TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

The Mission of the Town of Yucca Valley is to provide a
government that is responsive to the needs and concerns
of its diverse citizenry and ensures a safe 11d s ure
environment while maintaining the highest quali of life.

TUESL
APF 08, 2014
6:00 p.m.

YUCCA VALLEY COMMUr Y CENTER, YUCCA ROOM
+.090 -29 ALMS HIGI NVAY
YUCCA VALLEY, CALIFORNIA 92284

L

PLANFM NG COMMISSION MEMBERS

Tim Humphreville, Chairman
Vickie Bridenstine, Vice “hairman
Jeffl zd, Commissioner
W: -en Lavender, Commissioner
Steve Whiti 1, Commissioner









CONSENT AGENDA: All items listed on the consent calendar are considered to t  routi

matters or are considered formal documents covering previous Planning Commission
instruction. The items listed on the consent calendar may be enacted by one motion and a
second. There will be no separate discussion of the consent calendar items unless a member of
the Planning Commission or Town Staff requests discussion on specific consent calendar items
at the beginning of the meeting. Public requests to comment on consent calendar items should
be filed with the Planning Commission Secretary before the consent calendar is called

1. | ‘ES

A request that the Planning Commission approves as submitted the minutes of the
meeting held on March 25, 2014,

Action: Moved by 2™ by Voice Vote

STAFF F"?ORTS A} COMM™ 5:

FU REAGEM A =MS:

COMMISSIONER REPORTS AND REQUESTS:

Commissioner Drozd -
Commissioner Lavender

Commissioner Whitten

Vice Chairman Bridenstine

Chairman Humpbhreviile

A Ol ICE :=NTS:
The nextregularn  ing of the Yucca Valley Planning Commission will be held on Tuesday, April
27,2014

ADJOURN
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Variance, V 01-14
Ross Dress for Less
April 08, 2014 Planning Commission Meeting

Surrounding Zoning Designations:
NORTH: NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL (C-N})
SOU ' GENERALCOMMERCIAL(C-G)
WEST: NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL (C-N)
EAST: NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL (C-N)

Su 2unding Land Use:
NORTH: VACANT LAND
SOUTH: RETAIL, VACANT LAND
WEST: RETAIL
EAST: TIRE SALES & REPAIR

C. [IFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUIITY ACT (CEQA):
THE PROJECT WA> REVIEWED UNDER THE CALIFORNIA
o ENVIRONMENT/ QUALITY ACT (CEQA). THE PROJECT IS EXEMPT
FROM CEQA UNDER SECTION 15301, EXISTING FACILITIES.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

VARIANC 01-1  nat the Planning Commission denies Variance, V 01-14 based
upon the findings contained within the staff report.

Project Planner: Diane Olsen, Planning Technician

Reviewed by: Shane Stueckle, Deputy Town Manager

Appeal Information:

Actions by the Planning Commission, including any finding that a negative declaration be adopted, may be
appealed to the Town Council within 10 calendar days. Appeal Application filing and processing inforr  lion
may be obtained from the Planning Division « the Community Development Department. Per Section
83.030145 of the Development Code, minor modifications may be approv | by the Planning Division if it is
determined that the changes would not affect the findings prescribed in Section 83.030140 of the Development
Code, Required Findings, and that the subject of the proposed changes were not items of public controversy

during the review and approval of the original permit, including modifications to phasing schedules for the
project.
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Variance, V 01-14
Ross Dress for Less :
April 08, 2014 Planning Commission Mt ng

PARKS AND RECREATION MASTER PLAN: No public facilities are identified
for this site.

MASTER PLAN OF DRAINAGE: No facilities on or adjacent to the
project.

H!I DESERT WATER DISTRICT WASTE-

WATER PHASE: Phase 1

STREET LIGHTS: No

SPECIFIC PLAN/ PLANNED DEVELOPMENT
AREA: No

FUTURE PLANNING COMMISSION
AC DJN REQURIE : None

FUTURE TOWN COUNCIL
ACTION REQURIED: "~ None, unless appealed

Il. PROJECT AN/ YSIS

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIC RATIONS: 1e project was rev ' 1 under the

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The project is exempt from CEQA under
section 15301, Existing Facilities.

ADJAC ... LAND USES: The project is located within an existing commercial center
which includes a grocery store, tire sales and repair facility, and other small retail shops.

SITE C| ARAC RISTICS: The property is a 1.67 acre, relatively flat site that is

constructed with a 17,640 square foot building and re Iired parking, located within an
existing commercial center.

DISC_ 5SION: The applicant is requesting a variance to allow a 258 square foot wall
sign where only 125 square feet of wall signage is allowed. e applicant is also
proposing to install a sign on the existing freestanding sign.

Pursuant to Section 87.07122(b)(1)(A) of the Development Code, allowable square
footage for wall signs is based upon one square foot of signage per one lineal foot of
lease space. The building frontage for the property in iestion is 125’ linear feet,
therefore 125 square feet of signage is allowed. The applicant is requesting ¢ proval

for 258 square foot of wall signage. This request is for an additional 133 square feet or
approximately an additional 107% of signage.
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Variance, V 01-14
Reoss Dress for Less
April 08, 2014 Planning Commissic  leeting

The intent of the sign regulations is to protect the viewsheds and aesthetic values of the
community by ensuring that signage is clez consistent and compatible with
surrounding neighborhoods and the rural desert character of the Town, and to promote
the community's appearance by regulating the design, character and scale of sig

State law and the own's Development Code a specific in the criteria for the approval
of a variance. Variances can only be applied when special circumstances or conditions,
such as size, shape, topography or location apply to a property which would make the
strict application of the C ‘elopment Code’s standards impractical or physically
impossit :. As a result of these criteria, the findings for a Variance are also very
specific, as discussed later in the staff report.

e project is locaied within an existing commercial center that includes a grocery store,
tires sa ; and repair facility, a small pizza restaurant, a pool hall and several small
retail stores. Each business that has been issued a sig permit pursuant to the current
regulations has been in compliance and no variances have been issued for signs within
the commercial center. The property in question fronts on 29 Palms Hwy and there are
no physical or topographical barriers that obstruct the view of the location. Recent
projects in the vicinity such as the Warren Vista C iter and Rite Aid, the Yucca Valley
Ford /Chrysler, Napa, Desert Oasis Healthcare and Starbucks have all recently installed
signage that conforms to the current sign regulations.

CONCLUSION: The proposed variance is not consistent with the Development Code
based upon the required findings. The project was reviewed under the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The project is exempt from CEQA under section
15301, Existing Facilities.
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Variance, V 01-14
Ross Dress for Less
wil 08, 2014 P ning Commission M« ng

FINDINGS

1.

2.

3.

4.

Will the granting of the variance be materially detrimental o other land uses in
the area, or will it ferfere with solar energy systems?

e granting of the variance may be detrimental to other properties in the area,
because the signage as proposed will be considerably larger than what is
allowed per code and considerably larger than what other businesses would be
permitted to install. The sign is 6 feet in height and 43 feet in length and the sign
will appear massive and out of character with neighboring properties, which
conform to the Sign Ordinance. The granting of the variance will have no impact
on solar er gy systems, either now or in the future.

Are there exceptional circumstances associated with this property?

The projec site is relatively flat and fully developed. The site is not unusually
shaped and has good visibility to the highway. The wall sign for the previous
tenant of the property was 98 square feet. There are no ¢ umstances iden ied
by staff which would support the granting of thi& variance in this case.

Would the strict application of the sign ordinance put undue limitations on this
property?

No, the sign ordinance applies to all prOpé;ties in Town. The signage on the
surrounding properties conforms to the Sign Ordinance.

Is the variance compatible and consistent with the Development Code?

No, the variance is incompatible with the Purpose and Intent of the Sign
Ordinance, which states “ to protect the general public health, safety, welfare,
viewsheds, and other aesthetic values of the community by ensuring that signage
is ¢ ar, consistent and compatible with surrounding neighborhoods and the rural
desert character of the Town; assure the implementation of community design
standards consistent with the General Plan, promote the community’s appearance

by regulating the design character, location typed quality of materials scale, color
umination and maintenance of signs”
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Variance, V 01-14
Ross DressforL s
April 08, 2014 Planning Commission \

Attachments:
1. Standard _xhibits
2. Application materials
3. Photos

fing
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Lettt « istification

State e .of Ha ship and Unique C :umst: ces

Ross Dress For Less

ishua Village Shopping Center
NEC 29 Palms Hwy. & Airway Ave.
Yucca Valley, CA

Background:

Ross Stores, Inc. currently operates 6 Ross Dress For Less stores in the Inland Empire
area. These stores have proven to be an asset to the communities they serve. Opening the
new Ross Dress For Less store in Yucca Valley is evidence of Ross' plans to partner with
the City, but they find that they need to bolster their identity by increasing the signage
entitlements dictated by the City’s zoning ordinance. Therefore, as agents of Ross Stores,
Inc., we are applying for a variance for a larger area of their storefront sign than the 125
sq. ft. maximum as prescribed by the zoning code.

The Ross Dress For Less store at will occupy 17,640 sq. ft. in the former Rite Aid space
at Joshua Village Shopping Center. Their lease provides for a 125’-0” frontage. They will
be employing around 50 full and part time employees. In accordance with the City's sign
code, their sign area is limited to 125 sq. ft. measured as a single rectangle encompassing

the wall sign letters. Thus calculated, the proposed 72" hi ROSS and 30” hi DRESS FOR
LESS is 258.5 sq. ft. in gross sign area.

