
SW NO 

W ~ S -  
STATE O F  CALIFORNIA - COUNTY O F  SAN DIEGO 

SEARCH WARRANT 

T H E  PEOPLE O F  T H E  STATE O F  CALIFORNIA T O  ANY SHERIFF, POLICE 
OFFICER. OR PEACE OFFICER IN THE COUNTY O F  SAN DIEGO: 

Proof by affidavit having been made before me by Affiant Barry A. Bruins that there is probable 
cause to believe that the propefly and records described herein may be found at+& locations set 
forth herein and are lawfully subject to seizure pursuant to Penal Code Section l%4 .,as (a) (2),;(3), 
and (4) as property or business records and communications possessed byiaperson %MI the% 

yQ< 6 
intent to use it as a means of committing a public offense or is possessed b@&ther to qhom he 

% . s -  

or she may have delivered it for the purpose of concealing it or preventing i t ~ ~ d l s t o q ~ r y .  And 
.,A?+>:, 

further that Affiant further believes that the same property and re,q~rds-may bgevidehce that a 
' "+?& 

felony has been committed, to whit conspiracy to obstruct or prvert  thedge achinistration of 
the laws in violation of Penal Code Section 182 and a consP@'a$k, violati?@of penal Code 
Section 182 to violate section 27.3550 of the San Diego Id~n ic i~a .&$~$e ,  a ;ublic offense 

8, ~unishable as a misdemeanor. =qa7,. 
m~ 

,.? ia, 
1 , L... 

4445 Eastgate Mall, Suite 400, San Diego,,$~lif&pa, 92kglfIt is further and more particularly 
x*. . .. . %a: described as a commercial office build&, f o ~ ~ ~ t o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  with white marble exterior and a 

circular grey metal structure over the&ddle of h e  roof of the building. The building is located 
on the south side of Eastgate ~ a l J & s t  # - '&+, sTfghtly e& of the "T" intersection of Eastgate Mall and 
Easter Way. The building has+,be% WO~@ "~'%$mtia Corporate Center 11" spelled out across the top 
of the east and west faces ofifhe bpild@&ust;%low the roofline. The Sunroad Corporate 

/.& 
Center I1 building has alark~n,gJ&don@%i. east exposure of the building and a mamnade lake 
along the west &jmure &fsthe$~lding. The main entrances of the building are on the east and 
west side in the m$$lk$~3~yi@pg Inside the entrance lobby on the east side is a black 
building directory wii$%fl+e&ger~ showing "Sunroad Enterprises 400." 

.**-*<; ?$ f --*& *B 
a*". ' P 

F O R  THE BOLL0;INqrPROPERTY: *. -. 
" q&< " ,A*. Tk 

All "itings &forcd iiFany medium), documents, records, logs, files, correspondence, notes, 
, 

v o i c p a ~ l  and memoranda in Sunroad's possession or  under its control pertaining to (1) 
the h%ing and employment scope of Thomas Story for the years 2005 and 2006, including 

'a$. ,. , ,: . 
but  not; ~ ~ t e d  to h ~ s  hire date and any writing concerning his employment; and (2) all 
writings, documents, records, files, logs, correspondence, notes, voice mail and memoranda 
directed to, received or reviewed by, or sent or created by Thomas Story during the years 
2005 and 2006, including all meetings and discussions with City of San Diego official or  
staff person regarding New Century Center, Sunroad Spectrum, Sunroad Centrum 12 o r  
Sunroad Ceutrum Residential 
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SW NO, 

"Writing" means any handwriting, typewriting, printing, photostatting, photographing, 
photocopying, transmitting by electronic mail or facsimile, and every other means of 
recording upon any tangible thing any form of communication or representation, including 
letters, words, pictures, sounds, or symbols, or  combinations thereof, and any record 
thereby created, regardless of the manner in which the record has been stored. 

AND TO SEIZE IT IF FOUND and bring it forthwith before me, or this court without delay. 
This Sear h Warrant and incorporated Affidavit was sworn to true and subscribed before me 
this & day of W p X  ,2007 at 2;/6 A.@erefore, I 
cause for the issuance of this Search Warrant and do issue I 

Judge of thk Superior Court 
County of San Diego 

4.d2.."li.. 
X 
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STATEMENT OF PROBALE CAUSE IN SUPPORT OF 

SEARCH WARRANT d3436~ 

The undersigned Affiant is a non-Peace Officer Investigator assigned to the Public 

Integrity Unit of the San Diego City Attorney's Office since December of 2005. Prior to 

December of 2005, Affiant was a sworn Peace Officer in the State of California from December 
,/"?P 4 +* 

of 1970 until October 3,2003. Affiant was a Peace Officer for the City gf a& ~edld '8 .~ ,~a l i forn ia ,  
-..I+ Q,:..;* \ " r c .  w*., ., . 

Police Department and the San Bernardino County District Attorney ~ure?iu.~ofIn~estigation. 
,.'. * -8 

2;". 3, ?" 
While serving for seventeen years with the San Bernardino c o h t y  District k o m e y  the Affiant 

<f qcp2 a* ,* '. 
"F 

received training by the California District Attorney Assodiation ? h e  area of official 
i. 

.,&?&.*: $?*. 
'i"" 

misconduct and political corruption. While s e r v i ~ g , ~ a s k , ? t 3 t n S ~ t t o r n e ~  Investigator and Chief ... ,*- A% 
3: ,...**, 

of the Bureau of Investigation Affiant conduite%?and'iupe&sed investigations at the direction of 
%%, $~, 

.3#w$@&.. '@$.,, 
:?*.," 

the District Attorney, and the San ~ e p i k d i n o  &)nty:(;rand Jury into the activities of officials of 
.*+ *:., .." 
-I&' ;. %b. f 

cities, school districts, water di~t~~~ts;:~,ou~~~~~~~rtments .r 'ii- .., , and elected officials located within 
"<' ,..., ? 

am, ,*. *.<$b ,.,. 
San Bernardino County. H a ~ i ~ ~ ~ t l $ R a f o r e ~ n t i o n e d  , experience Affiant is familiar with the use 

.*; YA*. "., "" -'*& 
of influence by privatezentiti.esin ..,.- -+ .,,z7.- I.,j,,:+- re&rd to the municipal decision making process. 

.i*.*. .<".., 
. , 'h :. -T.*& .- 

One of @e n%%I&d~'-~finfluence is to hire former government officials with personal 
3"-, 3k ,.* 

.... &,.. %& B 
friendship and agquaint$nces to facilitate municipal decisions favoring particular private %aL. d -<***fl 

I: 
entities. %his ,.,; influence can be gained from knowledge or background information that a former 

'-*. 
'44:&,*4' 

V*,.".  

government official may posses about current officials overseeing a project, or favors the former 

official may be "owed" from current officials based on prior relationships. 

In order to minimize such influence many jurisdictions, federal, state and local, enact 

laws and ordinances that forbid former goveinment officials from influencing public officials or 
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staff, or participating in the municipal dccision making process for a private business purpose, 

for a specified period of time. 

The City of San Diego enacted such an Ethics Ordinance in 2002. San Diego Municipal 

Code section 27.3550 prohibits former San Diego government officials from certain conduct as 

follows: 

. *" 
It is unlawful for any former City Official who received 4% 6;. 

compensation from the City to work on a partjcular project duri&+k,,. 1.; 
his or her City service to engage in direct communicatio&$h the *$:&? 

"* '. "A? i" 

City, for compensation, with regard to any pending a p p l i c a t ~ o ~ f & ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  - 

discretionary funding or discretionary entitlement bgfQre t h e 0 t y  " 
relating to that particular project on behalf of a&$er8i;gth&$han 
a Public Agency for a one year period imme&%l,y .st% follodipg' 

i/ _,,. 
terminatioll of service with the City. . +:-, U- %i-. 

*x,. 
-,;,3 

-3. r 

Violation of San Diego Municipal Code section 2~ :$ -?&~: . i~ . : a :~~~ ina l  offense: 
.I - I.:. 

* li .. .<g, %2.. 

"Any person who violates any part of this ~13i~~~n,~:&~,.w$&~counsels ,  ".+.* aids, abets, advises, or 
**, 

participates with another to commit any s~u&viol@~on, i s p ~ l t y  of a misdemeanor and is subject 
to the penalties set forth in Chapter 1 -+-% ofihis off his ode." 

* +Ekg $ " 

The City of San Diego ("th$qjJy");'<F~a charter city operating and existing as a municipal 
" "2* ?&& .*% 

A' 9 .. 
corporation, under the laws 8$hF a> State of4@alifornia. Sunroad Enterprises ("Sunroad 

3"" %& 

Enterprises") is a sop&syjccs8b.reai%&state development and investment company located at 4445 
, ...% ::ma+sf$ ". - 

'& >m&&e- -,B?%, -.. . ?  

