
RULES COMMITTEE: 05-30-07 
ITEM: 14 

CITY OF 6 
Mernorandurn 

LI 
CAPITAL OF SLICON V W E Y  

TO: Rules Committee FROM: Deanna J. Santana 

SUBJECT: SEE BELOW DATE: May 25,2007 

APPROVED: DATE: sld-5 /d 7 

SUBJECT: Approval to validate selected policies contained in the City Council Policy 
Manual 

RECONIMENDATION 

Validation of the following policies as contained in the Council Policy Manual and forward to 
the full Council for adoption of a resolution: 

Policy Number Policy Name 
a. Policy 6-29 Post Construction Urban Runoff Management; 
b. Policy 6-3 1 Uses of San JoseISanta Clara Water Pollution Control Plant Lands; 

and, 
c. Policy 7-5 Naming of City-owned Land and Facilities. 

OUTCOME 

The Rules and Open Government Committee will have the opportunity to review and validate 
three Council Policies. 

BACKGROUND 

The Council Policy Manual has been in existence since August 3, 1970. The Council policies are 
intended to provide direction and/or guidance to staff on how the City Council wishes to have 
certain issues and procedures addressed. The City Manager is responsible for ensuring that the 
Administration adheres to the established Council Policies. 

As part of the Sunslvne Reforms related to posting of the City Council Policy Manual on the 
Internet, the Administration recommended a comprehensive review of all the policies concurrent 
with the Office of the City Clerk's web posting process. T h ~ s  recommendation was based on an 
acknowledgement that the City Council Policy Manual contains policies that do not reflect 
current practices andlor are no longer current. The City Council approved the Administration's 
recommendation and directed the Rules and Open Government Committee (Rules Committee) to 
oversee the Council Policy Manual revision process. 
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On October 1 1,2006, the Rules Committee approved the framework for updating over 120 
policies contained in the City Council Policy Manual. This framework provided for policies to 
fall into three categories: (1) Revise, (2) Validate, and (3) Rescind. Each policy was placed in a 
category based on the following approach: 

Research of current/revised laws governing practices or City policies in conjunction with 
the City Attorney's Office. 
Review of superseding Council policies. 
Identification of any policy redundancy. 
Review of current applicability of policies as they relate to current City programs, 
process and procedures. 

On November 8,2006 the Rule Committee approved recession of 26 policies. Work is underway 
to start codifying the Council Policy Manual. Staff anticipates having policies available in Word 
format in 30-60 days. 

On April 18,2007, the Rules and Open Government Committee approved the process and 
methodology to validate 3 1 policies contained in the City Council Policy Manual; and validated 
the first group of 18 Council Policies. The remaining 13 policies were anticipated to require 
more Council discussion; therefore, they were recommended to be brought back in groups of 
three. Since the April 18 Rules Committee meeting, staff has become aware of three policies that 
need revisions; thus bringing the remaining number of policies for Council validation down to 
10. Additionally, on May 9 and 23, the Rules Committee approved the next batch of Council 
policies. 

Below is additional discussion of City Policy categories: 

Category 1: Revise Policy - This category includes policies that need moderate to 
significant revisions and may require multiple department participation, coordination of 
changes with other policies, or creation of a new policy. Old policies will be posted onto the 
City's website by the Office of the City Clerk? per City Council direction. Upon approval of 
t h s  categorization, each policy falling into this category will be noticed as such so that the 
public will know of the City's intention to revise the policy. Status: Ongoing. 

Category 2: Validate Policy - a s  category includes policies that have recently been 
updated, created, newly developed, or do not require any changes. These policies can be 
quickly scheduled for Council review and validation as policies to maintain, and will then 
be posted on the City Clerk's website. New policies or policies revised since January 2007 
will not be brought forward for Council validation. Status: Ongoing. 

Category 3: Rescind Policy - This category includes a set of policies that were identified 
as outdated, obsolete, redundant, or superseded by other Council action or policy and have 
been forwarded to the Rules Committee for approval to rescind and delete from the Council 
Policy Manual. These policies will not be posted on the City's website. Status: Complete. 
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ANALYSIS 

The remaining policies recommended for Council validation are anticipated to require more 
Council discussion. Below is discussion on the next group of policies including brief policy 
descriptions and justification for Council validation. Additionally, Attachment A is a packet of 
the actual policies, as contained in the Council Policy Manual. 

