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AGENDA
PLANNING COMMISSION
155 W. DURIAN, COALINGA, CA 93210
TUESDAY NOVEMBER 13, 2018

The Mission of the City of Coalinga is to provide for the preservation of the
community character by delivering quality, responsive City services, in an efficient
and cost-effective manner, and to develop, encourage, and promote a diversified
economic base in order to ensure the future financial stability of the City for its
citizens.

CALL MEETING TO ORDER (6:00 PM)
Pledge of Allegiance

CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
ROLL CALL
Commissioners: Chairman Sailer

Vice Chairman Gonzalez
Commissioner Jacobs
Commissioner Helmar
Commissioner Garza

Staff: Sean Brewer, Community Development Director
Marissa Trejo, City Manager

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Under Govemment Code 54954.3 members of the audience may address the
Commission on any item of interest to the public or on any agenda item before or during
the Commission's consideration of the item. State law prohibits the Planning
Commission from acting on non-agenda items.

INFORMATION/CONSENT CALENDAR
1. Approval of Minutes - October 9, 2018

PUBLIC HEARINGS




1. Adoption of Resolution 018P-011 Recommending to the City Council
Consideration and Approval of an Ordinance Amending the Planning and Zoning
Code Related to Regulating Requests for Second Residential Driveways

DISCUSSIONAND/OR POTENTIAL ACTION ITEMS
DEPARTMENT REPORTS
COMMUNICATIONS

1. Staff Announcements
2. Commissioner Announcements
3. Chairman Announcements

ADJOURN
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Staff Report- Chairman and Planning Commission

Subject: Approval of Minutes - October 9, 2018

Meeting Date November 13, 2018

Project Location:

Applicant:

Owner:

Prepared By: Sean Brewer, Community Development Department

I. RECOMMENDATION:

Approval of the minutes from the October 9, 2018 Planning Commission Meeting.

II. BACKGROUND:

III. PROPOSAL AND ANALYSIS:

IV. FISCAL IMPACT:

V. REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION:

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
8] Minutes 10-9-2018



MINUTES

PLANNING COMMISSION
155 W. Durian, Coalinga, CA 93210
TUESDAY October 9, 2018

CALL MEETING TO ORDER (6:00 PM)

Pledge of Allegiance

CHANGES TO THE AGENDA - None

ROLL CALL

Commissioners:

Chairman Sailer

Vice Chairman Gonzales — Excused Absence
Commissioner Jacobs

Commissioner Helmar

Commissioner Garza

Staff: Sean Brewer, Community Development Director
Marissa Trejo, City Manager

Wanda Earls, City Clerk
PUBLIC
COMMENTS

INFORMATION/CONSENT CALENDAR

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. Review and Approve Resolution No. 018P-010 Recommending to the City
Council, at Their Next Regularly Scheduled Meeting, Adoption of an
Ordinance (City Initiated Zoning Text Amendment) Amending the Planning
and Zoning Code to Permit the Use of Barbed Wire and Razor Wire in
Various Commercial and Industrial Zoning Districts.

Planning Commission review and approval of Resolution No. 018P-010 recommending to the
City Council, at their next regularly scheduled meeting, to adopt an ordinance (zoning text
amendment), removing the prohibition on the use of barbed wire and razor wire in various
commercial and industrial zoning districts and continuing a prohibition on its use in and adjacent
to all residential zoning districts.



Council received public comment at their last meeting on September 20, 2018 requesting the
City Council allow businesses the ability to use barbed wire and razor wire as an enhanced
security measure to protect their properties. At the conclusion of the meeting, after hearing
public testimony and discussion, on September 20, 2018, the City Council directed staff to
proceed with initiating a zoning text amendment that would remove the prohibition on the use of
barbed wire and razor wire in the commercial and industrial zoning designations.

Under Planning and Zoning Law in order for language within the Development code to be
amended, it requires a zoning text amendment in the form or an ordinance. This zoning text
amendment is a City initiated application where staff has taken direction from the City Council
as to the recommended changes and now bringing a draft ordinance to the Planning Commission
where a recommendation may be made to the City Council for approval.

The Coalinga Planning and Zoning Code went through a comprehensive update in 2013 where
several development regulations were updated to standards commonly used in the majority of
local jurisdictions. There are two sections in the development code were barbed wire and razor
wire are mentioned and in both instances, they are strictly prohibited from being installed. Below
are the two sections from the development code:

Section 9-4.203(b)(3).......... Fences and Free Standing Walls......... (3) Materials not permitted.
Barbed wire, aluminum, fiberglass, metal siding and plywood shall not be used as fencing
materials. The Community Development Director may grant the use of such material based on
the need for the type of fence, design compatibility of the fence, and approval of the adjoining
property owner if on an interior property line. Nonconforming status shall not be provided for
fences constructed of these materials.

