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These minutes will be considered for approval at the Planning Commission meeting of 03-20-13.

MINUTES OF THE ADJOURNED REGULAR MEETING
OF THE CITY OF SAN CLEMENTE
PLANNING COMMISSION
February 13, 2013 @ 6:00 p.m.

City Council Chambers
100 Avenida Presidio
San Clemente, CA 92672

_—-—--— .. e
1. CALL TO ORDER

Chair Avera called the Regular Meeting of the Planning Commission of the City of San Clemente
to order at 6:03 p.m.

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Commissioner Crandell led the Pledge of Allegiance.

3. ROLLCALL
Commissioners Present: Nesa Anderson, Bé'r.t'oﬁ'(:rahdell, Michael Kaupp and Jim Ruehlin;
Chair pro Tem Db\‘nz}liq Brown, Chairman Lew Avera

P

T

Commissioners Absent: Vice Cha_l,__ir':;lﬁliéf Darden

A §

Staff Present: Jim Pec.llﬁ\"oys; City Planner
Jeff Hook, Principal Planner
Bill Cameron, City Engineer
Thomas Frank, Transportation Engineering Manager
Eileen White, Recording Secretary

4, SPECIAL ORDERS OF BUSINESS - None

5. MINUTES - None

6. ORAL COMMUNICATIONS - None

7. WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS - None

8. CONSENT CALENDAR - None

9. PUBLIC HEARING - None

10. NEW BUSINESS — None
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11.

OLD BUSINESS

A.

Draft General Plan Mobility and Complete Streets Element and Technical
Background Documents (Hook)

This Element addresses the full range of transportation modes, including
pedestrian, bicycle, motor vehicle, rail and public transportation. It addresses
the general distribution, location and design of public streets, sidewalks, public
parking, and other public areas used for public mobility purposes. It also
addresses transportation programs, planning and improvements and includes
policies and implementation measures to guide transportation changes and
meet community needs. The Technical Background Report, which provides data
and evaluation of our current transportation facilities, will also be reviewed and
discussed.

Jeff Hook reviewed the staff report and provided a General Plan update. Staff
and the consultants have developed" 12 questions for the Commissioners’
consideration. In addition, the Comm[ssmners are tasked with reviewing the
element and providing input. Follong staff's review of the environmental
impact study, the study will be presented to the public for comment. The
Commission will have the opportumty to review and comment on the final draft
of the draft General Plan betore it is presented to City Council for consideration
and action. N )
Chair Avera invited the public to provide comment.

Brenda Miller, resident and member of PEDal, a bicycle transportation advocacy
group, recommended the City consider assigning LOS E to all its intersections.
She stated this would not worsen traffic, but would improve traffic overall by
more easily accommodating alternative forms of non-motorized traffic in the
public right of way. A proposal to construct a Class Il bike route on Pacific Coast
Highway between Estacion and Pico was denied because it would reduce the
level of service at Pico and EI Camino Real. Current road conditions force
bicyclists to occupy the far right lane, which can impede traffic. Reducing
intersections to LOS E will increase safety for all. If motor vehicle movement is
prioritized over all, traffic will only get worse until intersection changes are
made.

A) Review Key Transportation Questions

(;;4{5 )-
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1. Support an FAR increase in the Rancho San Clemente Business Park? No,
the Commission did not support an increased FAR in the Business Park
due to negative traffic congestion impacts it was projected to cause.

2. Support a lowering of level of service to LOS E or better at four on/off
ramp intersections near I-5? Yes, the Commission supported a lowering
of LOS E or better at four on/off ramp intersections near I-5.

In response to questions, Bill Cameron, City Engineer, commented it
would be premature to arbitrarily change LOS’s without understanding
potential impacts; advised the City can consider acquiring more right of
way along roadways for improvements; noted other options have not yet
been explored; recommended the Commission continue existing LOS
levels, and consider changing in the future when more is known about
multimodal traffic and/or it becomes necessary.