Justification:

1. hestrict application of the provisions of the Zoning O: inance would result in
P tical difficulties or unnecessar | hardships consistent with the general purposes
and intent of zoning regulations.

In taking the former Rite Aid store, Ross has inherite a rather large storefront.
We feel that When a 125 sq. ft. sign is positioned on the large background, it
looks disproportionately small and diminishes Ross’ presence in the shopping
center. Ross Stores, Inc. has signed a long-term lease here. The proposed sign
offers them the assurance that they will be seen and recognized.

2. There are special circumstances applicable to the subject property such as size,

topography, location or s1 -oundings that do not apply generaily to other property
in e same zone and vicinity.

If Ross were to comply with the ordinance, the Ross would be 48” high and the
Dress For Less would be 20” hi. These sizes are insufficient when viewed from
29 Palms Highway. It’s important that they have a sign size that can be read and
recognized from such a long distance and that represents their significant size to
the public.
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The existing Von’s sign in the same center is the same height as the proposed
Ross letters.

3.Deviat  from the zoning ro—sions necessary w the preservation and

enjoyment of a substantial property right or use generally possessed by other
property in 1e same zone.

As mentioned above, there is already a precedent for a 72” high sign at Joshua
Village S/C.

4. The; anting of the variance wi not be materially detrimental to the public

welfare or injurious fo the property orin rovements in the same zone or vicinity in
which the roperty is located.

The essential character of land use along 29 Palms Highway is retail. The public
already associates signage with retail shopping centers, in fact, they depend on it to
find the store or facility they are looking for. There is nothing being proposed that
contradicts the character of the vicinity.

We believe that the addition of the proposed signage will actually be a material
benefit to the public by assisting them in locating the store. The Signage Sourcebook,
published by the Small Business Administration has documented how properly placed
and formatted signs can reduce traffic incidents, finding that small signs distract the
driver because they can’t find what they’re looking for.

5. Allowing a deviation from the Guidelines will not adversely affect any elements of
the Gen: al Plan. :

In fact, the proposed signage actually furthers the goals of the General Plan’s
Economic Development Element. It’s very clear that the proposed signage addresses
the stated intentions of this vital element.

Signs are indicative of business activity. The visual impact of this new, dynamic
signage will contribute to the retail synergy that the City wants to promote here. The
addition of the proposed signs will be in keeping with the tradition of the area while
offering a refreshed and contemporary design.

We appreciate the opportunity to present our reasoning behind our request for limited
relief from City of Yucca Valley’s Zoning Ordinance. We feel that the purposes of

the ordinance and General Plan would be advanced by the requested deviations from
the requirements and the benefits of such a deviation will substantially outweigh the
detriment due to ineffective identification, visibility and the perception of renewed retail
vitality.

With this variance request, Ross Stores, Inc. is seeking to remedy the perception the
smaller sign would promulgate. It would also signify the relative importance Ross Stores
Inc. will play in the local economy.
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rom:
Date:

PLANNIM i COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Chairman & Planning Commission
Shane Stueckle, Deputy Town Manager
April 03, 2014

or Commission Meeting: April 08, 2014

Subjec

Development Code Amendment, DCA-07-13
Draft Development Code Article 3
General Development Standards

F »r Commiss »n Review: The Planning Commission received a presentation on
Article 3 at its meetings of April 23, 2013, May 07, 2013, May 14, 2013 and March 11,

2014.

Recc

A.

Execu

t lation: That the Planning Commission:

Finds that the project is exempt from CEQA in accordance with Section
15061 (b)(3) of the California Environmental Quality Act. The proposed
amendment to revise the Town’s Permitting Procedures regulations has
no potential to impact the environment. The proposed amendment does
not alter the existing requirements that specific development projects must
comply with the provisions of the California Environr tal Quality Act.
Development Code Amendment, DCA 06-03 mee  the exemption criteria
which states “that if an activity is covered by the general rule that CEQA
applies only to projects which have the potential for causing a significant
effect on the environment and where can be seen with cerfainty that
there is no possibility that the activity in question may have a significant
effect on the environment, the activity is not subject to CEQA”

Recommends that the Town Council adopts the Ordinance and repeals
Municipal Code Sections 41.151 thru 41.1569 and Development Code
Sections 84.0701 thru 84.0740, 87.0201 thru 87.220, 87.0401 thru
87.0405, 87.0505, 87.0601 thru 87.0645, 87.0901 thru 87.09840, 88.0805
thru 88.0810, 810. )1 thru810.0135, 810.02C thru 810.0275, and
9.75.010 thru 9.75.130,

re Summary: As part of the Development Code date project, the lanning

Commission reviewed Article 3 at its meetings of April 23, 2013, May 07, 2013, May 14,
2013 and March 11, 2014,

Department Report X Ordinance Action Resalution Action _>S_ Public Hearing

Consent Minute Action Receive and File Study Session
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Article 3 provides standards for Dedications and Infrastructure Improvements,
Landscaping, Parking, Performance Standards, Property Maintenance, Sign Regulations,
Soil Erosion and Dust Control, Temporary Special Events, Temporary ;es, Surface

Mining and Land Reclamation, Trip Reduction, Accessory Energy Systems, Wireless
Communication Facilities, and Cemeteries

rder of rocedt

5o

Request Staff Report

Open the Public Hearing,

Request Public Comment

Close the Public Hearing

Council Discussion/Questions of Staff
Motion/Second

Discussion on Motion

Call the Question (Voice Vote)

Discussion: Adrticle 3, General Development Standards, provides standards for the
development of property

Seventeen Chapters are established within Article 3, and those Chapters are structured in

the following manner:

Chapt 9.30
Chapter 9.2

Chapter 9.32
Chapter 9.33
Chapter 9.34
Chap -9.35
Chapter 9.36
Chapter 9.37
Chapter 9.38
Chapter 9.39
Chap -9.40
Chapter 9.41
Chapter 9.42
Chapter 9.43
Chapter 9.44
Chapter 9.45
Chapter 9.46

Dedications and Infrastructure Improvements
General Development Standards
Landscaping and Water Conservation
Parking and Loading Regulations
Performance Standards

Property Maintenance Standards

Sign Regulations

Soil Erosion and Dust Control
Temporary Special Events

Temporary ies and Structures
Surface Mining and L 1d Reclamation
Trip Reduction Requirements
Accessory Solar Energy Systems
Accessory Wind Energy Systems
Wireless Communications Facilities
Cemeteries

Renewable Energy Generation acilities
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Alternatives: The Planning Commission may elect to make recommended changes to the
Article.

Fisc: impact: his Ordinance is included in the Town’s contract for the evelopment
Code Update project. No additional costs are incurred beyond existing contrac services.

Attachments:
Article 3, General Design Standards

Planning Commission minutes from April 23, 2013, May 07, 2013, May 14, 2013 and
draft minutes from March 11, 2014
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TOWN OF YUCCA VA LEY
PLANNING COMI 3¢ JNI ETING! VUTES
APRIL 23, 2013

Chair Humphreville called the regular meeting of the Yucca Valley Planning Commission to order at
6:00 p.m.

Commissioners Present: Bridenstine, ozd, Humphreville, and Whitten.
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Chair Humphreville.
APPROVAL OF AGENDA
Commissioner Whitten moved to approve the agenda for the Planning Commission

meeting of April 23, 2013. Commissioner Bridenstine seconded. Motion carried 4-0-1 on
a voice vote.

PUBLIC COI VIENTS

None

DEPARTMENT REPORT:

1. SEL VOF1I ANNING COMI SIONC AIRMANADM 1\ CE-
cH! {

Chair Humphreville opened nominations for the position of Planning Commission chairman.
Commissioner Bridenstine nominate Zhair Humphreville for another term. Commissioner
Whitten nominated Bridenstine. Bridenstine declined the nomination. Whitten nominated
Commissioner Drozd. Drozd declined the nomination. Drozd seconded the nomination for
Humphreville. Motion carried, 4-0-1.

Chair Humphreville opened nominations for the position of Planning Commission vice-
chairman. Commissioner Whitten nominated Commissioner Bridenstine. Commissioner
Drozd seconded. Maotion carried 4-0-1

2. DR T EV LOPI INT CODE

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle presented the item regarding Article 3 of the Draft
Development Code.

Planning Commissioners provided feedback on the draft document. Commissioner

Bridenstine questioned the process of proof of legal and physical access. Stueckle responded
that this language was provided because of the unique topography in our area.
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PLANDN ¥G COMMISSION MIF TES April 23,2013

Commissioner Bridenstine continued by asking about existing wells in the service area
described on page 3-3, paragraph 2 (b) Stueckle suggested adding a paragraph to address
this. Bridenstine commented on necessary street paving in the 2.5 acres and less section, and
is concerned that some residents with 2.5 acre parcels might want to live on a dirt road.
Bridenstine would like it to read 1 acre or less instead of at 2.5 acres or less.

Commissioner Whitten commented the language for street improvements and terminology
applicable to subdivisions is confusing.

Chair Humphreville spoke in regards to page 3-2 (a) offered that two-wheeled drive is
sufficient and questioned if the language needed to be that specific.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle introduced section 3-6 and invited commissioner feedback.
Commissioner Whitten inquired about building permit requirements in reference to entries
included in table 3-2. Commissioner Drozd questioned height limit of 25 feet or higher.
Commissioners gave consensus of offering a percentage of over standard height instead of
specific footage. Commissioner Bridenstine commented on the frequent violations of
movable signs within the clear sight triangle.