Section 9-4.208(2)(b).......... Screening of Outdoor Storage......... (b.) Screening walls and fences
shall be architecturally compatible with the main structure on the site and shall not have barbed
wire or razor wire visible from any street or public access.

The two sections above identify a prohibition on the use of barbed wire and razor wire unless
approved by the Community Development Director for instances where the barbed wire would
be installed on an interior property line and not visible from any public street or public access.

The draft ordinance prepared for the Commission includes the recommended changes directed by
the City Council in order to address the strict application of the code related to the use of barbed
wire and razor wire. There are three (3) sections to the draft ordinance where it removes the
prohibition on the use of barbed wire and razor wire however, further upholds the prohibition on
the use in areas zoned and/or adjacent to mixed-use and residential.

When a zoning text amendment is brought before the Planning Commission and City Council the
following standard findings must be made for each Zoning Ordinance amendment. Specific
findings may also be required by the decision-making body on a case-by-case basis.



(1) The proposed Zoning Ordinance amendment would not be detrimental to
the public interest, health, safety, convenience, or welfare of the City.
During discussions at the City Council meeting on September 20, 2018, there were comments
related to preserving and protecting the local businesses by use of physical deterrents such as
razor wire and barbed wire. It is unclear as to whether permitting the use of razor wire and
barbed wire would be to the detriment of the public interest, health safety, and welfare.
Typically, barbed wire and razor wire is prohibited in conjunction with fencing and outdoor
storage due to their unsightly and institutional appearance. This does not necessarily equate to
being a detriment to the public interest, health, safety, convenience, or welfare of the City.

(2) The proposed Zoning Ordinance amendment is consistent and compatible
with the goals, policies, and actions of the General Plan, and the other
applicable provisions of the Zoning Ordinance.

The proposed zoning ordinance includes permitting the use of barbed wire and razor wire in
various commercial and industrial zones and upholding the prohibition on its use with and/or
adjacent to residential zoning districts including mixed-use commercial zones. This action would
not be recognized as being inconsistent with the goals, policies, and actions of the General Plan.
It would be used as a mechanism to possibly further enhance the security of local businesses.

(3) [If applicable, the site is physically suitable (including, but not limited to access,
provision of utilities, compatibility with adjoining land uses, and absence of
physical constraints) for the requested zoning designations and anticipated land
uses/developments.

The way the ordinance is drafted ensures that residential and mixed-use developments are not
impacted by this action as it applies to all other commercial zones including industrial zoning
designations. This will allow for compatibility with adjoining uses.

(4) The proposed Zoning Ordinance amendment has been processed in accordance
with the applicable provisions of the California Government Code and the
California Environmental Quality Act.

Staff has determined that this action would be exempt from the California Environmental Quality
act pursuant to Section 15061(b)(3), Review for Exemptions — General Rule, in that it can be
seen that these actions will not have a significant effect on the environment.

Comments by Commissioners:

9-4.203b3 — Razor and Barbed Wire prohibited — Approval required
Height of fence

Chain-link fence can use privacy slats

CUP’s have discretion

Security concerns

Height and visual barrier



Integrity of fencing — chain-link no visual barrier without slats
6’ minimal height

Solid wall better

Prevent people from going over fence

Razor/Barbed wire angled toward property

Goal is to prevent crime

On inside — can still climb fence

They spread wire for little guy and he pitches out findings
Concerned about visual perceptive

Lots of barbed wire out there — schools

Razor at Claremont

Chairman Sailer opened the public hearing.

Mr. Glenn Mitchell, Coalinga Foundation indicated they have concerns about theft and
vandalism at the Thrift Shop. They seem to be the target of such things. It has been five years
since ordinance was drafted. The 2013 vision or the reality is different now. There is lots of
infill; vagrants and homeless people who feel the liberty of take what is not theirs. We want to
stay in business and offer jobs. City Council offered persuasive argument to change ordinance.
He met with Sean and the Chief to discuss the issues. They are both knowledgeable but concern
is we deserve options to protect our investment. Resources are challenging and law enforcement
is weakened. Need change in laws and policies from DA. Common sense dictates to do what is
logical and assume risk to run our business and sustain the life of the City.

