larry J. Calemine - March 2013 -543.93 -829.16
Bill Pmt -Check 4/11/2013 6605 Accountemps Cust#o0430-001923000, &, Duche _.. -224.56 -1,053.72
Bill Pmt -Check 4/11/2013 6608 Office Depot* Accti#32368442 -64.B0 -1,11B.52
Bill Pmt -Check 4/11/2013 6507 Ricoh Americas Corp 036-0027688-000 -1,564.62 -2,683.14
Bill Pmt -Check 4/11/2013 6608 Rebert Half Infernational Cust#00490-001923000, C. Grant ... -340.00 -3,023.14
Check 4/15/2013 oM Ambar De La Torre Salary, April 1-15, 2013 -1,635.50 -4,65B.64
Check 4/15/2013 CM Douglass Dorado Salary, April 1-15, 2013 -2,426.42 -7,085.06
Check 4/15/2G13 oM Michael E. Henderson Salary, April 1-15-2013 -1,936.06 -9,021.12
Check 4/15/2013 ] Patricia Knoebl-YWood Salary, April 1-15, 2013 -1,118,58 -10,139,70
Check 415/2013 DM Paul Novak Salary, April 1-15, 2013 -4,412.17 -14,551.87
Check 4/15/2013 (] June D. Savala Salary, April 1-15, 2013 -3,6568.77 -18,108.64
Check 41572013 oM Federal Tax Deposit April 15, 2013 -3,523.40 -21,632,04
Check 4/15/2013 [s]] State Income Tax April 15, 2013 payroll -916.10 -23,548.14
Check 4/15/2013 DM ADP Apiil 15, 2013 payrall -125.35 -22,673.49
Deposit 4/16/2013 Deposit 8,000,00 -14,673,4%
Bill Pmt ~Check 4/18/2013 6609 Accountemps Cust#00490-001923000, G. Duche ... ~224.56 -14,898.65
Bill Pmt -Check 4/18/2013 6610 Cerlified Records Manag. .. Cust#00271, 4/1/13-4/30/13 -448,80 -15,344,85
Bill Pmt -Check 4/18/2013 6611 CorelLogic Accit200-294038RRE5754 1-2, Mar... -142 67 -15,487.52
Bill Pmt -Check 4/18/2013 6612 Daily Journal -690.00 -16,177.52
Bill Pmt -Check 4/18/2013 6613 Glenn Building Services, Inc  Office carpet shampoo - 4-19-2013 ~225.00 -16,402.52
Bill Pmt -Check 4/18/2013 6614 Los Angeles County Asse...  Annexaticn: 2012-2C -40.00 -16,442,52
Bill Pmt -Check 4/18/2013 6615 Meail Finance Lease#f NO7D61692D0, 12-May-131... -126.42 -16,568.94
Bilt Pmt -Check 4/18/2013 6616 MedLife* Policy#211130483 US, June Savala -345.33 -16,814.27
Bill Pmt -Check 4/18/2013 6617 Michael Henderson CALAFCO Cenference-Davis, 4/91.., -615.35 -17,529.62
Bill Pmt -Check 4/18/2013 6618 Office Depot* -401.21 -17,930.83
Bill Pmt -Check 4/18/2013 6619 Patricia Knoebl-Wood* CALAFCO conferance Davis, 4/8/1... -628.51 -18,559.34
Bill Pmt -Check 4/18/2013 6520 Robert Half International Cusf#00490-001923000, C. Grant ... -340.00 -18,699.34
Bill Pt -Check 4/18/2013 6621 TelePacific Communicatio..  Acctf120143, 4/9/13-5/8/13 -535,30 -19,434.84
Bill Pmt -Check 4/18/2013 6622 Tropical Interior Plants Service March 2013 -100.00 -19,534.64
Check 4/19/2013 420442778  ADP EZ Labor Management- April 2013 -52.50 -19,587.14
Deposit 42212013 Deposit 150.00 -19,437.14
Deposit 4/23/2013 Deposi 7,700.00 ~11,737.14
Bill Pmt -Check 4/24/2013 6623 Accountemps Cust#00490-001923000, G.Duche ... -210.53 -11.947.67
Bill Pmt -Check 4/24/2013 5624 ATT Acct#990566760, 03/10/13-04/09/13 -308.79 -12,256.46
Bill Pmt -Check 4/24/2013 6625 Bank of America® -676.81 -12,933.27
Bill Pmt -Check 4/24/2013 6626 CTS Glendale Dell Sonic Firswall/Analyzer Software -775.50 -13,708.77
Bill Pmt -Check 42442013 6627 Daily Journal Cust#1124120362 -69.00 1377797
Bill Pmt -Check 4/24/2013 6628 Incrementum Plan Coverage: 6/15/13-6/30/13 -61.92 -13,839.69
Bill Pmt ~Check 4/24/2013 8629 Lievane, The Print Master .., Custorner#314 -337.57 -14,177.26
Bill Pmt -Cheack 4/24/2013 6630 Moter Parks Cust#025-001, May 2013 Parking -595.00 -14,772.26
Bill Pmt -Check 4/24/2013 6631 Neofunds Accti7900044522591230 -500,00 -15,272.26
Check 4/30/2013 48728357 Lori \W. Brogin Stipend, Apsil 10, 2013 -147.82 -15,420.08
Check 4130/2013 48728358 Margaret E. Finlay Stipend, April 1, 2013 -147.83 -15,567 .91
Check 4/30/2013 48728359 Edward G. Gladbach Stipend, April 10, 2013 -147.43 -15,715.74
Check 4/30/2013 48728360 Donald Knabe Stipend, April 10, 2013 -147.82 -15,863.56
Chack 4130/2013 48728361 Judith Mitchell Stipend, Agril 10, 2013 -147.82 -16,011.38
Check 4/30/2013 48728362 Gloria Malina Stipend, April 10, 2013 -147.83 -16,159.21
Chack 4/30/2013 48728363 Henri F. Pellissier Stipend, April 10, 2013 -147.83 ~16,307.04
Check 4/30/2013 48728364 Zev Yaroslavsky Stipend, April 10, 2013 -147.83 -16,454.87
Check 4130/2013 DM Ambar De La Torre Salary, April 18-30, 2013 -1,635.50 -18,090.37
Check 4/30/2013 DM Deouglass Dorada Salary, April 16-30, 2013 -2,426,42 -20,516,79
Check 430/2013 DM Denald L. Dear Stipend, April 10, 2013 -147.83 -20,664.62
Check 4130/2013 DM Michael E. Henderson Salary, April 16-30, 2013 -1,936.06 -22 600,68
Check 4/30/2013 DM Patricia Knoebhl-Waood Salary, April 16-30, 2013 (75hrs @... =1,231.31 -23,831.99
Check 4130/2013 DM Thomas J LaBonge Stipend, April 10, 2013 -147.82 -23,978.81
Check 4/30/2013 DM Gerard McCallum I Stipend, April 10, 2013 -147.82 -24,127.63
Check 4/30/2013 DM Paul Novak Salary, April 18-30, 2013 -4,366.77 -28,494 .40
Check 4/30/2013 DM Alisha O'Brien Salary, April 15, and 16-30, 2013 -1,357.60 -30,452.00
Check 4130/2013 DM June D. Savala Salary, April 16-30, 2013 -3,556.77 -34,008.77
Check 4/30/2013 DM David Spence Stipend, April 10, 2013 -147.83 -34,156.60
Check 4/30/2013 DM Federal Tax Deposit April 30, 2013 -4,173.12 ~38,320.72
Check 4/30/2013 DM State income Tax April 30, 2013 payrall -1,062.63 -39,382.35
Deposit 4/30/2013 Deposit 625.35 -3B,767.00
Bill Pmt -Check 4/30/2013 6632 80 Scuth Lake LLC NS000753-1 -6,458.17 -45,265.17
Bill Pmt -Check 4/30/2013 6633 Accountemps Cust#00490-001923000, G, Duchea ,.. -112.28 45,377.45
Bill Pmt -Check 4/30/2013 8634 LACERA April 2013 - Employer/Employee C... -9,493.26 -54,870,71
Bill Pmt -Check 4/30/2013 6635 Office Depot* Accti# 32368442 -34.80 -54,965.51
Bill Pmt -Checl 4/30/2013 6836 Robert Half International Custi#00420-001923000, C. Grant ... -106.25 -55,071.76
Total 10003 Operating Account -55,071.76 -55,071.76

Page 1



Type Date Num Name Memo Amount Balance

Total 10000 Cash Unrestricied -55,071.76 -56,071.76

TOTAL -55,071.76 -65,071.76

Page 2
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Staff Report

May 8, 2013

Agenda Item No. 7.a.

Annexation No. 413 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 14.

The following is a proposal requesting annexation of approximately 11.979% acres of inhabited
territory to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 14.

BACKGROUND

Annexation No.:

District:

Inhabited/Uninhabited:
Applicant:

Resolution or Petition:
Application filed with LAFCO:

Location:

City/Unincorporated County:
Affected Territory:

Surrounding Territory:
Landowner(s):

Registered Voters (Number):
As of:

Purpose:

Related Jurisdictional Changes:

Waiver of Notice/Hearing/Protest:

Additional Information:

413

Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 14.

Inhabited

Los Angeles County Sanitation District

May 26, 2011
June 7, 2011

Fern Avenue at its intersection with Jackman Street, all
within the City of Lancaster.

City of Lancaster

A special event center and two multi-unit apartment
complexes.

Residential
Frank Gangi; L.A. County Housing Authority

190
February 5, 2013

All of the owners of real property within the affected
territory have requested, in writing, that the District provide
off-site sewage disposal service.

There are no related jurisdictional changes.
No (Inhabited)

None
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FACTORS FOR CONSIDERATION PURSUANT TO GOVT. CODE SECTION 56668:

(a) Population
Existing Population (Number):
As of:

Population Density (Persons/Acre):
Estimated Future Population:

Land Area (Acres):

Existing L.and Use(s):

Proposed/Future Land Use(s), if any:

Assessed Valuation:
As of:

Per Capita Assessed Valuation:
Topography:

Natural Boundaries:

Drainage Basins:

Proximity to Other Populated Areas:

Likelihood of Significant Growth in the

Area in the Next 10 Years:

Likelihood of Significant Growth in
Adjacent Incorporated and
Unincorporated Areas in the Next 10
Years:

266
June 9, 2011

22.21
266
11.979

A special event center and two multi-unit apartment
complexes.

N/A

$360,473
April 8,2013

$1,355.16
Flat

None
None

The nearest existing populated area is 500 feet north
easterly of the affected territory.

No significant growth is anticipated.

No significant growth is anticipated.

(b) Governmental Services and Controls

Need for Organized Community
Services ("Services" refers to

"governmental services whether or not

provided by local agencies subject to
this division and includes the public
facilities necessary to provide those
services"):

The affected territory is a special event center and two

muiti-unit apartment complexes, which requires organized
governmental services. All of the owners of real property
the services are services which would be within the affected territory have requested, in writing, that

the District provide off-site sewage disposal service.
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(b) Government Services and Controls (continued)

Probable Future Needs for
Governmental Services and Controls:

Present Cost and Adequacy of
Government Services and Controls:

Probable Effect of the Proposed Action
and of Alternative Courses of Action on
the Cost and Adequacy of Services and
Controls in the Affected Territory and
Adjacent Areas:

The affected territory will require governmental services
indefinitely.

Existing governmental services are adequate. With respect
to sanitary sewage disposal, other than service provided by
the District, the only sewage disposal option currently
available to residents is private septic systems.

The cost of sewage disposal by the District versus the cost
by septic systems is subject to multiple factors and varies
widely. Service by the District is considered to be more
reliable than septic systems. Service by the District is
environmentally superior in terms of wastewater treatment,
effluent discharge, and impacts on surface water bodies and
groundwater.

{c) Proposed Action or Alternative Actions

Effect of Proposed Action on Adjacent
Areas:

Effect of Proposed Action on Mutual
Social and Economic Interests:

Effect of Proposed Action on the Local
Governmental Structure of the County:

Effect of Alternative Action(s} on
Adjacent Areas, on Mutual Social and
Economic Interests, and the Local
Governmental Structure of the County:

All of the owners of real property within the affected
territory have requested, in writing, that the District provide
off-site sewage disposal service. Property-owners of
adjacent areas did not request such service, and/or were
contacted by Sanitation District staff and were not
interested in securing such service or did not respond.

All of the owners of real property within the affected
territory have requested, in writing, that the District provide
off-site sewage disposal service. Property-owners of
adjacent areas did not request such service, and/or were
contacted by Sanitation District staff and were not
interested in securing such service or did not respond.

N/A. As a special district annexation, the proposal has no
impact on the local governmental structure of the County.

The only alternative action for sewage disposal is private
septic systems. Service by the District is considered to be
more reliable than septic systems. Service by the District is
environmentally superior in terms of wastewater treatment,
effluent discharge, and impacts on surface water bodies and
groundwater.
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(d) Conformity with Commission and Open Space Conversion Policies

Conformity with Adopted Commission
Policies Regarding Urban Development:

Conformity with Policies in
Government Code Section 56377
Relative to Open-Space Land
Conversion (as Defined in Government
Code Section 65560 ("Open-space land"
is any parcel or area of land or water that
is essentially unimproved and devoted to
an opern-space use . . . that is designated
on a local, regional, or state open-space
plan..."}):

(e) Agricultural Lands

Effect on Agricultural Lands:

(f) Boundaries

Definiteness and Certainty of
Boundaries:

Conformance with Lines of Assessment
or Ownership:

Creation of Islands or corridors of
unincorporated territory:

{g) Consistency with Plans

Consistency with Regional
Transportation Plan:

Consistency with City/County General
and Specific Plan(s):

The proposal conforms to adopted Commission policies
regarding urban development.

The proposal includes no conversion of open space lands to
other uses as defined in Government Code Section 65560,

The annexation will not have an effect on agricultural
lands. There are no agricultural lands within the affected
territory.

The boundaries of the affected territory have been clearly
defined by the applicant, and these boundaries have been
reviewed and approved by LAFCO's GIS/Mapping
Technician.

