


THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 
MINUTES FOR REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING 

OF 
TUESDAY, DECEMBER 2, 1997 

AT 9:00 A.M. 
IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS - 12TH FLOOR 

CHRONOLOGY OF THE MEETING: 

The meeting was called to order by Mayor Golding at 10:06 a.m. 

Frank Belock, Director of Engineering and Capital Projects, gave 
a presentation regarding the City's preparations for the upcoming 
winter relating to the climatic condition El Nino may bring to 
the region. Mr. Belock informed Council of the work going on in 
the field, infrastructure, and flood-way improvements. Chris 
Bach, Coordinator of the Emergency Operation's Center also gave 
information as to the City's preparedness for emergency 
situations. He said the five areas of focus that City Disaster 
Preparedness has been working on are training for first 
responders, community outreach, public information, command in 
control, and outside resources. 

Mayor Golding recessed the meeting at 11:12 a.m. to convene the 
Redevelopment Agency. The meeting was reconvened by Mayor 
Golding at 11:15 a.m. with Council Merrber Mathis not present. 
The meeting was recessed by Mayor Golding at 12:08 p.m. to 
reconvene at 2:00 p.m. 

The meeting was reconvened by Mayor Golding at 2:09 p.m. with 
Council Members Mathis, Kehoe and Vargas not present. Mayor 
Golding recessed the meeting at 4:05 p.,n. to reconvene the 
Redevelopment Agency. The Council Meeting was reconvened by 
Mayor Golding at 4:07 p,m. with Council Member Mathis not 
present. Deputy Mayor Warden recessed the meeting at 4:42 p.m. 
to reconvene the Redevelopment Agency. The Council Meeting was 
reconvened by Deputy Mayor Warden at 4:45 p.m. with Mayor Golding 
and Council Members Mathis and Wear not present. Deputy Mayor 
Warden adjourned the meeting at 4 : 4 7  p.m. 

ATTENDANCE DURING THE MEETING: 

(MI Mayor Golding-present 

(1) Council Member Mathis-excused by R-289588 
(Death of father) 



ADOPT THE ORDINANCE. Second by Wear. Passed by the 
following vote: Mathis-not present, Wear-yea, Kehoe-yea, 
Stevens-yea, Warden-yea, Stallings-yea, McCarty-yea, 
Vargas-yea, Mayor Golding-yea. 

SUBJECT: Matter of the New Century Center Development Plan - 
Proposed Redevelopment of the Kearny Mesa General 
Dynamics Site in the Kearny Mesa Community Plan Area. 
(Kearny Mesa Community Area. District-6.) 

CITY COUNCIL'S RECOMMENDATION: 

Adopt the following ordinances which were introduced on 
11/18/97. (Council voted 9-0) : 

Subitem-A: (0-98-39) ADOPTED AS ORDINANCE 0-18447 (New 
Series) 

Incorporating the Kearny Mesa General Dynamics property 
into the CA, M-1A and 0s-TDR Zones. 

Subitem-B : (0-98-40) ADOPTED AS ORDINANCE 0-18448 (New 
Series) 

Approving the Development Agreement between the City of 
San Diego and General Dynamics Properties, Inc. 

FILE LOCATION: Subitems A, B : T'L-Kearny Mesa 
Community Plan Area CONT FY98-1 

COUNCIL ACTION : (Tape location: B187-319,. ) 

CONSENT MOTION BY WAmEN TO DISPENSE WITH THE READING AND 
ADOPT THE ORDINANCES. Second by Wear. Passed by the 
following vote: Mathis-not present, Wear-yea, Kehoe-yea, 
Stevens-yea, Warden-yea, Stallings-yea, McCarty-yea, 
Vargas-yea, Mayor Golding-yea. 

* ITEM-TOO: 

SUBJECT: Inviting Bids for the Sidewalk and Curb/Gutter 
Replacement City Wide "C-15". 

CITY MANAGER'S RECOMMENDATION: 



ORDINANCE NUMBER 0-1  8447 (NEW SERIES) 

ADOPTED ON DECEMBER 2,1997 

AN ORDINANCE INCORPORATING THE KEARNY MESA 
GENERAL DYNAMICS PROPERTY LOCATED IN THE CITY 
OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA, INTO THE CA, MI-1A AND 
OS-TDR ZONES, AS DEFINED BY SAN DIEGO NIUNICIPAL 

T n  ~ n -  n n r \  CGDE SECTIONS j01.0428, 101 -8426, I V I  . I J I+~J~ 

RESPECTIVELY. 

BE IT ORDAINED, by the Council of The City of San Diego, as follows: 

Section 1. That the Kearny Mesa General Dynamics property located in The City of San 

Diego, California, within the boundary of the district designated M-IB on Zone Map Drawing No. 

B-4056: a copy of which is attached hereto, filed in the office of the City Clerk as Document No. 

00- 18447, be and is hereby incorporated into the CA, M-1A and OS-TDR Zones, as provided on 

Zone Map Drawing No. B-4056, as such zones are described and defined by San Ciego Municipal 

Code Sections 101.0428, 101.0436, and 101.0405 respectively. 

Section 2. That all other prior ordinznces of The City of San Diego be and they are 

hereby repealed insofar as the same conflict herewith. 

Section 3. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force on the thirtieth (30th) day from 

and after its passage, and no building permits for development inconsistent with the provisions of 

t h s  ordinance shall be issued unless application therefor was made prior to the date of adoption 



of this ordinance. 

APPROVED: CASEY GWINN, City Attorney 

BY 
Prescilla Dugard 
Deputy City Attorney 

PD:cdk 
11/03/97 
0 r . D e p t . D e u . S ~ ~ ~ .  
Case No.96-0 165 
0-98-39 
Fom=rezxo.fmm 



(0-98-40) 

ORDINANCE NUMBER 0-1 8448 (NEW SERtES) 

ADOPTED ON DECENLBER 2,1997 

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE DEVELOPMENT 
AGREEMENT BETTWEEN THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO AND 
GENERAL DYNAMICS PROPERTIES, INC. 

