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• Include the Social Host Ordinance as one of the three proposed ordinances to move into
the Top 10 list.

• Allow Council the flexibility to consider potential partnerships, Level of Effort, and %
Complete which might allow for more than three proposed ordinances moving into the
Top 10 list.

BACKGROUND
On November 10,2010 I submitted a memo to the Rules & Open Government Committee asking
the City Manager to conduct a workload assessment for a Social Host Ordinance that will hold
adults that provide alcohol and host underage drinking parties responsible. (Please see:
http://www.sanjoseca.gov/c1erk/CommitteeAgenda/Rules/20l 0111 0/rules20l 0111 0 h3.pdt)

That workload assessment was provided by the City Attorney to the Rules & Open Government
Committee on December 8,2010. (Please see:
http://www.sanjoseca.gov/clerk/CommitteeAgenda/Rules/20l0l208/rules20l0l208hla.pdt).It
identified major areas of staff work that would be necessary to draft an ordinance for Council
approval. Staff work was broken down into two sections: Legal Analysis (Section A) and
Community Outreach and Conduction of Community Meetings (Section B).

In response to the issues raised in the Legal Analysis section (Section A) of the City Attorney's
workload assessment, I would like to provide some clarification to the City Attorney's Office
regarding the legal definitions that would need to be included in a citywide Social Host
Ordinance. My November 10,2010 memo indicated that the City Attorney's Office should use
the definitions contained in the County of Santa Clara's Social Host Ordinance as a starting point
for a city ordinance, thereby reducing the need to spend valuable and limited staff resources
crafting the ordinance from scratch.

I would also like to provide clarification about the Community Outreach and Conduction of
Community Meetings portion (Section B) of the worldoad assessment. The City has a partner in



this effort, Voices United, a nonprofit organization focused on substance use, abuse and
addiction. Voices United has and will continue to assist the City with its Social Host Ordinance
outreach efforts. To date:

• Voices United has presented information regarding a Social Host Ordinance to the Youth
Commission on multiple occasions. In May of 2010, the Youth Commission passed a
motion to work with Voices United in support a Social Host Ordinance. As a result of
that partnership, Youth Commissioners from Council Districts 5, 7 and 10, with the
support of Voices United, have hosted their own district wide community meetings to
present and discuss a Social Host Ordinance.

• Voices United also presented information regarding a Social Host Ordinance to the
Neighborhood Commission at their April meeting. The Neighborhood Commission has
expressed strong interest in supporting a Social Host Ordinance.

ANALYSIS
It is clear that given our current fiscal situation, we, by ourselves cannot afford to provide the
policy leadership that our residents deserve. The County and our neighboring cities have each
passed a Social Host Ordinance to help address concerns in their communities about underage
drinking parties. Our residents are equally concerned with this issue. The vote of support by the
Youth Commission and the expressed interest members of the Neighborhoods Commission
emphasizes their understanding of the problem and desire to see the City Council work to
address it.

As noted in my original memo to the Rules & Open Government Committee on November 10,
2010 our neighboring cities of Morgan Hill, Gilroy, Palo Alto, Saratoga, Monte Sereno, Santa
Clara, Los Altos, Los Gatos and Milpitas have already approved a Social Host Ordinance. In
addition, Santa Clara County drafted their Social Host Ordinance as a model ordinance with the
support of the Tri-Counties Apartment Association and Stanford University.

The City of San Jose has the opportunity to join these municipalities in taking a stand against
underage drinking and adults who provide minors with alcohol and we can do so by expending a
relatively low amount of staff resources. The City regularly refers to legal decisions that affect
other municipalities when considering Council policy decisions. We can certainly do so in this
case. The City also has support for community outreach and engagement from Voices United,
which has received a County grant to reduce underage drinking in East San Jose. Partnerships
like this are not new to San Jose. We have created partnerships with residents through programs
like Adopt-a-Park, with property owners through programs like Maintenance Districts, and with
our business community who we hire to remove graffiti and maintain our smaller parks. This is
just one more opportunity for the City to do more with less.

While it is certainly the case that the City of San Jose has dramatically fewer employees that can
provide legal support and outreach to our resident for social policy decisions, we cannot simply
ignore these issues. We need to take advantage of partnerships with other government agencies
and community organizations to continue to serve the best interests of our residents.


