P @ CITY OF HUNTINGTON BEACH
SUPPLEMENTAL COMMUNICATION
&3 e Joan L. Flynn, City Clerk
Office of the City Clerk

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council
FROM: Joan L. Flynn, City Clerk
DATE: May 7, 2012
SUBJECT: SUPPLEMENTAL COMMUNICATION FOR THE MAY 7, 2012, REGULAR

CITY COUNCIL/PFA MEETING

Attached is the Supplemental Communication to the City Council (received after distribution of the
Agenda Packet):

Public Hearing
#9. Communication received from Bob Hall, Deputy City Manager, dated May 7, 2012

recommending an amendment to Resolution No. 2012-23.

#9. PowerPoint communication received from Bob Hall, Deputy City Manager, dated May 7,
2012, and entitled Development Impact Fee Study and Nexus Report.

#9. Communication received from Jerry L. Wheeler, Sr. IOM, President/CEO of the
Huntington Beach Chamber of Commerce, dated May 4, 2012, regarding the proposed new
Development Impact Fees.

#9. Communication received from Bryan Starr, CEO of the BIA, Orange County Chapter,
dated May 4, 2012, regarding the proposed new Development Impact Fees.

#9. Communication received from Kate Klimow, Vice President, Government Affairs of the
Orange County Business Council, dated May 7, 2012, regarding the proposed new
Development Impact Fees.

Ordinances for Introduction
#15. Communications received regarding the proposed ordinance banning the sale of cats
and dogs:

Jerry L. Wheeler, Sr. IOM, President/CEO of the Huntington Beach Chamber of Commerce

Laura Cheryl Zweber Greg Davidson
Tracy Giggs Brent Hess, DVM, Garden Grove Dog & Cat Hospital
Justin Humble Gerald D. Manning Jeanette Masters
David Perlitz Bonnie Saavedra

Six page petition opposing the proposed ordinance banning sale of cats and dogs



CITY OF HUNTINGTON BEACH

CITY MANAGER’S OFFICE
2000 Main Street, Huntington Beach, CA 92648

BOB HALL, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council
FROM: Bob Hall, Deputy City Manager @
CC: Fred Wilson, City Manager

Joan Flynn, City Clerk

DATE: May 7, 2012

SUBJECT: Supplemental Communication: #9 Public Hearing regarding Development
Impact Fees

Staff is recommending the following amendment to Resolution 2012-23:

This change would allow for a project having received discretionary approvals to be
grandfathered under the current fee structure. The staff report calls for that date to be
May 7, 2012. Staff is recommending this date be changed to June 4, 2012.

Attached is a copy of the revised page (pg. 3) of the Fee Resolution located under
Attachment #1 of the Development Fee Impact Agenda Item. This can also be found on
page HB-147 of your agenda packet.

Current language: “Fee Imposed. The new Development Impact Fees set by this
resolution shall not apply to projects that have received discretionary project entitlement
approval on or before May 7, 2012, and the following milestones are met...”

Proposed language: “Fee Imposed. The new Development Impact Fees set by this

resolution shall not apply to projects that have received discretionary project entitlement
approval on or before June 4, 2012, and the following milestones are met...”

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: ;»’/7//2\
Agenda ltem No. 7




4, Consistency with General Plan. The City Council finds that the public facilities
equipment and park land acquisition and fee methodology identified in the respective ordinances
and Nexus Report are consistent with the City's General Plan and, in particular, those policies
that require new development to mitigate its share of the impacts to City infrastructure and to be
fiscally neutral.

5. Differentiation among Public Facilities. The City Council finds that the public
facilities identified in the Nexus Report and funded through the collection of development
impact fees recommended in the Nexus Report are separate and distinct from those public
facilities funded through other fees presently imposed and collected by the City. To the extent
that other fees imposed and collected by the City, including Specific Plan fees, are used to fund
the construction of the same public facilities identified in the respective ordinances and Nexus
Report, then such other fees shall be a credit against the applicable development impact fees.
Notwithstanding the above provision, this resolution shall not be deemed to affect the imposition
or collection of the water and sewer connection fees authorized by the Huntington Beach
Municipal Code.

6. CEQA Finding. The adoption of the Nexus Report and the increase in
development impact fees are not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act in that
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, section 15378(b) (4), the creation of government funding
mechanisms which do not involve any commitment to any specific project which may cause a
significant effect on the environment, is not defined as a "project" under CEQA.

7. Adoption of Report. The Nexus Report as amended April 27, 2012, including
Appendices, is hereby adopted.

8. Fee Imposed. The new Development Impact Fees set by this resolution shall not
apply to projects that have received discretionary project entitlement approval on or before June
4, 2012 and the following milestones are met:

1. Project has submitted an approved application for building permits within 180
days after the fee going into effect or no later than January 20, 2013.

2. From the time of initial building permit application, the project makes continued
progress toward satisfying plan check comments.

3. Building Permits are issued within 360 days after the fees go into effect, no later
than July 20, 2013.

An exception to the above milestones is the involvement of an outside third party
regulatory agency. In such cases the 180 days to make building permit application will begin
when the developer receives clearance from that agency. The City Manager shall have the
authority to extend milestone dates for qualifying “grandfathered” projects in his sole discretion.
All other projects are subject to the new fees, which go into effect July 20, 2012. All existing
Development Impact Fees remain in effect until final action is taken on this resolution and
respective ordinances. In the event any portion of this resolution is held invalid, the previously
approved development impact fee shall automatically apply.

12-3209.006/79289




and Nexus Report

City Council Meeting
Monday, May 7, 2012



Background

This process began in 2009 as a result of various
presentations to City Council regarding the increasing
need for Capital Improvements to respond to
development in Huntington Beach.

Staff was given direction to identify funding sources to
move Heil Fire Station, address other public safety needs
and make park improvements to accommodate projected
development.

There were numerous complaints by developers regarding
perceived excessive park fees for Condos and Single
Family Homes.

This report prepared by Revenue & Cost Specialists
addresses those issues.



Background

Development Impact fees are one-time charges applied
to offset additional public-service costs of new

development
The amount of the proposed fee must be clearly linked
to the added service cost (required by the Mitigation Fee
Act):
- Need demonstrated by Master Facilities Plan
(October 2011, amended April 2012)

- Nexus established by Development Impact Fee
Calculation and Nexus Report (October 2011,
amended April 2012)



Chronology

Received October 2011 report - November 2011

Distributed reports to Council — December 2011

Initial meeting with BIA and Chamber of Commerce — December 2011
Study Session —January 17, 2012

Notice on City counters, posted reports to website, mailed notices to
stakeholders — February 2012

Stakeholder meeting with Developers — March 13, 2012

Chamber of Commerce Legislative Committee — March 28, 2012
Follow up meetings, letters to stakeholders — March and April 2012
Public hearing notice distributed — April 19, 2012

Received April 2012 revised report — April 27, 2012

Agendized for Council Meeting May 7, 2012



Report Content

» The Development Impact Fee Report contemplates 2 new
fees:

Police

Fire
« Update of existing fees:
Traffic
Library
Park Land/Open Space

» Fees collected under the Subdivision Map Act will be
addressed separately at a later date:

