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meeting. The 48-hour notification will enable the City to make arrangements to
ensure accessibility to this meeting.
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PA12-0027

Energy Efficiency and Climate Action Strategy
Development Code Amendment
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Citywide

To adopt an Energy Efficiency and Climate
Action Strategy Document. The proposal
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reduce overall energy use, increase the use of
renewable energy, and identify the life cycle
costs of future City projects.

Gabriel Diaz

APPROVE Resolution No. 2012-23 and thereby
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CALL TO ORDER

Chair Baker convened the Regular Meeting of the City of Moreno Valley Planning
Commission on the above date in the City Council Chambers located at 14177

Frederick Street.

ROLL CALL

Commissioners Present:
Chair Baker
Commissioner Crothers
Commissioner Giba
Commissioner Owings
Commissioner Ramirez
Commissioner Van Natta

Excused Absence:
Vice Chair Salas

Staff Present:

John Terell, Planning Official
Senior Planner Mark Gross
Associate Planner Gabriel Diaz

Michael Lloyd, Transportation Consultant Engineer

MARCH 8™ 2012

Clement Jimenez, Land Development Engineer

Randy Metz, Fire Marshall
Suzanne Bryant, Assistant City

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

CHAIR BAKER - Thank you.
please?

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS

Attorney

Could | have a motion to approve the Agenda

— Il motion

DRAFT PC MINUTES
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COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Second

CHAIR BAKER - | have a motion to move to approve the Agenda and a second;
all those in favor?

Opposed — 0

Motion carries 6 — 0, with one absent (Vice Chair Salas)

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

CHAIR BAKER — May the public please be advised of the procedures to be
followed in this meeting. Procedures are on display at the rear of the room.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

CHAIR BAKER — Comments by any member of the public on any matter which
is not listed on the Agenda and which is within the subject matter jurisdiction of
the Commission.

NON-PUBLIC ITEMS

CHAIR BAKER - We have no Non-Public Items, so we’ll start with Public Items
at this time.

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

1. Case Number: PA11-0038 Conditional Use Permit
P11-098 Amended Master Plot Plan
P12-012 Administrative Variance
Case Planner: Mark Gross

CHAIR BAKER - This case has to do with a Fast Food Restaurant with Drive-
thru located in the Moreno Valley Shopping Center with a Conditional Use
Permit, Amended Plot Plan with and Administrative Variance. Mark Gross will be
our Planner for this item and Mark will you please proceed.

SENIOR PLANNER GROSS - Yes, good evening Chair Baker and members of
the Planning Commission. As you mentioned I’'m Mark Gross, Senior Planner to
provide a brief report on this particular project before you this evening. The
Applicant, MacDonald’s USA is requesting the approval as we mentioned of a
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Conditional Use Permit, Master Plot Plan and an Administrative Variance for a
3,838 square foot fast food restaurant. It will have a drive-thru and it will be
located in the Moreno Valley Plaza Shopping Center. It is going to be located on
an 18 acre site within the Community Commercial Land Use District as well as
the Village Specific Plan. The project is located on the south side of Sunnymead
Boulevard between Graham Street and Heacock Street and is proposed to
replace a 6,636 square foot retail building, which will be demolished. A fast food
drive-thru restaurant on a commercial parcel is considered a conditional
permitted use; conditionally permitted use as the parcel it sits on is within 300
feet of residential uses. Now the restaurant will be located in an integrated
shopping center on one of three large parcels adjacent to Sunnymead Boulevard
and it will be located within 600 feet from residential uses adjacent to the
southerly portion of the shopping center. Again, this will be located up towards
Sunnymead Boulevard.

The proposed use meets standards, in this case for circulation including drive
aisle, stacking of vehicles to the drive-thru window and driveway access. The
project site plan and elevation plans are located there on the far wall. A Master
Plot Plan as one of those plans depicts, does include for the entire 340,000
square foot retail shopping center and with this Master Plot Plan and it is going to
no changes in circulation and modification of the center itself. Now the parking
for the center includes approximately 1,708 parking stalls, 39 of the stalls are
going to be required for the restaurant use and some of those stalls will be
adjacent to the restaurant and of course some of them will be kind of into the
parking lot on the other side of the aisle.

The architectural design of the building has been... we've been working with the
Applicant pretty diligently to provide for compatibility with the existing shopping
center. In this case the project is really including a mixture of primarily the
current shopping center design, which would also combine with MacDonald’s
corporate design. Now in this case the structure takes on a Spanish
Mediterranean architectural theme which incorporates stucco walls, exposed
beams, visible columns; you have under eave embellishments; trellis and a
proposed tower element with an exposed tile roof. Those are all aspects and
items that are included within the shopping center and that does provide some of
the compatibility for architecture. Now additional conditions of approval are also
included to ensure compatibility of color with the City’s color palette and the
decorative up lighting sconces will we’ll also be requiring at the building permit
stage.

Now the Applicant has also provided or applied in this case for an Administrative
Variance and this variance is going to allow a trellis, which again is another
architectural feature that you will see in that particular center. It is going to be
attached to the fast food restaurant and is going to encroach two feet into the 20
foot front yard setback. Now in this case an Administrative Variance is allowed
for a 10 percent adjustment of existing setback requirements which it is meeting
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and justification for the variance includes compatibility as | mentioned the posts
and trellis with features included in the shopping center; also there are front yard
setbacks out on that center that is only 15 feet. In fact all of the other buildings
that are located up along Sunnymead Boulevard are all typically 15 feet to the
property line, where this one is 20 and you are actually allowing for that two foot
encroachment of the post and also in this case it is compatible for the fact that
the General Plan goals and objectives have been met including convenient and
comfortable pedestrian access to sidewalks where buildings are designed and
are sited to a human scale environment.

Now the fast food restaurant project and demolition of the building; the retail
building are exempt from the requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) that is pursuant to 15303, New Construction or Conversion of
Small Structures. We did provide noticing out within a 300 foot radius of the site
and in the newspaper and on the site itself. The City received one general public
comment on the notices provided and that was via telephone. That concludes
the brief report on the project and at this point Staff would be happy to answer
any questions that you may have. | do want to mention that both Chris Stamps
the MacDonald’s representative and Erica Iverson, the project representative
from the Fiedler Group are both in the audience this evening to answer any
questions that will be later on in the Public Hearing process. Thank you.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay who wants to go first as far as questions of Staff? Okay
right here.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS — Mark you said that you got one response from
the community. What was the response? Was it positive; negative...?

SENIOR PLANNER GROSS - Yes the response actually Commissioner
Crothers was a... we had a call and actually | believe it was a resident that was
south of the site and he was just asking about what building was actually going to
be demolished out there on the site and so we did kind of mention that if you
know the site it is the old warehouse; it used to be the Warehouse Records
Building and that was all he really wanted to know. He said he didn’t have any
issues regarding the project.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - Okay thank you

CHAIR BAKER — Very good. Who is next?

COMMISSIONER RAMIREZ — Hi Mark. My question is the tile roofing that’s on
that structure; that post; is that the only area that is going to have tile roofing?

SENIOR PLANNER GROSS — Well yeah, Commissioner Ramirez, | believe the
tile that you see is going to be on the tower element. That is the only area where
there will be tile elements. That is something that we wanted. We wanted to
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make sure that we get some of the site or the architecture into this site. Again it
is more kind of Spanish Mediterranean and in this case we have the tile roofs on
that particular tile structure, but that is the only structure.

COMMISSIONER RAMIREZ — And that color is going to match the other tile
structures that are in the facilities?

SENIOR PLANNER GROSS — That's correct, it will match.

COMMISSIONER RAMIREZ — Okay

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — A couple of questions. Number one, | had the
same concern about the tile roof. It seems like one little corner of tile doesn’t
really bring it that much into the same appearance from the rest of the buildings
that all have tile roofs. Was there any consideration to like a fagade along the
edge that showed at least a tile trim or something like that?

SENIOR PLANNER GROSS - Commissioner Van Natta, | believe we really
worked with the Applicant on this. In a sense when we first got it, | don’t believe
there was any tile on some of the areas. We did again try to get it for this tower
element. It didn’t appear that based on the aspects of the roof line that we would
be able to get tile on any portions of that or any other type of embellishment on
that particular building?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Because to me it kind of looks like a modernish
square box with some trim on it that somebody stuccoed; little tower that got
some tile on there and it doesn’t to me look much like the other buildings in the
center.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - It’'s not too Mediterranean

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Yes, not much Mediterranean. That was one
question. The other question that | had is where the main driveway comes in
alongside that, is that where that other stop light is where people are going to be
turning in off of Sunnymead? There is no stop light or anything there?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - The stop light is down the street

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - It is down the street further

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes it is to the west

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - So at the point where they would be turning left
in for example, coming westbound on Sunnymead, they would be pulling in
across traffic to get into that location?
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PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, it is one of the main driveways; it is really
the main driveway that goes towards the supermarket that is there and there is a
center turn lane there.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - There is a center turn lane; okay

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Alright, that was my questions for now

COMMISSIONER BAKER — Okay, who's next?

COMMISSIONER GIBA - | don’t know if this is for Mike probably more than
anybody else. Personally | don’t have a problem with the tile or anything. It is off
of the face; it is off on the front; | think that’s all cool with me, but | think what was
troubling me because | went down to the site to look at it is the one road on our
right side of it is almost like an alley entrance between what used to be the
record store and is now the Subway on that other side. It is not a real wide road
for all intents and purposes and the one on the other side is a little bit further
down; that’s the stop light with a double lane entrance. Are we following? But
what I'm showing is that you've got entrance into the MacDonald’s from both
directions to their drive-thru. Do you follow me? So, the pattern I've got here
shows they can enter the drive-thru at only one location, but from both entrances.
I’'m concerned about the back up of traffic trying to get in. | love MacDonald’s
and if everybody else is trying to into MacDonald’s at the same time to get
something to eat, they are going to hitting each other nose on to go into that only
one direction and do you get me and I'm afraid you might have a big traffic tie up
out on Sunnymead Boulevard. Is there any way to mitigate that to having only
being able to access from only one of those main entry drive points? Am |
making sense Michael?

TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER LLOYD - | do understand what you’re
describing.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Okay, good, thank you

TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER LLOYD - In response and by the way I'm
Michael Lloyd with Transportation Engineering. | do understand what your
concern is, but | think the mitigating factor would be that we do have design
standards for stacking for drive-thru; you know fast food restaurants and from
what | understand this either meets it or it exceeds our stacking requirements, so
the likelihood of any traffic backing out onto Sunnymead would be minimal to not
likely; and | don’t have the exact measurements in terms of how far the drive-thru
is from Sunnymead, but we would be talking about a significant number of
vehicles in queue. | think and if I'm correct Mark, our standard calls for eight
vehicles in queue, so we are providing at least eight vehicles of stacking space
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within the drive-thru lane itself, so for it to spill back onto Sunnymead, we are
probably talking about 20 and I’'m just guessing off the top of my head here, but
probably 20 vehicles or more, so that is a significant number of vehicles that |
can’t recall from just personal observation seeing that at fast-food restaurants
across the City, so maybe you have some personal experience with that number
of vehicles, but | can’t recall any.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes the other thing is and it might be a
question when the Applicant comes up, we talked about that very issue and they
explained kind of the way their restaurants operate now, where there is a pay
window and then there is... well there is an order area, there is a pay window
and then there is a pick-up window and how that creates a better flow of
customer traffic because they told us and | have to believe them is they are just
as concerned; they want their customers to have a convenient and a good
experience going through the drive-thru. You asked another question regarding
people coming from two major... and | think the answer to that is no there isn’t
really a way to limit that unless we were going to change the circulation for the
center itself and that would probably have impacts on other tenants there. This is
kind of on a back water lane. It is not the major lane.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — No it's not. It’s just; | call it an alley lane for all intents
and purposes and it is a very tight lane between there; it's not a double lane and |
hear what you are saying and Mark | don’t know if it was really directed at you
and just the two of you sitting there; it's cool but there are two concerns there
when I'm saying that. | went out there and | looked at the flow of the area. (a)
We've never had a fast food restaurant on that street before. | think it is
marvelous to have one there, but we don’t know what’s going to happen to
Sunnymead Boulevard with the traffic from the other side and all the traffic that
comes up to Sunnymead Boulevard. The second thing is these two are coming
into each other head on to go in there and | don’t remember and if anybody can
else can help me, | don’t remember too many fast food restaurants that have
double access into a point like that and | looked around tried to find something.
They always have one circulating pathway into it and not two drives coming into
it, so the stack up | am also concerned about is when the two are meeting head
to head, who is going first, who is going second; the stop sign there. Do you
know what I'm saying? We might end up having a traffic flow problem there and
maybe not; you guys are the experts and not me, | just want you to consider that
and take a look at that issue.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes we did ask that question specifically and
Michael can... and we moved the drive-thru entry away. | mean there were
several changes to kind of move it as far away from the drive entrance as
possible, but | think having the two entry ways in there will probably make things
a little bit better because not all of the traffic will be coming from one side. I'm
trying to think, there are a number of fast food restaurants elsewhere in town and
not on Sunnymead Boulevard that do have kind of a similar situation and I'm
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thinking of say the Baker’s or the Panda Express in front of Costco, where you
have that drive aisle and they are coming in from both ends.

COMMISSIONER GIBA - | know, I've been caught in that before

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - So, the strength here and I'll defer back to
Michael, it is not on a main drive, it is on an alley as you said and is between and
not right at a main drive aisle.

TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER LLOYD - | can’t think of anything to add to
that. As John eluded, we've gone through some iterations; at least two or three
on trying to site the drive-thru so that it operates and functions smoothly and
safely and this was the end product of those iterations that this was believed not
only by the Applicant but by City Staff that this was the best alternative.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — | don’t think it is a deal killer at any rate, but I'm just
concerned that | want it to be a wonderful experience for the people too and if
they are coming down Sunnymead Boulevard and they turn right into the alley
and they are waiting to turn left into that alley or they are coming into the other
side, | know that this is a wonderful opportunity for our City to have MacDonald’s
in the middle of the town for all intents and purposes, because there is only one
on Day Street and that is not ours and | think we have one all the way at the
other end of Heacock...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Perris

COMMISSIONER GIBA - All the way up Perris; yes

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So Jeff, so | can clarify if | could, you're concern is
that there would be queuing occurring in the alley

COMMISSIONER GIBA — And in the parking lot area right in front of the
entrance where there is...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Could we specify which entrance if we could so |
can understand; can we talk about them one at a time?

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Sure

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - The entrance in the alley would queue into
Sunnymead and only people driving and | guess that would be south or east
would be able to turn into that alley, is that correct?

COMMISSIONER GIBA — That alley would be east or west on Sunnymead
Boulevard
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COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — They'd come either way

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - | thought there was a traffic separator there?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — No he said there is a turn lane

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | believe it is open and what they have | think

is what | think recall is a media knot which is a flat median. It is a different
pavement type but it is not raised so that you can drive on it...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So they can’t turn in there, so you’re concern is
because there is traffic flow from both directions, that there could be queuing in
the alley which might extend into Sunnymead Boulevard and then | didn’t quite
understand on the second one your supposition is that people would go around if
there is queuing there would they drive around and that would cause a problem
at the main entrance?

COMMISSIONER GIBA - | guess my vision is a little different. There are two
access points in two; | mean to say three access points coming in from the
parking lot itself, but only two access points coming into the entrance to the
MacDonald’s drive-thru. Coming through that little alley way; if you are assuming
everybody is coming to MacDonald’s, but what if | turn into that alley and I’'m not
coming to MacDonald’s, I'm caught in MacDonald’s queue, because | can’t get
out of there. Do you follow me? So that’s one and number two you've got traffic
coming in from both and coming from the west going east in that little front of
MacDonald’s and you've got traffic coming in from the small alley way and they
are going to hit head on and whose is there to tell them who goes first and who
goes second and who goes third. We already know we have some of those
problems when you come to a four-way stop sign. You see what | mean and yet
yes maybe you guys have got all the experience that that is not going to happen
but | can see something is going to happen there. I'm not sure.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well I think | share your concern about part of it.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - If | might. | have a question but it would be
easier for me if | could go over there and point to what I'm talking about. Is this
okay?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, so | don’t know if you want to use the
mike so we have it on the...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Okay thank you, just so I've got this clear in my
head. This is the part that faces Sunnymead Boulevard right?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Correct
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COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — A couple of things. This right here is what I'm
saying is not looking like it matches with the construction of the rest of the center.
Is there any reason why this lattice overlook here can’t be some sort of a tiled
patio cover type looking thing that comes down at a little bit of an angle instead of
just the flat, so that it gives it more of that tile look that the rest of the center has?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes, could it; yes there are some covered
walkways on the main shop buildings. There are actually two types of buildings
there. There are buildings that have these flat fronts and the majority which is a
lot of the major stores and then there are smaller stores that have basically a
walkway and we did look at one alternative but the amount of roof they could
accomplish which was so small that it really didn’'t give the same effect as the
other roofs there. It is a good question for the Applicant also, but could that
happen; yes. The trellis is also pretty common throughout the shopping center.
The other thing that is on there is the decorative cap that is around the top of all
the buildings, but would a roof similar to what is on the front of the shop buildings
be possible and make it compatible; sure it would, but that was not a design
element that the Applicant felt comfortable with.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - I'd like to see them try something else. The
other question has to do with the traffic flow and everything. Down here is where
the light is right?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Correct

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Okay, and then here you have this open what
they used to call Dead Man’s Lane or something like that.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Suicide, if you are so inclined

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Yes suicide, okay, because there are
businesses on the other side over here and if you start increasing the amount of
traffic that is going to be turning left into here and all you have is the suicide lane,
then you are going to run into problems with people pulling into here to turn left;
people pulling into here to turn left into head on traffic type of thing. Can a
double turn lane be put here for the access to this alley here or to this extra wide
driveway to where you actually have a left turn lane put in there so that it... for
both directions so that it isn’t a suicide lane at that point. Is that practical?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | think I'll defer to Michael but | don'’t think
there is enough width there.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Well there is down here. Isn’t there a turn lane
here?

TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER LLOYD — Correct
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COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — That's the same width

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - It's not a double turn lane. | believe they
have... they are next each other but they are not side by each, correct?

TRAFFIC CONSULTANT ENGINEER LLOYD — Right, it’s...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — No | didn’t mean double as two that could turn
left at the same time. It is similar to what was done here at the light. Could that
be done there? Wouldn'’t that provide better access and also control the traffic
flow a little bit?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Possibly, but | remember it was very painful
when the Redevelopment Agency went through design of the Sunnymead
Boulevard enhancements to close off any existing access that people had. It did
occur at the signalized intersections because that was where you have the most
concentrated turning movements. I’'m not saying that it's not possible, but | don’t
believe that there were any traffic issues identified with this particular Applicant to
force that level of improvements in the public street.

TRANSPORTATION CONSULTANT ENGINEER — That is correct John

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Okay

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — We couldn'’t justify making that a requirement

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Okay, alright, well that was my questions,
thank you.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — So it gets back to what you and | were talking
about. You're suggestion might be as | understand it was to consider eliminating
the alley access?

COMMISSIONER GIBA - I'm going to defer that to the experts out there and I'm
saying this only because I'm trying to alert you to a concern. Your job is to find
the answer to the concern, it is not for me to tell you the answer to the concern;
at least | don’t think so. | don'’t think closing the alley off for the access to the site
is wise but maybe perhaps not allowing entrance into MacDonald’s from that
point.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | guarantee if you block access to that
MacDonald’s from that point, people are going to make illegal turns to get into
that parking lot; absolutely.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — No, no, I'm not saying block off the street access, |
just said that. | not saying about block off the alley way access, I'm just saying at
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that immediate right hand turn. They can go through the parking lot to go there;
they are going to do that anyway.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - They are going to turn off Sunnymead into that
alley way to get into MacDonald’s anyway

COMMISSIONER GIBA - Absolutely they will, but they don’t queue up right
there at that corner.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — How would you prevent them from...? I’'m curious
how...

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Well make that an end parking zone. That is the end
of the parking lot at that point; at that road for the entrance to MacDonald’s and
make your roadway just come around and they’ll do that anyway because they
are going to park. You are going to have people having to park over there to go
to MacDonald’s to eat and now they are going to be skittering across all the lines
of traffic trying go in there as well. | mean that’s only my vision okay and that’s
all....

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well | share... | understand your concern because
you know if you have ever driven into that center, sometimes it is like taking your
life in your own hands.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — But | don’t see how making people go through
more of the parking lot to get there is going to do anything more than just cause
more parking lot accidents.

COMMISSIONER GIBA - Like | said, it's not a scene stealer; it's not a scene
stealer, I'm just giving you something to think about. If there is nothing you can
do about that and this is the best access that you have, hey unless you put it in
there, you know no problem on my point, this is not something I’'m going to say |
don’t this here for; if you understand my point, but | think it is incumbent on us up
here to point out things that might be of current concern, even though you didn’t
get the phone call, because not everybody comes to these meetings or even
watches them.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, | think to some extent if we let shopping
centers once... we try to create standards that provide the separations that work
generally, but there are possibilities for extra stacking in a parking lot and that
shopping center has to manage those or that restaurant has to manage those. |
think a good example of that would be Baker's again. Baker’s does not have
sufficient space. They meet the Code, but their operations are different and they
stack up more, but they worked a way to do it that they stack up back into the
parking spaces and people seem to kind of know that; they kind of get used to
that and they just start queuing up and they seem to be much nicer than maybe
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the people queuing for the gas station over there, but it is much more orderly and
| think they’ve worked that out. Why can'’t | think of the name of it...at Portello’s
across the way, they have a pretty elaborate system they set up in order to
address when they have their high volume times also and they you know if they
have to they go out there and they direct traffic, so | understand your concern,
but when we go beyond the Code or the industry standards, it is really hard to
come up with something that eliminates those kind of unforeseen issues, but
again | think it is a question for the Applicant. They can explain, which they did to
us, and it made sense that you have three points that you are stopping before
you get your food and it is going much quicker and you have additional queuing
spaces between the pay window and the pickup window there are additional
people waiting there, rather than everyone stacked up at the pickup window,
which is typically; which is how the eight car standard was established. It was
really to the pickup window. Here the car standard is through the pay window, so
they are really exceeding the normally standard.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - John to just follow up on that you know and bear
with me a little bit, but right behind the pay window is the pickup window and
there is a car right behind you, so you know the queuing standard really, | don’t
follow how that creates...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Well most restaurants have pay and pickup at
the same window.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So there is a longer delay at that window, but it is
just a matter of a car length or two the difference between the two windows.

CHAIR BAKER - A couple of cars

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes at least, and then the idea is then it is
exceeding the standard because we measured at the most conservatively

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Not to beat a dead horse but...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — They are not serving that at MacDonald’s I'm
sorry...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Well there is some talk about it... At the risk of
beating a dead horse, you know | sort of share some of those concerns that you
are having there and it seems to me the only way to resolve that would be to not
use that alley way as an entrance way and have one single entrance way and it
seems to be the only realistic way to solve it and that would probably be harmful
to other businesses correct?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes and | think it might actually make it worse
because then you would in fact if you came out of the drive aisle you would be
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stacking all one way and | think much more likely to get out to Sunnymead, that
main drive aisle then allowing people... we all want them to be successful
stacking from both ends and just having a little bit of courtesy

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So going from the last comment you made in
terms of their responsibility to know what they’re doing. They are the one with
the investment here.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes and this is a Conditional Use Permit, so if
there really was a problem caused that spilled out over onto the public street that
that management of the shopping center wasn’t able to control internally, it is a
Conditional Use Permit and we would have a little more...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — We would have some recourse as a City; correct?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes

COMMISSIONER GIBA — And I'd like to say in some ways MacDonald’s | hope
that really does happen, because that means you are getting a lot of people
come in.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Believe me they’ll have plenty of business I'm
sure. The firm that is designing this specializes in these types of restaurants. I'm
familiar with the firm, so | do have some confidence that they know what they are
doing. So going on if | could just further onto Meli’'s concerns about the
compatibility of the design | built a building somewhat similar to this in another
City and we had some of the same concerns and the tiled veranda was the basic
way that we resolved the issue with the City and | could sure see that working
into that and my point is that you trying to get some architectural design point in
here and the tower is just kind of one them and then the trellis and because both
of them are in the shopping center doesn’t necessarily mean that both have to be
displayed on this building. The more dominant one would probably be tile, so |
think | would like to say as a condition of approval of this that we would require
some additional work on the facing to the Sunnymead building or the building
facing Sunnymead to incorporate more points in the tile on that side, whether it
be a veranda or a mansard or something of that nature. | don’t think that that...
so that’s within our prerogative; correct?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes

CHAIR BAKER — Why don’t we do this at this point... yes, one quick question?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — When we are brought something like when we
are told that they are trying to match the architectural design of the center, would
it be possible to have some sort of a display that shows how this fits in with the
architectural design other samples within that center along Sunnymead
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Boulevard and then say look this is where we pulled this in and this is how it will
look with the other buildings that are there, because looking at the pictures;
remembering what the center looks like; seeing what it is now and so forth, it
sometimes it is a little difficult to truly judge whether or not that is going to be
within the architectural scheme.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, thats a fair request because
compatibility doesn’t mean matching and as you say a picture might answer a
thousand questions but is worth a thousand words at least.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Just one more thing for you guys to do.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — And so certainly a picture of one of the
buildings and showing each of these elements that are on buildings...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — The Applicant may have a picture of that now
right?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — They may

CHAIR BAKER - Why don’t we do this? Let’s bring the Applicant forward right
now. Do both you folks want to come forward or do we have the people from the
Fiedler Group and then the lady from MacDonald’s; correct? If you would do a
favor for me, just state your name and your business address for the record
please.

APPLICANT IVERSON - Well good evening, my name is Erica Iverson. | am
with the Fiedler Group. It is 2322 West Third Street in Los Angeles. We have
been working with Staff on some of these issues, both circulation and the
elevations. Those were their concerns as well with site. [I'll start with the
circulation element that has been discussed here. First off, you know the existing
circulation for that shopping center is not changing. We wanted to work within
the system that is there. We don’t want to change that. People are familiar with
it and it is working well at the time. Our original site plan actually did stack up
closer to that entry way on the east side. We were less than 30 feet from that
drive aisle and working with the Planning Staff and Traffic Engineering we
needed to exceed 30 feet. We are now 70 feet from that drive entrance plus our
eight cars of stacking to the cash window and there is another 40 feet to the
pickup window. MacDonald’s has spent a lot of time analyzing that and how that
works and for them, those are really critical dimensions and we meet those
dimensions for them. They have an order point; they have 60 feet; they have
their cash window where they pay and another 40 feet where they pickup. That
was all analyzed to make sure that they are efficiently operating. They don’t
have cars... you know it’s a full car length then that can stack there and it keeps
the flow circulating. They certainly did not want to have the situation that has
been discussed here where people are frustrated and are spending too much
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time. They won’t come if they have to deal with that, so it is something that
we’ve thought about and feel that this layout will work for us.

As far as the architecture is concerned, again working with Planning Staff, it was
a concern of there’s and we felt going forward that the trellis element that we
provide on the Sunnymead Boulevard; that is something that is seen all over that
center. They have those covered walkways and it really is making a statement
for that shopping center. The tower element is something that is seen not on
every building, but it is there on certain buildings as a feature; kind of a focal
point if you will and you know we thought looking at MacDonald’s branding
elements that we need to incorporate plus what is happening in the center, these
were the items. Again working with Planning that we all agreed were going to be
the best fit. Our building is more modern. That center is outdated and we were
really looking to get you something that is going to make a nice transition into
how do we fit this MacDonald’s; a new building, into something that has been
there for several years and that is really the approach that we’ve taken at this
time. Chris Stamps with MacDonald’s is also here if you have questions of him
or further questions from me.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, are there any questions of the Applicant here from
anybody?

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Chair, could we just sort of start out with the
queuing. If my simple math is that’'s about 17 car lengths. Is that what you are
suggesting? What is the average car length... 12 feet; 10 feet; 12 feet...?

APPLICANT IVERSON - Right, so car lengths of stacking; the eight that has
been discussed here is really the Code requirement and then we have the 40
feet between windows, so that would be a car at the cash window, a car in
between the cash window and the...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Have you calculated the total numbers from the
street to the window? It seems like it might be around...

APPLICANT IVERSON - | honestly have not, but you’ve got 70 feet in the alley
leading to the drive-thru entrance and you’ve got another 100 feet to the order
point, another 60 feet...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Yes | think it calculates somewhere around 17 or
18 cars, so that’s quite a few

APPLICANT IVERSON - Yes it's a lot

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — And then transitioning onto Meli’s concern about
the design elements. | appreciate your comment about it tying into the other
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building, but it is in my opinion the weakest design element in the center and of
course that is just my opinion.

APPLICANT IVERSON — Which one?

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — The trellis...

APPLICANT IVERSON — The trellis...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Yes and a stronger design element would be a tile
veranda, which is not really much more cost. | know there is structural issues
concerned with it, but hopefully you wouldn’t find that condition to be over
burdening, but you know and | also want to clarify my concern and | think Jeff’s
concern is not about frustration of the customers and the City’s concern, is public
safety and that is why so much discussion about the queuing onto that very busy
street, which is somewhat antiquated too in its design, so | just want to make it
clear we like what you are doing and we appreciate your investment in our
community, but there are other concerns and they do involve public safety and so
that's my major reason why | believe are the points. We just need to make sure
it isn’'t a safety issue. | think that is a proper statement isn’t it. Alright, thank you.