The boundaries conform to lines of assessment or
ownership, and these boundaries have been reviewed and
approved by LAFCO's GIS/Mapping Technician,

N/A. As a special district annexation, the proposal has no
impact on existing city-county boundaries, nor does it
create islands or corridors of unincorporated territory.

As a sanitation district annexation, the proposal has no
significant impact upon, and is therefore consistent with,
the Regional Transportation Plan.

The proposal is consistent with the existing City's General
Plan designation of Urban Residential (UR). The affected
territory is not within the boundaries of any Specific Plan.



(h) Sphere of Influence

Sphere of Influence (SOI):

{i) Comments From Public Agencies

Comments from Public Agencies:

(j) Ability to Provide Services

Ability of the District to Provide the
Requested Services:

(k) Water Supplies

Timely Availability of Water Supplies:

(1) Regional Housing
City and/or County Regional Housing
Needs:

Annexation Ne. 413

Page 5of 7

The affected territory is within the SOT of the District.

None

The affected territory is already being serviced by the
District. The area was included in the future service area
that might be served by the District and the District’s future
wastewater management needs were addressed in the
Lancaster Water Reclamation Plant (LWRP) 2020 Facilities
Plan, The wastewater generated by the annexation is being
treated at the LWRP. The District has adequate capacity to
collect, treat, and dispose of the wastewater generated by
the subject territory.

There are no known issues regarding water supply or
delivery.

N/A. As a special district annexation, the proposal will not
affect any city, nor the county, in achieving their respective
fair shares of the regional housing needs as determined by
the Southern California Association of Governments

(SCAG).

m) Comments from Landowners, Voters., or Residents

Information or comments from
Landowners, Voters, or Residents of the
Affected Territory:

None
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(n) Land Use Designations

Existing Land Use Designations: The proposed action is consistent with the existing City's
General Plan designation of Urban Residential (UR). The
proposed action is consistent with the existing City's zoning
designation of High Density Residential (HDR).

{0) Environmental Justice

Environmental Justice: All of the owners of real property within the affected
territory have requested, in writing, that the District provide
oft-site sewage disposal service. Property-owners of
adjacent areas did not request such service, and/or were
contacted by Sanitation District staff and were not
interested in securing such service or did not respond. The
proposal promotes environmental justice, in that there is
fair treatment of people of all races, cultures, and incomes
with respect to the location of public facilities and the
provision of public services.

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) CLEARANCE:

Environmental Clearance: The annexation is categorically exempt from the provisions
of the Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15319 (a), because it is an
annexation containing existing structures developed to the
density allowed by the current zoning.

L.ead Agency: Los Angeles County Sanitation District

Date: March 4, 2011

PLEASE CONTINUE TO PAGE 7
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Annexation No. 413 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 14,

CONCLUSION:

Staff recommends approval of this annexation request as a reasonable and logical extension of
services by the District.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Staff recommends that the Commission:
1). Open the public hearing and receive testimony;
2). Close the public hearing;

3). Adoptthe Resolution Making Determinations Approving Annexation No. 413 to Los Angeles
County Sanitation District No. 14.; and

4). Pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, set June 12, 2013, at 9:00 a.m. as the date and time
for Commission protest proceedings.



RESOLUTION NO. 2013-00RMD
RESOLUTION OF THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION
COMMISSION FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MAKING DETERMINATIONS APPROVING
"ANNEXATION NO. 413 TO
LOS ANGELES COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICT NO. 14"

WHEREAS, the County Sanitation District No. 14 adopted a resolution of application to
initiate proceedings before the Local Agency Formation Commission for Los Angeles County
(the "Commission") pursuant to Part 3, Division 3, Title 5 of the California Government Code
{commencing with section 56000, the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government
Reorganization Act of 2000), for the annexation of territory located within the City of Lancaster;
and

WHEREAS, the principal reason for the proposed annexation is to provide offsite sewage
disposal for a special event center and two multi-unit apartment complexes; and

WHEREAS, a description of the boundaries and map of the proposal are set forth in
Exhibits "A" and "B", attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein; and

WHEREAS, the territory consists of 11.979+ acres and is inhabited; and

WHEREAS, the short-form designation given this proposal is "Annexation No. 413 to
County Sanitation District No. 14"; and

WHEREAS, the Executive Officer has reviewed the proposal and submitted to the
Commission a report, including his recommendation thereon; and

WHEREAS, on May 8, 2013, after being duly and properly noticed, this proposal came
on for hearing at which time this Commission heard and received all oral and written testimony,
objections and evidence which were made, presented or filed, and all persons present were given
an opportunity to hear and be heard with respect to this proposal and the report of the Executive

Officer.
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NOW,

1.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED as follows:

The annexation is categorically exempt from the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section
15319(a), because it is an annexation containing existing structures developed to the
density allowed by the current zoning.
Annexation No. 413 to the County Sanitation District No. 14 is hereby approved subject
to the following terms and conditions:
a. The property so annexed shall be subject to the payment of such service charges,
assessments or taxes as the District may legally impose.
b. The regular County assessment roll is utilized by the District.
c. The affected territory will be taxed for existing general bonded indebtedness, if
any, of the District.
d. Except to the extent in conflict with a through ¢, above, the general terms and
conditions contained in Chapter 2 of Part 5, Division 3, Title 5 of the California
Government Code (commencing with Government Code Section 57325) shall

apply to this annexation.
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3. The Commission hereby sets the protest hearing for June 12, 2013 at 9:00 a.m. and
authorizes and directs the Executive Officer to give notice thereof pursuant to
Government Code Sections 57025 and 57026.

4. The Executive Officer is hereby authorized and directed to mail certified copies of this

resolution as provided in Government Code Section 56882.

PASSED AND ADOPTED 8™ day of May 2013,

LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION FOR
THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

PAUL A. NOVAK, AICP

Executive Officer
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Staff Report

May 8, 2013

Agenda Item No. 7.b.

Annexation No. 288 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 15

The following is a proposal requesting annexation of approximately 0.522+ acres of uninhabited
territory to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 15.

BACKGROUND

Annexation No.:

District:

Inhabited/Uninhabited:

Applicant:

Resolution or Petition:

Application filed with LAFCO:

Location:

City/Unincorporated County:
Affected Territory:

Surrounding Territory:
Landowner(s):

Registered Voters (Number):
As of:

Purpose:

Related Jurisdictional Changes:

Waiver of Notice/Hearing/Protest:

Additional Information:

- 288

Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 15

Uninhabited

Los Angeles County Sanitation District

February 23, 2011
March 9, 2011

On Sierra Vista Court, approximately 300 feet west of Del
Valle Avenue, all within the City of La Puente.

City of La Puente

Consists of five single-family homes within a residential
area.

Residential
6

4
February 6, 2013

The previous landowner of real property within the affected
territory has requested, in writing, that the District provide
off-site sewage disposal service.

There are no related jurisdictional changes.
No

None
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FACTORS FOR CONSIDERATION PURSUANT TO GOVT. CODE SECTION 56668:

(a) Population
Existing Population (Number):

As of:

Population Density (Persons/Acre):
Estimated Future Population:

Land Area (Acres):

Existing Land Use(s):

Proposed/Future Land Use(s), if any:

Assessed Valuation:
As of: '

Per Capita Assessed Valuation:
Topography:

Natural Boundaries:

Drainage Basins:

Proximity to Other Populated Areas:

Likelihood of Significant Growth in the

Area in the Next 10 Years:

Likelihood of Significant Growth in
Adjacent Incorporated and
Unincorporated Areas in the Next 10
Years:

20
March 4, 2011

38.31
20
0.522

Consists of five single-family homes within a residential
area.

N/A

$632,889
April 3, 2013

N/A

The Topography is flat
None

None

The affected territory is surrounded by residential territory.

No significant growth is anticipated.

No significant growth is anticipated.

{b) Governmental Services and Controls

Need for Organized Community
Services ("Services" refers to

"governmental services whether or not

The affected territory consists of five single-family homes
within a residential area, which requires organized
governmental services. The previous landowner of real

the services are services which would be property within the affected territory has requested, in

provided by local agencies subject to
this division and includes the public
facilities necessary to provide those
services"):

writing, that the District provide off-site sewage disposal
service.
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{b) Government Services and Controls (continued)

Probable Future Needs for
Governmental Services and Controls:

Present Cost and Adequacy of
Government Services and Controls:

Probable Effect of the Proposed Action
and of Alternative Courses of Action on
the Cost and Adequacy of Services and
Controls in the Affected Territory and
Adjacent Areas:

The affected territory will require governmental services
indefinitely.

Existing governmental services are adequate. With respect
to sanitary sewage disposal, other than service provided by
the District, the only sewage disposal option currently
available to residents is private septic systems.

The cost of sewage disposal by the District versus the cost
by septic systems is subject to multiple factors and varies
widely. Service by the District is considered to be more
reliable than septic systems. Service by the District is
environmentally superior in terms of wastewater treatment,
effluent discharge, and impacts on surface water bodies and
groundwater.

{c) Proposed Action or Alternative Actions

Effect of Proposed Action on Adjacent
Areas:

Effect of Proposed Action on Mutual
Social and Economic Interests:

Effect of Proposed Action on the Local
Governmental Structure of the County:

Effect of Alternative Action(s) on
Adjacent Areas, on Mutual Social and
Economic Interests, and the Local
Governmental Structure of the County:

The previous landowner of real property within the affected
territory has requested, in writing, that the District provide
off-site sewage disposal service. Property-owners of
adjacent areas did not request such service, and/or were
contacted by Sanitation District staff and were not
interested in securing such service or did not respond.

The previous landowner of real property within the affected
territory has requested, in writing, that the District provide
off-site sewage disposal service. Property-owners of
adjacent areas did not request such service, and/or were
contacted by Sanitation District staff and were not
interested in securing such service or did not respond.

N/A. As a special district annexation, the proposal has no
impact on the local governmental structure of the County.

The only alternative action for sewage disposal is private
septic systems. Service by the District is considered to be
more reliable than septic systems. Service by the District is
environmentally superior in terms of wastewater treatment,
effluent discharge, and impacts on surface water bodies and
groundwater.



Annexation No. 288
Page 4 of 7

(d) Conformity with Commission and Open Space Conversion Policies

Conformity with Adopted Commission The proposal conforms to adopted Commission policies
Policies Regarding Urban Development: regarding urban development.

Conformity with Policies in The proposal includes no conversions of open space lands
Government Code Section 56377 to other uses as defined in Government Code Section
Relative to Open-Space Land 65560.

Conversion (as Defined in Government
Code Section 65560 ("Open-space land"
is any parcel or area of land or water that
is essentially unimproved and devoted to
an open-space use . . . that is designated
on a local, regional, or state open-space
plan..."):

(e) Agricultural Lands

Effect on Agricultural Lands: The annexation will not have an effect on agricultural
lands. There are no agricultural lands within the affected
territory.

(f) Boundaries

Definiteness and Certainty of The boundaries of the affected territory have been clearly

Boundaries: defined by the applicant, and these boundaries have been
reviewed and approved by LAFCO's GIS/Mapping
Technician. '

Conformance with Lines of Assessment The boundaries conform to lines of assessment or
or Ownership: ownership, and these boundaries have been reviewed and
approved by LAFCO's GIS/Mapping Technician.

Creation of Islands or corridors of N/A. As aspecial district annexation, the proposal has no
unincorporated territory: impact on existing city-county boundaries, nor does it
create islands or corridors of unincorporated territory.

(g} Consistency with Plans

Consistency with Regional As a sanitation district annexation, the proposal has no
Transportation Plan: significant impact upon, and is therefore consistent with,
the Regional Transportation Plan.

Consistency with City/County General The proposal is consistent with the City's existing General.
and Specific Plan(s): Plan designation of Medium Density Residential.



{h) Sphere of Influence

Sphere of Influence (SOI):

(i) Comments From Public Agencies

Comments from Public Agencies:

(i) Ability to Provide Services

Ability of the District to Provide the
Requested Services:

{k) Water Supplies

Timely Availability of Water Supplies:

(1) Regional Housing
City and/or County Regional Housing
Needs:

Annexation No. 288

Page 5of 7

The affected territory is within the SOI of the District.

None

The affected territory is already being serviced by the
District. The area was included in the future service area
that might be served by the District and the District’s future
wastewater management needs were addressed in the Joint
Outfall System (JOS) 2010 Master Facilities Plan. The
wastewater generated by the annexation is being treated by
the JOS, which is comprised of 6 upstream water
reclamation plants and the Joint Water Pollution Control
Plant. The District has adequate capacity to collect, treat,
and dispose of the wastewater generated by the subject
territory.

There are no known issues regarding water supply or
delivery.

N/A. As a special district annexation, the proposal will not
affect any city, nor the county, in achieving their respective
fair shares of the regional housing needs as determined by

the Southern California Association of Governments
(SCAQG).

m} Comments from Landowners, Voters, or Residents

Information or comments from

Landowners, Voters, or Residents of the

Affected Territory:

None
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(n) Land Use Designations

Existing Land Use Designations: The proposed action is consistent with the City's existing
General Plan designation of Medium Density Residential.
The proposed action is consistent with the existing City
zoning designation of Medium Residential (R-2).

(0) Environmental Justice

Environmental Justice: The previous landowner of real property within the affected
territory has requested, in writing, that the District provide
off-site sewage disposal service. Property-owners of
adjacent areas did not request such service, and/or were
contacted by Sanitation District staff and were not
interested in securing such service or did not respond. The
proposal promotes environmental justice, in that there is
fair treatment of people of all races, cultures, and incomes
with respect to the location of public facilities and the
provision of public services.

