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Subject Headings

AGRICULTURAL LAND

City of Davis plans to loan $2.7-million to trust for'farmland purchase JAN
'88 p5

Filmmaker George Lucas threatens to leave Marin County if not allowed to
expand operations onto agricultural land MAY ‘88 p5

Glenn County to withdraw from Williamson Act (farmiand preservation pro-
gram) FEB 89 pi

Suburban counties losing Williamson Act land quickly JUN ‘89 p2

Special Report: Political support grows for land acquisition SEPT ‘89 pi

AB 655 would provide $200 million in bond proceeds to buy development
rights from farmers SEPT "89 p5

California Farm Bureau Federation spokesman asks why Marin County
received $15 million for farm development rights purchase when San
Bernardino received $20 million SEPT ‘89 p7

Chino and Ontario both seek to expand their spheres of influence to cover
Chino Agricultural Preserve FEB ‘00 p2

Davis voters approve advisory measure Lo create greenbelt around the city,
to protect wildlife habitat, agricultural arcas, and flood plains; but reject
requiring voter approval for changes in growth cap JUL ‘00 p5

State figures show 63.000 acres of agricultural land was lost to urbaniza-
tion between 1986 and 1888 MAR 91 p2

California losing agricultural land twice as fast as rest of nation APR ‘91
p5

Changes in California farmland, 1982-1987 (table) APR '91 p5

A portion of San Francisco’s last city farm will be turned over to a develop-
er for affordable housing MAY ‘91 p2

AIR QUALITY

Responsibility for clean air in Los Angeles is belng shifted to local govern-
ment AUG ‘87 pl

Clean air legislation may effect development AUG ‘87 pi

Alr Quality Management. District's war on smog in L.A. Basin targets com-
muters JAN ‘88 p4

Balance of power on AQMD's board shifts in favor of smoggy San Bernardi-
no and Riverside Counties JAN '88 p4

Anti-smog effort stepped up by new law JAN ‘88 pi
Air quality issues to impact growth in Southern California JAN ‘88 p3

SB 1251 reorganizes South Coast AQMD and expands the agency's powers
JAN '88 p6

Sacramento City Council approves plans for large employers to begin
ridesharing programs FEB ‘88 p2

San Diego County growth control initiatives combine building caps with
requirements for provision of infrastructure and air quality performance
standards APR ‘88 p5

L.A. judge orders EPA to prepare L.A. smog plan OCT ‘88 p2

Regional issues rise on public agenda NOV ‘88 p1

Congress fails to renew Clean Air Act NOV ‘88 p2

Southern California’s clean-air plan postponed because of changes in envi-
ronmental impact report JAN ‘89 p4

Los Angeles air plan may have social and economic fallout FEB ‘89 pl

Workshop on the effects of L.A.'s air plan sponsored by SCAG (Southern
California Association of Governments) FEB ‘89 p5

L.A. air plan prompts talks on regionalism APR ‘89 pi
Implementation of air quality plan and SCAG's future APR ‘89 p6

AQMD has power to review local land-use decisions while SCAG has no
power over local agencies APR '89 p6

EPA settles air quality lawsuit with Sacramento MAY ‘89 p2
More counties pass stricter air measures JUL ‘89 p1

. Citizens for a Better Environment and the Sierra Club suec Bay Arca air

quality officials for not carrying out the area's plan JUL ‘89 p7

Judge halts construction of Bay Area highways FEB ‘01 p1

Kern County finally gives in and joins eight-county Central Valley Air Quality
District APR ‘91 p2

Thirty-one counties in California begin preparation of “congestion manage-
ment plans” JUN ‘91 p1, pS

Metropolitan Transportation Commission must do more o meet air quality
plan DEC '91 pit

AIRPORT LAND-USE COMMISSIONS

Court strikes down Thermal airport land-use plan JUL 89 p5

SB 255 (Bergeson) would establish 1991 deadline for completion of airport
land-use commissions to adopt their plans APR ‘89 p5, OCT ‘89 p5

Los Angeles County cities rebel against airport land-use law requiring sub-
mission of development projects near airports to County Reglonal Plan-
ning Commission APR ‘90 pt

AB 4265 (Clute) enacted; law allows airport land-use commissions to base
comprehensive land-use plan on an FAA-approved airport layoul plan
OCT '90 p5

SB 1288 (Beverly) enacted; law extends period of time L.A. has to complete
airport land-use plans OCT '90 p5

SB 2798 (Beverly) veloed; law would have exempted L.A. from require-
ments of SB 255, requiring airport land-use commissions to approve
local land-use decislons if airport land-use plans are not complete OCT
‘90 p6

SB 329 (Russell) would exempt L.A. County from airport land-use planning
requirements NOV ‘91 p6

ANNEXATION

Annexations rise as cities seek additional tax revenue MAR '87 p2

Drug smuggler’s ranch deeded to Orange county for help with the bust may
be part of an annexation swap between the two counties JUL ‘88 p2

Annexation may become more difficult under ruling requiring property tax-
split agreements to be reached within 30 days JAN ‘89 p2

Riverside LAFCO denies annexation of Thermal airport land to Coachella as
not in accord with city's general plan JUL ‘89 p5

Fresno County and 15 cities fight over annexation and tax revenue AUG
‘89 pt

City of Manteca disputes the inclusion of planned development project in
the recently incorporated town of Lathrop AUG ‘89 p4

Cities of Redding and Anderson are battling over land where Redding wants
to build sewage treatment plant AUG ‘89 p4

San Diego and Chula Vista decide Lo work together on the development of
Otay Mesa AUG ‘89 p4

Stanislaus County and City of Modesto disagree over development AUG ‘89
p5

Lodi sphere of influence initiative struck down by appellate court OCT ‘89
p3

Three council incumbents in Colfax are swept out of office for opposing
annexation of territory slated for future growth DEC '89 p4

Annexation and tax-sharing in Fresno County JAN ‘90 p7

Chino and Ontario both seek to expand their sphere of influence to cover
Chino Agricultural Preserve FEB 90 p2

The City of Coalinga reaches tax-sharing and annexation agreement with
Fresno County APR '90 p3

Angry Riverside officials to appeal LAFCO decision to reduce size of city's
sphere of influence SEPT ‘90 p2

Imperial Beach voters reject revised beachfront development plans DEC
‘90 p6

Court ruling may slow the creation of new cities NOV ‘91 p1

Stanislaus County seeks operating funds to replace money lost from annex-
ations NOV ‘01 piil

Voters in county “island” reject annexation to Los Gatos DEC ‘01 p7
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ASSOCIATION OF BAY AREA GOVERNMENTS (ABAG)

ASSOCIATION OF BAY AREA GOVERNMENTS (ABAG)
See COUNCILS OF GOVERNMENTS

B%LL%‘-BOX ZONING AND BALLOT INITIATIVES
€€ AISO
GROWTH CONTROL AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT
INDIVIDUAL CITIES AND COUNTIES

Land-use measures focus on managing growth in California communities
MAR ‘87 p1

Activists find threat of initiatives enough to reverse land-use decisions
MAR 87 p6

Change from residential to commercial focus MAR ‘87 p5

Increase in 1986, many from Southern California MAR ‘87 p1

California Association of Realtors study on the comprehensive history of
California land-use measures MAR '87 p1

Alameda’s Measure C links future development to traffic congestion MAY
‘87 pt

Milpitas voters pass referendum upholding commercial zoning MAY ‘87 p6

Oceanside’s Measure A places yearly cap on residential units MAY ‘87 p6

Vista's city-sponsored growth cap approved by voters MAY ‘87 p6

June election show mixed growth results JUL ‘87 p1

Important growth control measures lined up for June ballot OCT '87 p1

Hotel/commercial complex proposal defeated by voters in Del Mar OCT '87
p2

Growth control wins big in November elections DEC ‘87 pl

Growth control measures pass on 8 of 10 local ballots throughout the state
in November elections DEC ‘87 p1

November results from around the state DEC ‘87 p2
Redlands voters limit growth to 400 residential units per year DEC ‘87 p3

Ballot-box zoning appears to be widespread and influential trend in South-
ern California DEC ‘87 p3

Court case in Orange County seen as indirect atlack on ballot-box zoning
JAN ‘88 p3

Court cases seeking to invalidate ballot-box zoning measures JAN ‘88 p3

San Gabriel imposes one-year moratorium on certain development projects
JAN '88 p5

Developers challenge initiative requiring voter approval to include land in
city’s general plan JAN ‘88 p3

Orange County citizens band together 1o sponsor a traffic control measure
JAN ‘88 p5

Del Mar voters approve downtown hotel plan MAR ‘88 p2

Citizens groups in Orange County claim Board of Supervisors has been

pushing through development agreements to protect builders from
growth control initiatives APR '88 p3

Riverside County uses new law to postpone countywide growth control ini-
tiative until November ballot, possibly to rush through development
agreements APR ‘88 p3

Braude and Yaroslavsky launch initiative to stop Occidental Petroleum’s
plans to drill for oil in the Pacific Palisades APR ‘88 p8

COST v. Superior Court may limit local initiative powers JUL ‘88 p5

County-by-county results of June elections JUL ‘88'p6

Judge throws out slow-growth atlempt to put office project on next ballot
AUG '88 p5

Hollywood Park Realty Inc. looking for new redevelopment proposal after
Cy{,;pmss voters reject plans for Los Alamitos Race Course area MAR ‘89
p

Ballot measure seeks to control housing resale prices JUN 89 p10

Land-use initiative killed by Hawaiian Supreme Court because “zoning by
initiative Is inconsistent with long-range comprehensive planning” JUL
‘89 p1