Discussion, location and height of fence to be determined. Razor wire along inside or outside,
fence spikes, barbed wire or razor wire? Give us something to think about before we act.
Message is “This property is not available to trespassers”.

Gary from Coalinga Hardware said there are more than a few using razor wire. Problem is
climbing fence deterrent significant. Climbers need to hold on to something — chair-link offers
this.

Mr. Mitchell said to give business owners the option to harden their properties; it affects the
bottom line and jobs.

Chairman Sailer said unfortunately it is the sign of our times. AB109, 47 plus others affect us.
Criminalization has grown tremendously. We need to give business an advantage.

Gary — Coalinga Hardware said people climb fence with barbed wire. We have cameras in our
back area. Fence height should be 6 or 7 feet. Problems remain and we need regulations. Put in
code not to use it or come up with alternatives. City can help owners by coming up with razor
wire.

Comments:



e Pro-barrier
e People living in alleys

Police Chief Salvador said “No” misconceptions. He is easy to get hold of and willing to work
with businesses. Prevention is key!

e Have you done a cost benefit analysis?

e Slippery slope when government involved
e Risk assumed by business owner

e Insurance premiums

e Prevailing in Court of Law

e Cost analysis “NO”

Mr. Mitchell said no cost analysis. Board hasn’t decided but wants freedom to assume risk.
Commissioner Helmar said it is another tool in the tool box.
Mr. Mitchell said that is a bigger tool box. Law enforcement has a smaller one.

Police Chief Salvador said it is like the broken window. It could soon look like a third world
country and the visual of being under seize.

Mr. Mitchell said he shares concern but it is selective perception. It could be a window of
opportunity.

Commissioner Helmar asked what about the people who live here with barbed wire and razor
wire. They may ask, “Why am I living here?”

Mr. Mitchell said it is the vision of what the community should be like. You can take Monterey
or Pacific Grove and their industrial area is separate from their residential area. We all want the
City to be perceived as a beautiful place. Those looking for distractions can find them.
Commissioner Helmar asked what about home owners.

Ordinance is for businesses but residents could want to put up a fence.

Mr. Brewer said alternatives to Council. No resident can use razor wire.

Chairman Sailer said it is apples to oranges. Businesses get squeezed at every angle. It would be
a small tool for business owners.

Gary from Ace Hardware said they put in security system and razor wire and incidents
decreased.

Continued Comments:



Businesses trying to survive and they need protection

City can’t provide service needs

PD will try and be out front and roll the ball for business

Businesses need: physical barrier, sight barrier, lighting and cameras
Need long-term fixes

Street lights

Personal opinion of Commissioner Helmar is no razor wire

Are there other ideas?

Expensive ideas

Level of security system

Cat and Mouse — bad guys look for opportunity

Thrift Shop willing to invest money for grants earmarked for theft, etc. with some going
into operations — need to choose wisely

PD wants to explore with board

Recommend slats for hardware store, gate issues — locks can be opened
Spikes — razor wire — spikes at some Cannibals sites

There is premier fencing on market — anti-climb wrought iron with spikes

Gary from Ace Hardware said since they installed razor wire there have been no more thefts.

Agreement of Commission is to recommend 6’ to 7° fence in industrial zone. Also, considered
visual barrier and razor wire.

Commissioner Helmar agrees but research parts of ordinance.

Chairman Sailer said he can visualize someone putting up old sheeting for visual barrier.

PD Chief said all things will be taken into consideration.

Keep it simple, allow or don’t allow

Mandated privacy

Which way should wire lean? Inward or outward?
Need regulations on wire.

Encroaching if leaning outward

Not to exceed public access (put in ordinance)

Recommend height for fence 6°, 45 degree and no more than 8-0 inches above fence.

Chief Salvador said goal for 2019 is do a better job for business community. Hopefully,
resources come from residents as they vote.

Mr. Mitchell extended his “thank you” to the Commission.

Chairman Sailer closed the public hearing.