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) CLEARANCE:

Environmental Clearance: The existing annexation is categorically exempt from the
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section
15319(a)}, because it is an annexation containing existing
structures developed to the density allowed by the current

zoning.
Lead Agency: County Sanitation District No. 15 of Los Angeles County
Date: ' February 23, 2011

PLEASE CONTINUE TO PAGE 7
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Annexation No. 288 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 15

CONCLUSION:

Staff recommends approval of this annexation request as a reasonable and logical extension of
services by the District.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Staff recommends that the Commission:
). Open the public hearing and receive testimony;
2). Close the public hearing;

3). Adopt the Resolution Making Determinations Approving Annexation No. 288 to the Los Angeles
County Sanitation District No. 15; and

4). Pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, set June 12, 2013 at 9:00 a.m. as the date and time
for Commission protest proceedings.



RESOLUTION NO. 2(13-00RMD
RESOLUTION OF THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION
COMMISSION FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MAKING DETERMINATIONS APPROVING
"ANNEXATION NO. 288 TO
LOS ANGELES COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICT NO. 15"

WHEREAS, the County Sanitation District No. 15 adopted a resolution of application to
initiate proceedings before the Local Agency Formation Commission for Los Angeles County
(the "Commission") pursuant to Part 3, Division 3, Title 5 of the California Government Code
(commencing with section 56000, the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government
Reorganization Act of 2000), for the annexation of territory located within the City of La Puente;
and

WHEREAS, the principal reason for the proposed annexation is to provide offsite sewage
disposal for five single-family homes; and

WHEREAS, a description of the boundaries and map of the proposal are set forth in
Exhibits "A" and "B", attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein; and

WHEREAS, the territory consists of 0.522+ acres and is uninhabited; and

WHEREAS, the short-form designation given this proposal is "Annexation No. 288 to
County Sanitation District No. 15"; and

WHEREAS, the Executive Officer has reviewed the proposal and submitted to the
Commission a report, including his recommendation thereon; and

WHEREAS, on May 8, 2013, after being duly and properly noticed, this proposat came
on for hearing at which time this Commission heard and received all oral and written testimony,
objections and evidence which were made, presented or filed, and all persons present were given
an opportunity to hear and be heard with respect to this proposal and the report of the Executive

Officer.



Resolution No. 2013-00RMD
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED as follows:

1. The annexation is categorically exempt from the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section
15319(a), because it is an annexation containing existing structures developed to the
density allowed by the current zoning.

2. Annexation No. 288 to the County Sanitation District No. 15 is hereby approved subject
to the following terms and conditions:

a. The property so annexed shall be subject to the payment of such service charges,
assessments or taxes as the District may legally impose.

b. The regular County assessment roll is utilized by the District.

¢. The affected territory will be taxed for existing general bonded indebtedness, if
any, of the District.

d. Except to the extent in conflict with a through ¢, above, the general terms and
conditions contained in Chapter 2 of Part 5, Division 3, Title 5 of the California
Government Code (commencing with Government Code Section 57325) shall

apply to this annexation.



Resolution No. 2013-00RMD
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3. The Commission hereby sets the protest hearing for June 12, 2013 at 9:00 a.m. and
authorizes and directs the Executive Officer to give notice thereof pursuant to
Government Code Sections 57025 and 57026.

4. The Executive Officer is hereby authorized and directed to mail certified copies of this

resolution as provided in Government Code Section 56882.

PASSED AND ADOPTED 8™ day of May 2013.

LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION FOR
THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

PAUL A. NOVAK, AICP

Executive Officer
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Staff Report

May 8, 2013

Agenda Item No. 7.c.

Annexation No. 1020 to Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of L.os Angeles County

The following is a proposal requesting annexation of approximately 0.925% acres of inhabited

territory to the SCVSD.

BACKGROUND

Annexation No.:

District:

Inhabited/Uninhabited:

Applicant:

Resolution or Petition:

Application filed with LAFCO:

Location:

City/Unincorporated County:
Affected Territory:
Surrounding Territory:

Landowner(s):

Registered Voters (Number):
As of:

Purpose:

Related Jurisdictional Changes:

Waiver of Notice/Hearing/Protest:

Additional Information:

1020

Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of Los Angeles
County

Inhabited

Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of Los Angeles
County

May 14, 2008
May 18,2011

Scherzinger Lane approximately 100 feet southwest of
Adon Avenue, all within the City of Santa Clarita.

City of Santa Clarita
1 duplex, and 3 single-family homes
Residential

Cresensio & Adelina Guidino: Karl & Sherri Riichie:
Josefina Campos; Gonzalo Hemandez

13
February 6, 2013

All of the owners of real property within the affected
territory have requested, in writing, that the District provide
off-site sewage disposal service.

There are no related jurisdictional changes.
No (Inhabited)

None



Annexation No, 1020
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FACTORS FOR CONSIDERATION PURSUANT TO GOVT. CODE SECTION 56668:
{a) Population

Existing Population (Number): 13

As of* May 17, 2011

Population Density (Persons/Acre): 14.05

Estimated Future Population: 13

Land Area (Acres): 0.925

Existing L.and Use(s): 1 duplex, 3 single-family homes

Proposed/Future Land Use(s), if any:  N/A

Assessed Valuation: $381.720

As of: April 8,2013

Per Capita Assessed Valuation: $29,363.08
Topography: Flat to hilly
Natural Boundaries: Santa Clara River
Drainage Basins: None

Proximity to Other Populated Areas: The nearest existing populated area is 200 feet south of the
' affected territory.

Likelihood of Significant Growth in the No significant growth is anticipated.
Area in the Next 10 Years:

Likelihood of Significant Growth in No significant growth is anticipated.
Adjacent Incorporated and

Unincorporated Areas in the Next 10

Years:

(b) Governmental Services and Controls

Need for Organized Community The affected territory is 1 duplex and 3 single-family homes
Services ("Services" refers to which requires organized governmental services. All of the
"governmental services whether or not  owners of real property within the affected territory have
the services are services which would be requested, in writing, that the District provide ofT-site
provided by local agencies subject to sewage disposal service.

this division and includes the public

facilities necessary to provide those

services"):
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(b) Government Services and Controls (continued)

Probable Future Needs for
Governmental Services and Controls:

Present Cost and Adequacy of
Government Services and Controls:

Probable Effect of the Proposed Action
and of Alternative Courses of Action on
the Cost and Adequacy of Services and
Controls in the Affected Territory and
Adjacent Areas:

The affected territory will require governmental services
indefinitely.

Existing governmental services are adequate. With respect
to sanitary sewage disposal, other than service provided by
the District, the only sewage disposal option currently
available to residents is private septic systems.

The cost of sewage disposal by the District versus the cost
by septic systems is subject to multiple factors and varies
widely. Service by the District is considered to be more
reliable than septic systems. Service by the District is
environmentally superior in terms of wastewater treatment,
effluent discharge, and impacts on surface water bodies and
groundwater.

(¢) Proposed Action or Alternative Actions

Effect of Proposed Action on Adjacent
Areas:

Effect of Proposed Action on Mutual
Social and Economic Interests:

Effect of Proposed Action on the LLocal
Governmental Structure of the County:

Effect of Alternative Action(s) on
Adjacent Areas, on Mutual Social and
Economic Interests, and the Local
Governmental Structure of the County:

All of the owners of real property within the affected
territory have requested, in writing, that the District provide
off-site sewage disposal service. Property-owners of
adjacent areas did not request such service, and/or were
contacted by Sanitation District staff and were not
interested in securing such service or did not respond.

All of the owners of real property within the affected
territory have requested, in writing, that the District provide
off-site sewage disposal service. Property-owners of
adjacent areas did not request such service, and/or were
contacted by Sanitation District staff and were not
interested in securing such service or did not respond.

N/A. As a special district annexation, the proposal has no
impact on the local governmental structure of the County.

The only alternative action for sewage disposal is private
septic systems. Service by the District is considered to be
more reliable than septic systems. Service by the District is
environmentally superior in terms of wastewater treatment,
effluent discharge, and impacts on surface water bodies and
groundwater.
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{(d) Conformity with Commission and Open Space Conversion Policies

Conformity with Adopted Commission
Policies Regarding Urban Development:

Conformity with Policies in
Government Code Section 56377
Relative to Open-Space Land
Conversion (as Defined in Government
Code Section 65560 ("Open-space land"
is any parcel or area of land or water that
is essentially unimproved and devoted to
an open-space use . . . that is designated
on a local, regional, or state open-space
plan..."):

(e) Agricultural Lands

Effect on Agricultural Lands:

() Boundaries

Definiteness and Certainty of
Boundaries:

Conformance with Lines of Assessment
or Ownership:

Creation of Islands or corridors of
unincorporated territory:

() Consistency with Plans

Consistency with Regional
Transportation Plan:

Consistency with City/County General
and Specific Plan{s):

The proposal conforms to adopted Commission policies
regarding urban development.

The proposal includes no conversion of open space lands to
other uses as defined in Government Cade Section 65560.

The annexation will not have an effect on agricultural
lands. There are no agricultural lands within the affected
territory.

The boundaries of the affected territory have been clearly
defined by the applicant, and these boundaries have been
reviewed and approved by LAFCO's GIS/Mapping
Technician.

The boundaries conform to lines of assessment or
ownership, and these boundaries have been reviewed and
approved by LAFCO's GIS/Mapping Technician.

N/A. As aspecial district annexation, the proposal has no
impact on existing city-county boundaries, nor does it
create islands or corridors of unincorporated territory.

As a sanitation district annexation, the proposal has no
significant impact upon, and is therefore consistent with,
the Regional Transportation Plan,

The proposal is consistent with the existing City's General
Plan designation of Residential Moderate (RM). The
affected territory is not within the boundaries of any
Specific Plan.



(h) Sphere of Influence

Sphere of Influence (SOI):

(i) Comments From Public Agencies

Comments from Public Agencies:

(i) Ability to Provide Services

Ability of the District to Provide the
Requested Services:

(k) Water Supplies

Timely Availability of Water Supplies:

{I) Regional Housing
City and/or County Regional Housing

Needs:

Annexation No. 1020

Page 5 of 7

The affected territory is within the SOI of the District.

None

The affected territory is already being serviced by the
SCVSD. The area was included in the future service area
that might be served by the SCVSD and the SCVSD's
future wastewater management needs were addressed in the
2015 Santa Clarita Valley Joint Sewerage Facilities Plan
and EIR. The wastewater generated by the annexation is
being treated by the Santa Clarita Valley Joint Sewerage
System, which is composed of the Saugus and Valencia
Water reclamation plants. The SCVSD has adequate
capacity to collect, treat, and dispose of the wastewater
generated by the subject territory.

There are no known issues regarding water supply or
delivery.

N/A. As a special district annexation, the proposal will not
affect any city, nor the county, in achieving their respective
fair shares of the regional housing needs as determined by
the Southern California Association of Governments
(SCAQG).

(m) Comments from Landowners, Voters, or Residents

Information or comments from

Landowners, Voters, or Residents of the

Affected Territory:

None
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(n) Land Use Designations

Existing Land Use Designations: The proposed action is consistent with the existing City's
General Plan designation of Residential Moderate (RM).
The proposed action is consistent with the existing City's
zoning designation of RM (Residential Moderate).

{0} Environmental Justice

Environmental Justice: All of the owners of real property within the affected
territory have requested, in writing, that the District provide
off-site sewage disposal service. Property-owners of
adjacent areas did not request such service, and/or were
contacted by Sanitation District staff and were not
interested in securing such service or did not respond. The
proposal promotes environmental justice, in that there is
fair treatment of people of all races, cultures, and incomes
with respect to the location of public facilities and the
provision of public services.

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) CLEARANCE:

Environmental Clearance: The annexation is categorically exempt from the provisions
of the Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15319 (a), because it is an
annexation containing existing structures developed to the
density allowed by the current zoning.

Lead Agency: Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of Los Angeles
County
Date: April 11, 2008

PLEASE CONTINUE TO PAGE 7
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Annexation No. 1020 to Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of Los Angeles County
(SCVSD)

CONCLUSION:

Staff recommends approval of this annexation request as a reasonable and logical extension of
services by the District.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Staff recommends that the Commission:
1). Open the public hearing and receive testimony;
2). Close the public hearing;

3). Adopt the Resolution Making Determinations Approving Annexation No. 1020 to the Santa
Clarita Valley Sanitation District of Los Angeles County; and

4}. Pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, set June 12, 2013, at 9:00 a.m. as the date and time
for Commission protest proceedings.



RESOLUTION NO. 2013-00RMD
RESOLUTION OF THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION
COMMISSION FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MAKING DETERMINATIONS APPROVING
"ANNEXATION NO. 1020 TO
SANTA CLARITA VALLEY SANITATION DISTRICT
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY (SCVSD)"

WHEREAS, the SCVSD adopted a resolution of application to initiate proceedings
before the Local Agency Formation Commission for Los Angeles County (the "Commission™)
pursuant to Part 3, Division 3, Title 5 of the California Government Code (commencing with
section 56000, the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000), for
the annexation of territory located within City of Santa Clarita; and

WHEREAS, the principal reason for the proposed annexation is to provide off-site
sewage disposal for 1 duplex, and 3 single-family homes; and

WHEREAS, a description of the boundaries and map of the proposal are set forth in

Exhibits "A" and "B", attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein; and
WHEREAS, the territory consists of 0.925+ acres and is inhabited; and

WHEREAS, the short-form designation given this proposal is "Annexation No. 1020 to
the SCVSD"; and

WHEREAS, the Executive Officer has reviewed the proposal and submitted to the
Commission a report, including his recommendation thercon; and

WHEREAS, on May 8, 2013, after being duly and properly noticed, this proposal came
on for hearing at which time this Commission heard and received all oral and written testimony,
objections and evidence which were made, presented or filed, and all persons present were given
an opportunity to hear and be heard with respect to this proposal and the report of the Executive

Officer.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED as follows:

1. The annexation is categorically exempt from the provisions of the Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15319 (a), because it is an
annexation containing existing structures developed to the density allowed by the current
zoning.

2. Annexation No. 1020 to the SCVSD is hereby approved subject to the following terms
and conditions:

a. The property so annexed shall be subject to the payment of such service charges,
assessments or taxes as the SCVSD may legally impose.

b. The regular County assessment roll is utilized by the SCVSD.

c. The affected territory will be taxed for existing general bonded indebtedness, if
any, of the SCVSD.

d. Except to the extent in conflict with a through‘c, above, the general terms and
conditions contained in Chapter 2 of Part 5, Division 3, Title 5 of the California
Government Code (commencing with Government Code Section 57325) shall

apply to this annexation.