Novato voters kill air base redevelopment plan JUL ‘89 p8

Lodi sphere of influence initiative struck down by appellate court OCT ‘89
p3

Legislative scorecard: a bill-by-bill summary OCT ‘89 p5

San Diego mayor Maureen O’Connor endorses slow-growth ballot measure
FEB ‘90 p3

Court to hear Walnut Creek case on growth control and the relationship

Subject Headings

between initiative powers and planning law FEB '90 p1
June ballot may provide mandate for rail transit (Props. 108, 111, & 116)
MAY '90 p1
June election growth control lineup MAY ‘90 p3
Hagg.[')arg voters reject plan to build 2,000 homes on Walpert Ridge MAY
p

Types of growth control measures in place by city and county (table) MAY
‘00 pb
County-by-county roundup of local ballot results JUL ‘90 p3

City officials get mixed signals from voters who want local improvements
but don't want to pay the bill JUL ‘00 p3, p4

More developers file suit to stop citizen protest NOV ‘90 pt
County-by-county roundup of local ballot measures DEC "90 p3

In a series of ballot measures Santa Monica voters scale down beachfront
development DEC ‘90 p4

Napa County volers approve ballot measure requiring agricultural zone
changes be put to a vote DEC 90 p5

Voters reject ballot initiative requiring surface mines be located at least
3,500 feet from residences DEC ‘90 p5

Voters in Huntington Beach approve measure requiring citywide vote to be
held on the sale or lease of city park and beach property DEGC ‘90 pb

Counly-by-county roundup of local ballot measures DEC ‘80 p3

Slow-growthers do well in slow year at ballot box DEC '91p5

Walnut Creek voters reject growth management measure but approve a
hillside protection ordinance DEC ‘01 p5

Sangr;lal.?o voters pass initiative to restrict growth throughout the city DEC
‘o1 p

BERGESON, MARIAN

Bergeson-backed SB 442, designed to allow use of redevelopment powers
In assembling paper subdivisions for development, is killed in subcom-
mittee SEPT ‘87 p4

Bergeson's SB 97 designed to “clean up” current school fee laws as devel-
opers claim current law is too loosely written NOV '87 p1

Chairs Senate Select Committee on California’s Growth JAN ‘88 p4

Withdraws bill that would have set aside sensitive lands in Bolsa Chica
JUL ‘88 p2

Says leadership is needed to address growth issues JAN ‘89 p1

Bill to rearrange “paper-subdivisions” defeated FEB '80 p3

Cortese, Bergeson introduce growth bills MAR '89 p1

Cortgse growth control plan more ambitious than Bergeson plan MAR ‘89
p

Introduced bill to reorganize SCAG that failed last year APR '89 p7

Part of Bergeson’s housing package linking water and sewer funding to
affordable housing passes legislature (SB 966) OCT ‘89 p1

Deukmejian vetoes SB 966 because he doesn’t see link between the provi-
sion of housing and water and sewer grants OCT ‘89 p4

Most growth bills falter in legislative session OCT ‘89 p6
Sponsors SB 969 and SB 838 to reorganize SCAG FEB ‘90 p4
Los Angeles County cities rebel against airport land-use law (SB 255 spon-

sored by Bergeson) requiring submission of development projects near
airports to County Regional Planning Commission APR 'S0 p1

SB 969 (Bergeson) would reorganize SCAG AFR ‘90 p3

Returns to legislature with new growth management proposals MAR '91
pi

After 13 years courts and legislature reconsider Proposition 13 JUL ‘91 p2

BOUNDARIES

See Also:
ANNEXATIONS
INCORPORATIONS
LAFCOs

Speclal Report: Drawing Boundaries MAR ‘87

Annexations rise as cities seek additional tax revenue MAR ‘87 p2

Cities of the Future (table) MAR "87 p4

Desire for land-use control sees many communities forming into cities
MAR ‘87 p2 :

Financial pressure induces Yolo County to break policy channeling growth

Subject Headings

BOUNDARIES

inside city boundaries JUN ‘87 p2
Boundary fights leads to tax-sharing debate SEPT ‘87 pi

Court backs L.A. County LAFCQ’s decision to give Agoura Hills small
sphere of influence MAR '88 p1

Plan to carve Mojave County out of lightly populated desert communities in
San Bernardino County fails JUN ‘88 (supplement)

Annexation may become more difficult under ruling requiring property tax-
split agreements to be reached within 30 days JAN ‘89 p2

Chula Vista and San Diego County vie for control of development in Otay
Mesa JUN ‘89 p10

City and County of Sacramento plan merger to save money and reduce
competition over governmental jurisdiction JUL ‘89 p1

Fres%o County and 15 citles fight over annexation and tax revenue AUG
‘89 p1

City of Manteca disputes the inclusion of planned development project in
the recently incorporated town of Lathrop AUG ‘89 p4

Redding and Anderson are battling over land that Redding wants to use for
sewage treatment plant AUG ‘89 p4

Sacramento city and counly governments reach new revenue-sharing
agreement AUG 89 p5 '

Santa Clarita challenges L.A. County to turf war in unincorporated Santa
Clarita Valley DEC ‘89 p1

Angry Riverside officials to appeal LAFCO decision to reduce size of cily's
sphere of influence SEPT ‘90 p2

Pleasanton wins boundary battle MAY ‘91 p2
Riverside regains sphere of influence lands JUN ‘91 p2

BRADLEY, TOM
See Also
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

Orders environmental review on projects In L.A. AUG '87 p3

May be forced to turn off L.A.'s growth faucet because of overloaded sewer
system JAN ‘88 p4

Plans to restrict growth in L.A. by capping the number of new sewage
hook-ups feeding into L.A.'s sewage treatment facilities to prevent spills
JAN '88 p3

Argues that California must grow Lo remain vital JAN ‘88 p5

Entices opponents of redevelopment by promising $2 billion for housing
FEB ‘88 p4

Faces trouble in his plan to increase CRA's spending cap OCT ‘88 pl

Faces growth control pressure OCT ‘88 p6

Still trying to increase redevelopment's spending cap from $75 million to
$5 billion by offering $2 billion housing incentive MAR ‘89 p5

Over Bradley opposition L.A. City Council creates department of environ-
mental affairs JUL ‘89 p3

Yaroslavsky threatens to sponsor ballot initiative to take redevelopment
powers from mayor JUL ‘89 p3

Works on mixed-use policy for city JUL ‘89 p3

Seeks change at Porter Ranch JAN ‘90 p2

Takes sudden anti-development turn FEB '90 p3

Agrees to share control of Community Redevelopment Agency FEB ‘91 p1

Appoints aide Ed Avila interim administrator of L.A.’s Community Redevel-
opment Agency APR ‘91 p2

Challenges planners to combat sprawl AUG ‘91 p2
Linkage fees highlight Bradley's new housing policy for L.A. SEPT 91 p10
BROWN, WILLIE

Unexpectedly comes out in favor of streamlining local government in Cali-
fornia NOV ‘87 p5

Advocates streamlining local government into a few dozen efficient region-
al agencies JAN ‘88 p4

Assembly Office of Research issues report requested by Willie Brown call-
ing for the creation of powerful regional “development and infrastruc-
ture” agencies FEB ‘90 p4

Introduces far-reaching regional planning bill APR '90 p3
Will revise bill (AB 4242) on regional government JUN ‘80 pi
Introduces regional government bill MAR ‘91 pt

Page 3

BUILDING INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION

See Also
CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY FEDERATION

San Diego BIA challenges Oceanside growth control measure AUG ‘87 p3

BIA plans to appeal ruling upholding special tax on new homes in Santa
Clarita that will support area schools SEPT ‘87 p3

Orange County BIA claims developers are committed to paying for half the
cost of new freeways OCT '87 p6

QOrange County BIA files suit against Newport-Mesa Unified School District
for charging “new school” fees when enrollments are declining NOV ‘87

Building industry wins freeze on school fees from state legislature APR ‘88
pi

BIA launches campaign to keep counlywide growth control measures off
June ballot APR ‘88 p3

BIA lobbyist says school district fee refunds will only be available to
builders who pay fees under protest and sue APR '88 p7

San Diego BIA violates state election code in its voter registration drive
APR '88 p8

Southern California slow-growthers form regional council to counter BIA's
lobbying efforts in Sacramento MAY ‘88 pl

Calg%rr%a BIA is taking growth control seriously throughout the state JUL
‘88 p

Appellate court strikes down Santa Clarita school taxes JAN ‘89 p3

California Supreme Court lets stand ruling prohibiting Santa Clarita School
District from imposing a tax on new development MAR ‘89 p8

Growth control lawsuit brought by Building Industry Association over
1,000-unit residential growth cap in Oceanside will proceed to trial JUL
‘89 p4

CBIA and Irvine Co. have second thoughts about “congestion management
plan” provigion of new gas-tax bill OCT ‘89 p4

State's growth issues resurface in Sacramento FEB ‘90 p1

CBIA decides to oppose gas-tax/congestion management initiative FEB ‘90
p4

BUILDING MORATORIA

See Also
BALLOT-BOX ZONING AND BALLOT INITIATIVES
GROWTH CONTROL AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT

Federal judge dismisses lawsuit against Tahoe's Regional Planning Agency,
thus lifting three-year-old building moratorium AUG ‘87 pl

Judge invalidates Tiburon building moratorium, but does not address dam-
ages for temporary takings AUG '87 p4

San Gabriel imposes one-year moratorium on certain development projects
JAN '88 p5

Napa Imposes four-month moratorium on new wineries OCT ‘88 p2

Residents of Cape Cod are headed for growth moratorium in part from EPA
pressure OCT ‘88 p8