Motion by Jacobs, Second by Garza to Approve Resolution No. 018P-010 with
Recommendations by Planning Commission and Recommending to the City Council, at Their
Next Regularly Scheduled Meeting, Adoption of an Ordinance (City Initiated Zoning Text
Amendment)_Amending the Planning and Zoning Code to Permit the Use of Barbed Wire and
Razor Wire in Various Commercial and Industrial Zoning Districts. Motion Approved by a 4/0
Majority Roll-call Vote. (Gonzales — excused absence)

DISCUSSION AND/OR POTENTIAL ACTION ITEMS

DEPARTMENT REPORTS

COMMUNICATIONS

1. Staff Announcements — Vice Chairman Gonzales request an excused absence for
this evening.

2. Commissioner Announcements - None

3. Chairman Announcements — None

ADJOURN 7:10 PM

Chairman/Vice Chairman

City Clerk/Deputy Clerk

Date
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Staff Report- Chairman and Planning Commission

Subject: Adoption of Resolution 018P-011 Recommending to the City Council
Consideration and Approval of an Ordinance Amending the Planning and Zoning
Code Related to Regulating Requests for Second Residential Driveways

Meeting Date November 13, 2018

Project Location:

Applicant:

Owner:

Prepared By: Sean Brewer, Community Development Director

I. RECOMMENDATION:

Staff is recommending that the Planning Commission approve Resolution No. 018P-011 recommending to
the City Council adoption of an ordinance amending the Planning and Zoning Code related to regulating
requests for second driveways in residential districts.

II. BACKGROUND:

City staff has been reviewing the regulations related to second driveways in residential districts and found that
the policy that was approved by the City Council in 2012 is no longer consistent with the zoning code since
its comprehensive updated in 2014 (attached is a copy of the policy). Staff has received multiple requests for
second driveways from residents and in accordance with Section 9-4.309 (attached) second driveways are
prohibited unless they meet criteria for a "U" shaped driveway which does allow for access to side and rear
yards. Staff has reviewed several jurisdictions policies and found that second driveways for the use of RV
parking and additional parking needs is common with established standards and specifications. Staff has
provided recommended standards in order to obtain an encroachment permit from the Public Works
Department for a second driveway.

III. PROPOSALAND ANALYSIS:

Staff has prepared the following regulations that would be incorporated into section 9-4.309 in order to
facilitate permitting second driveways in residential districts. A copy of the draft ordinance that would be
brought before the City Council has been attached incorporating said regulations:

a. Properties are limited to one driveway per parcel unless an encroachment permit has been
obtained from the Public Works Department for a second driveway and all of the following

standards have been met:

b. No more than 50% of the entire front yard area may be paved regardless of purpose. (i.e.



driveways, walkways, etc.)

¢. Space must be provided behind the building setback for parking. No parking in the front yard.
d. No more than 50% of lot frontage of any parcel shall be devoted to driveways.

e. A minimum 20’ clear distance per lot frontage is required for on-street parking.

f. Handicap ramps are not permitted driveway approaches.

g. A secondary driveway for RV’s may be allowed on corner lots with the approval of an
encroachment permit from the Engineering Division.

h. Second Driveways must be located at a minimum of 2’ from any property line.

i. Driveways must be a minimum width of 15, including flares, and a maximum width of 30°.
j- Driveways shall conform to all City Standards.

k. Cul-de-sac & knuckles are exempt from this requirement.

Staff has prepared a draft ordinance that would be brought before the City Council should the Planning
Commission recommend proceeding with the above regulation changes.

Public Notification: A public hearing notice was prepared and circulated in accordance with State and Local
law as it relates to zoning text amendments. The Public hearing notice was posted at City Hall, the Police
Department, Fire Department, Coalinga Library, Coalinga Area Chamber of Commerce, City's Website and
it ran in the Coalinga Press.

IV. FISCALIMPACT:

None determined at this time.

V. REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION:

When a zoning text amendment is brought before the Planning Commission and City Council the following
standard findings must be made for each Zoning Ordinance amendment. Specific findings may also be

required by the decision-making body on a case-by-case basis.

(1) The proposed Zoning Ordinance amendment would not be detrimental to the public interest, health,
safety, convenience, or welfare of the City.

(2) The proposed Zoning Ordinance amendment is consistent and compatible with the goals, policies, and
actions of the General Plan, and the other applicable provisions of the Zoning Ordinance.

(3) Ifapplicable, the site is physically suitable (including, but not limited to access, provision of utilities,
compatibility with adjoining land uses, and absence of physical constraints) for the requested zoning

designations and anticipated land uses/developments.

(4) The proposed Zoning Ordinance amendment has been processed in accordance with the applicable



provisions of the California Government Code and the California Environmental Quality Act.

