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M NUTES
February 26, 2004

Pr esent Terry Henderson
Conmmi ssi oners: Bob Bust er
Kevin Jeffries
Robert E. Hird
Robi n Lowe
Phil WIIlians

Absent : Jack McFadden
John Tavagl i one

Present Staff: Ceorge J. Spiliotis, Executive Oficer
Wayne Fowl er, Local Governnent Analyst 111
Adriana Ronp, Local CGovernment Analyst |
Crystal Craig, Local Governnment Analyst |
El ena Medi na, LAFCO Assi st ant
Joe Rank, Legal Counsel

1. CALL TO ORDER AND SALUTE TO THE FLAG

The neeting was called to order at 9:01 a.m
2. APPROVAL OF M NUTES OF JANUARY 22, 2004.

M nutes were approved as presented.

The Conmi ssion decided to recess at 9:03 a.m to Executive Session for only
Itema. Regency Qutdoor Advertising, Inc. et al. vs. LAFCO et al.

10. EXECUTI VE SESSI O\

Wth respect to every item of business to be discussed in closed session
pursuant to Governnment Code Section 54956. 9:

CONFERENCE W TH LEGAL CQOUNSEL- EXI STI NG LI Tl GATI ON.

Subdi vision (a) of Section 54956. 9:

a. Regency Qutdoor Advertising, Inc. et al. vs. LAFCO et al.
(Case No. RIC 393 995)

The Comm ssi on reconvened at 9:17 a.m
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Chair
tinme.

3.

Henderson stated that there was no reportable action taken at this

HEARI NGS:

Consent :

a. LAFCO 2003- 27- 3- Reorgani zation to Include Annexation 58 to County
Service Area 84 and Concurrent Annexation to Valley-Wde
Recreation and Park District.

Moved (Hird) seconded (Lowe) to approve LAFCO 2003-27-3-
Reorgani zation to I nclude Annexation 58 to County Service Area 84
and Concurrent Annexation to Valley-Wde Recreation and Park
District.

6/ 0 (Tavaglione absent)

b. LAFCO 2003- 33- 1- Annexation 72 to County Service Area 103.

Moved (Hrd) seconded (Lowe) to approve LAFCO 2003-33-1-
Annexation 72 to County Service Area 103.
6/ 0 (Tavaglione absent)

C. LAFCO 2003- 34- 3- Reorgani zation to I nclude Concurrent Annexations
to Eastern Minicipal Water District, Rancho California Water
District and the Metropolitan Witer District of Southern
California.

Moved (Hrd) seconded (Lowe) to approve LAFCO 2003-34-3-
Reorgani zation to Include Concurrent Annexations to Eastern
Muni ci pal Water District, Rancho California Water District and
the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California.

6/ 0 (Tavaglione absent)

d. LAFCO 2003-37-3-Reorgani zation to Include Concurrent Annexations
to Western Minicipal Water District, Elsinore Valley Minicipal
Water District and the Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California.
Moved (Hrd) seconded (Lowe) to approve LAFCO 2003-37-3-
Reorgani zation to |Include Concurrent Annexations to Wstern
Miuni cipal Water District, Elsinore Valley Minicipal Wter
District and the Metropolitan Wter District of Southern
California.
6/ 0 (Tavaglione absent)

e. LAFCO 2003- 38- 1- Annexation 69 to County Service Area 103.

Moved (Hrd) seconded (Lowe) to approve LAFCO 2003-38-1-
Annexation 69 to County Service Area 103.
6/ 0 (Tavaglione absent)


february/3a_2003-27-3_Reorg_Anx_58_to_CSA_84.pdf
february/3b_2003-33_annex_72.pdf
february/3c2003-34RCWD.pdf
february/3d_2003-37-3_Anx_WMWD.pdf
february/3e_2003-38-1_annex_69.pdf
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Cont i nued:

f. LAFCO 1997-06- 3- Sphere of Influence Amendnent (addition) to the
Gty of Hemet. (Continued from January 22, 2004)

g. LAFCO 1997-07- 3- Reorgani zation to Include Annexation 97-140 to
the Gty of Henet and Concurrent Detachnment from County Service
Area 152 and the Riverside County WAste Resources WManagenent
District. (Continued fromJanuary 22, 2004)

M. Fow er presented both proposals sinultaneously. M. Fow er stated that
all parties were now in agreenent regarding the devel opnent and boundari es.
M. Fower stated that the Cty was now seeking a nodified sphere of
i nfluence addition of only 278 acres and a total annexation of 653 acres.
M. Fow er further recommended to the Conm ssion to approve both proposals
as outlined in the staff report.