Building moratorium in Santa Cruz County JAN '90 p2

Anahelm imposes a 45-day moratorium on development around Disneyland
JUN '90 p2

Appellate court invalidates building moratorium initiative in the City of
Tiburon JUL ‘90 p7

Disneyland-area building moratorium extended NOV "90 p2

Sarasota County building moratorium fails, but slow-growth sentiment
rises in Florida NOV ‘80 p3

Interim county ordinance lifts Malibu moratorium DEC '91 p10

San Francisco County Board of Supervisors imposes five-month moratori-
um on demolition of single-famity homes MAR ‘88 p1

San Diego city council removes homebuilding moratorium near Brown
Fif_::td, which may make airport expansion there more difficult JAN ‘50
P

AB 1262 (Chacon) restricts local government's ability to adopt or extend
interim moratoriums to instances when public health is involved NOV
‘91 p7

AB 1905 (Frazee) clarifies that if a moratorium is imposed that time will
not. count against the period for which an approved subdivision map is
valid NOV ‘91 pé
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BUILDING MORATORIA

Challenge to Tiburon's actions during moratorium rejected NOV ‘91 p9
Sierra Madre erred in extending moratorium NOV ‘01 p9
Downtown moratorium impesed despite the threat of litigation DEC ‘91 p2
CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS
Historical study of California ballot measures MAR ‘87 p1
Reports on California ballot measures JUL ‘87 pl
Court agrees 1o rehear public housing case based on Article 34 of the
state’s constitution passed at the behest of CAR in 1950 APR ‘89 p1
CAR's calculations show public support for slow-growth ballot measures
leveling off DEC "B9 p4
State's growth issues resurface in Sacramento FEB ‘90 pi
CAquecides 10 oppose gas-lax/congestion management initiative FEB ‘90
p
CALISFORNiA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)
ee
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
CITIZEN GROUPS
Downtown L.A. Property Owners Assoclation stalls subway assessment
APR ‘87 p6
Residents slow construction of Hollywood Promenade claiming EIR is inad-
equate MAY ‘87 p4
Orange County citizens band together to sponsor a traffic control measure
JAN ‘88 pb
Citizens groups in Orange County claim Board of Supervisors has been

pushing through development agreements to protect builders from
growth control initiatives APR '88 p3

Ma Maison reaches $1-million settlement with homeowners NOV ‘88 p6

Citizen activists kill redevelopment project FEB ‘89 p3

Cltizens for a Better Environment and the Sierra Club sue Bay Area air
quality officials for not carrying out the area’s plan JUL ‘89 p7

Flrsl.zL.A. citizens planning committee begins meeting in Sylmar OCT ‘89
p

Are development agreements being used Lo circumvent public participation
in development projects? NOV ‘89 p5

Riverside city officials are considering establishing a network of neighbor-
hood boards throughout the city FEB '90 p2

More developers file “SLAPP" suits to stop citizen protest NOV ‘90 pi

San Diego community offers I-15 alternative AUG ‘91 p1

Huge damages award upheld by appellate court in “SLAPP” suit AUG ‘01
p?

Citizen group pays Fair Political Practices Commission fine NOV ‘91 p8
COASTAL COMMISSION

Approves L.A. County land-use plan for Malibu that sent residents toward
incorporation MAR ‘87 p2

California Coastal Commission v Granite Rock Company sald mining com-
pany on federal land is subject to Commission regulations APR ‘87 p3

Nollan v California Coastal Commission ruling unlikely to make sweeping
statements about land-use regulations in California APR ‘87 p3

Ex-staff director of Commission sclected Sierra Club executive director
MAY ‘87 p5

Long-term impact of Nollan v. Coastal Commission ruling could be broad
JULY "87 p1

Exclusive Jonathan Club can legally be required to eliminate discriminatory
membership policies before it can expand its beachfront facilities FEB
‘88 p6

U.8. Supreme Court strengthens claim of coastal states to tideland even
when they are far infand MAR ‘88 p4

Coastal Commission approves 1,400-acre Pacific Rim Country Club and
Resort MAY '88 p6

Commission wins two skirmishes against Deukmejian over budget cuts
designed to reduce the agency’s effectiveness JUN ‘89 p3

California Coastal Commission approves a massive Navy/developer project
in downtown San Diego JUL ‘91 p4

COASTAL PLANNING

Since November 1985 nine cities and five counties have restricted oil sup-

port facilities APR ‘87 p7

——am—

e
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Exclusive Jonathan Club can legally be required to eliminate discriminatory
membership policies before it can expand its beachfront facilities FEB
88 p6

U.S. Supreme Court strengthens claim of coastal states to tideland even
when they are far inland MAR ‘88 p4

Newport homeowners who routinely built home additions into beac:hrrom.
right-of-way may soon have to pay fees to right themselves SEPT ‘88 p6
Most important growth bills held over by legislature NOV ‘81 p4

CONSTRUGCTION INDUSTRY FEDERATION
See Also

BUILDING INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION
To Influence general plan in fighting San Diego residential growth cap
JUL ‘87 pt
COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES

San Diego’s redevelopment head, Gerald M. Trimble, leaves to run USC's
for-profit real estate development subsidiary DEC ‘87 p1

Rapid growth of UC (University of California) enroliments prompts eight
host cities to band together and plan for growih APR ‘88 pd

USC's new real estate development company gets tentative approval for its
first project SEPT ‘88 p6

California State University system predicts the need for four to six new
campuses over the next 16 years AUG ‘89 p6

Appellate court rules UG Berkeley can build student dormitory on potential-
ly active fault SEPT ‘89 p3

University of California narrows field for tenth campus to three Central Val-
ley locations MAY '91 p2

Land availability becomes key issue for UC’s tenth campus AUG ‘91 p2

UCLA agrees with City of L.A. to limit future expansion to 139,500 vehicle
irips AUG '91 p2

Appellate Court throws out EIR on UC Davis expansion DEC ‘81 p9

CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PLANNING
CBIA and Irvine Co. have second thoughts about “congestion management
plan” provision of new gas-tax bill OCT ‘89 p4
Gov. Deukmejian signs gas-tax bill even though it contains “congestion
management plan” provision OCT ‘89 p4
Assembly insiders worry that softening congestion management portion of
gas-1ax will lead environmentalist to withdraw their support OCT "89 p6

CAR decides to oppose gas-tax/congestion management initiative FEB '90
p4
CBIA decides to oppose gas-tax/congestion management initiative FEB ‘90

Irvine Co. doesn't like congestion management portion of gas-tax initiative
FEB ‘90 p4

Thirty-one counties in California begin preparation of “congestion manage-
ment plans® JUN ‘91 p1, p5

AB 84 (Katz) extends deadline for county congestion management plans
NOV ‘91 p6
AB 908 (Farr) Requires general plans to include an element dealing with
local congestion management plans NOV '91 p7

CORTESE, DOMINIG

Cortese, Bergeson introduce growth bills MAR ‘89 p1

Cortese growth control plan more ambitious than Bergeson plan MAR ‘89
p2

Most growth bills falter in legislative session OCT ‘89 p6

AB 4235 (Cortese) would remove planning functions from the Governor's
office of planning and research and establish a separate state planning
agency APR '90p3

Sam Farr takes over from Cortese as chairman of the Assembly Local Gov-
ernment Committee MAY ‘90 p2

COUNCILS OF GOVERNMENTS

SANDAG completes study on how to alleviate problems of competition for
revenue-rich real estate developments MAR ‘87 p5

SANDAG “Regional Governmental Responsibilities and Revenues” (outlines
approach to revenue sharing by counties and cities) MAR ‘87 p5

SCAG predicts L.A. will not meet air quality regulations unless vehicle
miles traveled are reduced by half. AUG ‘87 p5

SANDAG (San Diego Association of Governments) reports says no-growth

(

’

Subject Headings
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COUNCILS OF GOVERNMENTS

cities encourage growth indirectly NOV ‘87 p3
Regional issues rise on public agenda NOV ‘88 p1

Waorkshop on the effects of L.A.'s air plan sponsored by SCAG (Southern
California Association of Governments) FEB ‘89 p5

LAB% al{ plan may add fuel to the movement to decentralize SCAG APR
b
Implementation of air quality plan and SCAG’s future APR ‘89 p6

AQMD has power to review local land-use decisions while SCAG has no
power over local agencies APR ‘89 p6

Berg;son introduces bill to reorganize SCAG that failed last year APR ‘89
p
SB 969 and SB 838 to reorganize SCAG FEB ‘90 p4

Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) approves regional planning
framework SEPT ‘80 p2

Wilson growth plan may be cautious NOV '91 p1

COUNTY GOVERNMENT
See Also

PART 2: COUNTIES
Attempts to create new counties (table) MAR '87 p4

Counties challenge redevelopment projects as tax increment capture limits
financial resources MAR ‘87 p2

Couqties in conflict with cities over development and revenue MAR ‘87

p

Desert dwellers seek fiscal and land-use control in attempted split with San
Bernardino County MAR ‘87 p4

County revenue stream squeezed by more incorporation MAR ‘87 p2

Plan to carve Mojave County out of lightly populated desert communities in
San Bernardino County fails JUN ‘88 (supplement)

Counties and state government clash over Tanner hazardous waste plans
MAY ‘89 p1

Wilson growth plan may be cautious NOV ‘91 pt
COURT CASES
See Also
Section 4: COURT CASES BY NAME
Avco case inspires development agreement statute APR ‘87 p4
Mi{lér;g %ompany on federal land is subject to Commission regulations APR
p

Court blocks Westwood skyscraper construction as no EIR was prepared
APR '87 p5

Judge upholds vesting tentative maps, says growth limiting initiative does
not apply to 69-unit housing development. MAY ‘87 p4