East Gate ~all,,~6?&&0$$an Diego, California. Upon information and belief, Sunroad 
"?. *, > "%*- 

'5 * .' 
~ n t e ~ ~ r i s e s ~ . s , t h e ; ~ ~ a r e n t  $mpany, or holding company, for both Sunroad Centrum and Sunroad 

i ..' . : 6: 

4 %%.rn<' 

Assets. $p road  Centrum, Sunroad Asset, and Sunroad Enterprises are collectively refemed to as ,... *&,. 
.-.&. eG.+# 

nii" 
"Sunroad." 

A Brief History of the Project Site 

In 1995 General Dynamics Properties Inc. (GDP) began negotiations with San Diego 

City officials to redevelop a former Kearny Mesa General Dynamics site on 242-acres located at 

5001 Kearny Villa Road, and known as New Century Center. On November 18, 1997, the City 
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of San Diego and GDP entered into a formal Development Agreement that was ratified by the 

San Diego City Council. The project was subsequently acquired by Lennar Properties in 1998 

and Sunroad Centrum Partners in late 2002. New Century Center later became known as 

Sunroad Spectrum, and the commercial and residential buildings currently under construction: 

presently known as Sunroad Centrum, are part of the larger project referred to as Sunroad 

**. 
Spectrum. Sunroad Centrum is part of Sunroad Spectrum. .-.: -,;t 

Past Municipal Work  Relationships between Tom Story and 

In 1997, Thomas Story was Deputy Planning Director 

duties included the administration of the Multiple Species 
* . ~  .<a$ 

".; 

example, Story authored the MSCP Summary Report in 2000~~discu@iig the gain and loss of 
,>a@*& #,*,. ,. 3 'I ' &&&& 

habitat within the City o ;~an  Diego. Also in 1?5)T'~a%e$ Escobar-Eck was a senior planner 
. %. %- 

46* y C 4 b  ys 

and Program Manager for the City of San_@ego l3kpartr$eh of Development Services ("DSD"). " ""+ q;& ;. 
&, " 2  $$-. 

For more than ten years, from 1987~tlirdiigh 200'8&~scobar-Eck and Story interacted through 
,,$& ,-T. * * T8$* # A* %-\, %# various positions in city plaming and d%xelopment. 

,:-*q*. ' " -q& *,.. 
... *%b/7"- ~*f 

F o r  example, botliEscoba&ck and Story participated in meetings regardingnegotiations 
3. -*. 
'" p' 

*@@$&" &<,.. >*.. 
for thecity's acquisitidn of.mitig@i6n credits from GDP. Included as Attachment "A" are 

. . &  '% 
' "*&. "n*:, 

meeting notes ~ g g a r d ~ ~ ~ y ~ i r ; l o r e ~ e e l e r  Canyon reflecting the attendance of both Story and 
">;a\\ q* 7. .* '&. 

Escober-Eck. u ~ ~ ~ B ~ @ L ~ ! G D P  grantedthe City habitat acreage at another site, Sycamore 
9s 
'%~, 

Canyon, iri-eomection .,,..:: ;. -.. with a development deal for the Keamey Mesa site (which later became 
... ., 

Sunroad's Centrum project). Included as Attachment "B" are letters between Escobar-Eck and 

GDP representatives reflecting the negotiation of "extraordinary benefits" for the City of 

San Diego in connection with a Development Agreement for the Kearny Mesa site. 

Years Later, GDP's New Century Center Has Become Sunroad's Centrum Project 
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On or about February 1 I,  2005, Sunroad applied to the City of San Diego's DSD for a 

permit to construct a 12-story 206,000 square foot commercial office building at the project site, 

located approximately 0.7 NM from San Diego's Montgomery Field airport. Pursuant to the 

City's Municipal Code, applications for land development permits are processed in accordance 

with one of five discretionary decision processes. In an unusual request, Sunroad's architectural 

firm, BPA Architectural Planning Interiors, requested a Substantial  onf form&^ or "Process 

Two" for Sunroad's Centrum project from the City's DSD 

review allows an application to be approved, conditionally 

DSD stafl without review by the City's Planning Commissi 
4* '9 

Perhaps for that reason, the San Diego Municipal Code def;nes ProcFs Two as a "municipal 
;48:$:*> ' j  

.;'..3*&<&'%. 
p \,, -i*. 

decision," which is not within the "ministerial egception-.,;to the general prohibition against c. ... .q& ."". >' 
.,.,,2: 

fomer  City officials influencing discreti?paF4~c~~~n-daking by City staff. As defined in 
'd 

.. r. ..,*- '+ ... #i .*& fp 

San Diego Municipal Code section . A  .27~?~03(e)(l~"MUnicipal *' Decision" includes quasi- 
,;~* '*?,, C1 M, 9- 

,". *?i&**, i..t, :\ 

judicial decisions, including~any:decislon on-'a land development permit o r  other matter 
<~ *> '$a' 
i,* ,%&f' i, ?&- 

Y 
decided pursuant to ~ro&ses  fwo through five of the San Diego Municipal Code. Thus, 

.*"> *I;. '.. 
.il6&~~~~~~: '" -tl. 

municipal decisions~maykbeaa"@~:by local government officials, as well as s t a f a t  the "Process 

hitect Munch sought "official confirmation" regarding building 
.- 
%*. b t 

height l i a ~ ~ . f r o r p ~ ~ ~  +.-..d.r planner Jeanette Temple. Temple, in turn, receives guidance from 
"a"- 

Escobar-Eck, now DSD's Deputy Director, because of Escobar's "history regarding the 

[Centrum] site." Col~espondence between DSD and BPA on March 4, 9, 16, and 17,2005, 

included as Attachment "C," show that building height limits were known to be an issue by this 

Page 4 of 12 



time.' Munch asks Temple if she has reviewed "the height issue on Centrumprojed with 

Marcela [DSD Deputy Director Escobar-EckJ" and Temple tzsponds thatshe will do so tlznt 

day. 

In May 2005, DSD Project Manager John Cruz conveys to Sunroad architect Dan Munch 

that the City of San Diego DSD had agreed to process Sunroad's Centrum Building permit 

application at the staff-review only "Process Two" level. This critical deci~iofi?~as made by a 
V*& 

.a*; , - 
DSD official, above staff Project Manager John ~ r u z . ~  A few months laf& ,, 'Q+ DSD i%ji96<. 

$ ' 4#"!.,, 
s$; ?. , pq  !?*. " 

Manager Cruz, as well as BPA's Dan Munch, would act as intergie&iaries ii :. i..i b>tween DSD officials 
%iA ': 

.i@,.L $$* !.* 
v. T ~ p  ~' and Story. f qt*. . '>r i G .  a %is;, , 

Tom Story Leaves the Mayor's Office in 2005 bpd is Hired by Sunroad 
p&,$,\ % 

--zs.r& 
Sunroad had motive to hire someone witdhowtedge I!_ anzinfluence within the City of 

. ;i -a, .*> p. . -y 
.%&$ 

San Diego, particularly within the City's &~.k~pgng~zgd D&&lopment Departments. Story had 
$i ",.* .6#$ %hi" 

:&* 'qi y 
served as Deputy Director of the PlannirigggDepar@ent from January 1, 1997 though January 1, 

. .a&* 8 
',& %+&, -;s:* .- 

2001. In January 2001, Story bad been appo8e"d Senior Policy Advisor for the Mayor of 
*& >;, "avh 

5 -  C'k 'y)r* ..d ,p.:4", 
San Diego, Dick Murphy, q d  s~hsequently, Story became Mayor Murphy's Chief of Staff until 

'" i",. 
~. ~ *dtX : ; &i" 

July 29,2005. Story the"<$e%&n~e& through August 13,2005, and was paid by the City of 
.&*$q., ?*, 

i; .%a, %>* 
San Diego u n t i . ~ ~ ~ o v e m l a ~ r  22:2005. Story signed his final Statement of Economic Interests on 

st s*, , "X .>*$> E 
OctoberQ4, 2005;'Thtach~d as exhibit "D," which is also stamped "received on October 3 1, 

!& .," 
2 2005," .:f 

%**.?* 

' A year later, in April 2006, the excessive height of the Centrum building would result in a 
"presumed airspace hazard" finding by the Federal Aviation Authority, and a subsequent stop- 
work order issued by the City of San Diego. 

According to both John Cruz and his supervisor, Jeanette Temple, during an interview by City 
Attorney Investigator Julio DeGuzman on December 5 ,  2006. 
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Story appeared on Sunroad's payroll during the fourth quarter of 2005: according to a 

highly reliable source. Also in October 2005, Story had an informal telephone conversation with 

City of San Diego Ethics Commission staffer Steve Ross, who told Story about the prohibition 

against contacting City officials who are exercising discretion regarding a municipal decision. 