Quimby (Park Land/Open Space with Tract Map)
Storm Drainage



Amended Report

« April 27, 2012: Nexus report (October 2011) amended to
consolidate Park Land Open Space Fee (Chapter 8) and
Public Meeting Facilities Fee (Chapter 9)

Due to additional costs associated with the accounting,
collection and state mandated tracking

» Additionally, a calculation error in the Master Facilities Plan
was corrected on pages 1-3, 57, 58, 71, and 78



Recommendation

« The maximum Development Impact Fees are identified in
the Development Impact Fee Calculation and Nexus
Report on page 26, table 2.1

« Staff does not recommend full implementation of the
maximum new fees for residential units, but rather a

phase-in over 3 years up to 90% of the maximum new
fees collected

« Note: Modification of fees for Storm Drainage and
Quimby (Park Land/Open Space & Facilities with Tract
Map), fall under the Subdivision Map Act and will be
addressed at a later date



Proposed Fees



Development Impact Fees
(Effective 7/20/2012)

Circulation Park Land/
System Open Space
Law Fire (Streets, Public & Facilities
Enforcement Suppression Signals, Library (No Tract
Land Use Facilities* Facilities*  Bridges)*  Facilities Map)*
Detached Dwelling Units (per Unit) S277 S645 $1,737 $1,172 $12,500
Attached Dwelling Units (per Unit) S571 S267 $1,220 $S908 $9,685
Mobile Home Dwelling Units (per
Unit) $258 $1,108 $909 $733 $7,818
Hotel/Motel Lodging Units (per
Unit) $455 $356 $1,062 No Fee $459
Resort Lodging Units (per Unit) S532 S794 $1,538 No Fee $359
Commercial/Office Uses (per sq. ft.) $1.041 $0.329 $4.175 No Fee $0.954
Industrial/Manufacturing Uses (per
sq. ft.) $0.443 $0.030 $1.789 No Fee S0.772

*Represents 70% of recommended residential land use fee set forth in the Development
Impact Fee Calculation and Nexus Report, October 2011 (Amended April 27, 2012)



Adjusted | Average | Trip-end to | Additional | Cost per Cost per 1000 sq. ft,
Land Use Trip Ends |Distance Trip Trip Miles | Trip Mile |dwelling unit or other unit

RESIDENTIAL LAND USES (per Unit)
Detached Dwelling Unig 8.76 7.9 0.5 34.6/$ 50.22 |$  1,737.61 |/Unit
Apartment 6.15 7.9 0.5 24.3|$ 50.22 |$ 1,220.35 |/Unit
S;’:dom'”'”m/TOW”ho 5.36 7.9 0.5 21.2|$ 5022 |$  1,064.66 |/Unit
Mobile Home Dwelling 457 7.9 0.5 18.1/$ 50.22 |$ 908.98 |/Unit
RESORT/TOURIST (per Unit or Entry Door)
Hotel 6.29 7.6 0.5 23.9/$ 64.34 |$ 1,537.73 |/Room
All Suites Hotel 3.77 7.6 0.5 14.3/$ 64.34 |$ 920.06 |/Room
Motel 4.34 7.6 0.5 16.5|% 64.34 |$ 1,061.61 |/Room
INDUSTRIAL ( per 1,000 SF)
General Light Industrial 6.17 9.0 0.5 27.8)$ 6434 |$  1,788.65 |/1,000 sf
Heavy Industrial 5.97 9.0, 0.5 26.9/$ 64.34 |$ 1,730.75 /1,000 sf
Manufacturing 2.73 9.0 0.5 12.3|$ 64.34 |$ 791.38 |/1,000 sf
\Warehousing 4.39 9.0 0.5 19.8/$ 64.34 |$ 1,273.93 |/1,000 sf
COMMERCIAL (per 1,000 SF)
Office Park 7.42 8.8 0.5 32.6/% 64.34 |$ 2,097.48 |/1,000 sf
Research Park 5.01 8.8 0.5 22.0($ 64.34 |$ 1,415.48 |/1,000 sf
Business Park 9.34 8.8 0.5 41.1|% 64.34 |$ 2,644.37 (/1,000 sf
Bldg. Materials/Lumber
Store 29.35, 4.3 0.5 63.1{$ 64.34 |$ 4,059.85 |/1,000 sf
Garden Center 23.45 4.3 0.5 50.4($ 64.34 |$ 3,242.74 /1,000 sf
Movie Theater 2.47 4.3 0.5 5.3|$ 64.34 |$ 341.00 |/1,000 sf
Church 5.92 4.3 0.5 12.7|$ 64.34 |$ 817.12 |/1,000 sf
Medical-Dental Office 22.21 8.8 05 97.7|$ 64.34 |$  6,286.02 [/1,000 sf
General Office Building 7.16 8.8 0.5 315$ 64.34 |$  2,026.71 |/1,000 sf
Shopping Center 30.2 4.3 0.5 64.9/$ 64.34 |$ 4,175.67 |[/1,000 sf
Hospital 11.42 4.3 0.5 24.6|$ 64.34 |$ 1,582.76 |/1,000 sf
Discount Center 62.93 4.3 0.5 135.3|$ 64.34 |$ 8,705.20 |/1,000 sf
High-Tumover 8.9 43 0.5 19.1]$ 64.34 |$  1,228.89 |/1,000 sf
Restaurant
Convenience Market 43.57| 4.3 0.5 93.7|$ 64.34 |$ 6,028.66 |/1,000 sf
Office Park 13.97 4.3 0.5 30.0/$ 64.34 |$ 1,930.20 |/1,000 sf
OTHER (as noted)
Cemetery 3.07 4.3 0.5 6.6|$ 64.34 |$ 424.64 |/Acre
Service Station/Market [Fuel
(avg) 107.69 4.3 0.5 231.5|% 64.34 |$ 14,894.71 bosition
Service Station w/Car /Fuel
\Wash 99.35] 4.3 0.5 213.6/$ 64.34 |$ 13,743.02 bosition




Development Impact Fees
(Effective 7/20/2013)

Circulation Park Land/
System Open Space
Law Fire (Streets, Public & Facilities
Enforcement Suppression  Signals, Library (No Tract
Land Use Facilities*  Facilities*  Bridges)*  Facilities Map)*
Detached Dwelling Units (per Unit) S317 S738 $1,986 $1,172 $14,286
Attached Dwelling Units (per Unit) $652 $306 $1,395 $908 $11,068
Mobile Home Dwelling Units (per
Unit) $295 $1,266 $1,039 $733 $8,935
Hotel/Motel Lodging Units (per
Unit) $455 $356 $1,062 No Fee $459
Resort Lodging Units (per Unit) $532 $794 $1,538 No Fee $359
Commercial/Office Uses (per sq. ft.) $1.041 S0.329 $4.175 No Fee $0.954
Industrial/Manufacturing Uses (per
sq. ft.) $0.443 $0.030 $1.789 No Fee $0.772

*Represents 80% of recommended residential land use fee set forth in the Development
Impact Fee Calculation and Nexus Report, October 2011 (Amended April 27, 2012)



Adjusted | Average | Trip-end to | Additional | Cost per Cost per 1000 sq. ft,
Land Use Trip Ends |Distance Trip Trip Miles | Trip Mile |dwelling unit or other unit