Lawsuit and politics hold up final report of President’s Commission on
Americans Outdoors APR ‘87 p8

Nollan v Galifornia Goastal Commission ruling unlikely to make sweeping
statements about land-use regulations In California APR ‘87 p3

Resident slow construction of Hollywood Promenade claiming EIR is inade-
quate MAY ‘87 p4

First English and Nollan rulings could signal change in balance of power
between developer's property rights and government’s ability to regu-
late land use JUL ‘87 pl

Court strikes down Solano’s redevelopment planning area because most is
owned by well financed developers JUL '87 p2

New Jersey's highest court rules development fees must have “rational
nexus” between project and fee AUG ‘87 p4

Judge rules Newport Beach housing policies fair SEPT ‘87 p3

Judge upholds special tax on new homes in Santa Clarita to support area
schools SEPT ‘87 p3

Court upholds Berkeley's right to build low-income housing around the city
under general voter approval SEPT '87 p3

More cities may settle takings litigation OCT ‘87 p1

Review of takings cases from states courts OCT ‘87 p3, p4
Adull-only mobile homes upheld by high court OCT ‘87 p2
When does a taking occur? No one knows for sure OCT 87 p5

Supr_eme Qourt ruling in Nollan case dictates local governments must find
direct link between developments and exactions NOV '87 p4

Ninth U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals rules San Luis Obispo ranchers takings

case against the county is not ripe until development plans are rejected
NOV '87 p2

Oil drilling in Pacific Palisades upheld DEC ‘87 p6

Judge rules New York City “sold” zoning on Coliseum site. JAN “88 p2

Court cases seeking to invalidate ballot-box zoning measures JAN ‘88 p3

Coug, case challenges legality of tying growth to traffic congestion JAN ‘88
p : :

Court rules San Francisco’s delay in processing development applications
does not constitute a taking JAN ‘88 p3

Appellate court rejects environmental impact report for 600-room Goleta
beachfront hotel because no alternative project sites were explored FEB
‘88 p1

Judge dismisses suit aimed to stop Sacramento’s library complex because
it was filed too late FEB ‘88 p2

Goleta case may widen scope of environmental review FEB ‘88 p3

Developers’ $2.5-million claim thrown out by judge as excessive in
Sebastopol due process case FEB ‘88 p3

Exclusive Jonathan Club can legally be required to eliminate discriminatory
lggmbership policies before it can expand its beachfront facilities FEB
‘88 p6

Court backs L.A. County LAFCO's declsion to give Agoura Hills small
sphere of influence MAR ‘88 p1

U.S. Supreme Court upholds San Jose's rent control ordinance but fails to
decide takings issue MAR ‘88 p3 g

Sacramento appeals court rules that local government cannot approve pro-
jecls crealing significant environmental damage unless mitigation and
alternatives are considered MAR ‘88 p3

State Supreme Court rules that the federal government may assert “ripari-
an rights” over water on the land it owns in California MAR ‘88 p4

U.S. Supreme Court strengthens claim of coastal states to tideland even
when they are far inland MAR '88 p4

San Francisco’s transit fee applies retroactively, judge rules APR ‘88 p2

Lawsuit filed by Western Oil and Gas Association against counties including
Monterey, San Diego, San Luis Obispo, San Mateo, Santa Cruz, Sonoma,
and the cities of Monterey, Morro Bay, Oceanside, San Francisco, San
Luis Obispo, and Santa Cruz alleges local ordinances improperly infringe
on constitutional rights, including federal supremacy, interstate com-
merce, and equal protection APR ‘88 p8

U.S. District Court judge dismisses most claims in Western Oil and Gas
Association’s oil drilling case MAY '88 p1

Supreme Court rules that Congress may tax municipal bonds MAY ‘88 p2

Appellate court orders EIS on U.S. Forest Service's plan o harvest of huge
Sequoias in case filed by the Sierra Club MAY ‘88 p2

After two years Sacramento city council, envimnmentallsl.é, and developer
settle litigation, but four landowners objecting to settlement file new
lawsuit MAY ‘88 p3

Court rules that public agencies may sue for taking AUG ‘88 p2
Marin County landowner loses appeal in federal court AUG ‘88 p2
Court rules that CEQA applies to purchase of land with PCBs SEPT ‘88 p3

Judge says Chino Redevelopment Agency not required to repay $200,000
option fee to developer after deal fizzles SEPT *88 p3

L.A. judge orders EPA to prepare L.A. smog plan OCT ‘88 p2

Judge orders Hawthorne to accept low-income housing as part of the Cen-
tury Freeway project OCT ‘88 p4

Judge says Coastal Commission was right to reject Santa Barbara County's
plans for Santa Cruz Island OCT ‘88 p5

Billings Montana's regulatory aclions violate developers due process con-
stitutional rights OCT '88 p5

Homeowners may leave water district but must pay off bonded indebted-
ness OCT '88 p5

U.S. Supreme Court won't review California exaction cases NOV ‘88 p3

California Supreme Court grants financial leeway to redevelopment agen-
cies NOV ‘88 p3

Ft. Bragg must permit low-income housing NOV ‘88 p4

Orange County EIR adequate after changed circumstances NOV ‘88 p4

California Supreme Court interprets CEQA broadly DEC ‘88 pl

Court rejects zoning of adult businesses in Whittier DEC ‘88 p8
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Subject Headings

COURT CASES

Specific votes needed to approve low-income housing projects JAN ‘89 p3
Appellate court strikes down Santa Clarita school taxes JAN '89 p3

Court rules that condemnation of mortuary doesn't require EIR FEB ‘89 p4
Redevelopment plan upheld by L.A. County judge FEB ‘89 p3

Adult zoning faces tough legal battles MAR ‘89 p1

Appellate court refuses to legalize 60-year old apartment violating single
family zoning MAR ‘89 p7

California Supreme Court expands the reassessment provisions of proposi-
tion 13 MAR ‘89 p7

California Supreme Court lets stand ruling prohibiting Santa Clarita School
District from imposing a tax on new development MAR ‘89 p8

Court agrees to rehear public housing case requiring stricter voter
approval on public housing projects APR ‘89 p1

Appellate court upholds approval of San Francisco skyscraper APR ‘89 p3

Hayward initiative violates equal protection MAY ‘89 p3

Court permits reassessment of property in reorganization MAY “89 p3

Courts and legislature set stricter standards for CEQA MAY 89 p4

Court finds no taking in First English case JUN ‘89 p1

Appellate court rules that school closing may be subject to CEQA JUN ‘89
p4

Court says San Francisco may deny permit for single-family homes JUN
‘89 p4

Judge rules stadium lights at Santa Cruz High School serve educational
purpose and are therefore exempt from city zoning regulations JUN ‘89
p5

Land-use initiative killed by Hawaiian Supreme Court JUL ‘89 p1

Judge rules that “adult” zoning restrictions apply if sexually explicit films
constitute a “substantial portion” of all films shown or “account for a
substantial part of the revenues” JUL ‘89 p5

Appeals court upholds Proposition M, San Francisco's growth control mea-
sure JUL ‘89 pS

Appellate Court disrupts special district funding AUG ‘89 p6

Riverside growth plan and initiatives struck down by judge SEPT ‘89 p1

Appeals court reject landowner’s claim that City of Selma violated his civil
rights by denying his zoning request SEPT ‘89 p3

Appellate court rules Berkeley can build student dormitory on potentially
active fault SEPT '89 p3 .

Appeals court upholds Walnut Creek’s traffic control Initiative (Measure H)
OCT '89 p1

Judge uphold Sacramento city office-housing linkage fee OCT '89 p2

Court again rejects EIR on Goleta hotel OCT ‘89 p3

Lodiasphere of influence initiative struck down by appellate court OCT '89
P

U.S. Supreme Court refuses to hear Marin County takings case NOV ‘89 p2

Hurricane Hugo brings deluge of takings cases NOV '89 p3

Two local development fees struck down by Fifth District Court DEC ‘89 p3

Court rules that L.A. County did not need EIR on mountain subdivision
DEC "89 p3

Ap%eélalg. court rules that San Jose rezoning doesn't require an EIR JAN

p

Court says library can't yield easement for redevelopment JAN ‘80 p6

Courg rules that San Juan Capistrano is not liable for subsidence JAN ‘80
p

Court to hear Walnut Creek case on growth control and the relationship
between initiative powers and planning law FEB ‘00 p1

Judge upholds open space initiative in the town of Moraga FEB 'S0 pl

Lawyers appeal $600,000 sanction in environmental suit FEB ‘90 p7

Court finds issue of futility in takings case MAR '90 p3

Appellate court rules Ventura rezoning did not create taking MAR '90 p3

Brisbane zone change not subject to referendum APR 90 p4

State Supreme Court to hear Goleta case APR ‘00 p4

Appellate court upholds Oxnard capital improvement fee MAY ‘90 p4

Court rules granny flat may be denied sewer hookup MAY ‘90 p4

Property tax assessment on transferrable development rights upheld MAY
‘90 p4

Supreme Court says CEQA does not apply to wine train MAY ‘80 pb
Florida homebuilder’s suit challenges school fees as tuition JUL ‘90 pt

Appellate court invalidates building moratorium initiative in the City of
Tiburon JUL ‘80 p7

Butte County development agreement struck down AUG ‘90 p6
General plan may be changed to conform with zoning AUG '90 p7

Riverside County's failure Lo notify property owner of general plan rezoning
of land violates procedural due process rights AUG '80 p7

Claims Court finds taking in two federal wetlands cases SEPT 90 p4
Appellate court revives takings claim in Tahoe SEPT ‘00 p4

