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Agenda Item 17

Martin B. McNair, Chair

Local Agency Formation Commission
651 Pine Street, 6th Floor

Martinez, CA 94553

Re: LAFCO representatives & Measure F campaign in Brentwood
Chairman McNair,

The Local Agency Formation Commission makes important decisions which
often involve the sensitive situation of choosing one agency's position over
another. An overriding principle of LAFCO is that it's a neutral party. It doesn’t
take a stand on an issue until it comes before the commission for a decision.
Those who are aware of LAFCO see it as having the same role as a judge.

Brentwood Measure F

Over the past two months, three LAFCO commissioners abandoned their role as
neutral arbiters of issues before LAFCO, and misused their titles as LAFCO
commissioners in order to influence an election campaign involving boundary
issues. They consciously chose to present themselves as LAFCO
spokespeople and commented, purportedly in that capacity, on LAFCO policy
related to those issues. Not only were these issues not before LAFCO, but these
three commissioners had not been designated to speak on LAFCO’s behalf.

On May 6, 2010 the Brentwood Press published a letter by LAFCO
commissioners Helen Allen and Rob Schroder regarding Measure F, a developer
initiative to expand Brentwood's Urban Limit Line.

In the published letter, which I've attached, Allen and Schroder stated that they
represented Contra Costa’s 19 cities as the Mayors’ Conference representatives,
and signed their letter as LAFCO Commissioners.

In their letter Allen and Schroder made veiled threats to the residents of
Brentwood stating that, if residents didn't approve Measure F, LAFCO could
remove the area from Brentwood's Sphere of Influence and direct it to Antioch—
even though the matter was not before LAFCO, and Antioch had no interest in
the Measure F area. In fact, Antioch and Brentwood have had agreement that
Brentwood would control future development of the Measure F area since signing
a 1992 Memorandum of Understanding which is included and referenced in both
of their General Plans.
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Later, in May 30 and June 4 newspaper columns by Lisa Vordebrueggen of the Contra Costa
Times, Allen is quoted as saying that she asked Schroder to sign the letter and then sent the
letter on to Measure F spokesman Tom Koch.

“Allen says she wrote the letter after “people started calfing me and asking me, 'What would
LAFCO do if this happened or that happened?’ People don't understand the LAFCO process,
so [ wanted to spell it out in a clear and simple way." She “asked Schroder to sign it and then
sent the letter on to Measure F spokesman Tom Koch.”

Dwight Meadows, another LAFCO commissioner, had a letter published in the next issue of
the Brentwood Press (also attached) in which he agreed with Allen and Schroder and
commented on Measure F, signing as a LAFCO commissioner.

On May 25, Seth Adams, Save Mount Diablo's Director of Land Programs, spoke to you in
your capacity as LAFCO chairman and reported that you said ‘'m upset and disappointed by
the letters of the three LAFCO members. They were entirely out of line and they do not
represent official LAFCO policy.” But you did not comment on Measure F.

Then, on June 3, the Brentwood Press published an article in which LAFCO Vice-Chairman
David Piepho commented that (paraphrased by the Press): “Allen and Schroder were right in
using their LAFCO titles, even though they were not speaking for the commission as a whole.”
The Press quoted Piepho as saying “That's a responsibility they have — to identify themselves,’
Piepho said. The Allen/Schroder letter did not advocate a vote one way or another, he said, it
just laid out “the reality of the process.”

=

In fact, the responsibility they had was to make clear that they were not speaking for the
commission, when the issue was not before LAFCO, and when they had not been designated
by LAFCO to do so. As a result they will not now be able to exercise independent, unbiased
judgment in the event the issue does come before LAFCO.

The Press also said that you, Martin McNair, as chairman said that it was the use of LAFCO's
name, not the contents of the letter, to which you objected.

Allen, Schroder and Meadows were not designated by CCC LAFCO as Spokespersons
on the particular matter of Measure F

According to Section 1.4 (Rule and Procedures) of the Contra Costa County LAFCO
Commissioner Handbook:

F.3 - “The Commission may, from time to time, designate a spokesperson to represent the
Commission on a particular matter.”

And

F.4 - “From time to time, Commission members and alternates may participate in community
activities, committees, events and task forces. Unless specifically authorized by the
Commission, when a Commission member or alternate participates in such activities, the
member or alternate is acling as an interested party rather than acting on behalf of the
Commission. Acting or participating on behalf of the Commission is limited to those instances
when the Commission has formally designated the Commission members or alternate as its
representative for the matter. “



As far as we know, LAFCO did not designate a commissioner to represent LAFCO in regard to
Measure F.

Measure F campaign

The Measure F campaign (see attached materials) made the imagined threat of Antioch
seizing the Measure F area, made by Allen and Schroder in their letter, the centerpiece of their
campaign, even though Antioch had expressed no interest in the area. In fact, the two cities
have been in agreement that Brentwood would control future development of the Measure F
area since signing a 1992 Memorandum of Understanding which is included and referenced in
both of their General Plans.

The suggestion of an Antioch annexation came from the Measure F campaign and from the
statements of LAFCO commissioners. The threat was used in at least 12 mailers and full page
ads in the Brentwood Press, robocalls, etc. It was the dominant issue in the campaign.

According to campaign literature, ‘L AFCO’s seven commissioners would decide if Antioch can
annex this area. Five commissioners have stated that Antioch could take the area when
Antioch's voters say yes if Brentwood'’s voters say no.”

LAFCO enabling legislation

LAFCQO's responsibilities are defined by the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government
Reorganization Act of 2000, which creates the Commission, mandates its activities and grants
it legal authority.

LAFCO meetings are subject to The Ralph M. Brown Open Meeting Law; the Commission is
supposed to conduct its business in public and under specific standards.

LAFCOs are subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), State environmental
policies, procedures, and public participation rules in environmental matters.

Allen and Schroder stated that they were simply outlining the LAFCO process, but neither they
nor Meadows outlined LAFCO procedures. Instead they expressed the likely direction that the
Commission would take in a specific instance.

They did this although no agency had requested the information, there was no application, the
issue was not before LAFCO, there was no public notice of Commission consideration, they
had not reviewed analysis or staff recommendations, and they had not conducted or been a
part of public hearings investigating the issue. Their letter created a predisposition to judgment
by LAFCO on this issue.

Meanwhile Allen, Schroder, and Meadows indicated LAFCO concurrence, or agreement, on
the Measure F issue. When Piepho suggested that they were right in using their LAFCO titles
on the issue and in suggesting that the outcome they had suggested was reality, he suggested
further concurrence constituting both a decision-making quorum, and the elements of a serial
meeting aided by technological and print means, both of which violate at least the spirit of the
Brown Open Meeting Law.

Commissioners Did Not Object To Use Of Their Names and Titles in Measure F
Campaign

Comments about Measure F by Allen, Schroder and Meadows were widely distributed by the
Measure F campaign; it suggested that five LAFCO commissioners were in agreement about
the Antioch threat.



While the commissioners could not control what the Measure F campaign did, their failure to
object to the use of their names, titles and statements raises the issue of complicity with the
campaign, and further intent to influence Brentwood voters about Measure F,

Save Mount Diabio raised the issue of misrepresentation at the June 3 Mayors’ Conference
meeting, which was attended by both Allen and Schroder. Afterward, neither Allen nor
Schroder made any attempt to stop use of their names and titles in the Measure F campaign,
further compounding their violation of LAFCO policy requiring official designation as spokes
persons.

Mayors’ Conference Reprimand, Apologies by Allen and Schroder

On June 3, Save Mount Diablo requested action by the Mayors’ Conference, which elects city
members of LAFCO, in regard to Allen and Schroder's involvement with the Measure F
campaign.

On July 1, the Mayors Conference Executive Committee considered the matter. Several
members expressed their disbelief at the actions of the two, and at suggestions that they did
no understand what they were doing when they provided the Measure F campaign with their
letter.

In addition to recommending a tightening of Mayors' Conference procedures to prohibit
statements by individuals that claim to represent the Mayors’ Conference or Contra Costa's 19
cities, the Executive Committee also recommended a reprimand by the full conference of Allen
and Schroder, each of whom ‘apologized’ that evening before the full conference for their
actions.

We question the sincerity of the apologies for several reasons:

- Both Allen and Schroder parsed their statements to suggest that they were apologizing
for suggesting that their actions were endorsed by the Mayors’ Conference, but
neglected to address that they also wrongly suggested that they represented LAFCO
when they had not been designated to do so and when LAFCO had not considered
Measure F.

- Allen suggested she was responding to inquiries about process but never said who the
inquiries were from, why she didn’t refer them to LAFCO staff, or how that led her to
deliver their letter to Tom Koch, the campaign consultant for Measure F. In reality,
many people assume that Koch wrote the letter, since his campaign strategy hinged on
the same issues from the very beginning.

- At the meeting and in media reports, Schroder suggested that because Measure F
failed, their statements didn’t matter. This suggests that unethical behavior is only
unethical if it's successful when in fact it can set precedents and be repeated regardless
of the outcome. Both the forest and the tree, the spirit and the letter, matter: intent
matters and unethical actions are unethical regardless of whether they're successful or
someone objects. He also told the Martinez Gazette ‘that the brouhaha over the letter
was blown out or proportion’.

That evening there was also a motion to remove the two as LAFCO commissioners that failed
to receive a majority. Rather than acknowledging the seriousness of the Mayors’ Conference
measures that did pass, including a reprimand by the group and direction to tighten policies so



that the situation would not be repeated, Schroder incorrectly referred to the one motion which
failed, as being “reaffirmed.”

Conclusion

LAFCO representatives need to be objective and unbiased in their evaluations and
determinations. In this case, they were neither. Allen, Schroder and Meadows improperly
injected themselves into the political process for one city, about an issue that was not before
LAFCO. Their actions had a profound effect on the message of the Measure F debate, and far
worse, their actions pitted one agency against another, in this case Brentwood and Antioch.

Save Mount Diablo believes that Commissioners Allen, Schroder and Meadows attempted to
aid the Measure F campaign by their actions. They have misrepresented and misused their
authority, in violation of existing LAFCO policies. They have behaved in an unethical manner.
The have violated the public trust.

Further, they have created an apparent conflict of interest in regard to consideration of future
boundary applications and choices in the area between Antioch and Brentwood, by expressing
an opinion on issues that were not properly before them.

According to Section 1.2 (Membership) of the LAFCO Commissioner Handbook:

6 — Removal of Members

‘Any member may be removed at any time and without cause by the body appointing that
member.” ... LAFCO can also recommend removal of a member for a variety of reasons
including: “Malfeasance of office.”

In other words, Allen, Schroder, and Meadows can be removed for representing the
Commission or Commission policies without the authority to do so.

Recommendation

In considering these issues of misuse of authority and misrepresentation of LAFCO, as well as
future consideration of boundary issues between Brentwood and Antioch, Save Mount Diablo
believes that:

- LAFCO should investigate these issues of misconduct.

- LAFCO should reprimand Allen, Schroder and Meadows.

- Inregard to boundary issues between Brentwood and Antioch, LAFCO should note that
Allen, Schroder and Meadows, at the very least, have demonstrated bias, and should
be excused from consideration of these issues in the future.

- All commissioners should be made aware of LAFCO policies related to the authority to
speak on LAFCO's behalf.

- LAFCO should tighten and amplify its policies and procedures to avoid such situations
in the future.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

i (Frnr

Ron Brown, Executive Director
Save Mount Diablo
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Mayors' Conference
reprimands members
over letter

By Rick Radin
Contra Costa Times

Posted: 07/01/2010 06:12:51 PM PDT
Updated: 07/02/2010 05:49:33 PM PDT

PINOLE — The Contra Costa County Mayors'
Conference this week expressed disappointment
with its appointees lo the agency that oversees
govemnmental boundaries for a letter they wrote
about an urban limit line initiative in Brentwood.

The conference, consisling of representatives from
the county's 19 cilies and lowns, also agreed to
make clear in its bylaws that members cannot use
the conference's name withoul ils express consent
in situations where their views might be taken as
positions on political issues.

Bul representalives rejected a motion 1o remove the
letler's authors, Martinez Mayor Rob Schroder and
Concord Councilwoman Helen Allen, from the Local
Agency Formation Commission.

Supporiers of Measure F used the letter in lheir
campaign. The measure would have created a new,
larger urban limit line and opened the door for
Brentwood 1o annex 740 acres west of the city and
south of Antioch.

Potential developers of the land backed ihe measure,

which lost on June B by 15 percentage points.

The first sentence of the May 6 letter that ran in a
Brentwood newspaper reads, "We represent Contra
Costa's 19 cilies as the Mayors' Conference
representatives on the Local Agency Formation
Commission."

The letter wamed thal if Brentwood volers rejected
Measure F, the formation agency might have no
alternative but to allow Antioch to move the land
into its sphere of influence.

Neither the conference nor the commission
endorsed ihe letter.

"It was wrong that they identified themselves as
representatives of the Mayors' Conference,” said
Danville Councilman Newell Americh, a member of
ihe conference’s executive board. "We're all smart
enough to know not 1o do this.”