Commissioners established from staff that one of the policies in the
Roadway System section of the Draft Mobility Element provides for
future capacity if necessary; str'é.ésed that allowing LOS E service at these
four intersections does not- mean it will happen, but allows flexibility in
the future if fully evaluated and determined necessary to address
multimodal transportath\:\_needs or address design constraints.
Ve

3. Allow a blanket reduct:on Citywide from LOS D to LOS E? The
Commission dld not stipport a “blanket”, City-wide reduction from LOS
DtoLOSE. %/

Commissioners concurred with staff that allowing a blanket reduction
may increase traffic congestion, which residents have repeatedly
opposed in surveys; commented that with the proposed policy changes,
flexibility would exist to allow intersection reductions to LOS E, where
necessary.

4, Eliminate the consideration of roadway segment LOS in analyzing traffic
impacts and levels of service on City streets? Yes, the Commission
agreed that consideration of roadway segment LOS in analyzing traffic
impacts is not a reliable measure for evaluation purposes.

5. Support inclusion of road diets in the General Plan for further evaluation
and possible implementation? Yes, the Commission agreed to support
inclusion of road diets for further study.

6. Identify the Tesoro Extension of the Foothill Transportation Corridor as
part of the City’s anticipated transportation network? Yes, the
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Commission agreed to include the Tesoro Extension of the Foothill
Transportation Corridor as part of the City’s anticipated transportation
network.

7. Support language to allow a more balanced transportation policy
language to be consistent with broad General Plan goals of
environmental quality, economic vitality, quality of life and reduced
traffic congestion? Yes, the Commission agreed to support a policy
similar to the City of Newport Beach’s “Shoulder Season” policy, which
primarily looks at residential needs as a main determinant for setting
LOS or determining needed traffic improvements.

8. Should the Draft Mobility Element include the revised Introductory
Statement as noted in Attachment 7? Yes, the Draft Mobility Element
should include staff’s version of the revised Introductory Statement, by
Brenda Miller.

9. Include modal share shift objectives in Mobility Element? Yes, include
modal share shift objectives in‘Mobility Element for purposes of setting
reasonable objectives, he!p"inake:__,ﬁndings for capital improvements,
increase eligibility for graﬁi fands.’

4

10. Include electric Yes, in"tfl"ut':]'e electric vehicle parking and charging
provisions in Mobility Element.
11. Update engineering standards to reflect new General Plan policies? Yes,

update engineeriﬁg standards to reflect new General Plan policies.

12, Address truck routes and bicycle parking requirements in the Mobility
Element? Yes, address truck routes and bicycle parking requirements in
the Mobility Element, with understanding that policy could potentially
reduce number of required automobile parking spaces if more than the
minimum required number of alternative parking spaces (e.g. bicycle or
electric vehicle parking) are provided.

B) Review of Draft Mobility and Complete Streets Element

Public Comment:

Brenda Miller encouraged the Commission to adopt a Mobility Element that
addresses the needs of and accommodates all modes of transportation.

Following discussion, Commissions provided commentary/suggested revision as
follows:

NEnd
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1. Page 1, approved Brenda Miller’s introduction, as revised by staff, for the
introductory paragraphs.

2. Under “Primary Goal” insert “commercial centers” following “homes,”
and insert “medical facilities” following “schools”

3. Under “Secondary Goals”, no. 5, following “non-significance” insert
“pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)”

4. Page 2, No. 7, replace “Orange County, Cal Trans” with “The County of
Orange, OCTA, and The California Department of Transportation”

5. Include links to legislation and the Bike and Pedestrian Master Plan.

Roadway System

Public Comment:

Brenda Miller referenced Caltrans Deputy Directive 64, which requires Caltrans
to accommodate all users of the roadway system in the design process, and
suggested the Commission add this policy as a link in this element.

Commissioners established from staff that although the City contracted for the
design of the Vista Hermosa I-5 Ihf'éréhange sensitivity to bicycle safety is much
higher than previous; agreed‘ new policy C-1.1.f would provide more
involvement in safety desrgn for the City; established from staff that Caltrans
both constructs and malntalns freeway sound attenuation walls.