1. Policy 6-29: Post Construction Urban Runoff Management - The purpose of this Policy is 
to establish a framework to consistently incorporate a minimum level of specific measures 
into new major development projects that will reduce storm water pollutants entering creeks, 
rivers and the Bay. Justification for Council Validation: This Policy was updated in August 
2006 to expand the requirements to include all new and redevelopment projects that create or 
replace 10,000 square feet or more of impervious surface. This Policy is consistent with the 
City's Stormwater Permit. 

2. Policy 6-31: Uses of San JoseISanta Clara Water Pollution Control Lands - The purpose 
of this Policy is to establish guidelines for decisions related to potential uses of Plant Lands. 
Justification for Council Validation: This Policy is used to identify appropriate uses for 
Plant lands and will be needed until the City completes its work on the Plant Master Plan. 

3. Policy 7-5: Naming of City-owned Land and Facilities - T h s  Policy establishes a 
methodology for naming City parks and facilities. Justification for Council Validation: The 
Policy remains an effective way for members of the community to nominate names for City 
parks, libraries and other facilities. 

PUBLIC OUTREACHfINTEREST 

'0 .- Criteria 1 : Requires Council action on the use of public funds equal to $1 million or 
greater; (Required: Website Posting) 

6 Criteria 2: Adoption of a new or revised policy that may have implications for public 
health, safety, quality of life, or financial/economic vitality of the City. (Required: E- 

-. mail and Website Posting) 
Criteria 3: Consideration of proposed changes to service delivery, programs, staffing , .- 
that may have impacts to community services and have been identified by staff, Council 
or a Community group that requires special outreach. (Required: E-mail, Website 
Posting, Community Meetings, Notice in appropriate newspapers) 

This item does not meet any of the criteria above; however, a list of all current Council policies 
is available online on the City Clerk's website. 

COORDINATION 

This memorandum has been coordinated with the City Attorney's Office, City Clerk's Office and 
departments responsible for upholding each City Council Policy. 
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BUDGET REFERENCE 

Not applicable. 

Deanna J. Santana 
Deputy City Manager 

For questions, please contact Vilcia Rodriguez, City Manager's Office at (408) 535-8253. 

Attachment: 
(A) Policies proposed for Validation 



Attachment A 

CITY OF SAN JOSE, CALlFORNlA 

CITY COUNCIL POLICY 

TITLE PAGE POUCY NUMBER 

POST CONSTRUCTION URBAN RUNOFF I of 4 6-29 
MANAGEMENT 

EFFECTIVE DATE W l S E D  DATE 

February 3, 1998 

APPROVED BY COUNCIL ACTION 
February 3, 1998, Item 9d. 

BACKGROUND 

The Federal Clean Water Act requires local municipalities to implement measures to 
control pollution from their stom drainage systems. In conformanee with these 
requirements, the City of San Jose obtained a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System (NPDES) permit fram the San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board. 
the permit requires the City to implement control measures to reduce storm water 
pollutants from new development or redevelopment to the maximum extent practicabte. 

Urban runoff pollutants are of major concern because they flow untreated into creeks 
and ultimately into San Francisco Bay. These poliutants pose a serious threat to the 
water quality and aquatic environments of the  creeks and the Bay. Today, urban runoff 
pollution is responsibfe for as much as 80% of polhtion in a wide variety of waterways 
throughout the United States. 

PURPOSE 

It is the purpose of this poticy to establish a framework to consistently incorporate a 
minimum Jevel of specific measures into new major development projects that will 
reduce storm water poftutants entering creeks, rivers and the Bay. 

Urban RunoffPollution: Pollution carded in storm water runoff from urban areas is 
called Urban Runoff Pollution. Because of the high concentration of pollution-causing 
activities that occur in urban areas (e.g., trafFic, parking, industrial activities), a large 
amount of pollutants are deposited on streets, rooflops and ground surfaces in urban 
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areas. Storm water picks up these pollutants and carries them into the city storm drain 
system where they are discharged to local creeks, rivers and the Bay, Primary sources 
of urban runoff pollution include sediments from construction sites, fluid leaks from 
automobiles, and herbicides and pesticides from landscaped areas. 