Deputy Tow  fanager Stueckle continued to present draft page 3-10 and explained the new
features including reference to front and street-side landscaping and setbacks. Stueckle
fielded several Commissioner inquiries regarding native plants, landscape plans, replanting,
and water usage included in this section. Chair Humphreville suggested that language be
included about fill yardage. Commissioner Bridenstine suggested adding language to page 3-
16, item 10 to define high-maintenance landscaping.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle presented the next section, 3-26 regarding parking
regulations. Commissioner Drozd questioned the permitting process of allowable carports.
Commissioner Bridenstine commented on the need of a formula to calculate required parking
spaces for a given project. Bridenstine also concerned about the continued use of angled
parking in Yucca Valley as addressed on page 3-34. Chair Humphreville suggested
separating the parking requirements for convalescent hospitals, and retirement homes and
also questioned the mixed use properties, such as golf courses with a restaurant. Truck
parking in residential areas was briefly discussed. Commissioner Bridenstine suggested
correcting page formatting to keep tables all on one page.

puty Town Manager Stueckle continued by presenting the next section regarding
performance standards. Commissioner Drozd questioned heat emissions on page 3-47 and
how light trespasses from yard lighting are measured. Stueckle responded that lighting
standards are included in the building and construction section. Drozd also inquired if
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PLAND G COMMISSTt ¥ MINUTES April 23,2013

overnight RV parking in Wal Mart’s parking lot is enforceable.

Commissioner Bridenstine questioned noise standards and how the listed levels were
determined. Commissioner Whitten questioned language in 3-51 regarding faulty equipment,
hazardous materials and suggested the addition of asbestos surveys.

Continuing on with section 3-52, Stueckle presented an update regarding property
maintenance standards and typical uses. Chair Humphreville commented on 3-55 (b) and
maintenance issues he has experienced. Discussion continued on operable vehicles per
property. Humphreville asked about the time limits of inoperable vehicles on properties,
such as those under repair. Commissioner Bridenstine suggested placing a limit on the
number of vehicles allowed to continually park on a property. Commissioner Whitten
offered addressing non-op vehicles by being screened and out of view and also questioned
page 3-53 as to what level of needed maintenance triggers action.

Chair Humphreville suggested to continue the section on sign regulations to a future meeting
toz »wspecific community outreach for public input. Commissioner consensus was made.

Deputy Town Manag St kle explained the process for approval for wireless
cominunication facilities. Chair Humphreville suggested keeping wireless facilities to
commercial property to eliminate a CUP.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle presented the background regarding the section on trip
reduction in the Draft Development Code. Commissioner Whitten inquired about the use of
the Yucca Valley Park and Ride. Commissioner Bridenstine commented that this section is
not practical with the local topography and suggested golf cart or electric vehicle use be
added. Chair Humphreville suggested that use of golf carts, especially in the country club
area should be allowed on residential streets.

No motion was made for this item.

STAFF REPORTS AND COMN. NTS

Ci

Deputy »wn Manager Stueckle gave an update on Town Council meetings may conflict
with the Planning Commission’s regular meeting schedule in May, 2013.

SSIONER REP1 TS AND REQUESTS

Commissioner Bridenstine thanked fellow commissioners and staff members for a
productive meeting.
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PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES April 23,2013

Commissioner Drozd thanked staff for their guidance.

Commissioner * itten thanked the media for staying through the long meeting.

Chair Humphreville expressed appreciation for staff’s work.
ANNOUNCEMENTS

The next regular meeting of the Yucca Valley Planning Commission will be held on Tuesday,
May 14, 2013 at 6:00 p.m. in the Yucca Room of the Yucca Valley Community Center.

4 JOURNN N

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:25 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Lesley Copeland, CMC
Deputy Town Clerk
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TOWNOF?Y CCAVALLEY
PLANNING COMMISSION MEE1 VG MINUTES
MAY 7,2013

Chair Humphreville called the regular meeting of the Yucca Valley Planning Commission to order at
6:00 p.m. '

puty Town Clerk presented the Oath of Office to M.F. Warren Lavender.

Commissioners Present: Bridenstine, Drozd, Lavender, Whitten, and] imphreville.

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Chair Humphreville.

APPROVAL FAGEM A

Commissioner Whitten moved to change the order of the agenda, to move the department
report after the public hearing. Motion died for a lack of second.

Bridenstine moved to approve the agenda. Chair Humphreville seconded. Motion carried
4-0-1 on a voice vote.

2CC 1T INTS

None

DEPART! INT REPORT:

1.

DRAFT . VELOPMENT CODE

Deputy Town Manager Shane Stueckle presented a staff report and PowerPoint presentation.
At the request of the Planning Commission at a prior meeting, Article 3 of the Draft
Development Code relating to sign regulations is being brought in front of the commission
for separate review. Existing general allowances in the Sign Ordinance were explained.
Stueckle explained areas for specific rev v including sign height, design merits, square
footage for free standing signs and wall signage.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle continued to explain that amortization schedules are
commonly used to address non-conforming signs. Proposed modifications are amortized
based on iir market value from the Date of Notice and a time schedule for compliance.
Stueckle explained that temporary signs and how to regulate them, such as banners, flags,
pennants, hulas, political, and temporary subdivision signs is also an area needing attention.

Jennifer Collins, Yucca Valley, introduced others present at the meeting and spoke of input

received through the Yucca Valley Chamber of Commerce office. Collins explained that
these suggestions were forwarded to the Planning Commission for consideration.
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PLANNING COI v SION MINUTES May 7, 2013

Fritz Koenig, Yucca Valley, presented a document to the Planning Commission and
commented that the purpose of the Sign Ordinance does not include any reference to
improving the economy. Mr. Koenig suggested creating a sign ordinance that is in relation to
local resources, not compared to other larger cities.

Tom Huls, Yucca Valley, explained that his business, Big O Tires sets back off the highway,
and the recent relaxation of the sign code has helped his business tremendously. The use of
temporary signage when used responsibly by business owners is very helpful. The Sign Code
itself was created for the big business entities, but not for the smail businesses we have in
Yucca Valley.

Commissioner Drozd asked if the sign square footage is measured on letter size or
background. Engineering Technician, Diane Olsen responde hat the measurement would
be taken by squaring off the total area.

Commissioner Bridenstine agreed that signage is very important and should be easy to see
and of appropriate size for traffic view. Signage should be in good taste and well kept, but
not to be as harmonious as the current code limits. The community expects signage in a
commercial district. Signage, including temporary signage should not be blocking line of
sight for safety reasons. Agrees wit  Ir. Koenig’s comment about including the purpose of
regulating signage is to promote business.

Commissioner Whitten thanked those in attendance for coming out this evening and
questioned how many suggestions provided by the Chamber of Commerce group was
included in the draft document. Also agreeing with Koenig’s statement recommending a
purpose of a sign ordinance should be included. Commissioner Whitten commented on his
observation of the current signage throughout the community. Need to give the small
businesses a chance to compete with the larger businesses and spoke of the benefit of
monument signage.

Commissioner Whitten continued to discuss temporary signage including political signage.
Twirler type signs provide employment for the youth of the community and help businesses
that set back away from the road. Whitten also spoke on the limits of mural type signage on
the side of buildings.

Commissioner Lavender spoke in favor of taking a relaxed attitude toward sign regulations.

Chair Humphreville asked Huls, what specific temporary signage he used to promote his
business and asked about typical amortization schedule limits. Stueckle responded that 20
years is usually the maximum, usually based on value. Olsen also explained the inclusion of
the Design Merits Program and the Landmark Signage Program to take into account
historical signage. Humphreville stated he would like to see the signs stay smaller, yet
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appealing and more effective; would like to see the consultant’s recommendation. Political
signage should have limits on size and frequency.

Commissioner Bridenstine would like to see an amortization schedule included in the new
sign regulations, including an incentive such as reduced fees to encourage sign owners to
bring into compliance. Signs should not be higher than the roof lines.

Commissioner Drozd agreed with including an amortization schedule as a fair and consistent
avenue to bring signs into compliance and also suggested using type of business ownership
instead of square footage to regulate signage to help with the smaller, mom and pop type
stores. Stueck!e responded that one way to possibly address this is to regulate signage by the
sign size itself, not by allowing signage size to be based « property or building size.

Commissioner avender questioned the use of frontage feet as a tool for regulation. The
Ideal Mall property was given as an example of an area where a monument type sign
addressing all occupants of that property consistently.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle presented information on the draft development coc
section 3-19 regarding commercial solar and wind energy. With tax incentives in effect,
property use renergy production limits the amount of property tax collected. Consensus
was made among all commissioners present to not allow commercial solar or wind energy
within Town limits.

Commissioner Lavender questioned the use of residential solar energy and the possibility of
including provisions for home solar use. Stueckle responded that section 3-23, accessory
energy systems provides guidelines for residential alternate energy use. Commission
discussion continued, questioning the use of roof mount vs. pole mount systems, the need for
roof designs of both commercial and residential buildings to accommodate solar panels, and
the use of renewable energy parking lot and accessory lights. The use of solar energy when
possible was encourage  y the commissioners.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle recommended that this item be continued to the May 14,
2013 Planning Commission meeting for further discussion.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:
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Deputy Town Manager Stueckle explained the second component of the state mandate
requiring this ordinance mandates the Town to provide transitional housing and suppaortive
housing. The Town is also required to develop Single Room Qccupancy capacity with at
least one land use district. All projects are subjected to the Conditional Use Permit process.