Resolution No. 2013-00RMD
Page 3

3. The Commission hereby sets the protest hearing for June 12, 2013 at 9:00 a.m. and
authorizes and directs the Executive Officer to give notice thereof pursuant to
Government Code Sections 57025 and 57026.

4. The Executive Officer is hereby authorized and directed to mail certified copies of this
resolution as provided in Government Code Section 56882.

PASSED AND ADOPTED 8™ day of May 2013.

LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION FOR
THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

PAUL A. NOVAK, AICP

Executive Officer



0t 199 e e

gzl G629 Gzl

funon sajabuy so7 Jo JoLSIg
uonejiues Aojjep ejlie[d ejues
8y} 0} 0Z0L "ON uonexauuy

AOS s ‘eousnjul jo ateyds [
0Z0L-ADS uonexsuuy aso |/ /|
elueD eues Jo Ao [ |

Auno? sajebuy soT o Jouisiqg :
uonelues Asjjea ejleD ejueg

pusba




Staff Report
May 8, 2013
Agenda Item No. 7.d.

Reconfirmation of the Municipal Service Review and Approval of a
Sphere of Influence Amendment for the City of Burbank

In fulfilling its basic purpose to plan the future organization of local agencies, Government Code
Section (Section) 56425, requires that the Commission adopt a “sphere of influence” for each
city and special district. A Sphere of Influence (SOI) is defined as “a plan for the probable
physical boundaries and service area™ of each city or special district.

Section 56430 directs LAFCO to prepare Municipal Service Reviews (MSRs) to help inform the
Commission’s decisions regarding SOIs.

Section 56425(g) requires that the Commission “shall, as necessary, review and update each
sphere of influence” for the cities and special districts. This section of the law, and the
corresponding requirement to prepare Municipal Service Reviews (MSRs), came into being with
the amendments to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act (Act)
adopted in 2000. The law required that the first “round” of MSRs be prepared prior to January 1,
2008, with future rounds occurring every five years thereafter.

The Commission adopted MSRs for all cities and special districts in Los Angeles County prior to
the initial January 1, 2008 deadline. This has come to be known as “Round 1”. The current
round, with a deadline of January 1, 2013, is known as “Round 2.” For Round 2, at your March,
2011 meeting, the Commission directed staff to prepare MSRs for 9 cities and 14 special
districts. The staff is currently preparing these MSRs, which will come before the Commission
in the next few months.

At your Commission meetings of October 10&‘, 2012, and November 14”’, 2012, the Commission
reconfired the MSRs and SOls for 74 cities and 71 special districts (the majority of cities and
special districis). There remain a handful of cities and special districts for which the
Commission has yet to take action, either because of outstanding issues, or because a complete
MSR is being prepared.

The City of Burbank has an unusual SOI issue along its southern boundary adjoining the City of
Los Angeles. In 1984 the Commission adopted an SOI for the City of Burbank that extended
Burbank’s SOI to included territories that are within the boundaries of the City of Los Angeles.
This creates some problems: one, State law intends for City SOIs to include only unincorporated
territory; and two, in order for Burbank to annex any of these areas, the City of Los Angeles
would have to agree to a concurrent detachment. Based upon staff’s review and



Adoption of SOI for the City of Burbank
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input from representatives of the City of Burbank, this area is not logically within the plan for the
probable physical boundaries and service area of the City of Burbank, and there 1s little or no
liketihood of any future annexation of these territories into the City of Burbank. Given these
considerations, staff is recommending that these areas be eliminated from the Burbank SOI (see
attached maps).

As noted, staff met with a representative of the City of Burbank regarding the proposed change
to the SOI boundary. The City of Burbank’s representative indicates that the City has no
objections to the proposed change to its SOI. Staff has also shared copies with representatives of
the City of Los Angeles: Councilman Tom LaBonge (LAFCO Commissioner, and whose district
adjoins the City of Burbank) and Councilman Paul Krekorian (LAFCO Commissioner).

Since the adoption of the MSR and SOIs in 2008, the Act was amended in 2011 relative to
Disadvantaged Unincorporated Communities (DUCs). DUCs are defined as those
unincorporated territories “in which the annual median household income is 80 percent (80%) or
less that the statewide median household income.” In determining an SOI, Section 56425(e)(5)
requires that LAFCOs consider its potential impacts on any DUCs. Staff checked the SOI
boundaries for each of the cities and special districts with LAFCO maps of all existing DUCs in
Los Angeles County. There are no DUCs within the relevant portions of Burbank or its SOL

The 2006 MSR recognized the “overlapping” SOI boundary “with the understanding that
Burbank would apply to LAFCO for annexation of the areas.” Based upon staff’s recent
conversation with Burbank representatives, it is unlikely that these areas will be annexed mnto the
City of Burbank. As noted in the Resolution accompanying this report, “the information and
findings contained in the MSR and SOI update for the City of Burbank during the initial
MSR/SOI update cycle are generally current, with the exception of one SOI boundary issue
addressed herein.” The Resolution, further, states that to update the MSR for re-confirmation ,
references to this one issue are modified to reflect that all references [in the original MSR] to
Burbank annexing the subject territory along the City’s southern boundary are deleted.
Therefore, the updated and reconfirmed MSR is consistent with the reduced SOI recommended.

Staff notes that a portion of the City of Burbank’s SOI, along its northermn boundary with the City
of Los Angeles, is also within the boundaries of the City of Los Angeles. Staff is still reviewing
this area, and will require additional consultation with the City of Burbank, City of Los Angeles,
and the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (which owns a substantial portion of the
land in this area) before determining any recommendations to come before the Commission.
Any proposed changes in this area are complicated by the multiple jurisdictions involved,
substantial ownership of much of the territory by the Airport Authority, and multiple parcels
owned by private parties. Additionally, a portion of the Airport’s operating runways and buffer
areas are within this area. Given these issues, staff has more work to do before determining
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whether to bring any recommendations on this area to the Commission at a future meeting.

Recommended Action:

Staff recommends that the Commission:

1. Find that the reconfirmation of the existing MSR with one update deleting references to
an area along the southern City boundary and currently in the City of Los Angeles as
being within an area of probable annexation to City of Burbank , and approval of a
conforming SOI Amendment reducing the SOI for the City of Burbank to exclude this
area are exempt under Section 15061 of the State CEQA Guideline because it can be
seen with certainty that the recommended actions have no possibility of having a
significant adverse effect on the environment because they reconfirm the existing MSR,
and adopt an SOI that is slightly smaller than the City of Burbank’s existing SOI, and, in
the alternative, that these recommendations are not a project for purposes of CEQA
because they are organizational activities of governments with no direct nor indirect
effects on the physical environment pursuant to Section 15378 of the State CEQA
Guidelines.

2. Adopt the Executive Officer’s staff report and recommendations for reconfirmation of the
current MSR and approval of an SOI Amendment for the City of Burbank;

3. Adopt the attached Resolution No. 2013-00RMD reconfirming the Municipal Service
Review (MSR) and amending the Sphere of Influence for the City of Burbank.”

4, Direct the Executive Officer to add the words “SOI Amended on May 8%, 2013” to the
official LAFCO maps for the City of Burbank.

5. Direct the Executive Officer is hereby to mail copies of the resolution as provided in
Section 56882 of the Government Code.



RESOLUTION NO. 2013-00RMD
RESOLUTION OF THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION
COMMISSION FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES RECONFIRMING THE
MUNICIPAL SERVICE REVIEW (MSR) AND AMENDING THE SPHERE OF
INFLUENCE (SOI) FOR THE CITY OF BURBANK

WHEREAS, the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Governmental Reorganization
Act of 2000 (California Government Code Section (Section) 56000 et seq) provides that a
Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) must adopt a Sphere of Influence (SOT)
of each local governmental agency within its jurisdiction (Section 56425(a)) and that it
must update, as necessary, each Sphere every five years (Section 56425(g)); and

WHEREAS, the Sphere of Influence is the primary planning tool for LAFCO and
defines the probable physical boundaries and service area of a local agency as determined
by LAFCO;

WHEREAS, proceedings for adoption, update and amendment of a Sphere of
Influence are described at Section 56427 et seq;

WHEREAS, Section 56430 requires that in order to prepare and to update
Spheres of Influence, the Commission shall conduct a Municipal Service Review prior to
or in conjunction with action to update or adopt a Sphere of Influence;

WHEREAS, the Local Agency Formation Commission for the County of Los
Angeles (LA LAFCO, LAFCO, or Commission) has previously prepared a Municipal
Service Reviews (MSR) as an accompanying report to the Sphere of Influence Update
for the City of Burbank, and has furnished a copy of this report to each person entitled to
receive a copy;

WHEREAS the Commission previously reviewed the MSR and approved an SOI

Update for the City of Burbank when it approved the Los Angeles Basin Area Municipal
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Service Review and Sphere of Influence Update on December 13™, 2006, during the
initial MSR/SOI update cycle as required by Section 56425;

WHEREAS the information and findings contained in the MSR and SOI update
for the City of Burbank during the initial MSR/SOI update cycle are generally current,
with the exception of one SOI boundary issue addressed herein;

WHEREAS, for the City of Burbank, staff has determined that the reconfirmation
of the existing MSR and SOI Amendment does not present any issues with respect to the
present and probable need of services for Disadvantaged Unincorporated Communities
(DUCs) pursuant to Government Code Section 56425(d)(5) because there are no DUCs in
or contiguous to the City of Burbank;

WHEREAS, based upon staff review and the feasibility of governmental
reorganization identified in Section 56425(h), staff has determined that any
reorganizations will not further the goals of orderly development and affordable service
delivery, and therefore will not recommend reorganization of the City of Burbank;

WHEREAS, the reports for the initial phase of MSR and SOI Update for the City
of Burbank contains statements of determination as required by Section 56430 for the
municipal services provided by the City of Burbank, and, again, those statements of
determination are generally current, with the exception of one SOI boundary issue
addressed herein;

WHEREAS, a copy of the MSR and SOI statements of determination for the City
of Burbank have been previously reviewed by the Commission and are available for

public review in the Commission offices and on the Commission website;
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WHEREAS, the Executive Officer, pursuant to Government Code Section 56427,
set May 8", 2013, as the hearing date on this MSR and SOI study proposal, and gave the
required notice of public hearing;

WHEREAS, the proposed action consists of the reconfirmation of the MSR and
approval of an SOI amendment for the City of Burbank;

WHEREAS, this Commission called for and held a public hearing on the proposal
on May 8, 2013, and at the hearing the Commission heard and received all oral and
written protests, objections, and evidence which were made, presented, or filed, and all
persons present were given an opportunity to hear and be heard with respect to this
proposal and the report of the Executive Officer; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the
reconfirmation of the existing MSR and approval of an SOI Amendment for the City of
Burbank was determined to be exempt under Section 15061 of the State CEQA Guideline
because it can be seen with certainty that the recommended actions have no possibility of
having a significant adverse effect on the environment because they reconfirm the
existing MSR, and adopt an SOI that is slightly smaller than the City of Burbank’s
existing SOI, and, in the alternative, that these recommendations are not a project for
purposes of CEQA because they are organizational activities of governments with no
direct nor indirect effects on the physical environment pursuant to Section 15378 of the
State CEQA Guidelines.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED as follows:
1. The recommended actions are exempt from CEQA as set out herein.

2. The Executive Officer’s staff report and recommendations for reconfirmation of
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the current MSR and approval of an SOI Amendment for the City of Burbank
are hereby adopted;

3. The reconfirmation of the current MSR for the City of Burbank is subject to one
exception, namely, an update to delete all references to Burbank annexing the
subject territory along the City’s southern boundary ,consistent with the SOI
Amendment reducing the SOI of the City of Burbank herein;

4. The Executive Officer is hereby directed to add the words “SOI Amended on May
8%, 2013” to the official LAFCO maps for the City of Burbank.

5. The Executive Officer is hereby authorized and directed to mail copies of this

resolution as provided in Section 56882 of the Government Code.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 8™ day of May, 2013.

MOTION:

SECOND:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

MOTION PASSES: 8/0/0

PAUL A. NOVAK, Executive Officer



Sun
Valley

LBOB HOPE

AIRPORT

TUNg T canvon

ay

| B vonm

i
1

f

E

L.t 49
ld‘

El

5

il =
k.

i 7 Rt "

s B
_" .I:PM'-R\LLCI

1 Nort, i

4 38 Hollywog

E K B H 3
L O O o
TESE L \
Hreerrs e kit A i
3 ] e o .
e ¢
&
X \;

aiEE

L
s F G 4
% SN\ e
o Ehn By
2% (it
A
2

#SGLENDA

£

s

Fanun

*

X ' FFITH, e &

i Hollpwood %

‘f:::“ Stndig| 22,3 g

o ICI’I_}' F o L 8
AN = ) R
< it 2 - |

Legend
[ | city of Burbank

Burbank Sphere of
Influence
Agea A"

Estatlished 07.25.84
Femoved 03-08-13

1 07-25-84

Sphere of Influence Hisfory

Action Effective Date
Established XK
Reconfimsd 121306
Reconfirmed XHRRHE

1in = 0.8 miles

(2 02

0.4

Iviiles
a8

Revigad; Fabrusty 20, 2013

SRR Sl E Bk




TR TANTON L ey

gy
&
&
2
S
g - &
S,
3
2
Sy
: BOR HOPE 1 b E2
AIRPORT B
S5
% G
: A
e < 3 - e 9 e
T Vot o i,
e — EEE 4 e 5 L5000 L
Sumowsn T e 4 i o A S % peay %
e LT R 3374 e 278 X ®
= 5 e %55
31 d 5 e e o=
< 5 e
>
b3 u
: i % e : oy
gEs b
:15 kilnco b 7k %
B B R I O B A o3 % -
5 : i k 2 o <
Lk ey =z £ <3 4 5
oy A y
e
&

Lt RV KL
- b
CLENDALE

>

e

North) 3
_Hollywoo
¥ s

T

\"’\P MuLFioy,

Lagesd Burbank Sphere of Influence
City of Burbank

Burbank Sphere of Sphere of Influence History
| ¥ Action Effective Date el f 3
Infiuence Established otoxeen 1in = 0.8 miles
AR Ares Renned Ao S T—— 15
Established 07-25-54 Eciabiished 072524 fiecanfimsd sigarie] i T 28 Riyigan: Fabruary 502013

Removed 050813

RS Al Btk




Staff Report
May 8, 2013
Agenda Item No. 7.e.