WHEREAS, General Dynamics Properties, Inc. ("Owner") is the owner or equitable 

owner of that certain real property consisting of approxiTilately 232 acres located within the 

Kearny Mesa community pkming area; and 

VJHEREAS, The City of San Diego, a charter city, is authorized pursuant to Government 

Code Sections 65864 - 65869.5 to enter into binding development agreements with persons 

having legal or equitable interests in real property for the development of such property in order 

to establish certainty in the development process. The City hrther enters into this Development 

Agreement pursuant to its Charter and self-rule powers and San Diego Mmicipal Code Sections 

1 1 1.090 1 ef seq.; and 

'dPdEWAS, the parties desire to enter hxo this Development Ageement relating to the 

above-described real property in confomance with the provisions of the Govenunent Code in 

order to achieve the development of private land uses together with the provision of public 

services, pbl ic  uses, and urban fiastmctLu:: all in the promtion of the health, safety, and 

general welfare of the City of San Diego; and 

WHEREAS, the property is located within the boundaries of the Kearny Mesa communit)~ 

g area. This canunun;ty plan was amended by the Council on November 18, 1997, by 

Resolution No. R-289452. In conjunction with the anlenbent of the cornunity plan, the 



Council certified the infomation contained in the Environmental Impact Report and approved the 

findings of the envir omental document in compliance with the California Enviromentai Quality 

Act of 1970; and 

WHEREAS, development of the subject property will be in conformance with the Keamy 

Mesa Community Plan, the CA, M 1-A, and OS-TDR Zones, and the New Century Center Project 

Master Plan and approvals (LDR No. 96-0165) including a Planned Comercia1 Development 

Permit, Planned Industrial Development Permit, Vesting Tentative Map, Resource Protection 

Permit, and the New Cenhrry Center Development Standards and Design Manual. The 

environmental effects of deveiopment permitted pursuant to the agreement were addressed in 

Environmental Impact Report No. 96-0165 which has been certified by the City; and 

WHEREAS, because of the complexities of financing the urban infr^astructure, certainty in 

the development process is desirable. The phasing, timing and development of the public 

infrastructure including, but not lirmted to, parks, libraries, fire stations, transportation facilities, 

sewer and water facilities, other utilities, and open space maintenance necessitates a significant 

coi~~ltlitmrment of resources, piarxiing md effsfl by property ovmers and the City in order for the 

public faciliries Gnancirrg to be successhily completed. Accordingly, in return for the 

pasticipation and c o k t m e n t  to provide a pro rata share of pubk facilities and the sipficant 

contribution of private resources for public pwposes, the City in re- desires to make a 

commtment for certakty in tbe developmerii process; and 

WHEEAS,  pursuant to the t e r n  of the Development Agreement, Owner will provide 

substantial public mrosrements and benefits to the City lnciuding participation in the Keamy 

Mesa Public Facihties Fhncing Ph. In consideration of the public hprovements and benetits 

to be provided by Owner prsuant to the Development Agreement, in consideration of Owner's 
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agreement to finance public facilities, and in order to strengthen the public planning process and 

reduce the economic costs of development, by the Development Agreement the City intends to 

give Owner assurance that Owner can proceed with the deveIopment of the subject property for 

the term of the Development Agreement pursuant to the Development Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, on October 23, 1997, the Pianning Commission of The City of San Diego, 

after giving notice pursuant to Government Code Sections 65854, 65854.5, 65856, and Section 

105.03 03 of the San Diego Municipal Code held a public hearing on the application for the 

Development Agreement and recommended approval of same; and 

WHEREAS, the Council of The City of San Diego, aRer providing public notice as 

required by law, held a public hearing on Owner's application, wherein all persons desiring to be 

heard were heard, and pursuant to said public hearing the Council recommended approval of the 

Development Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, the Council finds that the Development Agreement is consistent with the 

Progress Guide and General Plan and the Kearny Mesa Community Plan, as well as all other 

appficabie policies and regulations of The City of San Diego; and 

W E m A S ,  the C o w 2  has reviewed and considered the Development Agreeme& and 

ed the content of the Development Agreement to be complete and conect; NOW, 

TKEIkEFOE, 

BE IT O m N N E D ,  by the Council of The City of §an Diego, as follows: 

Section 3.  The Courrcil h d s  and dete es the facts stated above to be true. 

Section 2. The Council further hds  with respect to the Development Agreement that: 

A. It is consistent with the objectives, policies, programs and uses 

specified in the Progress Guide and General Plan and the Mearny Mesa Cornunity 



Plan. 

B. It will not be detrimental to the public health, safety and general 

welfare. 

C. It will promote the orderly development of property or the preservation 

of property values in accordance with good land use practice. 

Section 3. The Council hereby approves the General Dynamics Properties, Inc. 

Deveioprnent Agreement, a copy of which is on file in the office of the City Clerk as Document 

No. 00- 18448, and authorizes and directs the City Manager to execute said Development 

Agreement in the name cf The City of San Diego not later than 15 days following the effective 

date of this ordinance. Failure of Owner to execute the Development Agreement within 30 days, 

shall render this action null and void. The City Clerk is directed to record said Development 

Agreement and this ordinance with the County Recorder of San Diego County within ten days 

after its execution. 

Section 4. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force on the thirtieth day from and 

after its passage. 

APPROVED: CASEY G , City Attorney 



PresciUa Dugard 
Deputy City Attorney 
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Linwood Street proposed for vacation totals .I49 acres and is 
located in the Uptown Community Planning Area. In 1997, the 
Uptown Planners recommended against the vacation by a vote of 10- 
0 ,  with no conditions. They believed it did not meet the 
requirements of the Community Plan. Staff believes that the 
proposed vacation does meet the requirements of the Uptown 
Community Plan. On December 2, 1999, the Planning Commission 
voted 5-0 in favor of the vacation, recommending that a building 
restriction easement be included over the area proposed for 
vacation. Staff believes the building restriction easement is 
redundant because the vacated area will be significantly 
encumbered by general utility easements described below. 

The applicant is requesting the vacation without a building 
restriction easement, in order to facilitate the construction of 
his proposed driveway. The area of Linwood Street proposed for 
vacation contains public sewer and SDG&E facilities, for which 
general utilities easements will be reserved as a condition of 
the vacation. Staff recommends that the right-of-way be vacated 
conditioned upon the reservation of general utilities easements, 
the installation of a curb cut to provide access, and a cut-and- 
plug of the water main in Keating Street. 

FINDINGS: Staff review has indicated that the right-of-way may 
be vacated because the four required findings for vacation can be 
made. 