Allen told the conference that she submitted ihe
letter in response to questions she had received
from East County residents about the role of the
formation commission in determining spheres of
influence and annexalion rights of cilies.

Measure F backers jumped on the letter with an ad
campaign that raised the specter of Brentwood
voters having no say over how land adjacent 1o its
city limits is developed, she said.

"In my letter, | simply tried 1o explain the LAFCO
process, and | believe that the content of the letler is
accurate,” Allen said. "l never ook a position on
Measure F, and had no control over what the letter
was used for."

Schroder said his intent was simply to clarify the
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formation commission process.

"l did not intend tc have it be a campaign
document,” he said. *Measure F lost, therefore it's
irrelevant.”

The conference rejected a motion to remove them by
Pinole Mayor Debbie Long by a 12-4 vole, with
Brentwood Mayor Roberl Taylor abstaining.

Represeniatives of the environmental group that
complained 1o the conference about the letler were
unhappy that Allen and Schroder will remain on the
formation commission board.

"They improperly injected themselves into the
politics of two cities and pitted them against each
olher," said Ron Brown, the executive director of
Walnui Creek-based Save Mount Diablo. "(The
Mayors' Conference) should send a message that
they value and respecl moral and ethical behavior
by replacing them with new representatives.”

Contact Rick Radin at 925-779-7166
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Contra Costa mayors take Schroder to task

Mayor Schroder escapes expulsion from LAFCO following 12 to 4 vote
By

Staff Reporier
Jduly 4, 2010

I

Mayor Rob Schroder came close to being expelled from LAFCO by the Contra Costa County Mayor's Conference on Thursday
evening after he was chastised for what Pinole Mayor Debbie Long described as violations of the Brown Act. Long conlended
Schroder and Concord City Councilmember Helen Allen, anolher LAFCO appointee, used their position in an attempt to influence
the outcome of a local election.

“The whole incident was unfortunate,” Schroder lold the Gazette.

Schroder is one of three Contra Costa City Council members elected by the Mayor's Conference to serve as city representatives to
LAFCO, or the Contra Costa Local Area Formation Commission, the county agancy with a mission of "discouraging urban sprawl
and encouraging the arderly formation and development of local agencies based on local circumstances and conditions,” according
lo LAFCO.

In the weeks leading up to the June primary election, Schroder and Allen signed their names to a letler 1o the Brentwood Press

editor, which Schroder said Allen wrote. The letter, published in lhe May 6 Brentwood Press edition, claimed Schroder and Allen
were representing the County's 19 cities in issuing an implicit ulimatum to Brentwood voters to approve an initiative, backed by
developers, of a proposed massive housing project on land thal straddles Antioch and Brentwood.

If the initiative, Measure F, failed, said Schroder and Allen in the letier, “LAFCO could reconsider its inlention to direct this land lo
Brentwood by amending the city’s sphere of influence.” Instead, thay wamed, LAFCO could “remove land from city spheres ance it
is clear that such areas are either no longer appropriate for annexation ... or that the voters have rejected it," and make the land
part of Anlioch.

The apparent threat was that Brentwood would lose out on an increased property tax base. Campaign literalure disiributed to
Brentwood residents prior to the election claimed if Measure F passed, “neither the County nor Antioch will control the area ...
annual surplus to Brentwood budget of $800,000 ... $27 million to fix Baifour Road and extend American Avenue,” and olher

supposed benefits to Brentwood residents.

However, an analysis by the nonprofit Save Mount Diablo states, “Measure F developers don't wanl to be part of Antioch ... A
Brentwood address is worth more to them, on the order of $50,000 — $100,000 per house and providing services is cheaper.”

Schroder told the Gazetle on June 10 that he had “no opinion one way or another on Measure F,” and Lhal the brouhaha over (he
letter was blown oul of proporlion. On Friday Schroder stated if he had know the letter was going to be used by Measure F
campaign manager Tom Koch, *l wouldn't have signed it,” he said.

Ron Brown, executive director of Save Mouni Diablo, was instrumental in bringing the controversial letter lo the attention of the
Mayor's Conference. Brown explained why lhe group was in opposition to Measure F saying, “developers and landowners placed
Measure F on the June 2010 ballot to try to break and expand Brentwcod's voter-approved Urban Limit Line (which was just
approved in 2006). Brentwood residenls rejected an expanded Urban Limit Line in 2005 {Measure L) and voted in 2006 for a tighter

http://www.martinezgazette.com/print/1111 7/6/2010
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one. In June 2010, developers tried to expand the line again, at a time when there is no need for more housing. Measure F would
allow 1,300 new houses on 740 acres of agricultural land In Brentwood's weslem hills, south of Balfour Road and between
Mountain View Drive and Deer Valley Road.”

At Thursday's Mayor's Conference meeting at lhe Pinole Senior Cenler, Mayor Long motioned for the dismissal of Schroder and
Allen as LAFCO representatives. However, a vate among members on the issue resulted in 12 members rejecling the motion and
four in favor. Brentwood mayor Robert Taylor abstained from veting.

“I'm pleased we've been reaffirmed with 12 positive voles,” Schroder commented Friday. “I find it interesting that the four no votes
were West County voles.” Asked why, he speculaled thal the West County mayors wanted representation for themselves
on LAFCO.

Marlinez residenl and Democratic Parly County Cenlral Commitlee member Rich Verrilli attended the Mayor's Conference meeting
and expressed disappoinlment on Friday for the mere slap on lhe wrist allowed for Schroder and Allen.

“My assumplion is lhal these are all elected officials and lhey were esseniially giving a break 1o two of their own with the thought in
the future they might be in a similar position,” said Verrilli. “My opinion is that [Schroder's conlention that he was unaware of the
ramifications of the letter] it's a slrategy. [Schroder and Allen] had an agenda and fully well knew when they wrote that letler it was
going to be used [in an attempt) to pass Measure F."
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June 15, 2010

Don Blubaugh, Executive Director
Contra Costa Mayors' Conference
1839 Ygnacio Valley Rd., #370
Walnut Creek, CA 94598

Re: Mayors Conference Representatives on LAFCO
Dear Mr. Blubaugh
As we stated in our comments and letter of June 3, 2010, the Mayors™ Conference elects

three members to LAFCO, the Local Agency Formation Commission. Currently they are
Helen Allen, Rob Schroder, and alternate Don Tatzin.

David Trotter

Directors
In May, Allen and Schroder sent a Letter to the Brentwood Press regarding Measure F, a
Staff developer initiative to expand Brentwood’s Urban Limit Line.
Ronald Brown
Executive Director . .
Seth Ad‘ ’ In the published letter Allen and Schroder stated that they represent Contra Costa’s 19
el ams e o . . .
Director, Land Programs ~ CIUIES as tl}& Mayors™ Conference representatives, and signed their letter as LAFCO
e Commissioners.
Julie Seelen
Development Director

N Allen and Schroder made veiled threats to the residenis of Brentwood that, if residents
Finunce & Admin. Manager didn’t approve Measure F, LAFCO could remove the area from Brentwood’s Sphere of
Influence and direct it to Antioch. Allen and Schroder’s letter was widely reproduced by

‘[‘f)‘(')‘l"gﬁl' — i sy heMeasure F campaign as a reason to vote for their Measure. It was used as

vmpic Bivd., # 2 Qg g g .
Walnut Creek, CA 94596 Justification for many campaign pieces.
Tel: (925) 947-3535
Fax: (925} 947-0642 I’m forwarding some of those campaign materials as background information related to
Website Save Mount Diablo’s June 3 letter. Our original letter and our analysis of why Antioch
www.savemountdiablo.org  was never a serious threat are also attached.
Founders

Arthur Bonwell
Mary L. Bowerman

Developers Measure F “YES” Campaign

Tom Koch and the Measure F developers and landowners made the threat of Antioch the
centerpiece of their campaign. From the beginning they used map graphics showing *big
brown” Antioch looming over “little green” Brentwood as a supposed threat. This threat

Proud member of was used even though the developers had never approached Antioch; Antioch has no
‘%Lm 1 Truse Alliance interest in the Measure F area; the two cities have a signed 1992 MOU included in both
QA of their General Plans that agrees that, should the Measure F area be developed in the
future, it would be developed by Brentwood; and the area is Brentwood’s Sphere of
?cauromm COUNCIL Influence.
OF LAND TRUSTS

o BAY AREA OPEN $PACE COUNCIL



Koch used the comments of LAFCO members starting with Allen and Schroder as the crux of that
imagined threat. Neither Antioch, nor LAFCO has made any official statement about Measure F.
Neither has been approached by the Measure F developers. There is neither an application nor even a
letter expressing interest in Antioch annexing the Measure F before Antioch or LAFCO.

Koch sent Brentwood voters 16 or 17 mail pieces, a door hanger, and published full page ads every
week in the Brentwood Press. He utilized many slate cards, did robocalls, and even sent a last minute
and fraudulent e-mail claiming to be from County Assessor Gus Kramer. Many of these materials
centered on the Antioch “threat” and used LAFCO commissioner statements as their foundation.

Many of these pieces reached residents after our complaint to the Mayors® Conference. Neither Allen
nor Schroder stopped the Measure F campaign from continuing to make the threat or from using their
names and titles.

Conclusion

Helen Allen and Rob Schroder’s involvement in the Measure F campaign, while claiming to represent
the Mayors Conference and LAFCO, was an abuse of power. Your appointees have broken the public
trust. They haven’t represented cities well. They attempted to scare Brentwood residents and pit one
city against another. They made misstatements and misrepresentations about their roles and claimed to
represent LAFCO and the Mayors® Conference when they didn’t have the authority to do so. We
believe that they created both a real and a perceived conflict of interest in regard to Brentwood and
Antioch LAFCO issues.

This is the first time that we’re aware of that LAFCO commissioners have participated in a campaign in
this manner. If the issue is not addressed with significant action, it will be repeated in the future.

According to LAFCO rules: “Any member may be removed at any time and without cause by the body
appointing that member.”

Even after bringing these issues up to the Mayors Conference, and now a full six weeks after their letter
in the Brentwood Press, we have seen no formal apology from your LAFCO appointees for their actions
in support of the Measure F campaign. More importantly, neither did the citizens of Brentwood. The
Measure F campaign continued to make the threat on their website, in several mailers the last weekend
of the campaign, in robocalls and in the fraudulent Gus Kramer e-mail the night before the election.

Finally, it’s well known to most of the county that Helen Allen doesn’t even live in Concord but has a
primary residence in Sacramento and spends much of her time there. Elected officials and others have
closed their eyes to this situation for too long,.

We would appreciate consideration of this matter by the Mayors Conference. We would appreciate a
response. We would also appreciate it if you would distribute these materials to the members of the

Mayors Conference.

Sincerely,

Ron Brown, Executive Director
Save Mount Diablo

Ce: Members, LAFCO
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June 3, 2010

Don Blubaugh, Executive Director
Contra Costa Mayors' Conference
1839 Ygnacio Valley Rd., #370
Walnut Creek, CA 94598

Re: Mayors Conference Representatives on LAFCO
Members of the Mayors' Conference,

The Mayors' Conference elects three members to LAFCO, the Local Agency
Formation Commission. Currently they are Helen Allen, Rob Schroder, and allemate
Don Tatzin.

Last month Alien and Schroder sent a Letter to the Brentwood Press regarding
Measure F, a developer initiative to expand Brentwood's Urban Limit Line, to rewrite
a section of its General Plan and to approve a development agreement locking in a
1300-unit project. Brentwood voters have twice voted to locate the Measure F area
outside of the Urban Limit Line.

The developers are doing everything they can to distract from the fact thal more
development will further depress Braentwood property values in an already
devastated market and that their entire campaign is $270,000 in developer campaign
contributions, as of last week's reporting through May 22, 2010.

In the published letter, which I've attached, Allen and Schroder stated that they
represent Contra Costa's 19 cities as the Mayors' Conference representatives, and
signed their letter as LAFCO Commissioners. Dwight Meadows, another LAFCO
commissioner, had a letter published in the next issue of the Brentwood Press
agreeing with them.

Allen and Schroder made veiled threals to the residents of Brentwood that, if
residents don't approve Measure F, LAFCO could remove the area from Brentwood's
Sphere of Influence and direct it to Antioch. Allen and Schroder’s letier has been
widely reproduced by the Measure F campaign as a reason to vote for their
Measure. It was used as justification for another mailer that hit the streets today.

LAFCO's statutory purposes include discouraging urban sprawi, preserving open
space and prime agricultural lands. Urban Limit Lines are meant to protect
agricultural and open space lands.

Brentwood and Antioch have a Memorandum of Agreement, included in both of their
General Plans, that if the Measure F area is ever developed it will be controlled by
Brentwood. The area is in Brentwood's Sphere. M is separated by almost two miles



of undeveloped land from the current edge of Antioch development. It would be served by
Brentwood services.