CHAIR BAKER - Now | assume Chris is an operations person from
MacDonald’s. Is that correct?

SPEAKER - Good evening Commissioner. No I’'m actually their Construction
Manager from MacDonald’s.

CHAIR BAKER - Can you address this concern they have on the traffic flow?
You've got restaurants everywhere.

SPEAKER - Yes we do. | mean these are studied pretty hard through our
Corporate with MacDonald’s on our queuing and in some instances and I'm not
saying in this case, but we do have some projects that actually have duel order
points, because there are some configurations where we have done that, but it is
not the case here, just because we have studied these so much, but | mean as
Erica said we are stacking close to 17 from our presenter window where the food
is being presented all the way back and through. The timing of getting the food
out is very, very fast. You know it is very proficient. We call it more of a you
know of an optimization. That is what we call this new kind of configuration with
the drive-thru. It has been studied very hard and we haven’t had any issues with
any type of stacking on any of the other projects at least my standpoint from
working on it. We do have same conditions where you do have two different
entryways that do come in, so from MacDonald’s standpoint we are pretty
comfortable on saying that from a stacking requirement, we are over exceeding
the limit that the City has and we are comfortable on saying that. As you said it is
a Conditional Use Permit and if there were some issues that might come up in
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the future we would be more than happy to address you know the Planning
Commission again on that if there were some complaints and try to work out a
scenario from that.

CHAIR BAKER — Okay, thank you. Does anyone else have any...?

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Thank you guys. | really appreciate you bringing
MacDonald’s to the center of our town; | really do.

SPEAKER - It should be a great project

COMMISSIONER GIBA - Yes and | think it is going to look very nice. | think
what you said about upscaling or starting to transition this to looking a little bit
more modern is probably a wise thing to do because that was built when | was
living behind it and | don't live there anymore; | live elsewhere. We moved here
in 1982 that hole was just an empty lot, so I've seen a lot of changes and | think
that is a good thing and | hate to be and I'm not going to beat the horse, he has
already dead, so we’re not going to beat him, but | just wanted to make one final
point. All our concerns were queuing for MacDonald’s. Am | correct?

SPEAKER - Sure

COMMISSIONER GIBA — My other concern wasn’'t MacDonald’s I'm sorry. My
concern was people trying to get into the shopping center and getting stuck in
MacDonald’s line.

SPEAKER - | understand

COMMISSIONER GIBA — And | think it is wonderful that all the people want to
go to MacDonald’s but there are going to be some people turning into that road
who may not want to MacDonald’s and now they are stuck in your queue.

SPEAKER - | understand

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Do you see my other concern with that? That is an
access point to the shopping center as well as an access point to MacDonald’s
and that was my big concern. Now I’'m thinking while you guys were talking that
is a two way road going in and going out; just as a point. What if you made it
only a one way in and you can’t go out that way. Now you have two entrances
into the shopping center and you’ve got a very large lit exit on the west side that
people can leave the shopping center and you’ve got another shopping point exit
to the right up by what used to be the bank and is now Jose’s; right, so what will
happen instead of having an in and out at that location, can you just have a
double entrance so that people coming to the shopping center can come in on
the left side and if they want go to MacDonald’s they come in on the other side.
Just a thought.
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PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes, | would defer to Michael on that but | can
hear the screams already on the other tenants that that is their main access.

COMMISSIONER GIBA - You know what, I’'m throwing everything out there, but
it is not a scene killer, okay. | want you to understand that. It was just like Tom
was saying; it was just my concern for the community. Yes it is true, people
figure things out, but if they are going to figure out their own problems, why did
you have us here to begin with. | was hoping that we could try to help them
figure it out before it became a problem and last of all | don’t want it to be a
problem for you. | don’t want you to come back and say we’ve got a problem and
we’ve got to fix it.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So Jeff, if understand what you are saying, you
would limiting only the egress, not the ingress.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Right, exactly... The people could have their own
special lane coming into the shopping center and the other lane would be just
coming into MacDonald’s, so now you could queue your little heart out and the
people could still get into the shopping center and they can still exit at several
other points. Just a thought Michael

TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER LLOYD - | understand what you are
describing.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — You don’t even have to answer me now. It is just
something to think about; that’s all.

TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER LLOYD - I'll provide a very quick response if
that is okay with the Commissioners. If we left the driveway as is today, it is wide
enough and it functions as two directions; northbound and southbound; in and
out of the lot. In order to effectively restrict access to ingress only, that would
most likely require reconstruction of the driveway so that it is not the width of two
lanes, because people are accustomed to travelling as if it is both ingress and
egress; we’re making a change, if we don’t change the width of the driveway and
we left it as is, people will continue to travel as if it was a two way operation, so
that is something to consider. In that analysis if we left it as is, it is probably
going to function whether we want it to or not.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Thank you Michael, that's what | needed to hear

CHAIR BAKER — Okay, does anyone else have any comments of the Applicant?

SPEAKER - | just really quick; I'm sorry; | just want to get direction on kind of the
architectural standpoint on the tile veranda with you guys because | want to be
clear on what we are going to be actually... you want to condition us to put some
additional architecture on the building with some tile and | just want to be very
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clear where we are at because you know as you can see and now as we kind of
discuss some of the design, this is all of our MacDonald’s that we are doing now
nationwide have the same architecture features in terms of having more the
square up with the parapet and then having the roof elements that kind of break it
up with the trellis and | just want to get direction on kind of where we are at
because you know we want to work with Staff obviously on this because it is a
corporate image and having something deviate from that as well as obviously as
something that... you know I just want to make sure we are clear on kind of what
the direction is; that’s all.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Okay, in taking a look at the whole thing as a
whole, | mean | understand what you are saying about combining the old with the
new and moving it forward a little bit, there is going to be some time and |
remember once my office was over there and they brought some designer in for
the whole plaza to update the look and that’s problem going to happen sometime
in the future where they are going to want to update the look sometime and you
know there is not much sense in matching so totally to what is there, that then
you also have to be updated at the same time and | think this design does do a
pretty good job of bringing the old in with the new, but it seems as though that
concession to that red tile just on the tower somehow seems a little bit out of
balance. | don’t know as replacing the trellis part would be the solution because
as you mentioned, that covered trellis walkway is throughout the center, but it
seems like a brick-like trim along the top of the building to bring that element
along; that brick element along to the rest of the building and kind of make it
included would not be difficult to do and would balance out the color without
clashing so much with the modern design element that you have on the end of
the building for MacDonald’s and that was kind of what | had in mind. | don’t
know what anybody else had in mind there. The trellis part; | mean | do recall
seeing all those covered walkways with the trellis work and so forth on it that
blend very well with that, but | think we do need to bring a little bit more of that tile
colored trim.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - If you don’t mind I'll just... My concern you take
this and extend it all the way. (Inaudible — does not have his speaker on)

SPEAKER - Drive-thru

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - If you extend something even clear to here; a
veranda or as Meli is saying (Inaudible — does not have his speaker on)

SPEAKER - Yes, that’s the thing; like the mansard roofs. | think that is what you
are trying to talk about. That is like what I'm trying to say, that is why we are
going with this new image is to get rid of the mansard roofs. It is the old
MacDonald’s style, so it is kind of like almost going backwards for what
MacDonald’s is trying to do onto what they are doing. That’s why I’'m just trying
to do...

DRAFT PC MINUTES 20 March 8", 2012
-24-



03N N kW

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - | wasn'’t talking about the mansard roof, I'm
just talking about the tile trim and it is not as much as the mansard roof.

SPEAKER - Like a roof cap type?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Yes like a cap

CHAIR BAKER - So what is the roof cap there now? Are you just doing a
stucco relief up there or how are you doing that?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, if | can intercede here. What we require
them to do is match the cap that is on the existing buildings there, so it’s like a
sculptured cap and I've asked Mark to see if we do have some pictures of it
because | think | understand what you are talking about, but | think that would be
an element that is not anyplace in the center of having a tile... which on other
centers we have that where they have kind of a tile band as the cap, but in this
center they actually have a sculptured and it is probably concrete or stucco band
on the top and that is what they would need to do to match here. When you
talked earlier, | thought you were talking about a much more substantial basically
roof over where the trellis is and that would be another element that is in the
center, but there are no mansard roofs. A mansard roof is typically a very steep
roof and there are no other mansard roofs there.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Yes and that wasn’t what | had in mind.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - And just a comment in reply to your comment,
unfortunately for MacDonald’s the City of Moreno Valley is not going to build the
rest of the City around your design, so | believe that that the mansard or the
covered trellis area might be the best way to bring in the... it's a stronger design
element and it would certainly... because this is facing the street and it is not
your best face forward. You know you put the pretty side of your building to the
inside, | think that is a good compromise is to put and even if it were just the
expanse of the existing trellis.

SPEAKER - Okay, so that was what | was just going to ask you; so you are
talking about extending the trellis further out.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - | think it would look better, but | think those are up
to you guys, but there should be at least over the area of the trellis.

SPEAKER — And | hear you; that is a possibility, but | would say we would
definitely like to work with Staff on figuring an actual design that we could all kind
of live with on that to accept it.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Sure
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SPEAKER — And | think we're close

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - | think you are clear in terms of what we’re saying.
Just a stronger design element to tie it in into the rest of the part, but it doesn’t
appear though you just stuck little tower and a cap up there.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Yes, it is the tower and the little cap that looks
a little out of place.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — The other question that | had for you and | don’t
mean this in any way shape or form to say this is a suggestion for this building,
but | am aware of the building that you built on University in Riverside and it
incorporates and | know the franchisee there is somewhat backing of a lead
building and it is a very advanced structure and the franchisee is to be applauded
for his willingness to do that and MacDonald’s for taking the lead and | wondered
why the University Street MacDonald’s got the good treatment and we didn’t get
any of all that advanced planning.

SPEAKER - That project was almost a pro-type. It is the only one we have on
the west coast. It is not even something we're doing. It was one that was
presented at that time, but it is the only one that we have. | think it is actually the
only one west of the Mississippi that we have that lead MacDonald’s. In terms of
the reason why that wasn’t brought in and I’'m not quite sure; I’'m not sure.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes | think as far as the design of the building,
the only major difference is | believe it has stack stone on it and there is no stack
stone in this center, so that would be really introducing a new design element.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well I mostly concerned about the solar panels

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — And obviously the solar panels; that could
always happen in the future, but it is not part of this...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well it just lends itself to incorporation of solar
panels as well as that building does on University.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Right, because it has them in the back, it has
them in the parking lot. There is certainly plenty of parking lot here where would
certainly welcome that if they were interested.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well | just am bringing it up for City Staff. | think it
is something that we should at least explore the feasibility of those types of and
maybe there are rewards the City could give for franchisee’s who got through the
additional expense of building that building. Now is a franchisee going to own
this building or is it corporately owned?

SPEAKER - Right now because it is going to be a rebuild, it is corporate.
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COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So the one on University is and I'm correct, it is a
franchisee; right?

SPEAKER - That is correct; yes

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Because | have indirectly been in contact with him

SPEAKER - Yes it is a very nice building, like | said it was more of a prototype
with MacDonald’s and it has served itself very nicely out in this area as you see
and you know | might also say that MacDonald’s is also you know we have other
projects that are going to be coming through City as well in the near future, so
we're going to be able to from a design standpoint, we'll try to make different
changes where we need to based on your recommendations as we go forward.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well we appreciate your cooperative nature.

SPEAKER - Sure

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, is there anyone else? Mark do you have anything to
add on the existing pictures on the detail on the top of that roof? | can’t
remember on that when | went out and looked at it.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes the pictures are of the existing building
and we can pass them around if you are interested, but there is a building in the
top left hand corner on this page that shows both the covered walkway with tile
and the covered walkway with the trellis. What isn't possible here for this
particular corporate image would be a full roof like you have on a house and a lot
of the buildings there actually do. It looks like a tile roof on a house; a very
residential style that just isn’t in favor anymore, but if you look at kind of the left
hand side of that building in the left hand corner, | think that’s is what you are
talking about instead of the trellis Meli that would be something that looks like the
left hand side of the building on the top left, where it is actually a tile covered
walkway; in this case a tile covered drive-thru.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Okay, I'm trying to figure out what I'm looking
at here. Okay, so this is the building being torn down? This is the building that is
being torn down; so this is what is on Sunnymead Boulevard right now; okay.

SPEAKER - Can | make a suggestion just so we can kind of put it all into a text?
We have a P27 has us doing prior to issuance of building permit's exterior
proposed for; the building shall be shown to be consistent with colors excluded in
the Moreno Valley Plaza Commercial Shopping Center and Village Specific Plan.
In that condition can we just maybe add verbiage and design as we go forward to
work with the Planning Director on making this compatible to what we can do.
Would that be okay?
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PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | think if that roof that | showed you is what
you want to talk about and see if have consensus, we can show that roof to you
and make sure that is something that you can live with.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well John my suggestion would be is to follow the
Applicant’s advice and then let the City Staff and their designers work it out
rather than have us design it with a cut and paste here tonight. I'm sure that
given the task they’ll come up with something better than we ever would.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | just want to make sure we have what you
want us to do because | think we already tried to get there and apparently we
were lacking.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well listen, | think what the way to say it is would
be a tile or the trellis would be replaced with a tile roof feature and leave it at that
and let them come up with the best design that best fits their building the way
they want it to do it and you folks tonight and | know this sounds belabored; all of
this discussion, but obviously the City had the same concerns about the queuing
as Jeff and the design as Meli and |, so | believe we are hitting in the same areas
and you guys had the same concerns and rightfully so.

CHAIR BAKER - Chris could | ask you one question and maybe this is out of
line, but | worked for a restaurant chain and did construction remodels. Some of
the things that we are talking about here... is this going to be a deal breaker. |
mean this going to cost some extra bucks to do this; extending that trellis or can
you work through this and make it work? Is the money there to do it or...

SPEAKER — Well | don’t know if that’s the issue more or less. It is kind of getting
it looked at again corporate wise, because like | said this is just being brought up
this evening. It is deviating from what we kind of thought and anticipated that we
were going to be approved with on our design, so it is not a deal breaker by any
means, it is something for my comfort level just to kind of get... because I'm not
really clear on what this design is going to be, so it is almost where you know... it
is almost where we would probably want to look at it and bring something to you
to look at.

CHAIR BAKER - Well you know and from your standpoint and the last four or
five years, we were getting away from the tile mansards too; totally, both in
California and in Arizona, so it is a dated issue and then there is a fire protection
issue you have there, you are probably going to have to sprinkler it and being in
that shopping center | imagine. | don’t know for sure, but it could create some
problems there too. | mean it is something | have experienced before on those
tile mansards, they are a real fire hazard as you know.

SPEAKER - Right and they are just outdated like | said
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CHAIR BAKER - And | understand where you guys are coming from on the tile
issue.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS — We don’t want it to continue to be outdated, we
want it to be updated

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Commissioners | don’t mean to interrupt but is
this a convenient to close the Public Hearing and talk among yourselves.

CHAIR BAKER - You bet.

ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY BRYANT - Only if you have inquired as to
whether there is anyone else wanting to speak from the Public?

CHAIR BAKER - Okay let’'s do that. What we are going to do at this point is
open up to Public Comments on this item, so I'll open up the testimony and see if
we have anybody that has Public Comments on this item. Is that fair enough?
Okay we have no Speaker Slips on this, so | assume we’ll close Public
Testimony and we’ll go into Commissioner's Debate which we’ve been there it
seems like quite a bit; okay.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - I'd like to start if you don’t mind.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, fine Amber

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - I've been going to this center since | can’t even
remember. | used to shop at the Warehouse for all of my tapes. | know that that
is not very old, but to me it seems a very long time ago and | continue to go to
this shopping center. | go to a tailor there; I'm very short, to get my pants
hemmed all the time, so I'm in there all the time and I've never had a problem
with traffic; not even a little bit; never had a problem finding a parking spot, I've
never had a problem getting into that Subway or getting out of that Subway. |
just don’t think that it is going to cause the problem with traffic that has been
proposed tonight. | think MacDonald’s is well aware of the speed and accuracy
that they serve their customers and you know they would be and excuse the pun,
shooting themselves in the foot if they had a queue that came all the way out to
Sunnymead. | just don'’t think that they would even allow that to be in the realm
of possibility.

Also, you know the building is updated. It looks new. It looks very nice. It looks
better than the building that is there currently. I'm all for tearing that building
down and if this building comes into this center and you know helps update the
rest of the center, I'm all for that too. | just think that you know it is about time
that center gets a little bit updated and if this MacDonald’s is what it takes, then
this MacDonald’s is good thing for that center. It will not only bring more traffic
into that center, which now has the Harbor Freight; it has the Big 5; the Big Lots
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is over there; the grocery store; you know it will bring a lot more people into that
center and I'm really excited about that opportunity. As for the side that faces
Sunnymead, is it the best building that I've ever seen; no probably not. Could
they have brought some of the you know white and yellow parts that they have
on front on the opposite side to the side that faces Sunnymead; yes, but is it 110
percent improvement over what is there now; absolutely, so those are just my
ideas. | think it integrates well into that center, which is an outdated center and
this is a good addition to that center.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, thank you. Who is next?

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Commissioner Crothers | don’t think anybody is
opposed or thinks there is going to be a traffic issue there; we just need to cover
the bases. The second part is it isn’t the best face forward on Sunnymead and it
is better; | agree with everything you say except it could be even better and at
some point we have to have some standards among ourselves to new applicants
coming into the City; why should we settle for their minimum effort when we
could ask for just a little bit more effort and it would be better for the community
and this is a very minimal thing that we are asking for. It is just a concession to
condition it for a stronger design element on the street facing Sunnymead. | can
tell you from personal experience in dealing with the MacDonald’s on University,
it was 19 months to get the entitlements for that store over the design, so this is a
very minor concession and | understand it is a speed bump for MacDonald’s but |
believe it is one that serves the community well to just ask them to put a little
more time and effort and money into that one side of the building. Other than
that | am very pleased to vote for the project

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Overall it looks like a really good design. | see
the changes that were made in the traffic pattern and | think that they will take
care of any back up they might have; people in line or anything like that by
moving that initial entrance over the 70 feet away from the alley entrance. | am
still a little concerned about the traffic flow on and off of Sunnymead Boulevard,
but it is probably not going to increase it to such an extent we don’t have a real
traffic flow problem there right now. It is not going to really affect it that much.
The only thing that | really have to say about it is we spent a lot of money making
Sunnymead Boulevard look nice. | think we need something on the side of this
building that faces Sunnymead Boulevard that gives it a stronger design;
attractive design and doesn’t make it look like the back of the building with the
drive-thru and if they can do something to make that look more like an attractive
building rather than the backside, | would be much happier with it.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, thank you

COMMISSIONER GIBA — You know | never thought of that, but that's good
point. It does kind of look like the back of the drive-thru, but other than that |
appreciate you folks for bringing the project to Moreno Valley. As far as traffic

DRAFT PC MINUTES 26 March 8", 2012
-30-



03N N kW

flow, the things that | bring up many times, | look at it as I'm speaking for people
that may not be here and so | sit here and think about all the possible concerns
and complaints that some of the people might make and that’s how | present
that. We’ve never had that kind of in and out situation there, so I’'m hoping
everything will just be perfectly fine. | defer over to your expertise. | just point
them out in case there was something we missed along the road.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Commissioner Jeff, was that in and out comment a
little needle at MacDonald’s folks inadvertently?

COMMISSIONER GIBA — No, alright you got me on that.

COMMISSIONER RAMIREZ — | like the design, but | also believe that we did and
| agree with my fellow Commissioner's. We did spend a lot of money renovating
Sunnymead Boulevard and | would like to see MacDonald’s come back with a
little bit better design facing Sunnymead Boulevard. | know that we can add a
little bit more color scheme that will match the orange on the tower and aside
from that, | think we’re working together and going the right direction and we're
going to get this thing done.

CHAIR BAKER - Thank you, personally myself | like the design. | think maybe,
just looking at this; like you talked about extending that trellis on the Sunnymead
Boulevard and that might be workable and give us a little more depth there. You
do have trellis on the entrance. |Is that correct? Okay, so that might be
something that we could do and build some color into that. | don’t know color that
trellis is supposed to be, but maybe on that beam there | assume you have got a
header beam there, maybe you might be able to do something with color on that
and make that work and my deal would be these guys out here are the ones paid
to do this design and you are too and we are the light people on this, so | think if
we make the motion and John help us through this on that one and what did you
mention?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — What | said was p.c. and I'm not sure.

CHAIR BAKER - No, what I'm saying is conditional to not p.c. but there is in the
conditional use there...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes there is a condition that talks about color
and it's P27 and the idea is and to introduce additional color and tile and do you
want tile in there specifically because...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Not necessarily

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Okay, so, additional color and material
enhancements on the street side. Is that kind of what...?
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CHAIR BAKER - Yes, | think that’s where we are at.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Okay

CHAIR BAKER — Okay, so whoever makes that motion to move this forward...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Where does that go?

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - P25

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — P27; I'm sorry and you would just say...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - I'm looking here at where that would go

CHAIR BAKER — What page would that be? Oh you mean on the motion right?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Yes

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, so what page is that?

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - 28

CHAIR BAKER - 28, okay

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Right, so it would just be or you could just say
that, amend it to include additional color and material enhancements on the
street side and we’ll get into the right condition; don’t worry about specifying the
condition.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — So, on the recommendation here where would
that go?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - It would be approve as amended, so | think it
would be...

CHAIR BAKER - So we've got like we recognize and then put it in with the
approval part. Is that part 27

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — That’s correct. Yes, that’s correct if can get
the page there. So, under number 2, at the end; you would just add that at the
end... amended to...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - After where it says attachment 2 say as
amended?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Correct
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COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — As amended...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — So, to include additional color and material
enhancements on the street side. Mark has it written already too

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So Chairman Baker, just to clarify, you wanted that
to be Baker Blue and Baker Orange on that one side?

CHAIR BAKER - Don’t get me in the middle of that. Okay, one thing on behalf
the Planning Commission and Planning Department, we are very happy about
MacDonald’s expanding in Moreno Valley. They bring a lot of employment to
people; especially students that we have here and other people too, so they are
a great organization and we are behind you 100 percent, so what | think in our
motion here is we’ll defer to the Planning Department and design and you guys
work it through and I'm sure it will be 100 percent correct, so | assume
Commissioner Meli you would make the motion and we’ll make a second.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Sure

CHAIR BAKER - Thank you so much.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Okay | move that we APPROVE Resolution
No. 2012-05 and thereby:

1. RECOGNIZE the project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 15303 New Construction or Conversion of
Small Structures; and,

2. APPROVE PA11-0038, Conditional Use Permit, P11-098 Amended Master
Plot Plan and P12-012 Administrative Variance for an approximate 3,838
Square foot Fast Food Restaurant with Drive-Thru with encroachment of a
trellis 2 feet into the front yard setback and demolition of an existing 6,636
square foot retail building within the Moreno Valley Plaza Shopping Center on
a shared 18.20 acre site within the Community Commercial (CC) Land Use
District and Village Specific Plan SP204 based on the findings included in this
Resolution, subject to the attached conditions of approval included as Exhibit
A to the Resolution (Attachment 2) as amended to include color and material
enhancements and design.

CHAIR BAKER - Thank you

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Second

CHAIR BAKER — Second by Commissioner Tom. All those in favor?
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Opposed - 0
Motion carries 6 — 0, with one absent (Vice Chair Salas)

CHAIR BAKER - Thank you very much and good luck to you. | am looking
forward to it and then Staff wrap up on this project John. Thank you

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes this action shall become final unless
appealed to the City Council within 15 days.

CHAIR BAKER — Thank you. Okay moving onto to Item No. 2

2. Case Number: PA10-0030 Municipal Code Amendment
Case Planner: Gabriel Diaz
CHAIR BAKER - This is an amendment to the various code regulations to

encourage site plan and energy efficiency. Our Case Planner on this is Gabriel
Diaz.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, by way of introduction this is a project...
Gabriel has been working on a grant which includes many different items. One
of them is looking at our code and identifying areas where we can increase the
efficiency of the development really to enhance energy, which is the original
reason for the grant. There is a bunch of other things, but that’s the reason that
this being brought forward. It has a series of environmentally related; energy
related issues that are here for your consideration.

CHAIR BAKER - Thank you

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — Thank you Chairman and Commissioners. My
name is Gabriel Diaz, Associate Planner here for the City. The Municipal Code
Amendment Case No. PA10-0030 is the case number and the Applicant is the
City of Moreno Valley. The proposed amendment would modify various
provisions of the Municipal Code. If adopted, it would create or change the
regulations concerning. We have five issues and some of them are kind of
lengthy and some detail in there. The first one would be the Adoption of
WRCOG Neighborhood Guidelines. We have four of them. The addition of
Section 9.05.0502, Chapter 9.05 has been suggested to minimize the impact of
diesel particulate matter from trucks associated from warehouse and distribution
centers on sensitive receptor areas.

The good neighbor guidelines are used in this Code Amendment is a modified
version of the WRCOG Model Guidelines. The Guidelines would apply to
warehouses of 650,000 square feet or more. The State threshold of projects of
regional significance that require enhanced environmental scrutiny. Staff has
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adjusted the adopting the four standards from the WRCOG Guidelines. The first
one would be minimize exposure to diesel emissions to neighbors that are
situated in a close proximity to the warehouse distribution center. The second
one is eliminate diesel trucks from unnecessary transversing through residential
neighborhoods. The third one is eliminate trucks from using residential areas
and repairing vehicles on the streets and the fourth one is reduce and/or
eliminate diesel idling within the warehouse distribution center. These are all
current Municipal Codes that help with the implementation of these WRCOG
standards.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, maybe what we’ll do is we’'ll stop after
each one of these items to see if you have any questions. It is not time for
deliberation, but if you have any questions... all the items that Gabriel mentioned
are already covered in our Code. What we wanted to do is bring them all
together in one place so it was very clear to industrial firms and | think it is really
clear already, but make it clear to the world as well as the development
community, this City’'s commitment to those protections; primarily residential
neighborhoods from the impacts of diesel emissions from trucks, so it is not a
new standard it is really a refashioning. So are there any questions on this
particular item.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Mr. Chairman if you would. John | was just
wondering to reiterate that we are not imposing any more stringent standard that
what already exists.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — That's correct

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - The purpose of this is just to put it all into one area
as opposed to...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - It is to make it clear to the development
community as well as the general community that the City is committed to
protecting folks from diesel emissions, so it is really what | would call... this is not
really... it is not public relations; it is really just bringing you altogether so it is
really clear so you don’t have one item in this section and one item in that section
and it just doesn’t; it doesn’t come together very well. WRCOG had asked all the
cities to look at these guidelines and encouraged us to adopt them. Several
other cities have done so in a similar fashion and they kind of brought together
their existing regulations and say hey we're in compliance.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - That’s where | am kind of confused when you say
they have asked us to adopt these guidelines and the guidelines are what are the
guidelines they wish us to adopt?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - They are those items right there. It is
basically things that we already do, but it is not necessarily things that everybody
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does, so | think we are trying to provide a consistent way of dealing with this
across Western Riverside County.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Okay and the purpose of putting them in all
one place is so that when we start to develop an area of town where we are
going to have more warehouses and distribution centers that people can more
clearly see that we already have the things in place to prevent us from becoming
another Mira Loma.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | think that’s a fair statement; yes

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Okay

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Could | ask a couple just at a point of education
Gabriel? | like to learn while | go along and I’'m the new guy in town so, for the
WRCOG that they have; they have a regional significance at 650,000 square feet
or more for the warehousing they set and established. How is that determined
and why is not less. | mean warehouses of less size might still be used, so why is
that the regional significance standard set for minimum.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — There is a regional level of significance that is
actually set as State law, so we wanted to use an existing standard that is widely
accepted across the State rather than a new standard. The standard for office or
retail or residential units is all different square footages, but for warehousing and
industrial specifically it is 650,000 square feet, so we wanted to use that existing
standard that rather than a new standard and really, you don’t have significant
truck traffic until you get into the...and it is only significant because the buildings
are so big, until you get into those big buildings.

COMMISSIONER GIBA - | just wanted to understand why that was the cut-off
number and in neighborhoods where there might be smaller ones. Do we have
smaller warehouses in the area other than that that might have that same kind of
traffic that could come into them? | know part of this has to do with restricting on
neighborhood areas and...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes we do. The restrictions on trucks will
apply to smaller facilities as well but we wanted to identify the area of concern is
really the larger warehouses where you get to a scale where there is a potential
for... what we do when all industrial buildings over the 650,000 square feet is do
a health risk assessment and that is really to identify where those high levels of
contaminants exist and we don’t allow them to occur in residential neighborhoods
and even on those larger buildings we can readily do that. We've designed
buildings to access from different streets and other things to really make sure
that this standard is met, but those larger buildings is where we look at that
because the smaller buildings don't rise to that level of significance. They don't
provide; they don’t create enough emissions to really kick over any standards, so
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focusing on those doesn’t really get us very far. Other regulations the City has
regarding truck routes and those sorts of things take care of the smaller
warehouses.

