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Foreword

This year of Chula Vista's Centennial Anniversaywe honor our past 100 years, may be good timentember that Chula
Vista's proud history includes a strong traditio @attern of community activism. This activis$tory has shaped the city in
significant ways. Some examples are summarizemhbeCrossroads Iwelcomes corrections and additions to this brief
history.

Widening North Second Avenue — NOT!

In1971, if you were driving south on Second Avefroen 30" Street in National City, as soon as you crossed th
Sweetwater River, you would have had to drive gpoaked road to get to the level part of Chula &{gtbout C Street).
There were many accidents on that section of tad, nparticularly from people not making one of thieves.

Two families who lived on Second Avenue both fowoid by accident that at the next Council meetirgg@lity Manager
was going to recommend not only straightening bat trooked section of the road, but alswigen Second Avenue to
four lanes all the way from the National City borde to H Street! One of those families was Susan & Peter Watwey; th
other was the Tabers. Susan and Peter printed #ygeng made up a petition, and went door-to-dmoSecond Avenue
from C Street to H Street collecting signatures pleading with people to come to the Council hegatirat Tuesday night.

At the Council meeting, as people filed in, Susad Birs. Taber asked people if they were there aBeabnd Avenue. If
so, they were given an inch-wide green ribbon abaanthes long to pin on their lapel. The Cou@hlambers was
packed to overflowing. The Council wisely decideta 5-0 vote NOT to widen Second Avenue. Forbryéater,
although north Second Avenue carries a lot ofitraifis still a pleasant 2-lane residential stree

Also, at that time, CalTrans had a 4-lane bridgssing the Sweetwater River planned for Second Afeer the action
by the Council described above, the activists prieasked the Council to follow up by requesting thalTrans change its
plan from a 4-lane bridge to a 2-lane bridge. Toencil did, and CalTrans did. Today there islar bridge over
Sweetwater River connecting 30th Street in Nati@igf to Second Ave. in Chula Vista.

Public Ownership of Water

From 1888 until 1977, local water supplies, inchglthe Sweetwater Dam, were owned by a succestivate
companies. In 1977 the private owner was the @ail&-American Water Company (Cal-Am). But praigtowned
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water companies could not buy water from the Calorar California aqueducts, so the South Bay ItrageDistrict
(SBID) was formed as a public agency that couldtipase aqueduct water and distribute it throughADal pipe
network.

In the 1970s, the Directors of the South Bay ItitgaDistrict (SBID) decided they should buy thévpte company, Cal-
Am. After some court battles, SBID had to haveskattion to approve the bond issue necessary smdo

SBID asked local activist Susan Watry to be thempaign manager. Although outspent by Cal-Am Hgast 10:1,
Susan and SBID won the election because (1) wita fhoney available, a lot of citizens volunteetiegir time to walk
precincts, especially the local chapter of the lueagf Women Voters under the leadership of Revahyand (2) Susan
“knew the territory;” she knew from experience whyrecincts would most likely vote heavily in a sjpéelection like
this, and which would not. Those few precinctsemealked several times over, and no time was spalking the
precincts unlikely to vote very heavily. Cal-Amstad their money by sending literature to everyskedn the district,
whether they were likely to vote or not.

Thus the Sweetwater Authority, a public agency, €amo being to control the water supply for Na&ibgity, Bonita, and
the western part of Chula Vista.

TheRancho del ReBattles

Chula Vista's Rancho del Rey neighborhood has theeesubject of some of the most intense battl€&hmla Vista's
history of community activism. In the early 197@sSan Diego developer/dentist named Dr. LeonérdrB owned a
fledgling American Basketball Association team edlthe Conquistadors. Dr. Bloom decided that thieeat location of
the Terra Nova neighborhood shopping center at &t and 1-805 would be a great location to bail2l0,0000 seat
sports arena surrounded by retail development.B@om had an option to purchase generally alldne surrounded by
[-805, East H St., Otay Lakes Rd., and Telegrapiy@a Rd. Dr. Bloom's plan included mass grading this entirarea
and filling all the natural canyons, including beatiful Rice Canyon. The City Council, under the leadership of Mayor
Tom Hamilton, voted to approve Dr. Bloom's proposal

A group of activist citizens forme@itizens Concerned for Chula Vista (CCCGAnd collected enough signatures for a
ballot initiative to put Dr. Bloom's proposal tgablic vote. The referendum passed; meaning than€is vote in favor
of Dr. Bloom's proposal was null and void.
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Dr. Bloom came back with a revised plan that eletéa the 20,000 seat sports arena, but still ieclkcessive amounts
of development. The revised plan was approvedheyCouncil again. CCCYV started another petitionedrcollected
enough signatures to put the issue on the ballibagnd won again.