Staff has determined that this action would be exempt from the California Environmental Quality act pursuant
to Section 15061(b)(3), Review for Exemptions — General Rule, in that it can be seen that these actions will
not have a significant effect on the environment.
ATTACHMENTS:

Description

Resolution No. 018P-011 - Second Driveways

Draft Ordinance Permitting Second Driveways

2012 Driveway Issuance Policy



RESOLUTION 018P-011

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COALINGA PLANNING COMMISSION
RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OF A ZONING TEXT AMENDMENT TO
AMEND THE PLANNING AND ZONING CODE ESTABLISHING
REGUALTIONS FOR THE ISSUANCE OF SECOND DRIVEWAYS IN
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS

WHEREAS, Section 9-4.309 provides regulations related to residential driveways

and currently prohibits the installation of a second driveway; and

WHEREAS, it is the City’s goal to provide for reasonable regulation within
residential districts and limit the infringement on residents while preserving the public
health, safety and welfare; and

WHEREAS, a Public Hearing has been advertised and conducted pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 21092 and 21092.3, and public comment has been
solicited, and;

WHEREAS, a Notice of Public Hearing was provided to the Coalinga Press,
posted at City Hall, Police Department bulletin board, Fire Department Bulletin Board,
Coalinga District Library, and Chamber of Commerce on November 1, 2018, and;

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held the noticed Public Hearing on
November 13, 2018 to take testimony with regard to the proposed Zoning Text
Amendments and;

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission completed its review of the proposed
Zoning Text Amendment and details in the Staff Report and has considered the
testimony received during the public hearing process, and;

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has made the following findings based on
the Zoning Text Amendment proposal:

e The proposed Zoning Ordinance amendment would not be detrimental to the
public interest, health, safety, convenience, or welfare of the City.

e The proposed Zoning Ordinance amendment is consistent and compatible with
the goals, policies, and actions of the General Plan, and the other applicable
provisions of the Zoning Ordinance.

e If applicable, the site is physically suitable (including, but not limited to access,
provision of utilities, compatibility with adjoining land uses, and absence of
physical constraints) for the requested zoning designations and anticipated land
uses/developments.

o The proposed Zoning Ordinance amendment has been processed in accordance
with the applicable provisions of the California Government Code and the
California Environmental Quality Act.



Resolution #018P-011
Planning Commission
November 13, 2018
Page 2

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission
recommends approval to the City Council adoption of a draft ordinance (Exhibit “A”) to
amend the planning and zoning code to permit second driveways subject to
development standards and issuance of an encroachment permit in all residential zoning
districts.

PASSED AND ADOPTED, by the City of Coalinga Planning Commission at a regular
meeting held on the 13" day of November 2018.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Planning Commission Chairman/Vice Chairman

ATTEST:

City Clerk/Deputy City Clerk



Resolution #018P-011
Planning Commission
November 13, 2018
Page 3

Exhibit “A”
Draft Second Driveway Ordinance



DRAFT ORDINANCE NO. XXX
SECOND DRIVEWAY STANDARDS

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COALINGA
AMENDING TITLE 9, CHAPTER 4, ARTICLE 3, OF THE CITY’S DEVELOPMENT
CODE RELATED TO SECOND DRIVEWAYS IN RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COALINGA DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. AMEND SECTION 9-4.309 OF ARTICLE 3 OF CHAPTER 4 OF TITLE 9 TO
READ AS FOLLOWS:

Sec. 9-4.309. - Driveways.

(a) The following standards apply to driveways in all development districts unless otherwise
specified. Exceptions to the following standards and requirements may be requested and are
subject to decision by the Planning Commission and the City Engineer.

(1) Width. All driveways are limited to a combined maximum width of thirty-five (35)
feet or forty-five (45) percent of the width of the parcel's frontage, whichever is less unless
authorized by the City Engineer.

(2) Visibility. Driveway view triangles shall be subject to the visibility standards provided
in_Section 9-4.214 of this chapter.

(3) Residential districts. Driveways within Residential districts are subject to the
following standards:

a. Properties are limited to one driveway per parcel unless an encroachment
permit has been obtained from the Public Works Department for a second
driveway and all of the following standards have been met:

b. No more than 50% of the entire front yard area may be paved regardless of
purpose. (i.e. driveways, walkways, etc.)

c. Space must be provided behind the building setback for parking. No parking in
the front yard

d. No more than 50% of lot frontage of any parcel shall be devoted to driveways.

e. A minimum 20’ clear distance per lot frontage is required for on-street parking.

f. Handicap ramps are not permitted driveway approaches.

g. A secondary driveway for RV’s may be allowed on corner lots with the
approval of an encroachment permit from the Engineering Division.

h. Second Driveways must be located at a minimum of 2’ from any property line.