Following discussion, Cbmrhissions provided commentary/suggested revision as
follows:

6. Page 3, Under “Goal”, replace “A transportation” with “Create a

balanced transportation”

Under “Policies” C-1.1.a, insert “motor vehicles,” in front of “bicyclists”

C-1.1.b, following “design” insert “safety”

9. C-1.1.f new policy as follows: “Ensure that new roadways, ramps,
bridges, or similar facilities, and significant changes to such facilities, are
designed to safely accommodate multimodal facilities, and where
feasible, retrofit existing facilities for safety.”

10. Page 4, C-1.8, replace “roadway” with “transportation”; add to the end
of the sentence (unstrike) “such as interchange improvements along I-5,
the extension of the SR 241, and other major freeway and arterial
improvements.”

11. C-1.10, insert “and sound” after “retaining”

12. Page 5, C-1.16.b, insert “of” following “maintenance”

13. Replace C-1.17. with the following: “Traffic Calming. In serving new
development or in retrofitting existing streets, we design the Circulation

wAB)E
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system, where feasible, to control traffic speed and increase safety in all

residential neighborhoods, in accordance with the City’s street design

standards and traffic calming manual.”

14. Page 7, consultant to add links as follows: “Traffic Calming Manual, Living
Streets Manual, City Street Design Standards, State Deputy Directive 64,

etc.”

Non-Automotive Transportation System

Following discussion, Commissions provided commentary/suggested revision as
follows:

15. Page 8, Staff/consultant to reconcile policies with Bicycle and Pedestrian
Master Plan (BPMP)

16. Include NEV policy (per Cheryl Moe) in this section.

17. Policy C-2.1 insert “and pedestrian” following “comprehensive bicycle”

18. Page 9, C-2.10 insert “Facility” between “Bicycle” and “Design”

19. C.2-18. Insert “appropriate to scale of development” after “capital

improvement projects”
20. Consultant and staff to ensure that all of C-2.18 is consistent with the

BPMP.

21. Page 10, C-2-23, followmg ”bus service” insert “and encourage transit
service enhancements”; replace ensure that all” with “ensure all”; add “
Consultant tox addrqss trolley and “shuttle” service if not addressed

elsewhere.”
Safety

Following discussion, Commissions provided commentary/suggested revision as
follows:

22. Page 11, introductory paragraph, replace “non-motorized” with

“multimodal”
23. Under “Goal” replace “A transportation” with “Create a balanced

transportation”
24, C-3.5, following encourage, insert “,assign high priority to”

Parking

Following discussion, Commissions provided commentary/suggested revision as

follows:
25. Page 12, under “Goal” replace “A parking” with “Create a parking”

&B(2) ¢
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26.C-4.4, add to the end of the sentence, “such as use of energy
saving/generating features, demand-based parking strategies, stacking,
alternative paving, accommodating multiple uses, and parking elevators.

27. Insert new policy C-4.5, as follows: “Parking requirements. We support
evaluation and possible consolidation of parking requirements to
facilitate transition of land uses and simplify standards.”

28. Insert new policy C-4.6, as follows: “Alternative Parking Requirements
and Incentives. “We will consider incentives to encourage alternative
parking such as crediting bicycle, NEV, motorcycle, and scooter parking
spaces in meeting a portion of required automobile parking.”

29. Consultant to include policy to support development of a comprehensive
parking strategy in key commercial areas, including North Beach, Pier
Bowl, Downtown, T-Zone, Plaza San Clemente, if not already addressed
in another Element.

30. Under “Links to other General Plan Content,” add “Local Parking Maps,
applications, other programs.”

Freight Movement

Public Comment:

e )
Richard Boyer, resident, descrlbed strict regulations that regulate the movement
of hazardous materials throughout the State; suggested the City consider asking
to be notified when h;zardous materials will be traveling through the City.

A w 7
Following discussion, Commlssmns provided commentary/suggested revision as

follows:

31. Page 13, C-5.4, replace with “Parking, Delivery hours and Loading. We will
consider establishing standard which direct commercial deliveries during
off-peak periods to limit freight impacts on parking and other modes of
travel and to regulate delivery hours and loading locations to minimize
noise impacts to adjacent residential uses.”