RESIDENTIAL LAND USES (per Unit)
Bﬁ?"hed Dwelling 8.76 7.9 0.5 34.6/$ 57.39 |$  1,985.69 |/Unit
Apartment 6.15 7.9 0.5 243/$ 57.39 |$ 1,394.58 |/Unit
Condominium/ 5.36 7.9 05 21.2|$ 57.39 |$  1,216.67 |/Unit
Townhouse
Mobile Home Dwelling 4.57 7.9 0.5 18.1[$ 57.39 |$  1,038.76 |/Unit
RESORT/TOURIST (per Unit or Entry Door)
Hotel 6.29 7.6 0.5 23.9|$ 6434 |3$ 1,537.73 |/Room
All Suites Hotel 3.77 7.6 0.5 14.3|$ 64.34 |$ 920.06 |/Room
Motel 4.34 7.6 0.5 16.5|$ 64.34 |$ 1,061.61 |/Room
INDUSTRIAL ( per 1,000 SF)
General Light 6.17 9.0 0.5 27.8/$ 64.34 |$  1,788.65 |/1,000 sf
Industrial
Heavy Industrial 5.97 9.0 0.5 26.9|$ 64.34 |$ 1,730.75 |/1,000 sf
Manufacturing 2.73 9.0 0.5 12.3|$ 64.34 |$ 791.38 |/1,000 sf
\Warehousing 4.39 9.0 0.5 19.8|$ 64.34 |$ 1,273.93 [/1,000 sf
COMMERCIAL (per 1,000 SF)
Office Park 7.42 8.8 0.5 32.6|$ 6434 |$ 2,097.48 |/1,000 sf
Research Park 5.01 8.8 0.5 22.0/$ 64.34 |$ 1,415.48 |/1,000 sf
Business Park 9.34 8.8 0.5 41.1|$ 64.34 |$ 2,644.37 |/1,000 sf
Bldg. Materials/Lumber
Store 29.35 4.3 0.5 63.1|$ 64.34 |3 4,059.85 |/1,000 sf
Garden Center 23.45 4.3 0.5 50.4|$ 64.34 |$ 3,242.74 |/1,000 sf
Movie Theater 2.47 4.3 0.5 5.3|$ 64.34 |$ 341.00 |/1,000 sf
Church 5.92 4.3 0.5 12.7|$ 64.34 |$ 817.12 |/1,000 sf
Medical-Dental Office 22.21 8.8 05 97.7|$ 64.34 |$  6,286.02 |/1,000 sf
General Office 7.16 8.8 05 315\$ 64.34 |$  2,026.71 |/1,000 sf
Building
Shopping Center 30.2 4.3 0.5 64.9|$ 64.34 |$ 4,175.67 |/1,000 sf
Hospital 11.42 4.3 0.5 24.6|$ 64.34 |$ 1,582.76 |/1,000 sf
Discount Center 62.93 4.3 0.5 135.3|$ 64.34 |$ 8,705.20 |/1,000 sf
High-Turnover 8.9 4.3 05 19.1/$ 64.34 |$  1,228.89 |/1,000 sf
Restaurant
Convenience Market 43.57 4.3 0.5 93.7|$ 6434 |$ 6,028.66 |[/1,000 sf
Office Park 13.97 4.3 0.5 30.0[$ 64.34 |$ 1,930.20 |[/1,000 sf
OTHER (as noted)
Cemetery 3.07 4.3 0.5 6.6/ 64.34 |$ 424.64 |/Acre
Service Station/Market IFuel
(avg) 107.69 4.3 0.5 231.5/$ 64.34 |$ 14,894.71 Position
Service Station w/Car IFuel
\Wash 99.35 4.3 0.5 213.6|$ 64.34 |$ 13,743.02 Position




Development Impact Fees
(Effective 7/20/2014)

Circulation Park Land/
System Open Space
Law Fire (Streets, Public & Facilities
Enforcement Suppression  Signals, Library (No Tract
Land Use Facilities*  Facilities*  Bridges)*  Facilities Map)*
Detached Dwelling Units (per Unit) S356 S830 $2,226 $1,172 $16,071
Attached Dwelling Units (per Unit) S734 S344 51,563 $908 $12,452
Mobile Home Dwelling Units (per
Unit) $332 $1,425 $1,165 S733 $10,052
Hotel/Motel Lodging Units (per
Unit) S455 $356 $1,062 No Fee $459
Resort Lodging Units (per Unit) $532 $794 $1,538 No Fee $359
Commercial/Office Uses (per sq. ft.) $1.041 S0.329 $4.175 No Fee $0.954
Industrial/Manufacturing Uses (per
sq. ft.) $0.443 $0.030 $1.789 No Fee $0.772

*Represents 90% of recommended residential land use fee set forth in the Development
Impact Fee Calculation and Nexus Report, October 2011 (Amended April 27, 2012)



Adjusted | Average | Trip-end to | Additional | Cost per Cost per 1000 sq. ft,
Land Use Trip Ends |Distance Trip Trip Miles | Trip Mile |dwelling unit or other unit

RESIDENTIAL LAND USES (per Unit)
Bﬁ?"hed Dwelling 8.76 7.9 05 34.6|$ 6434 |$ 222616 |/Unit
Apartment 6.15 7.9 0.5 24 3|$ 6434 |$ 156346 |/Unit
Condominium/ 5.36 7.9 05 21.2|$ 64.34 |$ 1,364.01 |/Unit
Townhouse
Mobile Home Dwelling 4.57 7.9 0.5 18.1($ 64.34 |$ 1,164.55 |/Unit
RESORT/TOURIST (per Unit or Entry Door)
Hotel 6.29 7.6 0.5 23.9|$ 6434 |$ 1,537.73 [/Room
All Suites Hotel 3.77 7.6 0.5 14.3|$ 64.34 |$ 920.06 /Room
Motel 4.34 7.6 0.5 16.5/$ 64.34 |$ 1,061.61 |/Room
INDUSTRIAL ( per 1,000 SF)
General Light 6.17 9.0 0.5 27.8/$ 64.34 |$ 1,788.65 |/1,000 sf
Industrial
Heavy Industrial 5.97 9.0 0.5 26.9|$ 6434 |$ 1,730.75 /1,000 sf
Manufacturing 2.73 9.0 0.5 12.3|$ 64.34 |$ 791.38 /1,000 sf
\Warehousing 4.39 9.0 0.5 19.8|$ 64.34 |$ 1,273.93 |/1,000 sf
COMMERCIAL (per 1,000 SF)
Office Park 7.42 8.8 0.5 32.6|$ 64.34 |$ 2,097.48 |[/1,000 sf
Research Park 5.01 8.8 0.5 22.0/$ 64.34 |$ 1,415.48 [/1,000 sf
Business Park 9.34 8.8 0.5 41.1|$ 64.34 |$ 2,644.37 |/1,000 sf
Bldg. Materials/Lumber
Store 29.35 4.3 0.5 63.1/$ 64.34 |$ 4,059.85 |[/1,000 sf
Garden Center 23.45 4.3 0.5 50.4|$ 64.34 |$ 3,242.74 /1,000 sf
Movie Theater 2.47 4.3 0.5 5.3|$ 64.34 |$ 341.00 /1,000 sf
Church 5.92 4.3 0.5 12.7|$ 64.34 |$ 817.12 /1,000 sf
Medical-Dental Office 22.21 8.8 05 97.7|$ 64.34 |$ 6,286.02 |/1,000 sf
General Office 7.16 8.8 05 31.5/$ 64.34 |$ 202671 /1,000 sf
Building
Shopping Center 30.2 4.3 0.5 64.9|$ 6434 |$ 4,175.67 |[/1,000 sf
Hospital 11.42 4.3 0.5 24.6|$ 64.34 |$ 1,582.76 |[/1,000 sf
Discount Center 62.93 4.3 0.5 135.3|$ 64.34 |[$ 8,705.20 /1,000 sf
High-Turnover 8.9 4.3 05 19.1/$ 64.34 |$ 1,228.89 |/1,000 sf
Restaurant
Convenience Market 43.57 4.3 0.5 93.7|$ 6434 |$ 6,028.66 |[/1,000 sf
Office Park 13.97 4.3 0.5 30.0/$ 64.34 |$ 1,930.20 |/1,000 sf
OTHER (as noted)
Cemetery 3.07 4.3 0.5 6.6|$ 64.34 |$  424.64 /Acre
Service Station/Market IFuel
(ava) 107.69 4.3 0.5 231.5/$ 64.34 |$ 14,894.71 Position
Service Station w/Car IFuel
\Wash 99.35 4.3 0.5 213.6|$ 64.34 |$ 13,743.02 Position