1. Driveways must be a minimum width of 15°. including flares, and a maximum
width of 30°.




1. Driveways shall conform to all City Standards.

k. Cul-de-sac & knuckles are exempt from this requirement.

(4) U-shaped driveways. U-shaped driveways, or driveways with more than one
connector to a street, alley, roadway, or other public right-of-way, shall be subject to the
following standards:

a. U-shaped driveways are permitted only within Residential districts.

b. U-shaped driveways are restricted to parcels with a width of at least 100 feet
along the parcel's frontage.

c. The combined width of all entrances/exits of U-Driveways shall not exceed
thirty-five (35) linear feet.

d. All U-shaped driveways must include a twenty-five (25) foot separation
between each entrance/exit along the parcel's frontage, measured from the outside of the
driveway flare.

(5) Through-lots. All standards and provisions of this section shall apply to driveways on
through-lots, unless transitional standards within Chapter 2 of this title permit otherwise.

SECTION 2. EFFECTIVE DATE; EXPIRATION OF URGENCY ORDINANCE 791.
This Ordinance shall take effect 30 days after its adoption.

SECTION 3. PUBLICATION.
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The City Clerk is directed to cause this ordinance or a summary of this ordinance to be
published as required by state and local law.

The foregoing Ordinance was introduced by the City Council of the City of Coalinga,
California, at a regular scheduled meeting held on October 18, 2018, and was passed and adopted
by the City Council at a regular meeting held on November 1, 2018, by the following vote:
AYES:

NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

APPROVED:

Mayor
City of Coalinga
ATTEST:

City Clerk/Deputy City Clerk
City of Coalinga



Staff Report - City Council/Successor Agency/Public Finance Authority

Subject: Adoption of criteria for the issuance of second driveway
approaches for commercial and residential properties.

Meeting Date: | June 14, 2012
From: Darrel Pyle, City Manager

Prepared by: Sean Brewer, Assistant Community Development Director

l. RECOMMENDATION:

Adopt the Planning Commission’s recommended policy and criteria for the issuance of second driveway
approaches for commercial and residential properties.

Il BACKGROUND:

Over the course of the last couple years the City has received several requests for encroachment permits
for the installation of a second driveway approach. Historically, the issuance of permits for sidewalks,
curbs, gutters and driveways has been handled and approved by the Public Works Director as long as the
improvements meet all City construction standards which, in the case of a new driveway, addresses
spacing between approaches, number of approaches on one frontage, and the physical construction of
the driveway.

In the past, Community Development staff has not been included in the review of such applications. The

only reason these permits are currently being issued by the Building Department is because they have
the software to issue such permits.

Il. DISCUSSION:

At the April 24, 2012 Planning Commission meeting, staff and the Planning Commission discussed issues
and concerns related to the approval of second driveways solely on the fact that the request meets City
construction standards.

After taking into consideration the commission’s comments and concerns discussed at their April 24,
2012 meeting, staff has prepared a policy and set of criteria to follow when considering a request for an
additional drive approach, curb cut, and driveway enlargement for both existing commercial/industrial and

residential properties. The Planning Commission approved the attached policy recommending adoption
by the City Council at their next regularly scheduled meeting.

V. ALTERNATIVES:

1. Do not adopt the Commission’s recommended policy.

2. Amend the recommended policy.
V. FISCAL IMPACT:

None



POLICY AND CRITERIA FOR THE ISSUANCE OF A SECOND DRIVEWAY
APPROACH FOR ALL COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL AND RESIDENTIAL
PROPERTIES

Requests for second driveways and drive approaches for street frontage (not alleys) shall be submitted to
the Community Development Department for review and approval prior to the issuance of an
encroachment permit. Approvals of second driveway requests will be based on the following set of
general requirements and criteria (Section 9-2.4-B.13 of the Municipal Code related to driveways and
drive approaches still apply):

Residential:

Safety;

Neighborhood Consistency;

New driveway must lead to a legal garage or carport (cannot create a parking slab);
Off-street parking availability;

Proximity to nearest street crossing;

Existing access; and

Existing percentage of non-pervious surfaces in front yard.

Nook~wdE

Commercial/Industrial:

1. Safety;
2. Neighborhood and zone district consistency;

APPEAL.: Should the applicant disagree with the decision of the Community Development Department
the applicant may file a written appeal to the Planning Commission for consideration at their next
scheduled meeting. The written appeal shall be delivered to the City Clerk’s office within five (5) days of
staff’s written determination. Final appeal shall be to the City Council in accordance with Chapter 4 of the
Coalinga Municipal Code.
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