Chair Henderson opened the public hearing. There being no proponents or
opponents wi shing to speak the public hearing was cl osed.

Moved (Hird) seconded (Jeffries) to approve LAFCO 1997-06- 3- Sphere of
I nfl uence Anendnent (addition) to the Gty of Henet.
6/ 0 (Tavaglione absent)

Moved (Hrd) seconded (Jeffries) to approve 1997-07-3-Reorganization
to Include Annexation 97-140 to the Gty of Henmet and Concurrent
Det achment from County Service Area 152 and Riverside County Wste
Resour ces Managenent District.

6/ 0 (Tavagli one absent)

4. RECEI VE AND FI LE:
a. | NFORVATI ON | TEMS:  Proposal s Recei ved (Governnment Section 56857,
56751)

The Comm ssi on acknow edged recei pt of two proposals.
b. MONTHLY EXPENDI TURE REVI EW

The Conmi ssion received and filed the Mnthly Expenditure Review
Report.

C. I ndependent Auditor’s Report for Fiscal Years 2001-02 and 2002- 03

M. Spiliotis stated that although there were no specific
recomendati ons regarding procedures, the Auditor Controller wll be
assisting staff in putting together additional cash handling
procedur es.

The Conmi ssion received and filed the |Independent Auditor’s Report for
Fi scal years 2001-02 and 2002-03.


february/3f_g1997-06_07HEMETanx.pdf
february/3f_g1997-06_07HEMETanx.pdf
february/4aINFOSTAFF.pdf
february/4c_Independent_Auditors_Report_FYE_02.pdf
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5. MUNI Cl PAL SERVI CE REVI EW STUDY SESSI ON.

M. Spiliotis presented the report and stated that this study session was
bei ng done at the request of the Comm ssion to discuss rmunicipal service
reviews and hopefully, it wll serve as a starting point for Conm ssion
di scussi on regarding further inplenentation.

He further stated that the primary purpose of the service reviews was to
assi st the Commission in the preparation of sphere of influence updates and
revi ews. He said that at the end of the service reviews there were nine
required determnations that the Commi ssion had to nake included the staff
report e.g. Infrastructure needs/ deficiencies etc. He said that sone
peopl e had expressed concern with some of the requirenments specifically the
eval uation of managenent efficiencies and the local accountability and
gover nance. He said that as the result of those concerns, the Comm ssion
previously adopted a set of local principles to guide the Conmm ssion in the
preparation of the municipal service reviews. He said that the rmunicipal
service reviews will be Iimted to those public services typically required
by and associated with urban devel opnent, such as water, wastewater, police,
fire protection, library, roads, electricity, parks and recreation, aninal
control, and flood control. He said that specifically sone agencies were
excluded who were not typically related to supporting growh e.g. Resource
Conservation Districts, Cenetery Districts, Gtrous Pest Control D strict
etc.

He said that water and wastewater service reviews wll be the first
installment of the MSR program He said that staff was now ready to proceed
with sub-regional service reviews for general nmunicipal services in the
Nor ht west County and the Southern Coachella Valley. He said that the
| egi slative purpose of the MSRs was to help the Conm ssion in the sphere of
i nfluence updates. He said that information collected as a result of the

study, will enable the Commssion to nake the nine statutorily required
determ nations. He said that staff had placed enphasis on areas related to
growt h, denmand and service/infrastructure planning. He said that staff
will also be gathering data on agricultural |ands. He said that this

session would be appropriate for the Commssion to indicate what factors
were considered nost inmportant in its view of spheres so that staff can then
ensure that enphasis was placed on the areas nost critical to the
Conmi ssi on’ s deci si on maki ng process.