Current vs. Proposed
Agency Comparables



Agency Comparables

Law Enforcement Facilities

Irvine
Anaheim (Irvine

Current  Effective Effective Effective (Platinum Newport Business

Fee 7/20/12  7/20/13 7/20/14  Anaheim Triangle) Orange Beach Complex)
Detached Dwelling Units (per Unit) No Fee $277 $317 $356 NoFee $§ 747 $355 No Fee No Fee
Attached Dwelling Units (per Unit) No Fee $571 $652 $734 NoFee $§ 623 $355 No Fee No Fee
Mobile Home Dwelling Units (per Unit) No Fee $258 $295 $332 NoFee $ 385 NoFee NoFee No Fee
Hotel/Motel Lodging Units (per Unit) No Fee $455 $455 $455 NoFee $§ 726 $0.21(sf) No Fee No Fee
Resort Lodging Units (per Unit) No Fee $532 $532 $532  No Fee - - No Fee No Fee
Commercial/Office Uses (per sq. ft.) No Fee $1.041 $1.041 $1.041 NoFee $0.8390 $0.21 No Fee No Fee
Industrial/Manufacturing Uses (per sq. ft.) No Fee $0.443 $0.443 $0.443 NoFee $ 0.106 $0.21 No Fee No Fee

Fire Suppression Facilities

Irvine
Anaheim (Irvine
Current Effective Effective Effective (Platinum Newport  Business
Fee 7/20/12 7/20/13 7/20/14  Anaheim Triangle) Orange Beach Complex)
Detached Dwelling Units (per Unit) No Fee $645 S738 $830 No Fee $2,493 $1,200 No Fee $600
Attached Dwelling Units (per Unit) No Fee $267 $306 $344  No Fee $1,321 S601 No Fee $600
Mobile Home Dwelling Units (per Unit) No Fee $1,108 $1,266 $1,425 No Fee $2,493 No Fee No Fee $600
Hotel/Motel Lodging Units (per Unit) No Fee $356 $356 $356  No Fee $891 $955 No Fee $600
Resort Lodging Units (per Unit) No Fee $794 $794 $794  No Fee - - No Fee $600
600[(SF/1000)
Commercial/Office Uses (per sq. ft.) No Fee $0.329 $0.329 $S0.329 No Fee $1.440 $0.60 NoFee *0.9]

600[(SF/1000)
Industrial/Manufacturing Uses (per sq. ft.) No Fee $0.030  $0.030  $0.030 No Fee $0.199  $0.57 NoFee *0.9]



Agency Comparables

Circulation System Fee

Irvine
Anaheim (Irvine
Current  Effective Effective Effective (Platinum Newport  Business
Fee 7/20/12 7/20/13 7/20/14  Anaheim Triangle) Orange Beach Complex)
Detached Dwelling Units (per Unit) $1,507 $1,737 $1,986 $2,226 $1,743  $3,174 $843 $2,088 $1,862
Attached Dwelling Units (per Unit) $1,058 $1,220 $1,395 $1,563 $1,114  $4,307 S764 $1,234 $1,862
Mobile Home Dwelling Units (per Unit) $786 $909 $1,039 $1,165 - - - $1,139 -
Motel Lodging Units (per Unit) S746 $1,062 $1,062 $1,062 $1,266 - $912 $1,993 $2,435
Resort Lodging Units (per Unit) $1,081 $1,538 $1,538 $1,538 S$1,266 - - $1,139 $1,503
Commercial/Office Uses (per sq. ft.) $5.194 $4.175 $4.175 $4.175 $4.720  $43.25 $4.64 $7593/unit $5.450
Industrial/Manufacturing Uses (per sq. ft.) $1.061 $1.789 $1.789 $1.789 $1.220  $2.930 $0.79 $949/unit $1.500
Public Library Facilities
Irvine
Anaheim (Irvine
Current  Effective Effective Effective (Platinum Newport  Business
Fee 7/20/12 7/20/13 7/20/14  Anaheim Triangle) Orange Beach Complex)
Detached Dwelling Units (per Unit) $0.44/SF $1,172 $1,172 $1,172  No Fee $487 S$743 No Fee No Fee
Attached Dwelling Units (per Unit) $0.44/SF $908 $908 $908  No Fee $487 $743 No Fee No Fee
Mobile Home Dwelling Units (per Unit) $0.44/SF $733 $733 $733  No Fee $487 No Fee No Fee No Fee
Hotel/Motel Lodging Units (per Unit) $0.04/SF No Fee No Fee No Fee No Fee NoFee No Fee No Fee No Fee
Resort Lodging Units (per Unit) $0.04/SF No Fee No Fee No Fee NoFee NoFee NoFee No Fee No Fee
Commercial/Office Uses (per sq. ft.) $0.04/SF No Fee No Fee No Fee No Fee NoFee No Fee No Fee No Fee
Industrial/Manufacturing Uses (per sq. ft.) $0.04/SF No Fee No Fee No Fee NoFee NoFee NoFee No Fee No Fee



Agency Comparables

Park Land/Open Space (No Tract

Map)
Irvine
Anaheim (Irvine
Current Effective Effective Effective (Platinum Newport  Business
Fee 7/20/12 7/20/13 7/20/14  Anaheim Triangle) Orange Beach Complex)
Detached Dwelling Units (per Unit) $0.86/SF $12,500 $14,286 $16,071 $6,936 $8,114 $8,894 $26,125
Attached Dwelling Units (per Unit) $0.86/SF $9,685 $11,068 $12,452 $5,388 $8,114 $8,894 $26,125 .
Fair
Mobile Home Dwelling Units (per Unit)  No Fee $7,818 $8,935 $10,052 $4,149 NoFee No Fee No Fee market
Hotel/Motel Lodging Units (per Unit) $0.23/SF $459 $459 $459 NoFee NoFee NoFee NoFee value
Resort Lodging Units (per Unit) $0.23/SF $359 $359 $359 NoFee NoFee NoFee NoFee appraisal&
) ] acreage
Commercial/Office Uses (per sq. ft.) $0.23/SF $0.954 $0.954 $0.954 NoFee NoFee NoFee NoFee requireme

Industrial/Manufacturing Uses (per sq. ft.) $0.23/SF $0.772 $0.772 $0.772 NoFee NoFee NoFee NoFee nts



Implementation & Applicability

Current

Fees collected at Building Permit Issuance,
except Quimby Fees

Recommendation

Fees due at Building Final or Certificate of
Occupancy



Projects in the Works

Projects are “grandfathered” under current fee structure if:

Entitled by June 4, 2012 (zoning entitlement approval — CUP,
SPR, Variances, etc.)

