
CITY OF CARLSBAD 
Proposlllon E - 

(This proposlbn w i l l  appear on t h e  ballot In the lollowlng form.) 

Shall  an ordinance be adopted to provide ns a p M  01 the 1986 E gmwh managemont plan that I)  NO  DEVELOPMENT  SHALL  BE 

mnwrrenl with 
the City 01 Carlsbad  unless H Is guarantaed  that 

requlred by sald plan with  emphasis on ensurlng good traKlc circulation. 
a l l  necessary public faciliUas be provided as 

xhoois;p~s, Ubrar ies .  apen  space  and  recrealional  amenltles;  and 2) 
the Chy Council  shall not approve  resldential  development  which  would 
Iwreese the number of dwelling units  beyond the limit in said or5inance 
WITHOUT  AN  AFFIRMATIVE VOTE OF THE  CITIZENS. The Cqty may 
add addtknal  puMk lacilitles. The Chy shall not reduce  public  facilities 
without a correspondlng  reduction In the  residenUd dwelling unit limit 

PROPOSED ORDINANCE 

The People of Ihe Cky of Cnrlsbad do ordain as follow9: 

Pubk FaciliUss and Land Use Elements to add  the follow in^: 
A. That lhe Carlsbad  general plan shall be amende,d by the amendment  of  the 

“The Chy of Carlsbad in ImplemenUng Its puMic facilities element  and growlh 
managemem plan  has  made  an estimate of the  number of dwelling  units  that will be built 

prolens. The “8  Capltal irrgrovement  Budget.  growlh  management  plan.  and  public 
as a r%)un  of the appllcalion 01 the density  ranges in the  Land Use Elemenr to individual 

fscl l i tk  plan1 IWCI all b w d  on  thls esumnte. In order to ensure thnt a l l  necessary public 
fscilitles w i U  be available concurmnt  with  need to serve new development k Is necessav to 

eslimnte. For that purpose the City has been  divided  Inla  four  quadranls alonq El Camino 
l l m l t  the number of rssldenUal  dwelling  units  which  can be consaucted  In the Cily to that 

COnstrUcted M approved in the Uly aHer November 4, 1986 is 115 loilows: Northwest 
Red and  Palomsr Alrporl Road. The mawlmum number 01 resldenllal dwelling units to be 

Quadram 5.844; ~or(heast Quadrant 6.166; Southwest Quadrant 10,667; Southeast 
Quadrant 10,801. 

The Chy shall not appro\% any  General  Plan  amendment.  zone  change, tenlatve 
subdlvislon map or other dlsnetlonaty  approval  for a Wdopment which  could  result in 
development above the l i m n  In nny quadrant. In order to ensure  that  development  does 

the Land Use Uement  density  ranges. 
not exceed the Ut? i l  the following  growlh management  control  polnlg are  established  for 

ALLOWED  DWELLING  UNITS PER ACRE 

General  Plan 
Densltv Ranges 

Growth Management 
Control Point 

RL 0 - 1.5 

RM 4 - 8.0 
RLM 0 - 4.0 

RMH 8 - 15.0 
RH 15 - 23.0 

3.2 
1 .o 

11.5 
6.0 

19.0 

(ConUnued on nen page) 
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The Cty shall not approve any resldential  development sl a density  that  exceeds  the 
growlh management control point lor t h e ,  applicable  density.  range  without  making  the 
to~lowing findings: 

excess of the mnhol point to ensure that I h e  adequacy 01 I h e  City's public ta~lI1ies plans 
1. That the prolecl will  provide suHiclen1 addillonal  public  tacllitles for the density In 

will not be advetsely Impacted. . . L .  ; 

! 
. ,  

. .  

2. That  there  have been sufiient developments  approved in the quadrant at 

so the  approval  will not resun In exceeding  the  quadrant limit 
densities  below  the control point lo cover  the mils In the  project above the control poinl 

end City Council on an annual basts to ensure thal the  consvuctlon 01 residential unils 
The City  Maneger shall mnnor a l l  approvals  and  report to the Planning  Commission 

within  each  quadrant. on a wmlaUva basis. will be at or below t h e  growth  managemenl 
con(r0l points  and lhat the  overall  quadrant llmits are being  mainlalned. ' If the  annual 
repon Indicates in any way that it is likdy that the lirril may be exceeded. the Council  shall 
take appropriate  action by revising  the  growlh  management  plan  end the City's  zoning 
code to ensure  that t h e  ceillngs will be maintained. 

The CHy Council or the  Planning  Comnission  shall  not  find  lhat all neoessary public 
facilities will be available  concurrent  with  need 89 required by the Public  Facililies  Element 
and the uty's 1986 growth  managemenl  plan  unless Ihe provlston 01 such  faciliUes Is 
guaranteed. In guaranteeing  that  the  facilities  will  be  provided  emphasis  shall  be  given to 
ensuring good tratRc drculalion, schools, parks.  libraries.  open space and  recceational 
amenities. F'uMii facilides  may be added.  The C i  Council  shall not nlaterlally reduce 
public lscllilles without  making WrreSpOndIng reductions In resldential densities. I 

! 
Nothing In this seclbn shall  be  Construed 89 ckanging the requirement  that  any 

specik resldenUal  density  above the minlwm a!lowed  by the Land Use Element  density 
ranges and t h e  applkaMe mning shall be justified  according Io t h e  requirements 01 t h e  
appropriate  General Plan and  zoning  provisions. 