COMMISSIONER GIBA - It is kind of what | thought. | just wanted to clarify that
mainly for me; this one is for me. And | had just one other one. | went to the... is
this the right place to be discussing this? On page 71, | was just curious, as |
was reading the adoptions in here that you had and | understand you put them all
together. It is a good idea. Actually | saw it and so you took all those and put
them into one package so to speak so that we; you know somebody looking for a
good neighbor standard; aha here it is; here are all the ones that cover it, but
there was a line item here that just caught my eye and just wanted some clarity.
Down toward the bottom just above the letter A; that paragraph it says, big box
discounter warehouse stores that sell retail goods, merchandise or equipment or
storage and mini storage facilities... how does Sketchers fit into that? They sell
retail out of their facility, | mean so kind of by definition you almost want to
include them.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Well they are not a big box or warehouse
store. That is Costco, Super Walmart; those are what we would consider big
box.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Okay, so that warehouse with the store attached is not
considered a warehouse store; retail store?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Correct

COMMISSIONER GIBA — I'm just kind of curious

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - We have others here in town and | believe
Frazee Paint has a retail sales outlet also and that is just an accessory use; it is
not the main use.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Okay, that’s all, thank you

CHAIR BAKER — Go ahead Gabriel

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — Alright... issue 2; Parking Standards for
Restaurants. Revisions to Section 9.11.040 have been made to better address
the standard parking requirements for eating and drinking establishments within
shopping centers of 20,000 square feet of building area or greater. The
proposed standard would reduce the required parking for restaurant parking, for
restaurant space equaling up to 15 percent of the shopping center building
square footage, which has been shown to accommodate the adequate parking at
the lower retail parking standard.
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Currently the parking standard for eating and drinking establishments is one for
every 100 square feet of gross floor area up to 6,000 square feet and from there
it is one for every 75 square feet of gross floor area. The proposed parking
standard will make eating and drinking establishments within the shopping
centers of 20,00 square feet of building area or greater be calculated at a general
retail standard of one parking space for every 225 square feet of gross floor area
for up to 15 percent of the building gross floor area for the shopping center.
There is a lot of math with this new amendment. For eating and drinking
establishments in excess of the 15 percent of the building gross floor area for the
shopping center, the parking will be calculated at one parking space for every
100 square feet of gross floor area.

Staff has researched a number of local jurisdictions and found that many have
similar parking requirements for restaurants within shopping centers of 25,000
square feet of building area or greater. In addition, Staff has completed a
number of parking studies to prove that the proposed parking standard will not
result in a lack of available parking. Lakeside Plaza; the Stater Bros. Market
Center located at the northwest corner of LaSalle and Iris and Lakeside Terrace;
the CVS Center at the northeast corner of LaSalle and Iris were studied. Both
centers had sufficient access parking at peak hours to allow for the proposed
parking standard. The proposed parking changes will result in centers being
more adequately parked and provide more efficient development.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes, to add onto that, what we do now if a
restaurant wants to go into a shopping center and there hasn’t been a restaurant
there before, they have to do a parking study and I've been doing this for a while
and we haven’t come across one yet where they weren’t able to demonstrate that
there was sufficient parking even using the retail standard, because the bigger
the projects, the only place where | think we might have a parking problem in a
shopping center because of a lot of restaurants is in the Town Gate Center,
where you have BJ’'s and Olive Garden and all those restaurants that are next to
each other. That particular center doesn’t have the citywide standard, it has its
own standards and this is a long time ago where there is no limit on the number
of restaurants you can have in a center and you still park at roughly the retail
rate, so that is an anomaly, so part of it was to kind of get small in line
restaurants that want to go into shopping centers out of this requirement to do a
parking study just to justify there is enough parking in the center which is the only
vehicle we have right now and no pun intended by the code to do that.

This particular standard Gabriel mentioned; we looked at other communities. It
is almost the same standard as the City of Rancho Cucamonga and the City of
Temecula and so it is more of an industry standard. We've tended to require in
my opinion too much parking and too much parking means it is empty; you have
to maintain it; it creates environmental impacts such as increased heat and glare
and reduces the amount of building you can build on a particular site and so we
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wanted to bring all those things together and create a more efficient thing that
makes projects more viable and makes it easier for tenants to get into buildings.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - | just had a comment. BJ’s and Outback and
all of those; there is plenty of parking for them as long as you don’t mind walking
a half a mile from the other side of the parking lot. There are plenty of spaces
there, you just hike a little.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - It is our own little wellness program | guess

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Yes

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - You can stop off at Carl Jr.’s on the way for a
snack on your way to the Olive Garden.

CHAIR BAKER — Okay

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — Okay, issue three is reduction of Community
Commercial front and street side buildings setbacks and revisions to parking and
landscape setbacks. Back in January 28™M 2010 the Planning Commission
recommended that Staff defer the research on building and parking setbacks and
that Staff provide a recommendation for the NC and CC zones. NC zone
(Neighborhood Commercial) is typically a smaller scale commercial building
center used for local neighborhoods and the CC zone (Community Commercial)
is typically a community regional where retailers draw from throughout the
community and from other communities to attend these centers. Revisions to
Section 9.04.040 have been made in order to address the past concerns of the
past Planning Commission.

Planning Staff have done additional review of building and parking setbacks in
other jurisdiction commercial center zones. Cities like Temecula, Perris,
Riverside, Redlands, Ontario and San Bernardino were studied.  Staff
recommends that the Community Commercial front building setbacks be
amended from 20 feet to 10 feet and that the side street building setbacks be
amended from 20 feet to 10 feet and for the Neighborhood Commercial zone,
Staff recommends that the setbacks not be changed and keep the existing 20
foot setbacks. In addition, through our research we found that a building height
was brought up in other jurisdictions. This was not brought up at the previous
Planning Commission meeting. Through our research we came across this in
other cities and thought it made sense to include a setback based on height to
help reduce the potential for having too much building massing at the setback
line. In addition to the building setback, we changed the parking setback.

Based on Staff research, we recommended that the building play more of a
prominent role in the development of the site layout, therefore we have revised
the parking area to have the same minimum setback as the building setback or in
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the case of the Community Commercial zone, have the parking be setback
further than the building. In keeping with the building playing more of a
prominent role in the side layout, Staff has eliminated the 10 foot landscape
option and replaced it with a 15 foot landscape depth requirement between the
property line and the parking area on the parking side street setback and 20 feet
on the parking front street setback.

We did have a Commissioner ask a question about what the appearance of this
may be and we have provided City Hall here which has a closer setback than the
20 feet requirement in the CC zone. | know this is not a Community Commercial
zone, but it is just a building and you see the landscaping and the street and the
sidewalk and we've also provide some sketches of what a 10 foot setback is and
a 20 foot setback is and setbacks are measured from property line; between the
property line and the right-of-way. | believe there is a sidewalk and curb which is
6 feet and in this case | believe it is 11 feet and back from the sidewalk is where
the property line starts, so you know the 10 foot setback that we are proposing is
not right at the street, you know there is an additional 11 feet there, so in reality
from the street you have at least 20 feet.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, again when this came up the last time,
we presented this information and there wasn’'t a strong... the Planning
Commission asked us to look into it and then we came back with the information
and they said do a little more research and make a recommendation because the
first time we just said we’ll here are the different standards people have and as
Gabriel said, most cities in Riverside County and | won’t go out of Riverside
County because when you get into LA, the setbacks are much less. We have a
similar differential between their major commercial areas which have a smaller
setback and their neighborhood center which have a bigger one, because let’s
think; Sunnymead Ranch there is Lakeshore Plaza up there. The 20 foot
setback is actually the same as the 20 foot setback on a single family home and
it may blend in and give it a more residential character to those centers, where if
you are on Alessandro Boulevard, the buildings could be much closer and have a
more urban feel to them without being incompatible and if you go into a lot other
cities nearby, you’ll see that where the buildings...the MacDonald’s you brought
up in Riverside is a great example. That is even closer to the street. That is
much more urban than we are proposing here and this is the Community
Commercial and the Neighborhood Commercial.

We have another zone in the code; the Mixed Use zones and they actually do
allow buildings to be even closer, but that is your Mixed Use really super urban
for Riverside County zone, so when you'd be driving through town in these
different zones, you’d notice that they were different and in the Community
Commercial this would allow a more efficient use of the site and allow a little bit
more building; allow a little more connection to the street, because of those areas
you are more likely to have a bus line, which again is trying to get into not forcing
people to ride the bus, but to make it easier or more convenient or to ride a bike
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or something. It is really to create a more; a better connection between shopping
centers and those maijor streets so that we have both more efficient use of land
as well as a better connection to alternatives for transportation. So that’s kind of
how it got included in this Code Amendment; so we brought that forward with this
specific recommendation for your consideration.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | would much rather see a nice beautiful
building or see landscaping in the Neighborhood Commercial, rather than seeing
a parking lot, so | think this is a good idea. | have always kind of cringed every
time you drive by and just see this big giant parking lot and then the building is
set in the back and you know there is not much to it, just a big empty or full
parking lot either way. You know I'd rather see the nice building or the
landscaping so | think this is a good idea.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Whenever we see something like this, | kind of
try to figure out okay how does it apply to what | see going on in the City or is
going to go on, so would this apply to something like say for example on
Ironwood Boulevard, where it is being widened and people’s setbacks are being
taken away and cut down, then along Ironwood, would that then apply to where
new construction that goes up in that area; may be schools or businesses that
are going along Ironwood would have then the smaller setback and fit in with
what is being done there to the street?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Probably not... Ironwood is a residential
street, so most of that along there is actually the Neighborhood Commercial.
You've got a few very small shopping centers along that, so probably a 20 foot
setback would still apply there. Where it would be is the project you just looked
at MacDonald’s. MacDonald’s is going to be set back further any of the other
buildings in that shopping center because the current standard is actually more
stringent than the standard that was in place when the shopping center was built.
So that is Sunnymead Boulevard, Alessandro, Perris and Frederick; you know
those are the streets that were most of the Community Commercial zoning is.
The smaller streets like LaSalle or Ironwood are primarily residential streets and
they would have the Neighborhood Commercial unless we changed the zone.
We can always change the zone, but currently that is most of the Neighborhood
Commercial is, is on those mostly residential streets and the Community
Commercial is on those mostly commercial streets.

CHAIR BAKER - Yes, is there anyone else?

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Attachment 4 has to do with this. Am | correct, that is
your research?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — Yes
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COMMISSIONER GIBA — | was just looking it. They are all over the map and
you can explain the all over the map to me. It looks like it depends on the
feelings or emotions of what that particular city is doing at that point, but the one
that caught my eye is Riverside. |s that a mistake or is that in fact that everything
is a zero setback in Riverside or did you not get the data?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - No, that is correct. They do have a zero
setback but then they have no...

COMMISSIONER GIBA - ... height requirement...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — They have a zero but they have notes that
push things back based on the height.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — So what we are doing is just what is basically good for
Moreno Valley even though we are looking at everybody else because you know
some are 15; some are 20; some are 10; some are zero and so we’re going to a
different setback because it is our City and we think that is what is best for us.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Correct and really we’re recommending
having a differential between Neighborhood and Community Commercial.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Itis ours... | got it

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — It does match up with other cities like the City of
Perris and some cities like the City of Rancho has very many different types of
Community Commercial something or other, so it is pretty hard to compare the
two, but the ones that we have are the ones that are in the table here, are the
ones that are the closest to our City and are similar.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — And | see that and | agree. There is nothing wrong
with changing that. Thank you Gabriel

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ - Issue four is and I've got one more after
that...provide parking lot maintenance standards banning topping of trees;
revisions to Section 9.17.030 have been made in order to the address the
practice topping of trees, which prevents the development of adequate tree
canopy to provide the shading requirements by the Municipal Code. Parking lot
shading reduces the heat island effect created by hot pavement and results in
lower microclimate temperatures that can provide greater comfort and lower
energy use in adjacent structures. There are current commercial centers in
Moreno Valley that practice and have practiced the topping of trees. The
Municipal Code requires that parking areas provide 50 percent shading. The
majority of the parking areas meet this Code requirement by planting trees. The
Code defines 50 percent tree shading requirement at maturity. The practice of
topping prohibits trees from growing naturally or reaching maturity and fulfilling
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the Code requirement. In association with the new trees preservation and
maintenance portion of the Code, we have added a heritage tree section to help
preserve mature and historical trees in our City, Staff has researched other cities
and have adopted similar tree preservation ordinances.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes and there are a couple of items here.
One of the topping of trees and there are certain trees where it is appropriate.
I’'m trying to think of the kind and you pollard and you have to trim them back
every year. The Mulberry is an example. We don’t have any Mulberry Trees in
parking lots though, but that is an example of a tree where you need to clip it
back every year for it to grow back, because it grows a full canopy within a
season once it gets mature. This is to look at trees such as California
Sycamore’s, which we have in several parking lots. That is not a tree you are
supposed to pollard every year because all you do is get stumps that little
growees coming out of them and it doesn’t recover in a season and
Commissioner Riechers who was on the Commission for many years had asked
us to look at this and so we did. The other source of looking at this was our
Environmental and Historical Preservation Board which has been concerned
about the removal of older trees and not that they can’t be removed, but that
there are environmental benefits in keeping mature trees and providing a policy
statement that that is what we want to occur; won’t always occur; but what we
want to occur for a variety of benefits based on water quality and air quality and
some other things. So again this is presented for your consideration and to get
your input.

CHAIR BAKER - Are there any questions?

COMMISSIONER GIBA - | always have questions. Thank you. | saw what you
did here, is you actually added a whole section that you called Tree Preservation
and Maintenance and the Heritage Tree Section. Originally all you had what was
called Trees.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — That's correct

COMMISSIONER GIBA — | see that. You might want to appropriately title that
section now Tree Planting because that whole section talks about planting the
trees, so if you are going to specify it make it where you can at least say what it
is. What | wanted to say is that | don’t want you to shoot yourself in the foot on
this one. It is interesting because Commissioner Riechers and | are neighbors
and friends and | did sit on the Ecological Preservation Committee for a while
with his wife and so this is kind of one of these things that always pops up with all
of us all the time. Sometimes it is appropriate to top trees for safety issues if
nothing else and in some cases by topping trees appropriately or properly you
can increase the tree canopy and since a lot of this has to do with shading in
parking lots, it might be wise not to use the language and | think your language in
here was to say, topping trees is prohibited.

DRAFT PC MINUTES 39 March 8", 2012
43-



0N N kW

You might want to look at the language on that and say something to the extent
of chopping trees will be evaluated based on the need at the time or whatever so
you don’t shoot yourself on the foot on that one. | am an advocate. If anybody
took an aerial picture of my house, you can’t see my house because of the trees
and | have trees and most of my trees are not topped, but there a couple that are
because the wood is softer; it breaks easier; some of them get bug infested more
and keeping the lower profiles can be a safety issue, so | was just going to
recommend you didn’t shoot yourself in the foot on it. Change the language on it
and make it a little more permissive and not so much definitive because and |
forget where it was, but | think it said it is prohibitive. Am | correct?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, F2 says topping of trees is prohibited and
then it gives a definition of topping which was intended but it may not have been
clear enough you know that largely preventing the tree from growing to
maximum, but | see your point where we could have some language that says
generally prohibited except where the species of tree would benefit from...

COMMISSIONER GIBA - We’'ll talk to George... something like that and then |
was just kind of curious on page 81 over here that says trees that have reached
a height of 15 feet or greater for your heritage trees. Are there trees that are less
than 15 feet that are heritage trees? | mean you've got a limit of 15 feet. | mean
are there any trees around that are less than 15 feet that you could consider a
heritage tree that you are leaving out of this or is there a reason really to have a
height requirement for heritage trees.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | think it was just to put some boundaries
around it so that you know an Oleander Bush wasn’t considered a heritage tree.
I'll defer to Gabriel. | think he found this standard in another pretty well respected
code and we kind of relied on that. You know they’'ve already tested this for
many years.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — | believe in response to this question it was the
City of Rancho Cucamonga which had... | think their code was more stringent.
We’ve kind of made the diameter and maybe the height a little higher, but there is
always a possibility to add it. If you take it through the process of the Historical
Preservation Board to possibility make any tree for whatever reason a heritage
tree.

COMMISSIONER GIBA - Don’t shoot yourself in the foot that’s all and make it a
little broader. Just because other cities have theirs doesn’t mean that we can't
look at it for our City. | was just a suggestion.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, | can’t conceive of a tree that would be
less than 15 feet that would be a heritage tree. | mean a Crate Myrtle is
probably the classic one in most communities because it was a popular tree a
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hundred years ago and they are over 15 feet pretty quickly. They don’t get much
over 15 feet till they get really old, but it is just a standard so we can change it,
but | think there is a condition that allows others to be included. You know if we
went out and found this famous tree and wanted to designate it, the Board could
do that.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Well it just says on there that that’s one of the
criteria is that size, so it wouldn’t be the exclusive one or if something is under 15
it wouldn’t be considered a heritage tree under any circumstances or whatever, it
says that meeting one of the following, and that is one of three things that are on
there. | think under the topping of trees, because topping as he was mentioning
is sometimes a very healthy thing to do a tree, you might have instead of saying,
topping of trees is prohibited except... give a definition to a descriptive word to
topping like excessive topping or something there that then your definition would
make sense because topping is a very common thing that is done.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - You know | defer to Jeff because he is a teacher |
suspect, but | think that is what this says. It says that if the topping is done for
the sole purpose of not allowing the tree to reach its maximum maturity that
would be prohibited. If it is done for the health of the tree or it is done for some
other reason, it is totally allowable. It is only when you are doing it just to keep it
from reaching its maturity, so | think the wording is clearly what you intended it to
be.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — Yes, | think back to Mr. Giba; prohibited is a
strong word, but it is something that happens throughout the City that when you
go... these are all guidelines, but when you get to number 4 which is Section F,
Tree Preservation Maintenance, there is only four under them and it is pretty
short, so you read all four and it kind of all makes sense. If you stop at
prohibited, it is pretty tough, but when it goes to number 4, it says the guidelines
are subject to modification as determined by an arborist or a landscape architect
and approved by the Community and Economic Development, so there is leeway
to do the correct thing. We want the tree to grow the way it is supposed to and
yes there are different ways of taking care of landscaping and topping maybe
one of them, but we want to prevent the topping that destroys the tree.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, | think we have differentiated topping
from pruning or other things that you do to trees.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Can you just use the word destructive topping?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Hum... unnecessary, no, but destructive or
counterproductive; yes... destructive is probably the best one

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Put a word in there that differentiates it from
just normal topping.
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COMMISSIONER OWINGS - You know my concern is | think and not to belabor
all these points, either we are for preservation of trees or we’re not and if we are,
it has to be somewhat strong in the language otherwise everything will become
an exception, so you know | don’t have any difficulty with the wording as it is
because it does allow an arborist to make that determination. So | think the real
point here; the real question that we should be asking ourselves is you know do
we really want to protect heritage trees or not and if you allow these wiggle room
words that is what is going to happen. It is going to make it harder for Code
Enforcement to do their job. That’s my personal opinion of that and so | would
suggest that we leave language. | think the wiggle room here is that if an expert
in trees says this tree needs to be topped, then fine.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | agree and | was having the same thoughts
you know. When it says prohibited it is not the end all of these requirements you
know to top it. It does provide for an arborist or a landscape artist to come out
and say yes this tree does need to be topped for the tree’s own good and not just
because we like the way it looks or because that’'s what we want to do today you
know for the trees.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Yes and to answer Meli's concern and Jeff's
concern is the modifier should probably if there were going to be a modifier, the
modifier should probably be down in the area where it talks about the sole
purpose of being to keep the tree from growing, so if there were to be some
wording entered in here to soften this in some way, it should be in that sentence
as opposed to the sentence that says prohibit. In other words, a clarifier as to
what is as Meli was saying destructive. | don'’t think that is the proper word, but a
word like that could be added there as opposed to the shall be prohibited.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes something along the lines of topping of
trees means the destructive cutting back in that sentence. Is that what you were
referring to?

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - I'm not saying destructive is the right word, but
that's where it would be; where | think the modifier needs to be if there is one,
otherwise it just gets to be a meaningless... it becomes a symbolic gesture as
opposed to one that really means something and | think your intentions of making
this a meaningful ordinance is very applaudible and we should support your effort
in that and by keeping the stronger language.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — | would agree, thank you. Are we ready for
our last item?

CHAIR BAKER - Issue five, let's move ahead

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — Alright, issue 5 is to amend the General Parking
Design Standard with revised safety features and 20 foot wide driveway aisles.
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Revision to Section to 9.11.080 have been made in order to make parking
designs safer and consistent with current traffic engineering standards. The
standards improvement safety features of parking lot design have been revised
and table 9.11.080-13 has revised driveways and aisle dimensions.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes this one was really to discourage overly
wide driveways that are really very bad for internal circulation; the 20 and 24 foot
and in some cases there is 30, that is why there is an exception at the bottom,
relate to fire code standards where they have a minimum for fire code access. A
30 foot wide driveway is actually pretty wide, but on taller buildings it is
necessary for fire access so they can get enough distance away from the
building to fight a fire and to avoid people saying I've got an extra 20 or 30 feet
on my site, I'll just make this driveway wider and pave over on it, so it is really to
discourage excessive paving, which has a myriad of environmental issues mainly
again related to heat and dirty runoff and other things. So that was the intent of
this, this is really limit pavement as much as possible.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - It wasn’t too long ago Planners were saying that
driveways should be wider, so all things like the double-breasted suit, they all
come back. Is that what you are saying?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | don’t know that Planners were saying that
roads had to be wider but the development standards were saying let's create
more and more excess and | think Transportation Planners and Michael is one of
them, have seen that wider driveways are not always the best solution. I'm not
saying that Michael ever believed they were but they’re not always the best and
obviously we have the flexibility to hear what the footnote if a good case could be
made that gee the driveway has to be 32 feet and we have that option to do that.
We're just creating a standard that says do this unless you provide evidence that
it really needs to be wider.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So someone who has a little experience in this
area, I've found that fire department personnel do not understand that they have
a reverse in their fire truck, they want all the streets to be wide enough to turn
around in and so we need to point out to them that “R” is for reverse, but | guess
it is a concern that they would become too narrow. As | get older, | like those
wider driveways.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Right and that's why we set... really the
standard is 24 feet. It has always been the minimum standard and really as a
maximum is works pretty well. Sometimes on a main drive aisle we’ll make them
a little bit wider because there is more traffic and more conflict and it is just like
streets you know. Alessandro is wide for a reason you know. The street you live
on is narrower for a reason and it's really hopefully starting to create also
hierarchy within parking lots; you know every parking aisle is not 30 feet wide
because they have the space to do it.
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COMMISSIONER GIBA - | had a question. Just clarity if | may... page 85. You
have a diagram, figure 9.11.080-5 non-parallel parking. | was looking around for
the description of that and I'm probably missing it somewhere so maybe you can
point it to me, but besides that you're measurements are on the side of the
parallel parking which says 16 feet, but the reality is that the car can’t park in that
little corner, so that length is not the 16 feet, so do you really mean the car can
hang over into the other side of the... because that’s not really... this isn’t a 9 by
16 like the other picture of your square dimension would be a 9 by 16.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — No good point, | think we’ll do the math and
correct that number. It's like x plus y equals 2xy or something like that. We'll get
the number because the intent was a standard space is 16 feet deep with 2 foot
overhang; that's more than enough for most cars; certainly the standard car
would easily fit in that area.

COMMISSIONER GIBA - It's not like we find standard cars anymore, they are all
those big ones.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — | don’t believe that section has been changed.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Do you see what I'm talking about?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, that's what happens when we bring
something forward, we find something that has always been broken and we have
the opportunity to fix it because somebody notices it.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Thanks Gabriel. Thanks John

CHAIR BAKER - Does anyone else have any comments on the parking
amendment? Okay, so do we open this up to Public Hearing? | guess we do.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, let’s open this item up for Public Hearing. | don’t have
any Speaker Slips on this. Does anyone want to speak on this? If not, I'll close
Public Testimony and we’ll go forward with Commissioners Debate on the overall
project | guess. Does anyone have any comments?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Sounds good to me.

COMMISSIONER GIBA - | like it pretty good. | just had one other question if |
may. Page 88; you left it blank. Is it supposed to be blank for a reason or they
just the lines where you are going to fill it in with something or is there some
standard I’'m supposed to go to get the information; the phone number; the...?
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PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, it's meant... it's a standard language for
a sign so each property will have a different location or...

COMMISSIONER GIBA - Okay, so maybe just a reclaimed add. That’s kind of
what | figured. | thought maybe you hadn’t finished filling it in

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — No it is standard language so it would be
different for each site.

CHAIR BAKER - | think it's a smart idea

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Chairman, are we into Commissioners Debate?

CHAIR BAKER - We are

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - | think | speak for everyone that any attempt to
make our City more livable is a worthy cause and it seems like you folks have put
a lot of work into doing this and | think you’ve done a good job here and we just
need to take from this and extend it into the neighborhoods and start to work to
help you know; all this work starts helping property values; livability and making
Moreno Valley a more attractive City, so for my standpoint thank you.

CHAIR BAKER - Very good, thank you, anyone else have any comments about
this item? 1 think it's a great move. A lot of work went into putting this together,
so if there is no further discussion; if | could get a motion for this PA10-0030,
we’ll move forward.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - I'll motion

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, do you want to read... let's see here; I'll give you this
here. 1 think this will work. Just read the approval; okay.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | motion to APPROVE Resolution No. 2012-04
and thereby RECOMMEND that the City Council;

1. APPROVE PA10-0030 Municipal Code Amendment; and,

2. RECOGNIZE that PA10-0030 Municipal Code Amendment qualify as an
Exemption in accordance with CEQA Guidelines, Section 15061 as defined by
Section 15378.

CHAIR BAKER — Thank you. Do | have a second to that motion?

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Second to that

CHAIR BAKER — Okay, we have a motion and a second. All in favor?
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Opposed — 0
Motion carries 6 - 0, with one absent (Vice Chair Salas)

CHAIR BAKER — Okay the next thing we want to move onto is...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Before you do that...

CHAIR BAKER - Oh yes, Staff wrap up; I'm sorry

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — That's okay. This item shall be forwarded to
the City Council for final review and action.

CHAIR BAKER — Thank you very much.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Mr. Chairman, Gabriel should get a commendation
for reading that whole thing.

CHAIR BAKER - I'm telling you Gabriel, we’ll get you plaque or something for
that one I'll tell you. Okay, now the next thing we have is Other Business.

OTHER BUSINESS

CHAIR BAKER - It has to do with the 2011 Annual Report of the Planning
Commission. John do you want to give that or...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, real quickly, this is a report. It is required
by State Law that we file in April and it is just a recitation of what you guys did
last year and you had 34 items and some of those were combined; but 34 items,
which is a little bit light. This year we anticipate that you’ll have more than that. |
think last year hopefully was the low year and it is all uphill from here now that
you are all trained and ready to go. In addition to that though there is a chart
here and we did have 598 administrative approvals and also 432 plan checks, so
that is what we kind of keep. You know based on your direction, we read the
codes and all these other projects are able to comply with those codes and they
don’t come forward to you. | don’t know how many meetings we’d have to do in
order to take care of all those projects and some of them are very minor of
course and that is why we deal with them at the counter in some cases. All those
were really kind of watershed years and already towards the end of last year and
coming into this year, we are ahead of the prior year, which is a good place to be
and we’re hoping that we continue to be that way for years to come, so in looking
at these numbers, these were the lowest numbers I'd ever seen and so it good
when you see the numbers this next year we’ll hopefully be much higher.
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CHAIR BAKER - Okay thank you and | assume we want a motion and a second
to move forward with this.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes and the recommendation that is there

CHAIR BAKER — Okay. Tom do you want to make the recommendation?

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Alright, | move to:

1. ACCEPT the 2011 Annual Report of the Planning Commission; and,

2. DIRECT the Staff to forward the 2011 Annual Report of the Planning
Commission to the City Council.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay we have a motion by Tom, do we have a second on that
motion?

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - I'll second

CHAIR BAKER — Okay we’ve got a second and a motion. All those in favor?

Opposed — 0
Motion carries 6 — 0, with one absent (Vice Chair Salas)

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, Staff wrap up on that

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — We'll be forwarding that to the City Council for
acceptance and then we’ll be shipping it off to the State of California.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, thank you so much

STAFF COMMENTS

CHAIR BAKER — The next thing is Staff Comments

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes your next meeting is actually April 3",
That’s the Joint Study Session and we’ve held the line that there has been a few
attempts at moving that back, but so far we’ve kept it at April 3. There will be a
Study Session that the City Council has at 6 o’clock which is a mid-year budget
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review, so you can always come for that if you like and then at 7 o’clock we’ll
have the Joint Study Session and then there are the items that | mentioned
before related to the Climate Action Strategy and energy efficiency things that we
are doing that you’ll get an introduction to as well as the City Council and then
most of those items we’ll be coming back to you on a later Agenda for a more
detailed review and then there were two items that you talked about last time and
this is kind of an opportunity to see if you had any other items that we can
consider to put on the Agenda. One was the east end development and the
other was the Medical Corridor and then | know Commissioner Owings sent out a
suggestion and | think the suggestion to talk about how can the Planning
Commission help streamline projects is good. | guess | wasn’t as comfortable
with the proposed solutions, so that was the intent of responding. The subject is
probably a good one because you are part of the process; we're part of the
process; what can we all do to make things go smoothly and | just wanted to see
if there was a consensus on the part of the Commission to add that to the list of
potential items.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — There is on my part

CHAIR BAKER — Does anyone have any comments on this?