Submit approved application for building permits within 180
days of fees going into effect (no later than 1/20/2013)

Continued progress toward satisfying plan check comments

Building permits issued within 360 days of fees going into
effect (no late than 7/20/2013)

Exception: Outside 3 party regulatory agency involvement
may allow for an extension of this provision



All New Projects

- Subject to new fees 60 days from date of the 2"9 reading
(7/20/12)

» Phased Implementation of Law Enforcement, Fire
Suppression, Circulation and Park Facilities Fee (for Detached,
Attached, & Mobile Home Residential Units)

70% Implementation beginning 7/20/12
80% Implementation beginning 7/20/13
90% Implementation beginning 7/20/14
= 100% implementation of all other fees beginning 7/20/12

(for all Non-Residential Developments, and full implementation of Public
Library fee for all)




Example Project Scenarios



Project# 1
200 Unit Apartment Complex

Current: City of 70% 80% 90%
Huntington RCS Nexus Report: (effective (effective (effective
Beach (100%) 7/20/2012) 7/20/2013)  7/20/2014)
Law Enforcement Facilities No Fee S 163,000 $ 114,200 $ 130,400 S 146,800
Fire Suppression Facilities No Fee $ 76,400 $ 53,400 $61,200 $ 68,800
Circulation System (Streets,
Signals, Bridges) $211,600 $ 331,400 S 244,070 $ 278,916 $ 312,692
Public Library Facilities $ 81,840 $ 181,600 $ 181,600 $ 181,600 $ 181,600
Park Land/
Open Space Acquisition &
Improvements $ 159,960 $ 2,767,000 $ 1,937,000 $2,213,600 $ 2,490,400
Development Impact Fee
Total-Project*® S 453,400 $ 3,519,400 $ 2,530,270 $ 2,865,716 $ 3,200,292

*Total does not include Storm Drainage Impact fee which developer may be subject to



Project # 2
50 Single Family Detached

Current: City of 70% 80% 90%
Huntington RCS Nexus Report (effective (effective (effective
Beach (100%) 7/20/2012) 7/20/2013)  7/20/2014)
Law Enforcement Facilities No Fee $ 19,800 S 13,860 S 15,850 $ 17,800
Fire Suppression Facilities No Fee S 46,100 $ 32,270 S 36,900 S 41,500
Circulation System (Streets,
Signals, Bridges) $ 75,350 $124,100 S 86,850 $99,300 $111,300
Public Library Facilities $ 70,800 $ 58,600 $ 58,600 $ 58,600 $ 58,600
Park Land/
Open Space Acquisition &
Improvements $ 1,340,000 $ 892,850 S 625,000 $ 714,300 $ 803,550
Development Impact Fee
Total-Project $ 1,486,150 $ 1,141,450 $ 816,580 $924,950 $1,032,750

*Total does not include Storm Drainage Impact fee which developer may be subject to



Project # 3
150 Room Hotel (200,000 SF)

Current: City of Proposed: City of
Huntington Huntington Beach
Beach (100%)
Law Enforcement Facilities No Fee $ 68,250
Fire Suppression Facilities No Fee $ 53,400
Circulation System (Streets,
Signals, Bridges) $ 111,900 $ 159,300
Public Library Facilities S 8,000 No Fee
Park Land/
Open Space Acquisition &
Improvements S 46,000 S 68,850
Development Impact Fee
Total-Project S 165,900 S 349,800

*Total does not include Storm Drainage Impact fee which developer
may be subject to



Project#4
40,000 SF Commercial (Shopping Center)

Current: City of Proposed: City of
Huntington Huntington Beach
Beach (100%)
Law Enforcement Facilities No Fee S 41,640
Fire Suppression Facilities No Fee $ 13,160
Circulation System (Streets,
Signals, Bridges) S 207,760 S 167,000
Public Library Facilities $ 1,600 No Fee
Park Land/
Open Space Acquisition &
Improvements $ 9,200 S 38,160
Development Impact Fee
Total-Project $ 218,560 S 259,960

*Total does not include Storm Drainage Impact fee which developer
may be subject to



Summary

Staff is recommending approval of the proposed resolution
and ordinances based upon the following reasons:

The phased-in residential per unit fee established herein
allows developers to easily calculate development
impact fees

The fees established herein meet the City’s changing
requirement for public safety, streets and signals, and
other quality of life facilities

Allows for payment of Development Impact Fees at the
time the impact is imposed on the system, therefore
later in the development process.



Questions



\'
HUNTINGTONBEACH
Chamber of Commerce

May 4, 2012
Mayor Don Hansen & Members of City Council

RE: Proposed New Development Impact Fees

Dear Mayor Hanson and members of the City Council:

The Huntington Beach Chamber of Commerce appreciates the amount of time and effort the City has
invested in proposing a new development impact fee structure. We understand the economic
challenges currently facing the City and the need for additional revenues. However, as an organization
representing the business community, we have concerns that raising development fees under the
current proposal without examining thoroughly all the components may actually be counterproductive.

The City has spent a considerable amount of time attempting to encourage new development with the
adoption of the Beach/Edinger Corridor Plan and has amended the Downtown Specific Plans as well.
Any changes at this time will certainly create the need to reevaluate any pending proposals, and may
jeopardize the various projects viability. The Chamber believes it is important to balance and anticipate
the consequences of the proposed increase of development impact fees along with a reevaluation of the
process of reviewing project applications. Without this, we are asked to pay an increase in fees without
improvements to the current way of doing business.

The Chamber appreciates the opportunity to participate in this important proposal. We believe that the
modifications proposed by staff to allow some grandfathering and a phasing in of the proposed new fees
as a great first step.

But we are also concerned about the potential impact these fees will have on future lodging
development and our tourism industry. Anything that could impact the revenue stream we receive from
our hospitality industry goes well beyond the impact fee and should be examined closely before any
implementation.

Beyond the issue of development fees, the existing City project review process remains time consuming
and expensive and can be overwhelming for many developers. To propose a continuation of the existing
review process without any streamlining provisions and at a greater expense seems inconsistent with
previous Council efforts.