Allen and Schroder appear to have violated LAFCO rules which require formal designation to
represent the Commisslon or to act as its spokesperson, and LAFCO has not been and is not
contemplating any of the changes they suggested. Martin McNair, the Chairman of LAFCO, told
us and allowed us to make public his sentiments, quote: ‘'m upset and disappointed by the
letters of the three LAFCO members. They were entirely out of line and they do not represent
official LAFCO policy.' We called Antioch officials, who confirmed that their city has no interest
in the Measure F area. They told us no member of the press or landowner in the affected area
had called them to investigate these issues.

Lisa Vordebruaggen, Contra Costa Times political columnist, published her discussion with
Allen and Schroder. Quote: “Allen says she wrote the letfer after ‘people started calling me and
asking me, 'What would LAFCO do if this happened or that happened?' People don't understand
the LAFCO process, so | wanted to spell it out in a clear and simple way."” She “"asked Schroder
to sign it and then sent the letter on to Measure F spokesman Tom Koch. "As far as | was
concerned, | was simply outlining the LAFCO process,” Schroder said. *f had no idea it was so
controversial until | got an e-mail from one of the (Measure F) opponents.” The Martinez ma yor
concedes this is the only time he has signed a letter of this type in his eight years on LAFCOQ."

This rationale defies logic. We believe that your appointees have broken the public trust. They
haven't represented cities well. They've attempted to scare Brentwoed residents and pit one
city against another. They've made misstatements and misrepresentations about their roles as
LAFCO Commissioners and claimed to represent LAFCO when they didn't have the authority to
do so. We believe that they have created both a real and a perceived conflict of interest in
regard to Brentwood and Antioch LAFCO issues.

Also according to LAFCO rules: “Any member may be removed al any time and without cause
by the body appointing that member.” LAFCO can also recommend removal of a member for a
variety of reasons including: “Malfeasance of office.” In other words, for representing the
Commission or Commission policies without the authority 1o do so.

So the questions are: Do you want your representatives on LAFCO using velled threats against
your city's residents or those of another ¢ity? Do you believe it is their role to pit one cily
against another? Should they be allowed to use their positions on LAFCO to influence local
elections outside of their own city, or before a project reaches them?

A final question is: Do Allen and Schroder repudiate their letter. If so, why has it taken them a
month to do so?

We would appreciate your consideration of this matter. We would appreciate a response.

A

Ron Brown, Executive Director
Save Mouni Diablo

Sincerely,

Cc: Members, LAFCO



Brentwood Press, May 06, 2010
Consequences of Measure F results

Editor:

We represent Contra Costa's 19 cities as the Mayors' Conference representatives on the Local
Agency Formation Commission. LAFCQ is the agency rasponsible to decide, among other
issues, whether or not a particular area is annexed 1o one city or another.

Among the factors we consider in deciding these proposed annexations is whether or not the
site is within voter-approved urban limit lines. For example, in 2006, we annexed Roddy Ranch
{Horse Valley) to Antioch after Antioch’s voters approved Measure K. In 2008, we annexed the
Faria Ranch into San Ramon after that city's volers approved their own urban limit line.

The issue of annexation has come to our attention regarding Brentwood's Measure F. The land
involved in Measure F is located between and adjacent to both Brentwood and Antioch, It is
currently within Brentwood's Sphere of Influence. This is important because it means that
Brentwood is the more logical service provider for this area.

However, we also remove land from city spheres once it is clear that such areas are either no
longer appropriate for annexation to that city or that the voters have rejected it. As a case in
point, in 2008, LAFCO deleted hundreds of acres from Brentwood's Sphere of Influence as the
area become part of the slate park system.

If Brentwaod's voters indicate their lack of interest in this area by defeating Measure F, LAFCO
could reconsider its intention to direct this land to Brentwood by amending the city's SOI.
Additionally, if the people of Antioch decide to expand their urban limit line to include the area
along Balfour Road, LAFCO could give that great weight. Any final decision about annexing the
site to Antioch would occur only after a full analysis and public hearing.

We respect the will of the people. It is our policy and, in our view, is the only fair and reasonable
way to handle these issues.

Helen Allen
Rob Schroder
LAFCO Commissioners

Brentwood Press, May 13, 2010
Land between two cities

Editor:

| read with interest the recent letter of my colleagues Helen Allen and Rob Schroder. | am
fortunate to serve with them on the Local Agency Formation Commission. We have worked
together for many years to try and make the right decisions about boundary changes and
annexations.

In terms of the issues their letter raised, | couldn't agree with them more. Like Helen and Rob, |
too feel that it is imperative that we at LAFCO respect the will of the people. It has been our
long-term policy to honor voter-approved urban limit lines when deciding if and where a
particular site should be annexed to one city or another.

Disputes arise among cities regularly. We've also had to decide between a given city and the
unincorporated county area. These disagreements can be intense. However, we strive to
consider all available information in order to make an equitable decision.



We generally do not annex land that is agriculturally highly productive. We also try to avoid “leap
frog” annexations. However, in locations that are already between two cities and not of prime
agricultural value, our LAFCO has nomally been supportive of annexing such territory to a city.
This is true as we are also obligated 1o support orderly development.

As a proud resident of East County, i am very familiar with the land involved in Measure F and
the problems with Balfour Road and American Avanue. While | have not taken a position on
Measure F, | did want to provide input to the people of Brentwood as they make their decision.

Dwight Meadows, LAFCO Commissioner

According to the Contra Costa County LAFCO Commissioner Handbook:

1.4 Rules and Procedures
F.3 - “The Commission may, from time o time, designate a spokesperson to represent
the Commission on a particular matter.”

And

F.4 - "From time to time, Commission members and altemates may participate in
communily activities, commitfees, events and task forces. Unless specifically
authorized by the Commission, when a Commission member or alternate participates in
such activities, the member or alternate is acting as an interested party rather than
acting on behalf of the Commission. Acting or participating on behaif of the

Commission is limited to those Instances when the Commission has formally designated
the Commission members or alternate as its representative for the matter.

Also:

1.2 Membership

6 — Removal of Members

“Any member may be removed at any time and without causs by the body appointing
that member.” ... LAFCO can also recommend removal of a member for a variety of
reasons including: “Malfeasance of office®




SAVE mourP DABO  AmpblsiS
Antioch is No Threat

The Measure F developers are trying to scare Brentwood residents

Fact: Antioch can’t develop and doesn’t want the Measure F area
Anyone who says that Antioch is a serious threat to the Measure F area is not telling the truth.

Summary: Antioch can’t develop and doesn’t want the Measure F area; it has no interest in the area at any level. By
signed Memorandum of Agreement (MOU) between the two cities, Brentwood controls the Measure F area. Both Cities’
General Plans incorporate that MOU and agree that Brentwood controls the Measure F area. The Measure F area is in
Brentwood’s Planning Area, and within Brentwood’s Sphere of Influence, not in Antioch’s. Changes to any of these
things would require significant public planning processes, environmental impact reports and years of time. LAFCO, the
agency which controls planning boundaries has made no action to remove the Measure F area from Brentwood’s Sphere
of Influence, or to add it to Antioch’s Sphere, let alone Antioch’s city limits. Three of the LAFCO commissioners and
friends of the developers made empty threats about it, but they could only remove the area from Brentwood’s Sphere and
add it to Antioch’s, or to Antioch’s city limits with several more substantial, expensive public processes—if Antioch
wanted it, which they don’t, if it were part of Antioch’s General Plan, which it isn’t, and lastly if it were inside Antioch’s
Urban Limit Line, which it isn’t. And that’s the kicker: Neither LAFCO friends of the developers, Antioch politicians,
nor Brentwood politicians can allow development of the Measure F area. Only the residents can—if developers convince
them to change their existing voter-approved urban limit lines—which requires a public vote. That’s what they're trying
to get the public to do with Measure F. Finally, it would be even more difficult and expensive to develop the Measure F
area through Antioch, and less profitable — Development is expensive. Paved roads, water lines, sewer lines, power lines,
police services, fire stations, etc. would have to cross nearly two miles of open land between the Measure F area and the
closest part of developed Antioch. Plus, the Measure F developers don’t want to be part of Antioch for the same reasons
that they’re using it as a scare tactic, higher crime rates, etc. A Brentwood address is worth more to them, on the order of
$50,000-100,000 per house and providing services is cheaper. Bottom line: they’re using Antioch as a scare tactic. It
doesn’t hold water. Don’t be fooled.

® Antioch has no interest in the Measure F area, The Antioch City Council has made no statement of interest in the
Measure F area; in fact that city has more land than it can develop for many years.

® Antioch has indicated no interest in the Measure F area, at any official planning level, Cities have three levels of
planning interest:
1) City Limits — the land within the City Limits is controlled by the city.
2) Sphere of Influence — the land within a city’s Sphere of Influence is reserved for that city's future development
plans. The Measure F area is within Brentwood’s Sphere of Influence.
3) Planning Area — Cities can have Planning Areas which overlap, but in the case of the Measure F area, it is only
in Brentwood’s Planning Area, not Antioch’s.

¢ By mutual agreement between the two cities, Brentwood controls the Measure F area. Antioch and Brentwood
both have signed a Memorandum of Agreement (MQU) about what areas between the two cities each would control.

® Both Cities® General Plans indicate that Brentwood controls the Measure F area. The General Plans (each city’s
“constitution” which details its future plans) of both cities incorporate this MOU and both of them indicate that the
Measure F area is controlled by Brentwood. General Plans can’t be changed without a substantial public process which is
expensive and time consuming and would almost certainly require an Environmental Impact Report.

® The Measure F area is in Brentwood’s Planning Area, and within Brentwood’s Sphere of Influence, not in
Antioch’s. Antioch could not even begin to plan for the area without the area first being removed from Brentwood’s
Sphere of Influence, and then added to Antioch’s Sphere. Spheres of Influence can’t be changed without a substantial
public process which is expensive and time consuming and would almost certainly require an Environmental Impact
Report.

e LAFCO, the agency which controls planning boundaries has made no action to remove the Measure F area from
Brentwood’s Sphere of Influence, or to add it to Antioch’s. Here's where the developers get tricky. The agency that
controls boundaries like City Limits and Spheres of Influence is called LAFCO, the Local Agency Formation



Commission. The seven members of LAFCO include: two City Council Members, two County Supervisors, two Special
District Members and one public member.

Three of the developers® cronies on LAFCO, Helen Allen, Concord City Council; Rob Schroder, Martinez City Council;
and Dwight Meadows, Director, Iron Horse Sanitary District; signed letters threatening that if Brentwood voters tumed
down Measure F. they’d be willing to consider transferring the area to Antioch. Then they gave themselves some wiggle
room. “Any final decision about annexing the site to Antioch would occur only after a full analysis and public hearing.
We respect the will of the people.™ It was an unscrupulous, underhanded and unprofessional action — and it bears no
connection to actual LAFCO policy.

LAFCQO can’t simply make such changes just because three commissioners write a letter to the editor. Again, a
substantial public process would be required to remove the Measure F area from Brentwood's Sphere of Influence,
including an Environmental Impact Report, and then another to add it to Antioch’s Sphere—if Antioch wanted it, which
they don’t, if it were part of Antioch’s General Plan. which it isn"t, and lastly if it were inside Antioch’s Urban Limit
Line, which it isn’t.

¢ Urban Limit Lines - Neither LAFCO, Antioch politicians, nor Brentwood politicians can allow development of
the Measure F area. Only the residents can. Land beyond Urban Limit Lines is designated for agriculture and open
space. The Measure F area is outside of both Brentwood's voter-approved Urban Limit Line and outside of Antioch’s
voter-approved Urban Limit Line. Neither ULL can be moved without a vote of the people. That’s what the developers
are trying to trick Brentwood voters into doing.

¢ But what about the County? Couldn’t the County grab this land from Brentwood? Here’s another place where the
developers try and scare people. The Measure F area is unincorporated County land. The County already controls the
area. Most land outside of Urban Limit Lines is actually County land. But the County can’t simply develop it either
because in addition to being outside of Brentwood and Antioch’s voter-approved Urban Limit Lines, the Measure F area
is also outside of the County’s voter-approved Urban Limit Line. That can only be changed by a vote of the people. That
means it is official County policy that this land is for agriculture and open space.

The County could consider minor agricultural development but its official policy (in its own General Plan) is to allow no
more than minor subdivisions on any parcel — that’s 4 units or less. But the County and cities are also prohibited from
extending any new urban services like water and sewer outside or their Urban Limit Lines. In reality there are all sorts of
other constraints of development too, like endangered species, lack of water, etc. In the past twenty years since the
County Urban Limit Line was first created there have been almost no county subdivisions of more than 1 or 2 units
outside of the ULL between Brentwood and Mt. Diablo — that’s why the ULL was created, to limit development. The
idea was that when major development takes place, it should be controlled by cities and only inside Urban Limit Lines,

® 1t would be even more difficult and expensive to develop the Measure F area through Antioch, and less profitable
— Development is expensive. Paved roads, water lines, sewer lines, power lines, police services, fire stations, etc. There
are nearly two miles of open land between the Measure F area and the closest part of urban Antioch, the new Kaiser
hospital on Deer Valley Road. Brentwood services are right next door. Ifa developer were to try and extend services
from Antioch they would have to cross that two miles and put up the money upfront, with the pipes, roads and other
services sized for intervening Antioch development too. That’s one of the reasons the Roddy Ranch development hasn't
happened yet. It’s too expensive. It's much cheaper if services can be extended from Brentwood. Some services would
have to come through Brentwood, and only if Brentwood is cooperative.

