


Gary Waits replied that any development would cause an impact, however this type of
development (a park), would not disrupt the wildlife there, and certainly would not
impact it as much as & bousing development.

Mike asked how much it would cost to clean up the site?

Angela stated that the cost would be less than for housing, and that there would not have
to be 2 major investment right away. As funds come in, we can phase in the park. It
would stave off overcrowding the schools and have no impact on traffic.

Belinda E. stated that natural revegetation occurs in 3-4 years, which has been seen in
Whittier, therefore not much has to be done to restore the natural habitat.

Shawn brought up the issue regarding the agreement (*ie; a coniract) Chevron made with
the City in 1977, where Chevron agreed fo lower density and save open space at that
time. He feels that at some point this is going to resurface and we will have to deal with

1t

If there were no further questions regarding the Presentation, Mike suggested that each
agency present what their role is in the group and what they think about the property.

Gary Watts from State Parks stated that he came over to look at the property a few
meonths ago. He committed to do an evaluation of the property for State Parks. Since
they are “hit up a lot for proposals, they have to be conservative about them.”
Acquisition becomes very competitive. There are 2 few categories to evaluate for
“significance.” One category that is being emphasized right now is the urban areas. He
seconded what Shawn had said about State money from Bonds being gone. Last year the
State made a commitment to buy and develop urban property- $750 million was gone in
months, mostly to the northern part of the state. Orange Co. has only State Beaches and
Chino Hills State Park. We are “park poor”, So Coyote Hills scored high because of the
urban area it is in. It also scored high because of the diversity of wildlife, especially the
gnateatcher population. It scored “fairly high” on the “uniqueness” scale. “The State has
no money to spend on property right now.” Watts echoed Shawn Nelsons statements that
all of prop’s 12 and 40 have been spent for this year.” However the State has legitimate
reason 1o get involved. Acquisition- wise it is going up against a lot of competition.
Only 5 State Parks have been formed in the past 10 years. There would have to be
agreement among politicians to get Bond money. © Partnerships “ are very effective,
especially if there is an educational aspect involved. If the property can further Statc
Educational Goals, it has a lot more clout. He gave an example of various Boating
Centers around the State that partner with Universities.

Shawn asked if the State could buy the land in phases, or is there a minimum amount of
Jand that is required to become a park?

Gary stated that size is not significant. Chino Hills has been bought in phases or
increments. There is no size limit.

Melanie Schlotterbeck from TPL gave her Mission Statement. TPL’s “mission isto
conserve land for people”. They are moving towards conservation for Wildlife as well.
There are 5 conditions for their involvement. 1) They acquire land but den’t manage it.
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2) They only work with a “willing seller”. They do not have the manpower for anyone
else. They are “overwhelmed” with requests. TPL did send a letter to Chevron but never
heard back from them so they are assuming there is not a willing seller here. 3) The
acquired land must border an existing park, which CH does. 4) They only work with
State approved or listed appraisers, and 5) they don’t use private money for acquisition.
They are pulling from the same pots as everyone else.

Mike asked, “If Don Means will sit down with TPL, can you negotiate with him in
carnest? Does TPL have access 1o the amount of funding mentioned, or are they drawing
from the same pots that were mentioned? Melanie answered that yes, they would. She
echoed the statements of Nelson and Watts that this years allocations for Prop 12 and 40
have been spent. This is a very large amount of money however, all of it is not needed up
front. If a price was agreed upon, TPL will give a small down payment such as $1000.00
and agree on time to find future funds for money in installments. They are 90%

successiul.

Mike asked, “If they give an unrealistic amount, will Iand owners eiter infto such
agreements?”

Melanie stated that the appraisal value would have to match the negotiated price. TPL
has at times split the cost of the appraisal with another party.

Mike thanked Melanie and took questions.

Kathleen asked Gary about clarifying that monies are “ already gone” from the Bonds.
Gary Watts stated that State Parks money is already gone from Prop. 12 and 40. Prop 50

did not have State Parks as a line item.

Bruce W. asked Melanie why Chevron was not responding to TPL letter?

Shawn answered, “They don’t want to give the raw dirt numbers. They ate dealing as a
business entity and don’t want to give a price.” _

Bruce stated that the selling price is very important. We need to peg a number.

Kathieen asked if the City could do an appraisal?

Mike-and-Shawn stated that, “No the City has no reason to get an appraisal since they are
not able to buy the property anyway. There would not be a real “purpose” for the city to
pay for that.”