FISCAL EMPACT: 

None. All costs have been paid for by the applicant. 
Culbreth-Graft/Haase/GH 

FILE LOCATION: STRT- 

COUNCIL ACTION: (Tape location: A 3 0 1 - 3 7 6 . )  

Hearing began at 11:30 a.m. and halted at 11:35 p.m 

MOTION BY WEAR TO ADOPT. Second by Kehoe. Passed by the 
following vote: Mathis-yea, Wear-yea, Kehoe-yea, 
Stevens-yea, Blair-yea, Stallings-yea, McCarty-yea, 
Vargas-yea, Mayor Golding-yea. 

ITEM-331: San 3iego Spectrum. 

Matter of approving, conditionally approving, modifying 
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or denying the proposed 1) Lennar Project (99-1269) - 
VT~/Master Plan Amendment to revise the lot and 
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street configuration on Phase 3 & 4 of TM-96-0165; 
revise the New Century Center Master Plan to reflect 
the new design of Market Square/Planning Area 2A; and 
vacate Irrevocable Offer to Dedicate for the old Market 
Square configuration: 2) FF Development (99-0509) - A 
Planned Residential Development permit, a Rezone for CA 
to R-1500, a Tentative Parcel Map, an Amendment to the 
Kearny Mesa Community Plan, the New Century Master Plan 
and  he New Century Center Development Agreement to 
allow 448 multi-family residential units. The property 
is bounded by Clairemont Mesa Boulevard to the north, 
SR 163 and Kearny Villa Road to the west, Ruffin Road 
to the east, and Balboa Avenue to the south. TM-96- 
0165 (San Diego Spectrum) 

(99-1269 & 99-0509. Kearny Mesa Community Plan Area. 
District-6. ) 

CITY ErANAGERg S RECO 

Adopt the following resolutions in subitems A, B, and J; 
adopt the resolution in subitem E to grant the map; adopt 
the resolution in subitem F to grant the map; adopt the 
resolution in subitem G to grant the amendment to the 
permit; adopt the resolution in subitem H to grant the 
permit; and introduce the ordinances in subitems C, D, and 
I : 

Subitem-A: (R-2001-437) ADOPTED AS RESOLUTION R-293925 

Adoption of a Resolution certifying that the 
information contained in Addendum to an Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) LDR-99-1269, dated July 6, 2000, 
Addendum to EIR-96-0165, has been completed in 
compliance with the California Environmental Quality 
Act of 1970 and State CEQA guidelines, and that said 
Addendum to EIR-96-0165 reflects the independent 
judgment of the City of San Diego as Lead Agency; 
Stating for the record that the Addendum to EIR-96-0165 
has been reviewed and considered by the Council prior 
to approving the project. 

Subitem-B: (R-2001-438) ADOPTED AS RESOLUTION R-293926 

Adoption of a Resolution approving the requested 
amendments to the Kezrny Mesa Community Plan and the 
Progress Guide and General Plan related to the New 
Century Center Master Plan, 
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Subitem-C: (0-2001-50) INTRODUCED, TO BE ADOPTED ON 
OCTOBER 16, 2000 

Introduction of an Ordinance changing 10.40 acres and 
9.20 acres, located in the Kearny Mesa Community Plan 
Area, in the City of San Diego, California, from the CA 
and M-1B zones, respectively, to the R-1500 zone, as 
defined by San Diego Municipal Code Section 101.0410; 
and repealing Ordinances No. 0-12342 (New Series), 
adopted May 1, 1978, and No. 0-18447 (New Series), 
adopted December 2, 1997, of the Ordinances of the City 
of San Diego insofar as the same conflict herewith. 

Subitem-D: (0-2001-51) INTRODUCED, TO BE ADOPTED ON 
OCTOBER 16, 2000 

Introduction of an Ordinance changing 11.90 acres, 
located in the Kearny Mesa Community Plan Area, in the 
City of San Diego, California, from the CA zone to the 
M-1B zone, as defined by San Diego Municipal Code 
Section 101.0435.2; and repealing Ordinance No. 0-18447 
(New Series), adopted December 2, 1997, of the 
Ordinances of the City of San Diego insofar as the same 
conflict herewith. 

Subitem-E: (R-2001- ) GRANTED MAP, ADOPTED AS 
RESOLUTION R-293927 

Adoption of a Resolution granting or denying Vesting 
Tentative Map (VTM) 99-1269. 

Subitem-F: (R-2001- ) GRANTED MAP, ADOPTED AS 
RESOLUTION R-293928 

Adoption of a Resolution granting or denying Tentative 
Parcel Map (TPM) 99-0509. 

Subitem-G: (R-2001- 1 GRAi\TTED PEF?MIT, ADOPTED AS 
RESOLUTION R-293929 

Adoption of a Resolution granting or denying the 
Planned Industrial Developrnent/Planned Commercial 
Development (PIDIPCD) Permit Amendment No.-99-1269 that 
amends PID/PCD Permit No. 96-0165. 
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Subitem-H: (R-2001- ) GRANTED PERMIT, ADOPTED AS 
RESOLUTION R-293930 

Adoption of a Resolution granting or denying Planned 
Residential Development Permit No.-99-0509 for 448 
multi-family residential units. 

subltem-I: (0-2001-54j INTKOD-UCED, BE ADOPTED 0-a 
OCTOBER 16, 2000. 

Introduction of an Ordinance approving the amendment to 
the New Century Center Development Agreement between 
the City of San Diego and LNR Rearny Mesa, Inc. 

Subitem-J: (R-2001-439) ADOPTED AS RESOLUTION R-293931 

Adoption of a Resolution summarily vacating Irrevocable 
Offer of Dedications and slope easements with Map 
13826, Map 13827 and Map 13980, as provided for under 
Public Streets, Highways and Service Easements Vacation 
Law, Section 8330 et. seq. and under California 
Government Code, Section 66434(g). 

OTBER RECOlvB%E:mATIOfTS I 

Planning Commission on August 17, 2000, voted 5-0 to 
approve; no opposition. 

Motion by Anderson to recommend to the City Council that 
they approve Staff's revised recommendations as outlined 
their memo dated August 11, 2000 regarding residential 
options and a new parking lot design, along with the 

1 ons : following additional conditl 

1. Residential emphasis mixed use requirement south of the 
commons under the current zones on Lot 6; 

2. In the negotiated Development Agreement that they 
pursue with the applicants, affordable housing density 
bonuses, not in lieu of the units that are permitted, 
but in addition to the units that are permitted as 
there is an opportunity to add additional housing, 
shared parking and transit credits to reduce the cost 
to the developers to provide the housing. Also because 
there is a demand for the housing given the service 
jobs in Kearny Mesa and within the project itself 
including the hospital and hotel. 
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3. Ensure that there is access to the west that is done 
with similar frequency in a similar manner to that to 
the north. 