Chair Humphreville opened public comment.

Fritz Koenig, Yucca Valley voiced concern that the locations of such shelters, have
reasonable access to bus stops, laundry facilities and spoke in favor of building clusters of
high-density to fulfill these requirements.

With no others wishing to speak, Humphreville closed public comment.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle again explained that the item befo the commission was
for emergency homeless sheltering and does not address sheltering for those affected by
natural disaster. Industrial areas are scattered around different areas within the >wn limits,
to give opportunity for sheltering units.

Commissioner Bridenstine asked for clarification of the term transitional and supportive
housing.

Commissioner Whitten asked if there were current numbers representing the homeless
population and suggested alternative wording regarding the use of illegal drugs and alcohol.
Whitten also asked if trailer parks could be used as supporting or transitional housing as he
has seen in other communities.

Commissioner Lavender asked if the state is providing any monetary provisions for
financing these mandates. Stueckle explained the mandate is for provisions, but not for the
actual construction of actual units. Other funding options may be available on a project by
project basis.

Commissioner Whitten moved that the Planning Commission recommends that the Town
Council finds the proposed ordinance exempt from CEQA under Section 15061 (b) (3), and
adopts the ordinance. Commissioner Bridenstine seconded. Motion carried 4-0-1 on a voice
vote,

4. DEVELOPMENTC )JEAI I MEDM CA04-13,SECt L ‘W LLING NITS

Proposed amendment to Title 8, Yucca Valley Development Code amending Section
84.0305 (b), 84.0320(b), 84.0325(b) and 84.0510, pertaining to second dwelling

o
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units.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle presented the staff report regarding the state mandate
requirement the amendment of the Development Code pertaining to secon  vingdwt ngs
in designated zones. State law requires cities and counties to enact second unit regulations
that support and facilitate the development of second units as a means of encouraging and
supporting affordable housing, on all residentially designated parcels. Existing Town
regulations must be amended to encourage and support second units on all residential lots.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle continued by explaining ordinance provisions including,
that the owner must live in one of the two units and cannot be owned by an investor. Also
there is a need to eliminate the language about caretaker housing.

Chair Humphreville opened public comment.

Fritz Koenig, Yucca Valley, commented about enforcement of second units. The minimum
standard presented at 725 square feet is not necessary and suggested the commissioners to
look at architectural drawings for small living spaces. Less than 725 square feet is sufficient
for many people.

With no others wishing to speak, umphreville closed public comment.

Commissioner Whitten agreed with Mr. Koenig regarding the minimum standard of 725
square feet, being quite large for a second unit minimum and suggested using a percentage
instead. Stueckle suggested that all sections work with each other including ancillary

structures. Whitten expressed the need for further discussion on this particular Janguage.

Chair Humphreville suggested that provisions for enforcement may need to be included such
as property title disclosure.

Commissioner Whitten moved to approve that the Planning Commission recommends that
the Town Council finds the proposed ordinance exempt from CEQA under Section 15061 (b)
(3), and adopts the ordinance, without the inclusion of 84.0510 (a) due to caretaker language.
Commissioner Drozd seconded. Motion carried 4-0-1 on a voice vote.

CONSEN AGENDA
STAFF REP! SANDCt AT NTS

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle explained that a public hearing was scheduled on May
14, 2013 regarding Affordable Housing, Article 3 of the Drafi Development Code.
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There will be an Public Hearing for an appeal of director approval of an HOP permit
regarding firearm sales.

Super Wal Mart opening day was moved a month further out to July 2013.

Warren Vista Center Phase 2 under construction.

COM SSIONER REPORTS AM REQUESTS

Commissioner Bridenstine thanked staff for their hard work and thanked the public for
the comments.

Commissioner Drozd gave kudos to staff and appreciated the public comment heard
tonight.

Commissioner Lavender thanked staff for explainii the items.

Commissioner Whitten thanked the public for their input and thanked staff for their work
on these items. Whitten questioned the allowance of parking in the froi yard due to
septic issues and compaction problems.

Chair Humphreville welcomed Mr. Lavender to the Planning Commission

ANNOUNCEI INTS

The next regular meeting of the Yucca Valley Planning Commission will be held on Tuesday,
May 14, 2013 at 6:00 p.m. in the Yucca Room of the Yucca Valley Community Center.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:11 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Lesley Copeland, CMC
Deputy Town Clerk
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Chair Humphreville called the regular meeting of the Yucca Valley Planning Commission to order at

6:0

.m. All Commissioners were present.

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Chair Humphreville.

APPROVAL 'FAGElM A

PUBI

Vice Chair Bridenstine moved to approve the agenda. Commissioner Whitten seconded.
Motion carried 5-0-0-0 on a voice vote.

> COMMENTS

None

~HEARING

EVELOPM N CODEAN I MENT,DCA 02-13 ENS]I Y BONUS

Deputy Town Manager Shane Stueckle presented a staff report and PowerPoint presentation
explaining the State requires cities to establish density bonus and development incentive
standards and regulation for projects of five (5) units or more which provide affordable
housing units within the development. The Town is required to update its regulations for
consistency with state law. Stueckle presented a summary of Senate Bill 1818.

1e proposed Development Code amendment is to add Chapter 11, Division 7, Title 8 of the
Town of Yucca Valley Municipal Code to establish density bonuses for affordable housing
and other similar projects consistent with State [aw requirements.

Chair Humphreville opened public comment. With no one wishing to speak, the public
comment period was closed.

Commissioner Whitten inquired about the inclusion of very low income standards according
to the California Health & Safety Code into the density bonus.

Vice Chair Bridenstine commented on the income thresholds and suggested including how
the thresholds are calculated.

Commissioner Whitten moved to find that the proposed ordinance is exempt from CEQA

under Section 15061 (b) (3) and recommends that the Town Council adopt the Ordinance.
Commissioner Drozd seconded. Motion carried 5-0-0-0 on a voice vote.
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DEPAR MENT REPORT

2.

DR/ T EVELOPMENT CODE

Deputy Town Manager presented the staff report on Draft Development Code, Article 3 as
an ongoing review of the Development Code Update project.

Chair Humpreville opened public comment. With no one wishing to speak, the public
comment period was closed.

Commissioner Drozd spoke in favor of solar use in residential areas, yet voiced concern of
the possible noise resulting from wind turbine use.

Chair Humphreville questioned if there were results from a recent study from other
municipalities regarding lot sizes and approved alternative energy sources.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle replied that staff would bring back information on noise
levels emitted from the various ty] . of wind turbines.

Commissioner Whitten commented on issues seen in other communities regarding the
alternative energy systems, where easements were established to reduce the blockage of sun
or wind by neighboring structures and suggested taking this option into consideration.

Vice Chair Bridenstine commented on limiting turbine tower heights and believes that prior
Commission discussion stated 25-30 feet; views should not be obstructed.

Chair Humpbhreville questioned if any Title 24 regulations would hinder the use of
alternative energy.

Commissioner Drozd expressed concern for regulating solar and wind technology with local
contractors. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle replied that currently, as long as the contractor
is in compliance with California Building Code, the permits are approved.

Commissioner Whitten asked about the regulatory process with self-install projects. Self-
install should be included. Public information would assist in educating the public on the

misconceptions of alternative energy.

Commissioner Lavender commented on CEC standards and wind turbine noise levels.
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Deputy Town Manager Stueckle continued to explain proposed changes on pages within
Article 3.

Chair Humphreville opened public comment on this section. With no one wishing to speak,
the public comment period was closed.

Commissioner Whitten questioned page 3-92, paragraph 1 on how occupancy was authorized
and does not believe that authorization, time limits or occupancy type is not explained very
well in the document.

Planning Technician Diane Olsen explaine e current approval process for a Special Event
Permit. Discussion continued on the need for community events and a user-friendly process
to encourage events in the area.
No action occurred on this item.

CONSENT AGENDA

Vice Chair Bridenstine moved to approve the minutes of the April 9, 2013 Planning

Commission Meeting minutes. Commissioner Whitten seconded. Motion carried on a 5-0-0-
0 voice vote.

STA FREPORTS AND COMI NTS
Deputy Town Manager Stueckle announced that an HOP hearing is scheduled for the

June 11, 2013 Planning Commission meeting and gave a brief update on local
commercial construction projects.

COMMISSIONER REPORTS AM F QUESTS
Commissioner Drozd thanked staff.
Commissioner Lavender commented on Yucca Valley’s new west-entrance sign.

Commissioner Whitten thanked staff for their work and questioned the condition of the
grass at Essig Park.

Vice Chair Bridenstine also thanked staff for their work on the Draft Development Code.

Chair Humphreville commented he has been approached by local contractors looking for -
information on the new Affordable Senior Housing Project.
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ANNC NCEI INTS

The next regular meeting of the Yucca Valley Planning Commission will be held on

Tuesday, June 11, 2013 at 6:00 p.m. in the Yucca Room of the Yucca Valley Community
Ce .

Al 'WRNMENT

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:00 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Lesley Copeland, CMC
Deputy Town Clerk
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES
MARCH 11, 2014

Chair Humphreville called the regular meeting of the Yucca Valley Planning commission to order at
6:00p.1n.