Shawn recommended a partnership with Cal State Fullerton. They have recently hired
lobbyists Townsend and Assoe. to go out and write grants and lobby for monies for the
city. Mike stated that they are trying to get “Fullerton on the map”, with lobbyists and
grant writers. He is hoping to get support as Mayor on all levels. He “intends to go out
and pound commitment out of legislators™, Townsend and Associates would have to
performs because this is what they are hired to do, if not, we will dump them. the-money

being-spent-on-thern-not-they-are-out-of-there:

Bruce Whitaker explained that when Supervisor Norby was first approached about this
topic many months ago, he was not fully aware of everything regarding the funding
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issues. He said he is happy to be a part of the think tank, “to explore all” options as MPT
Clesceri stated, and il the funding is available and the price is at the lower end, he
helieves his boss will be supportive. - ‘

Enrique from SGMC stated he has “good news”. His agency is created for projects such
as this. Jts’ purpose is to carry out community ideals. In February, they sent out an RFP
under Prop. 40 and they are getting ready to take recommendations to their Board next
month. They expect to have more funds available in next few years from Prop. 50. Itis
given in “chunks”. The “bad news” is that they also cannot be involved when there is not
a willing seller. CH has been evaluated and it scored well, but their proposal was taken
out due to Chevron not being leskinglike a willing seller so they had to take them off of
their list of funding recommendations. '
Mike asked if they had ever talked to Chevron ot writien them about selling to sce if they
were willing to sell.

Enrique stated no they had not, but assumed they were 10t willing. Mike asked where
they received information that Chevron was not a wiiling seller, since he personally heard
Don Means say, “Make me an offer” at the public forum. Enrique stated he received the
information from Friends of West Coyote Hills.

Belinda F. stated that SGMC is a new agency started in 1999 by the State. There is lots
of pressure to do urban projects. In factitis mandated, especially last remaining open
spaces. They could not carve out funding it this cycle, but they will bave $40 million out
of Prop 40 and $20 million from Prop 50 next year. There is also Prop 12 pot, but their
grant writing cycle is past. She encourages partnering and leveraging. There are at least
* 2 gther pots out of Prap.50 that are particularly for 5. California. They could piece it
together in the near future. We also need to identify this as a project in upcoming Bond
measures.

Mike stated that it is unfortonate that SGMC had to remove them and miss out on
potential funding this year because of misinformation, or something a group believed at
the time. This is the type of misinformation that should be reduced through an all
inclusive meeting such as the think tank.

Doug Miles stated that he hears that money may “come down the pike” soon, and it
appears that what FCH needs more than money now is time. What can happen to prevent
this from getting away from us? Can the city not re-zone?

Shawn stated that some current City Council members do not feel the same as he does.
“It will be very difficult to turn the project down. You can’t flat out say no.” He
personally has a fear of a lawsuit that would deal with getting a fair value. “We can’t
afford to get involved with a $100million lawsuit.”

Mike stated, “Chevion will bend-to-pelitieal fecl the pressure such as these meetings™.
He wants public to know that these meetings and talks are happening. He thinks Don
Means may” start to get the message” that he is not sure he has the necessary support o
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pass the item. The last thing a developer wants to do is bring a large project forward
without feeling pretty good about having af least three votes.

Shawn stated that © If the alternative is to lower density, etc.he’ll go there, but we’re not
there”,

Bonnic from the equestrian group stated that all Fullerton’s trails are named after
equestrians and that Fullerton is known for its trails. Bonnie claims that all Fullerton
trails are the tesult of efforts of the horse community activism. She has confirmed this
through records research. Bonnie said that Chevron has backed out of their promise to
build a stable for the equestrians on the WCH property as part of their development
proposal. She complained that there are not enough stables in Fullerion for horses, and
that horse owners have 1o keep their horses in far away places such as Riverside or
Corona. This is inconvenient. She thinks that this deprives children the opportunity to

learn about large animals.

Mike C. encouraged her to contact Dr Gordon of CSUF to query their interest in this
forum using the common ground of education.

Minard Duncan, Fullerton School Board {elementary school district) stated that thereis a
criticism in the community that FCH campaign is only to benefit the residents in that
immediate area. Shawn asked if the schools are indeed overcrowded and that the district
is looking for school sites. Minard responided that the growth may be a spurt and
concentrated in the junior highs. The district would love to have affordable land for new
schools, but funds are scarce. Also, if the crowding is a temporary situation, the district
would not want to react by building a new school that may not be needed in the lonig run.
Mike C asked if Minard could continue to participate it this forum. Minard responded
that he personally is willing to, but needs to check with the rest of the board.