After the second referendum passed, Mayor Hamitiomed a committee called the Advisory CommitteeRice Canyon
Development, nicknamed ACCORD. This committee cosep of 50% developers/real estate interests &d 50
concerned residents, co-chaired by realtor Ken kollk community activist Peter Watry, worked togethigh city
planners to come up with an acceptable a plarhfoatea. The result of that effort was the ptarttie now-existing
Rancho del Rey neighborhood of our city and thegmetion of the wonderful open space canyonsRhatho del Rey
residents enjoy today.

Then around 1990, city planners decided it woulgded if Chula Vista had an auto park like the biaail City Mile of
Cars to get the hefty sales taxes car dealerskipsrgte. They decided that the area along East\Wwh8re the Costco and
Home Depot are now would be a great location foo dealerships. Then-Rancho del Rey residentdatiguilar joined
with other Terra Nova and Rancho del Rey residentgposing the concept of having auto dealersinipisis area, which
is completely surrounded by quiet residential neaghoods. Calling themselvd® Auto Dealers Allowed (NADAthis
group worked with Mayor Gayle McCandliss and otmembers of the city council on an alternate sotuti®he result of
those discussions was city hall's decision to paitaiuto dealerships on Main St. Subsequently'pineer retail center”
that includes Costco, K-Mart and other "big boxdres was built along East H St.

Growth Management

As the negotiated plan for Rancho del Rey wasljagtnning construction, a developer came to towth wiplan for a new
development calleBastlake and wanted to begin construction immediatelycdBse Rancho del Rey was just beginning
construction, this plan meant there would be al@mpty land between Rancho del Rey and Eastl&kés is known as
leapfrog developmenThe city's planning director at the time, JimdPsbn, opposed the Eastlake development for this
reason, and was fired as a resuilt.

While Mayor Will Hyde was the only member of theyOCouncil at that time who voted against the E&stldevelopment
plan, the problem of “leapfrogging” was discussed gecognized by everyone on the Council. So éveagh four
Council members voted for the plan, they addedtipeilation that by the time a certain number afsuwere built, East H

1 Jim Peterson still lives in Chula Vista and is an active member of the Crossroads Il Board of Directors.
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Street had to be widened. When Eastlake reacladnidiximum number of units, East H St. had not védened. So all
five Council members voted to put a developmentatowium in place until the widening occurred. @tias the first and
only time the Chula Vista city council has everldesd a moratorium on development.) The moratoiasted until
Eastlake agreed to pay to widen both East H Saree{Telegraph Canyon Road from 2 lanes to 6 laewgden 1-805 and
Eastlake. (As Rancho del Rey continued to fill @vizeen 805 and Eastlake, those developers hadrbuese Eastlake
for their fair share of the street widening costs.)

Meanwhile, the Council seemed to become more ané pro-development, approving any and all develoyprpeojects
that came along. In response, in 1986 formeraviayill Hyde and City Councilman Frank Scott, wargiwith other
activist citizens, forme@rossroads.

In the 1960s the city of San Diego had approvedigwelopment plan for Mira Mesa. The developeripstreets,
sewers, electrical services, built houses, andtbelosh. But when people moved in, they found thateé were no schools
in the area, no parks, no libraries, no police &ilmns — none of the services the city is resgmador providing. The
result was a very unbalanced community.

The citizens who had formeégrossroaddook a look at this and declared this should mpen in Chula Vista. From an
idea suggested by Bill Robens, they proposed assefi“thresholds” that had to be met as developmecurred.
Crossroadgproposed this to the developers, and they agresdtich thresholds seemed reasonable and desirable
Throughout the summer of 1987 meetings were heldrbgsroadsand developers with city staff members presert, an
together a series of eleven thresholds were handhoerte The thresholds were designed to ensurethette
development and public development would procegdtteer. At that time Chula Vista was lucky to hdeeelopers who,
because they were in it for the long-run, recoghine value of the thresholds. Some of these dpeet included Bob
Santos for EastLake, Kim Kilkenney for Otay Raraigd Ken Baumgartner for McMillan Companies.

So, with one or two exceptions, as developmengeptsjhave been completed east of I-805 over thtecpaple of decades
and people started moving in, the schools werestiee parks were there, fire stations were thetoe, One high school
was late, for a variety of reasons, and the ci/'l@rrowed" money from the library fund for otheses. As of this writing
the library threshold has not been met, and Chidéa\fesidents who live between I-805 and the SRt&R road still

have no community library.