Fiscal Year 2013-14
Final Budget

Background

In accordance with Government Code Section 56381, LAFCO must conduct a second noticed
public hearing and approve its final budget by June 15th of each year. At a minimum, the
proposed and final budget shall be equal to the budget adopted for the previous fiscal year,
unless the Commission finds that reduced staffing or program costs will nevertheless allow the
Commission to fulfill its statutory purposes and programs. The final budget is unchanged from
the proposed budget that was adopted on April 10, 2013.

Final Budget

The Fiscal Year 2013-14 Final Budget identifies expenses totaling $1,214,868. This amount
represents an increase of $14,210 or approximately 9.6% above the FY 2012-13 Budget.
Anticipated revenues are $932,368 in apportionments from the City of Los Angeles, the 87 other
cities, the County of Los Angeles, and the 53 Special Districts; a projected $85,000 from FY
2012-13 fund balance carryover funds; $82,500 from filing fees; and $115,000 transferred from
the pooled investment account.

Comments from funding agencies

On April 11, 2013, the Proposed Budget was circulated to the funding agencies for review and
comment. As of May 1, 2013, staff has responded to budgetary questions relating to estimated
FY 2013-14 apportioned costs, and projected beginning and ending fund balances. The inquiries
were received from the cities of Arcadia, EI Monte, La Canada-Flintridge and Santa Clarita.

Recommended action:
1. Open budget hearing; close hearing after receiving public comments.
2. Approve the Final Budget for Fiscal Year 2013-14.
3. Pursuant to Government Code Section 56381.6, request the Los Angeles County Auditor-

Controller to apportion the net operating expenses of the Commission among the classes
of public agencies represented on the Commission.

HOA.974987.1



LAFCO FINAL BUDGET - FISCAL YEAR 2013-14

EXPENSES
Acct No.

50000 Salaries & Employee Benefits
50001-12 Employee Salaries
50015 Retirement
50016 Benefits Cashout
50017 Stipends
50018 Worker's Compensation Insurance
50019 Health Insurance
50020 Payroll Taxes
50022 OPEB - Existing Retiree
50023 OPEB - Trust _
Total Salaries & Employee Benefits

50000A Office Expense
50025 Rent
50026 Communications
50027 Supplies
50029 Equipment Maintenance and Supplies
50030 Equipment lease
50031 Employee / Other Parking Fees
50032 Other Insurance
50033 Agency Membership Dues
50040 Information Technology/Programming
50052 Legal Notices
50053 Publications
50054 Postage
50055 Audio/Visual Services
50056 Printing
50057 Conferences/Travel - Commissioners
50058 Conferences/Travel - Staff
50060 Auto - Reimbursement
50061 Various Vendors
50065 Miscellaneous - Other
50067 Computer/Copier/Misc Equipment
Total Miscellaneous Expense

50000C PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
50076 Legal services
50077 Accounting & Bookkeeping
50078 Contract Services
50081 Municipal Service Reviews
Total Professional Services

Budget Budget Budget
201213 2013-14 Difference

3 553,000.00 $ 547,826.00 $ (5,174.00)
$ 78,700.00 3 87,550.00 3 8,850.00
$ 17,000.00 3 17,000.00 3 =

$ 32,700.00 $ 31,500.00 $ (1,200.00)
3 6,802.00 3 6,802.00 $ =

$ 94,500.00 3 ©6,000.00 3 1,500.00
$ 8,700.00 $ 9,000.00 $ 300.00
$ 6,096.00 3 6,600.00 $ 504.00
$ - $ 50,000.00 3 50,000.00
5 797,498.00 $ 852,278.00 $ 54,780.00
$ 78,000.00 70,000.00 3 (8,000.00)
$ 8,500.00 9,500.00 $ 1,000.00
$ 7,000.00 8,500.00 3 1,500.00
$ 5,500.00 6,500.00 $ 1,000.00
s 21,600.00 22,000.00 3 400.00
$ 7,840.00 8,000.00 $ 160.00
$ 39,800.00 42 000.00 3 2,200.00
3 9,500.00 8,925.00 3 (575.00)
$ 6,700.00 7,100.00 3 400.00
3 9,500.00 9,000.00 $ (500.00)
$ 500.00 100.00 $ (400.00)
$ 8,000.00 7,000.00 $ {(1,000.00)
$ 4,200.00 4,400.00 $ 200.00
$ 2,500.00 1,200.00 3 (1,300.00)
$ 14,000.00 10,500.00 $ (3,500.00)
$ 7,500.00 5,000.00 $ (2,500.00)
$ 10,240.00 12,480.00 $ 2,240.00
$ 4.600.00 5,500.00 3 900.00
$ 5,000.00 4.000.00 $ (1,000.00)
$ - 2,500.00 $ 2,500.00
$ 250,480.00 244,205.00 $ (6,275.00)
$ 5000000 $ 50,000.00 $ -

$ 1800000 $ 2200000 $ 4,000.00
$ 7,000.00 3 6,000.00 $ (1,000.00)
3 25,000.00 ) 5,000.00 3 (20,000.00)
$ 100,000.00 % 83,000.00 $ (17,000.00)
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LAFCO FINAL BUDGET - FISCAL YEAR 2013-14

EXPENSES Budget Budget Budget
Acct No. 2012-13 2013-14 Difference
50000D CAPITAL COSTS
50130 Computer/Copier/Misc. Equipment $ 6,500.00 3 = 3 (6,500.00)
Total Capital Costs $ 6,500.00 $ i $ (6,500.00)
50137 CONTINGENCY $ 4617912 $  35,384.49 $  (10,794.63)
Subtotal Expense (Accounts 50000 - 500000) $ 1,200,657.12 $ 1,214,867.49 $ 14,210.37
REVENUE
Acct No.
40005 Filing Fees $ 150,000.00 $ 82,500.00 $ (67,500.00)
40012 Prior Year Fund Balance Carryover $ 150,000.00 $ 85,000.00 3 (65,000.00)
40013 Investment Pool Transfer $ 50,000.00 $ 115,000.00 $ 65,000.00
Net Operating Cost $ 850,657.12 $ 932,367.49 $ 81,710.37
TR T TR T T oA e SRR PR w1 e g 1 e 7
40001 City of LA. 15.385% $ $ 43,444.74 3 12,571.14
40002 County of LA 38.462% $ 327,179.74 $ 358,607.18 $ 31,427.44
40003 87 Other Cities: 23.077% $ 196,306.14 $ 215,162.45 $ 18,856.30
40004 53 Ind.Spec.Dist:  23.077% $ 196,306.14 § 21516245 § 18,856.30
Total Allocated Costs 100% $ 850,665.62 ' $ 932,376.82 $ 81,711.18

Page 2 of 2



Staff Report

May 8, 2013

Agenda Item No. 8.a.

Annexation No. 389 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 22

On March 13, 2013, your Comission approved a request of approximately 7.380+ acres of
uninhabited territory into the boundaries of Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 22. The
Protest Hearing before you today will satisfy the requirements of Government Code Section 57600,

et seq .

BACKGROUND

Annexation No.:
District:
Inhabited/Uninhabited:
Applicant:

Resolution or Petition:

Application filed with LAFCO:

Location:

City/Unincorporated County:
Affected Territory:

Surrounding Territory:
Landowner(s):

Registered Voters (Number):
Asof:

Purpose:

Related Jurisdictional Changes:

Waiver of Notice/Hearing/Protest:

Additional Information:

389

Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 22.
Uninhabited

Los Angeles County Sanitation District

June 23, 2010

July 12, 2010

On Arrow Highway approximately 250 feet west of Walnut
Avenue, all within the City of San Dimas.

City of San Dimas

Four office buildings and small portions of two additional
buildings within an industrial area.

Industrial and Residential
16

0
December 4, 2012

Some owners of real property within the affected territory
have requested, in writing, that the District provide off-site
sewage disposal service.

There are no related jurisdictional changes.
No

None
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FACTORS FOR CONSIDERATION PURSUANT TO GOVT. CODE SECTION 56668:
(a) Population

Existing Population (Number): 0

As of: August 18, 2010

Population Density (Persons/Acre): 0.00

Estimated Future Population: 0

Land Area (Acres): 7.38

Existing Land Use(s): Four office buildings and small portions of two additional
buildings.

Proposed/Future Land Use(s), if any: ~ N/A

Assessed Valuation: $17,399,291

As of: August 18, 2010

Per Capita Assessed Valuation: N/A

Topography: Gently sloping from south to southwest.
Natural Boundaries: None

Drainage Basins: None

Proximity to Other Populated Areas: The nearest existing populated area is 700 feet south of the
affected territory.

Likelihood of Significant Growth in the No significant growth is anticipated.
Area in the Next 10 Years:

Likelihood of Significant Growth in No significant growth is anticipated.
Adjacent Incorporated and

Unincorporated Areas in the Next 10

Years:

(b) Governmental Services and Controls

Need for Organized Community The affected territory is four office buildings and small
Services ("Services” refers to portions of two additional buildings which require
"governmental services whether or not  organized governmental services. Some owners of real
the services are services which would be property within the affected territory have requested, in
provided by local agencies subjectto  writing, that the District provide off-site sewage disposal
this division and includes the public service.

facilities necessary to provide those

services"):
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{b) Government Services and Controls (continued)

Probable Future Needs for
Governmental Services and Controls:

Present Cost and Adequacy of
Government Services and Controls:

Probable Effect of the Proposed Action
and of Alternative Courses of Action on
the Cost and Adequacy of Services and
Controls in the Affected Territory and
Adjacent Areas:

The affected territory will require governmental services
indefinitely.

Existing governmental services are adequate. With respect
to sanitary sewage disposal, other than service provided by
the District, the only sewage disposal option currently
available to residents is private septic systems.

The cost of sewage disposal by the District versus the cost
by septic systems is subject to multiple factors and varies
widely. Service by the District is considered to be more
reliable than septic systems. Service by the District is
environmentally superior in terms of wastewater treatment,
effluent discharge, and impacts on surface water bodies and
groundwater.

(¢) Proposed Action or Alternative Actions

Effect of Proposed Action on Adjacent
Areas:

Effect of Proposed Action on Mutual
Social and Economic Interests:

Some owners of real property within the affected territory
have requested, in writing, that the District provide oft-site
sewage disposal service. Property-owners of adjacent areas
did not request such service, and/or were contacted by
Sanitation District staff and were not interested in securing
such service or did not respond.

Some owners of real property within the affected territory
have requested, in writing, that the District provide off-site
sewage disposal service. Property-owners of adjacent areas
did not request such service, and/or were contacted by
Sanitation District staff and were not interested in securing
such service or did not respond.

Effect of Proposed Action on the Local N/A. As a special district annexation, the proposal has no

Governmental Structure of the County:

Effect of Alternative Action(s) on
Adjacent Areas, on Mutual Social and
Economic Interests, and the Local
Governmental Structure of the County:

impact on the local governmental structure of the County.

The only alternative action for sewage disposal is private
septic systems. Service by the District is considered to be
more reliable than septic systems. Service by the District is
environmentally superior in terms of wastewater treatment,
effluent discharge, and impacts on surface water bodies and
groundwater.
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{d) Conformity with Commission and Open Space Conversion Policies

Conformity with Adopted Commission
Policies Regarding Urban Pevelopment:

Conformity with Policies in
Government Code Section 56377
Relative to Open-Space Land
Conversion (as Defined in Government
Code Section 65560 ("Open-space land"
is any parcel or area of land or water that
is essentially unimproved and devoted to
an open-space use . . . that is designated
on a local, regional, or state open-space
plan..."):

{e) Agricultural Lands

Effect on Agricultural Lands:

(f} Boundaries

Definiteness and Certainty of
Boundaries:

Conformance with Lines of Assessment
or Ownership:

Creation of [slands or corridors of
unincorporated territory:

(g) Consistency with Plans

Consistency with Regional
Transportation Plan:

Consistency with City/County General
and Specific Plan(s):

The proposal conforms to adopted Commission policies
regarding urban development.

The proposal includes no conversion of open space lands to
other uses as defined in Government Code Section 65560.

The annexation will not have an effect on agricultural
lands. There are no agricultural lands within the affected
territory.

The boundaries of the affected territory have been clearly
defined by the applicant, and these boundaries have been
reviewed and approved by LAFCO's GIS/Mapping
Technician.

The boundaries conform to lines of assessment or
ownership, and these boundaries have been reviewed and
approved by LAFCO's GIS/Mapping Technician.

N/A. As a special district annexation, the proposal has no
impact on existing city-county boundaries, nor does it
create islands or corridors of unincorporated territory.

As a sanitation district annexation, the proposal has no
significant impact upon, and is therefore consistent with,
the Regional Transportation Plan.

The proposal is consistent with the existing City's General
Plan designation of Industrial. The affected territory is not
within the boundaries of any Specific Plan.



{(h) Sphere of Influence

Sphere of Influence (SOT):

{i} Comments From Public Agencies

Comments from Public Agencies:

{i} Ability to Provide Services

Ability of the District to Provide the
Requested Services:

{k) Water Supplies

Timely Availability of Water Supplies:

(I) Regional Housing
City and/or County Regional Housing
Needs:

Annexation No. 389

Page 5 of 7

The affected territory is within the SOI of the District.