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | think any dialogue that we can have with the
City Council that will kind of you know help lead us in the right direction and what
they are looking for so that we’re kind of all on the same page so that we don’t
approve a project and then they deny it or vice versa. You know we want to be
on the same page and we want know what they are expecting of us and in return
what we expect from them. | think any topic that will create that kind of dialogue
will be beneficial to both the City Council and to us as the Planning Commission.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - John | wasn’t clear in reading your email what your
problem with that particular solution was. Could you articulate that a little for me?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, | think it is taking a specific project; even
before it is a project; taking a specific site and a specific developer and bringing
that forward for discussion before it has been fully vetted out. Can you do that at
that location; what are the issues and doing it in a... and this is my understanding
of your proposal. | might have...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - | think you are out of sequence with it. My thought
on it was it would be after the City Staff had basically got to a certain point before
you make the approval, but you pretty well have your arms around it. At that
point you would make a preliminary report and then there would be a Study
Session so that we would be privy to all of the information and | have seen
examples and | know we can’t really talk about individual cases we’ve already
decided, but there have been times that | personally have seen where
information could have been presented to the Planning Commission that was not;
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that later was presented in the Council situation, which slowed the developer
from getting his entitlements, which could have been prevented had there been
an adequate dialogue with the Planning Commission and | think it is a more
healthy situation to have it in a Study Session than it is to be individually to where
all kinds of things can occur and there are certain levels of uncomfortableness for
every Planning Commissioner to be in that situation. It takes out of that and |
think it would speed it up because and for example in this thing tonight; hey if we
had a problem with the color or whatever, we could have brought it up in Joint
Session... this isn't a big enough project and I'm only talking about larger
projects, but we could have talked about those kinds of things in a Study Session
which might have made it much easier for the Applicant and for you actually; the
Staff.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Okay, well | misunderstood what you were
proposing because what I've seen at other communities and part of it is I'm not
sure if will shorten the time frame but it may provide you all more time to kind of
consider something is where it is not unusual where a project will be scheduled
for presentation and then it will be brought to a Public Hearing say at the next
meeting or a couple meetings after that ...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So that almost becomes a Study Session and I'm
only suggesting these for large projects. | certainly wouldn’t consider anything
that this Planning Commission since I've been on it has done, well maybe with
the exception of the Ridge Project, but...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, | think the projects that pose; if | had to
recommend something; projects that pose policy issues would be my definition of
a larger project where projects that meet the standards hopefully are not projects
that have a lot of debate.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Complicated would be a better word than large;
complicated projects

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Right, because there are projects that have
policy issues that are not clear... controversial potentially. In the past some of
the disconnect and | think this is why you all having this session with the City
Council will be helpful for you as well as Staff, is there sometimes been a
disconnect between where the Planning Commission thinks the Council wants
development to be viewed and where the Council is and the conversation just on
those other two items that you talked about. What does the Council expect from
you so that you don’t base it on...? | think the Council told us we don't... this is
not the kind of project they want and not that you do that but it has happened in
the past and then you either approve something that they said why did you do
that or you deny something where they say why did you that and those are
usually the larger controversial, more complex ones that end up going to them as
a matter of course.
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COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Yes, and if we want to have a City that has a
reputation of getting things done quickly in a development area; in your area and
our area, then we have to eliminate that disconnect and | think it is helpful and
sometimes I'm not sure the City Council understands what they wish to be the
policy, so | think this is helpful to see if we can get them to articulate it to us.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — John | don’t know if it is appropriate to mention this. |
don’'t even know how to phrase it appropriately but I'm going to try. There are
times at which there may be information that is disseminated to the community
by newspapers etc. before it has ever come to the Planning Commission and
there may be information that the Planning Commission has available when they
meet that the community at large does not have, so by releasing information
about a project that is upcoming prior to even the Planning Commission or even
the City Council meeting on it, has a tendency to bias not only the community but
others who may be involved. Do you see where I’'m going with this?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Not exactly

COMMISSIONER GIBA - Is there any kind of policy of releasing information on
major projects and major things that are going on to the community or to the
press prior to some major decisions being made and sensitive situations and
stuff. | teach high school. | do science fair projects, but | don’t judge my science
fair; my students because I'll enter bias into that. If | release information into the
community prior to the panel of seven and a panel of 5 making decisions, then
you may bias your community to come with ideas that they got from the article or
from other sources that may not be accurate or may not be appropriate or they
may not have all the facts at hand and now you end up with a situation that you
have to fix rather that to actually go through a good process with the community.
| just don’t think it is a healthy move sometimes to be releasing information on
things that have not come before the major people who have to make decisions
and | don’t know if it is appropriate to say that or not.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Well it is appropriate to say but as far as the
policy there are exceptions, but the policy is that most projects are not publicly
released for the press until your packet goes out or the public notice goes out;
but really when it gets the notice the Press Enterprise is when we send the
packet out. There are the Agenda and they call us if they have interest. We
don’t have any control over what a member of the public or a developer might do
and so oftentimes those articles are generated generally; almost always
generated from outside the City as an organization. Certainly the concept that
Commissioner Owings has proposed is something that might provide a little bit of
headway for those big controversial projects where there is this opportunity to
kind of take a look at it a little sooner and get ahead of maybe that kind of press
or provide an opportunity for people to get more information before they come up
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and demand that something be done; it provides maybe more opportunity for
them to actually learn more about the project; maybe not, but...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - And the way | envision that would be after
whatever we call it; the Study Session or whatever, there might be information
that the Applicant says hey you know | can see where the Planning Commission
directions is. We can work with the Staff so that when the package finally gets to
us it is pretty much in line with our thinking and then to Jeff’'s point, you know
unless you do something with the Press Enterprise, there’s just not going to be...
| mean that’s the source of this information or lack of information, but is there an
attempt by the City Staff when the Press Enterprise writes an article that may not
be factual to at least to give the Press Enterprise the facts that are going to be
given to the Commission members so that they have basically our packet so that
they know what the facts are.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes and most of the reporters have been
pretty good about calling and asking and that gives us an opportunity to know
what the issues are. | mean they don’t necessarily talk to me and certainly any
project of economic development significance there is very active conversations
with the economic development department to make sure they have the correct
information and to hopefully dispel rumors, but again dispelling rumors doesn’t
necessarily papers...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — There are two things we are never going to
have any control over and one of them is the Applicant spreading whatever
information they want about their project with the express purpose of garnering
support for it and the propensity of people to make quick judgments and opinions
without having all the facts anyway and | think that is part of why it is good to
come to a hearing to bring out all this information. What | do agree with
Commissioner Tom about is that if we have some advance opportunity to have a
Study Session or an early presentation, we will be able to express to the
Applicant the types of things that we have concerns about so that they can bring
information to satisfy those concerns when they do their presentation. For
example, although this is not a controversial application here, if they thought that
we would want to see more how this fits in with the neighborhood shopping
center, they might have had in their presentation additional views of other parts
of the shopping center to show us how it would fit in and that would have been
something that might have made it move along a little faster at the time that we
actually had our hearing.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - And | hadn’t really thought about what John said
and it would help in the area of what Jeff’s concern was and in terms of public
information because the issue becomes framed between the deciding body and
the Applicant in front of the public and so therefore the issue is very accurately
framed. If you chose to misrepresent that at that point, there is nothing that you
can do to stop it but at least if would be an intentional misrepresentation as
opposed to an accidental or one be caused by a lack of information, so | hadn’t
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really thought of that, but that is a positive to my idea that | hadn’t really put into
the mix, so | think you’ve even convinced me to even like it better.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, are there any other comments?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Okay, so on the Joint Study Session, the
items and | can’t promise these will be on there, but that you want added beyond
the Energy and Climate Action Plan and the one | already talked about, would be
a discussion on the east end development; a discussion on the Medical Corridor
and then a discussion on ways to streamline the Planning Commission can
streamline the process and what the Council may agree to and certainly what
you’ve talked about today about the idea of early reports and things like that we
can address and hopefully maybe your next meeting very soon we can finally
bring forward that discussion of your rules and that could be something that could
be inserted into your rules as something that you all agree to.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, very good. Is there anyone else? If not I'll entertain a
motion for adjournment.

ADJOURNMENT

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Motion to adjourn

CHAIR BAKER - Okay

COMMISSIONER GIBA - Second

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, all in favor? Now one other thing there, are going to
project to meet on the 12™ of April if we get some items besides the...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - If we have some items... right now it looks it
would be a push to have it on the 12",

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, so we could move it to the next Thursday or...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Right, we'll know certainly well in advance of
your April 3" meeting so we can talk to you about it if we need to change that
schedule.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, very good, thank you. Good night Moreno Valley.
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CITY OF MORENO VALLEY
PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR MEETING
MAY 10™ 2012

CALL TO ORDER

Chair Baker convened the Regular Meeting of the City of Moreno Valley Planning
Commission on the above date in the City Council Chambers located at 14177
Frederick Street.

ROLL CALL

Commissioners Present:
Chair Baker

Vice Chair Salas
Commissioner Crothers
Commissioner Giba
Commissioner Owings
Commissioner Ramirez
Commissioner Van Natta

Staff Present:

John Terell, Planning Official

Julia Descoteaux, Associate Planner

Claudia Manrique, Associate Planner

Jeff Bradshaw, Associate Planner

Michael Lloyd, Senior Transportation Engineer
Clement Jimenez, Land Development Engineer
Larry Gonzales, Senior Engineer, Public Works
Randy Metz, Fire Marshall

Paul Early, Deputy City Attorney

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

CHAIR BAKER — May | entertain a motion to approve the Agenda?

VICE CHAIR SALAS - | move that we approve the Agenda

VICE CHAIR OWINGS - Second
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CHAIR BAKER - Motion to approve and seconded...Commissioner Salas made
the motion and seconded by Commissioner Tom. All those in favor?

Opposed — 0

Motion carries 7 -0

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

CHAIR BAKER — May the public please be advised of the procedures to be
followed in this meeting. Procedures are on display at the rear of the room.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

CHAIR BAKER — Comments by any member of the public on any matter which
is not listed on the Agenda and which is within the subject matter jurisdiction of
the Commission.

NON-PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

1.  PA12-0017 Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Capital Improvement Plan
Conformance with General Plan

CHAIR BAKER - At this time I'd like to open the meeting up for Non-Public
Hearing Items. It is Item No. 1; PA12-0017. It has to do with Fiscal Year 2012-
2013 Capital Improvement Plan Conformance with the City of Moreno Valley
General Plan. This is going to be presented by Larry Gonzales.

SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES - Good
evening Chair and members of the Commission. My name is Larry Gonzales,
Senior Engineer for the Public Works Department. I’'m here tonight to present to
you the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Proposed Capital Improvement Plan, which is this
large document right here. The CIP is part of the City budget adoption process
and the information you have in your packet is a summary of projects listed by
category. There are over 400 projects listed in the document. It is a planning
document that serves to identify various types of improvements that the City
would need over the next five years and beyond to build-out. All projects are
listed in conformance with the City’s General Plan and are within the State Law
Guidelines. If the Planning Commission makes a finding that the document is in
conformance with the City’s General Plan, the document is tentatively scheduled
to go before the City Council for adoption on June 12", 2012. Staff therefore
recommends that the Planning Commission make a finding that the CIP is in
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conformance with the City’s General Plan. This concludes my report and | am
available for questions.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, Commissioners does anyone have any questions of Mr.
Gonzales?

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Our primary concern here is that we make sure that
our document which is called the General Plan is in conformance with the
amount of money you are spending for the fiscal years 2012 through to 2017.
Am | correct?

SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES - Well this
document is primarily; in terms of budget, it is really only dealing with fiscal year
12/13, so that’s really the only thing that Council will be looking at and adopting.
It is also used as a planning document, so we also have projects in the CIP that
look toward the future to toward build-out, but we’re not adopting that section.
We are just looking at that as a planning tool.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Commissioner Giba, just to follow on with
what Larry said is the key is to make sure that this annual budget is consistent
with the General Plan as an example and these are things that are not in the
plan. If there was a street that wasn’'t on the General Plan that the City was
building or we were building a fire station in a location that wasn’t the location
shown in the General Plan. Those are things that would be a problem. None of
those conditions exist here so Staff is very comfortable with the idea of finding
the CIP in conformance with the General Plan. The Capital Improvement Plan
has to be in conformance with the General Plan; not the other way around.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — The General Plan doesn’t have to be in conformance
with the CIP. Clarify for me because I'm the new guy here, so I'm still trying to
learn. When we established the General Plan; this is dated 2006; am | correct?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Okay, this is 2012, so we've gone through six years
and | looked all over and | couldn’t find anything called an amendment.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes we’'ve done actually several minor
amendments; land use amendments, but that is not unusual. Most General
Plan’s last 10; 15 or 20 years without a major reworking, but let's say the City
wanted to and I'm trying to think of a road that would make sense... if we decided
that Ironwood wasn’t going to be on the General Plan and we were going to put
Gregory Lane and we were going to widen Gregory Lane to four lanes, it would
have to be in the General Plan to do that, so then an amendment would have to
occur prior to that. A recent really good example is the action that you took a
month or two ago regarding Heacock Street south of Nandina. If Heacock Street
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wasn’t on the General Plan, we shouldn’t be spending money widening it, so that
action that you took and the City Council approved, now allows the City to go and
design Heacock south of Nandina as part of the Capital Improvement Program,
so that's how the General Plan changes and then the Capital Program is
consistent with the document as it stands as of today in this case. Does that
make sense?

COMMISSIONER GIBA - Yes it does, but again I'm looking at the General Plan
which was originally designed and drafted for the City of Moreno Valley and for
its residents and that it was our responsibility to make sure that whatever we do
conforms with the wishes and the concerns of the people who put this together
and | think only Mr. Beatty and Mr. Stewart are around compared to what was on
here right now and is this an appropriate time right now to ask a few questions
about this and whether it does fit in with the CIP at all?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Sure if you had some specific questions

COMMISSIONER GIBA — And you know me. I’'m a nitpicker to a certain degree
if that’s okay, but one of the major points and I'll be bringing them up probably
kind of randomly... one of the major points on the plan was a set of what we call
the ultimate goals, so | went through them and one of the ultimate goals was to
provide public services and public facilities and under that were libraries and
library services. | didn’t see anything in your budget that had anything to do with
libraries at all; no money allocated for libraries period. Almost 75 percent
allocated to streets, which almost seems a little disproportionate to what the plan
is trying to do, because the plan specifies that it is supposed to be a balanced
approach and so that concerned me a little bit and again the history of what
happened; | know a little bit about the library being this and that. Is there a
reason why we don’t even know? It is listed as one of your ultimate goals and |
could cite a couple of the references in your document of how important it is to
have a library and support the school districts and all the things that you wrote in
the document; yet there is no library funding. Can you explain that one to me?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, because there is no library funding in
next year's budget. That funding primarily comes from an development impact
fee for libraries which is being held aside in a fund until enough money is
collected to proceed, so if you look at the longer and | think Larry is looking right
now; if you look at the longer capital budget which is at build-out; you know a
longer term, the library is definitely in there.

SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES - Right on.
This document and it's the proposed... it is available on the City’s website. |
believe it is under Public Works, Capital Projects and | believe it is also under the
Financial and Administrative Department section on the public website, but there
is an item that is on page B33. It is in the section that is considered unfunded,
which means it is one of the outer year projects and we do have the main library
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listed there at a budget of 33 million, so it is in the document; it is again in the
section of the document that is for the future; it is not part of this upcoming fiscal
year. What we try to do is we try to identify all of the projects in the City through
build-out that are consistent with the General Plan and that we are aware of and
trying to proactively budget for in the future.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - It is my understanding that the library funds that
Jeff was talking about; part of those funds went in order to construct the Nason
Street improvements; the freeway on-ramps. Is that correct?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — | don't believe it was... that was a different
funding source. That was funding from a redevelopment bond that was allocated
to the library and was as you said temporarily borrowed to finish the Nason
interchange.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well | guess my point goes to your comment that
there wasn’t enough money in the fund to do anything, so we just sort of
reserved the fund until there is. It seemed to me that that was quite a bit of
money.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - It is not 33 million dollars though.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Is it appropriate for us to be discussing the money
as a Planning Commission?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Is it appropriate... certainly you can discuss it;
it is really not related to finding the Capital Budget in compliance. We do it on an
annual basis, so next year we’ll be back with hopefully better news in regards to
the library.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well another thing | think both Jeff and | have
talked about is the reconfiguration of the Route 60 and Moreno Beach Drive
interchange and the ramps with Eucalyptus on page 8 of the plan. It states here
that they’ll be completed within one year and this is very important because I've
talked to the manager’s of the stores in the shopping center there and they are all
concerned about this because it is impeding their business, especially Target, so
with Best Buy going away, it seems as though the one year estimate is a very
positive thing but when you talk to people in the City at the city level they say it is
more like two years, so you know | would like to believe it is one year and would
like to know what we could do to make sure it was completed within one year, but
could you clarify what the timeline is on that project.

SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES - Yes the
60 and Moreno Beach interchanges has been separated into two phases and the
first phase deals with just the south side on-ramps and off-ramps; on-ramp and
off-ramp and per the CIP page that deals with that phase one project; it shows
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that construction is estimated for November 2012 through October and to be
completed in October 2013, so that is the south side of the interchange which is
adjacent to a lot of the stores and the area...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So that’s the 18 month to 2 year estimate, so one
side takes a lot more time than the other.

SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES - Right.
The south side and let me side the page here...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Are both projects fully funded?

SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES - The
south side that | just mentioned is fully funded because it is all budgeted for this
upcoming 12-13 fiscal year. The northerly side which is considered phase two;
we consider that only partially funded because the remaining funding is going to
be in the outer years; 13, 14 and | think we even have it for 14 and 15 for when
the construction of that segment is going to be completed.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So Larry if | am correct and what | understand you
said, if you were Target you'd be most concerned about the south side which is
fully funded.

SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES — Correct

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - That’s the good news. The bad news is that it is
more complex and it will take 18 months.

SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES - Yes, |
mean the good news is that phase one for the south side is expected to be done
by... constructed by October 2013, which is toward the end of next year; which
isn’t too bad, but as you said as far as the northerly section, that’s not | think
tentatively; they are projecting it to be done and completed in the fiscal years
14/15, but even that is subject to available funding because it is so far into the
future.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Commissioner Owings, | think one year of
course, that is the construction time and that doesn’t include what has actually
been going on for quite some time which is acquiring the right-of-way and doing
the design and getting it approved by Cal Trans and all that other kind of stuff.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - | have some experience with Cal Trans and it
could be challenging.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Actually they’'ve been very cooperative on this
project. Obviously a lot of benefits for... just as realigning the off-ramps and on-
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ramps on Nason really help with traffic on the freeway because it didn’t back up
as much and so will Moreno Beach, but yes the south side is the key one of
course because it will allow Eucalyptus to go through to Moreno Beach.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Right, which is, you know especially you know for
general knowledge and speaking with the people at Target and Office Max and
especially Target you know during the construction of the Nason off and on ramp,
their traffic was traffic detoured right through the Walmart parking lot, which of
course they might feel might have had some impact to their business, so this is
critical and is there any way or anything the City can do or any way this could be
speeded up so that we can complete the south project within a year if it is fully
funded?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | think the frank answer is no. The one year
timeframe is the fast track process, so | know that the engineer in charge of this
project is really working hard and is really kind of doing a great job to kind of
move this along much faster and | harken it to Nason which you know has been
taken a much longer time to do and once this engineer got involved in that
project and Larry was involved in that too and between him and the other
engineer have really been able to move that project forward and managed to get
it under construction.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — And it is much improved from my standpoint at
least from my experience.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — The next thing that will happen as you know
on Nason is they will be building the bridge; widening the bridge and they've
done a great job because it will be phased so that it will always be open. They'll
build half; tear down half and build the other half, so that will be much less
disruptive | think than what was necessary with the off-ramps, but I'm sure you
know any positive energy you can give will and good thoughts will really help that
work through and getting any information that you know about what is going
there too to us so we can forward it on.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well | have done that but you know it is just in all
our best interest to make sure that we don’t have a failed shopping center at the
Gateway to our City.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — | have another question. Because | kind of take this
seriously, so when you guys gave us the responsibility to make sure that it
complied with so that’s why | began to delve in. I've been reading it a little at a
time, but the document is probably close to 400 pages in total. It is a good novel
to read in four days; not necessarily an easy one to do, so there was another
concern | had and this one maybe you can answer. A lot of times | do these
things maybe for the public. These might be questions the public might even ask
if | was not sitting here and | was to hear what goes on and it is nice that you able
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to answer those for everybody, but as | went through the document, | went to and
| think it is item 9.3 and then | read this line that says economic development
element; this chapter will be added upon conclusion of the development of an
Economic Development Strategy, which is presently being conducted in
conjunction with this City Council. This element is not intended to affect the
Environmental Impact Report. Do we have that element?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — No and | would suspect we never will. That
was suggested two Community Development Directors ago.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — But it is part of the document. The document is part of
it. Am | correct?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — It wasn’t ready to go at the time we brought
forward... we weren’t going to hold up the General Plan for that element and very
honestly it is not proceeding; it is not a Planning effort and what really has taken
its place more recently is the Economic Development Strategy that the City
Council adopted last year and at some point in time that needs to make its way
into the General Plan.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — So when I'm reading this...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Just so you know the Economic Development
Strategy is not inconsistent with the General Plan

COMMISSIONER GIBA — This was approved in 2006 and that was six years ago
and six years ago they said they didn’t have this element, so six years ago this
wasn’'t a completed document.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - It was complete because the Economic
Development Element is not required by State Law.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Okay, that’s an answer that might be better to give me
than just tell me the other things. It is not required by State Law. It might have
been really nice to have something in here saying it is not completed and it is not
a problem because it was not by State Law. I'm not as wise as you guys. This is
not my job full time. | can tell a student to do something but not you, so that was
my big concern. If it wasn’t a complete document | don’t have all that information
that | need to make any decisions you know and again the balanced approach to
this document is that we were supposed to be balancing a lot of things and
according to this document and according to what you want us to say is in
compliance with, | don’t see the balance. There is a disproportionate amount of
energy being put forth to roads, streets and bridges versus the other elements of
our City that is supposed to make it such a wonderful City for us and no matter
how this flies for the next year it will be a concern of mine that | think we need to
get back to some balance in this City and | just want to make that statement very
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firmly. | think we are shifting fast and quick in one direction and | think for the
sake of the City and the people that live here you need to probably cut back a
little bit and take a look at where we can balance it...take some of that money
from one place and it might take us longer to do those jobs, but start by being
more balanced. That is just my personal opinion after spending four days and
who know what...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — And | wouldn’t disagree. | mean this particular
year is heavily weighted towards the infrastructure that was identified as part of
the Economic Development Action Plan, so it's a little unusual in that way, so
future years will probably... | don’t know; will show more other projects.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — | hope so. Those are my two major concerns. | know
| look like I've got a lot of sticky notes all over because | do, but they all combine
into the same type of issue. It would be nice if you guys did something about the
Economic Development Plan or made some statement or something or put
something out to us so that we know what you are working on with it because it
was a total surprise to me when | read that. | went what; what is supposed to be
here six years ago and it is still not here and | don’t know how busy you've been
to be able to not do that job; | know I'm pretty busy, so...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - It’'s not that I've been busy; it's not a Planning
effort, so and really the priorites have changed and I'm talking about
administrative priorities and they are not other priorities.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Alright, thank you both Larry and John.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay does anyone else have any comments on the proposed
Capital Improvement Plan? If not I'd entertain a motion to move this forward to
the City Council. That is what you are wanting is the Planning Commission to
make a finding... correct or not?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, just what it says there.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Mr. Chairman if | may. There was a pause there
when nobody was willing to make the motion, which would indicate to me that
maybe some of the Commissioners are not all that comfortable with their level of
knowledge, so is this something and | direct this question to the Staff; is this
something that needs to be done at this meeting or is there something; could we
carry this over and maybe have some sort of a further discussion of it.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - | have a comment. | wasn’t hesitant about
moving it forward. | was just unsure of what the format of the verbiage was that
you needed in a motion to move it forward.

DRAFT PC MINUTES 9 May 10™ 2012
-67-



03N N kW

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Okay, well I'll answer both of those questions.
The first question is yes; unfortunately it is time sensitive because you won’t have
another meeting before the budget has to be approved. Our apologies for that
but that is just the way it works out and there is always next year and hopefully if
you want to talk about it, we can talk about it as a discussion item even
afterwards if there are any additional questions, but it really is time sensitive.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - | guess my comment to that would be that in the
future it would be nice if we had this document with more time to study it;
possibly we should schedule some time next year prior to the adoption of this
plan to do a study session.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Well I'll refer back to Larry. It is kind quite a
crunch because of the way the budget goes, but certainly I'm sure if Larry can
bring it earlier he will do so.

SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES - We
typically go to study session in May; as a matter of fact next week. On Tuesday
we are going to be presenting this to City Council and making a presentation to
them on this proposed Capital Improvement Plan. We typically also meet with
each one of the Council members previous to the study session just to make
sure that we have been able to address all of their concerns, so John is correct in
that we end up; Capital Project Staff ends up receiving a lot of comments
throughout this process and a lot of these comments come later rather than
sooner and so even getting the document this early is a challenge and | think it
would be even more difficult to try to get it completed earlier. Now that doesn’t
mean that we can’t share it with you. It has been up on the website | think for a
week or two now and perhaps we can make you aware of that earlier so you can
have a chance to review it.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well right, because the study session...we are
being asked to make a recommendation on a document that we are not fully
conversant with and the study session that you planned to have with the City
Council really has no value to us because we have already made our decision,
so you know | believe and | think | speak for the consensus of this Commission,
that if we are going to be asked for our opinion you know, we must offer
intelligent comments; we must make intelligent decisions and those decisions we
would expect would be at least looked at by the governing body; the City Council,
but since we have no actual knowledge or very little knowledge compared to
theirs, | think it is very easy for them to side step this Commission and it makes
this job somewhat meaningless, so | think | speak for myself that we are all here
to be meaningful to have meaningful input and we can’t do that without having
adequate information in a timely fashion from the Staff.
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SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES - | can

make a note for next year to at least provide you with a link; the Planning
Commission with a link to the document; to the proposed CIP perhaps at least a
couple of weeks earlier than you were made aware of it.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Right and I’'m not in any way trying to infer that we

don’t have confidence in the Staff’'s ability to direct us correctly or properly
because we really do trust you folks, it’s just that...you know it’s just we should
know what we are voting on.

SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES -
Understood

COMMISSIONER GIBA - For no other reason than to gain the confidence of the
people out there who expect us to be doing the job that we are supposed to be
doing here and to add to that if | would, that is the reason | brought those
comments up; not necessarily his.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - John I'd like to just make one comment. You do
not need to continually apologize for asking questions. | think it is absolutely
necessary for this Commission to ask questions. You should be applauded for
your questions and you do not need to beg forgiveness for them and that is my
opinion.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Thank you very much. I'm just trying to be polite to
these gentlemen.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — And | would concur that no impoliteness
implied or actual was received but again it is something that the State requires us
to do and we appreciate that you are taking it seriously. It is something that
hopefully becomes more of discussion in future years. It is actually relatively
recent that we actually were able to bring it to you at all. | mean it used to go
directly to City Council, so we're making progress slowly but surely, but to
answer Commissioner Van Natta’s question...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — | found it

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Basically you are going to find that the fiscal...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - | did find that, but | did want to say that if we
wait until every project is absolutely 100 percent perfect and everybody agrees
on it and that everything is exactly the way we want to see it, nothing is ever
going to get done and there are times when we have to say yes it is not perfect
but if we don’t get it going in the right direction things won’t get completed and so
I’'m going to move that we make a finding that the Fiscal Year 2012-2013
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Proposed Capital Improvement Plan is in conformance with the City of Moreno
Valley’s General Plan.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay we have a motion; do we have a second?

VICE CHAIR SALAS - I'll second

CHAIR BAKER — Okay Commissioner Van Natta makes the motion and
Commissioner Salas second; all in favor

Opposed - 0
Motion carries 7 -0

CHAIR BAKER — Thank you. Do we need a Staff wrap up on that?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — No, that will just be forwarded to the City
Council for final review and action.

CHAIR BAKER - You know | appreciate all the discussion on this. Some things
that we do... that is my third time probably; I've been through that since I've been
on here. There are a lot of things that we have to kind of take for granted that
Staff knows what they are doing; that’'s what they get paid to do. It is good to ask
questions but at the same time certain things we just have to accept the Staff’s
report and just run with them. They're the experts and we’re the lay people, so
that being said questions are always good but we need... these guys out here
are our experts and they are the ones that we pay and we’ll work on seeing if we
can get this straightened out for next year a little bit better. If people really want
to read the 400 page document and go through it so be it, Larry will work on
getting the link to us so maybe what do you think. | know that it is a time
sensitive thing. Do you think a two week lead time maybe.

SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES - Yes know
| think | sent out the link to City Staff here; the department heads and to the City
Council; | believe | sent it out the week before last so that would give you
anywhere from 7 to 14 days to at least have it available to review.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay thank you

SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES - Sure, and
just a final note, it can be downloaded as a PDF document so you can download
it to your local drive and then have it available whenever you wanted.