32. C-5.5, staff to follow up with Jenn Tucker, the City’s Emergency Planning
Officer, for clarification.

Circulation Implementation Measures

Public Comment:

Brenda Miller suggested that implementing the intersection improvements
listed in no. 6 will drastically change the City.

¢ B4)7



Minutes of Adjourned Regular Commission Meeting of Feb. 13, 2013 Page 8

Richard Boyer, resident, listed the innovative policies put in place by the City of
Long Beach to improve its streets for bicyclists; endorsed the possible creation
of a Mobility and Complete Streets committee/commission for grant funding
purposes; recommended the City adopt LOS E for all intersections while street

changes are being made.

Following discussion, Commissions provided commentary/suggested revision as
follows:

33. Page 1 no. 2, replace “Committee” with “Committee/Commission”

34. No. 6, replace “Implement the following” with “If necessary to mitigate
potential impacts, the City will implement the following”

35. Page 15, no. 7, following facilities, insert “as appropriate to scale of
project”

36. No. 8, replace “develop” with “Working with other agencies, the City will
seek grants to help develop”

37. No. 10, consultant to make sure there’s a policy to support this measure.

38. No. 11, replace “Develop” with “Validate”

39. No. 12, following ”designatiqn-‘.“é'_‘reas" insert “including, but not limited
to” /,('“ \ N,

40. No. 12, Consultant to vgrify"b_pilicy basis for this measure.

41. New measure no. 14, as*folloWs, “Include measure addressing Item 3,
from Tom Franks (;—16;13\@e?n0."

12.  REPORTS OF COMMISSIONERS/STAFF - None

13. ADJOURNMENT

IT WAS MOVED BY COMMISSIONER KAUPP, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER RUEHLIN, AND
UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED to adjourn at 10:44 p.m. to the Adjourned Regular Planning
Commission Meeting to be held at 6:00 p.m. on February 20, 2013 in Council Chambers at City
Hall located at 100 Avenida Presidio, San Clemente, CA.

Respectfully submitted,

Lew Avera, Chair

Attest:

Jim Pechous, City Planner

488 )5
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These minutes will be considered for approval at the Planning Commission meeting of 03-20-13:

MINUTES OF THE ADJOURNED REGULAR MEETING
OF THE CITY OF SAN CLEMENTE
PLANNING COMMISSION
February 20, 2013 @ 6:00 p.m.

City Council Chambers
100 Avenida Presidio
San Clemente, CA 92672

f

1. CALL TO ORDER

Chair Avera called the Regular Meeting of the Planning Commission of the City of San Clemente
to order at 6:07 p.m.

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Commissioner Anderson led the Pledge of Allegiance.

3. ROLL CALL

Commissioners Present: Nesa Anderson, Barton Crandell, Michael Kaupp and Jim Ruehlin;
Chair pro Tem Donald Brown, Vice Chair Julia Darden, Chairman
Lew Avera

Commissioners Absent: None

Staff Present: Jim Pechous, City Planner

Amber Gregg, Associate Planner
Christopher Wright, Associate Planner
Zachary Ponsen, Senior Civil Engineer
Ajit Thind, Assistant City Attorney
Eileen White, Recording Secretary

4. SPECIAL ORDERS OF BUSINESS - None

5. MINUTES

A. Minutes from the Planning Commission meeting of February 6, 2013

IT WAS MOVED BY CHAIR PRO TEM BROWN, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
RUEHLIN, AND UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED to receive and file the minutes of the
Adjourned Regular Planning Commission meeting of February 6, 2013, with the

following revisions:

B3N
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Page 5, 1" paragraph, before the sentence starting “The high density...” insert
the following sentence, “This is a special case due to the building’s potential
historic significance and does not set a precedent for non-historic buildings.”
Page 10, 4% paragraph, replace “Organization” with “Association”