Conmi ssi on Lowe expressed concern regarding the nunicipal service reviews
subject to review as opposed to those agencies that will not be subject to
said reviews such as resource conservation districts. She felt that this
was contradictory.

M. Spiliotis responded that the agencies listed were not agencies that
provided services that typically associated wth supporting urban
devel opnent .

Comm ssioner Lowe expressed here disagreenent with M. Spiliotis. M.
Spiliotis responded that those agencies could be included if the Comm ssion
desired.


february/5MSR_Study_Session.pdf
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Commi ssi oner Lowe asked M. Spiliotis why the County of Riverside was not
included in the service reviews. M. Spiliotis responded that the County of
Ri versi de was not included because LAFCO does not adopt a sphere of
influence for the County of Riverside. He said that for conparison
pur poses, they were going to look at some of the services that the County
was providing specifically police and fire.

Comm ssi oner Buster expressed that it will be very helpful if the Comm ssion
was advi sed in advance what areas were going to be under study so that they
wi || have the opportunity to comrent on those areas.

M. Spiliotis suggested having another study session in few nonths to
specifically address the Cties’ sphere of influences.

The Conm ssion received and filed the report and agreed to bring back this
itemin approxi mately three nonths.

6. CHERRY VALLEY UN NCORPCRATED COVMUNI TY REPLACEMENT OF MEMBERS.

Moved (Jeffries) seconded (Hird) to accept the resignations of M. Patsy
Reeley and M. Tom Reilly and accept the new appointnents of M. Hal
Flanders and M. Mirk Sanders to the Cherry Valley Unincorporated
Conmuni ty.

6/ 0 (Tavaglione absent)

7. SEVWER SERVI CE AGREEMENT FOR WOODCREST AREA BETWEEN THE CI TY OF Rl VERSI DE
AND VWESTERN MUNI CI PAL WATER DI STRI CT.

M. Fow er presented the report.

Nor m Thonas, General Manager, Western Minicipal Water District. M. Thomas
expressed his agreenment with staff’s report.

Conmi ssioner Buster asked M. Cutierrez, Planning Drector, Gty of
Riverside, if the Cty wll ever serve the Wodcrest area wth sewer
servi ces and ot her uni ncorporated areas.

Ken Qutierrez, Planning Drector, Cty of R verside. M. CQutierrez
responded that it was the Gty s position to not provide sewer services
outside the Gty limts unless there is a pendi ng annexati on.

Comm ssioner Jeffries comented that he would like for the Commssion to
di scuss water issues as it related to anexations in a future Conm ssion
nmeeti ng.

The Conmi ssion directed staff to bring back an agenda item regarding the
wat er service issues between the Gty of Riverside and the Western Mini ci pal
Water District.


february/6-CherryVUCmember.pdf
february/7-sewerservagree.pdf
february/7-sewerservagree.pdf
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8. M SCELLANQUS STAFF REPORTS.

M. Spiliotis reported to the Comm ssion that the panel assigned to select a
firm to evaluate the Menifee Conprehensive Fiscal Analysis had selected
Econom ¢ and Pl anning Systens. He said that this firmw |l be preparing the
anal ysis and he was currently negotiating a contract with them

9. PUBLI C COMVENTS.

Gary Grant, 27065 Jarvis St., Madowbrook, CA. M. Gant discussed the AB
2838 study process and the CO s.

The Comm ssion recessed to Executive Session |Item b. Executive Oficer’s
Per f ormance Evaluation at 9:57 a.m

10. EXECUTI VE SESSI O\

Wth respect to every item of business to be discussed in closed session
pursuant to CGovernnent Code Section 54957:

b. Per f ormance Eval uation: Executive Oficer
The Comm ssion reconvened at 10:09 a.m

M. Rank stated that there was no reportable action taken at this tinme, and
that this itemw ||l be reviewed at the next Comm ssion neeting next nonth.

11. ADJ OURNED.
The Conm ssion adjourned at 10:10 A M

Respectful |y,

Ceorge J. Spiliotis
Executive Oficer