Ayes : Steele, Anderson, Brown, Stryker, White 
Not present: Butler, Skorepa 

The Kearny Mesa Community Planning Group has recommended 
approval of the project. 

SUPPORTING INFOR:M&TION: 

The New Century Center project (96-0165) is generally bounded by 
Clairemont Mesa Boulevard to the north, State Route 163 (SR-163) 
and Kearny Villa Road to the west, Ruffin Road to the east, and 
Balboa Avenue to the south. 

The original project was approved on November 18, 1997, and 
consisted of a mixed-use retail, commercial and 
industrial/business park development. The principal features of 
the project included a planned commercial, retail, and 
entertainment use area located on the western side of the 
property facing Kearny Villa Road; a planned industrial and 
business park area locared on the eastern side of the Property 
facing Ruffin Road; a system of roadways linking the retail and 
entertainment use area on the western side of the property to the 
industrial and business park area on the eastern side of the 
Property; a Market Square amenity in the center of the property; 
retention of approximately 7 acres of the existing Missile Park 
in the northeast corner of the property; and retention of 
approximately four acres in the southeast corner of the property 
as a vernal pool conservation area. 

On August 5 ,  1999, the Planning Commission initiated a Community 
Plan Amendment to allow consideration of residential use in place 
of a portion of commercial and industrial use. Two workshops 
have been conducted to discuss the specific changes to the 
approved plan, one on February 24, 2000, and one on May 11, 2000. 

At t he  July 20, 2000 bearing, Planning Commission raised a number 
of issues including the amount of residential use, residential 
density, affordable housing, the cornrni~ment to retail use, the 
lack of an urban feeling to the project, the lack of commercial- 
residential mixed-use, the location of utilities, and the design 
of parking areas. The commission continued the hearing to August 
17, 2000, and asked staff to consider these and return with an 
analysis and potential project alternatives. 
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At the August 17, 2000 hearing, staff recommended the addition of 
residential use as a permitted use in the Mixed-use Commercial 
area of the plan and allowing the residential development in 
Planning area 3B to exceed the proposed 448 units. Up to 550 
dwelling units in addition to the 448 units proposed in the 
residential portion of the plan would be permitted subject to the 
approval of a Planned Residential Development Permit decided in 
sccordancz with Process 4 for a maximm~m of 998 units. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None. 

All costs associated with the processing of this project are paid 
from a deposit account maintained by the applicant. The 
Extraordinary Benefits required through the original Development 
Agreement will continue to be assured through the amended 
Development Agreement. 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

The proposed projects consist of two separate but interrelated 
proposals with the New Century Center Master Plan area, which 
consists of approximately 244 acres generally bounded by Kearny 
Villa Road to the west, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard to the north, 
Balboa Avenue eo rhe south, and Ruffin Road to the east, in the 
Kearny Mesa Community Planning Area (see Figure 1, Location Map, 
Addendum to an Environmental Impact Report, LDR No. 953-1269) . 
The current proposals would affect approximately 73 acres within 
the western portion of the Master Plan area. 

Figure 2 (Addendum to an Environmental impact Report, LDR No. 99- 
represents ehe existing New Century Center Master Plan Land 

Use Plan. The New Century Center project (96-0165) is generally 
bounded by Clairemont Mesa Boulevard to the north, State Route 
163 (SR-163) and Kearny Villa Road to the west, Ruffin Road to 
the east, and Balboa Avenue to the south. 

FILE LOCATION: Subitems A, B, E, F, G, H: LAND-Kearney Mesa 
(10) 
Subitems C,D,I: None. 
Subitem J: DEED F-7865 

COUNCIL ACTION: (Tape location: B096-322.) 



Minutes of the Council of the Gily of San Diego 
for the Regular Meeting of Tlaesday, October 3,2000 Page 21 

Hearing began at 11:57 a.m. and halted at 12:14 p.m. 

MOTION BY STALLINGS TO ADOPT THE RESOLUTIONS IN SUBITEMS A,B 
AND J; INTRODUCE THE ORDINANCES IN SUBITEMS C,D AND I; ADOPT 
THE RESOLUTIONS IN SUBITEMS E AND F, GRANTING THE MAPS; 
ADOPT THE RESOLUTIONS IN SUBITEMS G AND K, GRANTING PERMITS. 
APPROVE THE MANAGER'S RECOMMENDATION WITH THE PLANNING 
COaYISSIONrS CONDITIONS OF RESIDENTIAL EMPFASIS, MIXED USE 
REQUIREMENT SOUTH OF THE COMMONS; PURSUE AFFORDABLE HOUSING 
DENSITY BONUSES, AND PEDESTRIAN ACCESS BE PROVIDED TO THE 
COMMONS FROM ALL RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS. Second by Blair. 
Passed by the following vote: Mathis-yea, Wear-yea, 
Kehoe-yea, Stevens-yea, Blair-yea, Stallings-yea, 
McCarty-yea, Vargas-yea, Mayor Golding-not present. 

ITEM-332 : University City Village. 

Matter of an application to construct an additional 559 
residential units, including second story additions to 
existing single story units; 80 assisted living units; 
CPA to redesignate the site from single-family to 
multi-family; and a rezone from R-1-5000 to R-2500. 
The site is located at 4633 Governor Drive. 

(Case CUP/CPA/RZ-98-0408. University Community Plan 
Area. District-1.) 

CITY GER'S S R E O m E W A T I O N :  

Adopt the following resolutions in subitems A and D; a3opt 
the resolution in subitem C to grant the permit; and 
introduce the ordinance in subitem B. 

Subitem-A: (R-2001-4831 ADOPTED AS RESOLUTION R-293935 

Adoption of a Resolution certifying that the 
information contained in LDR-98-0408 has been completed 
in compliance with the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) of 1970 and State (CEQA) guidelines, and 
that said Mitigated Negative Declaration (WIND) reflects 
the independent judgement of the City of San Diego as 
Lead Agency; and stating for the record that the final 
MNDhas been reviewed and considered prior to approving 
this project by the Council pursuant to California 
Public Resources Code Section 21081. 
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wc icild io havt: silg~lti) isrgei i"Ldi1li~i~s 

But in one area there is a continually widening gap betweeii us and the 
rest of America honle o\vnersliip 

Wliile most Ainericans continue to gain in that cruciai indicator of 
affluence. residents of tlie city aiid tiie county of San Diego -- and 
Californians overali -- have been slipping behlnd tile rest of the nation 
since the Cireat Depressron. 