None

The affected territory is already being serviced by the
District. The area was included in the future service area
that might be served by the District and the District’s future
wastewater management needs were addressed in the Joint
Outfall System (JOS) 2010 Master Facilitics Plan. The
wastewater generated by the annexation is being treated by
the JOS, which is comprised of 6 upstream water
reclamation plants and the Foint Water Pollution Control
Plant. The District has adequate capacity to collect, treat,
and dispose of the wastewater generated by the subject
territory.

There are no known issues regarding water supply or
delivery.

N/A. As a special district annexation, the proposal will not
affect any city, nor the county, in achieving their respective
fair shares of the regional housing needs as determined by
the Southern California Association of Governments
(SCAG).

(m) Comments from Landowners, Voters, or Residents

Informaticn or comments from

Landowners, Voters, or Residents of the

Affected Territory:

None
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(n) Land Use Designations

Existing Land Use Designations: The proposed action is consistent with the existing City's
General Plan designation of Industrial. The proposed
action is consistent with the existing City's zoning
designation of M-1 (Light Manufacturing).

{0} Environmental Justice

Environmental Justice: Some owners of real property within the affected territory
have requested, in writing, that the District provide oft-site
sewage disposal service. Property-owners of adjacent areas
did not request such service, and/or were contacted by
Sanitation District staff and were not interested in securing
such service or did not respond. The proposal promotes
environmental justice, in that there is fair treatment of
people of all races, cultures, and incomes with respect to
the location of public facilities and the provision of public
services.

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) CLEARANCE:

Environmental Clearance: The City of San Dimas adopted a Mitigated Negative
Declaration on April 14, 2004 for the Four office buildings
and small portions of two additional buildings project,
which is adequate for consideration of this proposal.

Lead Agency: City of San Dimas

Date: April 14, 2004

PLEASE CONTINUE TO PAGE 7
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Annexation No. 389 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 22.

CONCLUSION:

Staff recommends approval of this annexation request as a reasonable and logical extension of
services by the District.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Staff recommends that the Commission:
1). Open the protest hearing and receive written protests;

2}. Close the protest hearing;

3). Instruct the Executive Officer, pursuant to Government Code Section 57075, to determine the
value of written protests filed and not withdrawn and report back to the Commission with results; and

4). Based upon the results of the protest hearing, either adopt a resolution terminating the annexation
proceedings if a majority protest exists, pursuant to Government Code Section 57078, or ordering
Annexation No. 389 to Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 22. if written protests have been
filed and not withdrawn by owners of land who own less than 50 percent of the total assessed value
of land within the affected territory.



RESOLUTION NO. 2013-00PR
RESOLUTION OF THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION
COMMISSION FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MAKING DETERMINATIONS ORDERING
"ANNEXATION NO. 389 TO
LOS ANGELES COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICT NO, 22"

WHEREAS, the Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 22 filed an
application to initiate proceedings before the Local Agency Formation Commission for
Los Angeles County (the "Commission") pursuant to Part 3, Division 3, Title 5 of the
California Government Code (commencing with section 56000, the Cortese-Knox-
" Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000), for the annexation of territory
located within the City of San Dimas to the Los Angeles Sanitation District No. 22; and

WHEREAS the principal reason for the proposed annexation is to provide offsite
sewage disposal for four office buildings and small portions of two additional buildings;
and

WHEREAS, a description of the boundaries and map of the proposal are set forth
in Exhibits "A" and "B", attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein; and

WHEREAS, the territory consists of 7.380+ acres and is uninhabited; and

WHEREAS, the short-form designation given this proposal is "Annexation No.
389 to County Sanitation District No. 22"; and

WHEREAS, on March 13, 2013, the Commission approved Annexation No. 389
to County Sanitation District No. 22; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, the Executive Officer
of the Commission has set May 8, 2013 as the date for the protest hearing and has given

notice thereof; and

WHEREAS, at the time and place fixed in the notice, the hearing was held, and
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any and all oral or written protests, objections and evidence were received and
considered; and

WHEREAS, the Commission, acting as the conducting authority, has the
ministerial duty of tabulating the value of protests filed and not withdrawn and either
terminating these proceedings if a majority protest exists or ordering the annexation
directly if there is no majority protest.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED as follows:

1. The Commission finds that the number of registered voters within the boundary
of the territory is 0 and the number of property owners is 16 and the total
assessed value of land within the affected territory is $17,399,291.

2. The Commission finds that the number of written protests filed in opposition to

Annexation No. 389 to County Sanitation District No. 22 and not withdrawn is
___, which, even if valid, represents owners of land who own less than 50 percent
of the total assessed value of land within the affected territory.
3. 'The Commission hereby orders the annexation of the territory described in
Exhibits "A" and "B" hereto, to the Los Angeles County Sanitation District

No. 22,
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4. Pursuant to Government Code section 56886, the annexation shall be subject

to the following terms and conditions:

a. The territory so annexed shall be subject to the payment of such
service charges, assessments or taxes as the Los Angeles County

Sanitation District No. 22 may legally impose.

b. The regular County assessment roll shall be utilized by the Los
Angeles County Sanitation District No. 22.

c. The affected territory will be taxed for existing bonded indebtedness, if
any, of the Los Angeles County Sanitation District No 22.

d. Except to the extent in conflict with a through c¢, above, the general
terms and conditions contained in Chapter 2 of Part 5, Division 3, Title
5 of the California Government Code (commencing with Government

Code Section 57325) shall apply to this annexation.

5. The Executive Officer is directed to transmit a certified copy of this resolution to
the General Manager of the District, upon the District’s payment of the applicable
fees required by Government Code Section 54902.5, and prepare, execute and file
a certificate of completion with the appropriate public agencies, pursuant to

Government Code Section 57000, ef seq.
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PASSED AND ADOPTED this 8" day of May 2013,

LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

PAUL A. NOVAK, AICP
Executive Officer
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Staff Report
May 10, 2013
Agenda Item No. 8.b.

Protest Hearing for the Dissolution of the Huntington Municipal Water District (District)

Following a public hearing on March 13, 2013, your Commission approved a dissolution of the
Huntington Municipal Water District (District). The Protest Hearing before you today will
satisfy the requirements of Government Code Section 57000, et seq. At the March 138 meeting,
the Commission also approved a Municipal Service Review (MSR) and adopted a Zero Sphere
of Influence {Zero SOI) for the District.

Three individuals testified about the proposed dissolution of the District at the public hearing in
March. Mr. Harold Hennacy, an officer of the District, testified that the Board of the District met
on March 11, 2013, in anticipation of the Commission's hearing; the Board unanimously
determined that it would not object to the District's dissolution. Mr. Hennacy’s questions were
directed at the nature of the distribution of the District's assets, and the Executive Officer
addressed the distribution of those assets as required by state law. Ms, Linea Warren testified to
a long-standing dispute between the City of Pasadena Department of Water and Power (PWP)
and District residents over the water rates charged to residents outside city limits, which are
twenty-eight percent (28%) higher than rates charged to city residents. Further, Ms. Warren
expressed concerns that the City of Pasadena was diverting PWP revenue to the City’s general
fund to offset falling city revenue from other sources. While acknowledging the Commission's
role in the dissolution proceedings, she questioned whether the Commission could make all
required findings necessary to dissolve the district. Mr. Shan Kwan, PWP’s Assistant General
Manager, disputed Ms. Warren’s claims, indicating that PWP has conducted exhaustive outreach
to all customers, both within and outside city boundaries, relative to periodic rate changes. He
spoke further about the District’s rate-setting procedure, annual audits, public hearings, and
rclated issues.

LAFCO staff has taken extra steps to give more than the minimum notice required for the public
hearing notice for this protest hearing. Because the combined number of registered voters
(850+/-) and landowners (450+/-) within the boundaries of the District exceeds 1,000 mailing
labels, Government Code Section 56157(h) allows LAFCO to provide notice by publishing a
one-eighth page notice in a newspaper, and dispense with mailing individual notices. Despite
this statutory exemption from required notice by mail, and because a dissolution is proposed,
staff nevertheless chose to mail out the notices to all registered voters and landowners as well,
exceeding the minimum notice required by law.

As of the writing of this staff report, staff has not received any written protests.
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The Commission initiated this dissolution proceeding by a resolution of application on the basis
that the dissolution was consistent with earlier studies, MSR reports, and SOI actions. The
Commission is authorized by state law to dissolve a special district without an election subject to
the conditions met here and set out in Government Code Section 57077.1(c}(2). In addition to
the noticed public hearing on March 13, 2013, the noticed protest hearing set for May 8§, 2013
must be held as well.

A copy of the original staff report from the March 13™ Commission hearing is attached to
provide additional information for the District dissolution protest hearing.

A draft resolution making determinations and ordering the Dissclution of the Huntington
Municipal Water District is attached.

Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends that the Commission:
1) Open the public hearing and receive written protests;

2) There being no further testimony, close the public hearing;

3) Instruct the Executive Officer, pursuant to Government Code Sections 57077.1 (c)
and 57078, to determine the value of protests filed and not withdrawn and report
back to the Commission with the results; and

4) Based upon the results of the protest hearing either terminate the dissolution
pursuant to Government Code Sections 57077.1.c.2 if a majority protest exists in
accordance with Section 57078, or adopt a resolution ordering the dissolution of
the Huntington Municipal Water District directly.



RESOLUTION NO. 2013-00PR
RESOLUTION OF THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION
COMMISSION FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY ORDERING
"DISSOLUTION OF THE HUNTINGTON MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT”

WHEREAS, the Commission adopted a resolution at its meeting of March 13, 2013,
pursuant to, Part 3, Division 3, Title 5, of the California Government Code (commencing with
section 56000, the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000),
initiating proceedings to dissolve the Huntington Municipal Water District;

WHEREAS, the Huntington Mupicipal Water District is a municipal water district that
includes 462 single-family homes in a community known as “Chapman Woods™ in
unincorporated County territory (with the exception of two schools that are located within the
City of Pasadena), generally located southeasterly of the City of Pasadena in the San Gabriel
Valley; and

WHEREAS, a map of the boundaries of the proposal are set forth in Exhibit "A,"

attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein; and

WHEREAS, on March 13, 2013, the Commission approved the Dissolution of the

Huntington Municipal Water District after a noticed public hearing; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code Section 57002, the Commission set the
protest hearing for May 8, 2013 at 9:00 a.m., and the Executive Officer has given notice thereof

pursuant to Government Code Sections 57025 and 57026, published on March 28, 2013; and

WHEREAS, at the time and place fixed in the notice, the hearing was held, and any and

all oral and/or written protests, objections, and evidence were received and constdered; and

WHEREAS, the Commission, acting as the conducting authority, has the

ministerial duty of tabulating the value of protests filed and not withdrawn and either terminating
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these proceedings if a majority protest exists or‘ordering the dissolution directly without an
election pursuant to Government Code Sections 57077.1(c)(2) after a Commission initiated
dissolution pursuant to these provisions and consistent with prior actions of the Commission
pursuant to Government Code Sections 56378, 56425, and 56430; and the Commission has
received a report and recommendations on adoption of a conforming resolution from its

Executive Officer.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED as follows:

1. The Commission finds that the number of registered voters residing within the boundary
of the territory is 842.

2. The Commission finds that the total assessed valuation of land is $336,377,946.

3. The Commission finds that the number of written protests filed in opposition to the
Dissolution of the Huntington Municipal Water District and not withdrawn is 0 registered
voters. Therefore the dissolution will be approved since the valid protests received and
not withdrawn, represent less than 50 percent of the registered voters in the affected
territory.

4. Pursuant to Government Code section 56886, the Dissolution of the Huntington
Municipal Water District is hereby approved, and ordered, subject to the following terms
and conditions:

a. Inaccordance with Government Code Sections 57451(c) and 56886(m), the
Commission hereby designates the County of Los Angeles as the successor agency

for the District, tasked with winding up the affairs of the dissolved District;
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b. In accordance with Government Code Section 56886(1), the funds maintained in any
and all bank accounts and any other moneys due but not collected and any other
obligations by the Huntington Municipal Water District shall be conveyed to the
County of Los Angeles as the successor agency;

¢. The County of Los Angeles, acting as the successor agency, shall disburse the funds
and any real or personal property which may be received from the Huntington
Municipal Water District to the County of Los Angeles, consistent with Government
Code Section 57457(c)(1) and (2);

d. Subject to Government Code Section 57462 , any funds money or property of the
dissolved district may be used "for any lawful purposes” of the County of Los
Angeles, and further, “so far as may be practicable, the funds . . . shall be used for the
benefit of the lands, inhabitants, and taxpayers within the territory of the dissolved
district,” consistent with Government Code Section 57463;

e. Asrequired by Government Code Sections 57077.1(c)(2) and 57078, the dissolution
of the Huntington Municipal Water District is subject to majority protest proceedings;
and

f. The County of Los Angeles Auditor-Controller shall adjust the allocation of property
tax revenue for the territory in the area formerly occupied by the Huntington
Municipal Water District pursuant to its authority and obligations under the Revenue

& Taxation Cede.
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g. Except to the extent in conflict with 4.a. through 4.1, above, the general terms and
conditions contained in Chapter é of Part 5 Division 3, Title 5 of the California
Government Code (commencing with Section 57450) shall apply to this dissolution.

5. The Executive Officer is directed to transmit a certified copy of this resolution to the

Chief Executive Officer of the County of Los Angeles; and prepare, execute and file a

certificate of completion with the appropriate public agencies, pursuant to Government

Code Section 57000, ef segq.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 8® day of May 2013.

MOTION:
SECOND:
AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
MOTION PASSES:

LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Paul A. Novak, AICP
Executive Officer
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Staff Report
March 13, 2013
Agenda Item No. Number 6.b.

Huntington Municipal Water District (District) Municipal Service Review (MSR), Sphere
of Influence (SOI) Adoption for the District, Resolution of Application Initiating
Commission Proceedings to Dissolve the District, and Resolution Making Determinations
to Dissolve the District and Setting a Date for Protest Proceedings

Agenda Ttem 6.b. is the conducting of a public hearing, consideration and approval of the
Huntington Municipal Water District (District) Municipal Service Review (MSR), adoption of an
updated SOI for the District, adoption of a resolution of application for Commission-initiated
proceedings to dissolve the District, and adoption of a resolution making determinations
dissolving the Huntington Municipal Water District and setting a date for protest proceedings.