CHAIR BAKER — Okay thank you for your help.
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SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ENGINEER GONZALES - Thank
you

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

1. October 13, 2011

2. November 3, 2011

3. February 9, 2012

CHAIR BAKER - Okay now at this time | need a motion to approve the following

minutes. Minutes number one being October 13", 2011; the second set of
minutes is November 3™, 2011 and then February 9", 2012.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - I'll move that we approve

CHAIR BAKER — Okay a second?

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - I'll second

CHAIR BAKER - Okay we have a motion and a second to approve these three
sets of minutes; all in favor?

Opposed — 0
Motion carries 7 -0

CHAIR BAKER - Okay thank you. Okay the next thing is we are going to move
on or this will be actually Public Hearing Items.

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

1. Case Number: PA12-0007 Tentative Parcel Map No. 36449
PA11-0041 Plot Plan
Case Planner: Julia Descoteaux

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Mr. Chairman, due to my candidacy for City
Council and the fact that I've taken campaign contributions for parties involved in
the upcoming discussion and hearing, | would like to recuse myself at this time.
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CHAIR BAKER - Okay, we’ll come and get you when Item No. 1 is over okay.
Thank you. Okay do we need to show in the minutes that Commissioner Owings
recused himself?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Commissioner Owings has left the room.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, very good, thank you. So we’ll go on to Iltem No. 1.
This is Case No. PA12-0007 and PA11-0041, a Tentative Parcel Map No. 36449
to subdivide 6.84 acres into five lots for commercial purposes and a Plot Plan to
develop one parcel with a retail store. The Applicant for this project is
Winchester Associates and Boos Development Group. The owner is Professors
Fund IV LLC and our representatives for this project tonight are Dave Slawson
and David Morse. Our Case Planner on this will be Julia. Let me do one thing
here before you start. | want to give the location of this project. It is at the
southwest corner of Perris Boulevard and JFK Drive (APN 485-081-034). Julia
you are up.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — Good evening Chair Baker and
members of the Planning Commission. I'm Julia Descoteaux, Associate Planner
and before you this evening is Tentative Parcel Map 36449, PA12-0007. The
Applicant has submitted the Parcel Map for the subdivision of approximately 6.84
acres into five individual commercial parcels ranging in size from .59 acres to 2.7
acres. The proposed parcel size is consistent with the requirements of Section
9.04.040 of Title 9 of the Moreno Valley Municipal Code which allows parcels to
be a minimum of 10,000 square feet within the Neighborhood Commercial Zone.
All the proposed parcels will include street frontage, however cross easements
and shared access will be provided where applicable.

Plot Plan PA11-0041 is a proposed retail building which will be constructed on
parcel 3 of the proposed Tentative Parcel Map on approximately one acre. The
project includes an 8,320 square foot retail building located just south of the
existing CVS Store with frontage along Perris Boulevard. The site will include
shared access with the existing CVS Store and the proposed parcel number 4
and 5 of the Tentative Parcel Map 36449.

The property surrounding the project includes residential to the south and west;
both R5 and Residential 10 to the north of the JFK. To the east are existing
retail, Neighborhood Commercial zoned and existing multi-family; R20 and R15.
All the new lots in the Parcel Map will access either by Perris Boulevard or John
F. Kennedy and the proposed parking lot for the proposed retail building meets
the Municipal Code requirements which require 37 parking spaces, which they
currently have in their site plan.

The retail building includes a stucco building with a metal roof and panels that
resemble a stone enhancement on all four sides of the building. The design
includes a variation of roof lines and reveals for dimension and decorative
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lighting. Landscaping will be provided per the City’s landscape requirements.
Based on the nature of the project, there were no specific studies associated with
the project. The site is consistent with infill development.

An Initial Study was completed with a determination that there would be no
significant impacts to the environment for the proposed Tentative Tract Map.
Based on the information in the Initial Study a Negative Declaration was
recommended and will be prepared.

Notification was sent to all property owners within 300 feet. To date | have
received several phone calls regarding the project. Two of them were just
inquiries as to what the project was and you know where the actual building was
going to be and the other one you have a letter from one of the neighboring
property owners who had some; not necessarily concerns with the project, but he
just wanted us to know that he had some concerns about signage which we will
address based on our sign criteria and with that both the Applicants for the
Tentative Map and the retail building are here to answer any questions for you.

This concludes my Staff Report. Thank you. Excuse me, one more thing. You
have several conditions from Land Development; LD11 and LD12 that have been
removed from the actual conditions of approval... LD11 and LD12 and you
should have a green sheet up there. Thank you

CHAIR BAKER - Okay at this time I'd like to open up testimony for any
questions of Staff for this particular project. Okay, Mr. Slawson is going to come
forward now; the Applicant.

APPLICANT SLAWSON - Good evening Mr. Chairman and Planning
Commissioners. My name is David Slawson and I'm with Winchester Associates
in Moreno Valley. On behalf of Professors Capital we're doing a Parcel Map; the
land division and we agree with the conditions of approval and I've talked with
Clement. The elimination of the two conditions we agree with; LD11 and LD12
and | just wanted to make a point a clarification. Julia and | just thought of this; |
was reviewing the Negative Declaration in relation to that; the finding with
regards to soil stability would still be in the positive | believe because we are
conditioned to do a Erosion Control Plan and best management practices, but
not the... so just a point of clarification. Other than that we agree with the
conditions of approval and I’'m here to answer any questions with regards to the
Map.

CHAIR BAKER — Okay what | need to do now is open Public Testimony for
Commissioners to.... we don’t need to do that yet. Let’s first off have questions
for the Applicant and then I'll open up to public opinion. Okay, does anyone have
any questions of Mr. Slawson?

DRAFT PC MINUTES 15 May 10™ 2012
-73-



03N N kW

VICE CHAIR SALAS - I've got one. Hey Dave on the onsite water, where does
it drain into? Are we keeping it onsite all the onsite water?

APPLICANT SLAWSON - The water is going to... the natural grade drains to
the southeast and back out onto Perris Boulevard. For the mapping itself we
didn’t consider the drainage flow. Each individual site plan is going to have to
design a system that captures, cleanses and you know filters the solids and the
different pesticides from the water before it goes into the public system.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Okay so that’s going to be the responsibility of whichever
or whoever owns and develops the parcel.

APPLICANT SLAWSON - Yes correct and in fact | was told by the engineer
from Boos Development they have a plan to do just that for their site.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Okay, thanks

CHAIR BAKER - Are there any other questions for the Applicant?

APPLICANT SLAWSON - Okay, thank you and if you have any questions for...

CHAIR BAKER - David Morse...

APPLICANT SLAWSON - ... he can just come up...

CHAIR BAKER — Why don’t you come forward...?

VICE CHAIR SALAS — You don’t look like David Morse

APPLICANT KENDALL — I'm Christy Kendall with Boos Development. I'm the
local Project Manager for this project. Have you guys heard of Family Dollar and
do you what it is or should | maybe explain what Family Dollar is.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - | think it's good if you explain for the rest of us.

APPLICANT KENDALL - Okay, Family Dollar as | said is an 8320 retail
development and the comparison we like to say; because the dollar in it kind of
has a negative connotation; the comparison we like to say is that a Family Dollar
is like an Ace Hardware to a Home Depot is a Family Dollar to a Target or a
Walmart to where it is not a 99 cent store. You are not going to walk in a see a
bunch of 99 cent things, you are going to see some Health and Beauty, some
food, some general merchandise, some clothing and you are going to see name
brand items. Family Dollar is in 44 states and California made 45 and they made
their entrance into the market a little under a year ago and we opened our first
ground up store in January in California City and since then Family Dollar has
opened quite a few and I’'m not sure of the actual count at this point; in line and
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ground up stores; mostly in the San Joaquin Valley and the Inland Empire and
now they are starting to move north, south and more towards the coast. Itis a
retail store that operates from 8 am until 9 pm and it has one delivery a week
from their Texas distribution center. They are actually in the process of opening
another one on the west coast, but for now it is just one delivery on the W6708 to
the store, so it doesn’t interrupt the surrounding properties and Family Dollar will
hire from the community that it is in. The way you can apply is you can go on line
to their website or go to an existing store that is open. Now there are more
stores that have been open and in line spaces, it is easier for the local population
to go in and actually fill out an application, but a Family Dollar store will hold
anywhere from three to eight employees. They’'ll have a manager, an assistant
manager and then three to five additional employees at the store.

CHAIR BAKER - Do any of the Commissioners have a question of this young
lady?

COMMISSIONER RAMIREZ — Thank you for coming. | am just curious, what
other cities in the Inland Empire do you have Family Dollar stores at?

APPLICANT KENDALL — We are currently; | know there are Inland stores that
are open in Fontana, Rialto, Ontario and | believe there is one other City. We are
currently permitting all of the... and | don’t think | said that I'm with Boos
Development. We are Family Dollar’s preferred ground up developer, so for the
most part unless there is a random build to suit, we will be doing all of their
ground up development, so we are currently entitling projects in the City of
Fontana, Moreno Valley. We have projects in the early stages in San
Bernardino, Cal Mesa has some in the works; there is Hemet. We have some
pre-deal ones and they are the way down into Imperial and San Diego Counties
as well.

COMMISSIONER RAMIREZ — Okay

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - So this is the type of store where somebody
could... it's like a neighborhood store where somebody could go to and just
about pick up anything they need that they don’'t want to make a trip to the big
box store or something like that. Its milk, bread, eggs; that kind of stuff too and...

APPLICANT KENDALL — Exactly, food isn’t prepared there but milk, bread and
eggs; anything that can go in the coolers that is already packaged will go in there
and they’ll sell it. It is not a tremendous amount of food merchandise but there
are the basic essentials. It is kind of the stop in between going to the big box.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - So when you say you are the ground up
developer on it, you are in charge of like the design of the store; what it is going
to look like; where the signage’s; all that kind of stuff, so this gentlemen who
wrote in and has some concerns about signage that is facing the west where the
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residential development is, would there be any signs on that side. It seems like
that would be the back of the store.

APPLICANT KENDALL - There actually would not at this point. We are not
proposing signs on the back elevation. There will be a ground sign that is on the
main road. There will be a sign on the front of the building. | don’t even think; we
may be putting a sign on the side by CVS but they'’re really isn’'t a need to have
one on the back.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — And along the back between this development
and the residential, they’ll be a sound wall or...

APPLICANT KENDALL - There is actually quite a bit of space. We are taking
on a one acre parcel and the remainder of land on the sellers overall property
there will be a field that is behind there. So if you have been by the CVS there is
an open field behind it. Essentially there is about that much land that will be
behind our site between us and the existing six foot wall that already separates
the residential.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Which might be developed for something at
some time but it is not part of this project.

APPLICANT KENDALL - Exactly

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - So you don’t actually abut the residential
development then right?

APPLICANT KENDALL — We’'ll be several hundred feet away.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Okay, thank you

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, is there anyone else? Okay, thank you.

APPLICANT KENDALL — Thank you

CHAIR BAKER — Now we’re going to open up to and | don’t think we have any
Speaker Slips but following the law of the land here we will open up Public Item
Testimony and no Speaker Slips at this point for this.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — No, | don’t know if anybody is in the audience
but you don’t have any Speaker Slips.

CHAIR BAKER - | don’t have any. Is there anyone that wants to speak to this
item? If not, we'll close the Public Testimony on this particular item and go into
Commissioners Debate.
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VICE CHAIR SALAS - | don’t have any debate but | do have a comment on the
store. | frequent the store in Arizona and I'll tell you what it is very convenient to
have a variety of items and it is always very clean, so I'm glad to see one coming
into town myself.

CHAIR BAKER - Very good, thank you. Is there anyone else?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - | just want to say anything that enables people
to pick up what they need without using more gasoline to get it is a good idea.

CHAIR BAKER — Very good. Okay anyone else down in this direction? Okay
and if not | think the letter there that the gentlemen said about the signage and
the wall, we've addressed that right?

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Well let’s address that. John is there a restriction on it for
them not to do that. | mean is there anything saying that they can’t put a sign
back there. | mean if | lived there | wouldn’t want a sign in my... | wouldn’t want
to go to bed with sun glasses on.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Under our Sign Code they would have the
right to have a sign, so you know they could have a sign. The elevations that
they provided us which would indicate that they propose to come in for signs
doesn’t show that there are signs on the rear side, so barring any condition of
approval that they would accept not to do a sign on the back, they would have
the right, but | can’t imagine why they would do it.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - You got me either. None of the other stores do it.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - John, just to make sure, if this comes back with
the actual proposed building and the design and everything that we will get
eventually, correct?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — The building is right there. Yes that is the
building that you will get.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS — Can we make that a condition that there be no
sign that faces the homes?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — You can only do that with the concurrence of
the Applicant because they would be giving up something that they have a right
to in our Code.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - Okay
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COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - | think based on what we were told and the fact
that there is that buffer area between there and the homes; there wouldn’t be any
reason to do that.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, any other discussion or debate? If not we’ll move to a
motion to accept this. You have the adoption; if not | can hand it to you. | just
need a...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - You are going to actually have two items; two
actions on this one.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Exactly two... we do one at a time John?

CHAIR BAKER — So, Commissioner Crothers... she is going to do it

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes

CHAIR BAKER - Yes one for each item; okay. Are we going to vote on both
those together or...?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Well they are two separate Resolutions.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - One at a time

CHAIR BAKER - Yes, one at a time, okay

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - So | motion to APPROVE Resolution No. 2012-
06 and thereby:

1. ADOPT a Negative Declaration for PA12-0007 Tentative Parcel Map No.
36449 pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines; and,

2. APPROVE PA12-0007 Tentative Parcel Map 36449 subiject to the attached
Conditions of Approval included as Exhibit A.

COMMISSIONER GIBA - I'll second

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, Jeff seconds that; all in favor?

Opposed - 0
Motion carries 6 — 0 - 1, with one Abstention (Commissioner Owings)

CHAIR BAKER — Okay, the second portion
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COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | again motion to APPROVE Resolution No.
2012-07 and thereby:

1. RECOGNIZE that PA11-0041 Plot Plan qualifies as an exemption in
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines,
Section 15332 In-Fill Development Projects; and,

2. APPROVE PA11-0041 Plot Plan subject to the attached Conditions of
Approval included as Exhibit A.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay we have a motion from Commissioner Crothers and a
second?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Second

Opposed — 0
Motion carries 6 — 0 — 1, with one Abstention (Commissioner Owings)

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, final vote count; we’ve got that and Staff wrap up.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, this action shall become final unless
appealed to the City Council within 15 days and just the reason you had two
actions is because the environmental was different, so that’s kind of why we had
to go through it. It is not the usual on a project. Also just if you are interested
there is a second Family Dollar that is going to be up in the Moreno Valley Plaza.
They have already leased space up there, but that is not coming to you because
that is within an existing building.

CHAIR BAKER - It will be an in-line project, correct?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Correct

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, does someone want to go get Commissioner Owings?
We’re going to make him earn his money.

ATTORNEY EARLY — Chair if | may for a moment?

CHAIR BAKER - Yes

ATTORNEY EARLY — While Commissioner Owings is coming back in the room,
I'll just need to let the Commission know that | have a legal conflict with this next
issue, so I'll actually be stepping out for a moment. If you do have any legal
issues that arise, you can let John know. We have access to the City Attorney by
cell phone where we can consult him if it necessary. We just might need a short
recess to do that. I'll be right back.
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CHAIR BAKER - Okay, thank you folks. Good luck to you. Item No. 2... are
you ready to go Commissioner Owings?

COMMISSIONER OWINGS- | am ready

CHAIR BAKER - Okay he’s ready.

2. Case Number: PA12-0002 Conditional Use Permit
Case Planner: Julia Descoteaux

CHAIR BAKER — Okay Item No. 2, Case Number PA12-0002; a Conditional Use
Permit to expand the use of an existing bowling alley to include an arcade area.
The Applicant is Michel Knight and the Owner is Tripeak. The Representative is
Michel Knight. The location for this project is 23750 Alessandro Boulevard,
Suite K, and the Case Planner is Julia. Do you want to proceed with your part?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — Thank you Commissioners. I'm Julia
Descoteaux. Before you this evening is a Conditional Use Permit application
where the Applicant proposes to expand the existing bowling alley use to include
an arcade area. A Conditional Use Permit is required for an arcade when the
use is within 300 feet of residential. The proposed modifications to the existing
bowling alley include a reduction of the bowling lanes from 38 to 20, which will
provide space for the arcade area and the dining area. Additional uses within the
facility can include a remote control car area, banquet room, billiards, skating rink
area, sports area and a food and beverage area.

The Applicant proposes to operate the entertainment center Sunday through
Thursday from 9 am to 12 am and Friday and Saturday from 9 am to 1:30 am.
The Moreno Valley Police Department reviewed the project and did not have any
concerns regarding the operations. Several conditions of approval have been
included which require the owner to maintain a relationship with the Police
Department and additionally if any issues arise from the operation of the
business, the operator may be required to provide additional security both inside
the facility and/or within the shopping center as determined by the Police Chief.
The project satisfies the findings for a Conditional Use Permit as stated in the
Resolution attached to this report.

The site is within an existing shopping center, which is zoned Neighborhood
Commercial. Properties to the north are the existing single family residential. To
the east and the west is Neighborhood Commercial and properties to the south
are undeveloped Business Park and developed Community Commercial. The
project will use the existing shopping center parking and the site includes
adequate parking for the expanded use as designed with the original bowling
alley.
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The project will not have a significant effect on the environment because it will
occur within an existing structure and is therefore exempt from the provisions of
the California Environmental Quality Act as a Minor Alteration to an Existing
Facility. To date | have not received any phone calls regarding this project and
the Applicant is here to answer any questions for you as well as myself. Thank
you very much.

CHAIR BAKER - Thank you Julia. Before we bring the Applicant forward, do
any of the Commissioners have any questions of Staff on this project?

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS — While you are going through this Julia, | see
that the Moreno Valley Police Department has reviewed the project and didn’t
have any concerns, yet later in that same paragraph it says you know the owner
is to maintain a relationship with the Police Department and if any issues arise
due to the operation of the business operator, may be required to provide
additional security.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — That's correct

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | can’t see how the Police Department could
not have an issue with this or at least express concerns because there have
been three if | am correct previous businesses in this location that have all been
shut down and have had high crime activity there, so my concern is how does the
Police Department not have concerns for the same type of business that is going
into the same location that has had three | believe; two or three previous
applicants or operators that have had extreme problems with the Police
Department. | just don’'t see how they you know... 'm not understanding that
part of it and then my second question is do they plan to redo the parking lot
because the last time | drove through there it wasn't a very well maintained
parking lot.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Well I'll try the first one. We make the
attempt. We provide the information to the Police Department. They take a look
at it and often the person responsible for it doesn’t have the history that say you
or | might have because of our being here when those things occurred and that is
why we make a point of including certain conditions even when the Police
Department has not requested it just to provide them that flexibility in the future.
Is that a fair statement?

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - Kind of; yes. Is there any requirement on the
City’s part to add in or to inform the Police Department that hey this is a location
that has had prior problems and you know that has taken up public service and
you know it has required service from the Police Department on many occasions.
| mean | don’t understand how they could not put that address into their system
and run it for calls of service and see that there have been a lot of calls of
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service. | mean | just think that’'s maybe a little negligent on their part and maybe
on our part we need to provide more information than we are giving.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Well | think we did provide them that we were
going to add these conditions and | think they are being very positive and | think
being fair because | think it wouldn’t be reasonable to require security there if in
fact this operator is able to control that with his private security, so that's why we
provided him the flexibility. It's not that the Police Department doesn’t know it, |
didn’t want to give that impression but this is a new operator and he has a grace
period, but he also has a conditional of approval.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | agree not holding it against the new operator
by any means, but my background is definitely safety and concern and you know
safety and security for the City that | live in. You know I've been to that bowling
alley the three different times that it was under different operations though. You
know my concerns comes as a consumer and not as you know just on the
Planning Commission and so you know | want to make sure it is a good place
that | would go and that | would also bring my nieces and my nephews to or invite
other community members to and in the past it hasn’'t proven to be so my
concern is you know the safety and security of course and you know | would hate
to see it go the same route that it did before, so I'm glad to know that he is going
to have some kind of security, but we definitely need to use our Police
Department for everything that they are there for and public safety and things
that they are there for so, you know don’t hesitate to call them | guess.

CHAIR BAKER — Commissioner Salas has a comment here

VICE CHAIR SALAS - | understand exactly what you saying and the only
reason | have a little comfort with this is only because I'm reading in here most of
the trouble was with the night club and they are not reopening the night club, they
are only going to have a DJ

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - But they are serving alcohol

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Yes, right and it is still a bowling alley. | used to bowl in a
league there and most of the trouble came at night at the bar. It wasn'’t at the
bowling alley itself and they have gotten rid of that. They are allowing only at
banquets to have that thing and | think again | will say that most of the problem
happened at with the live band. If they were going to open that night club up |
would never support this, but you know maybe it is because I'm a bowler, but
anyway...

CHAIR BAKER — And we can direct some of this to the Applicant when he
comes forward. Are there any other comments here from the Commissioners for
the Staff? If not could | please have the Applicant come forward.
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COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — So basically the reason we’re looking at this is
because of the conversion of part of it to the arcade, which has the restriction
because of the proximity to the residential area.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — That's correct

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - So that ‘s really the only reason it is coming
before us is just because of that, so we just have to decide if removing some
bowling lanes and putting in an arcade instead is going to have a significant
impact.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — That's correct

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Are we not looking at the liquor license; the fact
that they are serving alcohol?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — No

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - It normally does require a Conditional Use Permit
doesn’t it?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - It already has. It previously received that
authorization; the existing facility already been granted the ability to have a liquor
license.

CHAIR BAKER - That is done through the ABC. We don’t have anything to do
with that; right?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Well if it was brand new and hadn’t been in
operation before, you would need to see that; basically it would be a night club.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Well I've never been in a bowling alley without
people having beer while they are bowling. There are some people that can’t
bowl without beer so that’s a part of it.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Either they can’t bowl as well or they don'’t feel
as good about it.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - George is the expert on the drinking and the
bowling; right?

VICE CHAIR SALAS — | withhold comment

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, anything else? Let's bring Michel forward please.
Would you please state your name and address for the record.
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APPLICANT KNIGHT — Good evening Commissioners. I'm Michel Knight of
33998 Cal Vista, Temecula.

CHAIR BAKER - Just kind of give... we’re looking for some kind of what you are
doing there. We kind of got a thumbnail sketch but maybe some of the
Commissioners have some direct questions for you since you are the operator
and what you plan on doing. One thing we always like to know is about how
many people you are going to employ and we know the hours that you are going
to be open.

APPLICANT KNIGHT — Okay, | will try to simplify as much as possible. As | see,
some of the Commissioners are bowlers and some have been to the building
before. Think of this exactly as a replica of Lucky Strike and a mini Dave and
Busters. Itis family. Itis not a night club. I've heard so much about the previous
person who was there for two or three years. We thought long and hard about
when we looked at the building because when a building has a negative
impression and a negative image, it is really very hard to turn it around because
people just associate the new business with the old business. It is a very modern
one. | don’t know if you've seen the plan over here.

For the ones who bowl, instead of having a masking on the front, it is all big
projectors instead the whole masking; just one giant projectors all the way across
where you can see the movies you want every different night, so one night it is
romance movies, one night it is black and white; one night it is western movies;
one night is science fiction movies and then five lanes have been converted; the
actual lanes have been converted to a dining area, so when you go there to dine,
you are actually sitting on the lanes watching people bowl from their faces rather
than from their behinds. Yes, so that’'s the second difference. The third part is
the arcade. It is about a quarter of the size of Chuckey Cheese and it is all kids
redemption games and this is where the other 15 lanes were sitting basically.

In the middle there is the first function ever in Riverside County as far as | know.
It is a little indoor remote race track. Basically it is just like on this carpet here,
there is a two foot little miniature wall for kids not to run inside and put the remote
control cars and race them against each other on the carpet and that’s about it.
What used to be the night club is now totally gutted out; changed the flooring and
the walls and it is a banquet hall for weddings and kids parties on the weekend
and that’s about it.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | would think people would need to be careful
when they are dining looking at the bowlers. Some bowling balls kind of go
crazy. Some people aren’t so accurate with their bowling balls.

APPLICANT KNIGHT - Yes it is on the side; you see them from the side. I've
never seen anybody who can throw a 10 pound ball up in the air.
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COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | have. I've seen them go backwards and
sideways. It sounds good. Thank you.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Can you talk to us about security? What kind of security
are you going to have security there?

APPLICANT KNIGHT - Yes, the normal standard security for dress code for
everybody coming in; a very strict dress code and the security at the door. We
will not be searching people; you know bags; everybody coming in is not going to
be searched; it is intended for families. How can | say this without being
diplomatic; screening the people coming in. If your pants are down at your
knees, the answer is go get a belt.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Yes, this is privately owned. Is this a Brunswick backed
or is this privately owned?

APPLICANT KNIGHT - It is privately owned; yes, but the machines are brand
new; the Brunswick; the latest machines; the lanes and the machines.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - It used to be an AMF.

APPLICANT KNIGHT — Well | can’t go forever

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - There was mention in here and Julia
mentioned something about a skating rink?

APPLICANT KNIGHT - Okay, we had a little problem. How can | say this being
diplomatic here again? Something called occupancy. Some of the tables for
occupancy were way out of reason, so the area where we have the arcade,
according to the tables it would take 660 people and there is no way you can fit
660 people even if they are in love with each other and if they just hug each other
on queue they will not fit, okay we had this argument over and over again, so in
order to just get over the whole occupancy argument it took us three months of
back and forth, so we said okay we are just going to put a skating rink in the
middle to get over the occupancy; to cut the space down in half and then we
came with the idea for an artsy remote control race car space so that's why the
alternative and the language; it's not a skating rink, it’s little remote control cars;
you know the little ones and the kids play the remote control.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Oh okay, so that takes up enough of the floor
space to where the occupancy doesn’t overwhelm.

APPLICANT KNIGHT - Yes

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Do you have any other businesses like this or is this your
first venture?
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APPLICANT KNIGHT - No, we have another one

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Where is that?

APPLICANT KNIGHT - It is in Lake Elsinore. It is twice; two and half times the
size of this building.

VICE CHAIR SALAS — What is the name of it?

APPLICANT KNIGHT — Trevi

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Say that again

APPLICANT KNIGHT — Trevi... like the fountain

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Okay

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — And you are aware of the plans for the bowling
alley, arcade and everything in the mall?

APPLICANT KNIGHT - After we took over the building and paid, we were
happily surprised

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Happily?

APPLICANT KNIGHT — What else can | say?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Well do you feel like it is far enough away and
attract a different set of people or do you don'’t think it is going to impact your...

APPLICANT KNIGHT - | lived in the east about 20 years of my life in Japan and
China. | know the Round One mentality very well; the corporate mentality. |
was very surprised to see them come to Moreno Valley because they look strictly
at statistics numbers okay and their model depends on karaoke and extremely
expensive arcade games; $2.00 to $5.00 for arcade game play versus ours is
only 50 cents. They don’t do any league bowling.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — And you’re not doing any karaoke?

APPLICANT KNIGHT — No, we don’t do any karaoke; no karaoke rooms; we call
it Universal Strike based on Universal Studios because the theme is really for
movies. Every night it is a different one; we are playing different movies on the
big screens. That is what we are looking for; more family... until 8 or 9 o’clock
you can get your kids there and after that just couples or families with a little bit
older kids who can go and have fun there.
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COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - So you feel like it's enough of a different type
of venue that it will maybe attract people who wouldn’t want to go to the other
one because of the expense

APPLICANT KNIGHT - Yes

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Okay

APPLICANT KNIGHT — They are very rigid in their pricing and their business
model. You play leagues and you know one thing when you play leagues, you
don’t play music; they play music regardless whether you like it or not. They
have ping pong and they insist on having the ping pong tables whether people
play it or not. They don’t even sell food on site.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Are you planning on soliciting leagues and
stuff for yours?

APPLICANT KNIGHT — Oh yes. We already have five days booked for leagues.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Good and how soon do you think you would be
able to be open once you have the approval? How long is that going to take?
Oh you mean it depends on them?

APPLICANT KNIGHT — No, I'm looking at the second row.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Oh okay

APPLICANT KNIGHT — No, we had a meeting this morning with the plan check
company. They had about 50 concerns and it is very basic things really. They
are going to do the first inspection on Monday and 1 o’clock. We've already
finished the liquor license. We have already finished the health inspection that
are all signed off I'm sorry and now just the last inspection by the City... They
come on Monday and | expect and | hope the Monday after they will sign it off.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - | guess my question was whether you felt you
were going to be open before the one in the mall opens?

APPLICANT KNIGHT - | don’t know when the one in the mall is going to open
but | hope to open within the third to fourth week of the month.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Oh cool

APPLICANT KNIGHT - It is all done inside. Inside it is all done; it's really...

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Open in time for summer league huh
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APPLICANT KNIGHT — We have actually the first league signed up to start on
the 23" of this month. It is all done; finished inside and we’ve been back and
forth really debating this occupancy for how long now?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — I'm not sure but your approval is really the use
obviously that has to happen in order to expand the use of the building. The
critical path is the Building and Fire Certificate of Occupancy and | think that’s
what Mr. Knight has been referring to. Randy Metz is here you know and he
might be able to comment on what he believes is a reasonable time frame but
that’s what has to happen if you approve it tonight.