Comimissioners present were Bridenstine, Drozd, Lavender, Whitten and Chair Humphreville.

Pledge of Allegiance was led by Chair Humphreville

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Commissioner Bridenstine moved to approve the agenda, Commissioner Whitten seconded.
Motion carrie  nanimously.

Ul - CO!l MAENTS
None
PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. CONDITIONAL USE PER [T, CUP 02-04 AMEND ENT #1PANDA EXPRESS-TACO
BELL TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP, TPM 19525 ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT,
EA 04-13 EIR STATE CLEARINGHOUSE #2004071127

Proposal to subdivide approximately 26 acres of commercially zoned property into three
parcels of 0.84 acre, 0.75 acre and 23.88 acres and to construct a 2,230 square foot Panda
Express and a 2,423 square foot Taco Bell. A total of 51 onsite parking spaces are
proposed with drive aisles. The property is located at the south east corner of SR 62 and
Avalon Avenue and is also described as Assessor Parcel Number 601-201-37.

The review and approval of the Yucca Valley Retail Specific Plan included a project
Environmental Impact Report (EIR}, State Clearinghouse #2004071127. The EIR
evaluated future projects within the boundaries of the Yucca Va  y Retail Specific Plan.
The proposed project was evaluate o determine if additional CEQA documentation
needed to be prepared. The proposed project will not have any effects not considered
within the scope of the program EIR. The project is consistent with project EIR and will
not create any additional impacts not previously considered. No additional
environmental review is required.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle gave a staff report and PowerPoint presentation outlining the project.
The proposed project involves dividing a 26 acre lot into 3 parcels, two of which will be slightly less than
one acre with the Super Wal-Mart retaining a 23.88 acre parcel, and the construction ofa 2,230 ¢ [t
Panda Express and a 2,423 sq ft Taco Bell with onsite parking allocate 0 each of the individual uses. It
was the staff’s finding that the project is included in the previously completed EIR for the Super Wal-
Mart project. [t will be attached to the existed Walmart package treatment plat, and the zoning is
consistent with the Town’s General Plan land use designations.
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Deputy Town Manager Stueckle went on to explain that the site plan had be revised based on the
discussions with staff. The site plan does not include any direct access to either Twentynine Palms
Highway or Avalon Avenue. It does contain the two points of access mandated by the San Bernardino
County Fire Department, but due to grade and other constraints, the driveways are located close together
on the north side of the site. The revised site plan contains a separate exit for the drive-thru in response to
staff’s concerns about pedestrian access in the original site plan.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle also spoke briefly about the proposed architecture. The building height
at the top of the parapet for Panda Express is approximately 22 | and 22ft at top of the tower element for
Taco Bell. The one design concern expressed by staff is due to the fact that the trash enclosure is located
farther from the buildings than is usual and is in a more visible {ocation. Staff has asked that more
additional decorative elements, such a wrought iron, be included than is typically seen around trash
enclosures. The applicant also submitted a revised grading and drainage plan in line with the revised site
plan.

Staff recommended that the Planning Commission finds the project exempt from further environmental
review, and approves both the Conditional Use Permit, CUP 02-04, and the Tentative Parcel Map, TPM
19525, based upon the findings an Zonditions of Approval.

Chairman Humphreville invited the representatives of the applicants to speak. Gary Wang of Gary Wang
and Associates, the architect for Panda Express, and Charlie Shen from CFT Developments, LLC both
offered to answer any of the Commission’s questions.

Commissioner Bridenstine asked about the relative lack parking close to the entrance to the Panda
Express in comparison to the parking near the Taco Bell. She also asked if there was information about
what percentage of Panda Express customers use the drive-thru rather than the dining area.

Charlie Shen replied that the percentage of customers using the drive-thru is usually between 30-60%
depending on location and other factors. He said that more detailed information can be provided. Gary
Wang also stated that they will include pedestrian crossing hash marks to help protect customers crossing
between the parking areas.

Commissioner Whitten commented that in his experience Panda Express tended to have fewer sit down
customers than Taco Bell. He also asked about a stop sign at the end of the drive-thru, and speed limit
signs.

Gary Wang replied that they were intending to include some kind of traffic control device such as stop
signs or speed bumps.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle stated that the Town does not typically regulated on site driving speeds
limits. It is more typical to use stop signs and pedestrian cross walks to regulate on site traffic rather than
speed limit signs.

Commissioner Whitten asked about some other options for positioning the drive-thru exit. Mr Wang and
Mr. Shen explained that because of a combination of grading issues and issues with Wal-Mart the

alternative positions of drive-thru weren’t possible.

Commissioner Whitten also asked about the silting basin, and was informed by Mr. Wang that project
will be tied into the existing lines.
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Chairman Humphreville asked if the applicants intended to include the wrought iron decorative elements
an the trash enclosure, and Commissioner Drozd asked what kind of wrought iron décor they intend to
include.

Mr. Wang replied that they do intend to include the requested decorative elements, and the décor will fit
the theme of the shopping center.

Commissioner Drozd asked for clarification on whether the Environmental Assessment was number EA
04-13 or 05-13. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle replied that the EA 04-13 number was a typo in the
packet and EA 05-13 was the correct designation.

Commissioner Lavender asked if the landscaping was being designed with water conservation issues such
as permeable surfaces in  iind.

Mr. Wang replied that sta  ad informed them of these concerns and the landscaping is being designed
with them in mind.

With no further question for the applicants from the Commission, Chairman Humphreville opened the
floor to Public Comment

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Margo Sturges, Yucca Valley, expressed concerned over water usage and how that is being addressed.
She wished to know if the Planning Commission has made sure that these issues are being addressed.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle replied on behalf of staff that both projects are attached to the packaged
treatment plant, and that no new facilities will be constructed.

With no further speakers, Chairman Humphreville closed public comments.

Commissioner Whitten moved to find the project exempt from further environmental review, and approve
both the Conditional Use Permit, CUP 02-04, and the Tentative Parcel Map, TPM 19525, based upon the
findings and Conditions of Approval. Chairman Humphreville seconded the motion., The motion carried
unanimously.

2. DEVELOPMENT CODE UPDATE ARTICLE 3

Proposed ammendment to Title 9, Yucca Valley Development Code adding Article 3, Chapter 9.30
thru Chapter 9.46, General Development Standards, providing standards for Dedications and
Infrastructure Improvements, Landscaping, Parking, Performance Standards, Property
Maintenance, Sign Regulations, Soil Erosion and Dust Contral, Temporary Special Events,
Temporary Uses, Surface Mining and Land Reclamation, Trip Reduction, Accessory Energy
Systems, Wireless Communication Facilities, and Cemeteries and repealing Municipal Code
Sections 41.151 thru 41,1569 and Development Code Sections 84.0701 thru 84.0740, 87.0201
thru 87.220, 87.0401 thru 87.0405, 87.0505, 87.0601 thru 87.0645, 87.0710 thru 87.07190,
87.0901 thru 87.0940, 88.0805 thru 88.0810, §10.0101 thru810.0135, 810.0201 thru §10.0275,
and 9.75.010 thru 9.75.130.
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Deputy Town Manager Stueckle presented the staff report. This meeting was intended as a refresher on
the issues which need to be addressed by the Planning Commission so that staff can draft final changes
for the proposed amendments to Title 9, Yucca Valley Development Code adding Article 3, Chapter 9.30
thru Chapter 9.46, and staff requested a commissioner dialogue on these issues. Staff would also like to
put sign regulations on hold during this process as they should be treated as their own item. The Chapters
in question and the areas in particular need of discussion are:

e Chapter 9.30 Dedication and Infrastructure Improvements
o Staff asks that the Commission discuss the issues associated with what lot sizes require
paved access roads, as well as non-residenti:  :quirements for full access including
streetlights,
e  Chapter 9.31 General Development Standards
o Staff asks that the Commission discuss the issues associated with the exemptions to
building height restrictions in the standards for the clear sight triangle.
¢ Chapter 9.52 Landscaping and Water Conservation
o There is a new state law in effect mandating an update to city and county water
ordinances. Staff drafted language that states that as long as the Water District is
undergoing the technical analysis of that portion of the law, the town is not going to
duplicate that effort. There is a question of how much landscaping, if any, is going to be
required for new development.
s Chapter 9.33 Parking and Loading Regulations
e Chapter 9.34 Performance Standards
o Several elements in this section were based on county codes, and staff is in the process of
going over them with the county to ascertain their applicability to this community.
»  Chapter 9.35 Property Maintenance Standards
o There was a previous discussion regarding the need to provide the necessary flexibility
without creating an over enforcement problem.
e Chapter 9.36 Sign Regulations
e Chapter 9.37 Soil Erosion and Du  Zontrol
© Staff has attempted to minimize the number of regulations and to leave the language
more general to allow for a more case by case basis.
e Chapter 9.38 Temporary Special vents
o Commission may wish to consider if there are addition: ypes of special events which
need to be included in the regulations, or any changes in the time limits which may need
to be made.
a  Chapter 9.39 Temporary Uses and Structures
o There is more staff work to be done in this area
» Chapter 9.40 Surface Mining and Land Reclamation
s Chapter 9.41 Trip Reduction Reguirements
e Chapter 9.42 Accessory Solar Energy Systems
s Chapter 943 Accessory Wind Energy Systems
¢  Chapter 9.44 Wireless Communications Facilities
o Staff has identified some situations where the process may be simplified.
¢ Chapter 9.45 Cemeteries
» Chapter 9.46 Renewable Energy Generation Facilities

After the conclusion of the staff’s report, Chairman Humphreville opened the floor to public comment.