6. ORAL AND WRITTEN COMMUNICATION —None

7. CONSENT CALENDAR - None

8. PUBLIC HEARING

A. 410 Arenoso Lane — Conditional Use Permit 12-270/Cultural Heritage Permit
12-271/Site Plan Permit 12-272 — Reef Pointe Villas (Gregg)

Reconsideration of Conditional Use Permit 12-270 and Cultural Heritage Permit
12-271, a request to demolish an existing apartment building and construct a
new three story building with five residential units and a subterranean garage
located at 410 Arenoso Lane. The project is located in the Pier Bowl Specific
Plan and the Architectural and Coastal Zone Overlays. The legal description is
Lot 46, of Block 3, of Tract 784 and-Assessor’s Parcel Number 692-012-06. The
Planning Commission approved these entitlements on December 19, 2012. The
City Council appealed these entitlements on January 22, 2013. At the request of
the applicant the City Council'requested the Planning Commission reconsider
these entitlements at its meeting held on February 5, 2013.

Amber Gregg, Associate Planner, narrated a PowerPoint Presentation entitled,
“Conditional Use Permit 12-270 and Cultural Heritage Permit 12-271, Reef
Pointe Villas, dated February 20, 2013.” The Commission has been asked by the
applicant to reconsider a previously approved project following installation of
story poles. The story poles were added on site after the project was called up
at a City Council meeting and Council directed staff to work with the applicant to
install the poles. Staff advised the project before the Commission this evening is
exactly the same as the one approved by this Commission on December 19,
2012; noted the project will go back to City Council at its March 5, 2013,
meeting; recommended approval of the request as conditioned.

In response to comments, Associate Planner Gregg indicated that the purpose of
story poles is to give a visual context of how the building will fit in the
neighborhood; advised City policy is to protect City-designated view corridors,
not private view areas.

Michael Luna, architect for the applicant, narrated a PowerPoint Presentation
entitled, “Reef Pointe Villas, Planning Commission Meeting, February 20, 2013,”
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displaying slides indicating the heights, massing, absence of undulation, and
number of stories of adjacent buildings. In addition, he displayed views of the
site from adjacent viewpoints, pointing out that no designated public views
cross this property, and views of the ocean and pier will remain from public view
sites following construction of this project. He noted the project as designed
complies with all applicable guidelines, is under the maximum height and
density allowed, and features extensive undulation on all elevations.

Rick Gibby, property owner, thanked all for visiting the site. He has owned the
property for 16 years, and intends to live in one of the units once the project is
constructed. He envisions the building as smaller with less mass than adjacent
properties, featuring horizontal and vertical stepping to distinguish it from boxy
buildings, and a showplace for all to admire and enjoy.

Jim Pechous, City Planner, advised staff has determined the building does not
encroach into the nearby designated public view corridor; noted other
viewpoints indicated in the applicant’s presentation are public viewing areas
required by the California Coastal Commission but are not City designated public
view corridors.

For the record, Chair Avera advised'that while reviewing this project in advance
of the meeting, he, Commissioner.Ruéhlin, and Chair pro tem Brown arrived at
the property at the same time to review the story poles with the City Planner.
He was not aware that.the applicant was going to be at the site. The City
Planner and applicant showed pictures of the proposed project. He noted they
did not discuss the project’s pros and cons with the applicant, they only
reviewed the story poles as they relate to the proposed project. The remainder
of the Commission indicated that they viewed the project individually in advance
of tonight’s meeting.

Chair Avera opened the public hearing.

Karen Wylde Vaughn, resident and representing the Wylde Family Trust, noted
the Wylde Family Trust was the previous owner of the property. She read a
stipulation as part of escrow when the property was sold that indicated an
agreement between property owners demonstrating a line of sight and dictating
that property built beyond this line of sight shall be limited to 10 feet. She was
not aware of the agreement before today, and provided staff a copy for their
consideration.