® The Measure F Developers Don’t Want to be part of Antioch Lastly there’s common sense — the Measure F
developers don’t want to be part of Antioch for the same reasons that they’re using it as a scare tactic. higher crime rates,
etc. A Brentwood address is worth more to them, on the order of $50,000-100,000 per house. Services are cheaper.
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Vorderbrueggen:
Brentwood growth
measure fight heats up

By Lisa Vorderbrueggen
Contra Costa Times

Posled: 05/30/2010 02:53:00 AM PDT
Updated: 05/30/2010 07:33:53 AM PDT

Brentwood's civil war over Measure F, its urban limit
line initliative on the primary ballot, is reverberating
outside cily lines.

Concord Councilwoman Helen Allen and Martinez
Mayor Rob Schroder, in an unprecedented joint
letter, state that Antioch could seize planning
control over the land covered by the measure if
Brentwood rejects Measure F.

They signed it as members of the Local Agency
Formation Commission, or LAFCO. it is an obscure
but powerful board that oversees public agency
boundaries.

"If Brentwood's voters indicate their lack of interest
in this area by defeating Measure F, LAFCO could
recansider its intenlion to direct this land to
Brentwood by amending the city's (sphere of
infiuence),” the letter reads.

By way of background, Measure F is a landowner-
written and financed initialive thal would replace the
counlywide adopled urban limil line with a more
expansive Brentwood voter-approved boundary.,

The initiative features a deal with the developer for
up to 1,300 houses and a variety of olher uses on
740 acres located betwixt Brentwood and Antioch.

Voters will decide for themselves whether Measure
F's posilives outweigh ils negatives.

But Antioch is no vuliure wailing to feasl on
Brentwood's political spoils.

Measure F proponents incorrectly evoke the Allen-
Schroder letter, writing in mailers, “The officials
responsible for deciding if the site is annexed to
Brentwood

or Antioch have already publicly stated that if
Brentwood's voters don't want the area and Antioch's
voters do, they'll likely annex it into Antioch's.”

Allen and Schroder cannot decide anything. They
are only two of seven votes.

LAFCO cannot initiate annexations. Only a city or a
majority of the affected landowners may petition for
annexation.

And, of course, LAFCO would likely annex land after
a city's residents have voted to include it within its
growth boundary.

But no such vote is imminent or even under
consideration.

Sentiment can always shift, but Antioch had no
interest a couple of years ago in pursuing
annexatlion of property adjacent lo the Measure F
parcels. LAFCO subsequently removed the land —
owned by the Ginochio family — from Antioch’s
sphere of influence.
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Wil the landowners behind Measure F turn to
Antioch voters if Brentwood tums them down?

That, too, is dubious. The process required to shift
this property into Antioch's sphere is costly and
lengthy. The landowners want a Brentwood address
— ils property values exceed those of Antioch,
which translates into higher profits.

Back 1o the curious involvement of Allen and
Schroder.

Allen says she wrote the lelter afier "people started
calling me and asking me, 'What would LAFCO do if
this happened or that happened?' People don't
understand the LAFCO process, so | wanled to spell
it out in a clear and simple way."

She sent the letler to LAFCO staff, for fact-checking,
asked Schroder to sign it and then sent the letler on
to Measure F spokesman Tom Koch.

"As far as | was concemned, | was simply oullining
the LAFCO process," Schroder said. "l had no idea it
was so conlroversial until 1 got an e-mail from one

of the (Measure F) opponents.”

The Marlinez mayor concedes this is the only time
he has signed a letter of this type in his eight years
on LAFCO.

But he is no longer in the dark about its impact.

"This has to be one of the most unprofessional,
lowest, underhanded tactics | have experienced with
any individuals involved in a governing position
within our city or county in the 60-plus years | have
lived in this country,” wrote Johnny Merrill in one of
a half-dozen scathing letters sent to LAFCO.

MONEY TALK: Measure F proponents have out-
raised their opponents 46 to 1, according to reports
filed Thursday.

The yes camp reported contributions of $279,072,
compared with $5,992 for the no folks.

The bulk of the opponents’ resources came from
Save Mount Diablo, which has donated $4,902
worlh of staff time, copies and supplies.

Proponents’ cash came solely from landowners
within the area affected by Measure F. Donations
include $78,000 each from Beverly Hancock and the
Strickler family.

The campaign's chief expense appears 1o be for
consultants. It has paid just under $57,000 for
consulting services, of which Tom Koch has been
paid roughly $33,000.

GOT POLITICS?: Read the Political Blotter at www.
ibabuzz.com/politics.

e The Contra Costa Dislrict Attorney's race gets
down and dirly when candidate Elle Falahat
takes the office to task for sex talk. Watch
video of her speech along with the comments
of her opponents.

e Congressional District 11 candidate Elizabeth
Emken smacks opponent David Harmer with a
nasty mailer. See it online and read a line-by-
line truth squad treatment of its contants.

¢ The money race continues in the lead up to
the primary. See totals for candidates for C
ongress and Contra Cosla Assessor, Sheriff,
Districl Attomey and board of supervisors.
Voters beware: Voters will find stuffed in their
mailboxes cards with ideological or special
interest litles, such as "Cops Voters Guide" or
the "Vote Green Voter Guide."Read the fine
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Flap erupts in Contra
Costa Mayors' Conference

By Lisa Vorderbrueggen
Contra Costa Times

Posted: 06/04/2010 09:43:26 PM PDT
Updated: 06/07/2010 09:05:52 AM PDT

The Contra Cosla Mayors' Conference will
investigate whether its two appointees 1o a county
board that oversees city and other district
boundaries exceeded their authority when they
signed a letter used to promote Measure F, a
Brentwood urban limil line expansion measure.

Concerd Councilwoman Helen Allen and Martinez
Mayor Raob Schroder, appointees o the Local
Agency Formation Commission, or LAFCO, signed a
letter in early May that indicated the panel could
shift land identified in Measure F from Brentwood's
planning area to Anticch's if volers reject the
expansion.

The ietter begins with the sentence, "We represent
Contra Costa's 19 cities as the Mayors' Conference
represeniatives on the Local Agency Formation
Commission.” Beneath their signatures, they are
identified as LAFCO commissioners.

Mayors' Conference Chairman Ed Balico reiterated at
ihe group's Thursday meeting that the letter does
nol represent ihe views of the conference.

The group is an association of the leaders of Contra
Costa County's 19 cities. Its executive board will
meet next month, Balico said, to discuss the

apprapriate role of conference appointees 1o LAFCO
and other boards.

Schroder 1old his colleagues Thursday thal he has
not taken a position on Measure F, viewed the letter
as informational and was unaware it would be used
for political purposes.

Allen said the letier was never intended to speak for
either LAFCO or the Mayors' Conference but was an

expression of their personal views. The use of their
tilles was meant as disclosure, Allen said.

Allen has said she wrotle the letler, sent it to LAFCO
staffers for fact-checking and delivered 1he signed
version to Measure F spokesman Tom Koch, a
developer's consultant and former execulive of
Shapell Homes. The letter was initially published in
ihe Brentwood Press.

Measure F proponents have obliquely referred to lhe
Allen-Schroder letter, and with a similar message
from LAFCO Commissioner Dwight Meadows, in
campaign literature.

The letler also eamed a sharp rebuke from Save
Mount Diablo Executive Director Ron Brown, whose
organization has helped lead opposition to Measure
F.

Brown characterized the letter Thursday as a veiled
threat designed to shift the debate away from the
delails of the development proposal.

"Your representatives (to LAFCO) on the Mayors'
Conference have broken the public trust,” Brown
said. "They have not represented the interests of the
cities. They have attempted to abuse their positions
to scare Brentwood residents, pit one city against
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another, and claim to represent LAFCO when they
were nol authorized to do so.”

Save Mount Diablo intends to take its complaint 1o
LAFCO.

Earlier in the week, Koch rejecled allegations that
the letter or clher campaign materials were intended
as threais,

He said the campaign was simply pointing out the
planning scenarios to help voters understand the
consequences of their choices.

Lisa Vorderbrueggen covers politics. Contact
her at 925-945-4773 or www.ibabuzz.
com/politics.
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LAFCO members violate rules, Brown Act, to
back Measure F

by BGRon JUNE 16. 2010

ome of the drama behind
S Brentwood’s recent Measure
F (defeated}, played cut in the
cavalier behavior of LAFCO
members Helen Allen and Rob
Schroeder, whe violated the Local
Agency Formation Commission’s
(LAFCQ) rules {pelow) and
probable viclation of California’s
Brown Act, in their very public support of the measure.

Allen and Schroeder, in a letter published in the Breniwood Press of May
6, 2010, argued in {avor of Measure F, which would annex land outside
the voter-approved urkan limit line. In the letter they clearly claimed
authority as LAFCO members—and net simply interested private
parties--pretending that their position was the duly approved position of
LAFCO, and that LAFCO officially supported the Measure,

What's worse, Allen, a Concord Councilmember and resident of
Sacramento, stood up al a recent Mayor’s Conference meeting and
treated her colleagues to her signalure elownish browbeating for the
Measure while the ieaders of 19 Contra Costa Cities did not challenge her
publicly overstepping her legal anthority to do sa, Thanks guys.

Luckily, Ron Brown of Save Mt Diablo stood up to challenge Allen's
flagrant violations while the County’s milquetoast electeds looked on
dumbstruck.

What a chowder society. And you thought it was just politicians in D.C,
that acted like unaccountable, all powerful twits on the take from special
interests. Well, where do you think they get their training?

See Brown's subsequent letter outlining Allen and Schroeder's gross
pretensions and misrepresentations, including their letter and another
from LAFCO Commissioner Dwight Meadows.
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How to write good (2)

Michael Toth: Like a feather
boa - enustrictor,

Edi Birsan: But 1 like the idea
of feathers on a snake.

Grand Jury report details
problems at First 5 Contra
Cogsta (84)

Carol: 1 vote for “c”
LeeAnne: This is the email

letter Supervisor Bonilla sent
me 100,

SteveR: oh, one of my (tiends
told me Lhis emall exchange is
not...

Max: Yo go JGS! No bruiner-
ville - maybe that Julie
Carvin...

Whistling past the graveyard;
In CA-11, Harmer touts
independent turnout (2)

Edi Birsan: | seem to recall
Harmer telling us at the
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Math Major: That analysis
made Lo much sense, BGR.
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Event Calendar

Jun 16 2010 05:15 PM.
Livermore Chumber Mixer

Jun 16 2010 05:30 PM
Pleasant Hill Chamber Mixer

Jun 16 2010 07:00 PM
County Mental Health Services
Overview

Jun 17 2010 05:30 PM
Concord Chamber Mixer

Jun 17 2010 05:90 PM
San Ramon Chamber Mixer

Jun 17 2010 06:30 PM

Hancock, DeSaulnier, and
Buchanan face California Budget
Crisis

Jun 22 2010 06:00 PM
Brentwood/East County CFL-TEA
Party MectUp

Jun 23 2010 10:00 AM
Solana County Fair — Vallejo
Fairgrounds

Jun 23 2010 06:00 PM
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Fraudulent E-mail Claiming to be from County Assessor Gus Kramer
(Kramer denies involvement with the e-mail which was sent by East County consultant Dan Lee)

—--- Original Message -—---

From: Contra Costa County Assessar

To: billieg1

Sent: Monday, June 07, 2010 6:28 PM

Subject: [SPAM]See the MAP of Measure F area... picture worth 1,000 words.

Billie Gambel, City of Brentwood

If You Think NoonF
Means No Homes.

Think Again.

www.PutBrentwoodIinControl.com

Measure F opponents would have you
believe that No on F will stop development.
Things aren't ever that simple!

» The Measure F area has been planned for homes for many years.
Either Antioch or Brentwood will develop the site.

s Balfour Road needs widening. American Avenue needs to be extended.
These roadway fixes cost $27,000,000. Homes are the only way to pay for this,

+ Antioch has announced it may be going bankrupt. They've already laid off
police officers. They need ever penny they can get. Antioch needs growth in
order to fund public services.

« Antioch's Roddy Ranch also needs more growth to fund roads and utilities.
¢ Antioch has an average density of 4.5 homes per acre. Measure F limits

potential growth to no more than 1.76 homes per acre. An Antioch approval
could allow much more development.

LAFCO's seven commissioners would decide if Antioch can annex this area.
Five commissioners have stated that Antioch could take the area when
Antioch's voters say yes if Brentwood's voters say no.

So, the question ISN'T IF the area will be developed.
The question is BRENTWOOD or ANTIOCH?

YES on F Means. BRENTWOOD!
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Measure F’s LAFCOQO link

by Rick Lemyre

06.03.10 - 03:47 pmm

A member of the Local Agency Formation Commission is supporting a pair of
colleagues who have taken heat over a letter they wrote to the Press concerning
possible outcomes following the June 8 vote on Brentwood’s Measure F.