PUBLIC COMMENTS
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Margo Sturges, Yucca Valley, commented on Chapter 9.30.050, Delayed Improvements in Bonding. Ms.
Sturges stated that it was her belief that the AMPM facility was given certificate of occupancy before all
conditions of occupancy were met, and that it is currently an unsafe set up. She objects to the ability to
wave or delay requirements, as decisions made may not follow the guidelines requiring that it not effect
health or safety.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle spoke in response the public comments. He state  iat there was no
waver of requirements of conditions of occupancy for the AMPM. The only improvements that were not
completed were Cal-Trans projects, The staff may agree with the public comment in some sections of the
code. There is a legal requirement to require more than one kind of performance guarantee.

With no further speakers, Chairman umphreville closed Public Comments.

Chairman Humphreville opened discussion of Chapter 9.30 with the Commission. There was general
Commission consensus on a one acre minimum requirement for paved road access.

Comimissioner Whitten asked if this section would be the appropriate section to address the issue of what
improvements the Town will and won’t make to private roads.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle replied that this section authorizes the Commission to require easements,
but does not go into the specifics of whether they are publicly or privately maintained, and that language
is not located anywhere within the draft code at this point. The current system was inherited from San
Bernardino County and considers roads that were not constructed up to county standards as private roads
and were not accepted into the County’s maintained road system. Commissioner Whitten believes that
this approach needs to be documented in the code language.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle also pointed out that there have been several subdivisions of 2.5 acres
which have roads on 3 or 4 sides and a requirement of dedication of easements for public purposes, but as
the density was less than one unit per acre, there was no requirement to create improvements, and the
roads are privately maintained. Previously there has not been the requirement for a formal type of district;
there is just a requirement of a map notation that the property owner is responsible for those roads. This
may be an issue to be addressed in the code.

Commissioner Whitten expressed concern over the issues raised by the proposed repairs to Blackrock
Road, and called for documentation in the code to prevent an all or nothing scenario. Chairman
Humphreville asked if this is the section where language addressing this issue could be included.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle replied that he would need to look at this element more closely, but this
is probably the correct section. One issue that has come up before is that it would be nice if there was a
way to draw a line in the sand so that we are communicating that the roads outside this line are always
going to be privately maintained.

Comimissioner Bridenstine raised the issue of streetlights. It was her belit  1at the commission had
agreed that streetlights were necessary in ~ mited amount for safety at the entrance of subdivision or the
intersection of a major arterial. She believes thers may need to be a qualifier included in the [anguage.

Chairman Humphrevi :asked if the current code language would allow a new subdivision to put in street

lights if they wanted to. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle replied that under the current code language
they would not be allowed to put in street lights. However as far as the spacing issue, implementation is
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different than the standards, and that standard may need to be modified to reflect current practice.
Chairman Humphreville believes this issue may need further discussion.

Cominissioner Lavender stated that putting too many conditions on things may limit community
development.

Chairman Humphreville introduced a discussion on Chapter 9.31, Gener:  evelopment Standards. e
believes that the Commission had previously had a discussion on the issue of building height issue and
agreed upon a standard in which a lot of three quarters of an acre or less would be allowed 10% rather
than 25 feet. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle stated that they will go back and read those minutes,

Commissioner Whitten asked if the Clear Sight Triangle standards apply to private roads.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle replied that under current practice Clear Sight Triangle does not apply
because the town does not exercise dominion or control of non-maintained roads. Commissioner
Lavender commented that on these roads it is difficult to locate the Clear Sight Triangle because the roads
themnselves are hard to find.

Commissioner Bridenstine brought up the issue of parking lot exits along busy roads, and asked if the
Clear Sight Triangle standards should be applied to parking lot entrances. Deputy Town Manager
Stueckle stated that there is language that states that the Clear Sight Triangle standards apply to
driveways, but it may need to be expanded. Commissioner Bridenstine said that she believes the language
should be expanded to more specifically address the commercial driveway.

Commissioner Bridenstine asked how bushes and the like that obstruct the Clear Sight Triangle are dealt
with. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle responded that Code Enforcement addresses some issues, while
the Public Works crew addresses others.

Commissioner Drozd comme nted on Chapter 9.32. Mr. Drozd asked about how the total landscape area
as referenced in the code was calculated. Deputy  ywn Manager Stueckle provided a brief answer and
reminded the Commission that the standards the Town uses come from state regulations. He stated that
Staff is satisfied w!  the commercial requirements, but would like the Commission’s input on whether or
there should be minimurn standards for new single family residential subdivisions and for infill single
family development,

Chairman Humpbhreville spoke on the issue of landscaping. He believes that the Hi-Water District does a
good job of penalizing landscaping that is not drought tolerant through their tiered rate system. He agrees
that standards for commercial landscaping should be in place. It is his feeling that there shouldn’t be
minimum standards of landscaping for residential lots in small subdivisions. He believes that developers
are going to do what is necessary to sell lots, and that they should penalize new home buyers who may
not be aware of standards when they change the landscaping.

Commissioner Bridenstine agrees with Chairman Humphreville for the most part, v loes have some
concerns that where there are issues of erosion control there should be some kind of standards. She also
brought up = monotony of the landscaping in the Copper Hills track. Chairman Humphreville agreed
that minimum standards might encourage minimum standard landscaping. Commissioner Bridenstine
also stated that if you require the developer to provide landscaping it will be the cheapest and easiest
option as opposed to a home owner, and perhaps the home owner should be required to do something.
She also reiterated that there is a big erosion problem, and that needs to be taken into account.
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Commissioner Whitten spoke about sewer project, and asked what the Water District’s plans are in
regards to reclaimed treated water including the possibility of including a purple pipe system in the Town
to tap into treated water for irrigation needs. He also believes that drought tolerance and permeable
surfaces are important elements. He sai = did not see those terms in the section. He also asked if there
were ways we can allow developers to innovate and use newer technologies.

Deputy Town Man er Stueckle responded by explaining that the Water District’s plan does not currently
allow for the use ot treated water for irrigation. There were a number of discussions with the Water
District about the feasibility of a purple pipe system, but it was highly cost prohibitive. As far as staff is
aware the treated water will be used for recharging the aquifer. e also stated that there is room for
language regarding drought tolerance, permeable surfaces, catch basins and the like. Chairman
Humphreville added that the Water District quoted five million dollars just for the installation of a purple
pipe from the treatment facility to the golf course.

Commission Bridenstine asked if regulations allow for the use of grey water for irrigation. Deputy Town
Manager Stueckle believes that state law allows for the use of grey water in irrigation as long as the water
does not come above ground, but it was his understanding that the technology did not make it a very
effective method for many property owners. Commissioner Bridenstine stated that she believes that the
technology has improved.

Chairman Humphreville added th: 2 has installed grey water irrigation systems in homes during new
construction and that in the past there have been programs through the Water District that help subsidize
those installations, an  \at funding may still be available. Commissioner Whitten asked if the new water
efficient appliances would have any effect on the usefulness of grey water systems. Chairman
Humphreville said that washers and showers are the largest generators of grey water, and believes that if
the Water District grey water program is still available, other programs should not be mandated. Both
Commissioners Bridenstine and Whitten agree hat there should not be mandates put into place, bi  1at
the information about options should be made available in the code.

Chairman Humphreville introduced a discussion of Chapter 9.33, Parking and Loading Regulations. He
stated that he believed he had had a previous conversation with Deputy Town Manager Stueckle about the
number of parking spaces required for golf courses under the current code. He believes that six spaces
per hole is excessive.

Commissioner Bridenstine raised the issue that the ordinance does not currently address parking at parks
an also asked if there has been a discussion about using shared parking facilities for businesses that can
share parking due to situations such as separation of hours. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle replied that
staff will look at the parking regulations to make sure that parks are adequately addressed and that staff
agrees the shared parking concept should be included and that if there is not adequate language in the
code, it should be added.

Commissioner Whitten said that we need to address RV parking and the space calculations «  vo parking
spaces for single family dwellings. Two parking spaces may not be enough given current driving
practices.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle asked that the Commission talk about what they envision for RV parking
regulations, both commercial and residenti He also said that it is common for a family to have more
vehicles than fit in a two car carport or garage. The Town of Yucca Valley does not have any regulations
that limit the number of vehicles which can be parked on a lot outside of the covered spaces.
Commissioner Whitten asked for confirmation that minimum two space requirement did not include
driveway parking, which Deputy Town Manager Stueckle provided. Commissioner Whitten also stated
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that he felt they need to separate non-operational and operational vehicle parking in uncovered spaces in
the code.

Commissioner Whitten stated that he felt there should be some kinds of standards for covered RV parking
in residential areas. He also said that commercial parking that allows RVs to park in their lots overnight,
such as Wal-Mart, should be required to have dedicated parking spaces, rather than allowing the RVs to
park across multiple spaces.

Commissioner Bridenstine added that she does not feel that RVs should be required to be kept in a
covered parking space. Commissioner Whitten clarified that he didn’t think covered parking should be
required but given as an option. Commissioner Bridenstine felt that the construction of covered RV
parking would fall under an auxiliary structure ordinance rather than a parking ordinance. She felt that the
Town should be wary of putting too many restrictions on the parking of RVs. Chairman Humphreville
agreed that RV parking should be allowed on lots, but added that it should be restricted on the street. He
also expressed concern over square footage restrictions for garages causing bad design elements.