This demonstrates that Story knew he was subject to restrictions under the local Ethics 

&* 
Ordinance for one year after leaving the City's employ. p.A,% A. 

Y&. ..... 
%&<.. 

Story Contacts Officials Directly and Through Intermediaries o @ ; ~ ~ n r o a d ~ i $ J & h a l f  
\ . 

A.~ 5 / '>.#A 

By late 2005, several entities are working for Sunroad on i@c.entrum projkt,  including 1% 
*i*** 

71 

.,-*-*. '3% . 'e- 
the BPA architectural firm and Swinerton Builders, a long ,~ th*hgry ,  w h o p  now Sunroad's 

B 

1, T,. i,.% 

Vice President of Development. ll% -? 
*.% . .&&3*-.. av-A > 

F-&*+&k "i, 
On February 17, 2006, Story, (tstorv~~s,m~~~6adent~~~~ri~e~S~o~~~) directly contacted Kelly - ,+pz . '.\a 

Broughton, Assistant Director for City of$g~&i'~o ~e$l&rnent Services on behalf of 
9 *& "%& <.<' 

, ,:& %A*. 'y' 
Sunroad's contractor, Swinerton ~ u r l d e ~ g ~ ~ r o j e B , ~ a n a ~ e r ,  Pete Cox. Stoly asked for .4::. 

#A, .% 
Broughton's help facilitating a'meetlng 

1, 
n Swmerton's Cox and San Diego DSD 

4 2&, 
/ . A $ \  

Engineering Aide Kathy 8 m  9 fd&hepur~ose 'yw ofobtaining a gradingpermit for the Sunroad 
%.; 

;&&i&F*, %. 
Centrum 12 office bui?dIngr.me:ii~e6ruary 17,2006 E-mail is included as ~ t tachment  "E." 

: I; f l  <a 
" *h,h:,. 

~ t o d , ~ r o v i d " e  <.A Diriction and Uses Intermediaries t o  Influence City Staff 
,&,A* $%;, P 

i" 
J$ ~ ~ r i l 2 & 6 & ~ ~  architect Munch is continuing to work on the Sunroad Centrum 
?!., 

! 
commerc'l%huildi:hg, -..) Munch E-mails Tom Story, along with other Sunroad executives, regarding 

-, : .+ ., 

his discussions with City of San Diego DSD Project Manager JOG Cruz about review and 

approval of the Centrum building by the Airport Authorify and the FAA, captioned "Centrum, 

FAA Obstruction Evaluation." 
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On April 3, 2006, Story directs architect Munch, "Dan. That isn't the question I wanted 

you to ask. Did you ask the question I suggested earlier, i.e. a CLUP consistency 

determination? Plsfind out." Story also frames issues for Sunroad's architects to raise with 

DSD Project Manager John Cmz. The April 3, 2006 and April 6, 2006 E-mails are included as 

Attachment "F." 

On June 26, 2006, Story sought to influence the DSD's reviewingsta&n .:rz+ discussions 
'% 5. +:a,, ,. 

about urban design, retail amount, height limit, ground floor entries, an SBD.GE sub~fatioh, 
), =@8,*a 

9. 
ADT's, tandem parking and park design. DSD Project Manager . $&ind  Story agree to meet on 

*">\ '.i - . b :**" J" 
&$I 

July loth [[2006]. E-mails from June 26,2006 through June9.8,%@6 art?i%&ded as Attachment 
5 . *'. ..'* -5.. 

"i& 

"G." 'qe- 
'L, ,.n'r2:*i',e - s.%,>ia&f. ... ,,.: 

On July 13,2006, Story tells DSD ~roj&%h~&eer  Cruz that Sunroad should not have % *  \ Tk,, ~- 
*' i , .r 

to provide ground access to its Centruin ,~g~i~vz tml  buil@zug, advocating, "the basis for the 
X 

Ut&>. v& ,f 
q-.., 

,.& 
*+., ,%"# "t' 

other projects being approved without~@&fjin&zis requirement should be sufficient for tl+ 
.s:. .i. 

. ,  .%+$ <F 
project." Story also asks Cruz f%cceig[gte lT&2~'cwrrent review cycle schedule because the delay 

. -,, @. \"" 
, 't.$& ,f 

"represents a sign~~cant~m~ac~~o.S~~nroad." Story's E-mail to Cruz is attached as Exhibit "H." 
9% f!*,b 

.,., >:, TI"- 
As a result, on%d~15,92@06, Project Manager Cruz tells other DSD staff, ". . . There was 

*.*>a,, %*. 

-& 
%&". -\. . 

a slight mix-upby , 
P. 

the applicafit's [Sunroad] agent that resulted in a loss of about 5 days before 
,s&-s " ,-, W "  a* . . f 

we were4ible to drstwbute this project to you. ~ h e ' a ~ ~ l i c a n t  has asked me to ask you if you a\ ... 
37% 
@b, 3 

would be'gb~e XI , to . .* ,. , &celerate the completion ofyour reviews before the July 31S'PTS due date. I 

know EVERYONE is swamped, but your consideration to this request would be much 

appreciated by the applicant [Sunroad]. Thanks, John Cmz." 

Story's efforts on behalf of Sunroad had the intended effect. On July 19,2006, DSD 

Deputy Planning Director Lesley Iienegar responds to Cruz, ". . . I'll make some time to get to 



it.'' On July 21, 2006, Cruz notes, regarding Sunroad Centium Residential, "Thanks, Lesley. That 

will make Tom Story happy. : )" [in original]. 

The E-mail exchanges in July 2006, among Story, Cruz and Hencgar are included as Attachment 

"I." Further, DSD Senior Planner Tracy Elliot-Yawn confirms to Cruz that the staff "would look 

at it [Sunroad project] as soon as possible," included as Attachment "J." 

Story's influence on behalf of Sunroad also extended to DSD ~ n g i n e e f h g  Geologist 

E-mail of July 24, 

2006 is included as Attachment "K." 

rewewing staff on substantive 

,2006 E-mail is attached as "L." 

nfluence via intermediary is reflected in 

ail to DSD Assistant Director Kelly Broughton 

ting concllrrentprocessing ktters for both 

o f f i e  tower. " Temple further references Broughton 

Deputy Chief for Land Use and Economic Development, 
'*. %. 

".w-:as,, b&s p 
regard& a util i t~%~wbsf~tion in connection with the Centrum site. Story's indirect contact 

8. 1-. i i 
concems'%screti,o.~ary, y.,-..j+.r?. municipal decision-making by local public officials at the City of 

.",he 

San Diego's highest levels, which could never fall within the "ministerial exception." Temple's 

October 12, 2006, E-mail to Broughton is included as Attachment "M." 

San Diego City Charter section 40 authorizes the City Attorney's Office to review and 

inspect all city records and documents. Pursuant to Section 40: Affiant reviewed documents and 



records, including E-mails from City of San Dicgo staff and officials. Documents show that 

Story, as a Vice President of Sunroad asserted influence, both direct and indirect, with City 

officials and staff on several dates prior to the expiration of Story's required one-year cooling off 

period after leaving the City of San Diego. Further, there is probable cause to believe that certain 

City staff and officials, as well as the Sunroad executives who hired Story, participated in and or 

committed acts in furtherance of a conspiracy to violate the San Diego EthicscQ~dinance, ,.,. 
.%. 
,*,? 

.,"la 
It 

. '" 
San Diego Municipal Code section 27.3550, in violation of Penal Code $?o$& 182,:.yhi;h 

7 *?a> 
A: "% 

prohibits (1) "two or more persons conspiring to commit any cri@Bror Jn., %$, (5) '$?he c 8 ~ i s s i o n  of 
5.. 

&pqL 
"qb. p 

any act . . . to pervert or obstruct justice, or the due adminj$rafq~g oj"th81~ws." [emphasis 
,& . w+ 

\" 

".,* 
F i i  

added]. .$*, 

It was well know irector of Planning, an advisor to 

the Mayor's Office, and f Staff. Story began employment 

with Sunroad in 2005, kn g former City of San Diego officials 

from directly or indirectly in decision-making. It appears that Sunroad may 

have paid Story while he- of San Diego payroll. Clearly, Story was paid by 
'"1. .. 