In their May 7 letter, commissioners Helen Allen and Rob Schroder wrote, in
part, “If Brentwood’s voters indicate their lack of interest in this area by
defeating Measure F, LAFCO could reconsider its intention to direct this land to
Brentwood by amending the city’s SOI (Sphere of Influence). Additionally, if the
people of Antioch decide to expand their urban limit line to include the area
along Balfour Road, LAFCO could give that great weight.”

LAFCO is the agency that sets boundaries for districts and municipalities in
Contra Costa County.

Opponents have decried the letter as “inappropriate” and a *“veiled threat” that
interferes with Brentwood’s election. Seth Adams of Save Mount Diablo and an
opponent of Measure F said in an e-mail Tuesday that “The head of LAFCO has
discredited a letter from several commissioners close to the developers, stating
that they don’t speak for the agency, which controls city boundartes.”

On Tuesday, LAFCO Chair Martin McNair said by phone that it was LAFCO’s
name brought into the issue, not the contents of the letter, he objected to. The
information in the Hall/Schroder letter was accurate, he said; he just wished they
had not sent it “in the midst of such an intense campaign. The timing is terrible.”

Then on Wednesday, LAFCO Vice Chairman David Piepho said Hall and
Schroder were right in using their LAFCO titles, even though they were not
speaking for the commission as a whole.

“That’s a responsibility they have — to identify themselves,” Piepho said. The
Hall/Schroder letter did not advocate a vote one way or the other, he said, it just
laid out “the reality of the LAFCO process.”

Opponents have decried the Antioch issue as an empty threat and a scare tactic
being used by the Yes side to garner votes. They cite Antioch’s difficult financial
situation and the lack of any indication of a desire on the part of that city or its
residents to go after the Measure F area as evidence that Antioch is not a threat.

Besides Antioch pursuing the land, another way it could develop as Antioch is if
the landowners applied for annexation there. Kathy Griffin, the principal officer
for the No on Developer Measure F campaign, said by e-mail this week that she’s
troubled by proponent Annette Beckstrand’s comment in a recent letter to the
editor. Beckstrand wrote: “If we do not control this land, the owners will likely
go to Antioch for annexation, or to the county for development.”

“What loyalty do the landowners show to us with this sort of statement from their

http://thepress.net/printer friendly/7791082
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Measure F's LAFCO link

proponent?” Griffin asked.

Measure F developer Lee Hancock said this week that applying to Antioch is
possible, although he does not want to see it happen. His land was also part of
2005’s Measure L, which sought to bring the area into the city as part of a larger
plan and lost by a razor-thin margin.

“We want to be in Brentwood, we want to marry Brentwood,” he said. “But if
she says ‘no’ twice, it doesn’t mean we have to stay single.”

Opponents have also argued that rejecting Measure F does not indicate a lack of

interest in the area, but in the development agreement that is part of the measure.

Piepho does not see it that way. “I can’t speak for anyone else on the board ...
but this would be a repetitive thing,” he said. *“If this ever did come before us,
how could we not say Brentwood has twice rejected this area?”

© thepress.net 2010

http://thepress.net/printer_friendly/7791082

Page 2 of 2

6/16/2010



Deua\o()u \/eg om F Aﬂf P B v o Fess

JUNE 4, 2010

THEPRESS.NET | 15A

Contra Costa _ "W

County

Measure F Initiative Ar'%; ';{.J;i.?

ANTIOCH

BRENTIOGD

Heritage High Scrool ana

Adams Middle School Councll Member

i Chris Becnel

Mayor Brian Swisher « Mayor Mike McPoland « Mayor Bill Hill - Mayor Barbara Guise
Mayor Catherine Palmer - Mayor Roger Moore « Vice Mayor Annette Beckstrand
Vice Mayor Pete Petrovich - the Brentwood Chamber of Commerce - Educators - Farmers
Public Safety Officials » Business Leaders « Seniors - Students - Sports Leaders

Yes on F means Brentwood

will decide, not Antioch
nor the County.

XS on =

—_—

Put Brentwood in Control

—

Yes on F is the Right Vote for Brentwood’s Future!
www.PutBrentwoodIinControl.com

Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAC, major funding by Beverly Hancock and Strickler Family
Brentwood, LLC, a coalitlon of land owners, educators and taxpayers - Yes on Measure F
Yes on F Headquarters 380 W, Country Club Drive, Suite |, Brentwood {925) 634-4200

Vice Mayor
Erick Stonebarger

Councll Member
Robert A, Brockman
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If you want:
Brentwood in Control &
Brentwood to decide
if homes are built.

Then Join Us and Vote Yes on Measure F

Bob Taylor Emil Geddes The Brentwood Press
Mayor President, Brentwood Hometown Newspaper

Erick Stonebarger Urion School District Leonard Del Chiaro
Vice Mayor Carlos Sanabria
Trustese, Brentwood
Union School District I_{aren Spann

Steve Barr Past President, Brentwood

EBob Brockman _ : "3 ar of TEa
g : Trustee, Liberty Union Chamber of Commerce
City Councilman

ngh 5E|'1UG| Diﬁ:l'l'if.t ]ke Mnntanez
David Bristow Community Leader
Planning Commissioner

Roger Moore Joe Weber
Former Mayor

Businessman/Farmer
Chris Becnel
City Councilman

Brian Swisher
Former Mayor
Harry York

CEQ, Brentwood
Chamber of Commerce

Planning Commissioner
Barbara Guise Dr. Paul Krey

Former Mayor Former School Trustee
Annette Beckstrand Mike Davies

Former Vice Mayor Former Chief of Police {Partial List)

Dafne Swisher
Community Leader

Or, if instead you want:
Antioch/County in Control &
Antioch/County to Decide on Development.

Then Vote No.

Educators, Farmers, Business Leaders, Elected Officials & Retirees Agree:
Yes on F is the Right Vote for Brentwood’s Future!

www.PutBrentwoodinControl.com

Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAC, a Coalition of Land Owners,
: = - Educators and Taxpayers - Yes on Measure F
Put Brentwood in Control Yes on F Headauarters 380 W. Country Club Drive, Suite |, Brentwood (925) 634-4200
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YESonF

Fix Balfour Road and American Presorted Standard
Avenue PAC U.S. Postage
P.O. Box 1291 PAID
Brentwood, CA 94513 Concord, CA
www.PutBrentwoodinControl.com Permit No. 530

W,
Put Brentwood in Canrtrol
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The Griffin Family

386 Pecan PI

Brentwood CA 94513-1911

Contra Costa County

Measure F Initiative hr%a :

’ Heritage High School and @™
ﬁ* Adams Middle School G

www.PutBrentwoodinControl.com

Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAC, a Coalition of Land Owners, Educators and Taxpayers - Yes on Measure F




Yes on F = Brentwood Control and Decision

No on F = Antioch/County Control and Decision

Yes on F Headquarters 380 W. Country Club Drive, Suite |, Brentwood {925) 634-4200




Fix Balfour Road and PRESCRTED STANDARD

American Avenue PAC US POSTAGE
PAID
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OAKLAND, CA
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Why Vote YES on Measure F?

Put Brentwd ih ébntrol

Reason #1: Put Brentwood in Control

www.PutBrentwoodInControl.com

Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAC, a coalition of land owners, educators and taxpayers — Yes on Measure F



srentwood’s
Own Urban Limit Line

Currently, outsiders control what happens

around our borders, Brentwood residents only

have a 5% say about what happens to the

‘existing, countywide Urban Limit Line. Measure

F gives Brentwood's voters 100% control. Our

neighbors and City Council know what's best for :
Brentwood. We should decide, not them. =4

Voters in Pittsburg and San Ramon have their

own Urban Limit Lines. So do the voters of CONTRA COST

Antioch. In fact, Antioch’s Urban Limit Line is i

right next door te us. Antioch’s voters have the = L BRENTHG D)
power to approve development plans and m%%m

expand Antioch into the land between our two

cities. This would impact us and we would have

nothing to say about it. Measure F would put

much of this land into Brentwood’s control, .

Intigtive Arpa —

Measure F Puts Us in Control of Our Own Future.

;?m} g}'izr =t " “Brentwoodis a
neighborhoods, ' \ success because
gaaf schoals and | o jfaple take

low crime were no . 1 pride in their
accident. Brentwood ' f _— comm zm?
residents made this | T ‘ Meusure

happen. Measure F supports our
effarts to move
s strong’ orward.”

will belp keep .
Dy, ﬁ}t\ﬁ AN Bk

Brian Swisher Annette Beckstrand
Brentwood Mayar 20022006 Brentwood City Council 2000 - 2006
Vice Wayor 2002 1o 2004

Why Vote YES on Measure F?
Because 100% Control is Better Than 5%!

www.PutBrentwoodinControl.com
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Fix Balfour Road and American Presorted Standard
Avenue PAC U.S. Postage
I P.O.Box 1291 PAID
EEaRRe = A Brentwood, CA 94513 Concord, CA
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ifYouThinkNoonF
Means No Homes...

ANTIOCH

BRENTIFOOD

Contra Costa County

He¥iLlag= High School anc @
Aglarns Middle School

...Think Again.

www.PutBrentwoodIinControl.com

Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAC, major funding by Beverly Hancock and Strickler Family Brentwood, LLC,
a coalition of land owners, educators and taxpayers - Yes on Measure F

o
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Measure F opponents would have you

believe that No on F will stop development.
Things aren’t ever that simple!

e The Measure F area has been planned for homes for many years.
Either Antioch or Brentwood will develop the site.

e Balfour Road needs widening. American Avenue needs to be extended.

These roadway fixes cost $27,000,000. Homes are the only way to pay for this.

e Antioch hasannounced it may be going bankrupt. They've already laid off
police officers. They need ever penny they can get. Antioch needs growth in
order to fund publicservices.

¢ Antioch’s Roddy Ranch also needs more growth to fund roads and utilities.

e Antioch has an average density of 4.5 homes per acre. Measure F limits
potential growth to no more than'1.75 homes per acre. An Antioch approval

could allow much more development.

LAFCO’s seven commissioners would decide if Antioch can annex this area.
Five commissioners have stated that Antioch could take the area when
Antioch’s voters say yes if Brentwood’s voters say no.

So, the question ISN'T IF the area will be developed.
The question is BRENTWOOD or ANTIOCH?

YES on F Means
BRENTWOOD!

—@-



Fix Balfour Road and
American Avenue PAC
PO.Box 1291
Brentwood, CA 94513

The Choice.

Presorted Standard
U.S. Postage
PAID
Concord, CA
Permit No. 530

CONTRA COSTA
COUNTY

' BRENTWOOD

g

MeasureF
Initiative Area

Heritage High School and ——
Adams Middle Sciwol

Know the Truth Before You Vote!

www.PutBrentwoodIinControl.com

Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAC, major funding by Beverly Hancock and Strickler Family Brentwood, LLC,

a coalition of land owners, educators and taxpayers - Yes on Measure F

-
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Opponents of Measure F aren’t telling the truth

They claim that annexation of the
Measure F area to Antioch
“can’t happen” and is “impossible.”

The opposite is true.

If Measure F is approved, the land will
be annexed into Brentwood and
Brentwood will decide if homes are
allowed. Brentwood will have
control.

1. Antioch’s voters approve an initiative including this area in Antioch’s own Urban Limit
Line

2. The Contra Costa Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) approves the shift to
Antioch. LAFCO members have already indicated that they are open to putting this
area into Antioch depending on the results of the Measure F election.

That’s it.

This is the process Measure F opponents claim “can’t” happen. Their allegations are
especially strange since this is exactly how Roddy Ranch was annexed to Antioch!

Some additional details.

. An Antioch initiative can be brought forth by of the following:
a) The Antioch City Council, b) a group of Antioch citizens,
c) other property owners, d) the Measure F property owners

. The City Council of Antioch is required to either approve or even support the
annexation.

. Brentwood residents would be allowed to vote.

Put Brentwood in Control.

Allow Brentwood to Decide. YeS O n F

Yes on F Headquarters 380 W. Country Club Drive, Suite |, Brentwood (925) 634-4200

@



Contra Costa County —

Measure F Initiative A}%;

Herkage High Schooland §
Adems Middle School

Fix Balfour Road and Amerlcan Avenue PAC, a Coalltlon of Land Owners, Educators and Taxpayers = Yes on Measure F




TBh Ten Mlstatements

by Measure F's Opponents:
1. The area is “pristine farmland”

2. "The Bypass is incrementally federally funded”

3. “We can fix American Avenue and Balfour without development”

4. Measure F would “break Brentwood’s voter-approved Urban Limit Line”

5. “We already control the site”

6. “It's in our sphere of influence therefore Antioch can’t touch it”

7. They oppose Measure F because “it's too big”

8. They said that homes would be a drain on local resources

9. They say homes would have a negative impact on the current
housing market

10.“Measure F is promoted by out of town developers”



TheFacts:

Largely non-productive, the site is located between two historically fast
growing cities. THIS IS NOT our ag core area. Farmers support Measure F.