The thresholds and the Growth Management prograladed a Growth Management Oversight Committee (@Yt
annually look at the data to make sure that thestiolds were met, and if not, why not. The thrishand the GMOC
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were the greatest contribution©fossroads Amazingly, the original thresholds that were eleped that summer in 1987
have stood the test of time and are still beingl@seof 2011. The GMOC is now doing a “top to bwit review of the
growth management program, so we shall see ihitbeadone even better.

Crossroaddlisbanded in 1993, once the planning for Otay Rdraxl been completed.

The Cummings Initiative

Joe Cummings was a retired naval officer with @Pm psychology. He served many terms as artedeBoard member
of the Chula Vista Elementary School District. \Mas also a member @frossroads

During the late 1980's a sitting Chula Vista cibyincilman was brokering real estate deals by ggitinvestors to buy
single-family development, getting it re-zoned toltiffamily, reselling it at much higher pricesgthpaying off the
investors. The councilman's investors includeallpolitically well-connected individuals. Joe Commgs got so upset
over this practice that virtually alone he settougather enough signatures to put an initiativéhenballot.

When almost ready to turn his signatures in, aifirdoe’s garage destroyed most of the petitiomsldterred, Joe simply

went out and collected the signatures again. klji had enough, he turned them in, the initiatigss put on the ballot,

and it passed. This 1988 initiative, since reféteeas the “Cummings Initiative,” is still in effetoday. It requires that a
property can only be up-zoned one step at a tim@cannot be up-zoned again until a 2 year wajigngpd passes.

No! to Annexation of Bonita-Sunnyside

The late1980's was a busy period for communitywests. The Bonita-Sunnyside Fire Protection Destis an
unincorporated area of the county of about 7 sqomiless northeast of the City of Chula Vista. lbiscupied by about
12,000 residents and 4,000 homes. During thelR&@'’s, three people from Bonita requested thatittyeannex the area.
The primary reason given for this request wastthat'community” was much closer to the City of Ghwuista than to
County government, and the annexation would me#ergovernment for Bonita-Sunnyside residents.

But other Bonita residents viewed the annexatioa lass of local control of their community. Afiai, Bonita already
had an established Planning Board and a Fire DepattBoard whose seats were filled with electedllogsidents, and
an active Civic Association that looked after mattyer concerns of the local community. Chula Vadftared none of
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these neighborhood institutions, and still doestadhis day. But perhaps the most important lcoaicern was potential
loss in property values, because City zoning camess ahot allow for farm animals, like horses.

Under California law, all annexation requests nigsteviewed by a state agency called the Local &gé&ormation
Commission (LAFCO). LAFCO agreed to study the jsigal annexation, and appointed San Diego Courityeas
"Conducting Authority" for the annexation processl @ublic hearings. During this process, severdllresidents started
a petition drive to terminate the annexation stimbgause they believed a majority of residents (p@#% 1 of the voters
or landholders) did not want to be a part of thiy 6f Chula Vista. In late 1988, a signed petitioas submitted to the
Conducting Authorityo end the study, because 65% of the registeres/bad signed the petition declining to be
annexed to the City of Chula Vista. LAFCO endezldhnexation study, and that was the end of that.

SavingFriendship Park

About the year 2000, the city decided it neededwa police station to keep up with the fast pacgrofvth happening on
the east side of the city at that time. Rathen thaild a second station in east Chula Vista, thesyided to build one big
centralized police station near the civic centat thould serve the entire city through the finaldxout of Chula Vista.
(Ironically, the Chula Vista Police Dept. recentiyened a "storefront” operation in the Otay Raridpping center.)

In 2002, after considering several sites, the sigfeduled a special City Council meeting on ar8atumorning for a
decision. The staff recommended that Friendshif feehind the Civic Center Library) become the $ar the police
station — or rather, to replace Friendship Parkwaipolice station. On this Saturday morning nontoers of the public
were present, but one Union-Tribune reporter wassthand she wrote an article about the City Cdsraxtion.

When that article appeared in the newspaper inesjuent days, all hell broke loose. Citizens qyidtyanized a petition
drive against the action, and within a few weekaead,000 people had signed the petitions. Theelsad this effort
were Susan and Peter Watry, Frank and Joan Rosémnarer Mayor Will Hyde, Gerry and Carlene Scottd&haron
Floyd. Most of the signatures were gathered atetabét up in front of the Civic Center Library.btary employees were
not allowed to sign the petitions, but they weraegeus in their whispered words of gratitude antbaragement.