%'. j i 

Califomiails are less likely to 
own homes than anyone except 
those liv~iig in Hawaii, New Cni)tinuiirg coverage of 

Y o r k s ~ a ~ e  and Washington, 
Cen%us~?Oditj 

if you live in tlie city of Sa~i  Diego, chances are hettei- llian not tlial you 
rent. according to the figures released b!, the U.S Census Bureau loday 

Builders contend diat tougli environiliental regulations in California 
have kepi iliem from building new hoines fast enoiigli to mee: dcmand 

"Cal~fornma has been regulating ~tselfto 
death sincc the early '70s. and that has 
caught up wit11 us." said Donna 
Moralcik of tlie San Diego County 
Building lndiistry Association "It  
makes for a ven expensive process and 
a very slow process 111 rerins of 
building homes " 

Others say home pi-ices are anificial!y 
high. and that's \vliat keeps ownersh~p 
!OM 

"Thc cost of Iiousing has goi~c up 
a?tronomically in tiie iasl vcai oi- 1ih.o. 
and tiic cost of ciivironinei?~al 
regulntions has iiot." said Eric i3nwlbv 
oltiie ban Dieno chaoier oi'liie Sierra 

In the basitrnent I 

L ,  

Cirih I 
I 
I The inedian price foi- single-faiiiil! 1 

hoiiies in San fliecro Cnunfi was 1 
1;265.000 as of Marcii .I-liree years ago 1 , , - . l l  bl,l,,,l 

11 w a \  S;2i)3.000 
i 

L 

Rowlh\! said h~i~lders are scclcing encirinous piofits fioiii consrucrion of 
huge liouses rather tlmn focusiiig on creating inorc low-cost iioiising 
''TJ!e\' are geaing hip doiiars foi- those ihomes. aiid thcv are tnahing a 
huiidlc." Bo~vlhy said "Mca~i~vli~ic. our affordable Iiousiiip ciisis 
iiiarchcs on " 

Docveil Myeis. a professor of iirban planning at the Uilivers~ty of 
Soutiierii Caiiforiiia. offered an inadditional reason \vh! home owiiershrp 
is so IOM "California attracis a lot of migrants," he said. "and migrants 
tcnd not to buy houses " 

A housing ownersiiip survey done by the U S Census arid spanning the 
past century si?ciws I ~ O M  Caliibrnia has fallen behind tlir rest of the 
oat ]on 



With a few exceptions, such as during the Depress~on, home ownerslhip 
has steadily increased nationwide. The average rate of hoine ownership 
117 the ilnited States is inow 66.2 percent 

Americans are iiiost likely to o\vn their ow11 homes in Wes! Virginia. 
which has a 75 percent hoiihe owihership rate The rates i i i  Miclrrgaih. 
Minnesota and Missouri top 72 percent 

Nowhere in the nation are residents less Iiitel! to own hoines than in 
Washington, D C., whicli has had the iowest rate for most orthe century 
and oihiy h i t  tile 40 percent mark for the first lime last year 

A drop  since 1960 

In California. while residents are s~ill  inore 1ikeIy to owl? Ihoines than 
100 years ago. they aren't gaining as quickiy as airnost all other states 

in fact. California home ownership, iiow at ineariy 57 percent. has 
declined siiicc its lhighest point in 1960. when inore than 58 percent of 
the Golden State's residents owihed homes 

in 1900, 46 3 percent of the state's residents owned thcir ow11 iionies. 
just a notch heiow the national average Tm years later, Cal~fornians 
were ahead of the pack. ali110~14 percent inore likely to own lhomes tliaii 
ihe rest of Americans 

During the 1940s, figures nationwide and In California dipped to about 
43 percent 

Since then, home ounersh~p In California has been siiding in 
comparison to the rest of the nation In 1950. Californians were 0 7 
percent iess likeiy than the rest of Americans to owti iioines In 1960, the 
gap u~ideiied to L5 percent. then to 8 percent in 1970, 8 6 percent in 
1 990 and now 9 3 percent 

Residents of San Diego CounW have Sared even worse Oniy 55 4 
percent of counhl residents own tlieir own hoines. atid in the city of San 
Diego it's less than half. 49.5 pcrcen! 

The average cost of a new hoine in San Diego County is $409.262 "It's 
estraordiiiarily higii," Morafcil; said "San Diego la  tile ninth-least- 
affor-dahle l~ousing rniarket i n  tiic nation. the last 1 heard No! a v e n  
proud iiumber " 

Move to Arizona 

Margare! Luch. -33. !s arnong the city of Sail Diego's 127.41 I runters 
She stays liorne \vrih her young son and works on hcr master's degrre 
while iher lhushand works full t~iiie 

Arfer four years of searching and thinking about the future. Luch 
believes she atid her family will have to move to Arizona to be able to 
ai'hrd a home 

" 1  would love ro work Sull time. but would not want to leave mj son (in 
da\' carej," the dietitian said " 1  think Sail Die~ci is an unbelievnble piace 
to Iivc and even own a home. if you doii't have a child " 

1,iliian Wotton. a 75-yeal.-oid widow, has fewer opuons 

Sire is racing eviction because lie1 ient has tripled to $650 for her 
Morena-arca apartment and alic ciui't pa)' it 011 ner $900-a-month Social 
Security iihcome 

" I , \  c tall;cd to sci?icir cit17ens wiio havc iiio\ cd tci Mexico bccausc tiicy 
cciuldii't find a piacc here thcv could afford." said Wohoi-i. a lienruck! 
coal miner's daugliicr 

"!'ve hcen 111 San illego since 1456. and I have seen tile changes and 
things werc11't bad tlren." slw said "Noiv its lihe iboiliilf watei (atid) thc 
pot is hoiling over " 

Tile figures released by the Census B~ireau so rar for 2000 don't include 
the value o!"homes. tht. cort ofrcni or  residen~s' incoinc 

For purposes oitali>~ing ilonhe ownership. a shotgun sliacl, counts the 
sailhe as a inob~ie honie. a coi~doi~~~i i ium or a maiision 

Affluent areas 



111 San Dlego Count), the)) s l~ow i~olne ownership is very high. more 
than 93 percent. in the affluent corninunirles of Falrbarlks Ranch, San 
Diego Count13 Estates and Mldden Meadows, a North County 
conimunity that includes tile Lawrence Welk Reson 

ilnperlai Beach Ilas by far the county's highest percentage of renters at 
70 percent More than 59 percent of El Cajon resrdents relit, as do alrnosl 
53 percent of La Mesans. 