% Y. 
Sunroad for his efforts to secwapemit approvals for Sunroad's Centrum project before his one- 

&?.:a& 1. >.:, .f "ha. "*, 

year "cooling ozf" sy peri8@ha@6xPired. Story engaged in prohibited conduct on Sunroad's behalf 
#>.1,$; , t&, $,. r; 

and stor.$ was cc?@ensa&d by Sunroad for his efforts. And Sunroad executives knew Story's *. .*a. ~*+. < 

relationsl%&witbh z-i:+cp the City would enable Sunroad to obtain Level Two permit approvals in 

hiring him, in possible violation of Penal Code section 182(a) and the San Diego Ethics 

Ordinance. 
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Pursuant to Penal Code section 1524(a)(2) and (a)(4) the Criminal Division of the City 

Attorney's Office seeks all writings3 (stored in any medium), documents, records, logs, files, 

correspondence, notes, voicemail and memoranda in Sunroad's possession or under its control 

pertaining to the hiring decisions and employment scope of Thomas Story for the years 2005 and 

2006; and all writings, documents, records, files, logs, correspondence, notes, voice mail and 

memoranda directed to, received or reviewed by, or sent or created by ~hom&f@ory during the 
9- ,$ 
kt*> 

years 2005 and 2006, including any writing reflecting Story's direct or i'?Rlirect commufihion 
% ' *  p 

4' "", **+-;*@f 
with any official or staff of the City of San Diego, during 2005 and%~06, pqtamng to the 

*#%* '+.!%. 
" %,.*. ,;.=*. $.Q, i 

Sunroad's Centrum or Spectrum projects, maintained at,Sunroad&offices:or kept under 
>.. 

,,S'$. iir, 
+: -%i%,,'+ 

Sunroad's control or custody. The writings and records deshbed  abgve are believed to be kept 
,.,s*$<!.,-~~:+, , . ...:$&p:.. *- 

..., " *Y,&*, 
in the ordinary course of business at the following ?qcatibn: 4445 Eastgate Mall, Suite 400, San /.< .-, '3. , -; ,, j.. 9 

Diego, California, 92121. It isjirther and,mcye~i\Iicul&y described as a commercial ofice ,""' ."*@. -. 
.!<& n&\,#,F 

..*& +!: , I> 
building, four stories high with white m'dr,$e exterior and a circular grey metal structure over 

,*g. g 
>,,\>, +$$> %>,. ,.3- 

the middle ofthe roof ofthe buildmg. a,,$ b~iiltling is located on the south side ofEastgate Mall 
',& 

'C". . . %y 

just slightly east of the "~"?@&e@on o f ~ a s t ~ a t e  Mall and Easter Way. The building has the **. 
; & ~ ~ ~ z ~ ~ , e , .  .- .%.* x, 2 2 .  .,p 

words "Sunroad C ~ > ~ d r g t e  @wzter l?" spelled out across the top of the east and west faces of the *;-w3. 
,<* *@&'';3+ 

building just b&ow the ?&o$iii. The Sunroad Corporate Center N building has a parking lot 
h -.a. 

/*i? 'q$,* I 
along th& ,*. east expb$wp$f the buildiig and a manmade lake along the west exposure ofthe 

:\ * -x  i 

building.'$@iip2& entrances of the building are on the east and west side in the middle ofthe 
-5,. < 

3 "Writing" means any handwriting, typewriting, printing, Photostatting, photographing, 
photocopying, transmitting by electronic mail or facsimile, and every other means of recording 
upon any tangible thing any form of communication or representation, including letters, words, 
pictures; sounds, or symbols, or combinations thereof, and any record thereby created, regardless 
of the manner in which the record has been stored. 

Page 10 of 12 



building, Inside the entrunce lobby on the east side is a black building directory with white 

letters showing "Sunroad Enterprises 400. " 

The above described property or things were used as the means of committing a felony, 

Penal Code section 182 (Conspiracy to Violate San Diego Municipal Code section 27.3550) and 

the property or things to be seized constitute evidence tending to show a felony has been 

Affiant asks that this Statement o 

of the supporting affidavit and state 

Search Warant under se 

of certain informati 

% 
Cause in support of the Search Warrant 

Page 11 of12 
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City of San Dle,oo 
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Tt -1E CUY' OF 

SAN D I E 0  r3 
C m '  ADILII:VISTR4TIOoI' HUILDI?JG . 202 C STREFT SAA;DIEGO, C.4LIFORVlA 92101 - 386q 

.. 

Stephen C. Hess 
Stephen kirner and Associates, Inc. 
P.O. Box 23100 
San Diego, CA 92193-3100 
fax (61 9) 694-7377 

February.24, 1997 

Dear Steve: 
. . 

subject:' . PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF 
. . 

SAN DlEGO AND GENERLIL DYNAMICS. 
. . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  . . .  ;... 

Per your request I am memorializing the considerations 6f 6xtrabrbinary.benifit which 
the City is seeking through . h e  negotiations for a Development ~ ~ r e e m e ' n t :  .. A s w e  ;" . ....-... have 
discussed in our various Development Agreement rneetings;'the'next . . . . .  step . . . . . . . . . .  wouldbeto 
receive a written proposal from you including your offer on ........... the terms . . . . . . . . .  of extraordinary ,:,.A:.!, . .  

benefit that the City is seeking. This would facilitate the most . .  , . productiveuse ~. . . . .  .of our 
. . . . . . . .  

respective negotiating team's time. 
. . 

;. , . . .  . . . . . . . . .  , 
At our meeting of January 23, 1997 we reviewed the information that steve Hess faxed 
me on January 22, 1997 regarding your proposal for extraofdinah benefit. I would like 
to re-state that most of the items that you describe as extraordinary benefit are actually 
either project features, requirements or commitments that you have made to s&fy 
other project contingencies. As such, your proposal certainly includes elements that 
can be used to make your project findings and perhaps can be incorporated in your 
Statement of Overriding Considerations for your environmental document. Your 
proposed considerations do not stand out as extraordinary benefit for the City to enter 
into a Development Agreement. 

. . .  
. . . . 

The following itemsare potential consideration$ of extraordinary benefit thatwe have 
asked you to  evaluate'. . . .  . ;'. ' "  . . 

. . .  \ . .  . . . .  . . 
~o'ritributions.tow&s . . . . .  the constiu'ction of the Se r r i  Mesa library. 
~ontributions.t&ards a   earn^ -Mesa enhancemeni fund, .. .,. . . . . . .  - Dedication t o t h e c i t y  of  an ~ i e ~ o o f  the acreage owned by ~ e n e r a l  Dynamics 
in the' Beeler canyon area beyond the areas included in the current draft of the 
MSCP preserve boundaries. This includes all ofarea'c-25; ejtcluding existin *' .". 

uses, (specifically no mitigation banking by GD or other parties to be permitte 

; I '  

DIVERSITY 
~R:N$S US ALL TOE;?F? 



Ms. Marcela Escobar Eck 
Private De\:elopment Team blana2er 
City of San Diego 
202 "C" Street, MS $5.4 
San Diogo, California 92 101 

Re: Your letter dated F e b r u a q  21, 1997 

Dear Marcela: 
. . 

Via Facsimile cC U.S. Mai l  

R E C - E I V E D  

MAR 03 1997 

CITY P W ~ N I N G  AD MI^. 

This letter sliall serve as a partial response to your letter to me dated February 24, 1997, as well 
as a responseto the  issues raised in our recent meeting held in Ms. Culbreth-Graft's office on 
Februar?; 25, 1997. ' 

We appreciate the distinction made in the letter betxveen n;hat would be considered elements of 
the project (..."features, requirements or commitments....") and those items that the City would 
seek above and beyond project features in order to qualify as extraordinarj benefits. Further, we 
understand that the list of  extraordinary benefits \\.as prepared in light of our pursuit of a 
Developnlent Agreement. 

We have also been pursuing informationrelated the applicability of utilizing a Vesting Tentative 
Map, and i t  is likely that we will utilize a Vesting Tentative Map for the project. To  this end. 
there remain a few issues that we need to finalize with Priscilla Dugard. Nonetheless, due to the 
size, scaie and scope of the New Century Cenrer project, we shouid continue our discuss~ons 
with you on the Development A, ureenient. 

Focusing on the listing of considerations of esrraordinav benefit, we first mpant to reiterate a 
willingness to further explore and discuss each of the items that the City w o ~ ~ l d  need to enter into 
a Development Agreement on this project. 

0 S e r a  Mesa Library: Any information we can obtain from you related to potential 
costs, the priorit), the City places on this potential project, etc. would be he lp fd  as we 
evaluate this potential extraordinar? benefit. 



0 Kearn! Mesa Enhancement Fund: Similar to the proposed Serra Mesa libran: any 
i d e s  or infomiation you can provide related to the projects in need of fundinz. 
timing: priorit!., etc. would be helpful. 

0 ..Besltlr (Sycamore) Canyon: As expressed during our meeting in Penn): Culbrcth- 
. . 
Graft's office. Lye find i t  estrenwl!. difticult to understand just how the City could 
Iqitiniateiy expect a project of this type to be i n  a position to give 3.300 acres to the 
City.. As indicated in tlic meetin:. \ve would consen.ativel! value that propert! in 
excess of $50,000.000. \\'e cannot envision liow that tstraordinnn; a benrtfit is 
equitable in tcmis of \\.hat \ve \ \ odd  seek from the City in a Developnient 

. Agcenicnt. 