After several weeks the City Council wisely direttaty staff to find another site for the new pelstation. They
eventually chose a site directly on F Street, tlyexcross from the Library. And that's where gi@ice station is today.
Later, the Council changed the zoning of Friend$tagk to “Park.”
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In early 2003, in conjunction with constructiontbé new police station, a complementary project twdme Fourth
Avenue in the area of City Hall with palm treesheTproblem was that the palm trees to be plantaderast curb of
Fourth Avenue meant that some of the wonderful neaducalyptus and other trees in Friendship Parkdvoave to be
cut down. The usual suspects (Sharon Floyd, foivtagror Will Hyde, Susan and Peter Watry) took exicepto this
insult to their newly-saved Friendship Park, anthviiiends started a protest movement. Sharond~toytacted local
television personality Turko, and he came and ditbey that aired on KUSI television. One day tBpyead out along the
Fourth Avenue curb with balloons and signs thadl r&donk if You Love Trees” — drivers did. Withacouple of weeks
word was sent out that the city had decided notutalown any of the trees in Friendship Park. L#te activists held a
wonderful celebration in beautiful Friendship Patkwas at this celebration that the Watrys meti€ia (Pat) Aguilar.

Southwestern College'€orner Lot"

Pat Aguilar, who worked as Director of PlannindgJ& San Diego, moved to Chula Vista in 1990 whenmshgied Nick
Aguilar. (Nick is a long term south bay residertonat the time served on the Sweetwater Union Sigfool District
Board of Trustees.) Pat applied for and joinedcihgs Design Review Board (DRB). At one of thRB meetings, a
developer from Los Angeles presented a plan foeldgvment of a strip mall on Southwestern Collegatsant "corner
lot" at East H St. and Otay Lakes Rd., as wellrasame of the beautiful lawn area in front of tbege on Otay Lakes
Road. As a university campus planner, Pat wasligpopat the college would give up this propedyatdeveloper to
build a strip mall, especially given the future\gtb planned for Chula Vista and south San Diegor@ouShe began
talking to her neighbors about it and solicited lile¢p of Susan and Peter Watry. (Peter WatrytigedeSouthwestern
College faculty member, could not say no.) Sditizens Against Retail Expansion (CAREs formed under the
leadership of Pat Aguilar, Lupita Jimenez, Tom Baam and Barbara Longanecker and a few othey bards. The
called themselve€ AREbecause they cared about Southwestern College anigavto see the historic front lawns of the
campus preserved, and the corner lot developedpbabllege uses, not another strip m&llARE working behind the
scenes with Southwestern College faculty memb#led the room at meetings of the Southwestern&galGoverning
Board for months on end. Eventually the Board disttito end its agreement with the L.A. developéday the front
lawns are intact and the "corner lot" is planneti¢aleveloped for college uses. In early 2003viatt fromCAREjoined
with activists who had worked to save FriendshigkRad formedCrossroads |l.

The General Plan Update, Espanadad Community Character

An update of the city's 1989 General Plan had bagy@001. While the earlier 1989 General Plan $atlion new
subdivisions on the city's growing east side, tlea€al Plan Update focused on redevelopment dfityis older west
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side. Crossroads lpresident Pat Aguilar served on the General PlasiatépSteering Committee. The draft of the
General Plan Update proposed high-rise buildindbree locations in western Chula Vista callednsit Focus Areas
near the E and H St. trolley stations, and alorfgf Hbetween Third and Fourth Ave. The Fourth antr&hsit Focus Area
came to be known asTaansit Fiction Area the only transit there was a bus stop, no diffethan bus stops all over the
city. It seemed plain the only reason this locatiecame designated as a Transit Focus Area vedi®woa high rise
condo project called Espanada to proceed.

In July 2003, realtor/developer Jim Pieri, who bthie Gateway office buildings at Third and H Sg¢sibmitted plans to the
city for a high-rise condo project called Espangmtaposed to be built just west of the Gateway dempThe proposed
project called for two 15-story steel and glasshrige towers with 100 condominiums each. Befokastting the project
to the city for approval, and even before he owalethe land needed, Mr. Pieri started advertisivegproject in local
publications and began collecting deposits froneptl buyers. In the fall of 2003 the proje@swejected by the both
the city's Resource Conservation Commission anigBé®eview Board. Local realtor Earl Jentz, whaed property
near the project, formed tfRoosevelt Street Coalitipavhich joined withCrossroads Ito oppose the project. Jentz paid
for a series of ads in the local Star News newspapapposition to the projeciCrossroads licollected thousands of
signatures on petitions opposing the project. Locatractor/developer Kevin O'Neill, who was dephg a piece of
property he owned on Roosevelt Street, helped bgweaging customers in his Broadway deli to signghtition.