State Supreme Court reverses decision in housing case SEPT ‘80 p5
EIR approval needn't guarantee species survival SEPT ‘90 p6

Appellate court dismisses Riverside redevelopment case because plaintiffs
did not exhaust all administrative remedies SEPT ‘90 p6

La Quinta general plan/zoning consistency case de-published; move aids
Warner Ridge developer OCT ‘90 p7

Court rules EIR not required on Carmel Valley project. OCT '80 p7
Court says school fees must be paid prior to building permit issuance NOV
‘0 p6

Southern Pacific's right-of-way taking claim ruled “not ripe” NOV ‘80 p6

Attorney General says general plan can differ from hazardous waste plan
NOV ‘90 p6

Court rules building permits issued in 1974 do not give Tahoe builder vest-
ed rights NOV '90 p7

Judge says EIS must examine “biological corridors” NOV ‘90 p7

Court favors developers in two important cases JAN 91 p1

Court upholds county's denial of gold-mining permit JAN '91 p6

Court rules elderly couple’s taking claim is unripe JAN '01 p6

Fremont nightclub owners civil rights claim rejected JAN ‘91 p6

Jewish congregation plans to appeal judges decision 1o overturn Marin
county’s approval of conditional use permit for the synagogue JAN 91
p7

Judge halts construction of Bay Area highways FEB 91 p1

Les;:;r ruling may signal shift in court attitude toward initiatives FEB '01

U.8. Supreme Court declines to hear challenges to oil initiatives FEB ‘91
p4

Appellate court orders trial in Monterey Dunes controversy FEB ‘91 p5

Court rules developers won't receive school fee refund just because laws
changed FEB "91p5

San Francisco condo conversion law upheld by court of appeal FEB ‘01 p5

Court says Santa Ana zoning ordinance can ban swap meets FEB '91 p6

Appellate court rejects “Nollan-like™ conditions on retaining wall MAR ‘91
p4

State school laws don't preclude local government zoning denial MAR ‘91
pd

Napa winery dispute yields important CEQA ruling MAR ‘01 p5

Carolina beach law upheld in takings case APR ‘91 pi

State Supreme Court says West Hollywood condominium converters need
not abide by subsequent rules after Subdivision Map Act approval APR
‘91 p6

Court of appeals rules EIR not needed for street closure APR ‘91 p6

United States Supreme Court lets controversial wetlands ruling stand APR
‘91 p7

Rulings don’t help clarify takings issue MAY *01 p1

Court rules 1873 gauge properly measures Clear Lake level MAY ‘01 p6

Appellate panel reaffirms Riverside redevelopment ruling MAY ‘91 p6

Developer wins $11.5 million in civil rights/takings case from City of San
Bernardino JUN ‘01 p3

City of San Diego reopens road after appellate court ruling that cities must
keep roads of regional significance open JUN 91 p6

Sacramento conventlon center EIR upheld JUN 81 p6

Court upholds schools’ independent power to impose fees JUN '91p7

After 13 years courts and legislature reconsider Proposition 13 JUL ‘91 p2

New appellate ruling may make vested rights easier Lo obtain JUL ‘91 p5

Subject Headings
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COURT CASES

Dan; Point neighbors may proceed with fraud case against developer JUL

‘01 p5

Higher school fees appear likely in wake of Murrieta Valley ruling JUL ‘91
p6

Jud%e calls for new trial in $11.5 million judgment for developer JUL ‘91
p

Appeliate court affirms judge’s ruling to drop environmental measure from
ballot JUL ‘91 p7

Banl_(!rupt partnership won't get extension of development permit JUL ‘91

p

Appeals court upholds Hollywood redevelopment plan JUL ‘91 p8

Most takings rulings continue to favor government agencies AUG ‘91 p3

Hugg damages award upheld by appellate court in “SLAPP” suit AUG ‘01
p

Appellate court rules that Sonoma County bed and breakfast’s operation
violated zoning code AUG ‘81 p7

Sacramento housing linkage fees upheld in court SEPT ‘91 pl

Appellate court upholds L.A. County EIR preparation policy SEPT '91 p7

Angels baseball team’s suit against Anaheim's ex-city manager thrown out
SEPT ‘91 p7

L.A. County policy on nudist camps declared unconstitutional SEPT ‘91 p8

Court rules Marin County acted properly in permitting Chabad Synagogue
SEPT '01 p8

Gal.jé(;rnilz})Suprcmﬁ Court “de-publishes” Cucamonga school fee case SEPT

p

Permit streamlining action may be appealed OCT ‘91 p6

Hamélihorgle developer fails in attempt to stop redevelopment project OCT
‘91 p

Appellate court affirms decision to halt Airport condemnation OCT ‘91 p7

Re%siedTbillboam ruling still favors Tahoe Regional Planning Agency OCT

p

Court ruling may slow the creation of new cities NOV 91 p1

Tentative ruling upholds Riverside general plan NOV ‘91 p8

Challenge to Tiburon's actions during moratorium rejected NOV '91 p9

Sierra Madre erred in extending moratorium NOV ‘91 p9

Court of appeal upholds Carmel’s ban on short-term rentals NOV ‘91 p10

Schc;%I district challenge to San Jose redevelopment area rejected NOV ‘01
p

U.S. Supreme Court to hear four land-use cases DEC '91 p1

Appellate Court throws out EIR on UC Davis expansion DEC ‘91 p9

Interim county ordinance lifts Malibu moratorium DEC ‘91 p10

Court rules high school EIR may be prepared late in process DEC '91 p10

Metropolitan Transportation Commission must do more Lo meet air quality
plan DEC ‘91 pit

DEUKMEJIAN, GEORGE

Gives counties a little more money to stop exurban sprawl JAN ‘88 p4

Creates the Office of Traffic Improvement within Caltrans to deal with grid-
lock problems SEPT '88 p6

Signs “use it or lose it" law forcing redevelopment agencles to spend their
20% setaside for affordable housing as parl of his housing package
MAR ‘89 p5

nggsczs. 9-cent gas tax hike to pay for his transportation package APR
‘80 p

California Coastal Commission wins two skirmishes against Deukmejian
over budget cuts designed to reduce the agency’s effectiveness JUN ‘89
p3

Vetoes SB 966 because he doesn'l see link between the provision of hous-
ing and water and sewer grants OCT ‘89 p4

Signs gas-tax bill even though it contains “congestion management plan”
provision OCT ‘89 p4

Broad group of lobbyists representing the building industry and local gov-
ernment call on the governor and legislature to establish a task force on
growth FEB "90 p4

Vetoes most bills dealing with planning and growth OCT "90 pi, p5

DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENTS

DAs allow developers and cities to lock in terms unaffected by future

changes in regulations APR ‘87 p1

DAs come into widespread use as regulatory tool APR ‘87 pl

Examples of DAs in California APR ‘87 p4

DA statute inspired by California Supreme Court ruling in Avco case APR
‘87 p4

DAs approved for sports plan by Sacramento City Council JUN ‘87 p6

Irvine Co. reaches agreement with local environmentalists to develop the
“Irvine Coast” JAN ‘88 pi

Citizens groups in Orange County claim Board of Supervisors has been
pushing through development agreements to protect builders from
growth control initiatives APR ‘88 p3

Riverside County uses new law to postpone countywide growth control ini-
tiative until November ballot, possibly to rush through development
agreements APR '88 p3

Ventura DA requires developers to pay costs of freeway overpass needed
by subdivision residents APR ‘88 p6

Moorpark DA overturned at polls, leaving developer without building per-
mits for 1000 planned units APR ‘88 p6

San Francisco court satisfied DA for skyscraper covers housing, child care,
and open space impacts APR '89 p3

Folsom City Council approves several DAs despite legal settlement restrict-
ing them AUG ‘89 p6

DAs now in widespread use throughout state NOV ‘89 p5

San Diego won't approve a DA if it protects projects from future growth
control ordinances or future development fee increases NOV ‘89 p6

San Francisco tells property owner to lop off the top floor of an existing
building as a condition of approval on two adjacent structures MAY ‘90
p2

Voters in Cypress approve plans for construction of highrise project on the
Los Alamitos racetrack property MAY ‘90 p3

Butte County DA struck down AUG '90 p6

Developer seeks to break “vague” agreement with homeowners and sell
them Lake Sherwood NOV *90 p2

Developer drops plans to sell Lake Sherwood to lakeside residents DEC
‘90 p2

Santa Monica voters repeal DA between city and hotel builder DEC ‘90 p4

DEVELOPMENT FEES

Two bills proposed to restrict school district abilities to levy development
fees NOV ‘87 pt

Orange County BIA files suit against Newport-Mesa Unified School District
for charging “"new school” fees when enroliments are declining NOV '87

California becomes the first state with legislation covering development
fees NOV 87 p4

Florida’s development fees for roads JAN ‘88 pt

Sacramento to decide the fate of school's development fees JAN ‘88 p3
San Francisco's transit fee applies retroactively, judge rules APR '88 p2
School fee revisions die in state legislature SEPT ‘88 pi

California Supreme Court lets stand ruling prohibiting Santa Clarita School
District from imposing a tax on new development MAR ‘89 p8

After only two months Long Beach reduces development fees for parks
APR ‘89 p2

Judge upholds Sacramento city office-housing linkage fee OCT ‘89 p2

State law subjects development fees to greater scrutiny NOV ‘89 pt

San Diego won't approve a development agreement if it protects projects
from future growth control ordinances or future development fee
increases NOV ‘89 p6

Two local development fees struck down by Fifth District Court DEC ‘89 p3
Los Angeles property owners challenge Metro Rail assessment MAR '90 p2
Florida suit challenges school fees as tuition JUL ‘90 p1

Sacramento city officials threaten foreclosure on Gregg Lukenbill and other
North Natomas landowners for late assessment district payments JUL
‘90 p2

City of San Diego imposes broad schedule of impact fees NOV ‘90 p3

Court says school fees must be paid prior to building permit issuance NOV
‘90 p6

Sacramento councilwoman calls for an external audit of planning depart-
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Subject Headings

DEVELOPMENT FEES

ment after complatnts that it uses environmental review process W con-
duct broad land-use studies at developers’ expense FEB ‘01 p2

LA.2city council approves 1% fec on development for public art APR ‘01
p .