The U.S Census Bureau is releasing informauon froin tile 2000 Census 
nradually over the next two years The most recentiy released data 
llclude figures on houseliold size and type arid a inore detailed 
breakdown of the age and race of Cai~fornia residents 

The San Diego Counfy dam cor~ta~n soiile Interesting anoinal~es for 
Insrance. the U S Marrne base on the rionh part of Calnp Pendieton has 
the county's highest concentratiol? of incn, 69 4 percent, and the iowest 
medran age. 2 i 4 

On (lie other side of the spectrum. tile retrrement c o ~ n m u n ~ t ~ ~  of Lake 
San Marcos has the highest percentage of women at 56 5 percent. and 
tile highest median agc at nearly 71 
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Calendar B r e a b g  Stories: Aaron's Gold 
Concerts I Vldeos B). Matt Potter 

The developer who's stirred controversy by buildlng a h~gh-nse office 
bulldlng smack m the fligiit path of' Montgomery Field 1s a longtune 
veterm of lo:al, stare, and federal pol~t~cs ,  funnehng thousmds of 
dollars to a vanety of hrs favonte candidates On Plpnl 2 1,2005, 
cmpalgn records show, Aaron Feldmzn, who's been domg busness 
under the Sunroad banner for more than two decades. gave $21 00 to 
the cmpalgn of GOP conpessman John Campbell o f l n ~ m e .  elected 
m a December 2005 special elect~on. He replaced former rrepresentat~ve 

Ask Saffron Chris Cox. who had been appointed chairman of the Secuntles and 
Exchange Cornni~sslon That same year, Feidman contributed S 1000 to 
h e  De~nocrat~c congessiond canipz:gn of then assmb1;man iriu~n. 
\Targas, who lost to mcumbent Bob F h e r  m the June 2006 p n m w .  

- - - - -  But Feldrnan had also backed the wnner. g~vmg Fiiner $21 00 rn March 
Blog World ----- 2005 The s a n e  year, Feidmanis son 'Uri gave $500 to Filner and $250 
City Lights --- - - -- -- -- to Vargas ln May 2000, Feldmm, irsted as president of Sunroad 
Csver Stor-)' - - - - - - - - Enterprises, gave Trapas mothzr $1 000: In t'he eleckor, cycle behi-e 
Crasher that  F e l h a n  gave Fllner $2000 on October 1,  2004. 
9iar-y of a Diva 

Feldman was also a major finmclal backer of ex-San D~ego  mayor 
Susan CoEdhg's polltical career, rncludl~lg her short-ilved bid for U.S 
Senate In May 1997. records show, he kicked m $1000; Don 
Comers, ilsted as a Sunroad employee, gave $350 Golding was 
resyonsl'ole for cutting the deal behieen General Dynmlcs and the 
City that resulted m creation ofthe ofifice 2nd convn~vrc~l park v.hers 
the spsav, llng aerospce Fdctoql used to be 011 Noveniber 19, 1997, the 
Goldmg-led city com~ci l  unaa~mously approved the 233-acre 
dex eloisrnei~t, call zd New Century Center, ciemng the way for General 
Dynamics to dlspose of the land It was sold to Lemm Partners for $80 

Remote Control rnilllon m July 1998. and Lenaar renamed the project Sari Diego 
Spectrum. Two yeas  later, In December 2000, Sunroad bought 40 
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Roam-O-Ranla 
I _ I - acres of the property from Lennar. That's wll~ere Feldman's infarnous 

Seen On DVD - -. - -- -_ - - - office tower 1s now nsmg. 
Sheep  and Goats 

Sportrng Box Besides Feldman's polrtical largesse. Sunroad employs a vlrtual army 
T G I F  of iobbysts to make the rounds at c ~ t y  hall. According to the most 

recent d~sciosure reports, they rrlclude Jeffrey Forrest, J o h  Pormder, 
and Donna Jones of the law firm of Sheppard, Mullm, R~chter & 
Hampton; Barb;era Lichrnan of the firm Cheval~er, Allen & Llchman: 
and MitcheU Beraaer, a .ireterm of the local ~nfluence-peddllng trade 
and top staffer to Goldmg when she was on the county board of 
supervisors rn the 1980s Other old GoIdrng hands are noa7 back In crry 
g o \ ~ e m ~ e n t .  thanks to the electlon of Mayor Jerry Sanders Chef 

T~ckets 
among them 1s Fred Sairmz, the mayor's ~nfluenttal press alde, arho was 
2nce :f GpId11lg's :CC dep=.llt~es 
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DATE ISSUED: January 23,2002 REPORT NO. 02-01 9 

ATTENT!C?J: Mc;rto;ab", >${aye; and Cicj CCoGncil 
Docket of January 29,2002 

SUBJECT: SUNROAD AT SAN DIEGO SPECTRUM - MITIATION OF A 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT. COUNCIL 
DISTRICT 6. PROCESS FIVE. 

REFERENCE: Report to the Planning Commission for the agenda of December 6, 2001 - 
Report No. P-01-234. Development Agreement Between the City of San 
Diego and Genera1 Dynamics Properties, Inc., adopted December 2: 1997. 

OWNEW 
APPLICANT: Sunroad Centrum Partners, L.P. 

1. Should the City Council initiate an amendment to the General Dynamics 
Development Agreement to ailow additional residential deveiopment at San 
Diego Spectrum? 

2. Should the City's existing standard population-based park requirements apply to 
new multi-family residential development ral San Diego Spectrum? 

Staff Recommendation: 

I .  Initiate the amendment to the General Dynamics Development Agreement. 

2. Appiy existing population-based park requirements to all new multi-family 
I 

residential development at Sm Diego Spectrum. 



Planning Commission Recommendation: On December 6, 2051, the Planning 
Commission voted unanimousiy (6-0) to recommend City Council initiation of an 
amendment to the General Dynamics Development Agreement. The Planning 
Commission also provided direction regarding the application of population-based park 
requirements to new residential development at San Diego Spectrum (See Planning 
Commission discussion under the Background section of this Report). 