Pat Aguilar, who served on the city’'s General Rligalate Steering Committee, argued for an alteradatvhe "preferred”
General Plan called the "Community Character Algwe". The purpose of this alternative was tesprve Chula Vista's
small-town feeling by, among other things, resimigidevelopment in and around downtown Chula \Mistaid-rise
building heights. Aguilar made presentations tthiihe General Plan Steering Committee and the @syncil

comparing Oakland to Pasadena, both suburbs ofrmegtropolitan areas, arguing that Pasadena'’s Grazmg"
approach to redevelopment was a better fit for EMista than Oakland's high rise approach. Thee@ivlan Update
Steering Committee adopted Aguilar's point of view.

The matter came to a head in the spring and suroh#805. At a Council workshop in May of that yesiayor Steve
Padilla upped the ante by suggestimat high-rises be permittedalong the entire length of H Stbetween Third Avenue
and I-5. This concept was supported by outsideiapiaterest groups, but four polls of Chula Vistgsidents indicated
that 70 to 75% of residents opposed high rise dgveént in western Chula Vista. Dave Wood, Aileendand residents
of a condominium complex called Holiday Gardensted at the west end of H St. also banned togatiteprotested
vigorously. The matter finally came to head in féléof 2005 when Mayor Padilla wrote to Earl Jeahd announced he
was withdrawing his earlier proposal for a Gen@lah alternative that that designated the Trarsitug Area on H St.
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between Third and Fourth Avenues for high-rise gyeent. (It was rumored that that the mayor'sigleaof heart came
when he learned that developer Pieri needed a realmidy from the city to make his Espanada prajeck financially.)
But the mayor also proposed that an "economic dgweént and land use" study of the H St. corridoddxee. Mr. Pieri
withdrew his application for the Espanada projant] in December 2005 the city's new General Planadapted by the
City Council with community support. The H Striedor study was never done, and Mayor Padilla wasd out of
office in November 2006.

The Urban Core Specific Plaand "Entitlements”

A Specific Plan is a zoning document intendedviplement a General Plan. Given the focus of gvdyadopted
General Plan on redeveloping Chula Vista's oldest\siele, city leaders started calling most of medst Chula Vista "the
urban core" and started on path to rezone the hutbee” in the hope of attracting big developmenjgrts by "entitling”
them through zoning. (Once a piece of propertyldezs rezoned, the property owner has a righbnantitlement -to
develop the property up to the limits the new zgratlows.) This hope was seen in reorganizatighimCity Hall. The
wife of a well-connected downtown San Diego devetopas hired by the city to head the effort, andeurthe reformed
Community Development Departmemgs given a lot of power and staff to plan for attdact new development to
northwest Chula Vista. Nothing wrong with thaihany parts of northwest Chula Vista need redevetoprand
revitalization. What the zoning document failede¢oognize, however, is that there are also martg panorthwest
Chula Vista that deserve protecting and cherishig. the fight over protecting the baby while dsipg of the bathwater
began.

During the General Plan discussio@spssroads lkept bringing up the Cummings Initiative. (Seew) Under the
Cummings Initiative, up zoning a piece of propex¢yeral levels at once cannot be done - up zommgs be staged over
time. Crossroads Iwas told that th€ummings Initiativavas a zoning issue, not a General Plan issuévsauid dealt
with in the context of the Urban Core Specific Ptaming document. But the organization's requestthis issue be paid
attention to fell on deaf ears within the city'sn@aunity Development Department, who argued agaithstvidence that

the Cummings Initiativavas not applicable to the Urban Core Plan. énehd the city attorney overruled the Community
Development Department and said that all residintianed property covered by the Urban Core plad to be removed
from the plan. So this was done, and northwestaCYista's charming single family neighborhoodsevereserved. Kent
Thompson and Jillayne Salmon of the Jefferson Steighborhood southwest of H St. and Broadway Wegeto this

effort.

10
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By this time a new civic organization, tNerthwest Civic Associatiomad formed usin@rossroads llas its model. Its
first president was Pamela Bensoussan, a histoegepration advocate, who was subsequently eléctidk Chula Vista
City Council. TheNorthwest Civic Associatigoined withCrossroads lin protesting this assault on Chula Vista's
historic northwest quadrant. Despite the hardkadrcivic activists, or perhaps because of ithatlast minute an
addition to the proposed zoning plan called "Depelent Exceptions” was added. This new provisioowadd wholesale
exemptions to the zoning controls, making the iseif practically meaningless. In 2007 the Cityu@cil approved the
Urban Core Specific Plan, but on a 3-1-1 vote. Nedected Mayor Cheryl Cox joined with Council mieens Rindone
and McCann in supporting the plan. Newly electedr@ilman Rudy Ramirez voted no, and Councilmane&@astaneda
was absent. This action was followed by a seffie#tiaen initiatives (propositions) in the stylétbe Cummings Initiative
(see above).