Backgrou_nd

Since 1971, LAFCOs have been required to develop and adopt a Sphere of Influence for each
city and special district. Government Code Section 56076 defines an SOI as “a plan for the
probable physical boundaries and service area of a local agency, as determined by the
Commission.”

Developing SOIs is central to the Commission’s purpose. As stated in Government Code Section
56425:

“In order to carry out its purposes and responsibilities for planning and shaping the
logical and orderly development and coordination of local governmental agencies subject
to the jurisdiction of the commission to advantageously provide for the present and future
needs of the county and its communities, the Commission shall develop and determine
the Sphere of Influence of each city and each special district, as defined by Section
56036, within the county and enact policies designed to promote the logical and orderly
development of areas within the sphere.”

Section 56425(g) further requires that the Commission review and update SOIs “every five
years, as necessary.”

In order to prepare and to update a district SOI, the Commission is required, pursuant to Section
56430, to conduct a review of the municipal services in that particular district. Upon the
completion of an MSR, the Commission is required to make determinations with respect to the
following:

1. Growth and population projections for the affected area;
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2. The location and characteristics of any Disadvantaged Unincorporated
Communities (DUCs) within or contiguous to the SOI;
3. Present and planned capacity of public facilities, adequacy of public services, and

infrastructure needs or deficiencies including needs or deficiencies related to
sewers, municipal and industrial water, and structural fire protection in any DUCs
within or contiguous to the SOJ;

4, Financial ability of agencies to provide services;
5. Status of, and opportunities for, shared facilities;
6. Accountability for community service needs, including governmental structure

and operational efficiencies; and

7. Any other matter related to effective or efficient service delivery, as required by
Commission policy.

These MSR determinations are addressed in Section 10 of the attached MSR (beginning on Page
49). Pursuant to Government Code Section 56430(b), the MSR has also identified and reviewed
all agencies that provide services in or near the District, and has assessed alternatives, in the
attached MSR (beginning on Page 17).

In determining a Sphere of Influence, pursuant to Government Code Section 56425, the
Commission must consider and make determinations with respect to the following;

1. The present and planned land uses in the area, including agricultural and open-
space lands;

2. The present and probable need for public facilities and services in the area;

3. The present capacity of public facilities and adequacy of public services that the

agency provides or is authorized to provide; and

4, The existence of any social or economic communities of interest in the area if the
Commission determines that they are relevant to the agency; and

5. The present and probable need for sewers, municipal and industrial water, or
structural fire protection services and facilities of any DUC within the existing
Sphere of Influence. -

These SOI determinations are addressed in Section 3 of the attached Resolution Making
Determinations No. 2012-00RMD.
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Community History

There are 462 existing single-family dwellings within the boundaries of the Huntingion
Municipal Water District. This community of largely unincorporated County territory, known as
Chapman Woods, is located southeasterly of the City of Pasadena. It is generally bounded by
East Del Mar Boulevard on the north, North Rosemead Boulevard on the east, West Huntington
Drive on the south, and a Southern California Edison casement (westerly of Madre Street) to the
west. A very small portion of the district’s territory (at the northwesterly corner) is within the
boundaries of the City of Pasadena and is developed with two public schools.

Pursuant to the terms of a 1931 Agreement between the City of Pasadena and the A.B. Chapman
Estate, the original developer of the area, the City of Pasadena is responsible for providing water
services to Chapman Woods (the contract can be found in Appendix “A” of the MSR, beginning
on Page 58). The City further agreed to provide additional water mains and pipes to serve those
properties within Chapman Woods that were not then already being served. In addition to
receiving a payment of $125,000, the Chapman Estate also transferred its assets (water tanks,
pipelines, meters, as well as all of its water rights) to the city of Pasadena. The City of Pasadena,
through its Pasadena Water & Power Division (PWP), has provided uninterrupted service to
these properties in Chapman Woods from the time of the Agreement until the present.

There are approximately four vacant, undeveloped lots in Chapman Woods. Pursuant to the

terms of the 1931 Agreement, the City of Pasadena would provide water to those propertics were
they to be developed at a future date.

Huntington Municipal Water District

On January 9, 1960, the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors certified an election creating
the Huntington Municipal Water District. The District was incorporated by the State of
California Secretary of State on January 26, 1960. The District is governed by a 5-member
board of directors. The District’s Board of Directors generally conducts one annual meeting and
notifies residences through a homeowners association that covers the same territory.

The District itself does not provide water service to property-owners within its service territory,
and does not perform customer services related to the City’s delivery of water. As stated
previously, PWP has provided water service to residents in this community since the time of the
1931 Agreement with the Chapman Estate. PWP bills residents directly and responds to any
inquiry about water rates, billing, or service delivery issues.

The District owns no property, manages no infrastructure, and has no water rights. The District
has no staff, nor does it have legal counsel. Outside of an annual meeting, there are no
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regularly-scheduled board meetings, nor does the District maintain a website. The District
receives roughly $9,600 in property tax revenues per year (its share of the 1% of property taxes),
the majority of which has been utilized for insurance and, once every five years, to prepare
financial audits. According to its most recent audited financial statements, the District reports
net assets of $256,522.

Seats on the Board of Directors for the Huntington Municipal Water District have traditionally
been filled by an “in-lieu” appointment process by the Los Angeles County Board of
Supervisors.

Staff and LAFCO’s consultants have communicated with members of the District’s Board of
Directors on several occasions over the past year. As of the timing of this staff report, the
District’s Board has not taken a formal position on the proposed dissolution (the Board is
scheduled to meet on Friday, March 8™, 2013). A Board representative is expected to be present
at the Commission’s public hearing on March 13",

2004 (“Round One™) Huntinpton Municipal Water District MSR. and SOI Update

On December 8, 2004, the Commission adopted the West San Gabriel Valley Water Services
Municipal Services Review and SOI Update. This MSR, prepared by an independent consultant
to LAFCO (Dudek and Associates), examined water service delivery for eight cities—municipal
utilities like PWP and others—as well as eight special districts, including the Huntington
Mounicipal Water District.

As noted in the 2004 MSR:

e “The Huntington Municipal Water District relies completely on Pasadena Water & Power
for delivery and operations of water service in its area.” (Page 29)

e “The District does not own any infrastructure assets; all maintenance needs are handled
by PWP.” (Page 29)

e The District “does not have any planned capital improvements.” (Page 36)

e “Customers are paying fees directly to Pasadena Water & Power; the District’s only
sources of revenue are secured and unsecured property taxes and interest.” (Page 36)

e “The District’s only expenses are audit fees and insurance.” (Page 41)

e “The Huntington Municipal Water District has no staff; it relies on Pasadena Water &
Power to manage the water delivery system. The District does not have a budget or
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Capital Improvement Plan, and is not required to adopt an Urban Water Management
Plan.” (Page 45)

e “The Huntington Municipal Water District does not have its own rates. Customers pay
Pasadena Water & Power directly according to that agency’s current rates.” (Page 49)

e “It is recommended that the Huntington Municipal Water District be given a zero-area
sphere of influence. Los Angeles LAFCO should initiate discussions with the District
and Pasadena Water & Power to determine if a reorganization of the agencies might
increase cfficiencies and reach economies of scale.” (Page 51)

The LAFCO staff report came to the same conclusion as Dudek:

o “[S]taff recommends that the Commission adopt a zero sphere of influence for the
District as suggested in Dudek’s MSR report.”

The Commission adopted the recommendations in the MSR and staff report and adopted a Zero
Sphere of Influence for the Huntington Municipal Water District on December 8, 2004.

Subsequent to the Commission’s adoption of the Zero SOI for the District in 2004, it appears that
staff did not proceed thereafter to explore any “reorganization of the agencies” with either the
District or PWP representatives. When staff was considering which agencies to examine in the
2013 round of MSRs (“Round Two”), staff recommended that a full MSR be prepared for
Huntington. The result is the MSR before the Commission today, as well as the associated
recommendation to initiate and conduct proceedings to dissolve the District.

2012-2013 (*Round Two™) Huntington Municipal Water District MSR. and SOI Unpdate

On April 11, 2012, the Commission awarded a contract to an independent consultant, Hogle-
Ireland, Inc., to prepare a Draft MSR for the Huntington Municipal Water District.

The consulting team assembled by Hogle-Ireland includes both urban planning professionals as
well as a water engineer with more than three decades of experience designing, constructing, and
managing public water systems.

Staff of Hogle-Ireland met with representatives of Huntington Municipal Water District, the City
of Pasadena Water & Power Division, the City of Arcadia, and the East Pasadena Water
Company.

On August 23, 2012, LAFCO transmitted a copy of the Administrative Draft MSR to two
members of the Huntington Municipal Water District’s Board of Directors. Staff of LAFCO and
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Hogle-Ireland also met with District representatives on several occasions. The MSR before the
Commission reflects this input.

The current November 2012 MSR prepared by Hogle-Ireland reiterates, and expands upon, many
of the findings contained in the previous MSR prepared by Dudek and Associates and adopted
by the Commission in December of 2004.

As noted in the November 2012 MSR:

e “A Zero SOI indicates that the agency should cease to exist and that its public service
responsibilities should be re-allocated to another unit of local government through
consolidation, dissolution or establishment of a subsidiary district.” (Page 6)

e “While no significant operational issues for the District were identified in this MSR it is
recommended that LAFCQO consider the dissolution of the District in order to increase
the efficiency and transparency of current and future water provisions.” (Page 7)

® “As it exists today, the District relies entirely on PWP for the delivery of water,
maintenance of water infrastructure, and administrative functions including billing and
customer service within the District’s boundaries. The District has no water rights, no
legal counsel, no employees, does not own or maintain any water infrastructure or
equipment, does not have a published budget, and does not offer or operate any
conservation programs.” (Page 13)

o “Although the District has no water rights, water infrastructure, or staff, the District
collects revenues from a portion of the County of Los Angeles property tax and interest
on reserve funds.” (Page 36)

e “Given that the District has no water rights, no infrastructure, no employees, no legal
counsel, no published budget, and relies on PWP to provide water services and related
administrative duties, the District has a very limited management role.” (Page 41)

o “For the purpose of this MSR, it is recommended that LAFCO commence proceedings
leading to the dissolution of the District.” (Page 46)

o “District residents interact directly with PWP on any water-related issue or concern
during the year. This would not change if the District is dissolved.” (Page 52)

e “It is recommended that LAFCO consider the dissolution of the District.” (Page 56).

¢ Ifa person were to move into the District’s service area they would more than likely be
completely unaware of the District’s existence. The new resident would receive his/her
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water bills directly from PWP and if the customer had any service issues, would directly
contact PWP.” (Page 56)

Commission-Initiated Proceedings

State law (Government Code Section 56035) defines “dissolution” as “the disincorporation,
extinguishment, or termination of the existence of a district and the cessation of all its corporate
powers, except as the Commission may otherwise provide pursuant to Section 56886 or for the
purpose of winding up the affairs of the district.”

The Commission is empowered to initiate a proposal to dissolve a special district pursuant to
Government Code Section 56375(a)(2)(B) by a resolution of application when a dissolution is
consistent with a recommendation or conclusion of a study prepared pursuant to the
Commission’s power to initiate and make studies of government agencies as authorized by
Government Code Section 56378, the Commission’s adoption of an as authorized by Section
56425, or the Commission’s approval of an MSR as authorized by Section 56430 and subject to
making the determinations required by Section 56881(b), as described below.

The Commission is further empowered to dissolve a special district, without confirmation of the
voters, subject to certain conditions set forth in Government Code Section 57077.1(c}2). This
section also requires that the Commission action be consistent with a “prior action of the
Commission pursuant to Section 56378, 56425, or 56425.” The proposed District dissolution is
consistent with previous and recommended Commission studies, MSR, and SOT actions as
described:

e Government Code Section 56378 involves initiating studies and requesiing information
from other government agencies, including “inventorying those agencies and determining
their maximum service area and service capacities.” In the course of preparing the
current MSR for the Huntington Municipal Water District, LAFCO staff and consultants
met with and requested information from the City of Arcadia, the City of Pasadena, and
the East Pasadena Water Company. LAFCO staff and consultants also met with these
agencies and requested information in the course of preparing the first MSR for the
Huntington Municipal Water District in 2004.

e Government Code Section 56425 involves Commission action designating an SOI for a
special district.  The Commission originally designated a Coterminous SOI on October
26, 1983 (the original adoption of an SOI for the District). On December 8, 2004, the
Commission adopted a Zero SOI. Prior to this proposed dissolution, staff is
recommending that the Commission adopt a Zero SOI for the Huntington Municipal
Water District for the second time.
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e Government Code Section 56430 involves the preparation of a Municipal Service
Review. Prior to the proposed dissolution, staff is recommending that the Commission
adopt the November 2012 Huntington Municipal District Municipal Service Review
prepared by Hogle-Ireland, which documents the basis for the recommended dissolution,
for the second time.

The appropriate determinations relative to the above-referenced code sections are contained in
the attached Resolution of Application for Commission-Initiated Proceedings to Dissolve the
Huntington Municipal Water District No. 2012-00.

In order to initiate the dissolution, the Commission must also make the determinations required
in Government Code Section 56881(b). This section requires that the Commission, for any
district dissolution, determine that the public service costs are likely to be less than or
substantially similar to the status quo. PWP has provided uninterrupted water service to
residents within the boundaries of the District since the 1930s and would continue to provide
water service. In this regard, the costs are likely to be the same as residents currently pay.
Section 56881 also requires that the proposed dissolution promote public access and
accountability for community services needs and financial resources. As stated previously, the
District is not providing water service, has no staff, no legal counsel, no website, and typicaily
only meets once a year. Currently, residents who have issues with service, billing, or water
infrastructure contact PWP directly, and would continue to do so going forward upon the
dissolution of the District. In this regard, the proposed dissolution promotes public access and
accountability by eliminating a duplicative and unnecessary public agency.