Commissioner Whitten said that he feel that RV parking on smaller lots is problematic. He said in the
Copper Hills development there are RV’s parked in front yards, not in parking spaces or backyards. e
feels that this needs to be addressed for certain sizes of lots. Chairman Humphreville asked if that is
something that could be inciuded in the CC&Rs for new subdivision development. Deputy Town
Manager Stueckle explained that there are currently subdivisions with CC&Rs in place, but there are no
longer homeowner associations enforcing those CC&Rs, and the Town cannot enforce CC&Rs. Deputy
Town Manager Stueckle believes that this issue involves multiple code elements, including auxiliary
structures and subdivision design. He also said that we need to be looking at what the appropriate lot size
is for side yard access for recreational vehicles in subdivisions. Chairma  umphreville suggested that
subdivisions with smaller lot sizes include a share -ecreational vehicle parking area. Commissioner
Whitten agreed that that is something that should potentially be included in the code. Commissioner
Whitten also brought up the concern that RV parking in yards can cause damage to septic tanks.

Chairman Humphreville asked for any comments from the commissioners on the Performance Standards
section of the code. Receiving none he moved on to the Property Maintenance Standards.

Chairman Humphreville and Commissioner Whitten agreed that Property Maintenance Standards should
be complaint driven. Commissioner Whitten asked if there was any way to incorporate some kind of
objective severity ¢ 1dards into the code language in cases such as damage to screen doors. Deputy
Town Manager Stueckle said that that might be difficult language to draft. Commissioner Whitten also
asked how someone was supposed to determine if a roof is leaking from the street. Deputy Town
Manager Stueckle explained that that section of the code was usually applied when there are large
sections of roofing material missing, or a tarp which has been in place for several months. Commissioner
Bridenstine also expressed concern over the lack of severity standards in the case of cracked stucco, given
that environmental factors cause a general amount of wear and tear.

Chairn 1 Humphreville reported on the work he had been deing on the sign ordinance issue. He has had
multiple meetings with businesses and the Chamber of Commerce, and doesn’t think there are any
options that will make everyone happy. He had three proposed changes that he would like the
Commission to consider. First, for 0 to 7,500 square feet, adding a 10% increase in sign size on buildings.
Secondly for 7,500 to 20,000 square feet, adding a 10% increase in signage on the building and/or a
second monument sign. Finally, in the larger shopping centers, adding a second monument sign with a
spacing requirement would allow more business to have highway frontage signage. The Commission
came to a consensus that business community’s input is needed on this issue, and that the Commissi
should hold a workshop on this issue.
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Chairman Humphreville called a brief recess, after which the meeting resumed.

Chairman Humphreville introduced a discussion of Chapter 9.37, Soil Erosion and Dust Control. He
commented that in his experience the biggest problem with dust is caused by the baseball fields. Deputy
Town Manager Stueckle informed the commission that the town mixes clay into its fields to keep the dust
down and the clay has currently worn down to  minimal level. Once the clay is reintroduced the dust
issue will be greatly reduced. Commissioner Whitten asked if there were any issues with the Mohave
Desert Air Quality Management District. Deputy Town Manger Stueckle said that the Mohave Desert Air
Quality Management District waves dust control issues when the wind rises above cerfain speeds.

Chairman Humphreville introduced a discussion of Chapter 9.38, Temporary Special Events.
Commissioner Drozd asked about the limited number of church revival events allowed per year compared
with some of the other activities. He felt that the number should perhaps be higher. Commissioner
Whitten said that he thought that special events were zood for the community and there shouldn’t bea
maximum number imposed. Instead the limit shou! > dependent on staff time. Deputy Town Manger
Stueckle was asked to explain the reasoning behind the current limits. He explained that the goal of the
limits was to prevent a semi-permanent activity occurring on a site without any improvements being
made. In the current ordinance the number of events is high, and it runs by location rather than the
organization involved. Chairman Humphreville asked if a location has ever reached the maximum number
of allowed events, and was informed that no location ever has. Chairman Humphreville suggested that
instead of @ maximum number, it becomes a complaint driven issue, but also suggested waiting until it is
an issue, Commissioner Bridenstine suggested that maximum limits could be at the director’s discretion.

Commissioner Drozd said he does see a reason to limit the number of yard sale type activities allowed at
a location. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle said that the consultant when they were originally drafting
this ordinance suggested limiting the number of garages sales and requiring permits, but the Town has so
far chosen not to peruse that option. Commissioners rozd, Humphreville and Whitten do not want to
require permits for yard sales

Commissioner Whitten asked what the Yucca Valley Swap Meet was operating as. Deputy Town
Manager Stueckle explained that that particular use has been going on for a long period of time, but under
current stanc  1s it would fall under the code regulating swap meets. Diane Olsen read out the relevant
section of code. There was a general consensus among the commission that some form of those
regulations should be included in Chapter 9.38. Commissioner Lavender said that he doesn’t want to
outlaw yard sales. Commissioner Whitten asked if advertised estate sales or auctions would fall under
special events or garage sales. Chairman Humphrev e asked for and received confirmation that under the
current ordinances there are options for code enforcement if there are complaints.

Chairman Humphreville introduced a discussion of Chapter 9.39, Temporary Uses. Commissioner
Bridenstine asked ‘his is the section of the ordinances which should govern temporary storage pods.
She provided an exam; :of a business which was denied the use of temporary storage pods while is
property was undergoing repairs. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle said that that kind of permit is usually
attached to a building permit. Staff agreed to look at the code and see if language needs to be include o
cover situations where no building permit is required.

Commissioner Whitten asked about individuals camping on property while it is being built or repaired.
Deputy Town Manager Stueckle said that the current practice is that the Town issues a temporary use
permit for temporary occupancy on the property as part of the building permit, and that staff will make
sure that language is in the code,
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Chairman Humphreville asked for any comments on 9.40, Surface Mining and Land Reclamation.
Commissioner Drozd asked if that language could be removed from the code. Deputy Town Manager
Stueckle said that staff would have to find out if removing that language is allowable under state law.

Chairman Humphreville introduced a discussion on Chapter 9.41, Trip Reduction Requirements, and
asked if the current ordinances meet state requirements. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle said that the
current ordinances do meet state requirements and that the current standards could be considered minimal.
Commissioner Whitten asked if including common storage areas in subdivisions would involve trip
reduction requirements. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle, said that it was unlikely except if a large
enough subdivision was built. Those kind of improvements are unlikely in smaller subdivisions.

Chairman Humphreville introduced a discussion on Chapter 9.42, Accessory Solar Energy Systems.
Commissioner Whitten spoke about solar easements in the case where neighboring building height may
block solar panels. Chairman Humphreville suggested that that issue might be taken care of by changing
the allowable height increase to 10%. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle said that this issue may be
addressed in Article 2. Chairman Humphreville brought up new developments that are being constructed
as solar ready, and asked if any kinds of requirement should be added to screen those elements. He also
said that it was his understanding that the state limits what kind so resirictions can be put on conversion of
existing structures.

Chairman Humphreville introduced Chapter 9.43, Accessory Wind Energy Systems, and said he is happy
with the one acre minimum requirement. Commissioner Bridenstine agreed. Commissioner Whitten said
that there are systems now that can fit on a parcel smaller than one acre, and do not rise very high above
the roof line. Commissioner Bridenstine said that the current regulations are not keeping property owners
from using alternative energy sources, they are just stating that some parcels are better suited to wind or
solar. Commissioner Whitten said that he believes that the technology for wind generation has improved
and that the current ordinance takes away options. Chairman Humphreville brought up the possibility of a
limit based on decibel level at the property line, but said that this solution would address the problem of
view obstruction. Commissioner Bridenstine agreed that there would still be a problem with view
obstruction. Chairman Humphreville suggested leaving the ordinance as it is and returning to it again if
the demand for wind turbines increases. Commissioner Whitten believes that there should be some
mechanism for exceptions in the code. Commissioner Bridenstine believes that having an ordinance in
places gives the Town the tools to protect the viewshed. Commissioner Whitten suggested looking at the
Twentynine Palms mechanism as an alternative which might create more flexibility, Commissioner
Lavender asked if Building and Safety was involved in determining whether or not solar systems were a
scam. Deputy Town Manger Stueckle responded that Building and Safety checks the safety of the
connections but does not oversee the efficiency of the systems themselves.

Chairman Humphreville asked for comments on Chapter 9.44, Wireless Communication Facilities, and
was informed by Deputy Town Manager Stueckle that the commission take into account that there are
some elements that staff would like to make some further changes to, but that the ordinances is mostly
solid.

Chairman Humphreville aske f there were any comments on Chapter 9.45, Cemeteries. There were
none.

Chairman Humphreville asked if there were any comments on Chapter 9.46, Renewable Energy
Generation Facilities. There were none.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle thanked the Commission, on behalf of the staff, for its input on this
issue. Staff will take direction from the Cominission’s previous minutes, as well as notes from this
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meeting, and make revisions. The staff recommends that  : Planning Commission continues the public
hearing to the March 25, 2014 Planning Commission meeting to allow staff to make final changes for
Commission consideration.