Sacramento housing linkage fees upheld in court SEPT *91 pi

In Riverside County millions of dollars in development fees go uncollected
SEPT 01 p2

Flooding In Quartz HHl likely caused by new development in Palmdale rais-
es questions about the adequacy of developer’s fees to pay for compre-
hensive ftood control project SEPT ‘8t p2

Linkage fees highlight Bradiey's new housing policy for LA, SEPT '81 pi)

Chino Hills: the best-lald plan runs into problems SEPT ‘81 pi2

Riverside County chiel administrative officer resigns over development fee
controversy NOV ‘91 p2

DISCRETIONARY REVIEW

Use of discretionary review increases under growth control pressure APR
‘87 p1

Discretionary review brings large projects under close scrutiny APR ‘87 p5

Yaroslavsky/Braude discretionary review guidelines APR ‘B7 p3

San Dicgo council member proposes discretionary review linked to infra-
structure for all residential construction JUN 87 p4

Mayor Bradiey orders environmental review on projects in L.A. AUG ‘87 p3
'I‘hl:gg buildings compete in San Francisco's annnal “beauty contest” JAN
San Francisco's beauty contesl: the city as museum JUL '90 p8

LA, City Council ralses eyebrows by requlring an Islamic Mosque be
designed in a Spanish style OCT ‘80 p2

San Francisco hopes to forestall the loss of gas stations by making all eon-
versions sublect to a planning eommission hearing AUG ‘01 p2

Bechtel office: project approved in San Francisco's yeany “beauty contest”
NOV *81 p2

Architectural exhibit criticizes San Franclsco's teetrlcﬂw development reg-
ulations DEC '#1 p2

ELECTIONS, MISCELLANEOUS
Pat Russell and Ruth Galanter in ran-off for L.A. City Councll MAY "87 p4
Roundup of city council, county supervisor elections JUL *90 p6
EMsleleNT DOMAIN

TAKINGS
ENDANGERED SPECIES
Desert tortoise declared threatened JUL ‘89 p2
Speclal Report, JUN 90
Endz;ngered specles, wetlands emerge as maljor planning issues JUN '90
p

Proposal in Riverside County to create multi-species habitat JUN '80 p3
Endangered Species Act single-species focus creates problems JUN ‘60 p6
Metropolitan Water District will spend $500,000 studying the relocation of

the Stephens’ kangaroo rat from proposed MWD facllitlies in Riverside
County OCT 90 p2

Metgrgpoman Water District will iry moving Stephens’ kangaroo rats NOV
‘90 p2

Audubon Soclety challenges Riverside County in court over Stephens’ kan-
garoo rat study area boundaries APR ‘91 p2

Environmentalists seek spot on endangered species list for gnateatcher
JUN '81 p4

Appellate court affirms judge's ruling te drop environmental measure from
ballot JUL ‘91 p7

Federal savings and loan officlals agree to assess S&L properties for
endangered species and wetlands preservation AUG ‘91 p2
Gngté:;}c!g dienied protection under California Endangered Species Act
p
Natural Resources Delense Council sues Sl.ale Fish & Game Commission
for #ts decision not to list Californla Gnatcatcher NOV ‘91 p2
Species controversies continue to abound OCT 91 p1

ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTALISTS
See Also

ENDANGERED SPECIES

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

WASTE MANAGEMENT

WETLANDS

St.a‘tena?\;'gw Resources Control Board drops wetlands protection plan JUN

Lalfg?'i‘;lsme growth comtrol battle baged on envirgnmental concems AUG

Housing development in Oakland is drawing fire from environmentalists
SEPT '88 pé

EnvironmemallstsaresedﬂngwbuymeAgouraHﬂlsslteormeRenms-
sance Peasure Faire SEPT ‘88 p6

L.A. judge orders EPA to prepare LA, smog plan OCT '88 p2

Sacramento environmentalists are reorganizing to gain more clout in
development batiles JAN ‘89 pb

San Diego extends interim protection of environmentally sensitive tands
FEB ‘80 p5

Counties and State government ctash over Tanner hazardous waste plans
MAY 89 p1

Desert tortolse deglared threatened JUL '89 p2

Over Bradley opposition L.A. City Council creates department of environ-
mental affaies JUL ‘89 p3

Citizens for a Belter Environment and the Slerra Club sue Bay Area air
quality officials for not carrying out the area’s plan JUL '89 p7

Compromise deal reached between developer and environmentalists over
the future of the Bolsa Chica wetlands NOV '89 p2

Irvine Co. Lo remove last land from agriculture NOV '89 p2

Lawyers appeal $600,000 sanction in environmental suit FEB 90 p7

Anahein arena biocked in court over lawsull charging city has not ade-
quately dealt with traffic and pollution problem associated with the pro-
ject MAR ‘90 p2

Special Report, JUN ‘50

End::ngéred species, wetlands emerge as major planning issues JUN ‘90
P

Wetland “no net loss” policy creates controversy JUN 80 p3

Proposal in Riverside County to create multi-species habital JUN ‘90 p3

Endangered Specles Act single-species focus creates probiems JUN 90 p8

Davis voters approve advisory measure Lo create greenbelt around the city,
to protect wildlife habitat, agricellural areas, and fiood plains; but
rejected requiring voter approval for changes in growth cap JUL ‘90 p5

Claims Court. inds laking In two federal wetlands cases SEPT ‘90 pd

Wetlands agreement okayed for Playa Vista OCT '00 p2

Metropolitan Water District will spend $500,000 studying the relocation of
the Stephens’ kangaroo rat from proposed MWD facllities in Riverside
County OCT ‘90 p2

Metrop:zlltan Water District will try moving Stephens’ Xanganoo rats NOV
‘80

Judge says EIS must examine “biological corridors™ NOV '90 p7

Judge strikes down an environmental chalienge to hotel project JAN '91pl

Judge halts construction of Bay Area highways FEB ‘81 pt

Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy director Joseph Edmiston comes
under fire for supporting certal development projects FEB ‘91 p2

Audubon Soclety challenges Riverside County in court over Stephens’ kan-
garoo ral, study area boundaries APR '91 p2

United States Supreme Court lets controversial wellands ruling stand APR
‘91 p7

Developer may scll 400 acres along San Joaguin River to environmentallsts
JUN 91 p2

Environmentalists launch attack on Orange County tollway JUN ‘91 pl1, p4

Environmentalists seek spot on endangered species list for gnatcatcher
JUN 91 p4

Appellatle court affinms judge’s rling to drop environmental measure from
ballot JUL "9t p7

Federal govemment is likely to curb wetlands regulation AUG '91 pt

Davis redevelopment of former gas station site to proceed in spite of envi-
ronmentat cleanup costs AUG ‘91 p2

=
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Subject Headings

ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTALISTS

Federal savings and loan officials agree 1o assess S&L propertles for
endangered species and wellands preservation AUG "91 p2
Gnatcatcher denled protection under California Endangered Species Act
- BEPT 'O pi
New9 1fed‘;aral wetlands definition and pollcy appears to favor industry SEPT
‘Ot p
Inside story on wetlands: how Quayle cran.ed new policy SEPT 'Ot p4
Wilson's broader environmental policy SEPT ‘9t pb
Natural Resources Defense Council sues State Fish & Game Commission
for its decision nok Lo list Californla Gnatcaicher NOV ‘91 p2
New wetlands definition may be changed DEC ‘0t p2
Species controversies continue to abound OCT ‘91 pl
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Court blocks skyscraper construction as no EIR was prepared APR ‘87 p5
Residents slow construction of Hollywood Promenade, claiming EIR Is inad-
equate MAY ‘87 p4

Superior Court judge upholds San Francisco County Supervisors declsion
to place Propesition M {limiting new office construclion) on baflot with-
out public hearings or CEQA review AUG ‘87 p5

Mayor Bradley orders environmental review on projects in L.A. AUG 87 p3

Appellate court rejects environmental impact report for 600-room Goleta
béegchifronl hotel because no alternative project sites were explored FEB

P

Goleta case may widen scope of environmental review FEB ‘88 p3

.CEQA applies to purchase of land with PCBs SEPT ‘88 p3

Orange County EIR adequate after changed circumstances NOV *88 p4

California Supreme Court interprets CEQA broadly DEC '88 pt

Southern California’s clean-air plan postponed because of changes n envi-
ronmental impact report. JAN ‘89 p4

Cog;t rules that condemnation of mortuary doesa’t require an EIR FEB 89

Sag;gmgnl.o judge orders EIR on the incorporation of Citrus Heights MAR
P

Special Report MAY 89

Environmental laws play bigger role in projects MAY ‘89 pt

Courts and legislature sel stricter reqnirements for CEQA MAY ‘89 p4
CEQA "naked checklist” eliminated MAY ‘89 p4

Alternative sites evaluation improves MAY ‘89 p5

The passage of AB 3180 and mitigation moniloring MAY '89 p6

In Folsom environmentalists require developer Lo replant two oak trees for
every one removed on construction site MAY 89 pé