Best Management Practice {BMPf: A method, activity, maintenance procedure, or 
other management practices designed to reduce the amount of storm water pollutants 
generated from a site. 

Post-Constmction Treafmenf Control Measure A permanent storm water 
pollution prevention device, procedure or management practices, installed and 
maintained as part of a new development project, that remains in place after 
construction has been completed. Also called a post-construction Best Management 
Practice (BMP), it is designed to reduce the level of pollutants collected in storm water 
runoff. 

Examples of post-construction treatment control measures include vegetative swates, 
biofiiters, detentionlretention ponds, insert filters and oillwater separators. Post- 
construction procedures and management practices include proper materials storage, 

. public and employee education programs and storm inlet maintenance and stenciling. 

Major Hard Surface Areas: 5,000 square feet or more of a new building rooRop or 
paved area, or 25 or more uncovered parking stalls. 

MajorExpansion: Projects proposing expansion of 50% or more of an existing 
building, s#e area or use. 

A major expansion may also include a change of use on an existing site when no new 
buiIdings or pavement are proposed if that change results in the potential fur increases 
in the deposition of polirufanfs of concern on the site. New uses whicfi require an 
hWease in on-site pa:k;rng cr \~voir!d restllt Ir: 8:: Increase ir: m-sEe yehicular tri!%c 
would meet tbis criterion. Changes of use to any of the land uses of concern described 
in this Policy may also be considered a major expansion. 

Pdufanfs of Concern: Pollutants that have been identified by the San Francisco 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) as Pollutants of Concern in the City's 
NPDES permit. Examples of these pollutants include heavy metals, sediments, 
petroleum hydrocarbons, and pesticides. 
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Land Uses ofConcern: Uses that have been identified by the  San  Francisco 
RWQCB as contributing high levels of pollutants of concern to local creeks, rivers and 
the Bay. Land uses  of concern include but are not limited to streets, parking lots, gas 
stations, auto wrecking yards, restaurants, loading docks, heavy automotive uses, 
outside storage areas,  golf course, and other heavy industrial uses. 

Wef Season: October 1 5 to April 15. 

POL ICY 

This Poticy applies to new discretionary development permits for projects incorporating 
a Major Nard Surface Area or Major Expansion d a use or building. The Policy 
establishes that all such projects a r e  required to include specific measures for improving 
the water qualrty of urban runoff to the maximum extent feasible. In add'tion, t he  Policy 
establishes general guidelines and minimum BMPs for land uses of concern. Finally, it 
requires that all post construcfion treatment control measures must be maintained to 
operate effedivefy, 

GENERAL PROVlSiONS FOR ALL LAND USES 

All new mufti-family residential and non-residential projects induding major hard surface 
areas or projects proposing major expansion of such use  should include the following: 
I) instail and maintain post-consfnrction kafmenf control measures, 2) stencit on-site 
inlets in conformance with City requirements; and 3) clean on-site inlets a minimum d 
once per year, prior to the wet season. 

For an projects with suitable landscape areas, vegetative swales o r  biofilters are  fie 
preferred treatment control measures and should be used whenever feasible. These 
techniques are recommended because they are  relatively economical and require 
[imited maintenance. If these measures a re  not feasible, other post-construction BMPs 
shoubd be inwrp~mted.  

Single family detached residential development will be reviewed on a case-by-case . 
basis, with the intent to incorporate post-construction BMPs when project design 
provides the oppartunity. Examples indude vegetative swales in riparian setback areas 
and detention basins required for flood control. 

MINIMUM BMPS FOR MAJOR LAND USES OF CONCERN 

Gas Sfations or Equipment Fueling Faciiifies: All new fueiing stations or major 
expanskw of such uses should include the following measures: 1) install and maintain 
a treatment control measure; 2) pave the fueling area with impermeable surface with 
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minimal slope; 3) cover the fuel area and extend the cover beyond the corner of each 
fuel dispenset; 4) grade the fuel area to prevent water from draining toward the fueling 
area, 5) dry sweep the fueling area routinely; 6) stencil all on-site storm drains in 
conformance with the City's requirements; and 7) prepare a spill cleanup plan in 
conformance with the City of San Jose Fire Code. 