More Initiatives: C, E and Q

First was Prop C. Taking up the mantle of Joe Cings(see€Cummings Initiativeabove), Chula Vista resident and
realtor Earl Jentz, with the help of businesseMain Street and mobile home park owners, sponsamdditiative to
restrict use oéminent domaim Chula Vista.Eminent domairis the government's right to take private propbsty
declaring that it is needed for a public purpobke-widening a road or building a new park. (étcity does this it is
obligated to pay "fair market value" for the prager However, in 2005, in a 5-4 decision the U58preme Court
validated the government's right to take privatgpprty and turn that property over to anotmevate party for
redevelopmentKelo vs. City of New Londdn Publicity and controversy over this Supreme i€oase followed. Then
locally, representatives of the proposed Espanemjaqh used heavy-handed tactics to threaten aepopwner on
Roosevelt Street with eminent domain. Anger okiesé¢ events led to a petition drive to place a oream the ballot
prohibiting the City from utilizing eminent domadia take property for private development unlessvters approve.
The initiative became known as Prop C, which passedwhelmingly in the June 2006 primary electiathvalmost 74%
of the vote.

Prop E followed closely on the heels of the Cityu@al's 2007 approval of tHdrban Core Specific Platsee above).
Prop E, which would require a vote of the peoplexoeed maximum building heights called for in @eneral Plan, got
enough signatures to be placed on the ballot. giy ecommunity battle ensued, and the city was &gart. In a heated
and expensive election, Prop E lost by a close imarg the end the sub-prime mortgage crisis wr@ped, the real estate
market collapsed, and tirban Core Specific Plasits gathering dust.

11
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As community activists were submitting Public RelsoAct requests researching various issues corthedtie Prop C,
Prop E, and the Urban Core Specific Plan, it seaiim&ickthe City Attorney repeatedly favored and @cted the wishes of
the mayor and City Council who could, after allefthe City Attorney at will. This led, in parg Prop Q, an initiative to
make the Chula Vista city attorney an elected astaf the Council-appointed position it had alwbgen. The argument
was that an elected city attorney would be morpamesive to the concerns of the voters than to ihe@uncil members
who appointed him. "Establishment" figures inchgiMayor Cheryl Cox and Deputy Mayor Jerry Rindopposed Prop
Q. The Yes on Q campaign was supported by Eatt deml a collection of community activists, inclugiNorma
Cazares, Past President of the South Bay ForunreB&laval Officer Gerry Scott; Larry Breitfeldétresident of the
newly formed Chula Vista Taxpayers Association;résa Acerro, President of the Southwest Chula \Gst&
Association; and Delores Dempsey, President o€tida Vista Mobile Home Park Association. Propd3ged in the
November 2008 election, and in June 2010 Chulaa\gkdcted its first elected city attorney.

The Rolling Hills Ranch Truck Route

In around 2006, Con-way Freight, in the Eastlakiigtrial-business district of Chula Vista, becahmeedenter of a

neighborhood controversy in Rolling Hills Ranch.llikg Hills Ranch, located in northeast Chula Vjstaone of the new,
upscale communities in east Chula Vista. The rmgiood is bisected by Lane Avenue, which runshrsouth between
Proctor Valley Rd. (East H St.) and Otay Lakes @élegraph Canyon Rd.). Con-way, which opera&wleeler trucks
24 hours a day, was using the south end of Lan@de/é reach Otay Lakes Rd./Telegraph Canyon Roaddess 1-805.

With no notice to the neighborhood, the city Engnireg Department suddenly installed truck rout@sign the north end
Lane Avenue, which bisects the Rolling Hills Ramelighborhood. Once the signs were in place, |a8g&heeler trucks
began using the northern half of Lane Avenue tohrde805 via Proctor Valley Road/East H St. 24 Iscanound the clock,
creating serious noise and safety problems formt@idhood residents. A local resident, Dr. Sue Héernyvorganized
other residents, including Angela Brill. ThroudietRolling Hills Ranch Ad Hoc Committee establislhydBrenda
Norton, residents protested at Council meetingscanaplained to any official they could get theinta on. The
controversy dragged on for months until Con-waydfrerepresentatives and officials from the CityGifula Vista finally
held a raucous public meeting. Following this megtihe city removed the truck route signs fromribeh end of Lane
Ave. Con-way agreed to restrict their truck tratficche south end of Lane Avenue, which, whilea®tonvenient for
them, does not bisect residential areas. TodayrigdHills Ranch residents are once again enjoyirgttanquility of their
own piece of heaven.