You indicated that the City. for purposes o f  determining thc value of this type of exaction looks 
at the number of Equi\!alent D~velling Units (EDL') and the nunibcr of Vehicle Trips identically. : 

You furthcr.stated that in  some other projects the cost to the on~er/de\ 'eloper varied but was in n 
range of $ 11,000 - S 18,000 per trip (or EDU). 

For liypothetical purposes. i f  you used the difference between this project's total trips and tlic 
redevelopment increment: or baseline. about 50,000 trips remain. Based upon your comments 
that equated 1 E D U  to I Trip, this equates to ihs City looking for something in the range of 
$550,000,000 to $900,000,000 in order for this project to "qualify" for a Development 
Agreement. 

You stated that you liad esilnples of sonle prior de\:elopmcnt agreements on other projects thut 
~vould help illustrate hou: the City arrives at the \.alues attached to extraordinary benefits. Please 
send me copies of those most applicable, i.e. commercial/R&D/industrially based. li'e would 
like to meet with you nest week for further dialogue, specifically related to Sycamore Canyon. 
We continue to believe that a win-win situation is achievable. 

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at your earliest convenience. 

Sincerely. 

Steplien C. Hess 

cc: Penn!; Culbreth-Graft, Assistant City Manager, City of San Dieso 
P.J. FitzGerald, Associate Planner - C i p  of San Dieso Process 3000 
Jeff Kudlac - General Dynamics Corporation 
Steve Einier - Stephen Einier & Associates, Inc. 
Don Berser, Esq. - Morrison & Foerster 



STEYEFEN EINER & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

Ms. Marcela Escobar Eck 
Private Development Team Manager 
City of,San Diego 
202 "C" Street, MS X5A 
San Diego, California 92101 

Re: . your letter dated February 24,1997 

'i7ia Facsimile Br U.S. Mail 

Dear Marcela: 

This letter shall serve as a partial response to your letter to me dated February 24, 1997, as well 
as a response to the issues raised in our recent meeting held in i\/~s. Culbreth-Graft's office on 
February 25, 1997. 

We apprediate the distinction made in the letter between what would'be considered elements of 
the project (..."features, requirements or coinmitments.. . .") and those items that the City would 
seek above and beyond project features in order to qualify as extraordinary benefits. Further, we 
understand that the list of extraordinary benefits was prepared in light of our pursuit of a 
Development Agreement. 

We have also been pursuing information related the applicability of utilizing a Vesting Tentative 
Map, and it is likely that we will utilize a Vesting Tentative Map for the project. To this end, 
there remain a few issues that we need to finalize with Priscilla Dugard. Nonetheless, due to the 
size, scale and scope of the New Century Center project, we should continue our discussions 
with you on the Development Agreement. 

Focusing on the listing of considerations of extraordinary benefit, we frst  want to reiterate a 
willingness to further explore and discuss each of the items that the City would need to enter into 
a Development Agreement on this project. 

0 Serra Mesa Library: Any information we can obtain from you related to potential 
costs: the priority the City places on this potential project, etc. would be helpful as we 
evaluate this potential extraordinaq benefit. 



Ms. hdarcela Escobar Eck 
February 28, 1997 
Page 2 

0 Rearny Mesa Enhancement Fund: Similar to the proposed Serra Mesa library, any  
ideas or information you can provide related to the projects in need of funding; 
timing, priority, etc. would be helpful. 

0. Beeler (Sycamore) Canyon: As expressed during our meeting in Penny Culbreth- 
Graft's office, we find it ext~emely difficult to understand just how the City could 
legitimately expect a project of this type to be in a position to give 2,300 acres to the 
City. As indicated in the meeting, w e  would conservatively value that property in 
excess of $50,000,000. We cannot envision how that exTraordinan' a benefit is 
equitable in terms of what we would seek from the City in a ~ e v e l o ~ m e n t  

, . Agreement. 

You indicated that the City, for purposes of determining the value of this type of exaction looks 
at the number of Equivalent Dwelling Units (EDU) and the number of Vehicle Trips identically. 
You further stated that in some other projects the cost to the owneddeveloper varied but was in a 
range of $1 1,000 - $1 8,000 per trip (or EDU). 

For hypothetical purposes, if you used the difference between this project's total trips and the 
redevelopment increment, or baseline, about 50,000 trips remain. Based upon your comments 
that equated 1 EDU to 1 Trip, this equates to the C~ty  looking for something in the range of 
$550,000,000 to $900,000,000 in order for this project to "qualify" for a Development 
Agreement. 

You stated that you had examples of some prior development agreements on other projects that 
would help illustrate how the City arrives at the values attached to extraordinary benefits. Please 
send me copies of those most applicable, i.e, commercial/R&D/industrially based. We would 
like to meet with you next week for further dialogue, specifically related to Sycamore Canyon. 
We continue to believe that a win-win situation is achievable. 

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at your earliest convenience 

Sincerely, - 
Stephen C. Hess 

cc: Penny Culbreth-Graft, Assistant City Manager, City of San Diego 
P.J. FitzGerald, Associate Planner - City of San Diego Process 2000 
Jeff Rudlac - General Dynamics Corporation 
Steve Eimer - Stephen Eimer & Associates, Inc. 
Don Berger, Esq. - Morrison & Foerster 



From: 
Sent: - 
10: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Jeannette Temple IJTemple@sandiego.govj 
Thursday, March <7,2006 1:17 PM 
amunzh@bpe-arch.com 
John ~ r u ?  
RE: Cenirum, SCR Submittal #645$1 

I met with Mal-cela yesterday. The master Plan states CP., CD or Ch'. , ' 

since this is.& proposed office dev~lopment, 1. would say follow CD . . .  which also has 
no height limir) I did set a call from SDGE though who noted you put pzrking where 
the subira~ion is to be movsd to.. .1 haven't looked a: the plzns, bu: thzt will no: 
work Jeannette 

> "Dan Munchu cdmunch@bpa-arch.com> 3/16/20~5 11:&1:2? AN > > >  
Great. Pieaee keep us posred. Thznk~. 

Dan 

- - - - -  I Originil Message----- 
From: Jemette Temple [ma~lto:JTempleasandiego.g~~r] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 16,; 2005 11:30 AM 
To: dmuuchwkipe-arch.com 
subject,: RE:. rentrum, SCR submitzzl #fie541 

I am meeting with hsr ,at 2 , :  30 today 

"Dan Munch" cZmunch@bpa-arch.coms 3/16/2005 10:39:50 AM >>> 
Jeannette, . 

Just wondering if you had a chacce to rsview the height issue on the CenCnx project 
with Marcela yet. Thanks. 

Dan 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Jeannerte Temple Imailto:JTemple@sandiego.govJ 
Sent: WednesZay, March 09, 2005 B : 3 3  AM 
To: dmunch~bpa-arch. corn; John CNZ 
Cc. bpaul~bpa-arch,com; ddf2mbpa-arch.com 
Subject: Re: Centrum, SCR Submittal $64541 

I will look into this with Marcela on FriMy as she hzs the: history on this site 
Jeannette 

> r >  "Dan Munch" camunch@bpa-irch.com> 3/4/2005 5:33:45 PM > a >  

John, 

UK we discussed this morning, there is in outstanding question on the cenrrum 
project (SCR Submittal 8685-41) of sipificmt imporrznce to us. . . 
Th e 
crisinel ~ e w  Csnrury CentEr McsterPlan (drafre2 znd am&d.=d by Carrier Johnson on 
octob-r 2 ,  20.00) steted thst development on the subject parcel was to comply with 
requiram=nrs of the 'CE.' zone. This zone, vinich exisred und=r the old municipzi 
cod=, &id not specify a height resrriction, nor was one specified in the master 
plan. Thefsforc, WE unrers~and :hei it is the i n c e n t  of the nasEer plan to act 
limit height, 

The new Lane Developmeni code ladop:ed 1/1/2000) however states that the 016 "CA' 
zone h25 been incoporated into 'CC1-3' which B o e s  in :act have a neigh: rcstric~iol 
o f 4 5  fe-t, Despite the adop~ion of the new LDC, thr SCR rhai was prcviously 
submiiredby our fcr the 'design of cwo 'six StDry, f i E ' - j ' '  h i ~ h  o f f i c z  



We r e s p e c t f u l l y  su?gest  the: o u r  CUrrEnt d e s i g n  of ;he 1 2  s t o r y  o f f i c e  bu i ld ing  
c o n p l i e s  w i th  t h e  NCC Masrrr P l a n .  Wc E r e  l o o k i n g  for o z r ~ c i i l  cqnfirrr,;rion rhar . . xne c u r z e n t l y  p r o p s s d  heign: will i n  f a c t  be i l l o w e d .  
We'd b e  happy t o  meet with y o u r s e l f  and J e z n x ~ t e  T--mpl.e;ro discuss t h e  ma t t e r  
f u r r h e r  . 