The Bypass has no federal money. Itis funded entirely locally. 88% from
developer fees. If homes are buiit, Measure F would generate an additional
$20,000,000 for the Bypass's expansion.

The total cost for improving these roads is $27,000,000. Brentwood doesn’t have it.
Antioch certainly doesn’t have it. The County and the school districts don’t have it.
Measure F obligates the land owners to fully fund these costs if homes are approved.

4.

Brentwood doesn’t have it's own Urban Limit Line as Antioch and Pittsburg do.
It complies with the countywide line through which Brentwood voters only have
5% of the votes. Opponents now say they want Brentwood to create a new line
They were opposed to it before they were for it.

The land is NOT within Brentwood. It is in the unincorporated area of the
County and adjacent to Antioch.

The officials responsible for deciding if the site is annexed to Brentwood or
Antioch have already publicly stated that if Brentwood'’s voters don’t want the
area and Antioch’s voters do, they’ll likely annex it into Antioch’s.

They supported 2005’s Measure L which called for more than twice the homes
on twice the land area. Measure L had no schools, jobs program, public safety
resources or extra sports fields as Measure F does.

The City’s official fiscal analysis showed that Measure F would result in an annual
SURPLUS of $800,000. This is in addition to the $60,000,000 in fees to the City
and $400,000,000 invested in the local economy.

Under Measure F, no homes would be built for at least 5 years, until June 2015. This

is assuming they're ever approved. Also, these would be low density, higher income
homes, the kind which increase property values and expand the local tax base.

10. 79% of the land is owned by local families. The other 21% is owned by a

Fremont-based firm which has worked in East County for many years.



| Fix Balfeur Road and

American Avenue PAC Prelsjogegossllzr;:ard
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The Griffin Famity
385 Pecan Pt
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E n d orse q) T
Ve
Robert Taylor Annette Beckstrand Mike Davles
Mayor Former Vice Mayor Former Chilef of Police
Erick Stonebarger Emil Geddes Leonard Del Chiaro
Vice Mayor President, Brentwood Businessman/Farmer
Chris Becnel Union School District Karen Spann
City Councilman Steve Barr Past President, Brentwood
Bob Brockman Trustee, Liberty Union Chamber of Commerce
City Councilman High School District Ike Montanez
Brian Swisher David Bristow Community Leader
Former Mayor Planning Commissioner Harry York
Roger Moore Joe Weber CEQ, Brentwood
Fermer-Mayor Planning Comynissioner Chamber of Commerce
Barbara Guise Dr.Paul Krey o = © Dafne Swisher
Former Mayor Former School Trustee Community Leader

Educators, Farmers, Business Leaders, Elected Officials & Retirees Agree:

Yes on F is the Right Vote for Brentwood’s Future!
www.PutBrentwoodInControl.com

Yes on F Headguarters 380 W. Country Club Drive, Suite |, Brentwood (925) 634-4200



Fix Balfour Road and Presoried Standard
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The Choice.

MeasureF -
Initiative Area

Hioxitage High School md —
Adzm Mishls School

It's Your Decision.

www.PutBrentwoodInControl.com

Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAC, 'a Coalitlon of Land Owners, Educators and Taxpayers - Yes on Measure F




If Measure F is approved:

- No development for . Balfour area between -« Neither the County
at least 5 years Brentwood and nor Antioch will
. Brentwood will have  Antioch will be control the area

its own Urban Limit annexed to » Zoning on Balfour site
Line, allowing it to Brentwood « Planning in

control its borders Brentwood begins

If homes are NOT
approved after
the passage of

Measure F:

| « Brentwood keeps - Land remains

i itsown Urban undeveloped and
Limit Line and unchanged
controls its borders , none of the

» Brentwood retains  benefits to the
control of Balfour community
site.

| - County and
Antioch have zero
control

If Measure F is defeated:

» Brentwood fails to « Homes may still occurin = None of the benefits to the
gain control Balfourarea. Decisionstobe cammunity are provided for
made by the County or Antioch

Yes on F Headquarters 380 ', Country Club Drive, Suite |, Brentwood (925) 634-4200
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I P.O.Box 1291 PAID

g . =i Brentwood, CA 94513 Concord, CA

s el WWW.PutBrentwoodinControl.com Permit No. 530
"IlllIIIIIIIIIIIII'III“IIlllllllllll"lll“llI"Illllll“lll
Ms Gabina Lobez
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S ISe Puede!

www.PutBrentwoodinControl.com

Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAC, a Coalition of Land Owners, Educators and Taxpayers - Yes on Measure F




Brentwood Control

Brentwood Decides
Brentwood Benefits
YesonF.

“Measure F will help
[inish the Bypass
without raising taxes.
It also widens Balfowr
Road and fixes the mess
at Heritage & Adams
schools. Along with new
sports frelds, Measure F
helps build Brentwood.”
Isaac Montanez

“Brentwood should
decide what happens on
this land, not Antioch
nor the County.

We should choose and
we should benefit.
That’s why I support
Measure F.”

Bertha Ruiz |

Isaac Montanez
Community Leader

Dafne Arteaga Swisher
Businesswoman

Bertha Ruiz
Long-time resident

Carlos Sanabria
Trustee, Brentwood Union
School District

“Our community needs
investment and jobs.
This is not designated
protected land. If
Measure F is approved,
it will bring Brentwood
jobs and expanded
economic activity. The
City will have surplus
Junding to maintasn
local services.”

Dafne Arteaga Swisher

“Measure F helps
education by helping
us keep our
neighborhood kids in
their neighborhood
schools and providing
new funding to benefit
our kids.”

Carlos Sanabria

Yes on F Headquarters 380W. Country Club Drive, Suite |, Brentwood (925) 634-4200
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The Griffin Family
388 Pecan PI
Brentwood CA 94513-18114

Cantra Costa County

Measure F Initiative Ar%

Herlage High Schoal and
Adams Midd'e Schoal

It's Up toYou.

www.PutBrentwoodinControl.com

Fix Balfour Road and Amerlcan Avenue PAC, a Coalition of Land Qwners, Educators and Taxpayers - Yes on Measure F




If you want:
Brentwood in Control &
Brentwood to decide
if homes are built.

Then Join Us and Vote Yes on Measure F

Bob Taylor Emil Geddes The Brentwood Press
Mayar President, Brentwood Hometown Newspaper
Erick Stonebarger Union School District Leéohatd Del Chiare
Vice Mayor Carlos Sanabria
Trustee, Brentwood
Union School District Karen Spann

Steve Bars Past-Presiclent, Brentwood

Bob Brockman : amb : e
= i Trustee, Liberty Union Chamber of Commerce
City Councilman

High School District lke Montanez
David Bristow Community Leader
Planning Commissioner

Roger Moore Joe Weber
Former Mayor

Businessman/Farmer
Chris Becnel
City Councilman

Brian Swisher
Former Mayor
Harry York

CEQ, Brentwood

Planning Commissioner Chamber of Gommerce

Barbara Guise Dr. Paul Krey
Former Mayor Former School Trustee
Annette Beckstrand Mike Davies
Former Vice Mayoi Former Chief of Police Fartinl List)

Dafne Swisher
Community Leader

Or, if instead yo'u' want:
Antioch/County in Control &
Antioch/County to Decide on Development.

Then Vote No.

Yes on F Headguarters 380 W, Country Club Drive, Suita |, Brentwood (925) 634-4200
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Brentwood
Press Confirms
Antioch Risk

LAFCO’s 7
commissioners decide |
Brentwood or Antioch.

Here is what 5 of them
have stated:

“If the people of Antioch decide to
expand their urban limit line to
include the area along Balfour Road,
LAFCO could give that great weight.”

Helen Allen, Rob Schroder

LAFCO Commissioners
Brentwood Press, June 4

Potential for Antioch Annexation

is “Accurate.”
Brentwood Press. June 4

“I agree with what Helen and Rob said”
Martin McNair
LAFCO Chairman

Regarding the Allen & Schroder letter

“I couldn’t agree with them more”

Dwight Meadows
LAFCO Commissioner
Brantwood Press, May 13

Allen & Schroder letter laid out

“the reality of the LAFCO process.”

David Piepho

LAFCO Vice Chairman
Brentwood Press, June 4

www.PutBrentwoodinControl.com

Fun Blfoun Road and Améts an Aweriss PAC major hurding by Beverry Hancock and.
Stri ot Fumily Brsntwerin], 1EC. 5 coabition of Isnd owrers, edursion and apaysn
Vers oh Measurs F
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Voter Alert!

Please Vote Yeson F
and allow Brentwood,
not Antioch nor the
County, to decide

Bob Taylor
Mayor

Erick Stonebarger
Vice Mayor

Chris Becnel
Council Member

Bob Brockman
Council Member

The Brentwood Press
Local Newspaper

The Brentwood
Chamber of Commerce

Brian Swisher
Former Mayor

Mike McPoland

Former Mayor

Bill Hill

Former Mayor

Barbara Guise
Former Mayor

Catherine Palmer
Former Mayor

Roger Moore
Former Mayor

Annette Beckstrand

Former Vice Mayor

Pete Petrovich
Former Vice Mayor

Many Others!

Vote Tuesday, June 8th

For Polling Place Information

call (925) 335-7800

For a Ride to the Polls Call (925) 634-4200 ‘
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Developers Yes an F Ad 1w Reerdwoed  Press

MAY 14, 2010 THEPRESS.NET | 13A
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Initiative Area
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 Brentwood Control
« Brentwood Decides
» Brentwood Benefits
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- www, PutBrentwuudlnContrnl.cqm
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Fix Balfour Road and Presorted Standard

American Avenue PAC U-Sl-,itils;age

;O. Iiox ]‘39 1CA 94513 Concord, CA
rentood, Permit No. 530

It's Happened Before.

Slatten Ranch

Ginochio Property
Measure F Initiative Ar%a :

Heritage High Schwol and
Adams Middle School @

Don't Let it Happen Again!

www.PutBrentwoodinControl.com

Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAC, major funding by Beverly Hancock and Strickler Family Brentwood, LLC,
a coalition of land owners, educators and taxpayers - Yes on Measure F

-



“Leaders Acknowledge Antioch

could face bankruptcy”
Contra Costa Times May 18, 2010 l

e St e

s “Mayor' City should \brace
for bankruptcy”

The Press May 20, 2010

<l

i =AM GEITE lbb‘»‘

“I am sorry to see the

| trouble Antioch is
going through.
However, if Measure F
| s defeated, Antioch
will have both the
opportunity and
Jinancial motivation
to seize this area. They
have done so before.”

“In the event...we cannot
R cet our payroll six
months from now we

_ haveto start actions for
bankmptcy

AnthCh Mayor ]1m Davis Brentwoced City Councilmember
to i Attorney at Law, Certified Public Accountant

Chris Becnel

. Slatten Ranch: After Brentwood said No to annexing Slatten Ranch, Antioch said Yes to the
53 acre, 570,000 square foot retail development. Result: Antioch receives more than $1.5
million annually in taxes. Brentwood gets the traffic.

Ginochio Property. When Brentwood's voters defeated Measure L in 2005,

this opened the door for Antioch. Antioch has targeted the 792 acre Ginochio area calling it a
“Focus Area”in its General Plan. Given Antioch’s average development density of 4.5 units/acre,
Antioch approval of Ginochio could lead to more than 3,000 homes.

Antioch would get the fees and taxes, we'd get the traffic.

Measure F Initiative Area: On Tuesday June 8 Brentwood voters will decide Measure F,

If F passes, this area will be annexed to Brentwood and Brentwood will decide if homes are
allowed, not Antioch nor the County. Yes on Measure F means Brentwood Control &
Brentwood Benefits.

Yes on F Headquarters 380 W. Country Club Drive, Suite |, Brentwood (925) 634-4200

——
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Yes on Measure F Campaign Literature

Antioch Opilon

Voter Alerl] Brenlwood Press Confirms Antioch Risk

2 = Antoch
Ibe Truih gbout the Antoch Debale By Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAC, on June 5, 2010

By Fux Balfour Road and Amercan Averue
PAC. on May 30. 2010

LAFCO's 7 commissioners decide Brentwood or Anlioch
ILs Hapgened Before Don t Let It Happen Here 1s whal 5 of lhem have slateg

Agan!
By Fux Baifour Road ang American Averue “If the peopie of Antioch decide to expand their urban limit line to include the area afong Baifour Road, LAFCO coulfd give
PAC, on May 28, 2010 that great weight
e — Helan Allen, Rob Schroder
The Ghoce Knew the Troth Before You LAFCO Commissicners
Volet Brentwood Press, June 4
By By Fuix Balfour Road and Amencan
Avenue PAC, on May 28, 2010 Polential for Antioch Annaxation Is “Accurate.”
= Brentwood Press, June 4
Featured News “i agree with what Melen and Rob said.”
¢ Humsell Martn McNair
LAFCO Chawman Speaks For Hymsell j
YT LAFCO Chairman
=T B B B Regarding the Allen & Schrader lattar
Anhoch Coonoilman savs Antinch Wants “I couldn’t agree with them more.”
Measute F Arsa Dwight Meadows
By Arne Stmonsen - thepress net, on June 3. LAFCO Comrissioner
2010 Brentwoud Press, May 13
nents En I Allen & Schrader letter laid out
Bysh Poll “the reality af the LAFCO process.”
May 15, 2010 Davd Pispno
LAFCO Vice Charman

Brentwood Fress, Jung 4
Breniwood's General Plan

Would you like 1o learn more aboul what's in View Mailer
slore for Brentwood?
Read More If You Think No on F Means No Homes ... Think Agaln.

