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La Mesa may extend motel ban 
Council concerned about building designs  
Kathie L. Taylor Tribune Staff Writer   
Published: July 23, 1985 
La Mesa may be sacrificing dollars in favor of design if a building ban on hotel and motel development is 
extended.  
The city will receive less than the $419,000 projected for next year in transient occupancy taxes if the city 
decides to extend the building ban past the 45-day period, said Ron Lutz, an accountant for the city. 
The money is collected from an 8 percent tax imposed on the hotel and motel bills of lodgers who stay 
less than 30 days in the city. 
City staff arrived at that $419,000 figure by taking into account all proposed hotel and motel 
developments in La Mesa, three of which have since been affected by the ban. 
In a recent interview, Mayor Fred Nagel, who initiated the moratorium, said it was the result of a lack of 
controls on the design of the hotels and motels and signs used to advertise them. 
"Developers continue putting up quick, dirty and cheap (motel) designs that have no lasting or intrinsic 
value to the community," Nagel said. 
The 45-day moratorium was imposed at the city council's July 9 meeting. At tomorrow's meeting, the city 
council is scheduled to ask staff to compile a report on design and sign controls for hotels and motels in 
the city. 
A public hearing on the subject will be held Aug. 13. 
After the hearing, the city has the option of extending the moratorium for eight to 10 months. 
Two developers, Tom and Jiunn Shiung Lin of San Diego, whose three proposed motel projects total 103 
rooms, may suffer severe financial loss -- $420,000 worth, said architect Bill Teer, designer for the 
projects. 
He said he understands the city's concerns but considers his designs an exception to the norm. 
"Council members have been eyeing recent units with dismay," said Teer, "And they think they're all ugly. 
I think so too ...They have valid reasons for their concerns, but my project, which is a good-looking 
design, hasn't even been reviewed yet." 
The developers were not available for comment. 
An initial payment of $12,000 paid by the developers for project review will be applied toward the building 
permit if it is granted. 
"Ninety days of lost revenue alone amounts to $420,000 just for the Parkway Drive project," Teer said, 
"not to mention the possibility of changes in design, which will cost the developers extra." 
Plans for the 43-unit proposed development on Parkway Drive were being reviewed when the ban was 
imposed. The other 60-unit twin project, proposed for the 7600 block of El Cajon Boulevard, has received 
site approval but no permit. 
"The waiting period will hurt us financially," Teer said. "We didn't expect to be caught in the middle of 
this." 
Teer, who is working on design changes to comply with the city's guidelines, says that if the ban is 
extended, he and the developers plan to ask the council for an "application for relief," which would waive 
the building moratorium for their project. 
Since 1983, three projects on Spring Street, Fletcher Parkway and University Avenue have been 
completed, adding a total of 211 rooms. One 79-room project at 9550 Murray Drive is under construction.  
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