We l o o k  ? o r w a r d  t o  your r e sponse .  Thank , you .  

Dan Munch 
P r o j e c t  k c n i t e c :  
BPA L - c h i i z c t u r e  Planning I n t e r i o r s  
+435 E a s t g a t e  Mell ,  Su i t e  1 0 0  
S a n  D i c g o ,  CA 921ii 

P I i :  858-d53-1200 126 
FAY': 856-453-1913 

Visit our webs i t e  a t  www.bpa-arch.com 



Please lype or pnnl m mk 
A Publlc Document S ~ t :  DIEGO, CALIF. 

1 NAME (LAST) ,(FIRST) (MIDDLE) DAYTIME TELEPHONE NUMBER 

,+ TeT-V 7- ( . )  

MAILING ADDRESS STREFT CITY A ZIP CODE OPTIONAL: FAX I E.MAIL ADDRESS 
(May use business address) 

1 59 ~ ~ ~ ~ l t - l ' d ~ ~  w- Sfld D eA F3-1a 
\ ,  " 

. Office, Agency, or Court 

position(s): (Attach a separate sheet if necessary.) 

Position: 
L 

2. Jurisdiction of Office (Check af least one box) 

.[7 State 

[7 County of 

[7 Multi-County 

[7 Other 

I. Type of Statement (Check at leas1 one box) 

[7 Assuming Dficellnitial Date: 22- 

Annual: The period covered is January 1,2004. 
through December 31. 2004. 

-or- 
0 The period covered is I ,  through 

December 31. 2004. 

d e a v i n g  Ofice Date L e f t : ~ & . a f i  
(Check one) 

&&he period covered is January 1, 2004, through the 
date of itaving of ice. 

-or- 
0 The period covered is I--, through 

the date of leaving ofice. 

Candldaie 

$. Schedule Summary 
(Check applicable schedules or  "No reportable interests.'? 

* Duling the reporting period, did you have.any reportable 
. .  . .  . . . . .  ~ interests to disclose on: 

Schedule A-1 Yes - schedule attached, 
lnvestmenls (Lars fhan 10% Ownership) 

Schedule A-2 Yes - schedule attached 
lnvestmenls (70% or grssla OwoershipJ 

Schedule B Yes - schedule attached 
Real Property 

.. ... 
Schedule C.:.. .n Yes - schedule attached 
Income, Loans,& Business-fositions (income olhei lhso GRs and 
rmvsl Paymenlr) . . 

Schedule D (Ellminated - reporl loans on Schedule C) 

Schedule E a yes - schedule atiached 
Income - Glfls 

Schedule F Yes - schedule attached 
Income - Travel Payments 

-or- - No reportable mterests on  any schedule 

Total number of pages 

completed including this cover page: a 
1 5. Verification I 

I have used all reasonable diligence in preparing this statement. 
have r?v ewco 1.15 swierneu: anc lo me Dcsi ol m i  r:nod4c7ge 

tnc :nIomiamn uon la i n~d~  e r ~  o and n any anacntl  s c l l r o d s  
is true and complete. 

I certify under penalty of perjury underthe laws ofthe State 
o f  California that the foregoing i s  true and correct. 

FPPC Form 700 (200412005) 
FPPC Toll-Free Helpline: 866IASK-FPPC 



SCHEDULE E 
Income - Gifts 

> NAME OF SOURCE 

DATE (rnrnlddly~) VALUE DESCRIPTION OF GIFTS) 

I 2  s 

t NAME OF SOURCE 

ADDRESS . . 

BUSINESS ACTIVI'W IF ANY, OF SOURCE 

DATE (rnmlddiy~) VALUE DESCRIPTION OF G!FIlS) 

l I  S 

I I  5 

t NAME OF SOURCE 

ADDRESS 

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF SOURCE 

DATE (rnrniddlw) VALUE DESCRIPTION OF GIFI(S) 

Name 

NAMEOF SOURCE 

ADDRESS 

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF SOURCE 

DATE (rnmlddlyy) VALUE DESCRIPTION OF GIFUS) 

. NAME OF SOURCE 

ADDRESS 

BUSINESS ACTIVITY IF ANY, OF SOURCE 

DATE (rnrnlddlyy) VALUE DESCRlPnON OF GIFT(S) 

21- 5 

NAME OF SDURCE 

ADDRESS 

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF SOURCE 

DATE (mmlddlyy) VALUE DESCRIPTION OF GIFI(S) 

Comments: 

FPPC F o r m  700 (200412005) Sch. E 
FPPC Toll-Free Helpline: 866lASK-FPPC 



From: Kelly Broughton 

To: tsrory@sunroadenterp~ses.tom 

Date: 2/21/2006 9:06:34 AM 

Subject: Re: FW: SUNROAD CENTRUM-12 Grading Permit 

It's no bother, we need to hear these things. Can you ask your PMs, nexi time they hear something this non-customer 
service friendly, to please ask to talk to that staffs senior for resolution. I 'm sure this would stop you from being 
bothered by it as well. 
K 

> > >  'Tom Story" <tstory@sunroadenterpriss.com> 02/17/06 1322  PM > > >  7 
Kelly, 
Sorry to bother you with something like this but if Pete's description 
is accurate It is not very customer service oriented if It takes a week 

I 
I 

to schedule an appointment. Anything you can do to help would be 
appreciated. F x  
Tom 

7 
I 
l 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Pete Cox [mailto:pcox@swinertonncom] 
Sent: Friday, February 17, 2006 1x74 PM 
To: Dan Feldman; loseph Cresto; Dan Munch; Tom Story; Steve Laub; Craig 
Bachmann; bkeenan@swinerton.com; ddf2@bpa-arch.com 

I 
I 

I 

Subject: RE: SUNROAD CENTRUM-12 Grading Permit 

Team - 

As an update to the progress (as it may be) relative to pulling the 
excavatlon permlt: 

1) l started calling Kathy Finn Wednesday to set up an appointment to  
pull 
the permit. Messages left Wednesday and Thursday went unreturned. 

2) l drove downtown Friday am to see if 1 could somehow get in front of 
her. 
Did speak to her and was told that I needed an appointment. . . .I 
said, OK 
can I make an appointment? . . . .she said she would &li me to set up 
the 
appointment. . . . .I said OK, can you tell me when you might be calling 
t o  
set up an appointment? . . . .she said maybe Tuesday. So, we're off t o  
the . .. 
races, I will be hearing at some unknown time when I will have an 
appointment at some unknown time to possibly be able to pick up the 
permit. 

Any ideas from anyone to speed up this process are certainly welcome. 

Pete Cox 
Sr. Pro). Mgr. 
Swinerton Builders 
Phone: (858) 622-4040 
Fax: (858) 622-4044 
Cell: (858) 775-1522 



From: Dan Feidman [mailto:dfeidrnan@sunroadenterpris%com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2006 ?:57 PM 
To: Pete Cox; Joseph Cresto; Dan Munch; Tom Story; Steve Laub; Craig 
Bachmann; bkeenan@swine*on.com; ddf2@bpa-arch.com 
Subject RE: SUNROAD CENTRUM-12 Grading Permit 

Pete: 

Thanks for the efforr. Please iet me know as soon as you have the 
permit in 
hand. 

Dan 

From: Pete Cox Imailto:ocox@swineitonncoml 
Sent: Wed 2/1sj2006 ?:19 AM 
To: Joseph Creso; Dan Munch; Tom Story; Steve Laub; Craig Bachmann; 
bkeenan@sw~nerton.com; ddf2@bpa-arch.com; Dan Feidman 
Sub@: RE: SUNROAD CENTRUM-12 Gradlng Permit 

Thank, Joe. I have a call in to Kathy to set up an appointment. Will 
let .. 
you know when I get a time, right now I'm shooting for tomorrow 
afternoon. 

Pete Cox 
Sr. Proj. Mgr. 
Swinerton Builder5 
Phone: (858) 622-4040 
Fax: (858) 622-4044 
Cell: (858) 775-1522 

-----Driginal Message----- 
From: Joseph Cresto [rnaiito:lGC@scengr.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2006 8:30 AM 
TO: Dan Munch; Tom Stor),; Steve Laub; Craig Bachmann; Pete Cox; 
bkeenan@swinerton.com; ddR@bpa-arch.com; Dan Feidman 
Subject: SUNROAD CENTRUM-12 Grading Permit 

Ail, 

Given the delavsin aettins the Exhibit "A" dans issued. the 
Engineering ~ e ~ t :  Pi;l ( ~ k h i  Mulugeta) at the City called me back this 
rnorninq and indicated they will issue the permit without the exhibitUA" 
drawings (he has a copy of the signed 5CR approval letter). 

We wiil still need to provide the Exhibit "A" with our submittal of the 
full Grading and Improvement Plan (which we wiil be ready to do next 
week). 