Commissioner Whitten moved that the Commission continue the public hearing to the March 25™, 2014
Planning Commission meeting to allow staff to make final changes for Commission consideration. The
motion was seconded y Chairman Humphrevilte and was approved unanimously.

DEPARTMENT REPORTS:
1. HO¥ OCCU ATIONPERIN F GULA [ 1S

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle provided the staff report. He reminded the Commission that there had
previously been a lengthy discussion of the Home Occupation Permit Regulations over what are
appropriate types of hoine base »>usinesses as the result of home based businesses requesting federal and
state firearms licenses, He provided an over view of the current ordinance for the three tiers of home
based businesses. Staff would like input from the Commission on the issue of whether or not the
ordinances address the physical differences between lots of different sizes, and provided the example of a
business on a two and a half acre lot, which is far away from any neighboring structures, having a small
amount of outdoor storage. He also acknowledged that due to the late hour, the Commission may choose
to continue the discussion on this issue at a later date.

Alfter the conclusion of the staff’s report, Chairman Humphreville opened the floor to public comment.
PUBI >COMMENTS

Margo Sturges, Yucca Valley, is concerned over this issue and believes this is a topic that needs to be
work shopped. She is feels that selling weapons out of the home in rente  cations e apartment

complexes may affect the expectation of quiet enjoyment of renters and the liability of a landlord. She
believes that the neighborhood dislikes the idea of weapon sales, and it should be limited to large lots.

Chairman Humphreville asked for aff discussion on this issue, and Deputy Town Manager Stueckle said
that because this is a complex issue with many elements to be considered, staff believes that this item
requires further discussion at a later date.

Chairman Humphreville asked if the ordinance as it is written now gives the town the flexibility to work
with the businesses like the earlier example of a home based business on a two and a half acre lot with
outside storage. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle replied that under the current ordinances staff was not
able to find any way to address this issue, and staff believes there needs to be some modifications to the
ordinance.

Commissioner Lavender said that he believes that most Yucca Valley citizens are against residential gun
sales.

Commissioner Whitten believes that there should be a workshop, and that regulations nee  » be changed
to reflect the changing climate regarding guns. He also believes that the Town should send a building

inspector to make sure a home fits home occupation permit. He also suggest that these permits come to
Planning Commission for review, and that permitted operating hours be changed. He believes that 7:00am
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is too early and 8:00pm is too late. He also thinks that home animal rescue and home animal care and
boarding should be prohibited, and believes that this should be revisited in a workshop.
Commissioner Drozd suggested that arm sales under a certain lot size should prohibit ammunition sales.
There was a consensus among the Commissioners that a workshop in this issue woul = appropriate.
Deputy Town Manager Stueckle agreed that this will be revisited at a [ater date for further discussion.
There was no motion, but there was a consensus to hold a workshop at  ter date
CONSENT AGENDA:
1. 2( i GENERAL PLAN ANNU4 REPORT
Government Code Section 65400 mandates that all cities and counties submit to their legislative
bodies an annual report on the status of the General Plan and progress on its implementation. The
report must then be filed with the state’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) and the
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD). This annual review addresses the
January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013 time period.
2. MINUTES
A request that the Planning Commission approve as submitted the minutes of the meetings held
on October 08, 2013, November 12, 2013 and February 11, 2014.
PUBLICCC N NTS

None
Commissioner Whitten moved that the Commission approve Consent Agenda items one and two. The
motion was seconded by Commissioner Bridenstine and was carried unanimously.
STAFF REPORTS AND COMMENTS:
None
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS:

Development Code Update - Article 3
Site Plan Review 01-24 — Phase 1 Hawks Landing

Ci ISIONER REPORTS AN I QUESTS:

Commissioner Drozd thanked everyone for their participation.

Commissioner Lavender stated that it was a good discussion and he appreciates that.

Comrnissioner Whitten said that he wanted to know where adult orientated businesses are covered in the
code. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle replied that it is covered in Article 2, and that conversation will be

coming forward. Commissioner Whitten also stated that the recent rainstorm may have identified some
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drainage issues created by the new medians. Deputy Town Manager Stueckle explained that the Highway
intersections with Inca and Fox have historically been the high flood points, and the flooding issues
preexists the median project. Staff began looking into options to create soine better drainage in that area
prior to the median project, and this is an ongoing issue,

Vice Chairman Bridenstine had no further comments.

Chairman Humphreville had no further comments.

ANNC NCEMENTS:

The next regular meeting of the Yucca Valley Planning Commission will be held on Tuesday, March 25,
2014

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 8:45 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Allison Brucker
Secretary
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES
MARCH 25, 2014

Chair Humphreville called the regular meeting of the Yucca Valley Planning Commission to order at 6:00
p.m. All commissioners were present.

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Chair Humphreville.

APPROVAL OF AGET

Commission Whitten moved to approve the agenda. Vice-Chair Bridenstine seconded.

Motion cartied 5-0 on a voice vote.

PUBLIC COM ENTS

None

1. SITE PLAN REVIEW, SPR 01-14
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT, EA 01-14
HAWKS LANDING GOLF CLUB AT BLUE Sk IS

Deputy >wn Manager Stueckle presented the staff report for Site Plan Review, SPR 01-14,
nvironmental Assessment, EA 01-14 for Hawks Landing Golf Club at Blue Skies

The project is a 5,100 square foot replacement clubhouse, to construct a 2,500 square foot
maintenance building and paved parking, with a building pad for a future additional
clubhouse, parking and ancillary improvements. Sewage disposal is proposed for Phase 1
by connecting to the existing septic tank and leach field systems. Both Phasel and Phase
2 buildings will be connected to the future public sewer system when available. Phase I1
is planned to be served by a new septic system until such time as the HDWD collection
and treatment system is available. The proposed project is located at 55100 Martinez
Trail and is further identified as AMS’s 586-031-36, 594-041-34, and 594-041-35.

Updated conditions of approval were reviewed. The site plan review (SPR 01-14) shall
become null and voice if construction has not commenced within three years of the
approval day of March 25, 2014.

The project was reviewed under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The
project is exempt from CEQA under section 15302, Class 2, replacement or
reconstruction of existing facilities.

Cindy Melland, of MJB, Golf, LLC spoke about the project, describing planned elements
including a covered patio area and large driving range. A versatile 12-hole design is
planned. he 16 acres of irrigated turf is integrated with non-turf, brought resistant
landscaping.

Bill Warner, of Nolte V5 continued to give detail on the proposed building plans.
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Commissioner Whitten inquired if any additional wildlife studies were required. Stueckle
explained that because the project is in the same scope as previous land-use, no further
studies were required. Whitten also asked about water run-off and safety features used to
protect neighboring properties. Melland explained the course was designed to capture and
hold rain water, to allow percolation into the ground. Also, tee boxes were designed to
face away from structures. Warner reported that the new driving range design is further
away from homes than the prior range.

Vice Chair Bridenstine asked for clarification on the location of the maintenance building
in relation to the clubhouse. Warner explained that the maintenance building is off of
Yucca Trail, on the east-end of the property.

Chair Humphreville commented favorably on the project.

Chair Humphreville opened public comment. With no members of the public wishing to
speak, public comments were closed.

Vice Chair Bridenstine moved to find the project exempt from CEQA under Section
15302, Class 2, replacement or reconstruction of existing facilities, and to approve Site
Plan Review, SPR 01-14, based upon the findings and the Conditions of Approval Chair
Humphreville seconded. Motion carried 5-0 on a voice vote.

1 T CZHEARIM -
2. EVELO_V NTCODEA! i VIENT,DCA 07 }ARTICLE 3

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle recommended that the Planning Commission take public
testimony for the advertised public hearing, and to continue the hearing to April 8, 2014
to allow for additional staff review and preparation.

Chair Humphreville opened the public hearing, With no members of the public wishing
to speak, Chair Humphreville continued the public hearing to April 8, 2014.

CONSENT AGENDA

MINUTES

Commissioner Whitten moved to approve the Yucca Valley Planning Commission minutes of the
meeting held on March 11, 2014.Vice Chair Bridenstine seconded. Motion carried 5-0 on a voice
vote.

§ AFFF POR 5ANDCOMI iIN 3
Deputy Town Manager Stueckle presented a brief updated on private land development projects including
the Senior Apartments, Petco and Marshalls. It is anticipated that the third phase of Copper Hills Homes

{PM17862) will be in plan check soon. Developers for Ross Dress for Less have applied for a signage
variance and will be coming before the Planning Commission in the near future.
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FUTURE AGEN. ! EMS
Variance, V-01-04 Ross

CO!l /MISSIONER REPORTS AN REQUES 5

Commissioner Drozd thanked staff.

Commissioner Lavender voiced appreciation for the thorough report on the golf course plans.

Commissioner Whitten: Thanked staff and commente >n the new lane striping at the corner of Palomar
and Yucca Trail.

Vice Chairman Bridenstine thanked staff and is glad to see the golf course project moving along.

Chair Humphreville also expressed favor to see the golf course project taking shape and thanked staff.
Humphreville is hearing positive comments in the community for the efficiency of Town staff.

ANNOUNC MEN 3

The next regular meeting of the Yucca Valley Planning Commission wilf be held on Tuesday, April 8,
2014.

¢ TOURNMEN

There being no further business, Chair Humphreville adjourned the meeting at 6:50 pm.

Respectfully submitted,

Lesley Copeland, CMC
Town Clerk
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