The Huntington Beach Chamber of Commerce requests Council to continue discussion on this item for at
least thirty days in order to provide all parties with additional opportunities to discuss our detailed
concerns and collectively propose a better package for your approval.

Thank you, SUPPLEMENTAL 3

%7 A é/ COMMUNICATION

Jerry L. Wheeler, Sr. IOM Meeting Date: 5 / /7 // A
President/CEO Agenda fiem No. 9

2134 Main Street, Huntington Beach, CA 92648 P: (714) 536-8888 F: (714) 960-7654



SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: 5/j //k

May 4, 2012

AgendatemNo.____ 4

BIEAD

Mayor Don Hansen and Members of the City Council
City of Huntington Beach

2000 Main Street

Huntington Beach, CA 92648

Re: Public Hearing Agenda Item 9 — Development Impact Fee Revisions
Mayor Don Hansen and Members of the City Council:

I'am writing on behalf of the members of the Building Industry Association of Southern
California, Orange County Chapter (BIA/OC) to address the proposed revisions to the
City’s development impact fees. As a key stakeholder on issues related to housing and
community development, BIA/OC has been closely engaged on this issue. Our members
appreciate the opportunity to offer our perspectives to the proposals being considered by

your city council.

We begin by acknowledging the hard work of the City’s fine professional staff. BIA/OC is
grateful for transparent and thoughtful manner in which staff has approached this issue.
Our members are especially appreciative of the time and consideration city staff has
afforded our comments and concerns. The end result, while not a panacea, allows more

flexibility in implementation of the new fee structure,

Certainly a fee increase of this magnitude is troubling to the building industry. The
potential harm to our industry is exacerbated by the prolonged malaise of housing in this
harsh economic climate. Certainly government is not immune to the economic challenges
we all face. The health of the private sector, especially the building industry, has a direct
correlation to the fiscal health of governments. For this reason, all levels of government are
looking for ways to encourage growth. Dozens of local governments have slashed
development fees and regulation in an attempt to spark recovery. The timing of this
particular fee increase seems to illustrate a notable disconnect between how the public

sector and private sector view our economic relationship.

Aside from the philosophical and economic issues associated with this fee increase, BIA/OC
has identified a number of errors and inconsistencies in the associated nexus study. As a
result, BIA/OC has engaged staff in an attempt to find a middle ground on the timing and
implementation of the fees. Thankfully, staff has been open to many of our members’
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MIKE WINTER
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ideas. While we acknowledge that the City’s exposure caused by the nexus study may not
be fully mitigated by our collaboration, BIA/OC feels that the current staff proposal reflects
a good degree of compromise. BIA/OC supports the staff proposal to “grandfather”
projects in the development pipeline. We are also very supportive of the plan to phase
in development impact fees over a number of years.

While we remain concerned about the pressure that development fee increases place on our
industry, we are also grateful for the collaboration efforts of city staff. We look forward to
continued dialogue on this important issue and remain a resource to the city on matters
related to housing and community development. Thank you for your thoughtful

consideration.

Sincerely,

BryarrStarr
Chief Executive Officer

Cc: Fred Wilson, City Manager
Bob Hall, Assistant City Manager
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ORANGE COUNTY 2 Park Plaza, Suite 100 | lvine, California 92644-5904

BUSINESS COUNCIL phone: 949.794.2242 | fax: 949.476.0443 | www.ocbc.org

May 7, 2012 H LE = ‘ ;,

The Honorable Don Hansen, Mayor MAY 0 7 2012

:\:ﬂctembfe'_r{s of the City Coungil Huntington Beach
ity of Huntington Beach Y h

2000 Main Street _crm COUNCIL OFFICE

Huntington Beach, CA 92648.
_ : I
Re: Agenda item 9: Revise the City's Existing Development Impact Fees - OPPOSE

Dear Mayor Hansen, Mayor Pro Tem Dwyer and Council Members:

Based in America’s sixth largest county, Orange County Business Council represents the iargest, most
diverse businesses, with over 2,000,000 employees worldwide. We advance Orange County’s economic
prosperity while protecting a high quality of life.

Despite signs that Orange County is beginning to emerge from the lingering recession, ongoing fiscal
challenges at the state and local level persist. Although most cities have focused their efforts on economic
growth by finding innovative incentives to encourage business investment and development, we can
understand the city’s need to update its fee program. Regardless, the business community believes it is
critical that the city use sound data and realistic assumptions in order to generate fees that accurately
calculate the “fair share” for new development,

Most surprising about the proposed new and increased fees is the change in the City’s vision from just one
year ago: In March of 2011, the City released its Ten Point Plan for making it easier to do business in
Huntington Beach. OCBC even honored the city with its inaugural “Red Tape into Red Carpet” awards for
its efforts to proactively cut through the red tape and open the door for business. The Ten Point Plan was
heralded as a means to help “produce more new jobs, expand the local tax base, and increase the _
satisfaction of the business community in receiving the important services they need to remain successful.”
Unfortunately, the process the city has followed in its Development Impact Fee update and its reliance on a
fatally flawed Nexus Report pulls the "welcome” mat out from under business.

OCBC does commend the city for its recent modifications that allow for a phasing of the proposed new fees
and some grandfathering of projects already in the development process to use the exiting fee structure.
However, the fact that the City actually had to modify its position to not increase fees on projects already
under development highlights the many problems with the current fee plan.

We would respectfully ask the City to review the proposed impact fee plan for consistency with its own Ten
Point Plan. The lack of a streamlined development process along with increased costs seems contradictory
to the City's stated commitment to “assist businesses in order for them to grow and prosper.”

Please consider a modest delay of 30 to 60 days to examine the financial feasibility of a longer fee phase -
in period and to allow further analysis on the Nexus Report to ensure its compliance with appropriate
technical studies and an accurate fee calculation that reflects sound assumptions and calculations.

sinoerel SUPPLEMENTAL
4y COMMUNICATION
\Si&:: I!-'(:gi%lvént. Government Affairs Meeting Date: J/ 7’/ L2

CC: Fred Wilsan, City Manager Agenda ltem No.___ ?
SHAPING ORANGE COUNTY'S ECONOMIC FUTURE ’

z obed grilL 2loz L0 Ael
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HUNTINGTONBEACH
Chamber of Commerce

May 4, 2012

Mayor Don Hansen & Members of City Council

RE: Proposed Ordinance Banning Sale of Cats & Dogs
Dear Mayor Hanson and members of the City Council:

The Huntington Beach Chamber of Commerce appreciates the amount of time and effort the City has
invested in attempting to address what we all agree is an egregious example of the mistreatment of
animals, what we commonly refer to as “puppy mills.” If there is a villain to go after it would be those who
profit from the assembly line production and mistreatment of cats and dogs, not reputable local
businesses trying to provide quality service to the residents of our city.

The issue here is larger than just cats and dogs. The Chamber always has a concern when unnecessary
governmental regulation threatens free enterprise and consumer rights. While well intentioned
regulations of this type make it more difficult for both responsible business owners and their customers to
conduct commerce in our city. It also increases the cities obligation to regulate and enforce such
regulations, and when one “caused based” regulation succeeds then the next advocate will move forward
in the regulatory line. We believe the city should be looking for ways to reduce costs and regulations not
continue down the slippery slope of bigger government. We believe the marketplace itself will correct
these deficiencies, more effectively than an ordinance of this kind.

