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District Policies - Annexations

* Policy 3.01: Oppose annexation because project Is located
entirely outside of Ultimate Service Boundary (USB).

* Policy 3.05: No water service outside of USB If adverse
affect on existing customers.

* Policy 3.08: Oppose annexation because project is less than
200 dwelling units and Is inconsistent with Policy 3.01; Board
may choose to call advisory election on annexation.
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Boundaries Description

Service Area
 Areas where EBMUD provides water

Sphere of Influence
 Area LAFCO identifies EBMUD as the
primary purveyor
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; . ey
v ] American \/
TSSO T o | - Canyon ———~Sulphur %
Springs B
Valley =
San Pablo Bay o
National
Wildlife Refuge Vallejo
(G
'(’e He,,,n
an
Ra U.S. Naval
Station Port
Chicago_
e E S e
2 - ~ r -~
18 ~ Benicia - =0 7
Sl US Naval 3 -
Sm;afbl%Bay : b \ N~ Station Port e
ildlife Area Hods, ~_ - Chicago 3ay Point
{ » Nartinez i
hp Hér;:tkzﬂles N IR
k X 9185
<~ Pinole N
| = C d <
oncor o
.San Pablo
Richmon:d "pe?o >, Plegsant Hill ) cl
\ A Ygnacio SRR
Valley GHntka
Costa
~ Walnut Creek
\\
Mount Diablo
\ State Park
)\ |
==Y Moraga S
_ Emeryville \ 2 ‘ T R R
B VAN YA \\/,\ | ; (20281t | Danville
N { < AR \ ) AN \
=~ Oakland ‘pa\'\ﬁ \.,‘ C.;; {
NS R N SRR R Ping Tassajara
\\4 \ \ \ \ ‘ ssaj
San Francisco 2
Mission
o
Bayview ) ) ol
Oakland San \LeandrO\ mp Parks
NJdnternationat 3
___________ DANpOrt > \.
Dublin
San Bruno. ' N N O O NN RO AN
Mountain Amador
Valley
South San
Francisco Pleasanton
Current Area Served
San Bruno N
\: \ EBMUD Ultimate Service
® \ —
2N Millbrae N Boundary
N
s \ o 5
REHinggme . r_—_—_ County Boundaries
\
< Foster City \ Contra Costa County
2) \ e .
® san Mateo N Urban Limit Line :
\ Newark % e




Applicant Driven Annexation Process

 Petition for annexation submitted to LAFCO
e LAFCO

 Reaches out to affected agencies for input

* Generally defers to the District on the ability to serve a project and typically requires a “Will
Serve” letter

* Must accept an application for filing after they determine the petition is complete and
iIncludes required information

« Places the proposal on the next meeting agenda for “information purposes,” and will wait 60
days before agendizing the petition for action

 |f the District opposes the annexation, the District may adopt and submit a resolution
requesting termination of annexation proceedings within 60 days

 LAFCO takes action on annexation (by terminating or moving forward with hearing)



History of Policy 3.08

* December 2002 and January 2003 - Board’s Planning Committee
reviewed and recommended Board adoption of Policy 3.08. Board

adopted the policy in January 2003.

* Under the policy, an advisory election would be called if a land use
planning agency (e.g., Contra Costa County) designates the District as
the preferred water service provider for a proposed development outside
the Contra Costa County ULL as it was amended in 2000

* When Policy 3.08 was adopted, the District recognized that LAFCO
statutes vest the authority exclusively with LAFCO



Advisory Election

» Elections Code Section 9603 authorizes local agencies, including cities,
counties, and special districts, to call an advisory election to seek input from
voters on whether they approve or disapprove of a ballot proposal

* The advisory election on the question of whether a project should be
annexed to the District are purely advisory in nature and are not legally
controlling and would not bind the District and would not control Contra
Costa County LAFCO's decision on the proposed annexation

* The purpose of an advisory election Is to seek general voter opinion
regarding a matter, and Policy 3.08 complements and supplements
established District policies regarding land use issues and annexations



Advisory Election Costs

* |f consolidated with a General Election, the estimated costs are
$640,000 for Contra Costa County voters in Wards 2 and 7

* For a special election, the costs could exceed $2.3 million

* The District does not have the authority to Impose fees to cover

election costs on territory situated outside the District’'s service
area



Policy 3.01

» States that District will oppose annexation If project is located
entirely outside of USB

» References that a proposed annexation be within the USB or
comply with Policy 3.08

» Policy 3.01 would need to be updated to reflect any changes
to Policy 3.08
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Committee Feedback

» Staff Is seeking Planning Committee guidance on the
Interest in changing Policy 3.08

« Staff recommendation: Rescind Policy 3.08 and make
necessary changes to Policy 3.01
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Next Steps

 |f Planning Committee recommends changes to the policy
the Finance/Administration Committee would consider those
changes at its February 27, 2024 meeting

 [|f Finance/Administration Committee recommends any

changes the Board will consider them at its February 27,
2024 meeting
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