FIRE MARSHALL METZ — Commissioner Van Natta in order to answer your
question, Mr. Knight is currently in the plan check process with both Building and
Safety and the Fire Department to address the potential change of use in
occupant load that he referred to originally. We are still in the correction notice
process in working with him and his engineer on what that occupant load is going
to be and what the specific requirements architecturally and from a fire and life
safety perspective will be within the building due to the occupant load change
from an R2 use as opposed to the removal of the lanes that require less people
because less square footage was actually occupied.

We've been working with Mr. Knight and his engineer and we anticipate
continuing that next week with the two contract firms that are doing those
reviews. Once he has gotten a plan approval he will be then be issued a Building
Permit from Fire and Building and Safety to finish the improvements that he has
got in place right now and at this point in time you know | can’t comment on when
that process will occur as we continue to work with his engineer, but | think we
are getting much closer and it could happen as early as next week to give him an
actual Building Permit.

CHAIR BAKER — That would be very good.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - Mr. Knight, | just have a few more questions.
You mentioned you are the owner of Trevi Lanes in Lake Elsinore.

APPLICANT KNIGHT - Yes ma’am

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS — Okay, are you going to be using the same
security company that you are currently using in Lake Elsinore?

APPLICANT KNIGHT - No

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - Okay

APPLICANT KNIGHT - | am going to use everybody... we have about 500... we
stopped counting at the number 500 of applications locally for jobs. After that the
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rate was quite high, so we've interviewed people; everybody is local and
surprisingly enough pretty much every one we need is going to be from the City
because they live within a three or four mile radius. We are looking at about 46
jobs.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS — That's great. Do have the same dress code
kind of family requirements as you do at Trevi?

APPLICANT KNIGHT - Yes

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - Okay, I've read about Trevi in the newspaper.
I've in Southwest for over 5 years, so I've had quite a few run ins | guess with
patrons of the Trevi Lanes over there and | just want to make sure that there will
be security measures to prevent that kind of issue from happening here in
Moreno Valley, especially because of the location and the past that it has had.
Again my background is safety and security and | want to make sure that you
know if things are happening at the other location that there are not also
happening at this location.

APPLICANT KNIGHT — Will do

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - Thank you very much

CHAIR BAKER - Is there anyone else?

COMMISSIONER GIBA - Yes, just one comment. | wanted to thank you for this
addition because from what | can see and what you have now presented I'm
rather pleased because | think it's a good family environment for the kids and I'm
hoping that everything that we’re concerned with will go real well, so | just want to
say thank you for taking that and making it something unique because that is
what | thought when | read over the plans that | thought it was something unique
to Moreno Valley, so thank you.

APPLICANT KNIGHT - You're welcome. Thank sir

CHAIR BAKER - Very Good; is there anyone else? So you welcome you
aboard and we hope that we can get everything through the City here for you. |
know that’s been plaguing you quite a while here. Do we have any Speaker
Slips? Is there anyone... so just to be the legal deal here, I'm going to open up
Public Testimony on this item and if there are no speakers on this I'll close Public
Testimony and then we will go into Commissioner’s Debate on this. Thank you
so much for your help. Good luck to you.

APPLICANT KNIGHT — Thank you very much
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CHAIR BAKER - Okay, Commissioner’s Debate... is there anything you need to
talk about on this before we move on a motion?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - | just want to make a comment.

CHAIR BAKER - Yes, very good

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Too many times I've heard there is nothing to
do in Moreno Valley and especially for families; good wholesome fun and as long
as we can keep this good and wholesome, | think it will be a real good addition to
Moreno Valley and give people a place to go with their families and fun things to
do without spending a bunch money.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, thank you very much; good input... anyone else? I'm
looking here at your recommendations. Is this a two part deal or am | looking at
this wrong where we need to do one on this or is it the two we’ve got to work on
here?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — You have to do both and have them at the
same time. They just happen to be split by the page but it is one action and read
it all at one time.

CHAIR BAKER - Yes, go on ahead

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Okay | move that we APPROVE Resolution
No. 2012-08 and thereby:

1. RECOGNIZE that PA12-0002 a Conditional Use Permit qualifies as an
exemption in accordance with CEQA Guidelines, Section 15301 Existing
Facilities; and,

2. APPROVE PA12-0002 a Conditional use Permit subject to the attached
Conditions of Approval included as Exhibit A.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - I'll second

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, all in favor?

Opposed - 0
Motion carries 7 -0

CHAIR BAKER - Staff wrap up

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes this item shall become final unless
appealed to the City Council within 15 days and just a comment... the prior
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operators that were a problem... for whatever reason, that was built a long time
ago. He got approved without a Conditional Use Permit. | can’t vouch for why
that happened but it did; it was a long time ago and so with this approval and the
unlikely event that you know this operator falls out of line, it is a Conditional Use
Permit; it has a lot more strings attached to it that if problems happen, we have a
much stronger ability to act.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - Thank you very much John

CHAIR BAKER - Julia would you ask the legal beagle to come back on in.
Thank you.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — You can proceed. Just hold all your legal
questions until he returns.

CHAIR BAKER — Okay

3. Case Number: PA12-0008 Municipal Code Amendment
Case Planner: Jeff Bradshaw

CHAIR BAKER - Item No. 3 has to do with Case Number PA12-0008, a
Municipal Code Amendment to Section 9.12.060.D, to increase the maximum
copy area and maximum height of drive-thru restaurant menu boards. The
Applicant for this is Contractors Permit Services. The Owner is Inland Bells Inc.
and the Representative is Cummings Signs. The location for this will be city-wide
and Jeff Bradshaw will speak to this item.

ASSOCIATE _PLANNER BRADSHAW - Thank vyou. Good evening
Commissioner Baker and members of the Planning Commission. The item
before you this evening is a request to amend a portion of our Sign Code. The
Applicant requested two changes in their application or three | guess. One is to
increase the copy area; the other is to increase the height for menu boards for
drive-thru restaurants and the third aspect of the request was to be able to place
an illuminated logo element on the top of the sign, so those were the three things
that were requested by the Applicant.

Having had a chance to converse with the owner of the Taco Bell Restaurant, he
shared that the larger, taller menu boards, the inclusion of the logo that’s
illuminated are all preferred kind of at a corporate level if you will, based on Taco
Bell’'s experience with the way they advertise their product at other locations and
what he is looking for here is something that would be consistent with what they
have done in other locations. What accompanied the application was a survey of
Sign Codes from other local jurisdictions. Staff had a chance to review those and
see what some of the other cities were doing.
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Based on a review of sampling of other areas, it appears that our current
standards for menu boards are somewhat less than what is allowed in other
cities. So again Staff had a chance to review that information. We looked at the
increase in copy area and height and felt that those requests were reasonable
and consistent with both our Code and with the General Plan and so the
recommendation is to allow for the copy area to increase from 36 square feet
which it is currently, to 48 square feet and that would apply both to a pre-menu
board and the menu board. If the occupant decided that they wanted to go with a
single menu board, then we would recommend approving an increase in copy
area of up to 64 square feet.

The other element of the request that Staff was supportive of was that increase in
height, where the current limitation is 6 feet measured from the base from grade
to the top of the menu board and what is being recommended here is the change
from 6 feet to 8 feet. We also looked at the request on the use of the logo and
that was an area that we did have some concern with just because it has a little
more far reaching consequences if we make that change. Under the City’s Code
currently, logos are permitted when they are made part of the design of a wall
sign or a monument sign or even a freeway sign, but they are not permitted in
isolation when they are used by themselves and so we see instances where that
request is made as part of a sign package.

A lot of time service stations will want to place their logos on the pumps and the
directional signage on the canopy; lots of places you wouldn’t expect to see the
logo, at least by our Sign Code and so we did have concerns with expanding the
use of logos and that is not something that we are recommending for approval
this evening.

The amendment itself qualifies as an exemption under CEQA Guidelines as a
Class 5 Categorical Exemption. Notice for this change for the Municipal Code
Amendment was published in the paper, per the requirements of the Municipal
Code and as of this evening | had not received phone calls or inquiries about the
item before you this evening, so with that Staff would recommend the Planning
Commission adopt or approve the Resolution before you this evening,
recommending that Council recognize that the project is exempt from CEQA and
also recommending approval of the Code Amendment as it is presented to you.
Thank you.

CHAIR BAKER - Thank you. We don’t really have an Applicant like from
Cummings Signs here?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - Yes actually there is a representative
here this evening.

CHAIR BAKER - Do they want to speak to us maybe or...?

DRAFT PC MINUTES 34 May 10™ 2012
-92-



0N N kW

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - Yes definitely

CHAIR BAKER — Okay could we bring the Applicant forward please?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Can we ask Staff a question before she
comes...?

CHAIR BAKER - Yes, okay, hang with me just here a minute. They have a
question for Staff on this, okay...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - So what was mentioned about the logos, that it
is currently not allowed to have a logo unless it is part of a sign? You can’t have
just a logo?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - A logo in isolation by itself is not
permitted.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Why

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - The reason is the City recognizes for
advertising purposes, three different types of signs. There is a wall sign, which
you typically see on the building of the business you go into or a monument sign,
which is the stand alone sign next to the road or a freeway sign, which is the
largest sign you can see as you are going by on the 60 or the 215. Those are
the instances where under our Code we can approve the use of the name of the
company or whatever branding or logo, they would combine that typically into a
single sign. We don’t have a category of sign that allows for a logo to just be
placed in isolation. There just simply isn’'t a category of sign for that to occur.
Where we see the request and where you see some other cities allow that is as
you enter the site, they might have a little sign that says enter or exit and above it
maybe the logo that goes with that company.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Yes because that’s just what | was going to
ask like it helps you find where the entrance is for the drive-thru or something like
that.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - We do allow for directional signage, we
just don’t create opportunities for the company to continue to advertise again the
name of their business on the directional sign so you can see them, but it would
simply say enter or exit.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Like at McDonalds, you can have the golden arches but
you can’t have McDonalds on it. Is that what you are saying?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - You can have an enter or exit sign but
we wouldn’t approve the golden M as part of the sign.
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COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - So let’'s say you've got a shopping center and
you’ve got several eateries in there and you’ve got an enter here and an enter
here and you are not sure which one goes to the Taco Bell and which one goes
to the McDonalds, why couldn’t the enter sign have the Taco Bell logo on top of it
and why would that be a problem?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | think the easy answer to that is it is not
permitted anyplace in the Sign Code today so it is a bigger issue. The City
Attorney’s Office by way of association; the City Attorney’s Office has completed
a comprehensive legal review of the current Sign Ordinance and it has provided
a more legally defensible Code and that has gone to the City Council and Study
Session and will go again | believe next month to the City Council and they’ll be
giving some direction to kind of go beyond looking at the legal structure and
requesting that Staff look at the standard, so we’ll be taking a much bigger
picture of the standards. We didn’t want to apply that to this particular; we didn’t
want to put that on this Applicant’s dime, | guess | will put it that way because if
we approved a logo on what is considered an accessory sign, the menu boards
are only currently permitted to have their convenience sign. If you are in the
drive-thru; what do they have to offer... it is not meant to be an advertising sign
to attract attention from off the site.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Or to remind you what line you are waiting in

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — You are in... yes, so that’s a bigger picture
issue and we’ll have a discussion later...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Hey, wait a minute, what was this... so within
the menu board they could have advertising in there, but you just couldn’t have a
separate lighted sign above it.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Correct

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - So it could still be there but it would have to
take up part of the square footage that is allowed for their sign

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Correct; that is what is permitted today.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - | guess the other half of my question and not
to be argumentative, but just to get more information is when an applicant comes
up with something and they are asking for something, it doesn’t get to us unless
you are recommending that we approve it? So if there is something that they
want, they just can’t bring it and ask the Planning Commission to approve it. Itis
not going to get on our Agenda unless you have already vetted it; you
department has already vetted it and decided that it is something you approve of
so it can come to us for approval?
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PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Well as Jeff said, we bring forward the
request; he identified what the request was but our recommendation doesn’t
include the full request.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Yes but we don'’t see that part of the request in
here.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — It is in the report

VICE CHAIR _SALAS - Well | think what she is asking, when you say
recommended for approval; Staff recommends for approval okay, would you ever
get any that says Staff doesn’t recommend for approval?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Have their ever been projects that have come
forward with the recommendation of denial, yes that has occurred. Usually we
try to work with the Applicant...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — So you could... but in other words you could
put something in here that says we recommend you approve this part of the
request; we recommend that you deny this part of the request or something like
that.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — No what we do is we recommend a request
that we work with the Applicant; this is what we are going to do recommend.
We’d let you know what we're not recommending but don’t have approve this or
don’t approve that; we just describe it...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Okay, so the recommendation would just
include those things that you have already kind of smoothed out; worked out; put
all together and say okay this is something that we think is workable and the
Attorney has reviewed it and the Sign Department has and everybody has
reviewed it and this is what is going to work and this is what we are presenting

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - That’s accurate and the only reason we
are here this evening is because what they are asking for is beyond what our
Sign Code currently allows for, so what we are asking for is your review and if
comfortable, recommendation to Council that they make a material or permanent
change to the Sign Code so that in the future if someone else comes to the City
and they want to be able to build a larger menu board they could.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — So we’re not just approving it for this project...

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - This is a City-wide change

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - We are making a recommendation that it be
changed
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ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - And that is Staff’s hesitation to use this
as the vehicle to make the change to the logos because it is also City-wide and
has implications for other businesses as well.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — And as logos and this is not every sign but
about... occasionally and I'll take a Starbuck’s and remember when that came in
and they had their logo on the entry sign; their logo on the little pole that says you
know your car is too high; they had | believe they was probably a dozen logos
and we said you can’t have under the sign and they said oh fine we won'’t do it.
So in that case you didn’t hear about it because they didn’t feel strongly enough
because they deal in a variety of cities and some cities allow it and some cities
don’t, so that happens on occasion. In this case, this Applicant felt strongly
enough and was willing to pay for the application to get that approved for himself
as well as everybody else. The bigger picture issues as | said will be part of a
more comprehensive look at the Sign Ordinance and what it requires and what it
doesn’t allow.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Because you have to look at it and say how
else could it be applied and what is the harm.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Correct, so it is a bigger picture issue, but
certainly within the next and I’'m going to say it is probably within the next year
and the only reason I'm saying that is because your next six months is going to
be quite busy with applicants, but within the next year you will be seeing the Sign
Ordinance and we’ll probably have a Sign Committee or some other ways to get
a full list of issues that people have about the current Sign Code.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Okay, now we have somebody waiting very
patiently, so I'll shut up.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - Just for reference you had asked about
the explanation of the Applicant’s request and kind of our response to that. Itis
page 2 of this report or page 184 of the packet if is helpful. There is a paragraph
or two that goes into that.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Okay thank you

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - John | just wanted to clarify that today we are
deciding on the actual size and height of the signage; not the addition to the sign
with logo; correct?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - Yes, what Staff is recommending out of
the request from the Applicant is to increase copy area for the menu board and
height for the menu board.
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COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - Are both items; the actual sign size and the
additional logo part of what we could possibly approve today

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - As presented to you this evening, we
explained the way | guess if you will, why we are not supportive of the logo
change and why we are not recommending it and so really our recommendation
is limited to just an increase in copy area and an increase in height.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — To answer your question, if you wanted to do
more than that, you would need to refer it back to Staff and we would have to
come back.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - | guess that would be up to the Applicant right?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Well the Applicant... I'm sure the Applicant
would have to request it, but just looking at this here, they wanted the inclusion of
the company logo because it was consistent with their corporate preferences and
more consistent with menu boards at other Taco Bell locations.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - Right, which my concern is if we are able to
approve both or just one?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - You can only act on the Staff
recommendation. If it is more than that we would need to refer it back because
we need to... | mean you can give us direction but | can tell you we’ll come back
with the same recommendation, just because if we allow it in this situation it will
really causes a big problem with our Sign Ordinance and | really would ask you
to defer that to a bigger policy decision.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - But if we made a decision like that then
somebody would have to start looking at the Sign Ordinance right away, but
having to wait for it to come back to make a decision on something that is not
part of your recommendation would mean that it would be at the very least
another month before that recommendation could be made, in which time
probably the Taco Bell that was asking for it would have already ordered their
signs as approved.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - The sign under this recommendation is
already there.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Yes... oh you mean the larger copy area?

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - This is a retroactive approval?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — A portion of the copy area is covered over, but
they have the ability to retrofit this sign very quickly.
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VICE CHAIR SALAS - Okay, the logo is not part of this at all right?

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well the Applicant wanted it

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - It is presented as information as part of
the Staff Report as an extension of the applicant’s request or their application as
it is presented to us.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - But we’re not approving that or...

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - As recommended by Staff, it is not part
of the action

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA —Well we are not approving it but the point that |
was trying to make is that we don’t get to approve anything unless you have
already presented it to us and say please approve this. We can’t approve
something that you have not presented to us, right? That was my concern. So
we can't listen to something the Applicant says and say that sounds like a good
idea; | don’t know why we can’t do it; we're going to approve it.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well we could direct Staff

ATTORNEY EARLY — Exactly, | think that's where you are going with this. What
is before you in the Resolution or the Municipal Code Amendment that is before
you is all that is before you tonight. If you want a different or additional
amendment you need Staff to go back and draft that amendment and bring it
back to you at a later date. They may still not recommend that, but at least you
have it before you to so direct.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — So then they would bring it to us and they say
we do not recommend this, but it would be there with the verbiage that meets
what we were are asking them to do.

ATTORNEY EARLY — That’s correct. This is City-wide because we are talking
about a Municipal Code Amendment. There is always... every applicant or every
potential applicant always has an individual localized approach for the Variance
process where they need specific findings for their property where they can come
in against Staff's approval to make their own basically exception to a Code
provision.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — So they couldn'’t just ask for a variance so they
could put their logo on their signs.

ATTORNEY EARLY - Well they certainly have the right to do that. | doubt they
would. | think it would be very difficult for them to make any of the required
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findings for the variance for this particular issue, so | don’t even think that would
be a practical approach for them. They certainly would have that right to.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So following up on Commissioner Van Natta’s
scenario, you come back with a Staff Report and you say that the logo issue is
that you do not approve it. We approve it. At that point what happens then?

ATTORNEY EARLY- You would recommend it for approval and to bring it
forward to the City Council who would then have the opportunity to review it and
they would ultimately would decide whether to adopt it or not.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Then they could override our approval like they
often do.

ATTORNEY EARLY- Absolutely

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well they would support the Staff

ATTORNEY EARLY - It is important and John did mention this, we are in the
middle of a comprehensive Sign Code over haul right now. Most of those
changes are not; well they are not policy changes as far as things like this go.
Most of them are more legalistic types of changes, but Council has directed us to
come back with a couple of policy changes. We certainly can if there is a
concern with this Commission that this is an issue. It can certainly be included
as it was in the Staff Report as a item that has been brought up as well. As that
goes forward, there will be committees of the business community; they will be
involved as well. It will come back to you all eventually as well. The Sign Code
Amendment is a very as John said, it would probably be a year before that is
actually adopted into practice.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Well it seems to me as much as want to put
ourselves forth as being business friendly; if national brands like Starbucks and
Taco Bell and I'm sure there are others have their sign programs that include a
little more exposure of their logo for advertising purposes and that logo is going
to be contained on the property that they own or are leasing, then what is the
harm.

ATTORNEY EARLY- It's a policy decision outside of...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Then why should it take a year or more to get
a policy decision...?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — I'm not arguing that it couldn’t be done, but it
is really a function of priorities and the Council can direct us to do it sooner, but
the current direction is every month we will have a very large project coming to
you and the City Council and that is our priority right now as the applicants
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coming in and people have requested this and | would say without exception; we
say would say that it doesn’t meet our current code. You know it isn’t like we’ve
got to have this, it is basically putting in a program that says this is the most we
would like, what do you think and we say this isn’t permitted and they say okay
fine. Itis not an argument that you have...

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Because when you submit something, you pick your
battles and that’s not a battle you want to pick. | mean it makes common sense,
but just to get off the subject for a minute, somewhat less on our size; you said
that ours are somewhat less than other cities. Can you put a number to that; one
foot, two feet; what are we talking?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - Some of that is included in the
attachments that we provided where they had done a survey of other cities. Let
me see if | can find that for you. San Bernardino allows two menu boards per
building and they allow a maximum of 45 square feet and 8 feet in height.
Riverside is 40 square feet with 8 feet in height and | think | had gone on line and
searched for some other cities and they really kind of bracketed the City. There
were some instances where the cap of the menu board square footage was
actually less than what the city allowed. There were some that were similar but
they were some communities that do allow for larger menu boards than the City
does.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Alright, thank you

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - John, just a clarification. You said directional
signs... do they count against the square footage; allowable square footage or is
there an exemption for just purely directional signs?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - All directional signs are exempt

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - That’s why the logo is really critical here in what
we are talking about because if you put the logo on it and it would have to be
counted against the square footage and the Applicant would maybe lose...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - It could be. | mean | think again...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Well then it becomes an advertising vehicle as
opposed to...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - It is an additional sign that would most likely
require a permit. | think the idea is the policymakers having a bigger discussion
on this could allow more signs and that certainly is going to be healthy discussion
to have but it hasn’t been as far as issues that come up with the Sign Code, this
hasn’t been one that people haven't felt very strongly about. The menu boards
as a specific you know, that is a change in the industry. | think they offer so
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many items; the fast food restaurants now and they really need more space and |
think that is what has happened more recently

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Well everybody but In and Out; they don’t need
more space.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - They’ve got all the off menu items so as long
as you know it is fine

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - You could put some tacos and stuff on the In and
Out...

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - John | just think it is a shame you know. When
you pull up to a drive-thru and see this big black ugly box you know and it may
have colorful photos on it, but you know if this is what is proposed other than just
a big plain black box, | just don’t see why this shouldn’t be presented to the
Planning Commission as something the Planning Commission can approve,
because this sign looks a thousand times better than any sign that we’ve had so
far that are just big plain black boxes you know and some are not kept up very
well and | seem to think that if their logo is on it, there are more apt to take care
of it because it does present their logo and that is how these companies sell their
product is logo. Logo is very important to companies all across; whether they are
small companies or multi-national companies. | just think it is a shame that you
know we’re not getting that option to make a decision on that.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — And | understand that but the reason we didn’t
bring it forward is that it is a much bigger issue than just this kind of sign. It
would be out of in my opinion; it would be out of place to have it allowed at one
place and not all the other places that it could be and that’s really the discussion
is to have a discussion on priorities for that. Maybe all them are okay, but that
will be happening in the not too distant future.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - Right just one other comment that | wanted to
bring forward. You said that in the next couple months we are going to have a
bunch of different applicants coming in; major applicants coming in and that is all
well and fine and you know | understand that our attention should be to them
when their time comes, but right now this is the applicant and this is the project
that we are dealing with and we need to give them the same amount of courtesy
as we are going to be giving to the upcoming applicants and | think to just
automatically say no and you know we’ll deal with it later kind of thing, you know
they are an applicant that wants right now; they are wanting to come into Moreno
Valley right now and they are wanting to upgrade their sign right now and you
know and | think that it is all well and good that in the next year or so or
whenever we’ll get to this Ordinance, but you know we have an applicant right
now who is looking at this change and you know it is unfortunate that we can't
address that.
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COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - | don’t see why we can't.

CHAIR BAKER - Let’s move... this young lady has been sitting here for about a
half hour; so patient with us, so go ahead and give me your or give us your run
down on this and we’ll go from there.

APPLICANT BETT — Absolutely, my name is Cami Bett. | am here on behalf of
Contractor Permit Services on behalf of Cummings as well as Inland Bells. A
couple of quick things... | think that the increase in the overall square footage as
well as the height is consistent with a lot of cities. | am a permit expediter for
signage so | hear a lot of your concerns in a lot of different cities and I've pulling
permits for eight years for signage as well as Taco Bell’'s consistently over the
last eight years as well and | think with the proposed Taco Bell sign, is consistent
with numerous cities. | think there has only been one city that I've actually had to
go with a 25 square foot sign, which you guys have all I'm sure been through fast
food restaurants and the sizes that are consistent; even here in Moreno Valley a
25 foot sign is just; there is just not; there is too much of a demand now for food
on the go; fast food on that small of a sign doesn’t you know justify it, but | think
that what we are proposing with the height; the overall square footage | think is
acceptable and in looking at the menu boards throughout the City of Moreno
Valley, if you guys look at the photos of very local to this particular location that
we are looking at this Taco Bell location, that you’ll see that there are a lot of
signs that are above the current code as well as within, but a lot of them are
above.

You'll also notice there is a lot of additional signs in addition to that big black box
that you are speaking of that | think that arch element that we are proposing
eliminates the franchisees from adding those additional menu signs. Like for
instance and not to call McDonalds out, but the very first one; the McDonalds
menu board there has a very large addition on top of that menu board and the
one thing with the Taco Bell’s consistently throughout the years is that they want
that arch element up there to eliminate the franchisees from going hey we’ve got
a special on tacos and you know we are going to put it up here. They don’t want
that covered. They want that clean and if you look there is also a Taco Bell here
in the City that already has that particular arch and you’ll notice in looking at the
other signs that are shown here; the other franchisees at other restaurants that
the Taco Bell menu board is pretty clean. They are very consistent. Some of the
Del Taco’s, McDonalds, Jack in the Box; they all have a lot of accessory signs.
Taco Bell is trying to keep their franchisees contained in that menu board and
that is why they have that space. They are consistent throughout the
franchisees.

Now | understand the logo issue as far as with the Sign Code. | deal with that a
lot in a lot of cities and like you were saying the companies will come in and say
that’s okay we won’t worry about that. Now my question in that conversation that
you guys had is the arch element less the logo on the top of the menu board that
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we are proposing is consistent with the architecture of the building itself. If you
have been by the location or seen the Taco Bells, they have that arch element on
the building. Now I’'m not sure if | can direct this question at Jeff or not is would
that arch element be allowed as long as it is within that overall square footage
less that logo because that is not technically a logo, it is an element of the actual
menu board itself and that might you know answer...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — The logo on it looks cool

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - You are considering the bell the logo?

APPLICANT BETT - Yes, the bell would be the logo

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - In Riverside that would just be the City emblem

APPLICANT BETT - But that would be in keeping consistent through you know
other Taco Bell locations and now | have some cities that allow that some cities
that don’t allow, it depends on their sign criteria and you know...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | think it was incorporated in within that square
footage; it has to be within that square footage, we could look at that. | mean itis
part of the sign.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - If the arch with the logo is part of the total
square footage of the... what is the square footage...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Not with the logo

APPLICANT BETT — Not part of the square footage but part of the overall height
because there is not copy on that right?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Well the entire structure is what is permitted
and technically it is not a sign in the same way as the other signs are, but if they
could incorporate within the height and square footage, because height and
square footage is the maximum boundaries of this type of construction.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - So the one that they are proposing is how tall?

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Eight feet

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Including the arch or not including the arch?

APPLICANT BETT — Well the arch is actually... including the arch, at the top of
that little bell which technically is a little bit taller, it is 8 feet, 7 V2 inches, so
without that bell it would bring it down several inches.
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COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Okay but that signage area there; you've got
one that has the dimensions on it...

APPLICANT BETT — You are talking about the actual sign menu itself?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Yes the menu board area

APPLICANT BETT - The height of the menu box is 5 foot, 7 72 inches and is 7
feet, 8 inches wide, which makes for how much square footage?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Which makes for how much square footage?

APPLICANT BETT — We're just under that 48. We are at 46 and change.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - The dimensions of the board also need
to include the base; the distance from grade, so you are looking about a foot of
extra dimension

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Yes but it’s just a trim across the top

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - You are saying it would be 9 foot 8... It would be
8 foot, 8 right?

APPLICANT BETT - 1tis 8, 8

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — It is 8 foot, 8... yes

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — The overall height from where?

APPLICANT BETT — With that arch

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Right and the City’s position is that it should be no
higher than what?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — 8 feet

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - You know the interesting question here that | see
first of all, Commissioner Van Natta points out McDonalds is really in Riverside
and not in Moreno Valley just for the record. It doesn’t seem to be... | mean are
we... do we have Code Enforcement here. It seems like every example we have
here is in excess of the current Sign Code right?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - And we were going to address that as
well, but we weren’t sure.
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COMMISSIONER OWINGS - But I'm just wondering from the Applicant, from
your standpoint are you one of those people that says hey whatever we can get
away with or you want everyone to play by the same rules?

APPLICANT BETT — Well | mean from my standpoint | think that being an
expediter for signage especially that | think that the change that we are proposing
for the square footage and the height requirements, | think are... | think it's a
change that needs to be made because a lot franchisees; a lot of locations with
menu boards I've found over the years, they will put they their sign in that they
want anyway and I'm just saying...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well I think my question is this, if you are a
franchisee and not a sign company, would you want the City of Moreno Valley to
fairly consistently enforce the Sign Codes or do you want it to be anything goes?