Cornmunitv Planning Group Recommendation - On November 21,2001, the Kearny 
Mesa Community Planning Group voted (9-0-1) to recommend that the City's standard 
population based park requirements be studied to determine if they are appropriate for 
higher density residential ifif;,il (see ,A!tac.hmer?l g-piannifig G m ~ p ' s  Lefrfer) 

Environmental Impact - This activity (Development Agreement Amendment initiation) is 
not a "project" and therefore is exempt fiorn CEQA pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15060(c)(3). City staff is currently in the process of drafting a Mitigated 
Negative Declaration, which will be processed with the proposed Sunroad project if the 
Development Agreement amendment process is initiated. 

Fiscal Impact - A11 costs associated with the processing of this project are paid from a 
deposit account maintained by the applicant. The Extraordinary Benefits required 
through the original Development Agreement will continue to be assured through the 
amended Development Agreement. 

Code Enforcement Impact - None with this action. 

Mousing Affordabiiifi Impact - None with this action. The Sunroad pro-ject will include a 
requirement that 10% of the units will be afibrdable to households earning no more than 
45% of medim income. 

The originaI New Century Center project was approved by the City Council on December 2, 
1997, allowing General Dyzlamics (the original owner) to develop a high-density mixed-use 
retail. commercial and industrial business park on 242-acres centraijy located within the 
community of K e m y  Mesa (see AMachment 2). A Development Ageement (D.A.) bemeen the 
City of San Diego and General Dynamics was approved concunentkj with the New C e n h q  
Center project. 

Brr 1998, the D.A. was revised when LWR Kearny Mesa, h c .  purchased the New Century Center 
project from General Dynamics. In October of 2000, the D.A. was revised once again when the 
City Council approved LNR's San Diego Spectrum project, allowing for a wide variety of Band 
use changes including the deveiopment of a 448-unit multi-family residential project on Planning 
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Area 3B (see Attachment 3). 

During public hearings to consider the San Diego Spectrum project, an additional 550 residential 
dwelling units were approved pursuant to direction fi-om both the Planning Commission and City 
Council, who recommended additional residential development at higher densities within San 
Diego Spectrun?. The additional 550 units were allocated to Planning Areas 1B (to be 
predominantly residential), lA, 2B, and 3A (see Attachment 4). In addition to the 550 additional 
units, the Planning Commission and City Council also encouraged more residential development 
throughout the San Diego Spectrum project in the future. Existing population-based park 
standards were not applied to either the 448 multi-family dwelling units nor the 550 additional 
units. These 998 units would generate a need for 6.0 acres of park land and facilities per the 
Geiierai PizTl SIandards. 

Zn February of 200 1, in response to encouragement from the City to provide residential at San 
Diego Spectrum, Sunroad Centrum Partners submitted an application to amend the Progress 
Guide and General PIan and New Century Center Master PIan to construct additional housing 
units within San Diego Spectrum. On April 5, 2001, the Planning Commission initiated the plan 
amendment process. 

Planning Commission Discussion - On December 6,200 I ,  the Planning Commission voted 
unanimously to initiate the amendment to the General Dynamics Development Agreement, and 
recommended that existing population-based park requirements be maintained, but that the 
standards be applied at San Diego Spectrum in a more creative and flexible manner (See 
attachment 5 ,  Planning Commission Resolution). 

The Pianning Commission discussion focused on balancing the public's demand for active 
playing fields while meeting the goal of developing urban villages through residential infill 
projects. Some Commissioners believed that strict application of the park standards would 
impede the City's and developer's efforts to create urban villages, while other Commissioners felt 
that active playing fieids should be available to all future residents. 

Ultimately the Pia~ning Commission recommended that park credit should be considered for 
difEerent types of open space including on-site pocket parks, linear park areas, swimming pools, 
and portions of Missile Park not developed by the YMCA and open to the pubijc for park 
purposes. The Planning Cornmissio~l emphasized the need to provide useable park land, to be 
free and open to the public at all times. On-site park land should be considered to provide for 
convenient access by future residents at San DDiego Spectmm. 

DISCUSSION 

Development Apeemegzt Amendment: 

City Council Policy 600-37 requires G i q ~  Council initiation of a deveispment agreement 
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amendment prior to negotiations. Residential development beyond the 448 units approved for 
LNR is not currently assumed within the D.A., therefore an amendment to the D.A. is required. 
The proposed modifications to the D.A. will allow Sunroad to develop up to an additional 1,120 
dwelling units (550 + 570) on Subareas IA, 213, and 3A. 

Park Requirements: 

Residential development proposed by Sunroad (570 additional dwelling units) will generate the 
need for additional public parks within the community. City staff uses park standards as 
established in the Recreation Element of the Progress Guide and General Plan to determine 
specific park requirements. City staff currently assume that each residential dwelling unit will 
gcnerat;tz 3 tc+;;i cf 2.5 ;esidents pe; unit; and vJil] reqaire tesidectiai developers to provide a tot2! 
of 2.4 useable park acres per 1,000 population. 

Using these standards, City staff has determined that Sunroad will be required to provide 3.42 
acres of land, either on-site or within one-half mile of the project, for a public park (estimated 
cost-$2.97 miliion). Sunroad must also provide funding for the design and construction of the 
required on-site park facilities (estimated cost-$855,500), as well as their pro rata share of the 
cost of constructing a 15,000-square-foot recreation building and swimming pool (estimated cost 
- $256,000). Total estimated cost is $4.09 million. 

Sunroad is opposed to these park requirements for the following reasons: 

1. The park standards are outdated. The General Plan population based park 
standards were adopted over 20 years ago; 

2. The park standards are based on suburban.develqpment, and should not be 
appiicabie to urban infiII development wh~ch typically has a lesser person per 
household ratio; 

are excessjve (in this case over $4 million), and wiil reduce 
residentla1 ~ntens~ficatlon as recommended by the 

4. The park standards are inconsistent withethe City's efforts on t h ~  ?&ate ric 9 Frmework Ptan. Relevant draft Strategic Frmework Plan poll~ies lnc ude: 

"Developing atremarive melhods ofiroviding park and recreation areas for 
urban and bztill-out contmunrties in recue;nition ofmailable land constraints and 
existing oppnrkzdnities for the integration ofh7uhlic space ~ ~ r t h  recreation ,?pace1'; 
a d  

"The provision of adequate infrastructure andpzkhlicfaciiilies is a li~zchpirs for the 
entire growth strategy. Ncw fu~zding sources, reallocaiion of existing resources, 
(2nd adjusrmenls lo cerdain facilities standards are all part ofthe strategy for 
accommodating new growth and remecrTying existing dejcbencies"; and 
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"The Recreation Element of the General Plan should be updated to include a Purk 
Master Plan and to address the role ofsmallparh andplazas in meeting 
recreation needs". 