Pete and Bruce 

rase  1 0 1  4 

Let me know when you get the appoi7tment set with Kathy Flnn for the 
permit issuance and I wiil inform Yeshi; he can be there to resolve any 
issues Kathy might have that could delay the permit 



loseph G. Cresto, RCE, P U  
Principal 
Stevens Cresto Engineering, Inc. 
9665 Chesapeake Drive 
Suite 320 
San Diego, Clc 92123 
Tel 858,634,5660 
Fax 858.694.5661 
3GCQSCEngr.com 

-----Original Message---- 
From: Dan Munch [mailto:dmunch@bpa-arch.com] 
Sent: Tuestiav. Februaw 14. 2006 3:36 PM . , , , 
To: loseph Cresto; Tom Story'; 'Steve Laub' 
Subject: FW: SCR Approval Letter for SUNROAD CENTRUM-12 

Signed approval letter, for your use 
Dan 

-----Original Message----- 
From: John Cruz [mailto:lACruzQsandiego.~ov] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 14, 2006 324  PM 
To: dmunchQbpa-arch,com 
Subject: RE: SCR Approval Letter for SUNROAD CENTRUM-12 

No problem, Dan. 

As you requested, attached is the pdf'version of your SCR Approvai 
Letter. 

Also. before 1 am able to release the Exhibit P.. 1 bvill need you to 
depbsit 
about $5-6.000 into your account as it is currently about $1,400 in 
deficit. 
(REMINDER: This is NOT a real-time number). Any funds remaining wili 
be 
refunded to you. 

Feel free to call me with any questions 

lohn Cruz 

>>> "ban Munch" cdmunchQbpa-arch.com, 2/10/2006 7 3 1  PM > > >  
Thank, for youi help John! 

Dan 

-----Original Message-----From: lohn CIUZ [mailto:lACr~z@sandiego.gov] 
Sent: Friday, February 10, 2006 7:13 PM 
To: dmunchmbpa-aich.com 
Subject: SCR Approval Letter for SUNROAD CENTRUM-12 

Hello Dan, 

Attached is a pdf copy of your SCR Approval Letier. As we discussed, 
the 
plans have been stamped and will go out on Monday for copying. 1 will 
inform you of when they return. , 

Have a great weekend. 



John Cruz 



From: Tom Ston, 
To: _Dan lvluncn ; Can 'eidman ; Cmio EacArnann 
Cc: bpau!i&z-arzn.com ; Darrel =uliorio!li 
Sen:: Mondav. h r i l  03. 2006 1:36 PM .. . 
Subiezt: KE: Gentrum, FA& D~srruciion Zvaiuaiion 

Dan, 
Tha: isn't the ouesiion i wanted youto ask. Did you ask fhE ouesi ion I suggested earlier, i.e a CLUP consistency 
determination? Pls end out. 

imm: Dan Munch [mailtc:dmunchl~bpi-arch.com] 
%nt: Monday, kprli 03, 2006 1:ZD PVi 
Tc: Can Feldman; Tom Sfow; Cmio Bachmann 
Cr: b_muJFdbo?-archmrn; 'Darrei Fullbrigh:' 
S u b j x t :  Centrum, FAA Objtructjon Evaluation 

I spoke .witin John Crux this morning and asked him ii Centrum was reviewed and approved b y t k  airport authority or 
FW,. Apparently, no such reviswiool; place. in speaking with Jeannette Tempk brinfl~, he stated tha! ii such a review 
was necessar)!, they wouid have cauphi it soon atier we submitted. He didn't know why the FAA wouid be getiing 
invoived tinis late in the game, and requested I iry to find out What triggered their review. 

.I then spoke with Karen McDonald with the FA& Obstruction Evaluation Dept. She explained that this process started z 
couple weeksago when a letter irom B "concerned citizen" crossed her desk, inquiring as to whether fne pro:IPct.tiney 
read about in the newspaper had been reviewed for tk irnpaa on the circling procedures ior ~ontgornsry.  She was 
going to ignore. the letter, bu! later received a phone call iromsomeone hlgher up at the FAA again asking if an 
evaluation had been done. 

So even though the building doesn'l meet the standard criteria iriggering FAl+ review, they nave requested we submit 
the proisct so that they can issue an oiilciai "airspace determination" in order to appease Joe Citiien. Karen directed 
rns to their website where I've since submltted tne prqiect daia for their review: 

Normally thess reviews take 30 day;, b d  Karen is willing to h d p  us expediie this one in aboul half thai time. Once the 
various depanrnenrj review tine projeci, they will deiermine if rniiigaiing meesures must be raken (i.e. beacon iignrs). In 
rare cases, Sneyhave requiredt'ne building be lowered, but she couldn'l conjeziure on this until the obstruction 
evaluation was conducted. 

As I said, the project has been submitied, and I wlil continue to iollow up on their progress. We have also submitlad 
Ceniruml4, since ii will be over t h ~  20Dn mentioned above. 

Dan Munch 

\;isit ou: websiif .at www.bpa-arch.com 



Dan Munch  

From: Tom Siory ~~io~f~sunrsadenrer?rises.~om] 

S t  T'nursday, A?rilO5,?006 240 PM 
- 
I @ :  Dan Munzh; Dare! Fullbrighi Can feloman; Craig Bacnmann 

Cc: bpaul@bp~-arch.com 

Subject: RE: Cenr~m, F,M Obsnuciion Zvaluation 

Tnr ior ;he updaie 

From: Dan Munch [mailto:dmunch@bpi;-arih.comj 
Sn:: Thursday, April 06, 2006 LD:39 AM 
To: Tom Srorf; 'Darrel Fullbright'; Dan ieldman; Craig Bacnmann 
Cc: bpaul@bpa-ar-h.iom 
~ubjeck RE: Cwtrum, F~AObstmctiow Lvaluation 

John Crur lei: a voicemail this morningstating that he discussed the  CLUP issue with the planner, Peiar Chou, who 
confirmed thai the prqieci is not in an area requiring CLUP review. 

Regarding the FAA obsacle review, I've coniirrned that they received the project information and thkir review is in 
progress. I'll iollow up with Karen weekly ro get B status update a n d  report back when I hear more. 

Dan 

Fmm: Tom Story jmailto:~to~y@~sunroad~nterpri~s.mm] 
Sent. Monday, April 03, 2006 5:09 PM 
50: Dan: Munch;Darrd iullbrigh?; Dan kidman; Oaig Bachmann 
Cc: bpaul@bpz-arch.com 
Subject: RE: Centrum, FA4 Obstruction Evaluation 

WE; that because ws ar? ouiside oi  any CLUP zone and 2s such are consisient with the CLUP since we are not within it? 

From: Dan Muncn [rnallto:dmunih~@bp;.-arch.com] 
Sent: Montiay, April 02, 20% 2 4 1  P M  
To: 'Darrel Fulibrigh?; Tom Stor)'; Dan Fddman; Craig Bachmann 
cc: bpaul1Bbpz.-arch.com 
Subjed: RE: Centrum, FA4 0bstru&on Evaluation 

- 
I om. 

- 
I hat was in fact my unjersianding imm John 

Dan 



V.P. Development 
Sunroad Enterprises 
4445 Eastgate Mali, Suite 400 
San Diego, CA 92121 

858-362-8500 
858-362-8448 (Fax) 

From: John Cruz [mailto:JACruz@sandiego.gov] 
Sent: Monday, June 26, 2006 9:27 AM 
To: Tom Story 
Subject: Re: FW: Sunroad centrum Residential Response to comments 

Good morning, Mr. Story. 

I've checked everyone's schedules and as of right now, it looks like either Thurs, July 6th @ 
l oam or Mon, July 10th @ l l :30arn will be the soonest available dates for a meeting. 

I f  either of these dates work for you, let me know as soon as possible and I will schedule it 

Thank you. 

John Cruz 

>>> "Tom Story" 6 /26/2006 9:08 AM >>">tstory@sunroadenterprises.corn> 
6/26/2006 9:08 AM >> . ~ 

John, 
We will resubmit our project with responses to comments today or tomorrow. Per my earlier msg, 
I'd like to schedule a meeting with you, our architectsand some of the reviewing disciplines. 
specifically Darren Genova, Farah Mahzari, Lesley Henegar Craig Hooker and Jeff Harkness. 

The key issues from our end are the suggestion to have 10% retail in the residential buildings, 
urban design, height limit, Ground floor entries, SDGE substation, ADT's and tandem parking 
and park design. 

I'd like to schedule this meeting as soon as possible but we will not hold up the resubmittal 
pending this meeting. I will be out of the office this Fri (the 30th) thru Tuesday the 4Ih, returning 
on the 5'h. PIS let me know what dates will work for this meeting. Thank you. 