12
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In ProgressThe Chula Vista Bayfront Plan

Chula Vista’s frontage on San Diego Bay is markedboth the north and south ends by two recentibéished National
Wildlife Refuges. (The National Wildlife Refuge 8gm is a system of public lands and waters séedsiconserve
America's fish, wildlife and plants.) The Sweeterd¥larsh National Wildlife Refuge (NWR) sits on therth end of
Chula Vista’'s bayfrontEstablished in 1988, the 316-acre Sweetwater Mdk$R extends from just north of the flood
control channel separating National City from Chuista, to about G St. in Chula Vistdhe Chula Vista Nature Center
sits in the Sweetwater Marsh NWR.

The 3,940 acre South Bay NWR, dedicated in 199€ympasses most of the south end of San Diego Blag.South Bay
NWR was established to rescue and restore wHatdittSan Diego Bay’s historic coastal habitaefs. | Although spared
the impact of extensive dredging and filing thas dastroyed 90 to 100% of natural habitat in thetnand central parts of
San Diego Bay, the south end of the Bay has algerenced significant habitat loss. The salt marsth mudflats that had
historically occupied this area were eliminatedibeigg in the 1870’s by evaporation ponds usedrtalpce salt.
Nevertheless, the South San Diego Bay Unit of te [Siego Bay NWR is the largest contiguous mudifiatouthern
California. Part of the South Bay NWR sits wesCtiula Vista between Palomar Street and Main Street

Chula Vista is blessed by the presence of thesegesf and no one disagrees that they must be lcbdrggd even
enhanced if possible. But, as noted earlier, éloethat Chula Vista’'s Bay frontage sits betweaséhtwo Refuges has
severely restricted land uses in the propdSkedla Vista Bayfront Master Plan

In 2002 the San Diego Unified Port District begaeparing a plan for the development of properte€hula Vista under
the management of the Port District. The firstiésthe Port District had to deal with was the thet there were two
parallel planning efforts going on at the same tioree for Port lands, and the other for thiel-bayfront which developer
Pacifica Companies had an option to purchase dirttee Eventually it was agreed that the 500-&irala Vista bayfront
between the Sweetwater Marsh NWR on the north lsm&obuth Bay NWR on the south, including the migflzent,
should be planned together. This decision wagsjamaccomplishment.

Next came the process issue. A large committéecctie Chula Vista Bayfront Citizens Advisory Coitige (the CAC,
for short) was formed with every interested integgsup participating, including labor unions, exovimental
organizations, developers, representatives of gowent agencies, and a few local organizations. Pdrehired the
renowned waterfront planning firm of Cooper, Robert & Partners of New York to work with the CACpimduce a
plan. They produced a fine plan for the Chula &lsayfront that featured a grand 32-acre wateripark as its
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centerpiece. This central park, right on the wateis the most important piece of the plan for camity activists. It was
to be Chula Vista's landmark park....what Balbo&k Bato San Diego.

It was to be an oval-shaped park that could holdraphitheatre for outdoor concerts on the Bay,mndnged by civic
and cultural buildings. It was to be Chula Vistaswn jewel, designed to bring east side residerts, serve as a
gathering place for city-wide special events okallds, and to attract people from all over thentguo enjoy the
amenities of Chula Vista. Known as Option C, tmand plan was approved by the CAC and approvadaht meeting

of the Chula Vista city Council/Redevelopment Ageaad the San Diego Port District Board of Port @ossioners in
May, 2004. Everyone seemed happy. The develdyaer$éand to build on, Goodrich Corporation (on€btila Vista’s
oldest and largest employers) felt protected, Rac€ompanies was content, the environmental grauges happy
because the Refuges were protected, and the lctdabkes got their landmark park and civic cultusglace; consensus had
been reached.

Then Gaylord Entertainment (a nationwide operatdarge resort hotels and convention centers) dantewn and
announced they wanted the landmark park site. Chéa Vista Bayfront Plan was completely redonadcommodate
Gaylord's wishes. The effect of this planning effeas to relocate 2/3rds of the landmark parktorid-bayfront portion
of the planning area. The U.S. Fish and Wildliezv&ce and the environmental organizations demaadgdet passive
park here instead of an active park because thiopthe park was now adjacent to the Sweetwatarsi NWR, and they
worried that having an active public park nextite Refuge might disturb the wildlife. But this deated the original
intent and purpose of the park as an active cegathlering place. (Some community activists havamed it Library
Annex Park, because there is not much one is atlaweo there but read a book.) This was simplyatcceptable to
local community activists who believed Chula Vistaidents need and deserve the large, active |lakdrmgk
incorporated into the Bayfront Plan envisioned andorsed in 2004.