Auto Wrecking Yards: Atl new auto wrecking yards or major expansion of such 
uses should include the following measures: 1) install and maintain a treatment control 
measure; 2) pave all outside vehicle sforage areas; 3) cover fluids drainage areas; 4) 
pave fluids drainage areas wi# impermeable materials; 5) consfmct a berm around 
fluids drainage areas and grade the site to prevent water from draining toward this 
working area; 6) remove and store batteries in conf~rmance with the City Fire Code; 7) 
drain and store fluids in conformance with t h e  City Fire Code; and 8) prepare and 
execute the spill prevention plan in conformance with t h e  City Fire Code. 

Loading Docks: All projects including new loading docks or major expansion of such 
uses should in~iude the following measures: 4 )  pave the loading dock floor with 
impermeable surface materials; 2) grade the site to prevent storm water from draining 
away from loading docks; and 3) cover the handling area of the loading dock. 

Ofhw Urzenumerafed Uses of Concern: Other land uses of concern not enumerated 
in this Policy generating equivalent amounts of heavy pollutants may need to inctude 
specific BMPs to treat storm water pollutants, Those BMPs would be determined in 
conjunction with the development permit for the project. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

Ail post-construction treatment contml measures include in new projects must be 
installed, operated, and maintained by qualified personnel. The property 
owneriapplicant must keep a maintenance and inspection schedule and record to 
Siist;rS %a: :fie tieahieiit i=ijiiti"ul measiirss wii'cinue to operate effectiveiy. Copies of 
this schedule and record must be provided to t h e  City upon request, and must be made 
available for inspection at the site at all times. 



CITY OF SAN JOSE, CALlFORNlA 

ClTY COUNCIL POLICY 

TlTLE PAGE POLICY NUMBER 

USE OF SAN JOSElSANTA CLARA 1 of 5 6-31 
WATER POLLUJ-ION CONTROL 
PLANT LANDS EFFECTM DATE REVISED DATE 

APPROVED BY COUNCIL ACTION 
November 7.2000. item 9a. 

BACKGROUND 
The San JoselSanta Clara Water Pollution Control Plant (Plant) is owned jointly by the 

of San Jose and Santa Clara. The Plant lands, comprising approximately 1760 
acres in North San Jose, are administered by the City of San Jose's Environmental 
Services Department (ESD) on behalf of a joint powers authority. The Plant provides 
wastewater treatment services to the cities of San Jose, Santa Clara, Milpitas, Campbell, 
Cupertino, Los Gabs, Monte Sereno and Saratoga and incl~ldes the Burbank Sanitary 
District, Cupertino Sanitation District, Sunol Sanitary District, West Valiey Sanitation 
District and County Sanitation District No. 2-3. The Plant serves approximately 1.32 
million residents and a workforce of 700,000' at businesses, including many of the leading 
computer and electronics inanufacturers that comprise "Silicon Valley." 

The Ptant's lands are comprised of lands used for current Piant facilities, expansion areas, 
and buffer lands. Budfer lands currently serve not only to buffer adjacent land uses from 
potential odors and safety hazards (e.g., chlorine and sulfur dioxide) but are used for 
disposal nf rr3cyc!ed w t e r  to assist In limiting dry weather flaws to the Bay, and to 
minimize the Plant's impact on salt marsh endangered species habitat. 

DEFINITIONS 
Plant Lands are defined as %e 7760 acres owned by the City as the administering agency 
for the Plant. They are comprised of Sand used for current facilities, lands reserved for 
Plant expansion (including expansion af recycled water facilities) and buffer lands which 
are further defined below. 

1 Sourrx: ABAG Projections 2000. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - 



Use d San JoseiSanta Clara Water Page 2 of 5 Policy No. 6-31 
Pollution Control Plant Lands 

Current Facilities: 

1. Water Pollution Control Plant: The existing Plant occupies approximately 170 acres of 
the site. The Plant has a treatment capacity of 167 million gallons per day (mgd) 
average dry weather influent Row and 271 mgd peak hourly flow capacity. Treatment 
faciiities consist of screening and grlt removal, primary sedimentation, secondary 
(biological nutrient removal) treatment, nitrification, fiftration, chlorination, and 
decMormation. Effuent designated for recycling is not dechlorinated and additional 
chlorine is added to meet T i e  22 requirements. 