Staff and the applicant have been working together over the past several months to formulate a 
mutually acceptable solution to this park issue. The following options (currently incIuded as 
park mitigation measures in the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration) were offered to the 
developer to satisfy the City's population-based park requirements, to conform to the State 
Subdivision Map Act (Quimby Act) under Government Code section 66493, and in recognition 
of the City's multiple goals pefiaining to the draft proposed growth strategy and the adopted park 
---...--- -*A. I G ~ U I I G I I ~ ~ I I L ~ .  

A. The developer shall provide 3.42 contiguous, usable (maximum 2% grade for active 
recreation) acres of land within their development for park and recreation purposes, and 
provide funding for the design and construction of the required public recreational 
facilities on the provided acreage, pius their pro ram share of the cost of constructing a 
15,000 square-foot recreation building and swimming pool; OR 

B. The developer shall acquire 3.42 contiguous, usable (maximum 2% grade for active 
recreation) acres of land within a one-half mile radius of their development, acceptable to 
the City Manager, and provide funding for the design and construction of the required 
public recreational facilities on the provided acreage, plus their pro rata share of the cost 
of constructing a 15,000 square-foot recreation building and swimming pool; OR 

C. The developer shall provlde a minimum of 2.0 contiguous, usable (maximum 2% grade 
for active recreation) acres of land within their development, provide the funding for the 
design and construction of the required public recreational facilities on the provided 
acreage, pius their pro rata share of the cost of constructing a i 5,000 square-foot 
recreation building and swimming pool, and meet one of the following: 

1') Pay in lieu fees equivalent to the acquisition, design md construction of the 
remainder of the required 3.42 acres not provided on-site acceptable to the City 
Manager; OR 

2) Provide the remainder of the required 3.42 acres within their development as 
contiguous, usable (maimurn 2% grade for active recreation) hlly-developed 
land acceptable to the City Manager; OR 

3) Provide a combination of in lieu fees and contiguous, usable (maximum 2% 
grade for active recreation) fLEIIy-developed land within their development 
acceptable to the City Manager which. in combinatiorz, is equivalent to the 
remainder of the required 3.42 acres. 
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The applicant believes these park requirements will render any residential infill development at 
San Diego Spectrum economically infeasible, and cannot agree to this park mitigation. 
Therefore, City staff is seeking City Council policy direction regarding population-based park 
requirements for this urban infill residential project. 

In addition to the park requirement options stated above, the following additional 
recommendations are offered for consideration: 

1. Revise the Kearny Mesa Public Facilities Financing PIan in order to: 

A. Identify more accurately and comprehensively the population based park 
requirements for Kearny Mesa, instead of attempting to provide popujation-based 
park requirements on a project by project basis. 

B. Assure all residentia! developers are paying their fair share of park fees 
(Development lmpact Fees for parks would be increased). 

C. Assure that adequate funds are being collected to finance the acquisition, design, 
and construction of needed population based parks. 

Although this alternative would collect the needed funds to develop future parks m d  
other recreational facilities, it would not assure the development of a park where needed - 
within one-haif mile ofthe residentiai development. Fiowever, small on-site public park 
areas within each development (public pocket parks, pubIic swimming poois, public 
recreation buildings) could satisfy a portion of this park deficiency. 

2. Revise the population based park requirements for high-densitv, infill residential 
de\/eioprnent. 

This effort will be more appropriately and comprehensively accomplished City-wide 
through the Strategic Framework Planning process. Until these revised sQndards are 
adopted, the City Council could impose some other park standard for the Sunroad project. 

2 d .  Provide park credit for public open space and @rarklmd not- owned bv the Citv of Szn 
Diego: 

Missile Park is a privately owned 6.6-acre park proposed to be developed as a YMCA 
facility. The YMCA and Sunroad are willing to enter into an agreement to set asjde 3-4 
acres as fully-developed public park land. This could satisfy the park requirements for 
the Sunroad project, however City pooricy prohibits giving park credit for privately held 
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Iand. It shouid be noted that the previously approved 998 multi family dwelling units 
would generate a need for 6.0 acres of parkland, therefore there would stiIl be an unmet 
need for 3.42 acres of park Iand and faciiities 

Respectfully submitted, 

Tina P. Christiansen, A.1.A 
Development Services Director 

Approved: P. L~q:ont EJveli 
Assistant City Manager 

ATTACHMENTS: 1, Project Location Map. 
2. Original (1 997) New Century Center Land Use Plan. - 
3. LNR's (2000) San Diego Spectrum Land Use Plan. - 
4. San Dieg-o Spectrum Planning Exhibit. - 
5 .  Planning- Commission Resolution. - 
6. Kearny Mesa Plannin~ Group Letter. - 





DATE ISSUED: November 6,2002 REPORT NO. 02-257 

AnENTPON: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
Docket of November 12,2002 

SUBJECT: SUNROAD AT SAN DTEGO SPECTRUM - Ah/lENDMENTS TO THE 
PROGRESS GUIDE AND GENERAL PLAN: KEARNY MESA 
COMMUNITY PLAN: NEW CENTURY CENTER MASTER PLAN, 
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, AND DESlGN MANUAL; 
AMENDMENTS TO THE GENERAL DYNAMICS DEVELOPMENT 
AGREEMENT; AND A REZONE. Council District 6. Process 5 .  

WEERENCE: Development Agreement Between the City oESan Diego and General 
Dynamics Properties, Inc., adopted December 2, 1997. Report to the 
Planning Commission No. P-0 1 -075, initiation gearing of Aprii 5, 200 i . 
Report to the PIanning Commission No. P-0 1-234, Development 
Agreement Initiation Hearing of December 6, 2001. City Manager's 
Report No. 02-01 9, Development Agreement initiation Hearing of January 
29,2002. Report to the Planning Cornmission No. P-02-073, Hearing of 
June 13.2002. 

O W E W  
APPElCa4NT: Sunroad Centrum Partners, L.P 

SUMMARY 

Issues - Should the City Council approve amendments to the Progress Guide and General 
Plan; Kearny Mesa Community Plan; New Century Center Master Plan, Developrnei?t 
Standards, and Design Mmual; Alnendments to the General Dynamics Development 
Agreement; and a Rezone, in order to allow Sunroad Centrum Partners to construct 570 
additional dwelling units at San Diego Spectmm? 
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