APPLICANT BETT — No absolutely, it needs to be fair and consistent

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So | guess the question to Staff then is why are we
not enforcing Sign Codes? | mean we are approving a sign that everybody has
already.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - Yes and we can address that it you like.
If you look at the eight signs that were proposed and of the eight, two are not in
the City; three or four of those were approved under the County’s Ordinance
before the City’s Ordinance existed in 92 and then the specific example which
we didn’t want to raise, the sign or the mini-board that was there was done
without a permit. They just simply decided they wanted a menu board and put it

up.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Would that be KFC?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Which board?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - It is the Taco Bell on Sunnymead.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well about the KFC. That is under the proposed
sign area but it is over the current sign area. It is 36 square feet now right? I'm
not just talking about the height; I'm talking about the square footage.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Could we... okay, as a compromise to the Sign
Code that would prevent people from just throwing their logo all over the place,
could our revision to the Sign Code simply include the increasing of the menu
board size and then just include a thing that the menu board itself could have a
logo above it; a lighted logo above it?
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PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | think the quick answer is no. We already
allow architectural enhancement to it and to the extent that they could now make
a good case that it is part of the architecture and not simply a logo. We could
work with them on that as long as it was within the square footage and the
height. So as presented, we couldn’t work with that because it is too high and
the square footage would exceed what is proposed, but | guess I'm a little bit
frustrated with this discussion because you know take my word for it, we can’t be
amending the Sign Code to add logos here and there without looking at the
bigger issue and this particular Applicant has been very sensitive about what it is
costing him to do this and | really don’t want to spend and he may not even want
to pay for a lot of additional Staff work to look at the logo issue. It is a big issue
and | understand your concern and you want to provide what the Applicant has
reasonably asked for, but it is a big issue and | really encourage you not to look
at it.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - But the City is going to look at this in terms of
being for the Taco Bell sign that that is an architectural enhancement instead of
the placement of the logo.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well especially if they left the bell off

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — They could enhance this sign and make it look
prettier without having a logo on it; yes and make it more compatible with the
architecture. We don’t require that because these are really convenient signs
that are not... you are already in the drive-thru so they are not meant... you know
we don’t get hung up on the aesthetics of them as we would if it was visible from
the public right-of-way. People have the option to do that.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Well | think we’ve been hung up on this whole
thing a little bit too long. We need to move forward...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Mr. Chairman if | could address the Applicant.
You know while we have a sign expert here, you know these signs there is more
at issue here than just the signs, so you know there is an environmental issue
here in terms of the amount of time that people are stopped while they are
reading these signs, so you know does the amount of square footage that the
sign has increased, does it enhance and speed up the process of people picking
the menu and choosing the menu item and getting through the drive-thru or does
it increase the idle time in the drive line in the driver queuing, which you know if
you know anything at all about emissions, that is when the most emissions occur
is in the idle time, so the proposed changes would affect what it would have in
terms of that.

APPLICANT BETT — Well | think the biggest thing is the consistency throughout
the other Taco Bell franchisee locations. | don’t know about you but when | go to
a fast food restaurant, | always; it is pretty; it is habit; what is that number; what
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number is that again. You look for what you are familiar with on the menu and |
think if we could be allowed to have the menu board that is consistent throughout
the other Taco Bell locations that it will allow people to find their norm of what
they are looking for faster.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So it’'s your things and then it would speed up the
process

APPLICANT BETT - Absolutely, | think it would speed it up

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Decrease queuing and therefore have a beneficial
effect on the environment.

APPLICANT BETT - Absolutely, that and the copy size would not have to be
reduced in order to be able to get all of their items listed on their menu board
completely.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So if | could summarize your desires, your desire
would be that the City fairly and equally administer the sign or Code Enforcement
would fairly enforce the Sign Code, whatever the Sign Code is and that the size
be increased, that you'll be allowed to have architectural enhancement if you
remove the logo and have it not count as the square footage for the signage, but
you would be willing to allow that to count against that overall height requirement.

APPLICANT BETT - Correct

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Thank you

CHAIR BAKER — Okay, anyone else? Okay Commissioner Salas has to be
excused to go to the restroom. He’ll be back directly. We'll open this up to
Public Testimony. | don’t have any Speaker Slips. Does anyone want to speak
to this issue? | am going to open and close Public Testimony. We've pretty well
debated this. We’'ll go into Commissioners Debate. While Commissioner Salas
is out, does anyone have anything to add to what has been stated on this. You
can go have a seat if you like. Thank you so much for your patience.

APPLICANT BETT - Hey, | get paid to be patient

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Thank you

APPLICANT BETT — Thank you

CHAIR BAKER - Let me ask you one thing while you are up here. | used to pull
signs for a restaurant chain or expedite. Is neon like on Outback; is that
considered square footage. Maybe not in this town but on a lot of them it does.
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APPLICANT BETT - Sometimes, more and more they like the LED borders.
Now they are going with the LED rope borders. The rope borders are not being
signage. | know Chili's is one that I'm working on currently in several locations,
in several cities that are so far | have not had that issue with being part of the
signage.

CHAIR BAKER — The LED borders, but the neon...

APPLICANT BETT - | think going green a lot of them are going with the LED
borders. | think it just truly depends on that sign criteria; that Sign Code for the
cities.

CHAIR BAKER - You know from the Planning Department, this is really
Pandora’s Box here; trust me I've lived with this for a while and | know from a lay
standpoint; you know like and | like what you are doing here. | like the arch and
the... | just think maybe it ought to be built into the square footage. Maybe we
need more height and more square footage and make that happen; if it happens.
| don’t understand how this has happened on some of these other signs in town
but it is neither where we’re at on this right now, so if we are getting up to... Now
let me ask you this. Is 64 feet for one sign; you know where you don’t have a
menu board per say; a pre-menu board. Is that what you are telling me?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - Yes, what we are hearing as we were
preparing this was instances where some restaurants were deciding they wanted
to have just one large board rather than two and we didn’'t feel that it was
appropriate to double, to give them 96 square feet; that seems a little excessive,
so we came up with this other size; the 64 square feet for a single menu board if
they elected to do that.

CHAIR BAKER - Let me ask you this. Bumping this up four feet is that
someone we are going to be back in here doing again and again in a couple of
years. | mean this 36 to 40, is that consistent with what Riverside and other
surrounding communities are doing? Is that correct?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW — The small sampling we did; this seems
to be consistent. It certainly is not the high end but it seems to be kind of in the
mid range of what other cities are doing. Our Code was adopted in '92, so this is
the standard that has been applied to our community since 1992 and as time has
gone on, the demand or the way business is operated is just different and what
we are recommending appears to be consistent with both what the Applicant is
asking for and what other cities are doing.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Mr. Chairman...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - I'm sorry, just to add on to what Jeff said. The
original City Sign Code that was adopted in 1992; there was a major sign revision
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about 10 years ago when we had a Sign Committee and everything and they
looked at all this and this is what we have today, so what will happen relatively
soon would be another effort like that, because | recall from 10 years ago there
was a debate among the merchants about what signs to have and not to have,
so there might be some merchants that don’t want this and others that do and
members of the community that do or don’t want it, so that’'s why it is part of that
bigger discussion.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - You know if | could direct your attention to page
206, the McDonalds which is incorrectly labeled Moreno Valley; assuming that
Riverside does a better job of sign Code Enforcement than we do in terms of
signs, that sign is actually 66 square feet, because it is 46 square feet without the
additional top of 20 square feet, so you know Taco Bell sign that we have over
here in Sunnymead is really 43 square feet and | guess the question is does that
include the... how was 23 square foot calculation, how did you treat the
architectural treatment in the logo... and that would be to the Applicant. How
was that calculated? Is that calculated in the sign area?

APPLICANT BETT - Let’'s see here. | believe that was not including the arch
element.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So if you did include the arch element in it what
would that sign area be?

APPLICANT BETT - Actually no | take that back because the overall height of
that including the element is 8, 8, so if you take that 8, 8; the overall width by the
overall height it does not calculate out. Yes it doesn’t. I'm sorry. | was trying to
do math in my head there. It does not include that.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — The overall height and overall width would be 56

APPLICANT BETT - The sign area itself; the copy area is the 43

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So did you ever calculate it with the design
element that you desire to see what the square footage would be?

APPLICANT BETT - No, because typically most cities that arch is not
considered copy; it is not considered sign area; it is considered in the overall
height of the sign but not typically in the square footage sign area.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - For example, on page 206 there again, you have a
48 square foot sign, because it has an additional 5 square foot topper, so the
total square footage on it is you know...

APPLICANT BETT - Those are added elements to that original box, so
originally...
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COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well right, but they are not in compliance with our
Sign Code now nor would they be in compliance with the new Sign Code

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS — Well Tom, if you notice the one on 206 that you
talking; the two that are talking about, the things on the top of the sign have
actual ads. They are actual copy print. | think that is why they are added into the
main area of the sign.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - But they would count against the square footage.
They should count against the square footage correct?

APPLICANT BETT - The one you were speaking of, the Taco Bell there on
Sunnymead, that was not counted into the sign area. Like | said typically the
arch and most cities don’t count the base as your sign area as well, so your base
because there is no copy on there, but that is considered into your overall height.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - | guess my point is this, if you were to just count it,
it would still be within what we allowing everyone else to have.

APPLICANT BETT - For what we are proposing

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - And your sign is a much cleaner; it has a much...
graphically it is much cleaner; it is easier to read; it has an aesthetically pleasing
appearance as opposed to some of these other signs we see here.

APPLICANT BETT - Correct, | absolutely agree.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Is that your point?

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - That'’s it

VICE CHAIR SALAS - There is nothing we can do.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well no there is something we can do about. This
City should enforce its Sign Ordinance. Don’t have laws that you don’t enforce.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, thank you and good luck

APPLICANT BETT - Alright, thank you very much

CHAIR BAKER - You bet. Okay guys you are making me get old fast.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Remember that song, “Here’s Your Sign”.

CHAIR BAKER — Good we have Election of Officers tonight. That’s all | have to
say. Okay, good, so let me get back to this. Did we open up to...? Okay | closed
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that, so we're good to go there. Now we’re going to go into Commissioner
Debate. | can’t imagine what else we could say about this, but let’'s go up and
down the rows. Does anybody have one last deal before we vote on this?

COMMISSIONER GIBA - | just want some clarity with all the discussion. All we
are voting on is just overall height and that was 48 to 64 if it was one sign.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — That's correct

COMMISSIONER GIBA — No logos on it; nothing like that.

CHAIR BAKER - From six zero to eight zero on the height or do we need to do
that?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - No that is already in there. That's in the
Resolution.

CHAIR BAKER — That’s already in there, okay

ASSOCIATE PLANNER BRADSHAW - They are attached to the Resolution by
reference.

CHAIR BAKER - I've got it, okay, good... anyone else? Let's move this deal
forward. Okay, can we get a motion on this?

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Yes... | move that we APPROVE Resolution
No. 2012-10 and thereby RECOMMEND that the City Council:

1. RECOGNIZE that application PA12-0008 (Municipal Code Amendment) will
not have a significant effect on the environment and is therefore exempt from
the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), per
CEQA Guidelines Section 15305, as a Class 5 Categorical Exemption; and

2. APPROVE PA12-0008 Municipal Code Amendment as referenced on
Exhibit A.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - | second

CHAIR BAKER — Okay we've got a motion and a second for this item; all in favor

Opposed - 0
Motion carries 7 -0

CHAIR BAKER — Thank you very much and Staff wrap up.
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PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — So action as well as verbatim minutes of your
discussion will be forwarded to the City Council for final review and action and |
think this is really what the Planning Commissions are for is to talk about issues
and to forward their comments to the City Council who ask for verbatim minutes
from many years ago, so | think they actually do read them. Whether they agree
with them or not

CHAIR BAKER - You can bet on that, I'll have some phone calls in the morning.
You can take it to the bank.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — They haven’t done the minutes for three months.

CHAIR BAKER — Well okay, they’ll find out about it. Thank you Jeff, | appreciate
you guys patience.

4. Case Number: PA08-0033 General Plan Amendment
PA08-0034 Change of Zone
PA08-0035 Conditional Use Permit

Case Planner: Claudia Manrique

CHAIR BAKER - This has to do with a General Plan Amendment, Change of
Zone and Conditional Use Permit for a Smog Inspection Station and Tire Sales.
The Applicant/Owner is Socrates Urena and also he is the Representative. The
location for this proposed business is at 22184 Alessandro Boulevard and
Claudia is our Case Planner...Proceed Claudia.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER MANRIQUE — Good evening. I'm Claudia Manrique the
Case Planner. As stated the proposed project is located at 22184 Alessandro
Boulevard. The project is located in the area of Moreno Valley referred to as
Edgemont. The majority of the structures within this area are older, single and
small multi-family residences. Some of them have been converted to commercial
use already along Alessandro Boulevard.

The proposed project requires a Conditional Use Permit for the Smog Inspection
Station and Tire Sales Business. The smog aspect of the business is a testing
center only. No auto repairs are to be conducted on site. The existing residential
structure will be converted into the main office. The building facade will be
modified to emphasize the proposed commercial use. The garage which is
behind the existing house will be used as the service bay for the smog inspection
testing as well as tire service.

There was a previous approved application PA03-0037 for the same business
that expired requiring a new application to be submitted. The project was
approved back in October of 2003 when the site was zoned Community
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Commercial. During the General Plan Update of 2006 the parcel was rezoned to
Office Commercial. This appears to have been done in recognizing the split
zoning on the property and the potential incompatibility of general commercial
and residential uses on the same parcel.

To avoid potential conflicts, there is a condition of approval added that will
require a parcel split prior to any residential development on the northern half of
the parcel. The existing General Plan designation for the site is Residential
Office. The Applicant proposes to change from Residential Office to Commercial
under the General Plan. The project requires the front one third of the parcel
zoning to be changed from Office Commercial to Community Commercial. The
rest of the parcel will remain in the Residential 10 zoning district. Approximately
.54 acres of the 1.46 acre site will be rezoned Community Commercial and the
remaining .92 will remain R10. The General Plan Amendment and Change of
Zone are necessary for the approval of the Conditional Use Permit. The General
Plan Amendment, Zone Change and Conditional Use Permit applications were
submitted in April of 2008.

The biggest issue with this project has been the lack of enough fire flow demand
and water pressure on the site due to the parcel being located in the Box Springs
Water District. The Applicant has been working with both Box Springs Water
District and Eastern Municipal Water District to meet the Fire Prevention
requirements and the Applicant has also installed a fire hydrant on site which has
been reviewed and accepted by the Moreno Valley Fire Prevention Bureau.

The site has currently been disturbed and includes an existing residential
structure; therefore we are recommending the adoption of a Negative
Declaration. There was Public Notice posted on the site as well as mailing within
300 feet of the project and posted in the local newspaper. As of this afternoon |
received two calls regarding the property. One was somebody interested in
buying the property and the other one was interested in what she could do with
her property because she also is in the Box Springs Water District and is aware
of the water pressure issues. Thank you.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, thank you Claudia. Okay to start this off, do we have
any Commissioners that have questions of Staff on this particular project? None;
okay, let's move this along and bring the Applicant forward. Socrates if you
would please come forward. State your name and address for the record please.

APPLICANT URENA - Good evening Commissioners. Thank you for having
me. My name is Socrates Urena. My address is 22184 Alessandro Boulevard
and would you like to know about the project.

CHAIR BAKER - Yes please
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APPLICANT URENA - It's a project and the original approval date was in 2003,
but due to various reasons, change of management and different priorities we
allowed it to expire, so currently the main goal that we have is to make it a bit
more... offer more than most smog stations offer, such as a nicer waiting room
for children, possibly an enclosed area for like a playground versus what you are
used to seeing, which is just plain, old ugly building, industry dirty and not really
a place for a family and also somewhere not just the men can go but also the
mothers and everybody; anybody that needs to get their smog check done. I'm
not sure what else to mention about. It sure has taken a lot of work to get this far
due to the water issues.

CHAIR BAKER - On the tire issue, how far are you going to go with that vision?
| mean are you going to align or dismount tires or what is going there; fix flat tires
or sell tires or...

APPLICANT URENA - Yes, just sell, repair, possibly rotations, no alignment;
what else can there be.

CHAIR BAKER - You’d do balance obviously, right?

APPLICANT URENA - Yes, that's pretty much a required necessity, but no
alignment and just trying to keep it simple and efficient as possible. It is not a
very large building, so there can’t be too much storage and there is not much
room for equipment, so to keep it as basic and almost for emergencies.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, let’s start at the end. Commissioner Carlos do have any
qguestions on this?

COMMISSIONER RAMIREZ — One question... do you plan on living in the
facility as well too?

APPLICANT URENA - Oh no, just strictly business

COMMISSIONER RAMIREZ — Okay, thanks

APPLICANT URENA - | definitely want to make it look as professional and as
complete as a business as can be and leave very little signs of a residence;
make it look like a real business. As of right now, | don’t know if you have been
by the area, but it doesn’t look too nice. It is run down; ugly pebbles in the front.
| want to change all that and make it look really nice.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — That's what | was going to ask you. Why did you
choose to put this type of facility there instead...there’s a little taco restaurant
and then there is a house on one side over there and so it doesn’t look like it
would be the appropriate location for something like that. If you go farther to the
east, there are some commercial buildings and stuff that could house a facility
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such as this. What was your thinking to put this in the middle of housing; there
are just houses around there for all intents and purposes.

APPLICANT URENA — Mainly because there is not that much competition there.
There is now since the time of starting the application and all this and also it is
not a very industrial business. It can fit in there and doesn’t disturb the
neighborhood much and as far as the location there, it is on a very busy street;
Alessandro Boulevard has grown significantly in the last few years and we think
that all that passing by area; drivers, will help to get business in there.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | just want to say thank you for coming out and
speaking with us about your project and also keeping in mind that you know not
only men go to these businesses, but that women and children go to these
businesses and | can’t tell you how many I've been to are dirty and greasy and
smell like an auto shop and you know | kind of don’t even want to sit down, so it
makes me feel better that you are going to keep that in mind that not just men do
this now that women are increasingly taking over this kind of responsibility and
keeping them in mind so thank you.

CHAIR BAKER — Okay very good

VICE CHAIR SALAS - | don’t have any comments

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Are you provided with enough room? I'm
looking at this piece of land here and it looks very narrow on Alessandro
Boulevard even though it is deep. Is there going to be enough area for customer
parking when they are waiting to where they don’t have to be out on the street?

APPLICANT URENA - Yes, as soon as they enter the driveway and go past the
main building that is currently a house that will be the office. There is parking all
the way on the east side of the property.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — How many cars can you accommodate parking
for there?

APPLICANT URENA - I'll look at the map real quick and let’s see.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER MANRIQUE — There are 10 parking spots on the site
plan.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - Are you planning doing this as just a drive up
or by appointment?
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APPLICANT URENA — A little bit of both. The parking spaces should be enough
to accommodate and not be on the streets and by appointment obviously you
can manage them a lot better. You can schedule for slow hours.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - And what is currently the neighbors on either
side of you. What is currently there?

APPLICANT URENA - It is mostly residential

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — | mean directly right next to you from one side
to the other

APPLICANT URENA - Directly next to it there is a taco place and the rest is
residential and then there is an empty lot and apartment.

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Alright, thank you

CHAIR BAKER — Okay, Commissioner Tom.... Okay, one thing that comes to
mind when we were just talking, have you looked into signage? How are you
going to get people in there? You know we were talking about signage; is that
available a monument sign allowed along there or not?

APPLICANT URENA — Well we plan on doing a small monument sign; nothing
too big.

CHAIR BAKER — Have you talked to the City about that?

APPLICANT URENA — No, not yet

CHAIR BAKER - Not yet, okay

APPLICANT URENA - We definitely plan on following the...

CHAIR BAKER - | had to throw that out, | couldn’t resist.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - | can’t believe he brought up signs

CHAIR BAKER - It was fresh on my mind guys, but you have to have a sign to
get them in there. What is the frontage on there? | went by there. It can’t be
over 100 feet can it?

APPLICANT URENA - It is exactly 100 feet.

CHAIR BAKER - That's what | thought
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APPLICANT URENA - Yes, whatever we can get through City Ordinance and
the Code and whatever we can fit.

CHAIR BAKER - Is that going to be workable guys or not for a monument sign
for these guys?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, they can have a monument. There are
size requirements, but they can be immediately behind the property line, so they
would be relatively close to the street.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Does it have the logo on it...? I'm only kidding

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — But no direction on it; yes

CHAIR BAKER - | think anything we do in that part of town is going to be a big
plus. | mean it really will and | know development down there where this Box
Springs Water District is very tough and | know that burger joint where we had a
whale of a time getting water for them and are you required to be sprinkled? Are
you under 5,000 square feet right?

APPLICANT URENA - | don’t have to

VICE CHAIR SALAS - There’s a fire hydrant

CHAIR BAKER - Yes he did that

APPLICANT URENA — The fire hydrant that is there...

CHAIR BAKER - | think it’'s a big plus | really do and it is unfortunate that it has
taken you this long to get here but at least you have been persistent I'll say that.
You’ve got a good persistent business model. Okay, anything else? Okay let’s
move forward with this. Okay, thank you for help. Did your gentleman behind
you have anything he’d like to add or not?

SPEAKER RALPH - My name is Ralph Solis, the Civil Engineer, and | was
waiting in case there were any engineering questions to answer.

CHAIR BAKER — Oh very good, thank you. | appreciate you coming out.

APPLICANT URENA - Thank you for your time

CHAIR BAKER — Okay I’'m going to have to open this up to Public Testimony
and we’re going to close testimony. There is no one here that wants to speak on
this so moving on to Commissioners Debate. Is there anything else we can say
about this item before go up to vote?
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VICE CHAIR SALAS - | vote to approve

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - I'll approve

CHAIR BAKER - Okay have you got the deal there

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | want to motion to APPROVE Resolution No.
2012-09 and thereby RECOMMEND that the City Council:

1. APPROVE a Negative Declaration for PA08-0033 General Plan Amendment,
PA08-0034 Change of Zone, and PA08-0035 Conditional Use Permit in that
this project will not result in significant environmental impacts,

2. APPROVE PA08-0033 General Plan Amendment, PA08-0034 Change of
Zone and PA08-0035 Conditional Use Permit

CHAIR BAKER — Okay could | have a second to that motion?

VICE CHAIR SALAS - You've got it

CHAIR BAKER - Okay Commissioner Salas seconds that; all those in favor?

Opposed - 0
Motion carries 7 -0

CHAIR BAKER - Staff wrap up please

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, this action will be forwarded to the City
Council for final review and action.

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, thank you.

OTHER BUSINESS
1.  Election of Officers
CHAIR BAKER - Okay, the next order of business here is the Election of

Officers. | think the first thing I’'m going to do is open the floor up to a nomination
for a Chairman and then we’ll have the Vice Chairman after that; okay.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — | nominate Ray to stay there

CHAIR BAKER - What was that?
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COMMISSIONER GIBA - To stay

CHAIR BAKER — No | can’t. | really appreciate that, but | think I'm going to
decline. I'd like to get some new blood up here really. | appreciate that so...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Mr. Chairman

CHAIR BAKER - Yes sir

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - I'd like to nominate Commissioner Van Natta

CHAIR BAKER — Commissioner Van Natta has been nominated. Are there any
other nominations? Yes sir

COMMISSIONER RAMIREZ — I'd like to nominate Commissioner Van Natta as
well

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, a second to that. Okay nomination is closed. Okay all
favor?

Opposed - 0

CHAIR BAKER - Welcome aboard

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — | can’t say no

CHAIR BAKER — Okay let’s open up for the Vice Chair

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Mr. Chairman, I'd like to nominate George Salas
for Vice Chair

CHAIR BAKER — Okay, any other nominations for Vice Chair?

COMMISSIONER RAMIREZ - I'd like to nominate Commissioner Salas as well

CHAIR BAKER — Okay, a second or an endorsement... all in favor

Opposed — 0

CHAIR BAKER - Okay | should close nominations first right. | want to be the
letter of the law here. Okay nominations are closed; all in favor?

Opposed - 0

Motion carries 7 -0
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CHAIR BAKER — Welcome aboard guys

STAFF COMMENTS

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, Staff Comments

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes to accommodate a couple of projects,
your June meeting will be on June 28"; so it will be two weeks later. There are
two projects. The first one is the Vogel Industrial Building and that is a 1.6 million
square foot warehouse on Perris Boulevard at the south City boundaries in the
Moreno Valley Industrial area and they were very anxious to move forward
quickly to get to Planning Commission because they are a finalist for a particular
tenant and hopefully by the time they get here they can actually announce who
that tenant is. The second is a big one; the small one is an entertainment related
type facility in the old Boompa’s Restaurant in Sunnymead Ranch Shopping
Center. | think it is called Lakeside Plaza and so it is an entertainment. Basically
the operation of a bar; a sports bar is really what they want to have there, so that
will be coming to you at that meeting also.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - What is the name of that? Did they name that?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | haven’t heard the actual name but the
owners do own a restaurant; a Sushi restaurant in the same shopping center.

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Right next door

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Yes | know, I've been in that one when | go there, so
I've been trying to convince them to put the Sushi shop across

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — The other item that will be on there; | know
Commissioner Owings has a proposal to do more of this but it will be what we
would call your first Study Session item which will be a discussion of the Climate
Action Strategy that you had in Joint Session with the City Council and will be
coming back to you so you can have a more in-depth discussion of that prior to it
being brought forward for formal action.

CHAIR BAKER - Thank you

PLANNING COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Mr. Chairman, I've asked; I've given John a
document that | got from the Riverside Planning Department. We are in the
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process of an entitlement process there and we will be going to one of their
workshops which is exactly what we were trying to discuss with the City Council
in our Study Session about these types of things with larger applicants. I've have
asked him to copy it and maybe not even do it in color because it would be
cheaper, but in talking with the Planning Director, they say that this process is
overwhelmingly appreciated by applicants across the board. It saves applicants
tons of money they say in terms of the entitlement process because the
Commission and the Planning Staff potential objections are brought forward early
in the process, so I'll be going through this process in the next few months. ['ll
report back to you about how it works, but they have been doing it for many
years and they find it to be an essential part of their process, so contrary to what
some of the City Council members said, you know it is our body and we do have
the right to run our Commission the way we wish to do it and | believe these are
very beneficial. | think the Staff believes they are beneficial and | think we should
move forward with them.

CHAIR BAKER — Thank you Commissioner Tom. Is there anyone else here in
Commissioner Comments before we wind this up tonight?

VICE CHAIR SALAS - I've got one

CHAIR BAKER - I'd like to thank you Ray you did a great job and everything you
went through congratulations and you...

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA — Ray | hope you and | can meet so you can tell
me what I'm supposed to be doing

CHAIR BAKER - I'll be more than happy to help you

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Did you plan your term that way?

CHAIR BAKER - It's been an interesting year, I'll say that

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | just wanted to end the meeting by saying
thank you Ray. You've been a great mentor to me throughout; being able to sit
next to you and whisper and ask questions and you helping me out. | appreciate
all the help you have given me and congratulations to Meli and to George.

CHAIR BAKER - | appreciate that... you bet. Yes sir, Carlos....

COMMISSIONER RAMIREZ — | also wanted to say thank you Ray for all your
hard work and effort and also Happy Mother's Day to all the lovely ladies out
there this weekend. Today happens to be Happy Mother’'s Day in Mexico, so
any Mexican mothers out there watching us, Happy Mother’s Day to you and we
look forward to seeing you next month.
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CHAIR BAKER — Okay, very good thank you

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Thank you Ray

COMMISSIONER GIBA — That’s why | re-nominated you, you did a wonderful
job

CHAIR BAKER - | didn’t mean to cut you off, | appreciate that.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — | just wanted you to know that | appreciate you,
especially you and your graciousness out here and Meli, fantastic

COMMISSIONER VAN NATTA - You'll appreciate him even more after I've
been Chairing for a while

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Just keep an eye on the ...

ADJOURNMENT

VICE CHAIR SALAS - | move for adjournment

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Second

CHAIR BAKER - Okay, Commissioner Salas moves for adjournment; all in
favor... Okay, good night Moreno Valley.

John C. Terell Date
Planning Official
Approved

Ray L. Baker Date
Chair
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CITY OF MORENO VALLEY
PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR MEETING
JUNE 28™ 2012

CALL TO ORDER

Chair Van Natta convened the Regular Meeting of the City of Moreno Valley
Planning Commission on the above date in the City Council Chambers located at
14177 Frederick Street.

ROLL CALL

Commissioners Present:
Chair Van Natta

Vice Chair Salas
Commissioner Baker
Commissioner Crothers
Commissioner Giba
Commissioner Owings
Commissioner Ramirez

Staff Present:

John Terell, Planning Official

Julia Descoteaux, Associate Planner

Gabriel Diaz, Associate Planner

Larry Gonzales, Senior Engineer, Public Works
Randy Metz, Fire Marshall

Suzanne Bryant, City Attorney’s Office

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

CHAIR VAN NATTA - I'd like to hear a motion to approve the Agenda?

VICE CHAIR SALAS - You've gotit. | motion

COMMISSIONER BAKER - Second

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay we have a motion and a second. All those in favor?
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Opposed - 0

Motion carries 7 -0

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

CHAIR VAN NATTA - We welcome the members of the public who are here
with us today and ask that they observe the procedures to be followed in the
meeting and those are on display at the rear of the room.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

CHAIR VAN NATTA — We will now hear any comments by any member of the
public on any matter which is not listed on the Agenda and which is within the
subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission and we have no speaker slips and
nobody at the podium and as there are no Non-Public Hearing Items we will
move on to the approval of the minutes we received in advance of the meeting.