2. Residual Solids Management (RSM) Area: This area is presently used for processing 
residuals which result from sewage treatment, known as biosolids. The area of 
approximately 750 acres is large enough to accommodate anticipated flow increases, 
The RSM area includes a regional bomb disposal facility operated by the San Jose 
Police Department. 

3. The Recycled Water Transmission Pump Station (TPS), located on approximately 4 
acres, conveys recycied water to customers and maintains adequate pressure in the 
distribution system. At the TPS, vertical turbine pumps are used to pump recycled 
water to customers in San Jose, Santa Clara and Milpitas via 16-inch and 60-inch 
transmission fines. Expansion of the TPS will be required if demand for recycled water 
increases above 50 mgd and when changes in treatment technology necessitate 
construction of faciiities to meet higher water quality requirements. 

4. Burrowing Owl Relocation Site: The City entered into an agreement witin 3COM 
Corporation allowing the relocation of burrowing owls from the 3COM development site 
onto Plant lands. Burrowing owls were relocated in 1997 to an area of approximately 
45 acres located near the northwest comer of the Plant property. The owls may be 
relocated to another acceptable site, if the Ci is required to put the land to an 
alternative use. 

5. Santa Clara Valley Water District flood control easement2: This 140-acre area is 
comprised of flood-control project mitigation sites managed by the Santa Clara VaIley 
Water District, The portion af this area directly north of the RSM area is mitigation 
m e  for the fiocrd wi-itrol pi-cijeet: iiiciuding a managed bird psnd, avian research and 
salt marsh hawest mouse mitigation site. Those portions of the easement tying 
easterly of the RSM area are forest riparian hab'kits. 

6. Municipal Water System Water Tank: The City of San Jose Municipal Water System 
operates a water tank on approximately 4 acres on Plant lands near Nortech Dn've. 

The total area of these current facilities is approximately 7 11 3 acres. 

Plant Expansion Area: 
Increased fiows resulting from Genera! Plan bcrildouf of ail tributary agencies pose a 
chatlenge t~ the continued ability of the Plant to meet the requirements of future NPDES 
permits. This chailenge will have to be met by increasing the treatment capacity of the 

Agreement between the City of San Jose and the Santa Clara Valley Water District dated November 25, 1986. 
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Plant in a timely manner and to ensure discharge to the Bay remains below 120 mgd 
during the summer. Additional area will be needed for peak wet weather fiow capacity and 
expansion of the -rPS. Additional area may also be needed to meet regulatory 
requirements that necessitate advanced treatment, as well as biological treatment 
facilities. The actual acreage for Plant expansion is estimated to be 200 acres at this time, 
directly South of the existing Plant. The actual acreage for water recycling expansion is 
estimated to be 27 acres, which is needed just East of the Plant expansion area and 
Zanker Road, and south of the TPS. After consideration of all of the policies related to 
Buffer Land uses noted below, short-term uses of the expansion area may be appropriate 
and, in the past have included farming operations and recycled water application. 

Buffer Lands: 
Buffer Lands are defined as all Plant lands except the current facilities and the expansion 
area. Buffer Lands comprise approximatefy 253 acres, and include the former Nine Par 
Landfill sife, which is a closed shallow landfill site, about 35 acres in size, and located 
north af tos Esteros Road. 

These undeveloped lands provide an essential benefd in buffering adjacent land uses 
from odors and potential safety hazards such as chlorine, sulfur dioxide, and ammonia. 
Storage of large quantities of chemicals used in the wastewater treatment process can 
become hazardous. The Plant has prepared a Risk Management plan3 to address -. potential pubiic safety issues. t ne most sensitive area for a release is within a 0.2 mile 
radius from the Plant (Alternative Release Scenario) while the worst case scenario may 
affect a radius of over 5 miles around the Plant. Prevaiiing winds make some areas more 
likely to be sensitive to both odor and safety hazards and the maintenance of buffer zones 
cn'tical. 