It was agreed to meet another time in the near future, possibly monthly. Mike thanked
everyone for coming and the meeting was adjourned. Meeting adjourned approximately
2:30pm. '

Minutes taken by Kathleen Shanfield
June 2, 2003
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CITY. COUNCIL

Cfice of the Mayor and City Councll Mayor, Letand Wilson
- : Moyo; Pro Temn, Den Bankheod

f Richard Jones, M.D.
Shawn Nelson
Sharon Quirk

May 10, 2006

The Honorable Mayor Pete Dames
City of La Habra

13700 La Mirada Bivd.

La Mirada, CA 50638 -

Déar Mayor Dames:

| The Fullerton City'Coun'ciE will be niaking a. decision in the near future ab_ddt thé '

- remaining 510 acres of West Coyote Hills.” Personally, I have been working on @
compromise that would expand the open space by obtaining funds from the State and
buying up developable fand for that purpose. The monies are mted However, it's

been brought to my attention that multiple cities in two counties can have a greater

success in obtaining funding in this purpose.

It is with this thought in mind that I ask you to consifjer the foliowing. Wéuid you be
interested in placing on your agenda for your Council's consideration the concept of
working jointly with Fullerton in an effort to secure as much funding as possrble to

preserve. the most open space possible for the citizens of all our communities? I have
sent this same letter to the cities of La Habra, La Mirada and Buena Park. In the event

your Council supports this concept, T will ask Fuilertons City Councit to start this
process. :

It is my hope that tbgether we can develop an action plan that is stronger becausé of
our numbers and protect the last major open space asset in North Orange County.
Please feel free to contact me. at City Hall at 714-738-6311 or e-mail me at

_Ielan@w@cx.fuiterton_.ca.ug _ | | %{WM /&/ ﬁ/éz%a/

Thark you in advance for your consideration.
e A,w';@
Sincerely,

e Lol

.'fﬁiﬁf W’fson W gz‘m émg%
%&fu

303 Wast Commanweatth Avenue, Fullerton, Caitt
(714 738-6311 » Fox (714) 738-67588 » councli@cifullerton.c
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CITY OF FULLERTON
FISCAL YEAR 2008
PRIORITY PROJECTS

City Hall
303 W. Commonwealth Ave.
Fullerton, CA 92832
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CITY OF FULLERTON

Office of the Mayor and City Coundi Mayor, Shawn Nelson
Mayor Pro Tem, Sharon Guirk

Don Banknead

F. Richard Jones, M.D.

Fom Keller

March 2, 2007

To the California Congressional Delegation:

It is my pleasure to present to you on behalf of the Fullerton City Courcil and
constituents, the City of Fullerton’s Fiscal Year 2008 Priority Projects. These essential
projects benefit the 135,000 residents of Fullerton; the over 11,000 Fullerton businesses;
tens of thousands of students at our five universities; numerous visitors to our
community; and more than 500,000 people in surrounding communities that utilize our
infrastructure, parks, and services.

The City of Fullerton’s projects address transportation, infrastructure, quality: of life,
historic preservation, and juvenile crime prevention. A total of 4 projects are included in
this document, and I urge you to champion our requests in fiscal year 2008 and beyond.

State College Blvd. Grade Separation

Boys and Girls Club Community Center

Hillcrest Park Fountain and War Veterans Memorial
Fox Theatre Renovaticn

Al bo o

As you establish your fiscal year 2008 funding priorities for California, we are optimistic
that the City of Fullerton's projects will be included. We look forward to working with
you and your staffs this year and for many years to come. If you have any questions
regarding the projects contained in this document, please do not hesitate to contact my
office at (714) 738-6311; or Chris Meyer, City Manager and Joe Felz, Assistant to the City
Manager at (714) 738-6310.

Sincerely,

303 West Commonweahh Avenueg, Fullerton, Californic 92832-1775
(714) 7386311 « Fox (714) 7386758 + council@cifullerfon.ca.us = www.eifullerion.ca.us
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Special Project

Coyote Hills — Nature Preserve Development

The City of Fullerton is seeking an estimated $35 million to create a 100 acre
regional nature park and preserve in Southern California. Funds would be'used to
acquire 30-40 acres of undeveloped lands currently planned for residential development.

These lands are adjacent to, and would be combined with, the 72-acre Robert Ward
Nature Preserve in the currently undeveloped West Coyote Hills section of Fullerton in
order to create a 100+ acre regional nature park and preserve, serving an estimated 1
million residents in a service area of 150 square miles.