If we allow this ordinance to pass, what’s next? What product or service to we ban next? Our job as a
community is to help our businesses succeed, not invent new ways to drive them out of business. After all,
it is the property and business taxes they pay and the sales tax revenue we pay on the goods and services
they provide that allow you to provide us the amazing quality of life we enjoy here in Huntington Beach.
You threaten that with each new mandate you create to control the local marketplace.

We live in an economy that is driven by the marketplace and when left alone it actually works. The issue
for business is that government just can’t leave it alone. We urge the Council to leave this one alone. Do
not open up this Pandora’s Box and go down that slippery slope. If Council feels it must do something to
address this issue, our suggestion would be work with the business community to provide good consumer
education, insuring that a business properly and truthfully discloses where its goods and services come
from, and then let the consumer make the proper choice at the cash register. We oppose puppy mills, but
we oppose this ordinance and urge you to do the same.

Thank you,
SUPPLEMENTAL
%@/ %é/ COMMUNICATION

Jerry L. Wheeler, Sr. IOM mm J/ 7 / /N

President/CEO

AgendatemNo. A5

2134 Main Street, Huntington Beach, CA 92648 P: (714) 536-8888 F: (714) 960-7654



Esparza, Patty

From: Surf City Pipeline [noreply@user.govoutreach.com]

Sent: Friday, May 04, 2012 11:49 PM

To: CITY COUNCIL; agendaalerts@surfcity-hb.org

Subject: Surf City Pipeline: Comment on an Agenda Item (notification)

Request # 11092 from the Government Qutreach System has been assigned to Johanna Stephenson.

Request type: Comment
Request area: City Council - Agenda & Public Hearing Comments

Citizen name: Laura
Description: Regarding Monday, May 7, Council Meeting:

Please vote YES to prevent puppy- and kitten-milled pets from being sold in Huntington
Beach. These breeders compound the homeless animal situation continually and terribly.
It needs to stop; all cities should follow the example of this ordinance.

Also, spay/neuter needs to be made simpler and more affordable to all.

Thank you for reading...
Expected Close Date: 05/07/2012

Click here to access the request

Note: This message is for notification purposes only. Please do not reply to this email. Email replies are not
monitored and will be ignored.

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: §/7//9\
AgendalemNo.___ /5~




Esparza, Patty

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Surf City Pipeline [noreply@user.govoutreach.com]

Sunday, May 06, 2012 8:02 PM

CITY COUNCIL; agendaalerts@surfcity-hb.org

Surf City Pipeline: Comment on an Agenda ltem (notification)

Request # 11105 from the Government Outreach System has been assigned to Johanna Stephenson.

Request type:
Request area:
Citizen name:

Description:

Comment

City Council - Agenda & Public Hearing Comments

Cheryl Zweber

Dear Council Members,

Please adopt ban of sale of dogs and cats cycled from puppy mills and then sold in many
US Cities including the City of HB and approve adendum to allow the sale of
rescue/shelter pets sponsored by the many animal relief groups. Special kudos to Keith
Bohr for calling out Pets Pets Pets on the out of state dogs they are selling...these are
puppy mill dogs and as I evidenced in previous e-mails we bought our choc. lab from
that establishment and she indeed came from a puppy mill breeder: D U Care Kennel
aka Shelly Minor and processed through the Hunte Corp., Missouri. Our dog has serious
health issues since we brought her home in June 2010 with MANY thousands of dollars
spent at the vet. PLEASE VOTE YES ON THIS BAN! 35 plus year HB resident. I
would be there to speak in person but have fractured hip. Please do right by four legged
best friends!

Expected Close Date: 05/07/2012

Click here to access the request

Note: This message is for notification purposes only Please do not reply to this email. Email replies are not
monitored and will be ignored.

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: l/ 7 //)\

AgendatemNo. /5
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PLEASE ADD TO PUBLIC RECORD

April 30,2012

Huntington Beach City Council
2000 Main Street

Huntinpton Beach, CA 92643
Fax (714) 536-5233

Attention Huntington Beach Mayor and Council Members:

1 am opposed to any ordinance that would ban the sale of dogs and cats by pet shops.
The USDA, already regulates commercial breeders. Pet shops are some of the many
small businesses within Huntington Beach, It is WRONG that the city seeks to harm
small family owned businesses because of pressure applied by special interest groups! 1
urge the city council not to support this ordinance or any ordinance that would harm
businesses in Huntington Beach or dictate where we should purchase our pets.

Respectfully,

) b?@J

B@éé’Dﬁ\:msou
K@S)‘DEHT?{‘Q)U&\MEﬁS O WnNERL
i Honsd et Repch

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: J’/‘? /ZJ\

Agenda ltem No. /S
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PLEASE ADD TO PUBLIC RECORD

April 36, 2012

Huntington Beach City Couneil”
2000 Main $treet
Huntington Beach, CA 9204
(714) 536-5233 - :

Attention Huntington Beach Mayor and Council Members:

I am opposed to any ordinance that would ban the sale of dogs and cats | v pet shops.
The USDA already regulates commercial breeders. Pet shops are some « f the many
small busitiesses within Huntington Beach. Tt is WRONG that the ity s ks to harm
.small family owned busitiesses because of pressure applied by special in erest groups! T
urge the city council not to support this ordinance or any ordinance that vould harm
bugivesses in Huntington Beach or dictate where we should purchase ow pets.

f%@h N
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PLEASE ADDTO PUBLIC RECORD

L Apil g, 2002

o (@14) 5365033 -

Hhrtingler Beach City Council "
2000 Msit Streer - . . -
Huntingion Beach; CA. 93648,

A.tic‘nti-on_I-Iuhﬁ;igt@n@éa&hM;équi} aﬁ&.@t}uﬁcﬂ,Members: -

<

T am opposed t any.o'ndi-f_iénce;-that. would‘ban the sale &f :dggg,l' aﬁ@cﬁtﬁ by pet sh'opsf

. Theé' USDA alreddy _regul—étes--coh;mercial:,bﬁrééders.,_ Pet shops dre some of. the many

- Respectfily, - . 5

siall busiriesses within Himtington Beach: It is WRONG that the ity seeks to hatm ~
small fanily Gwned businesses because of yressure.applied by special terast groups! T
urpe the city cotneil not to supjport this ordinance of any ordinance that would-harm
businesses ify Huntiiygton. Beach or dictate whete we shoiuld purchase ourpets, . |

HOSPITAL DOGTORS HOUR
7_:30 & = 6,00 prn M-t 9:00 am - noan & 2-6 prﬁ M-F
7:30 ami - 12 noan SAT 9:00 am - 12 noon SAT
11:00 am - 3:00 pm SUN 11:00 am - 3:00 pm SUN

GARDEN GROVE DOG & CAT HOSPITAL

* Leslie 8. Malo, D.v:M.
Mark D. Malo, D.V.M.
Brent M. Hess, D.VM,

10822 GARDEN GROVE BLVD, 7.14 587-880
GARDEN GROVE, CA 92843 (FA)g 537-601 20
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PLEASE ADD TO P1'BLIC RECORD