Rubbing salt into the wound, the environmentalidt® demanded that the park be separated from Bgo Bay by a 6 ft.
tall chain link fence, so park users would seeugtothe fence to the Bay, but have no access tBdleBut the
environmental organizations were acting to protleetresources in the Refuge, which is what theysapposed to do. It's
not their fault. The fault for this current contassy lies in the hands of leaders in the city aitt the Port District who
continue to insist on a plan to accommodate Gaylotde hope that Gaylord, which has rejected Cissa twice now,
may eventually want to come back. Since their sédbrtation with the city, Gaylord has expressexinterest
whatsoever in Chula Vista. Yet leaders at the &adf city, unwilling to let go of this hope, arelimg to risk rejection of
the Bayfront Plan by the California Coastal Comimis$ecause of community opposition, when thegessperior plan
(the previously approved Option C) that gained ptaugce byall interest groups, including the community activists.
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Rubbing even more salt, this decision to totaltgrahe originally intended fundamental naturehef park was made
behind closed doors out of view of the membersef@AC and the public at large. Instead, the tiegdstrict uses on
2/3rds of the former landmark park was made foltapa series of closed door meetings between aionadif
environmental organizations led by the Environmigd&alth Coalition (EHC) and the Port District. $Hed to a
“Settlement Agreement” between the environmentgapizations, the Port and the city. Under thigeagrent, the
environmentalists got the restrictions o use ofghkk they wanted, among other things. In rettiray agreed not to sue,
and to support the revised Bayfront Plan as it nisd@ay through various approval bodies.

The entire revised plan was approved at one grand eeting of four different advisory and decision-makng
governmental bodies on a mid-afternoon in May 2010The Port District got what it wanted — a plan thg believe
will pay for itself without any investment from the Port, and a guarantee they will not be sued by EHCEHC and
their environmentalist partners got what they wantel — enhanced protections of the Refuges and a fumgj source
to do even further mitigation. But the residents ofChula Vista got cheated in the processNaturally, Chula Vista
community activists are incensed and have vowdigjid the proposed plan when it goes before thes@&ommission.

The eventual outcome of this battle remains todes sbut it is likely to be bitter.

The Civic Associations

BesideCrossroadsCrossroads lland theNorthwest Civic AssociatigiChula Vista has spawned several other active
civic groups. Other than the origifatossroadsperhaps the oldest is tB®uth Bay Forum Founded in 1998 by Norma
Cazares and other local activists, the South Bayriaes a non- partisan political action committBAC). Beyond its
political activities, the South Bay Forum also ades the educational and social needs of the i@iiiGtino community
in the San Diego South Bay area, while buildindgitioas with other communities.

Besides th&outh Bay Forum, Crossroads Il, and the Northweagic@\ssociation Chula Vista is also benefitting from the
activism of other self-formed civic associatioridiese others now include tBeuthwest Chula Vista Civic Association
under the leadership of Theresa Acerro,Ghela Vista Taxpayers Associatiander the leadership of Larry Breitfelder,
and theChula Vista Civic Associationnder the leadership of Isabelle Espino. Allrefde organizations are active today,
albeit without support or even recognition fronydigll. Together these organizations continuatiieénce the dialogue
and decisions made at city hall, to the benefthefwonderful town of Chula Vista and its people.
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Afterword

To Chula Vista’s community activists, our town’ssbquality is its friendly, small town, wholesommesidential, family-
centered feeling. Cherishing, preserving and ptiotg those qualities has been the objective adlloommunity activists

since the 1970’s. That vision will only continwelie realized through tenacious and vigilant astivby Chula Vista’'s future
residents.

"What thou hast inherited from thy fathers, acquir® make it thine"
Johann Wolfgang von Goethe, 1748 — 1832

“Eternal vigilance is required.”
Chula Vista Mayor Will T. Hyde, 1919 - 2004

16



"A small group of thoughtful people could changewworld. Indeed, it's the only thing that ever has
Margaret Mead

Contributors:
Peter Watry

Pat Aguilar
Susan Watry
Todd Glanz
Brian Lightbody
Earl Jentz

Tom Pocklington
Fred Cowles
Sue Hauwiller

17