I 
I 
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8. The zoning map 01 Ihe City of Cadsbad shall be amended to provld%  that  building 
pem*s h e d  or approved lor residential dwelling units  In Ihe City an6f November 4, 1886 

shall rot be imreased without an affirmative vote of the people. 
sheU rot exceed  the l l rrJts  estaMished  In the map in this section. The numbers on the map 

Munklpal Code  (Growth  Management) as necessary lo Impkment the General  Plan 
8m9ndmeM of Section A and the M s p  Of Section B. 

C. The C&y Councll shall adopl amendments lo Chapter 21.90 01 the Cafisbad 

D. Thls ordlnance Is Inconsistent with and Intended (19 an alternaUve to any inltlatiV9 
ordinanca whkh w u l d  place  an  annual  numerical IifrJIetion on the rate of residential 
wnsbuclbn. If tMs ordinance  and any  such  initiative  ordlnance are both p8ssei by a 
majotity voclng thereon then the one wilh t h e  m s t  votes shall prwnil.” 

PR-00V.1 , &IS-40 



! 
4 

. .  
! 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF  PROPOSITION  E I 
V I E  

mratorium on building.was needed. The  moratorium  gave  Carlsbad  time to lind an 
Most people agree that the paw of growlh in Carlsbad  has been so Inst that  a 

Intelligent way lo plan  future  growlh.  The  result is Proposition E, which  puts  strict rules on 
!he books--rules that  can't change unlesa you, the  voter, change them. 

be built in Cartsbad reduces  the  overall  density 01 the city  and  guarantees  that  we will 
Proposition  E  puts a permanent  cap on the  total  number 01 residential units'that can 

always be a b w  density  residential  community  with  40%opon  spaca.  NO  DEVELOPMENT 
SHALL  BE  APPROVED u n l w  all required public laciiities are provided up lront. 

ProposiWn  E  guarantees  that  the cost 01 needed p u M i  faciliUes will be  paid  by  land 
dwebpers and future homeowners-9 by  current  Carlsbad  taxpayers.  Proposition  E 
gives us controlled  growth  without  increased  taxes  and Without  destroying  our properly 
values or beautiful comhnitv. 

Propo9Mn E was put on lhe ballot by the City Coundl  and is endorsed by the 
Carlsbad  Unified School Dlslrict. . ! 

Now Is the time to put strict  limits on development  and a cap on our luture growlh. I 

vote preserve Carlsbad. VOTE  YES ON  PRCPOSiTlON E 

MARY H. CASLER RICHARD J. CHICK 
ANN J. KULCHIN . ' CLAUDE A. LEWIS 

HOWARD  C.  HARMON 

REBUTTAL  TO  THE  ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF  PROPOSlTlON  E 
The City concedes  the pace of growlh  was so last a mratorium was  needed  and yet. it 
concocted a scheme that does nothing  to  slow  down :he pace 01 growlh. 
Propositlon E together with the growlh management ordinance  Ihat is not on the ballot  will, 
il failhtully  implemented,  provide  public  facilities.  But that's not the problem.  The  problem 
1s too much  growth.  too last  And hoposition E does mthing to cure  the cancer of 

to lind. 
ever-inwecuing  growlh.  That c a w  will eventually kiii  the  quality 01 lib most 01 us c ~ m e  

Proposition  E puts a cap on the  number 01 residential  units,  but  that cap is neither 

As stated in the  ballot  question  Proposition E Is an amendment lo the 1986 growth 
permanent wr does It sbw down  the  rate of growth. . 
management  ordinance. which k not on the  baiiot. That ordinance  contains a 
self-destruct  date 01 June 30, 2001, filleen years from  now.  That provision  kills  the claim 
of pemnence. 
And how does ProposMn E and  the aSsOclated  ordinance &w the paw 01 growth. which 
lhe city agrees Is out 01 control?  The city and  the  developers  would  like  you  to  believe  that 
by lying grow\ to the rovislon of public  lacilities,  growlh Will  slow  down.  But, will it. 
really? What P t h e  ciiy and developers  build  the  lacillties  laster  than  needed7  Obviously, 
growlh will be 8p wded up Instead of slowed. 
If you want  MPLOSIVE GROWTH  vote lor E. 
ll you  want GRADUAL  GROWTH  vote lor G. 