Director of community development in West Hollywood, Mark Winogrond,
asks how cities can be sure that mitigatlon plans are really being imple-
mented MAY ‘80 p6

Expansion of John Wayne Airport able 1o proceed because of environmen-
tal monitoring program MAY ‘89 p6

Federal Jaws ¢ast larger shadow over development projects MAY ‘80 p7

Wetlands mitigation in California MAY ‘89 p7

Appgllate court rules that school closing may be subject to CEQA JUN ‘89
B

Court again rejects EIR on Goleta Hotel GCT '89 p3

Law simitar 1o California's Environmental Quality Act likely to Lake effect in
the Distriot of Columbia NOV ‘89 p6

Court orders San Diego County to rewrite EIR on Santee jail DEC 89 p3

Court rules that L.A. County did not need EIR on mountain subdivision
DEC ‘89 p3

Ap%%latée cotrt rules that San Jose rezoning doesn't require an ER JAN

p

L.A. may join other jurisdictions in hiring EIR consultanis rather than let-
ting the developer do it MAY '00 p2

Supreme Court says CEQA does not apply Lo wine train MAY ‘90 p5

End::ngered species, wetlands emerge as major planning issues JUN ‘90
p

Endangered Species Act single-species focus creates problems JUN ‘90 p6

Slerra Club court case challenges L.A. county's policy of allowing develop-
ers 1o hire their own EIR consultants SEPT '80 pi

Page D

EIR approval needn’t guaranies species survival SEPT '90 p6

Court rules EIR not requlred on Carmel Valley Project OCT ‘90 p7

Culver City EIR npheld NOV 90 p2

Judige says EIS must examine "biological corridors™ NOV *80 p7

Judge sirikes down an environmental challenge to hotel project JAN 91 p1

Court upholds county's denial of gold-mining permit on environmentat
grounds JAN ‘01 p6

Sacramento councilwoman calls for an external audit of planning depart-
ment after complaints that it uses environmentat review process Lo con-
duct broad land-use studies at developers expense FEB ‘01 p2

Napa winery dispute yields important CEQA ruling MAR ‘91 p5

Court of appeals rules EIR not needed for sireet closure APR ‘91 p6é

Bay Area survey suggests CEQA provides good information about environ-
mental problems but doesn't explain govemnment project decisions very
well MAY '91 p6

Orange County Wllway faces legal altack over EIR's adequacy JUN 91 pt

Sacramento convention center EIR upheld JUN ‘91 p6 -

Appellate court upholds L.A. County EIR preparation policy SEPT ‘91 pT

Appellate court throws out EIR on UC Davis expansion DEC '91p8

Courd rules high school FIR may be prepared late in process DEC '01 pi0

ETHICS

Chula Vista Mayor Greg Cox cleared of eonfliet of Interest charges JAN '88
B5 ,

Sacramento city pension fund comes under fire for loaning $8 million o
Gregg Lukenbill for project requiring clty approval JAN ‘88 p2

Irwindale City Manager Charles Martin pays $400,000 to avold prosecution
for role in bond deal JAN '88 p5, APR '88 p7

Chy attorney of Industry and former city attorney of Hawalian Gardens,
Graham Ritchey, pays $300,000 fine 10 setile conRiot of interest lawsuit
APR "88 p7

San Diego BIA violates stale election code in its voter registration drive
APR '88 p8

Two elected officials in Huntington Beach have been cleared of conilict of
interest charges by the State Fair Political Practices Commission,
though investigations against a third officlal continue SEPT '88 p6

BART’s (Bay Arca Rapid Transit) real estate manager placed on unpaid
leave amid allegations of his involvement I kick-back scheme JAN ‘69
M

Orange County's Transportation Gorridor Agencies are Investigating con-
flicts of interest by law firm representing both sides in development fee
negotiations MAY ‘89 p2

L.A. Community Redevelopment Agency chief John Tuite Is cieared of mis-
using funds in hiring public consultants OCT 90 p2

Lancaster Mayor William Pursley acknowledges that he introduced ease-
ment change ¢ help his business partner's property interests JAN ‘91
p2

Riverside developer Louis Laramore guilty of campalgn violations in county
supervisors race MAR ‘01 p2

San Diego Planning Director Robert Spaulding resigns after word comes
out of $100,000 sexual harassment selllement between city and former
planning staffer JUL ‘91 p4

L.A. Ethics Commission s investigating the actions of former city planner
Gary Morris, who represented a private developer before the city plan-
ning commission lass than a year after he left the city JUL ‘Ot p4

Riverside citizen group pays Fair Polilical Praclices Commission fine NOV
91 p8

Onlario councilmember Kenneth Waters leaves his job after controversial
“pitch letter” to clients said his public experience could help them get
real estate loans DEC ‘91 p2

FARR, SAM
Takes over from Dominic Cortese as chalrman of the Assembly Local Gov-
ernment Committee MAY '00 p2
Rel.u{ns to legislature with new growth management proposals MAR ‘91
)
FEINSTEIN, DIANNE
The governor's race and the growth issue OCT '90 pt
How will Feinstein or Wilson deal with growth? OCT ‘90 p3, p4
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GANN EXPENDITURE LIMIT
GANN EXPENDITURE LIMIT SANDAG (San Diego Association of Governments) reports says no-growth

Costa Mesa and Santa Monica hold successful Gann Limit override elec-
tions APR ‘87 p6

Ga{;?.r}i l'lrgil; controls growth In state and local govemment spending APR
p

Gann limit may change the face of planning in California APR '87 p1

Shedding Goleta will allow Santa Barbara County room to maneuver under
Gann Limit MAR '87 p3

Irwindale blocks audit of Gann Limit status FEB ‘88 p2
Labor, business, and taxpayer groups band together to reform Gann limit
APR ‘89 p2
GENERAL PLANS
Los Angeles County General Plan gets OK from judge MAY ‘87 p5
Sacramento approves new general plan FEB ‘88 p6

Riverside LAFCO denies annexation of Thermal airport land to Coachella as
not in accord with city's general plan JUL ‘89 p5

Sutter County volers reject general plan amendment and zone change that
would have permitted large development in the sierra foothills JUL ‘90

Court rules that general plan may be changed to conform with zoning AUG
‘90 p7

Riverside County’s failure to notify property owner of general plan rezoning
of land violates procedural due process rights AUG ‘90 p7

La Quinta general plan/zoning consistency case de-published; move aids
Warner Ridge developer OCT "90 p7

Attorney General says Kern County's general plan’ is not invalid if it con-
tains an optional hazardous waste element NOV ‘90 p6

Local plans forced to deal with schools MAY ‘91 pt
State calls for closer links between Mello-Roos districts and general plans
NOV ‘01 p3

Tentative ruling upholds Riverside general plan NOV ‘91 p8
GOVERNOR'S RACE, 1990

The governor's race and the growth issue OCT '90 p1

How will Feinstein or Wilson deal with growth OCT '80 p3
GROWTH CONTROL AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT

Activists find threat of Initiatives enough to reverse land-use decisions
MAR ‘87 p6

Prog;!_Ufttizen initiative cuts allowable commercial densities in L.A. APR
‘87 p

Judge says growth limiting initiative does not apply to 69-unit housing
development MAY '87 p4

Land-use measures focus on managing growth in California communities
MAR ‘87 pi

San Diego may adopt new growth controls to keep up with infrastructure
needs JUN ‘87 p1

SanBDiego’s innovative growth management plan may be revamped JUN
‘87 p4

Financial pressure induces Yolo County to break policy channeling growth
inside city boundaries JUN '87 p2

Future growth in Citrus Heights and Fair Oaks may be limited by water
shortages JUN ‘87 p6

Carlsbad citizens take fight for growth cap to courts JUN ‘87 p4

San Diego city council votes to cap residential growth while preparing new
general plan JUL ‘87 p1

June election show mixed growth results JUL ‘87 p1
Clean air legislation may effect development AUG ‘87 p5

Federal judge dismisses lawsuit against Tahoe's Regional Planning Agency
thus lifting three-year-old bullding moratorium AUG ‘87 p1

Lakg Tahoe growth control battle based on environmental concerns AUG
‘87 pb

Golden Triangle planning effort to address growth management, traffic
congestion, and jobs-housing balance AUG ‘87 pt

Growth battle continues to rage in San Diego County AUG ‘87 p3

Important growth control measures lined up for June ballot OCT ‘87 p1

Irvine Co. loses growth vote in Newport Beach NOV ‘87 p6

Growth control policies making San Francisco the Philadelphia of West
Coast and L.A. the New York NOV ‘87 p6

cilies encourage growth indirectly NOV ‘87 p3

Growth control measures pass on 8 of 10 local ballots throughout the state
in November elections DEC ‘87 p1

Redlands voters limit growth to 400 residential units per year DEC ‘87 p3
Drought threatens to slow growth in Sacramento County JAN ‘88 p4
Growth control goes to court JAN ‘88 p3

Growth control goes reglonal JAN ‘88 p5

Development company sues City of Moorpark over growth cap FEB '88 p6
L.A. City Council approves massive residential downzoning FEB ‘88 p6
Growth control movement gains momentum 1o go statewide APR ‘88 p1

BIA (Building Industry Association) in Orange County launches campaign to
keep countywide growth control measures off June ballot APR ‘88 p3

Growth control measure aims to restrict county growth to state average,
lower if jobs/housing balance goals are not met APR ‘88 p4

Growth control initiatives in Orange County link development to traffic con-
gestion APR ‘88 p5

Riverside County growth control measure aims to redress the imbalance
between housing and jobs growth APR '88 p5

In San Diego County, two major growth control initiatives planned for this
year's ballot APR ‘88 p3, p4