The appropriate determinations relative to Government Code Section 56881 are contained in the
attached Resolution of Application for Commission-Initiated Proceedings to Dissolve the
Huntington Municipal Water District No. 2012-00.

In order for the Commission to order the dissolution of a special district, the Commission must
conduct at least one noticed public hearing, and also must conduct noticed protest proceedings.
The March 13, 2013 meeting of the Commission serves as the noticed public hearing. Staff has
provided the necessary public notice. This included mailing a hearing notice to all landowners
and registered voters within the District, as well as publishing a copy of the notice in the
newspaper. Additionally, one of the recommended actions is to set and notice a protest hearing
for the Commission meeting of May 8, 2013.

LAFCO staff has taken extra steps to give more than the minimum notice required for these
proceedings and to state in its public hearing notice that these recommendations would not
change the PWP provision of water. Because the combined number of registered voters (850+/-)
and landowners (450+/-) within the boundaries of the District exceeds 1,000 mailing labels,
Government Code Section 56157(h) allows LAFCO to provide notice by publishing a one-eighth
page notice in a newspaper, and dispense with mailing individual notices. Despite this code
section, and because a dissolution is proposed, staff nevertheless chose to mail out the notices to
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all registered voters and landowners as well, exceeding the minimum notice required by law.
With respect to the protest proceedings hearing, currently scheduled for May 8%, 2013, staff

plans to again voluntarily exceed the minimum notice required and mail out the notices to all
registered voters and landowners as well.

Effects of Dissolution and “Successor Agency”

Once a dissolution is effective, “the district shall be dissolved, disincorporated, and extinguished,
its existence shall be terminated, and all of its corporate powers shall cease, except as the
commission may otherwise provide pursuant to Section 56886 or for the purposes of winding up
the affairs of the district,” pursuant to Government Code Section 57450.

The Commission designates a “successor agency” to wind up the affairs of the dissolved district
upon the dissolution of an independent special district. The designation of the successor agency
is based upon a statutory formula comparing where the assessed value of taxable properties
within the District lies in relation to the city and the county, pursuant to Government Code
Section 57451(c). In this instance, because all of the assessed value of district territory is within
County unincorporated territory, the successor agency would be the County of Los Angeles. The
only areas within the District that are not within County unincorporated territory are Willard
Elementary School (301 South Madre Street) and Woodrow Wilson Middle School (300 South
Madre Street) in the City of Pasadena. Because these properties are publicly-owned, they are not
“taxable” properties for purposes of determination of the successor agency.

The County, acting as the successor agency for the District, would be charged with dividing “all
moneys” of the District “to each city or county in the proportion that the assessed value of the
taxable property of the dissolved district within the incorporated territory of each city or within
the unincorporated territory of each county shall bear to the total assessed value of all taxable
property within the dissolved district,” pursuant to Government Code Section 57457(¢)(2)

As noted previously, the sole asset of the Huntington Municipal Water District is the
accumulation of property tax revenues, and some interest. According to its most recent audited
financial statements, the District reports net assets of $256,522. This is money which was
coliected from Chapman Woods property-owners, in the form of property taxes paid since 1960,
and accrued interest.

In the case of this District, the County, acting as the successor agency, would distribute those
funds to the County (essentially, to itself) after winding up any outstanding District matters. Staff
has not identified any other duties or obligations that are likely to burden the County acting in its
capacity as the successor agency to the Huntington Municipal Water District.

The funds “of a dissolved district which have been impressed with any public trust, use or
purpose shall continue to be so impressed” consistent with Government Code Section 57462.
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Once those funds have been distributed to the County, the funds “may be used for any lawful
purpose of the city, county, or district to which the funds, money, or property have been
distributed,” consistent with Government Code Section 57463. This section, additionally,
requires that, “so far as may be practicable,” these funds “shall be used for the benefit of the
lands, inhabitants, and taxpayers within the territory of the dissolved district.” These issues are
addressed in Section in Sections 6.d and 6.e of the attached Resolution Making Determinations
No. 2012-RMD.

There will also be a corresponding property tax allocation if the proposed dissolution is
completed. Specifically, Revenue & Taxation Code Section 99.a empowers the Los Angeles
County Auditor-Controller to “adjust the allocation of property tax revenue . . . for local agencies
whose service area or service responsibility would be altered by the jurisdictional change™ (in
this instance, the “‘jurisdictional change” is the dissolution of the Huntington Municipal Water
District). The appropriate determination is contained in Section 6.g of the attached Resolution
No. 2012-00 RMD.

The Commission is empowered to impose terms and conditions™ of a dissolution, pursuant to
Government Code Section 56886. The terms and conditions associated with the dissolution of
the Huntington Municipal Water District are found in Section 6 of the atfached Resolution
Making Determinations No. 2012-RMD. As noted elsewhere in this report, terms and conditions
address the designation of a successor agency, distribution of District funds, disbursal of funds
by the County of Los Angeles, protest proceedings, and the allocation of property tax revenue for
the territory in the area formerly occupied by the Huntington Municipal Water District

Protest Proceedings

One of the recommendations herein is that the Commission conduct protest proceedings on

May 8", 2013. Government Code Sections 57077.1(c)(2) and 57078 provide the majority protest
threshold for this special district. At the later noticed protest hearing, a majority protest occurs if
at least fifty-percent (50%) of the registered voters residing in the territory file, and do not
withdraw, written protests, prior to the conclusion of the noticed protest hearing proposed to be
scheduled on May 8", 2013. The Commission is required to terminate all dissolution
proceedings if there is a majority protest. If there is no majority protest, the Commission shall
order the dissolution without an election.

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

MSRs are feasibility and planning studies for possible future actions that have not been
approved, adopted, or funded. The preparation and adoption of an MSR is statutorily exempt
from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15262.
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As set forth in State CEQA Guidelines section 15061, adoption of the SOI Update and
Dissolution of the District is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
because it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the Sphere of Influence
Update and Dissolution will have a significant effect on the environment. These
recommendations are not a project for purposes of CEQA because they are organizational
activities of governments with no direct nor indirect effects on the physical environment,
pursuant to Section 15378(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines.

Subsidiary District

With respect to the District, staff did consider the potential of creating a “subsidiary district,”
whereby the District would be absorbed as a subsidiary of the City of Pasadena. However,
Government Code Section 57105 requires that a city can be designated as a subsidiary district
only if at least seventy-percent (70%) of the land within the district and seventy-percent (70%) of
the registered voters within the district are city residents. In this case, because the majority of
the District’s service area is County unincorporated territory, a subsidiary district under the
jurisdiction of the City of Pasadena cannot be created.

Staff Analysis

Staff concurs with the recommendations in the November 2012 Huntington Municipal Water
District Municipal Service Review, specifically, that the Commission should adopt a Zero SOI
and that the Commission should initiate and conduct proceedings necessary to dissolve the
District.

PWP has been providing uninterrupted water service to residents living within the boundaries of
the Huntington Municipal Water District since 1931. PWP secures water for these customets,
operates and maintains all infrastructure necessary to deliver that water, and bills customers
directly. Residents interact exclusively with PWP staff for service connections, water rate and
billing inquiries, and service delivery issues.

PWP representatives were very cooperative in addressing consultant and LAFCO inquiries
relative to Huntington Municipal Water District. PWP representatives noted that their obligation
to provide water in this community is a function of the City’s 1931 Agreement with the
Chapman Estate, and that obligation continues indefinitely, irrespective of whether the
Huntington Municipal Water District exists or not.

Prior to the creation of the District—since 1931—these services have been provided directly by
PWP, and there is rio reason to believe that anything would occur that would change that
relationship. There is, therefore, no compelling public policy reason for the District to continue
to exist.
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At LAFCO’s request, the County provided its original file relative to the original request in the
late 1950s to create the District. LAFCO staff reviewed the file and could not determine the
reason why the District was created. Anecdotally, it appears that in the late 1950s, due to a
desire not to be served by another interested water district, residents banded together to form the
Huntington Municipal Water District.

Members of the District’s board of directors—particularly Harold Hennacy—were extremely
cooperative, helpful, and gracious in assisting Hogle-Ireland and LAFCO staff in the preparation
of the November 2012 MSR. Mr. Hennacy provided a complete copy of the original 1931
Agreement between the Chapman Estate and the City of Pasadena, a critical piece of information
that was not identified when LAFCO prepared the original 2004 MSR. Further, board-members
appeared to keep reasonable records, produce audits as required, and manage District assets
{essentially the District’s bank account) in a professional and responsible manner.

Given the scarce resources available to public agencies, staft concludes that it makes little or no
sense to apportion a share of property taxes to a water district that is not directly providing water
service to its customers. Upon its dissolution, the Los Angeles County Auditor-controller would
re-assign the District’s share of property taxes to other taxing agencies.

Conclusions

As far back as the 1930s, PWP has provided uninterrupted water service in this community.
PWP continues to provide water service, and the Commission recognized this in 2004 when it
adopted a Zero SOI for the Huntington Municipal Water District. Two independent consultants
(Dudek & Associates in 2004 and Hogle-Ireland in 2012) prepared MSRs recommending a Zero
SOI for the District, essentially calling for LAFCO to consider its dissolution.

Government Code Section 56881 requires that the Commission, for any district dissolution,
determine that the public service costs are likely to be less than or substantially similar to the
status quo. PWP has provided uninterrupted water service to residents within the boundaries of
the District since the 1930s and would continue to provide water service. In this regard, the costs
are likely to be the same as residents currently pay. Section 56881 also requires that the
proposed dissolution promotes public access and accountability. As stated previously, the
District is not providing water service, has no staff, no legal counsel, no website, and typically
only meets once a year. Currently, residents who have issues with service, billing, or water
infrastructure contact PWP directly, and would continue to do so going forward upon the
dissolution of the District. The proposed dissolution therefore promotes public access and
accountability by eliminating a duplicative and unnecessary public agency.

In light of the repeated determinations of studies and MSR and SOI documents in 2004 and
2012, Commission action to initiate and conduct proceedings on District dissolution and to make



Huntington Municipal Water District
MSR, SOI Update, and Dissolution
Page 13 of 14

the relevant determinations on public policy are supported by and consistent with the record, and
are authorized by governing provisions the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government
Reorganization Act of 2000.

Staff Recommendation:

The attached report, map, and resolution reflect the recommendations of the consultant and

LAFCO staff.

In consideration of information gathered and evaluated for the proposed actions relative to the
Huntington Municipal Water District, staff recommends that the Commission:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

Open the public hearing and receive testimony on the November 2012 Huntington
Municipal Water District MSR, SOI Adoption for the Disirict, and the
Commission-initiated proposed Dissolution of the District;

There being no further testimony, close the public hearing;

Adopt a finding that approval of the Huntington Municipal Water District MSR,
SOI Adoption for the District, and the Commission-initiated proposed Dissolution
of the District are not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act because
it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the MSR approval,
SOI adoption, and proposed Dissolution will have a significant effect on the
environment. These recommendations are not a project for purposes of CEQA
because they are organizational activities of governments with no direct nor
indirect effects on the physical environment, pursuant to Section 15378(b) of the
State CEQA Guidelines.

- Adopt the November 2012 Huntington Municipal Water District Municipal

Service Review and the determinations contained in the report pursuant to
Government Code Sections 56378 and 56430;

Adopt a Zero SOI for the Huntington Municipal Water District, pursuant to
Government Code Section 56425, and as shown on the enclosed map;

Adopt the attached Resolution of Application Initiating Commission Proceedings
to Dissolve for the Huntington Municipal Water District, pursuant to Government
Code Section 56375(a)(2}B);

Adopt the attached Resolution Making Determinations and Dissolving the
Huntington Municipal Water District; and
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8) Pursuant to Government Code Sections 57002 and 570771(c)(2), set May g,
2013, at 9:00 a.m. as the date and time for Commission protest proceedings and

direct the Executive Officer to give notice thereof pursuant to Government Code
Sections 57025 and 57026.

Attachments:
e November 2012 Huntington Municipal Water District Municipal Service Review
¢ Huntington Municipal Water District Map Sphere of Influence Map

¢ Huntington Municipal Water District Financial Statements for the Years Ended June 30,
2007, 2008, 2009, 2010, and 2011 (January 15, 2013).



Loecal Axaney Formation Anita ¥. Hizzinbothanm
Commission for btha County _ 3595 Grayburn Hoad
of Los Angalss (LAFCO) Pasadana, CA. 91107-4528

tiaren 11, 2013
To Whom it ifay Concasrn He Dissolution of Huntington Hunicipal
datsr District (Hsaring/Procssdings)

Az a landownar in Chapman Woecds, I have learnsd that I pay 233 more
for water than Pasadena City rasidsnts. 1 a 180 undarstand thnat we
ware always te pay ths same as Clty Pasadena rasidents. 7This has
obviously not besn adherad to. '

The ""agqual rate Tor water?, ag I undsrstand it, wes agfeed upon

whan w2 bazen raceiving water from ths Pasadena Water & Power
Department, rather than Huntiazgton HMunicipal Watar letrlct.

The Hearing/Proceadings ﬁbtice73tataﬁ that my "Manar sarvice is
unchanged by the proposed dissolutlon of the Huntington Munieipal
dater District.n '

Thls app2ars to have besan the assurance in 1931, yet, I now pay
25% mora for water than City Pasadena residents, I agaln stronzly
protest this faet ~- sesing that the 1931 assurancse was avidently
not adhared to elther. ' -

Hany . re éidan+s ¢t Chapmen Woods arz elderly and on limived incomes,
which makes & 25% higher water rate (than 11V1n5 within the city
limits of Panadﬁnn) aven more intolarable '

Lﬂdnk you for kseping thaesa matters in mind when rnqderinw your
decision in this casa.

Yours Traly,

Sifa k.

ce: . Anita K. dlgzinb
President, Chapman : .
Weoods Agsscociation
{(and/or 23 desmad
necegsary)

#80 8o. 1aks Avenus woor &9

Suite 870
Pasadena, CA. 91101