Cristina Leon, resident, displayed photos of the site for consideration. She
opposed the project due to the intense canyonization effect it will create, and
her property will get less sunlight and sea views. The existing panorama view is
the last window to the sea from the area and it is imperative that all future
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development enhance the City’s village charm. She noted the story poles fell
down during stormy weather and questioned whether the story poles were in
place enough time to satisfy City codes. In addition, she advised that the project
notice originally posted on site had been torn down. She suggested an
alternative design that in her opinion would have less negative impacts to
adjacent properties.

Lori Livaucet, resident, opposed the proposed project because it will take away
personal views and those enjoyed by many visitors on a nearby public viewing
area.

Liz Yamauchi and Audrey Limon filled out request to speak forms but elected not
to speak when their names were called. They indicated agreement with
comments made by previous speakers.

Chair Avera closed the public hearing.

Jim Pechous, City Planner, noted that the story poles came down twice due to
inclement weather. Although there was no damage to adjacent property,
liability was a concern when they were reinstalled. Their placement was slightly
altered when reinstalled, but staff.is confident they represent a reasonable
intent of the proposed building. Staff and the City Attorney believes the
applicant showed due diligence and the story pole placement satisfies the code.
They were installed a total'of'15 days. With regard to notice, the property was
properly noticed prior, to the meeting as required, and staff was notified by the
applicant that the noticé:was removed from the property by person(s) unknown.

Ajit Thind, Assistant City Attorney, announced he had reviewed the escrow
document provided by Ms. Vaughn, and has concluded that the agreement is
between private parties, and should have no influence on the Commission’s

decision.

During the ensuing discussion, the Commissioners, either individually or in
agreement, provided the following commentary:

e Noted all adjacent property owners living within the same zoning
designation have the ability to build according to the guidelines
contained in the Zoning Ordinance.

e Commented he subject property is below the maximum height limit, with
smaller massing and lower density than allowed.

e Advised the City has no provisions for the protection of private views; as
indicated, this property does not encroach into the designated public
view corridor.

LAB) 7
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e The project complies with all applicable guidelines, and no findings can
be made to deny the project.

e The project features beautiful architecture and stepped facades to
reduce negative impacts.

e Commended the architect and applicant for nicely articulating the
building.

e Encouraged those negatively affected by this property to participate in
General Plan, Specific Plan, Zoning Ordinance, etc., conversations to
make their views heard and consider alternatives that would lessen
negative impacts.

IT WAS MOVED BY COMMISSIONER KAUPP SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
RUEHLIN AND UNANIMOQUSLY CARRIED TO RECOMMEND CITY COUNCIL
APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION NO. PC 13-009 A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING
COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF SAN CLEMENTE, CALIFORNIA, RECOMMENDING
APPROVAL OF CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT (CUP) 12-27 AND CULTURAL HERITAGE
PERMIT (CHP) 12-271 REEF POINTE VILLAS, A REQUEST TO CONSTRUCT A FIVE
UNIT RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT AT 410 ARENOSO LANE.

[ACTION SUBJECT TO CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL]

9. NEW BUSINESS

A. Strategic Priorities (Pechous)

As part of the City’s annual budget process, the Planning Commission is being
asked to identify its most important strategic priorities for the
community. These priorities are then considered by the City Council for possible
inclusion in the budget and in the Capital Improvement Plan. Last year, the
Commission identified the Zoning Ordinance Update, Specific Plan Updates,
Local Coastal Plan and Downtown Business Development and Parking Strategies
as the Commission’s top priorities. The Commission will review last year’s
priorities, consider changes or additions to the list and forward its
recommendations to the City Council.

Jim Pechous, City Planner, narrated a PowerPoint Presentation entitled,
“Strategic Priorities, dated February 20, 2013,” including a graphic indicating
ongoing and proposed projects along with staff member assignments. Due to
the current workload and resources committed, staff recommended the
Commission recommend no new strategic priorities beyond those already in
progress.
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IT WAS MOVED BY CHAIR PRO TEM BROWN, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
ANDERSON, AND UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED TO RECOMMEND NO NEW
PRIORITIES BEYOND THOSE ALREADY IN PROGRESS BE FORWARDED TO THE CITY

COUNCIL.