San Diego County growth control initiatives combine building caps with
requirements for provision of infrastructure and air quality performance
standards APR ‘88 p5

Building under growth control: Two case studies (Ventura and Moorpark)
APR '88 p6

Agnos appoints four slow-growther/housing advecates to San Francisco’s
planning commission MAY ‘88 p1

Southern California slow-growthers form regional coalition MAY ‘88 pt

Growth issue dominates local council elections in April MAY '88 p3

Growth control continues to win political support JUN ‘88 p1

Orange County voters reject growth control initiative JUN 88 (supplement)

Assorted growth results from around the state JUN ‘88 (supplement)

Focus of growth debate may move o Riverside JUL "88 p1

Orange county defeats Measure A JUL ‘88 p1

Effects of growth control on housing and economy may be limited and sub-
tle JUL '88 p1

Napa Valley may curb creation of wineries JUL ‘88 p1

Suburban growth will be most important social trend facing architects JUL
‘88 p2

Orange County becomes symbel of how broad-based the slow growth
movement has become JUL ‘88 p3

“Save California” coalition forms as Southern California's slow-growth
voice statewide JUL ‘88 p4

Slow-growth legislation JUL ‘88 p4

Atlantic states from Maine to Delaware, faced with California style-growth,
pass statewide legislation AUG *88 p1

San Diego voters will get wide choice of growth measures AUG ‘88 p4

Seal Beach citizens ask for investigation of election results when recount
turns up 25 fewer absentee ballots in close slow-growth vote AUG ‘88
p5

Orange County supervisors OK growth management plan SEPT ‘88 p1

Slow-growth exemption bill fails in legislature (SB 2795) SEPT ‘88 p4

City and university leaders in Davis establish coalition to deal with growth
problems SEPT ‘88 p6

Napa imposes four-month moratorium on new wineries OCT ‘88 p2

Bradley faces growth control pressures in L.A. OCT '88 p6

Mayors and city managers in Ventura County are pressuring supervisors to
restrict development in unincorporated areas OCT ‘88 p7

Residents of Cape Cod, Massachusetts are headed for growth moratorium
in part from EPA pressure OCT ‘88 p8

To the consternation of slow-growth advocates, Orange County supervisors
triple the cost of a land-use appeal OCT '88 p8

Important growth control ballot measures take sound thrashing in Novem-
ber elections NOV ‘88 (supplement)

Superior Court judge strikes down San Clemente's growth control ordi

Subject Headings

GROWTH CONTROL AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT

nance but two similar measures still approved by volers in Orange coun-
ty cities NOV '88 (supplement)

Sansglcmeme won't appeal ruling against growth control measure NOV

88 pl

Pasadena and Santa Barbara city councils impose commercial growth con-
trols NOV ‘88 p5

Ma Maison reaches $1-million settlement with homeowners NOV ‘88 p6

Slow-growthers regroup after election losses DEG ‘88 p1

Legislature grapples with growth issues JAN '89 pi

Ballot measures beglns to affect growth control In areas outside California
JAN ‘89 pt

San Diego City Council places residential construction ban near Brown
Field to preserve site for future airport JAN ‘89 p4

Builder-financed opposition defeats slow-growth initiative JAN ‘89 p5

Florida legislature, after experimenting with local growth planning, passed
new set of laws requiring strong review of local plans because that state
feared growth initiatives like California is experiencing JAN ‘89 p5

Council-backed ballot measures now exceed citizen-backed growth initia-
tives FEB ‘89 p2

Growth control viewed by developer as their greatest threat FEB ‘89 p5

San Diego city council extends annual housing cap _F‘EB ‘89 p5

San Francisco County Board of Supervisors refuse to lift temporary curbs
placed on residential construction by city planning commission FEB ‘89
p6

Both Cortese and Bergeson introduce growth control bills in state legisla-
ture; Cortese plan considered more ambitious than Bergeson's MAR ‘89
pt

San Juan Capistrano growth control measure struck down in Superior
Court MAR ‘89 p4

County supervisors in Santa Barbara have approved a traffic-based slow-
growth policy MAR "89 p8
Cities continue to impose growth restrictions APR ‘89 pl

Orange County supervisors pass growth management plans even though
county ballol measure fails APR ‘89 p1

Many growth bills move forward in Sacramento JUN '89 pl

Growth rates among populous counties, biggest cities and counties, fast-
growing cities (tables) JUN '89 p7, p8

Many growth related bills advance in legislature JUN ‘89 p8

Walnut Creek hurries to add growth measure to their general plan JUL ‘89
p3

Growth control lawsuit brought by Building Industry Association over

‘.lé%(}();umt residential growth cap in Oceanside will proceed to trial JUL
p

Appeals Court upholds Proposition M, San Francisco's growth control mea-
sure JUL '89 p5

Slow-growthers settle lawsuit over Folsom's general plan JUL ‘89 p8

Half of state’s cities have growth restrictions AUG ‘89 p1

House of Representatives looks at slow-growth movement AUG ‘89 p2

Slow-growth group in San Clemente appeals ruling that overturned growth
initiative linked to transportation AUG '89 p3

Riverside growth plan and initiatives struck down by judge SEPT ‘89 pi

Growth bills falter in legistative session OCT ‘89 p1

Florida mulls expansion of state growth law OCT ‘89 p1

Poll shows strong anti-growth sentiment in Southern California (article and
table) OCT '89 p2

Slow-growth advocates feel betrayed by increasing use of development
agreecments NOV ‘89 p5

San Diego won't approve a development agreement if it protects projects
from future growth control ordinances or future development fee
increases NOV ‘89 p6

San Luis Obispo County fails to extend growth cap NOV ‘89 p7
Slow growth prevails in most local elections DEC ‘89 p1

Restrictions on commercial and industrial growth pass in San Luis Obispo
and Santa Barbara DEC ‘89 p4

California Association of Realtors survey shows leveling off of public sup-
port for growth control DEC ‘89 p4 ~

Building moratorium in Santa Cruz County JAN ‘80 p2
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Tahoe Regional Planning Agency approves water hookups for the first new
homes since 1983 JAN ‘90 p5

Mayor Ann Rudin and Assemblyman Lloyd Connelly are calling for height
limits on office buildings arcund the Capitol in Sacramento JAN ‘90 p5

State’s growth issues resurface in Sacramento FEB '80 p1

Court to hear Walnut Creek case on growth control and the relationship
between initiative powers and planning law FEB '90 p1

Bay Area leaders create regional task force to deal with growth issues FEB
‘80 p2

Slow-growth candidates win City of Riverside elections FEB "90 p3

San Diego Mayor Maureen O'Connor endorses slow-growth ballot measure
FEB ‘80 p3

Napa prohibits most new wineries MAR 'S80 p2

Folsom's pro-growth leader may quit MAR ‘80 p2

April elections bring mixed resuits on growth (county-by-county summary)
MAY '80 p3

June election growth control lineup MAY "80 p3

Hayward voters reject plan to build 2,000 homes on Walpert Ridge MAY
‘00 p3

Culver City sclects slow-growth city council member and limits building
height MAY ‘90 p3

Most local governments have growth control MAY ‘90 p5

Typg[e) of growth control measures in place by city and county (table) MAY
‘80 p5

Riverside must pay legal fees in lawsuits that successfully challenged two
slow-growth ordinances JUN "80 p2

Sacramento’s proposed traffic court building faces neighborhood opposi-
tion...because it would create too much traffic JUN '90 p2

California’s growth may continue unabated but voters have backed off
slightly from slow growth/anti-tax stand JUL ‘90 p1

Slow-growth measures in San Luis Obispo and Riverside Counties are
defeated JUL "90 pl

Contra Costa County Supervisors set “urban limit line” to ensure at least
half of the county’s 750 square miles will remain open space JUL ‘90 p2

San Francisco Port Commission president proposes allowing only two
hotels ever to be built on port property JUL ‘80 p2

UCLA scales back growth plans for the second time to accommodate Weslt-
wood slow-growthers JUL "80 p2

Slow-growth political newcomer defeats incumbent Ventura County Super-
visor JUL ‘90 p3

Pasadena voters decide to exempt downtown development from growih
control initiative JUL ‘90 p4

Moreno Valley residents reject strict growth control measure JUL ‘90 p4
Imperial Beach voters change city's beachfront development plans by
approving a 40-foot height limit on all buildings in the city JUL *90 p4
San Luis Obispo County voters reject two slow-growth plans: a growth cap

and an affordable housing proposal JUL ‘80 p5
Simi Valley volers amend growth control ordinance to promote low-income
senior housing JUL ‘90 p5

Davis voters approve advisory measure to create greenbelt around the city,
to protect wildlife habitat, agricultural areas, and flood plains; but
rejected requiring voter approval for changes in growih cap JUL ‘80 pd

Incumbent Yolo County Supervisor beats slow-growth candidate in June
election JUL 90 p6

Appellate court invalldates building moratorium initiative in the City of
Tiburon JUL ‘90 p7

Initiative qualifies for Washington state ballot that could require local gov-
ernments to comply with statewide planning goals AUG '90 pt

Bullder's growth Initiative placed on San Diego ballot AUG ‘90 p2

Studies refute clichés that growth control is an upper-middle-class phe-
nomenon to promote higher housing prices SEPT 90 p1

Slow-growth candidate wins Riverside city council seat SEPT ‘90 p2

The governor's race and the growth issue OCT ‘90 p1

Growth curbs imposed in Burbank Media District OCT 'S0 p2

Deukmejian vetoes most bills dealing with planning and growth OCT ‘80
pl, PS5

Urban limit line proposed in Sacramento County NOV ‘90 p2