COLA. J. SKOTNICKI,  USMC  Ret.  THOMAS  WILLIAM  SMITH 
Secretary.  ASSOdation 01 Co-Chalrman,  Concerned  Citizens 
Carlsbad Taxpayen, 



ARGUMENT  AGAINST  PROPOSITION E 
There  are two battot propositlons on growlh on the  ballot.  One  is  the  CITIZENS  SLOW 
GROWTH  INITIATIVE,  PROPOSITION  G. The other  is  City  Hall's  PROPOSiTlON  E. 
i I  you  want  the  growlh  rate  stowed  down, PROPOSITION  G will do  It.  It limits growlh to 
lo00 new dwelling unlh In 1987 -- 750 in I988 and 500 a  year lor the  next 8 years.  That's 
a draslk much-needed  cut lrom the  growlh  binge 01 2500 to 3000 dwelling  units ir recant , i  
years. So, ll you want  SLOW  GROWTH,  vote  YES on PROPOSITION G. Only  the vo tm 
can  change it -- City  Hall  Can'L , . 

You  want  tacilities up lront? That's  already provided by  City  Hall's  growth  managanlent 
plan -- It became  law  Aug. I, 1806 and IS NOT  ON  THE  BALLOT. 
What does Clty  Halt's  PROPOSITION  E give  you?  Actually, 11's a  trick  to  conluse 
thousands of votors  who  want SLOW  GROYVFH. It Exes a "cap" 01 34,MK) more  dwelling 

I 

units. It does  not SLOW  GROWTH. It permits  FAST  GROWTH!  PROPOSITION  E  also 
j 

contains a killer dauw Io kill the Citizens' Sbw Growlh  Initiative. i 
Be aware that City Hall  has  shamefully approved  a  propaganda  campaign  using tax 
dollars lo manipulate  voters. 

I 
i 

. .  

1 
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Thus, 8 you  want SLOW GROWTH and FACILITIES  UP  FRONT,  you  get both by voting 
YES on PROPOSITION 0 and NO on PROPOSITION E. 

,' 11 you don't  vote  this way, then in ten years  y0u.11  get ub to 82,700 more people in 1 
5 . Carisbad -- an average minlrmm of 138,400 additional cat trips per  day.  We'll need 9 
! m r e  elementary schools. 
. .  Developers  and  Cily  Hall won't save  Carlsbad  from  becoming L.  A. South -- the voters will 

have to do it. You can do il by  voting YES on PROPOSITION  G and NO on 
PROPOSITION E. It may be your  last  chance to snve  the  Carlsbad we love. 

NELSON  AIDRICH 
! 

ALBERT  MENDOZA 
Co-Chairman, Concerned Utizens Treasurer,  Concerned  Citizens 

Carlsbad  City  Council  Candidate I 
THOMAS W l W  SMITH COL A. J. SKOTNICKI,  USMC  Ret. ! 

2 .  

Co-Chairman,  Concerned ClUZens Secretary,  Association of 
Carlsbad  Taxpayers 
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REBUITALTO THE ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION E 

Fact PROPOSITION E places 13 limit on I h e  number 01 homes  that can EVER be built 
In Carlsbad.  This  limit  can ONLY be changed  by  a VOTE 01 the  people.  There is 

Fact: , PROPOSITION E IS A PLAN FOR M E  ORDERLY  LONG-TERM 
IX) such limil under  Proposilion G. , 

DEVELOPMENT OF CARLSBAD.  PROPOSITION E provides  that NO 
DEVELOPMENT  SHALL BE APPROVED all public  lacililies  being 
required up front. This mans  the  roads,  schools,  parks,  libraries  and open Space 
hava  already  been  planned,  and  a melhod lor their  linanclng  ar,d  lime  table  for 
their  Installation  has  been  approved teloro any  construction  starts. 

Fact:  Den*  has been  lowered  throughout I h e  City  while open space has been greatly 
increased. 

Fact: PROPOSlTlON E Is a Mueprlnt  for  the ordeq development 01 Cfdsbad over  the 
nexl 20 years 90 you will know  exactly  where,  when  and  how  development is 
going to occur. Proposimn G does r o t  give you any  such  answers. 

.Fact PROPOSITION 0 IS NO PIAN AT ALL 
The opponents 01 PROPOSITION E contend that if you  vote lor PROPOSITION E 

you will be authorizing  an  lncreasa 01 over 8 2 . W  new  people to Carlsbad  within  the  nexl 
I O  years. RlOlCULOUSl  The Cily has only  grown 10 52,WO in its 100 years of exIsIence. 
PROWSITION E is suppolled by a  large  number of responsible  electors  who  have 
studied the issues. It is a  thoughtlul.  lar-reaching  masterplan lor Ihe future of Cartsbad 
over the next two decades. 

VOTE YES ON  PROPOSIFON E 

Carlsbad  Associatiin 01 
JEANNE 8. MC FADDEN, Co-chalr HOWARD C. HARM0i.I 

Responsible  Elecloo Senior  Citizens  Association 
Vw-president 

Co-chair 
Carlsbad  Association 01 
Responsible Electors 

Carlsbad  Unilied  School  DisbiCl 
STEPHEN M. CHEUREUX  JUL.IE NYGAARD. TNSIW 
President 

. Carlsbad  Chamber of Comnerce 
SEENA  TRIGAS 

TNSIW. Carlsbad  Library 
. .  
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