Aptil Fo, 2012

Huntington Beach City Couneil
2000 Main Street

Huntington Beach, CA 92648
(714) 536-5233

Attention Huntington Beach Mayor and Council Members:

T am opposed to any ordinance that would ban the sale of dogs and cats .-y pet shops. _
The USDA already regulates commercial breeders. Pet shops are some  the many _
small businesses within Huntington Beach. It is WRONG that the city & ks to harm
small family owned businesscs because of pressure applied by special in zrest groups! |

“urge the city council not to support this ordinance or any ordinance that - vould harm
businesses in Huntington Beach or dictate where we should purchase ou pets.

|
"l \ B

| ) iy,
Taskr A Humble, | QQQI \)‘;(OJ

2400 WBiola AVL
Dok 18%0

Lalrades, (A A0b%4

Respectfu)ly,
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April 22,2012

Huntington Beach City Coungil
2000 Main Strecl

Huntington Beach. CA 92648
(714) 536-5233

Attention Huntington Beach Mayor and Council Members:

I'am opposed to any ordinance that would ban the sale of dogs and cats & y pet shops.
The USDA alteady regulates commercial breeders, Pet shops are some of the many
small businesses within Fluntington Beach. It is WRONG that the city s.;eks to harm
small family owned businesses because of pressure applied by special i+ srest groups! I
urge the city council not to support this ordinance or any ordinance that rould harm
businesses in ITuntington Beach or dictate where we should purchase o pets.

Respectfully.,
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April 2o, 2012

Huntington Beach City Council
2000 Main Streel

Huntington Beach, CA 92648
(714) 536-5233

Attention Huntington Beach Mayor and Council Membets:
I'am opposed to any ordinance that would ban the sale of dogs and cats I:y pet shops.

. The USDA already regulates commercial breeders. Pet shops are some of the rany
small businesses within Huntington Beach. Tt is WRONG that the city seeks to harm

——t

small family owned businesses because of pressure applied by special interest groups! I
urge the city council not to support this ordinance or any ordinance that would harm
businesses in Huntington Beach or dictate where we should purchase ou- pets.

YN @A

) - 295 - %8 04 "‘"qrjq,‘

0328 %@%w% agskered
e’
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O&ﬁ?ﬁathﬁﬁwg, - Sxamj)
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Respectfully,




85/87/2812 12:068 B88BBBBBOG 0000 PAGE B5
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April 30, 2012

Huntington Beach City Council
2000 Main Street

Huntington Beach, CA 92648
(714) 536-5233

Attention Huntington Beach Mayor and Council Members:

I am opposed to any ordinance that would ban the sale of dogs and cats by pet shops.
The USDA already regulates commereial breeders. Pet shops are some of the many
small businesses within Huntington Beach. It is WRONG that the city seeks to harm
small family owned businesses because of pressure applied by special interest groups! I
urge the city council not to support this ordinance ot any ordinance that would harm
businesses in Huntington Beach or dictate where we should purchase our pets.

Respectfully,

y! pé’}t\{*L

KQ:;\

Nid

4 Codwder  Cane
Wl A Qv




B5/87/2012 12:08 alalalalalala]ala]a] 0000 PAGE Bb6

PLEASE ADD TO PUBLIC RECORD

April e, 2012

Huntington Beach City Council
2000 Main Street

Huntington Beach, CA 92648
(714) 536-5233 .

Attention Huntington Beach Mayor and Couneil Members:

T am opposed to any ordinance that would ban the sale of dogs and cats iy pet shops.
The USDA already regulates commercial breeders, Pet shops$ are some -Fthe many
small businesses within Huntington Beach. 1t is WRONG that the city . eksto harm
small family owned businesses because of pressure applied by special i1 erest groups! 1
urge the city council not to support this ordinance or any ordinance that *vould harm
businesses in Huntington Beach or dictate where we should purchasc our pets.

Respectfully,

 Konniv QavedR
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SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date:
Agenda tem No.

Huntington Beach City Council
2000 Main St.

Huntington Beach,CA 92648
(714)536-5233

J'/? //a\
43

PLEASE ADD TO PUBLIC RECORD

Attention Huntington Beach Mayor and Concil Members:

| am opposed to any ordinance that would ban the sale of dogs and cats by pet shops.
The USDA already regulates commercial breeders. Pet shops are some of the many small
businesses within Huntington Beach. It is WRONG that the city seeks to harm small family
owned business because of pressure applied by special interest groups!
I urge the city council not to support this ordinance or any ordinance that would harm businesses

in Huntington Beach or dictate where should purchase ou

Respectfully.
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Huntington Beach City Council
2000 Main St.

Huntington Beach,CA 92648
{714)536-5233

PLEASE ADD TO PUBLIC RECORD

Attention Huntington Beach Mayor and Concil Members:

| am opposed to any ordinance that would ban the sale of dogs and cats by pet shops.

The USDA already regulates commercial breeders. Pet shops are some of the many smail
businesses within Huntington Beach. It is WRONG that the city seeks to harm small family
owned business because of pressure applied by special interest groups!
[ urge the city council not to support this ordinance or any ordinance that would harm businesses
in Huntington Beach or dictate where should purchase our pets.

Respectfully.

f Address

Name
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Huntington Beach City Council
2000 Main St.

Huntington Beach,CA 92648
(714)536-5233

PLEASE ADD TO PUBLIC RECORD

Attention Huntington Beach Mayor and Concil Members:

I am opposed to any ordinance that would ban the sale of dogs and cats by pet shops.
The USDA already regulates commercial breeders. Pet shops are some o_f.thé many small
businesses within Huntington Beach. It is WRONG that the city seeks to harm small family
owned husiness because of pressure applied by special interest groupsl
I urge the city council not to support this ordinance or any ordinance that would harm businesses
in Huntington Beach or dictate where should purchase our pets.

Respectfully.
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Huntington Beach City Council
2000 Main St.

Huntington Beach,CA 92648
(714)526-5233

PLEASE ADD TO PUBLIC RECORD

Attention Huntington Beach Mayor and Concil Members:

[ am opposed to any ordinance that would ban the sale of dogs and cats by pet shops.
The USDA already regulates commercial breeders. Pet shops are some of the many small
businesses within Huntington Beach. [t is WRONG that the city seeks to harm small family
owned business because of pressure applied by special interest groups!
| urge the city council not to support this ordinance or any ordinance that would harm businesses
in Huntington Beach or dictate where should purchase aur pets.

Respectfully.
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Huntington Beach City Council
2000 Main St.

Huntington Beach,CA 92648
(714)536-5233

PLEASE ADD TO PUBLIC RECORD

Attention Huntington Beach Mayor and Concil Members:

| am opposed to any ordinance that would ban the sale of dogs and cats by pet shops.
The USDA already regulates commercial breeders. Pet shops are some of the many small
businesses within Huntington Beach. It is WRONG that the city seeks to harm small family
owned business because of pressure applied by special interest groups!
| urge the city council not to support this ordinance or any ordinance that would harm businesses
in Huntington Beach or dictate where should purchase our pets.

Respectfully.

Address

L

Name

~ Signature
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