By Fix Baffour Road and American Avenue PAC, on June 5, 2010

Measure F opponenls would have you believe that No on F will slop development Things aren’| ever that simple!

The Measure F area has baen planned for homas far many years Eilher Anlioch or Brentwood wil develop lhe sile.

Ballour Road needs widening American Avenue needs o be exlended. These roadway fixes cosl $27.000.000. Homes are
Dollars & Sense lhe oniy way lo pay for this.

Anlioch has announced it may be going bankrupt. They've already taid off police efficers. They need ever penny they can gel.
Anlioch needs growth in order to fund public services

Anlipch’s Roddy Ranch also needs mare growth lo fund roads and uldiies

Anlioch has an average density of 4.5 homas per acre Measure F limils polential grewth to no more [han 1.75 homes per
acre. An Anlioch approval could altow much mare development

Need more information an whal the full
imptementatien of Measure F
would do for Breniwood?

Bead Morg

LAFCO's saven commissioness would decide if Anlioch ean annex {his area. Five commissioners have slaled that Antioch could take
1he area when Anlioch’s volers say yas if Brentwood's voters say no.

So, lhe guestion ISN'T IF the area will be developed. The question 1s BRENTWOQD or ANTIOCH?
Measure F vs. Measure L

YES on F Means
This year, leaders 11 Brenlwood broughl BRENTWOOD!
forward Maasure F i an altempl Lo respond Lo
[he concems thal votershad wilh 2005 LT
Measure L.
Join Us.Yes on F1
Read More By Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAC, on June 5. 2010

Join Us. Yes on F! By Volng Yes on Measure F! If Homes Are Uimalely Approved...

Exira Parks

New Sports Fields

$800,000 Annual City Surplus & Help for the Brentwoed Economy
$27,000.000 to Widen Balfour & Extend Ameérican
Elementary School & Schalarshups for Brentweod Sludenls
New Paramedic Service

No New Taxes!

$20,000.000 lo expand lhe Bypass

Brentwond Decides, Nol Anlioch

Adduional Brentwood Police

Tools to Fighl Crime

Jobs for Brentwood

No Homes Unlil Al Leasl Jure, 2015!

Low Density, Upscale, Ownear-Occupied Homes

http://www .putbrentwoodincontrol.com/campaign_literature.php 6/16/2010
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View Maier

The Truth about the Anlloch Debate
By Fix Ballour Road and American Avenue FAC. on May 30. 2010

Much of the current debate aboul Measure F (s turning on the quesbon of whelher or nol Antiech mighl lake conlrad of the area if
Measure F1$ defealed  Our oppositon has provided an impresssve sounding argument  Unfortunaltely. its fufl of misiniormalion hall-
trulhs and does not lell he whole Story

Here arg the facls

1. Tha sile 15 NOT wilhin Brentwoed s Cily Lenils. Unli 111 within Lhe actual Cily Limuts, (be determmation of Ihe area’s ulimate
conlrol remains unresofved  This 15 the law

2 The Conlra Cosla Local Agency Formalion {LAFCO) has Lhe power o decide whelher the area goas o Brentwood of Anboch of

slays unincorporaled. 1115 made up of 7 members Contra Cosla LAFCO has a longslanding policy of abiding by lhe express wili of
Lhe paople. In ltus case, il (he pecple of Brentwood reject his area lor a 2™ yme, LAFCO Commyssioners have indicated thal they

are opan ta sending 1l Lo Anioch f Antioch's volers want it

3. The area 5 wilhin Brentwood's Sonere of Influenca (SON). This does supporl 1he idea that Brantwosd should ullimately contral lhis
lerntory. We agree. Thal's why we e Irying Lo finahze the steps of coming inlo Brentwoad by passing Measure F. We would much
ralher join Brentwood  That's why we wrole an imilatve to coms Lo Brentwood instead of Anlinch

II's important Lo understand Lhat a 501 stalus can be changed al any ime LAFGO deems it appropriale. As recenlly as 2008, LAFCO
removed hundreds of acres from Brentwoed s SOI afler ihal land was made par of the stale park syslem. LAFCO does a regular
reviaw of SOI's [0 se8 if they sl make sense  We're concemed that a 2 rejection of our land by Brentwood's volers would be a
subslanual basis for removing our land from Brentwood's SO! This is the kind of reasening that LAF CO uses throughaul the County

4. Opponents seem lo think (hal Ihe positon of the City of Anlioch somehow decides whelher land is placed under their conlml. Not
lrue In facl, Antioch's Cily Council could even OPPOSE the proposed annexation. In the final analysis. lhe relevant issue s tha
policy of (he 7 LAFCO Commussicners. Slate faw gives them ihe sole power [0 decide this question.

Buldon'l ba fooled  Anboch has NOT rejecled he idea of binging our land tnlo lheir conirol should Brentwood reject il Even more
imporianl, wah lherr recenl announcemenl Lhat they may be facing bankruptcy. Anlioch would have a sirong molivalion ig go afier this
area Brentwood s slaff concluded thal homes an our site would generale annual nel $800.000 surpius. Nal only would the lax
dollars and fees be of great benefit Lo Anboch, lhey have made it clear thal development 1s needed Lo fund roads and sewer lines (o
allow them Lo implement their plans for Roddy Ranch. Antioch valers approved Roddy Ranch wia lhe Measure K iiliative in 2005 by
neatly a 60% to 40% vole

5. The real questcn surrounding Antioch 15 what will 1he voters of thal city do? Because of Lhe approval of Measure K in 2005,
Anlioch has ils own Urban Limil Line  Pittsburg and San Ramon's volers have he same power and authonly over lheir own area
Currenlly, Brentwoed does nol. Il Maasure F passes, Brertwaod will have 1ls own Urban Limil Line which il will control. Right now,
Brentwood 15 only a 5% fraction of overall countywade Iine.

B. Aniniliauve in Anlioch would change Lhal cily's Urban Limu Line and would amend 1ls General Plar  These are the hey faclors
which would allow Anlioch lo annex the Balfour area.

7 Once Anlioch’s valers approved the nibiative, all that would be (efl 1s for LAFCO (o finalize he shift to Anlioch  1L1s Irue that a fult
rewiew and public heanng would be par! of thal process  However, given LAFCO's sialed policy of respecting Lhe wall of the people,
ash yourself Itus basic question: 1f Brentwocd's volers say no while Anlioch's volers say yes, why wouldnt LAFCO pul the area in the
tily which warils 1? They aimost eedainly would  They atways have.

8. Regarding an Antioch imitialive, ihere are al least 4 groups who can pul one on the ballol. A) the Anlioch Cily Council, B) & group
of Antioch ciuzens. C) other property owners. and D) he Measure F property owners. Please undersland that intialives gel on cily
ballots a number of ways, often without the consent of the impacted property ewners.

9 Finally. when our cppenents say lhal Anligch can'l take this area. please remember thal Roddy Ransh was oulside Anboch and
oulside (he Urban Lt Lne. || bacame a parl of Anboch because of lhe passage of Measurs K and (he voles of the ¥ LAFCO
Commissianers.

Thal's it As complicaled as il may sound. it's ulumalely a 3 $lep precess  Our land can coma into Anticeh i A) Measure F loses, B)
an Anlioch iniliative passes and C) LAFCQ approves lhe move.

Please ask our opponents thal Il Roddy Ranch could come inte Anlioch by wilralive, why couldn't Lhe Balfour area? Regardiess of
whal lhey say. lhe simple faclis thal il can.

View Ma

IU's Happened Befere. Don't Let {{ Happen Againl
By Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAC. on May 26, 2010

1. Slaflen Ranch: After Brentwood said No 1o annexing Slallen Ranch, Anlioch said Yes to the 53 acre. 570,000 square foo!
relal developmenl Resull Antioch receives more than $1 5 miien annually in laxes. Brentwood gets the Irafic

2. Gmochio Property. When Brentwood's volers defealed Measure L in 2005, (s cpened the door Tor Arioch. Antinch has
largated the 792 acre Gmochio area caling It a “Focus Area” in s General Plan. Given Anlioch's average development
densily of 4.5 units/acre, Anloch approval of Ginochio could lead (e more than 3,000 homes. Antioch would gal he lees and
laxes, we'd gel the traffic.

3. Measure F Inibative Area: On Tuesday June 8 Bremwood volers wil dacide Measure F. il F passes. lhis area will be annexed
lo Brentwood and Brentwoad will decide i homes are allowed, nol Antioch nor Lhe County Yes on Measure F means
Brentwood Conirol & Brantwood Benefils

Vigw Maier

The Choice. Know the Truth Before You Votel

By By Fix Batfour Road and Amencan Avenue PAG, on May 28, 2010

Opponenis of Measure F aran’l lelling Lhe lruth,

They ¢laim Lhat annexabion of lhe Measure F area 10 Anlioch "can’l happen™ and s “impossible.

The opposite is true,

It Measure F is approved, Lhe land wil be annexed into Braniwood and Brenlwood wail decide f homes are allowed Brentwood will
have contro!

Howaver, f Measure F is defeated, hera's how Lhe area can gel Inlo Antioch:
1. Antoch's volers approve an injliative including Lhis area in Antioch’s own Urban Limst Line

2 The Conlra Costa Local Agency Formalion Comnnssion (LAFCO} approves Ihe shiff 1o Anlioch. LAFCO members have
already incicated that they are open la putling s area mlo Antioch depending on the results of the Measure F eleclion.

http://www.putbrentwoodincontrol.com/campaign_literature.php 6/16/2010
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Thal's It.

This is lhe process Measure F oppenenls claim “can't” happen. Their allegations are especally sirange since 1his 1s axactly
howRoddy Ranch was annexed Lo Antioch!

Some addilional details

1. An Anlicch imbalive can be broughl forth by ANY of the following

a The Antioch Cily Council

b A group of Anlioch cilizens

¢ Other propeny owners

d The Measure F property owners
2. The Cily Couneil af Antrech 1s NOT required Lo eilher approve of even suppart lhe anngxatior
3 Brenlwood residents would NOT be allowed to vote.

View Mailer

Reason #3: Put Brentwood in Control
By Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAG. on Apnf 27, 2010

Full Implemenlalion of Measure F means:

Brentwood Eslablishes ils own Urban Limut Line

Brentwood Volers Decide What Happens Arcund our Borders, nol Quisikers
Widen and Improve Balfour Road Extend Amencan Avenue 1o Balfour
Additional Dolfars lo Expand lhe Bypass

More Police and Improved Public Safely

Local Jebs, Job Retraming and Schelarships

$800.000 Annual Surplus 1o Lhe Gily of Brentwood

Low Densily, Higher Priced Homes Near Balfour and Deer Valley
Brentwood Kids i Brentwood Meighborhooed Sthools

View iler
Reason #2: Pul Brentwood In Control
By Fix Balfour Road and Armencan Avenue FAC, on Aprd 27, 2010

Bafour Road - Measure F requires land owners lo widen Ballour (o a 4 fane. divded roadway from Amencan lo Deer Valley.
Currenlly, Balfour 1s wo lanes, undivided and unsale

Amencan Avenue - Measure F requires fand owners (o exlens Amencan Avenue lo Batfour. This woutd allow for much belter pick up
and drop off of kids at Hertage High and Adams Middle Schools Traffic wil be reduced and Amencan will become much safer

The Bypass - Full implementalion of Messure F would generale in excess of $20,000.000 Lo expand lhe Bypass Mora (han B8% of
ihe Bypass has been paid lor with development lees. Bypass widening and an interchange al Sand Creek are planned.

Yiew Maner

Reason #1: Pul Brentwood in Control

By Fix Balfour Road and Amercan Avenue PAC, on Apri 5 2010

Currenlly, oulsiders conlrgl whal happens arcund our borders. Brentwood resudents only have a 5% say aboul whal happens o the
existing. countywde Urban Limil Line. Measura F gives Brentwood's velers 100% cantrol Qur nerghbors and Cily Council know
whal'$ best for Brentwood. We should decide, nol lhem.

Wew Maler

n Home | Qur Measura | News | FAC | Conlact

380 W Counlry Club Dave Surle 1, Brentweod, CAZ4513
Copyrighl © 2010, Fix Baffour Road and American Avenue PAG. All Rights Reserved.
Site by JVF Consalting, LLC.

http://www.putbrentwoodincontrol.com/campaign_literature.php 6/16/2010



The Truth about the Antioch Debate

By Fix Balfour Road and American Avenue PAC, on May 30, 2010

Much of the current debate about Measure F is turning on lhe question of whether or not Antioch might take control of the area if
Measure F is defeated. Our opposition has provided an impressive sounding argument. Unfortunately, it's full of misinformation half-
lruths and does not tell the whole slory.