Maintenance of flows below 120 rngd currently requires use of Buffer Lands (as weil as 
the Plant expansion area) for recycled water application. The area currently used for 
recycled water application totals approximateiy 370 acres. Some Buffer Land areas could 
p,-vide for dual ~ L I ~ S F :  2 ~ d  acccrnrn~date !cw irrtenslty uses. G~lmnf and pst R~lffer 
Land uses have included farming, recycled water irrigation, and a horse boarding 
operation. 

PURPOSE 
ti is the purpose of this policy to establish guidelines for decisions related to potential uses 

POLICY 
It is the ~oficv of the City of San Jose that the highest priority land use for Plant lands is to 
s ~ ~ ~ o r t ' ~ r e ~ e n t  and hture operations of the plant and NPDES permit compliance 
consistent witb the General Plan and the Alviso Master Plan. 

Risk h~anagemmt Plan dated Au,mt 1999, 
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The following add'ifional policies apply to Buffer Lands as defined above. In addition these 
policies also apply to any short term uses proposed for the Plant expansion areas. 

1. Buffer Land uses must ensure sufficient buffer for odors and potential toxic 
releases. 

Buffer Land uses must be effective in buffering Plant operations from adjacent land uses. 
Buffer Land uses that enhance air quality, such as tree planting and fandscaping, are 
encouraged. Public safety concerns dictate land uses that do not result in additional 
permanent public access, parficularly to operational areas of the Plant. Land uses that 
include controlled public access, access to areas distant from safety concerns, or transient 
access to include the final adopted Bay Trail, are acceptable. In addition, land uses 
should be compatible with Plant operations and biosolids management system, and not 
result in problems such as nuisances, access restrictions for operafions staff, or security 
concerns. 

2. Buffer Land uses must support NPDES permit compliance and not constrain the 
Plant's flexibility to respond to unknown future requirements. 

Additional need for treatment or expansion takes precedence over any other potential 
uses. Land uses should provide flexibility for Plant and Recycled water system expansion 
beyond the defined expansion area to accommodate future unknown requirements. 
Therefore, land uses that are unrelated to Plant or Water Recycling Facilities operations, 
that propose permanent buildings or hardscape should be discouraged. Sale of buffer 
lands is strongfy discouraged in favor of Jeasing. Land uses should maximize use of 
recycled water and /or minimize flows to the Plant Land uses that reduce mass loading of 
p~llutants to the Bay are preferred. This may include land use options that contribute to 
protecting the water quality of the South Bay, and could potentially be used for pdlutant 
offsets. 

3. Biiffer Land t-ses must proket existing biotogicaf iesriwes. 
Existing biological resources incBude areas with wetlands characteristics, grasslands with 
bumwing owl habitat, and the Coyote Creek Riparian Conidor. Land uses shor~td not 
adversely impact state or federally protected species or the habitat that supports them, 
and ensure habitat diversity. Any landscaping on buffer fands should favor use of native 
pjants and support the Riparian Comdor Policy. 

4. Buffer Land uses should provide environmental benefit. 
Buffer Land uses that provide direct benefi to habitats that support species of specia[ 
concern should be given priority. Land uses should be cansidered that provide overall 
environmental benefrts and regulatory credit. Land uses that do not provide environmental 
enhancements must be compatible with existjng or created habitat on-site and minimize 
any environmental impacts. 
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5. Buffer Land uses should encourage public support for Plant land uses consistent 
with Plant operations. 

Buffer Land uses that encourage public support incfude demonstration projects that 
provide valuable data necessary for the refinement of larger-scale environmental 
enhancement projects; land uses that improve aesthetics and quaHy of life; and land uses 
that enhance public education, support and understanding of treatment plant operations, 
and environmental efforts. Land uses that provide environmental and economic benefits to 
the City and the Tributary Agencies are preferred. 