B. Subdivision Ordinance Amendment — Condominium Map Process (Wright)

A request to discuss City initiated amendments to Title 16 “Subdivisions” of the
Municipal Code. The proposed amendments would: 1) streamline the
subdivision review process for condominiums, condominium conversions, time
shares, community apartments, and stock cooperatives, and 2) make minor
clean up edits (e.g. repair inaccurate or “broken” text references). The review
process would not change for subdivisions of land to create parcels for new
development. Specifically, the Municipal Code amendments would make it so
Zoning Administrator approval is required to subdivide four or fewer units (e.g.
into condominiums), and require Planning Commission approval to subdivide
five or more units. Currently, all subdivisions require a Planning Commission
recommendation to the City Council and City Council approval.

Christopher Wright, Associate Planner, reviewed the staff report; referred to
letter dated February 15, 2013 from The Loftin Firm LLP, Attorneys at Law;
recommended revisions identified by staff/The Loftin Firm LLP; recommended
the Commission recommend Council adopt the ordinance containing the
proposed amendments,

Ajit Thind, Assistant City'Attorney, noted he reviewed the letter from “The Loftin
Firm LLP” and recommended the Commission to make two changes for the
ordinance to be clearer and consistent with State law: 1) remove the last
sentence from Section 16.04.010(H)(4) on page 6 of 29 of Attachment 1, Exhibit
A, and 2) change 18 months to 24 months in the first paragraph of Section
16.08.070 on Page 17 of 29. Mr. Thind stated the letter recommends other
changes and the City Attorney’s office believes those edits are unnecessary.

In response to questions from the Commissioners, Associate Planner Wright
clarified the proposed amendments will not affect land subdivisions (e.g.
subdivide lot into two so one house can be built instead of two) or change
affordable housing requirements; noted the proposed review process is
comparable to other California cities researched; stated City Council would have
the ability to call up Zoning Administrator and Planning Commission decisions;
and advised the revised regulations pertain to all condominium conversions,
including the conversion of a mobile home park.
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IT WAS MOVED BY COMMISSIONER ANDERSON SECONDED BY CHAIR PRO TEM
BROWN, AND UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED TO RECOMMEND THE COUNCIL ADOPT
THE DRAFT ORDINANCE with the following revisions:

Page 6 of 29, no. 4, eliminate the last sentence starting with “The certificate...”
in its entirety.

Page 10 of 29, under, “G. Zoning Administrator”, switch no. 1 and no. 2, making
no. 2 the new no. 1, etc. (page 10)

Page 10 of 29, under “H. Planning Commission”, switch no. 1 and no. 2, making
no. 2 the new no. 1, etc.

Page 17 of 29, first paragraph of Section 16.08.070, replace “eighteen (18)
months” with “24 months.”

10. OLD BUSINESS- None
11. REPORTS OF COMMISSIONERS/STAFF
Included in the Commissioners’ packets for their review:

A. Tentative Future Agenda
B. Staff Waiver 13-039, 205 Avenida De La Estrella
C. Staff Waiver 13-040, 101 Calle Seguro

Chair Avera announced that he and Vice Chair Darden have been invited to a meeting to
discuss the GPAC’s request to schedule a special meeting with the City Council to discuss the
Planning Commission’s recommendations for the General Plan Update.

Commissioner Kaupp requested that staff add a discussion of the abovementioned meeting to
the agenda of their next meeting in Chambers on March 20, 2013.

Chair pro tem Brown announced that at their next regular meeting, the Coastal Advisory
Committee will discuss setting priorities, including increased street sweeping signage and a

city-wide single use plastic bag ban.
12. ADJOURNMENT

IT WAS MOVED BY COMMISSIONER RUEHLIN, SECONDED BY CHAIR PRO TEM BROWN, AND
UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED to adjourn at 7:55 p.m. to Planning Commission Architectural Tour at
1:00 p.m. on March 8, 2013 commencing at the Community Development Department located
at 910 Calle Negocio, San Clemente, CA.
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Respectfully submitted,

Lew Avera, Chair

Attest:

Jim Pechous, City Planner
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