Tom Story 
V.P. Development 
Sunroad Enterpr~ses 
4445 Eastgate Mall. Suite 400 
San Diego. CA 92121 

858-362-8500 
858-362-8448 (Fax) 



- . Jshn Cruz - Kt-. t \hi Sunroad centrun1 Res~dential Response to conments 

From: 
To:  

Date: 

Subject: 

John C m  
Story: T o m  

6/28/2006 5:26:16 PM 
RE: FW: Sunroad centrum Residential Response to comments 

You're welcome. 

We'll see you on the 10th. 

john cruz 

>>>."Tom Story" t&- iy.@_su.~roadentelerLs_eessco_m~~~~.Z.7~.?_O_~~.~7~~2.EEtr2...~~ 
Everyone is confirmed on this end for 11-12:30 . we look forward to meeting withyou and the 
team. Thank YOU 

Tom Story 
V.P. Development 
Sunroad Enterprises 
4445 Eastgate Mall, Suite 400 
San Diego, CA 92121 

858-362-8500 
658-362-8448 (Fax) 

From: John Cruz [mailto:JACruz@sandiego.gov] 
Sent: Monday, June 26, 2006 1 2 : l l  PM 
To: Tom Story 
Subject: RE: FW: Sunroad centrum Residential Response to comments 

Hello again, Mr. Story, 

I f  we go with the possibility of a 1 112 hour meeting, we should begin at l l a m .  I've cleared that 
time with the reviewers, so once I hear from you I'll book the room. 

Thanks. 

john cruz 

>>> "Tom Story" 6 /26/2006 11:21 AM >>">tstory@sunroadenterprises.corn> 
6 /26 /2006  11 :21  AM >> 
John, 
the I D t h  at 11:30 AM works. I expect this meeting will take 1112 -2 hrs. I'd like you to confirm 

with the other reviewers that they can all stay for the duration of the mtg, pls let me know about 
this and what conference room1 floor we'llbe meeting in. Thx 

Tom Story 



From: John Cruz 
To : Story: Tom 
Date: 7/19/2006 10:39:43 AM 
Subject: Re: Centrum Residential - Ground f loor access 

Good morning, Mr. Story. 

I just left you a voicemail message responding to your concerns below. 

Please call me with your.response 

Thank you. 

John Cruz 
Development Project Manager 
Development Services Department 
City of San Diego 
619-446-5439 

Have you had a chance to look at the other built projects across the street from our proposed 
projects (south of Spectrum Blvd.) that were approved without ground floor access. For security 
and liability reasons Sunroad strongly prefers to not provide it. I'd think the basis for the other 
projects being approved without satisfying this requirement should be sufficient for this project. 

If it is the City's determination that we must provide for ground fioor access, please so indicate so 
we can figure out how we can comply with this requirement. 

Per my voice mail from yesterday, Will you be able to accelerate the current review cycle 
scheduie. I know the delay was not anyone's fault, per se, but it stillrepresents a significant 
impact to Sunroad. Anything you can do to shorten this cycle will be appreciated. 

Tom Story 
V.P. Development 
Sunroad Enterpr~ses 
4445 Eastgate Mall, Suite 400 
San Dtego, CA 92121 

858-362-8500 
858-362-8448 (Fax) 



From: John Cruz 
To: Henegar, Lesley 
Date: 7/21/3006 9:11:03 AM 
Subject: Re. SUNROAD CENTRUM RESIDENTIALRTS #99397 

Thanks, Lesley. 

That will make Tom Story happy. :) 

Have a greatday 

jcruz 

>>> Lesley Henegar 7 /21/2006 7 5 8  AM >>> 
Thanks John, 
I'll make some tlme to get to it. 
Lesley 

>>> John Cruz 07 /19 /06  2:12 PM >>> 
Hi Lesley. 

They did not respond to the comments of the meeting last week, but instead had resubmitted 
responding to the reviews completed PRIOR to that meeting. That resubmittal somehow got left 
sitting downstairs for a number of days, only to be found by me during that meeting. :) 

Whatever you can do is fine. I simply wanted to relay the applicant's desire to you and all the 
other reviewers. 

Thanks! 

johncruz 

>>> Lesley Henegar 7 /19 /2006  11:24:04 AM >>> 
John, 
How is it that they just resubmitted after I came back from the last meeting ? I will do a review 
soon but do not know how they could have responded to my comments ... 
Lesley 

>>>John Cruz 07/19/06 9:24AM >>> 
Good morning. 

There was a slight mixup by the applicant's agent that resulted in a loss of about 5 days before 
we were able to distrib'ute this project to you. The applicant has asked me to ask you if you 
would be able to accelerate the completion of your reviews before the July 31st  PTS due date. I 
know EVERYONE is swamped, but your consideration to this request would be much appreciated 
by the applicant. 



F r o m :  John Cruz 
To: Elliot-Yawn, Tracy 
Date: 7/19/2006 2:OS:23 PM 
Subject: Re. SUNROAD CENTRUM RESIDENTIALE'TS #99397 

Ok. 

Thanks for the explanation, Tracy. I understand. :) 

>>> Tracy Elliot-Yawn 7/19/2006 1:32:14 PM >>> 
Hi John, This has been assigned to Raynard. He will be taking a look at it as soon as possible--- 
by the due date specified. As you said, we are swamped with Josh being the only planner, and 
Raynard transferring in (starting +his Monday, the 17th). I will be going on vacation on the 26th. 
m 

>>> John Cruz 7 /19/2006 9:33 AM >>> 
Ok. Thanks, Darren, I'll ask Tracy. 

Tracy? 

>>> Darren Genova 7 /19/2006 9:31:36 AM >>> 
John, 
I 'm  not going to be taking this forward. I don't know who will but Tracy might? 

Darren Genova 
Planner- Central Section 
City of San Diego, 
Development Services Department, 
Land Development Review 
(619) 446-5274 
cigenova@an~cic%ar 

>>> John Cruz 7 /19/2006 9:24 AM >>> 
Good morning. 

There was a slight mixup by the applicant's agent that resulted in a loss of about 5 days before 
we were able to distribute this project to you. The applicant has asked me to ask you if you 
would be able to accelerate the completion of your reviews beforethe July 31st  PTS due date. I 
know EVERYONE is swamped, but your consideration to t h ~ s  request would be much appreciated 
by the applicant. 

Thanks. 



From: "Tom Story" <tsto~@sunroadenierprises.com> 

To: Cruz, John 

CC: Feldman, Dan; Williams, Rand 
Date: 8/7/2006 11 :54:36 AM 
Subject: meeting this Wed. 

John, 
Rand will be in town this Wed. for a presentation to the KMPG Land Use Cttee. While he is in 

town we'd like to come in and meet with you and staff for the following issues; Fire, ADA, Ground 
floor access. Would you be available and can you assemble the staff to meet this Wed, at 1:30 
PM? 

Tom Story 
V.P. Development 
Sunroad Enterprises 
4445 Eastgate Mall, Suite 400 
San Diego, CA 92121 

858-362-8500 
858-362-8448 (Fax) 



James Vuinn - Kc: SUNK0.4D CENTRUM RESIDENTI.4LIPTS #99397 

From: Jams Quinn 

To: CNZ, John 

CC: Varshock, George 

Date: 7/24/2006 9:43:33 AM 

Subject: Re: SUNROAD CENTRUM RESIDENTIAUPTS #99397 

Hi John: Per your request, the subject review has been expedited and  completed by the Geology Section. 

Jim Quinn, CEG 
Assistant Engineering Geolooist 
Geology Section 
Division of Building 8 Safety 
Development Services 
1222 Fimt Avenue, M5 401 
San Diego, CA 92101-4155 
Tele: (619) 446-5334 
Fax: (619) 446-5402 

>>> John Cruz 7/19/2006 9:24 AM >>> 
Good morning. 

There was a slight mixup by the applicant's agent that resulted in a loss of about 5 days before we were able to 
distribute this project to you. The applicant has asked me to ask you if you would be able to accelerate the completion 
of your reviews before the July 315% PT5 due date. I know EVERYONE is swamped, but your consideration to  this 
request would be much appreciated by the applicant. 

John Cruz 



From: Jeannette Temple 
.. . 

To: Broughton, Kelly 

CC: Cruz, John 

Date: 10/12/2006 10:10:42 AM 

Subject: Sunroad Projects 

Keliy, 
Tom Story is wanting concurrent processing letters (at their own n5k.of course) for both Sunroad Residential and the 14- 
story office tower. Have you had a chance to speak with Jim Waring on if we are still holding firrr regarding no new 
rsidential discretionary actions until the substation issue has been resolved. I: was an e-mail from him on 8/14/06. 

Aiso we have requested they get FAA clearance on the ofilce tower, but there has been no new correspondence from Cal 
trans since Sunroad attorney sent a ietter stating they did not need approval (basically). How do you feel about giving 
them concurrent processing letrers? 
thank 
Jeannette 