6. Buffer Land uses must be compatible and consistent with the City's General Plan 
and the Alviso Master Plan. 

Buffer Land use is regulated by and directly connected to the City's General Plan and the 
Alviso Master Plan. Therefore, land uses on buffer lands must be consistent and 
compatible with the Afviso Master Plan and the City's General Plan. Furthermore, buffer 
land should be consistent and compatible with other City or regional land use guidance 
documenis, such as the San Francisco Bay Area Wetlands Ecosystem Goals Project and 
the Council adopted Water Policy Framework. 

7. Buffer Land uses may be considered that provide "Dual Use" benefits. 
Protecting the Buffer Land at the Plant may include consideration for land uses that 
provide a dual beneffi to the City. Dual benefits include maintaining the primary benefits 
of Buffer Land as described in the policies above, 2nd include secondary benefits, such as 
providing economic benetits to the City, Tributary Agencies and community. 



CITY OF SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA 

CITY COUNCIL POLICY 

TITLE l PAGE I POLICY NUMBER 

N A h r n G  OF CITY-0%- m a  
AND FACD;ITIES 

I I 

APPROVED BY COUNCIL ACTION 

4/24/72; 11/03/92, Item 9c; 11/23/93, Item 7 (b) (6) (d) 

BACKGROUND 

On past occasions various individuals, civic groups, and homeowner associations have requested 
that City-owned land such as parks, athletic fields, the airport and the golf course, be named afkr 
individuals. Such requests usually occur after the death of an individual and are intended for the 
commemoration of some contribution or senice which was made to the community. 

PURPOSE 

To establish Council policy regarding the determination of names to be given to City-owned land 
and facilities. 

POLICY 

1. NAMING OF A PERM.4NENT CITY FACILITY 

A. The Cip encourages naming which reflects the City's ethic and cultural diversity. 

B. The City encourages the recoygnition of individuals who have made a sil,gficm! 
~0nt3$bution to the community, state, nation or the world 

C. The City encourages the reco,.nrition of individuals for their senice M the 
community. Ir may not be appropriate to name a permanent facility; however. the 
naming of activities, e-g., ametic eyents or culhrraf presentations. or plaques 
included in City-spansored "walk of fame" may be appropria~ alternatives. 

D. The City encourages the recognition of distinct geographic, en~+.runmental or 
developmental features, or names of historical significance in naming City parks. 
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E. The Ciry encorrrages donations of funds, and/or involvement by civic organizations 
or groups, ro provide for the on-going maintenance of parks and facilities. 

F. The City encourdges naming of new facilities as early in &e planning process as 
possible. 

2 .  GENERAL 

A. For naming or renaming, a public hearing by the appropriate commission shall be 
held in order for the commission to develop a recommendation to the Council. 

B . Existing place names are deemed to have historic recognition. City poky  is not to 
change existing names except when no other appropriare City facility is airailable. 

C. The common practice is to give City-owned lands a name of historical or 
geographical significance. Consideration shall be given tr, the narning of City- 
owned land after individuals only when the land or the money for its purchase has 
been donated by them. 

D. Generally, mini-parks are designated on a geographic basis. 

E. The City encourages donation of memorial benches or other furniture or fmbues 
with the understanding &at such items have a useful We, and that the City assumes 
no responsibility for replacement or upkeep. 

F. Plaques commemorating individual donations such as trees, horticultural, or p h r  
materials are discouraged. 

G .  The City Council reserves the right, as part of a capital campaign, to make 
appropriate business arran,gements in exchange for naming options of City 
facilities. 

3 .  THE NOMIhTATION PROCESS 

All requests to City Council including those developed by City or Agency Staff for naming 
of City lands and facilitic. must be submirted to the Ciq Clerk and contain detailed 
j-ustifiation $or the rquesi 

A. The detailed request %rill provide &e minimum of information contained on the form 
provided by the City Clerk 

B. The City Clerk v d l  m s m i t  the form and supporting documents to the proper 
Commission for review and public hearing before a recommendation is made to the 
Council. 
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C. &r action has becn taken on the nomination by the appropriate Commission, the 
recommendation will be sent back to the City Clerk .lo be placed on the City Council 
agenda. 

D. The Clerk will notify the petitioner of the date for Council consideration a rdor  rhe 
subsequent action by City Council. 

E. Tbis proms does not apply to the naming of streets which will continue to be 
processed through the Planning Department. 