Here are the facts.

1. The site is NOT within Brentwood's City Limils. Until it is within the actual City Limits, the determination of the area's ultimate control
remains unresoclved. This is the law.

2. The Contra Costa Local Agency Formation (LAFCO) has the power to decide whether the area goes to Brentwood or Antioch or
stays unincorporated. Itis made up of 7 members. Contra Costa LAFCO has a longstanding policy of abiding by 1he express will of the
people. In this case, if the people of Brentwood reject this area for a 2" time, LAFCO Commissicners have indicated that they are
open (o sending it to Anticch if Antioch’s voters want it.

3. The area is within Brentwood's Sphere of Influence (SOI). This does support the idea that Brentwood should ultimately conirol this
lerrilory. We agree. That's why we're trying to finalize the steps of coming into Brentwood by passing Measure F. We would much
rather join Brentwood. That's why we wrole an initiative to come to Brentwood instead of Antioch.

It's important 1o understand that a SOI status can be changed at any time LAFCO deems it appropriate. As recenlly as 2008, LAFCO
removed hundreds of acres from Brentwood's SOI after that land was made part of the state park system. LAFCO does a regular
review of SOU's to see if they slill make sense. We're concerned that a 2" rejection of our land by Brentwood's voters would be a
substantial basis for removing our iand from Brentwood's SOI. This is he kind of reasoning thal LAFCO uses throughout the County.

4. Opponents seem lo Lhink that the position of the Cily of Antioch somehow decides whelher land is placed under their control. Not
true. In facl, Antioch’s City Council could even OPPOSE the proposed annexation. In the final analysis, the relevant issue is the policy
of the 7 LAFCO Commissioners. Stale law gives them the sole power to decide this question.

But don't be fooled. Antioch has NOT rejected the idea of bringing our land inlo their control should Brentwood rejecl it. Even more
important, with their recent announcement that they may be facing bankruplcy, Antioch would have a strong motivation to go after this
area. Brentwood's staff concluded that homes on our sile would generate annual net $800,000 surplus. Not only would the tax dollars
and fees be of great benefit 1o Antioch, lhey have made il clear that development is needed Lo fund roads and sewer lines 10 allow them
lo implement their plans for Roddy Ranch. Antioch voters approved Roddy Ranch via the Measure K initiative in 2005 by nearly a 60%
1o 40% vote.

5. The real question surrounding Antioch is what will the voters of that city do? Because of the approval of Measure K in 2005, Antioch
has ils own Urban Limit Line. Pittsburg and San Ramon'’s voters have the same power and authority over their own area. Currently,
Brentwood does nol. If Measure F passes, Brentwood will have its own Urban Limit Line which it will control. Right now, Brentwood is
only a 5% fraction of overall countywide line.

6. An initiative in Antioch would change that city's Urban Limit Line and would amend its General Plan. These are the key factlors
which would allow Antioch to annex the Balfour area.

7. Once Antioch's voters approved the initiative, all that would be left is for LAFCO to finalize lhe shift to Antioch. Itis true that a full
review and public hearing would be parl of that process. However, given LAFCO's stated policy of respecting the will of the people, ask
yourself this basic question: if Brentwood's voters say no while Antioch's voters say yes, why wouldn't LAFCO put the area in the city
which wants it? They almosl cerainly would. They always have,

8. Regarding an Antioch initiative, there are at least 4 groups who can pul one on the ballot. A) lhe Antioch City Council, B) a group of
Antioch citizens, C) other property owners, and D) the Measure F properly owners. Please understand that iniliatives gel on cily ballots
a number of ways, often without the consent of the impacted property owners.

9. Finally, when our opponents say that Antioch can't take this area, please remember that Roddy Ranch was outside Antioch and
outside the Urban Limil Line. it became a part of Anlioch because of lhe passage of Measure K and the votes of the 7 LAFCO
Commissioners.

That's it. As complicated as it may sound, it's ultimately a 3 step process. Our land can come into Antioch if: A) Measure F loses, B)
an Antioch initiative passes and C) LAFCO approves the move.

Please ask our opponents that if Roddy Ranch could come inio Antioch by initiative, why couldn't the Balfour area? Regardless of what
they say, the simple fact is that it can.
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Don’t allow others to choose for us
By Annette Backstrand, Brentwood - thepress,net, on April 29, 2010

Onw of the mest impertan! poinls to understand regarding Measure F is that the band in queslion 15 nol protecled open space. The
land (igs within the neglected and unfunded junsdiction of the county. ILis subject 1o anything the County Board of Supenasors elecls
(o do = wilh or vithoul pur vola

If we do not conlre! (hs tand, the owners wifl ikely go to Antioch for annexation, o Lo lha county fof davelopment. i this ocours, we
will not see mos| of these improvements and will sufier from a cavetopment that will adversely mpacl our cemmunity.

Weasure F 15 srarghtforward — local control for Brentwood. The botiom line 15 aboul who detides Brentwood's fulure, and the fulure
use of Ine land in question Brentwood residents can choose Lo have 100 percant of the vele regarding Lhe future of Brentwood, or we
can leava 1l 1o the gverall county residants. of which we Lolal a meager 5 percenl of the volers. Measure F gives Brentwood control of
ils borders by establishing our own urban limit ine, nal the one decided upan by voters in the far reaches of the counly —~ mosl of
whom have never sel (col in Brentwood

Once annexed by us. we can oversee Lhe specific comphancas Lo environmenlal and communily impacis. We ¢an ¢amp oul on the
Steps of our own qily hall 1o express our opimons and know Lhal Lhey wall listen because our vole direclly aflecls (hem

Once Measure F 15 passed by us — we sland lo banelil [rom the proposed amenilies, which are: mosna than $25 mullion Lo fix Balfour
Road and Amencan Avanue; sigrulican, lurids for expansion of the Bypass. much-needed invesimenl Lo our economy with new jobs
and surplus funds to the eily; services that enhance public safety wilh funding for paramedics and crime-ighling tools for our police,
maré elementary school capacity than neaded o support Lhe project; sperls fields and parkland well in excess of standard
requiremenls

I we vole no, someone else wil undoubledly choose for us We can choose for ourselves if we vole Yes on Measure F.

Read Full Article
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Consequences of Measure F results
8y Halen Alten, Rob Schroder, LAFCO Commissioners - thepress.net, on May 6, 2010

We represent Contra Cosla's 12 cilres as the Mayors' Conference representatives ont lhe Local Agency Formation Commission.
LAFCO 15 Ihe agency responsible lo decide, among clher 1ssues, whelher or not a parlicular area is annexed Lo one cily or another

Among Ihe faclors we consider in demiding Lhese proposed annexalions 1§ whelher of nol lhe sile 15 waltin voter-approved urban bmil
ines For example, in 2006, we annexed Roddy Ranch (Horse Valley) to Anlioch afler Anlioch's volers approved Measure K, In 2009,
we annexed Lhe Fana Ranch into San Ramen after that cily's volars approved therr own urban imil ine

The issue of annexalion has come to our atlenlon regarding Brentwood s Measure F. The land involved 1n Maasure F 15 located
belween and adjacenl lo both Brentwood and Antioch 1 15 curmenlly within Brentwood's Sphere of Influence This 18 imporiant
because 1 means |hal Brentwood 1s the more logical service provader for this area

However, wa alsa remove land from city spheres once it (s clear that such areas ars either no longer approprale for annexaten lo
Lha cily or thal Lhe voters have rejected 1l A$ a case in pomnl, in 2008. LAFCO deleled hundreds of acres from Brentwood's Sphere of
Influence as lhe area become pan of the slate park syslem

K Brentwood's voters mdicale thew lack of inlerest in (s area by defeating Measure F. LAFCO could reconsider ils mtenlion 1o direct
Lrus land 10 Brentwood by amendng the cily's SOI. Addiionally, f the people of Antoch decide 1o expand Lheir urban imil bne 1o
include the area along Balfour Road, LAFCO could guve Lhal greal weight Any final decision aboul annexing Lhe sue lo Antioch would
occur only afler a full analys:s and pubhc heanng.

We respacl the will of (he people. Il 1s our policy and, in our view, i the only fair and reasonable way to handle lhese 1ssues
It 1

http://www.putbrentwoodincontrol.com/news/34/Consequences_of Measure F results.html
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Land between two cities
By Dwight Meadows, LAFCO Commissianer - thepress,net, gn May 13, 2070

| rgad with inleresl he recenl letter of my colieagues Helen Allen and Reb Sehreder. | am fortunale 1o serve wilh (hem on [he Local
Agency Formalion Commission. We have werked Iogethar lor many years to try and make {he nghl desisions aboul boundary
changes and annexalions.

In terms of the s5ués theor letler raised. | couldn’l agree waih [hem more Like Heten and Rob, 11oo feel Ihat i is imperalive (hal we at
LAFCO respect the will of he people IL has been aur long-lemm pokcy o honor volar-approved urban Imil ines when deciding il and
where a parlicular site should be annexed to one Cily or anolher

Dispules anse among cilies regularly We've also had o decide between a given cily and the unincorporaled counly area. These
disagresmenls con be inlense However, we sinve Lo consider all available infermalon in order Lo make an equitable decision.

We generally do nol annex land Lhal is agricullurafly highty produclive Wa alsa try 1o avend “leap frag” annexalions Hoviever, in
Incations 1hat are already between two cilies and nol of prime agacullural value, our LAFCO has normally been supportive of
annexing such lemlory (o a ¢ily. This 15 Irue as we are also obligated fo support ordery developmen!

As a proud resident of East County, | am very familiar with he land involvad in Measure F and (he problams wilh Balfour Read and
Amencan Avenug While | have not laken a pesilion on Measure F, | did wanl lo provide inpul ta the pecple of Brentwood as Lhey
mahe Lheir decision.

R Fuyll Anic

http://www.putbrentwoodincontrol.com/news/43/Land between_two_cities.html
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LAFCO Chairman Speaks For Himself

June §, 2010

Inan effert lo undue (he misinformalion caused by Seth Adams intentionally misleading comments, Conlra Cosla Local Agancy
Formaton Commission Chairman Martin McNair spoke wilh the Bremtwood Press his week  McNair 15 the charr of the 7 member
commeeeon which decides annexalions. In s case, LAFCO will need Lo delermine Il eilher Brenlwood or Anlioch annexes lhe
Measure F area along Batfour Road

In a senes of public commenls and emails, lhe No on F crowd have laken McNairs comments oul of context and have tned to g8l
voters (o believe somethung (hal just isn't true

McNarr confirmed thal he was unhappy [hal fellow commissioners had chosen 1o provige input aboul LAFCO's policies and
procedures during the Measure F eiecion. He also staled that LAFCO hadn't made a final decisien aboul lhe Brantwood or Anlioch
annexation question

The reason they haven made Lhe decision (s because the 1ssue hasn'l come o them yel' The No an F argurient is different They
claim Lhal a negalwe decision regarding Anbisch's polenliat laking of Ihe sile has already been made  Absolulely untrue. A complete
fabncalion.

McNair wenl further lo clarify bis posiion in hus words  He confirmed that he had read both the Helen AllarvRobSchoder letter alang
wilh the Dwight Meadows letter  In the Press story McNair says (hal bolh letlers are "accurale.” He also confimmed in a separate
conversalion that he agreed wilh everything 1he lelters of his cofleagues stated. Everything. He just wished (el LAFCO hadn]
become invelved

Vice Chairman Dawd Prephao also parlicipated. He made il very clear (hal he also agresd wilh the commenls of Allen, Schroder and
Megdows  They ust lad out "Lhe reaily of the LAFCO process” staled Prepho. He also fully supported bolh the nght of (he LAFCO
members 1o make ther comments. Unike the No on F group, others aclually suil believe i the Firsl Amendmenl to the Constiution.

With McNair s and Piepho’s comments, there are ngw 5 members of LAFCO who have all staled the same wning  namely that
Breéntwond s volers say No and Antioch's voters say Yes. thal they will ikely adneie to the express will of lhe peapie and put the land
010 Antioch s conltrol. The glher two members, Supervisors Gayle Uilkema of Lalayette and Faderal Glover of Pittsburg haven'|
spoken publicly on the 155ue

Should Anlioch get Lhe properly, none of the imilations on grewih ner any of Ihe benefits that Measure F prowides Brentwood would
be assured. Antoch could epprove any number of homes Lhey wished and Anlioch would get (he property laxes and olher fees
Given Anlioch's recent announcemen that lhey are openly eonsidering bankruptcy. their need for these doflars couldn’l be more
obwvious

Also. this land would be quie distant from the voters of Antinch. Accordingly. il mighl well be an area within which Anbioch tres 1o
supply ils legally-mandated afforaable hausing. Of Ihe 19 cities in Contra Costa, only Moraga, Orinda and Antioch do nal have
appreved housing plans  Slale law requires each ety 1o indenlify sites for low ncome housing. Anlioch needs more dense homes
ard aparimenls to brng their plans into compl:ance with |he law

http://www.putbrentwoodincontrol.com/news/50/LAFCO_Chairman_Speaks For Himself...
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