As a regional nature park and preserve, the project will preserve environmental
resources and habitat areas, create an extensive interpretive trail system, and incorporate
the Preserve and its trail systems into Fullerton's 30 mile trail system and Orange
County's regional trail system. The project will also create a key environmental link,
connecting thru the regional trail system, from the Coyote Hills ¢o the Cleveland
National Forest by way of Chino Hills State Park. This element is a key regional
environmental planning goal.

These funds would be used to:

e acquire 30+ acres of open space land currently slated for development

e develop an interpretive Nature Center

» add rrails throughout the new regional park

s integrate new trail systems with Fullerton’s existing 30 mile trail system
and the Countywide trail system

e provide necessary improvements, including restrooms, parking areas,
interpretive and direction signs

« create environmental education and recreational opportunities in
partnership with the regional environmental groups

Currently, Chevron Land and Development Co. (Chevron) owns the property,
and has submitted plans to develop properties adjacent to the Nature Preserve. These
plans are currently in the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) review process. Chevron
has been made aware of this proposal and is 2 willing seller.

This proposal will remove the 30 — 40 acres from this proposed development and
will complement the development of the remaining land. As part of their development
plan, Chevron has committed to create a Conservancy to permanently support a nature
preserve, trails, and nature habitat areas. Working with the City of Fullerton, this will
ensure preservation of this vital natural resource for future generations of Californians.

17
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Townsend

PUBLIC AFFAIRS, INC

MEMORANDUM

To: City of Fullerton
From: Townsend Public Affairs, Inc.
Date: July 29, 2009

Subject: West Coyote Hills Funding Opportunities

Below please find some potential funding sources for the West Coyote Hills project.

Proposition 84 Park Funding

Proposition 84 was a $5.38 billion state bond for natural resources, parks and water
projects that was approved by voters in November 2006. Within the bond measure is
$400 million for park and community related projects that include creation, expansion
and rehabilitation.

The funding will most likely be distributed in two rounds, totaling $361 million statewide.
The guidelines were finalized in April 2009 but a deadline for application has not been
set as the funds have not been appropriated yet. We anticipate applications for funding
being due in very late 2009 or early 2010, but DPR has not yet set a schedule because
the application cannot be released until the budget is finalized and the money has been
appropriated in the budget.

The maximum funding per project for Proposition 84 is $5 million.

Proposition 84 - Nature Education Fund

Proposition 84 included $100 million for Nature Education Centers. The Proposition 84
bond language did not specify how the funding would be allocated or to what projects,
only that the legislature would need to provide language to create some method to
appropriate the funds. The specifics were left to the Department of Parks and
Recreation to create and they have now completed a set of draft grant guidelines that
will ultimately be used in the final application materials that are expected to be released
after the FY 09-10 budget is finalized.

There could be a nexus with the NEC fund for an interpretive center in West Coyote
Hills. There will be one round of competitive funding to allocate the $91 million in
funding available statewide. Applicants will compete at three different funding tiers:

e Projects requesting between $10,000-$1 million
e Projects requesting between $1 - $3 million
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e Projects requesting between $3-$5 million

DPR is also considering giving additional consideration for each of the following criteria
that the grant satisfies:

e Serves underserved communities with limited access to parks and nature
education facilities or communities with low educational achievement;

e Designed to increase accessibility to the facility including partnerships with public
education institutions or public transit availability

e lllustrates an ongoing commitment of financial resources to the project

e Utilizes the United State Green Building Council’s building standards

OCTA Measure M2 Environmental Mitigation Funding

Summary: In the M2 measure passed in 2006, a set aside fund totaling approximately
$250 million (now estimated to be $147 million due to sales tax projections) was created
for large scale mitigation projects that could draw a direct nexus to transportation
projects and improvements. The idea of such a set aside was largely aimed at
conservation sites that would be eligible for future acquisition or restoration through the
M2 environmental mitigation fund.

In late March an announcement was made for a first-round call for projects, where all
potentially eligible stakeholders were invited to make a short presentation to the M2
Environmental Mitigation Committee and Denny Bean did present on behalf of the
Friends of Coyote Hills. Property holders or interested parties have until July 31% to
submit projects for consideration in this round of funding. OCTA is currently finalizing
the prioritization process for selection of properties and hopes to have the first round of
projects selected by later this year. The first round of funding will most likely be in the
$30 million range.

Attachment 5



Joan.Wolff
Text Box
 Attachment 5  
        