NON-PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
1. December 8", 2011
2. January 26", 2012
CHAIR VAN NATTA- We will move on to the Approval of minutes we received in

advance of the meeting; minutes for December 8", 2011 and January 26th,
2012. Could | have a motion to approve the minutes?

COMMISSIONER GIBA — | motion to approve the minutes

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay and a second?

VICE CHAIR SALAS - I'll second it

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay moved and seconded... all in favor?

Opposed - 0

Motion carries 7 -0
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PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS
1. Case Number: PA12-0018 Conditional Use Permit
Case Planner: Julia Descoteaux

CHAIR VAN NATTA — Ouir first Public Hearing Item is Case No. PA12-0018; a
Conditional Use Permit for a restaurant sports bar with entertainment

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Are done? | was just going to say that | have to recuse
myself from this. | have a conflict on this one.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay

VICE CHAIR SALAS - Okay, I'll be back

CHAIR VAN NATTA — Thank you. Our Case Planner is Julia Descoteaux and
would you go ahead with the presentation.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — Yes, application PA12-0018 is a
Conditional Use Permit for a full service bar and grill restaurant with
entertainment in the Lakeshore Village Shopping Center. The Applicant CSSD
Enterprises has submitted for the Conditional Use Permit. The site is zoned
within the Specific Plan 168 in the Sunnymead Ranch area and it is zoned
Scenic Highway Commercial.

The Conditional Use Permit proposes a 3,300 square foot sports bar including,
karaoke, billiards, a jukebox and a DJ with dancing. A full service bar and an
outdoor seating area will be provided. If you recall; if you've lived here for a
while, you’ll know that this space was previously Boompa’s Pizza Parlor, so it’s
been kind of a restaurant use before in the past. The project as proposed and
conditioned satisfies the findings for the approval of a Conditional Use Permit as
stated in the Resolution. The site again is located within the Lakeshore Village
Shopping Center which is in Sunnymead Ranch at the southeast corner of the
existing shopping center. Most of the properties to the south, north, east and
west are all within the Specific Plan and most of the area is with existing
residential, with the lake and the clubhouse directly across the street from north
of this location.

The project will use the existing shopping center parking. A parking analysis was
completed with adequate parking provided for the existing tenants and the
proposed sports bar and grill. As the project will occur within the existing
structure, the Planning staff reviewed the project for consistency with the
Municipal Code and routed the project to the Fire Prevention Division; the
Building and Safety Division and the Moreno Valley Police Department.
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Conditions of approval have been included to address any issues as identified as
part of the staff review. The project will not have a significant effect on the
environment because it will occur within an existing structure and is therefore
exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act as a
Minor Alteration to an Existing Facility, Class 1 Categorical Exemption.
Notification was sent to all property owners within 300 feet and to date | have not
received any phone calls regarding the project. The Applicant is here also and if
you should have any questions, both the
Applicant and | are here to answer them for you. Thank you.

CHAIR VAN NATTA — Okay, Commissioners does anyone have any questions
of Staff?

COMMISSIONER GIBA - | just want to disclose that I've had discussions with
the Applicant at some point in time.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay, is there anybody else... any questions for Staff?

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Just one regarding the parking... did you include the
parking in the rear as part of that parking at all?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — Yes

COMMISSIONER GIBA - Okay, so that back side parking which has only
access from the one road; what it is it, Old Lake?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — Right; we included that but there is
still adequate parking in the front

COMMISSIONER GIBA — I'm just curious

CHAIR VAN NATTA — Would that be likely to be used by employees or
something in the back to lessen the impact on the parking lot in the front?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX - It might and the Applicant may have
a better answer for that, but there is a walkway area in-between the buildings
there and kind of a courtyard kind of, almost area back there adjacent to the
building, so it would be; it could be used for staff and/or customers.

CHAIR VAN NATTA — Can you clarify for me exactly what we’re looking at for
the Conditional Use Permit that changes what it was used for before?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — Well it did have alcohol. It had a full
service bar before, however and John may remember more than |, but | don’t
recall it having any karaoke back then, which anything with live entertainment
requires a Conditional Use Permit as well.
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CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay, so this is the main reason it comes before us for
Conditional Use Permit, is because it is adding the live entertainment. How close
is the residential? | think it is on the other side of Old Lake Road is where there
is residential?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — There is actually residential on both
east, west and south....

CHAIR VAN NATTA - How far away is the closest residence to this project?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — Well there are some within 300 feet
because we did have to notice them

CHAIR VAN NATTA — How many?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — How many did we notice?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes | think if you look at the exhibit that shows
the zoning, that gives you a pretty good idea of where the closer residential is
Village Drive and there is an Edison easement and there are houses on
Ridgefield Terrace and those would all be... we notice within 300 feet of the
parcel line, so | would guess there are houses as close as 150 to 200 feet from
this location. Obviously this activity is all inside the building, so noise and other
things hopefully won'’t be an issue, but our code since it was adopted in 1992 has
always required a Conditional Use Permit for these type of activities in a
Neighborhood Commercial Zone, which the shopping center falls under that
category.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - | don’t know which of these questions are going to be
better for the Applicant but hours of operation?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — 11 in the morning to 2 am.

CHAIR VAN NATTA — Until 2 am... | don’t think Boompa’s was open that late
though.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — No probably not... well maybe they
were on the weekends; | don’t recall.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — As | recall since | used to live up in that area,
Boompa'’s was open late on weekends, but probably not till 2 o’clock.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay, any other questions for Staff?

COMMISSIONER GIBA - Did you get any feedback from the local residents in
that area?
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ASSOCIATE PLANNER DESCOTEAUX — No | have not received any phone
calls or any questions regarding the project. The Applicant has and I'm sure they
can answer these questions for you but spoke to the Homeowner’s Association
there and the Church that is in the vicinity and didn't have any negative
comments and they aren’t here, so again | haven’t had any.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Can we have the Applicant come up then and tell us a
little bit about the project?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Okay, if you would just go ahead and open the
Public Hearing first, that would be great.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay I'm sorry, | was thinking that would come
afterwards. Okay, | open the Public Hearing part of the presentation.

APPLICANT LIM — Hello my name is Steve Lim. I've seen some faces here
before, but currently | operate the Oishii Sushi next door in the same shopping
center currently for... I've been currently in there for almost three years now
myself operating and so from what I've gathered and the clientele in the
Sunnymead Ranch community, they want something else to kind of expand on
their food criteria in the shopping center, because the shopping center is kind of
vacant. More than half the units are vacant in there right now, so you know from
my expertise and my father helping me out as well, you know | had a bar and
grille; a full service restaurant in LA before | did the restaurant here and so you
know | shopped around. | went to the Moreno Beach area and Sunnymead
Ranch is still somewhere | want to keep pursuing business and so with the
clientele that I've built and the relationships that I've built, not just with the City
but actually the community, you know | think that this is something that | think will
be beneficial to the City and the community up there. You know there will be a
lot of jobs that we are going to be hiring and most of them hopefully will be local
people and so you know if there any questions as far as you know what the
project is or you know concerns, you guys can ask but we are going to be
serving... the food is going to be more high end; it is going to be high end
American restaurant with the full service bar.

The CUP originally was formed because we wanted to add the two billiard tables
on the floor plan there. | don’t know if you guys see the floor plan, but the billiard
tables were originally why we submitted for the CUP and of course karaoke and
stuff like that is only going to happen on certain nights; maybe Wednesday night
or something. We are going to have Taco Tuesday Nights... try to make a good
place for someone to unwind; kind of have fun in the neighborhood; don’t have to
drive too far and at the same time kind of build the neighborhood which is
Sunnymead Ranch. A lot of people don’t know what it is of who lives up there. A
lot of people have kind of come up from around the City because of my
restaurant. | just want to make it more of a center where if you have friends that
live up there, now you don’t have to call them to come down here below the
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freeway to a lot of the bigger restaurants and stuff like that. | wanted to kind of
expand my food range as far as what | know and provide good pizza; good
burgers; good salads; good healthy food and at the same time a good looking
restaurant... nothing you know | don’t think like the City has seen yet, so I've got
a lot of big plans for it. Hopefully you guys are on board and we can get that
thing opened up pretty soon.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay, questions?

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | have a question for you. In the paperwork it
says that there is going to be a dance floor.

APPLICANT LIM — Well in the conditions, there really... you know it’s... like the
hours and stuff like that, it is conditioned from 11 to 2, just for the hour’s sake for
my alcohol license. Of course on the weekdays, I'm probably not going to be
open until 2, so the hours will be adjusted. On the weekends | do expect it to be
a little bit busy, so we’'ll be open a little bit later. On the dance floor, | only
wanted to do that because there will be special events like superbowl weekend
or some big sporting events where people want to have a little fun after the whole
big event and so there is going to be a little space that we can kind of move
tables and stuff and like that if people want it, but it is not going to be a regular
thing that you are going to see when you walk into the restaurant, but that is just
on there just in case we need it for special events. We don’t have an issue with
it.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - Okay, right. Thank you very much

COMMISSIONER RAMIREZ — Thank you Mr. Lim for coming out. My question
has to do with the afterhour’s portion since you are going to be open late on the
weekends. Are you going to add security to your premises and this is a two part
question and also are you going to have any kind of age restrictions since it is
going to be mostly adult oriented on the weekends at night.

APPLICANT LIM — Security wise what | want to do | mean it is going to be an
upscale restaurant; kind of the clientele | want to represent from my sushi
restaurant, so it will be a family restaurant. After certain hours | will have dress
codes maybe on Friday and Saturday’s to make sure people are attired to
actually be a good patron limit... the age differences, where we limit the minors
come in after certain hours, but for the most part on the weekdays it will be more
of a restaurant and then you know on Friday and Saturdays after about 9 pm and
10 o’clock when there shouldn’t be minors in there because there going to be a
lot of drinks and that is when we might cut an age difference at a certain time, but
| do kind of actually have to operate to kind of see what kind of clientele we are
going to have first, so | mean it is going to take a little bit of time to actually adjust
to what the clientele is and what my hours are going to be and stuff like that
because we’ve never seen anything like it except for my restaurant and from
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what I've seen you know on the weekends we serve until 9:30 or 10 o’clock, so
I’'m trying to serve food till about 11 o’clock or 12 and then see how it winds
down, so | don’t have a set schedule of exactly what time we are going to limit or
something like that, but you know it also depends on how many families come in
at the beginning. If it is a lot of family oriented business, then really it might be
up to their decisions of when they might not bring their kids or you know we might
help with that process, but...

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Are there any other questions? Well my first question
was going to be is how is this going to affect the sushi restaurant next door, but
you answered that right off the bat, so | was looking at the floor plan and saying
well | know the sushi place has outside tables there and is this going to infringe
on them, but it sounds like it is not going to be a problem.

APPLICANT LIM - There are no tables outside. We don’t have any tables
outside and so one of the biggest draws of why we wanted to open next door. |
mean of course | might lose business; people might say that, but | mean to me
on the weekends the restaurant is a big clientele, so there is a lot of people
waiting outside in that courtyard area, so | wanted someone who is there on a
Friday night that doesn’t want to leave the parking lot and still not want to stay in
the parking lot to kind of go explore different things, so they can actually go into
establishment; go in there and sit down and have an appetizer maybe; you know
certain things that I'll have in my restaurant will still be there on the other
restaurant side for them, and just kind of let the community have another space
to actually kind of enjoy their weekends and you know different foods, so that
way they see oh there is a bar here or there is a restaurant here. They have
good pizza; they have good burgers; they've got good drinks, so they can
actually you know come in for sushi on a Friday night, but they couldn’t get in, but
not be disappointed because they have something else to try and then obviously
they can come back or if they want to wait, we have the vibrating coasters so that
if you leave an ID or a credit card you can come back in and get seated that way;
so | wanted to create more food up there; we needed more food. Jack-in-the-box
and Del Taco kind of gets old a little bit quick.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - You can’t eat sushi every day huh.

APPLICANT LIM — You can, but a little bit expensive.

CHAIR VAN NATTA — Now the plan is talking about a DJ and jukebox and so
forth. Do you have any plans for live music?

APPLICANT LIM — No, that is one thing that | discussed with Julia as well. | was
applying for entertainment and not live entertainment because the shopping
center and my landlord have come to an agreement where we are not going to
do live music in there, so and the DJ stuff is going to be for special events and
you know nights where we need kind of have a big night in MoVal. You know
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sometimes in planning an opening; a grand opening, we’ll have some skylights
up there and kind of make a little buzz going on you know and hopefully that will
help the sushi restaurant too.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - And you'll watch the noise levels to keep from...

APPLICANT LIM — Oh yes, and the jukebox is very modernized. It's like the
internet jukebox that you see in most places like Buffalo Wild Wings and has a lot
of different genres of music and that will be controlled through the house
speakers, so it's not going to get overly... no one can control the volume except
for the house, so we’ll have full control of that.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Well if we have no other questions from
Commissioners... Do you...

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Just one that came up. On the outside you’re going
to have that patio area... currently it doesn’t have any kind of a wall, so it looks
as if you are going to put some kind of a structural wall up there in that area?

APPLICANT LIM — There was existing a patio there, so you'll see on the ground
there is still the foundation stakes for them, so we’re going to revive that and
hopefully we’ll put... I'm trying or we’re still thinking about what we’re going to be
doing for the patio but there will probably be a plexi-glass wall that is about seven
feet high that people can’t jump in and out and it will be still be enclosed inside
the patio space, because | don’t patrons that are walking back and forth to bother
my patrons and you know | wanted to keep it kind of blocked off but still be able
to see it, so I'm not going to build a wall but it might be a plexi-glass wall or a
barrier that will contain the patio space and the actual physical walkway.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — One of the things that we were discussing earlier is
that that back parking lot you know; do you have any idea what you may or may
not want to do with that in the future. There is really no access except from the
Old Lake Road, but there is tons of parking back there.

APPLICANT LIM — A lot of my customers... | mean you can walk... if you park in
the back of the structure where the new Verizon tower... | don’t know if you guys
know there is a new tower up there now... that is another walkway to get into the
building, so | mean a lot of my regular customers that come to sushi on a busy
night know that the parking lot is kind of getting full, they actually know now to
park in the back and walk through that way, so people are starting to find out
about. My employee’s park in the back to try to get the front side cleared up and
then I'm trying to get Subway next door and stuff like that as well as next door to
kind of do the same.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Thank you Mr. Lim
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APPLICANT LIM - Thank you

CHAIR VAN NATTA - If we have no other questions then I’'m going to open for
Public Testimony and we have no Speaker Slips and | don’t see anybody waving
they want to say anything, so we're going to close the Public Testimony and then
we’ll have Commissioner discussion on it. WWho would like to start?

COMMISSIONER GIBA - I've been waiting for you to finish that. I've been
waiting for you to put that in there.

APPLICANT LIM — We've been working on it.

COMMISSIONER GIBA - It's something that we've needed sorely up in that area
and | really appreciate you doing that.

APPLICANT LIM — And | think | forgot to say that | did meet with the
Homeowners Board in Sunnymead Ranch; or the Homeowners Association. |
met with the whole Board there. | showed them my site plan; explained what
was going on; answered any of their questions and they are all fully on board
trying to get something open and then | attended the wine and cheese event
about a week and a half ago on Friday. | introduced myself to the people that
were there. There was a big turnout there and so to me | think instead of the
neighbors finding out about something through here, | kind of wanted to go out
because | had a lot of people telling me that it is better to go out and reach to the
community because of my restaurant and who | was already with the center, so |
did that and | did a lot of outsourcing to get the word out and try to get people to
kind of get excited which I've seen a very good response, so...

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay, well thank you. You can go ahead and have a seat
now because we are done with questions. Thank you. Okay so Commissioner
Crothers has something to say.

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - | just want to say that | drive across town to eat
sushi over there, so | can’t imagine that | won’t drive across town to check this
place out and I'm excited that there is something else up there. For a long time it
has been empty, so I'm glad that we’ve got something on the agenda that we can
you know help build up the City and I’'m excited to see this if it passes go forward.

COMMISSIONER RAMIREZ — | agree with Commissioner Crothers. | think that
particular area is longing for a place where residents can walk to and have a
good time and not have to worry about driving home. | think the only issue would
be underage folks hanging out there after hours because there is nothing to do
out there for kids. Sometimes they might get curious, but aside from that | love
the idea and | am ready to vote this through.
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COMMISSIONER BAKER — You know | was surprised when | went up to that

shopping center today, the number of units like he said that are vacant in that
area, so this will be a big plus. You thought it was somewhere around 50
percent, but there are a number of units open, so this will be a big plus besides
giving... and you are kind of in that corner spot, which is not exactly an anchor
but it needs to have something happen there, so I'm behind this 100 percent. |
think the community needs it. It's a good wholesome entertainment type
situation to get involved in, so | will vote for it.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — No comment

CHAIR VAN NATTA — Well my only comment is | hope they do karaoke more
than one night a week because... Alright, do we have someone who would like
to make the motion on this?

COMMISSIONER CROTHERS - I'll make the motion. | motion to APPROVE
Resolution No. 2012-12 and thereby:

1. RECOGNIZE that PA12-0018 a Conditional Use Permit qualifies as an
Exemption in accordance with CEQA Guidelines, Section 15301, Existing
Facilities; and,

2. APPROVE PA12-0018, a Conditional Use Permit, subject to the attached
Conditions of Approval, included as Exhibit A.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — And I'll second

CHAIR VAN NATTA — We have a motion and a second. Is this a roll call vote or
a..?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — No just a voice vote

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay, then all in favor?

Opposed - 0
Motion carries 6 — 0, with one abstention (Vice Chair Salas)

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Can we have a wrap up from our Staff please?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes this action shall become final unless
appealed to the City Council within 15 days.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay, thank you. Would someone like to tell
Commissioner Salas that we are done with item and see if he wants to come
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back in and thank you very much? Welcome back gentleman. Okay, back to
business.

OTHER BUSINESS

1. Study Session Discussion: Draft Energy Efficiency and Climate
Action Strategy

CHAIR VAN NATTA — The next item on the Agenda is a discussion of the Draft
Energy Efficiency and Climate Action Strategy. So Mr. Terell would you like to
tell us where we are at on this.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | will do a brief introduction and then Gabriel
Diaz, the Planner working on this will provide additional information before your
discussion. As you recall back in April we had a Joint Study Session with the
City Council. We went over the strategy at that time. One of things we promised
to do was to give you an opportunity to have another discussion and give us any
additional input you might want to provide prior to us finalizing the document and
bringing it back to you for formal review and action. As you know this is a
strategy, so this a policy document similar but not quite the same as the General
Plan, so there is a lot of aspirations in the proposal that will not become effective
until some subsequent formal action to adopt an ordinance or policy or
something like that, so it is just a guideline and with that I'll hand it over to Gabriel
to give you a little more background.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — Thank you Chairman and Commissioners. I'm
Gabriel Diaz, Associate Planner for the City. We had last met on April 3", with a
Joint Study Session with the City Council. From some of that discussion there
was a further Staff outreach for the public and also out of that discussion came
out that we focus on policies that won'’t stunt development and have the City lead
by example. Regarding your package, the strategy that is in your package is an
older version. | don’t know if you guys noticed the difference. The version that
we took to Study Session is the newer one which hasn’t changed and that is the
same version that we took out to the public for review, so my apologies. It was
put in there accidently. The wrong version was inserted, but you do have the
older version from the Study Session. From that Study Session you asked us to
do some public outreach which we have. We reached out to the local schools,
EHPB, the Environmental Historical Preservation Board and the public. At our
EHPB meeting that was held on May 14", there was discussion of possibilities of
harvestable landscape, possibly on our bigger projects like Sketchers for
example.

Another idea was having street signs directing people to alternative fueling
stations and encouraging that the City encourages green building materials and
having the City recognize green businesses here in town like our City Council.
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That was from the EHPB meeting. We held a public outreach meeting on June
7", We had the public there in attendance and in addition we had a
representative from WRCOG and the Energy Coalition and Moreno Valley Utility.
The Staff was able to present a power point presentation, which was similar to
the ones that you guys saw at the Study Session. This has been our outreach
efforts and Staff is looking for additional direction from Planning Commission on
the Energy Efficiency and Climate Action Policies. Thank you. That concludes
Staff’s presentation.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay does anyone have questions? Okay, go ahead

COMMISSIONER GIBA — | had a couple of them. Your outreach... is that
accurate; is that accurate that one person attended?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — Correct

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Are we really getting the word out? No, it I'm
being...it’s kind of humorous, but...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — We did a press release. We had it on the
website. We had advertisements on the website. We had flyers. We sent out
letters to individuals who had previously expressed an interest in the plan and we
got buttons.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — | did research with other cities that are going
through the same process. We had one city that actually went through this
process; the City of Santa Clarita. They had two...| guess they are a bigger city,
so they had two meetings, one on the east and one on the west side and they
had eight people in total.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - | doubt that this means that people don’t care. It may
mean that they don’t know what kind of input they could possibly give us or they
are trusting that the process is going to provide a good plan.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes and Gabriel did receive a couple of
emails or whatever, but they didn’t provide any input for or against, so it is hard to
say. Usually no news is good news, but certainly the EHPB, which is a group of
citizens such as yourself, did provide several comments as Gabriel mentioned
and that’s where we got the most input. Obviously those are folks that are much
more motivated on something like this.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Are there any more questions?

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Madam Chairman... you know I've spent a lot of
time reading this so | hope you'll bear with me as I'm going to ask a few
questions. It started out in the project description, you talked about that we
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received a grant from the Federal Stimulus Package. Could you tell me what the
amount of the grant was and what strings were attached to the grant for us to
participate?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Well the entire grant was approximately 1.6
million dollars and that funded a lot more than just this particular activity. They
replaced all the lights. They replaced bulbs in all the traffic signals. There were
some other technology upgrades, so there were a variety of things that that paid
for. This grant has funded this study. | would say that it was about 10 or 15
percent of the grant was for this activity and other things; putting window tint on
windows and some other things, so it is a small portion of that grant. The
obligation is that we prepared the study and that included a greenhouse gas
analysis. This works well because there are certain State mandates to address
policies for greenhouse gas reduction, so we were able in essence to comply
with that State mandate to look at the issue. We do quarterly reporting; Gabriel
does quarterly reporting to the Federal Government on the status of this as well
as other activities that he has been working on related to energy efficiency and
like any grant we are required to present the policy document. There is no
requirement to adopt it, but again that is the parameter and | don’t know if that
answers your question.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well it does John and to further follow-up on that,
did the grant require that we address each of the electric water recycling
diversion alternate fuel in education; was there a requirement that we do this all
encompassing document as opposed to a more targeted document.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - It did require that?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, it is a comprehensive Climate Action
Plan

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So it talks also later on it talks about the Coalition;
the Community Partnership Plan Program between Southern California Edison
and the gas company Moreno Valley Electric. Those costs... | understand that if
we were to receive funding from Edison, of course that would be money from
outside the City, but when we talk about Moreno Valley Electric Utility providing
money, that is in essence coming from the City; correct?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — It would be coming from the ratepayers and
that assistance would be parallel to this activity. Utilities are required to identify
and provide certain incentives for alternative energy and so those are the things
that we’re talking about; things that they otherwise have to provide but integrate it
within... integrate it and make sure it is consistent with the other policies in the
City.
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COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Not necessarily dollars and cents

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Correct

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Okay, also it says that we have a website in
conjunction with this. Is there any record of how many hits we've had on the
website? Is there any kind of indication of public interest?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ - I'm not aware that we keep track of that, but |
will ask.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Okay, other things that drew my attention was
there were lots of cost estimate blanks that were... you know | could see where
we had already received funding and there would be no additional costs beyond
to provide it, but many of the boxes on the presentation for cost to implement
were blank. Has there been any kind of comprehensive study to determine what
the actual cost to the City for the remaining practices to be implemented would
be?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - | believe some of those were probably filled in
based on the greenhouse gas analysis, which came subsequent to the addition
that you have in your packet.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So there is probably a draft that does have some
of that information?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes, some additional information and certainly
we’ll go ahead and email that out to all of you, so you have a chance to look at it
again before we provide a formal presentation for your review. A lot of the
things...and this is not a technical... are a little squishy because until we come
up with a specific regulation it is hard to price it out and we wouldn’t want and this
is not a commitment to do something, it is a commitment in many cases to
consider and therefore if we were going to bring forward some kind of a mandate,
we will try to provide the best information at that time as far as the actual cost.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - At that time; right; so you are saying there would
be a cost benefit analysis for each of the major... any expenditure at that point or
any ordinance?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - To the extent that we can provide it and
obviously sometimes when it is not... if is related to a City project it is pretty easy
to do. There is a lot of industry data and more everyday, which is helpful, so we
will provide as much as we can and obviously if you have questions, Mr.
Numbers; data guy; Mr. Giba we will try to do that.
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COMMISSIONER OWINGS - This draft seems to propose a lot of common
sense measures that really... you probably don’t need a plan in order to do. |
mean it would be common sense but | wonder if the draft in any way or the study
or analysis in any way asks the question or answers the question of whether or
not if we were to as a community to provide closer jobs to our community, what
effect it would have in terms of the air and greenhouse effect on all the things
that the study is trying to accomplish, so that we could get a relative idea of the
effectiveness of this whole large project. In other words, if you were to bring
10,000 jobs to the City what would the effect of that be on these factors as it
relates to this whole document? Any attempt to do that?

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — Well the greenhouse gas analysis is a more
scientific approach to the City and the Community. We used the transportation
numbers and obviously the General Plan the City has planned out for the future.
Those were the numbers that were included as part of the greenhouse gas
analysis and that is what they used.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — So one other thing and you know | noticed was
that it talks about retrofitting of diesel vehicles in the City fleet, but it does make
mention of natural gas, but it doesn’'t state compressed natural gas. What
initiatives would the City participate in to encourage the fueling facilities for these
type of vehicles because without fueling facilities, of course they are impractical
for the general public and if we are leading by example, the reason we are
converting to compressed natural gas vehicles is so that we can encourage
public conversion of vehicles and there is to my knowledge no compressed
natural gas source in the City of Moreno Valley.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Actually we have... there is one facility down
in the industrial area that has been next to the Waste Management Facility for
quite some time and | believe that is the one that the City uses for it’'s vehicles
and then there is one that is either open or close to being open up in Canyon
Springs Plaza and that one is more of what I'd call a retail operation and so
we've tried to encourage them. Both of them were done at an administrative
level, so we tried to encourage them through | guess I'd call it expedited
processing.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - The one that you said the City used for its
vehicles, is that open to the public?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — | believe it is open to the public but you have
to have some kind of a card, so that one is more for commercial vehicles.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Alright, so you have addressed this somewhat, but
there hasn’'t been any real initiative to encourage natural gas availability;
compressed natural gas? Would that be a fair statement?
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PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes beyond those efforts because if you have
any suggestions on that? The one that is up in Canyon Springs is actually
pursuant to a State initiative to increase natural gas fueling stations, so we were
when somebody called and said could they do that here, we said sure you can
and then followed up later on exactly how and where they could do it.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Well you know that goes hand in hand with other
alternative fuel sources too, so as such as bio-diesel etc.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes the next one that we’ve heard about and
again | think this is a Federal initiative, is to encourage electric quick charge
facilities, so we’ve heard from two or three potential applicants for that program
and we told them is readily achievable here and again that would be some kind
of an administrative process.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Well you know for example, if | were to apply to do
an AM/PM market here; fueling station, it could be a condition of approval that it
has one of those electric charging stations. | have been involved in the planning
of one of those and they are relatively inexpensive.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes we could consider that and certainly to
the extent that you want us to kind of tag it and maybe put that in the document
for specificity, we’d certainly be happy to do that. To date, the only charging
stations that we've had are related to industrial facilities and it has been a
mitigation measure, but certainly they are relatively inexpensive and we certainly
could look at bringing that forward to you with information on the cost and see if
you would want to provide that as a mandate for some types of projects. The
natural gas fueling station up in Canyon Springs has actually expressed an
interest in doing a quick charge also.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - You mention on page 14, that you have installed a
computer monitoring system in City facilities. | assume that was done through
some grant money?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — That was pursuant to the Federal grant, yes
and also we have a really great staff member over in our Facilities Department
who is really on top of this and she is really interested in the whole subject and
she has signed up all the City buildings on certain Edison websites with the
Coalition, which the Coalition is something the City is part of and because we are
a part of it we get a higher rebate for activities we do and by being on that
system, it is a monitoring system and it helps; they’ll help identify additional or
suggest additional conservation measures, so that system that got through the
Federal Government, that has been helpful to provide additional resources to do
more projects here.
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COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So on page 15, it talks about considering the
future use of timers on street lights etc, | would encourage or hope that there has
been some effort to determine public safety issues involved with reduction of
street lighting. Has there?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — That is in conjunction with the whole street
lighting funding question and there was some discussion about... you wouldn'’t
switch off all the lights on a street at midnight as an example. The idea is to
selectively every other light or something where as you probably know, street
lights are primarily provided for traffic safety and when traffic volumes are low,
especially at local streets, there is not a significant or measurable change in
safety if they are turned off. Obviously there would be more study before we
actually brought that forward, but there has been some discussion both from a
funding perspective as well as how would you do it so you don’t compromise
public safety.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - As a you may know, I've had reason to visit
several thousand houses in District 3 of the City recently and | would say on
some streets; some neighborhoods it is definitely considered a public safety
issue in terms of... not in terms of traffic, but in terms of personal safety, so |
would hope there would be some consideration given to what neighborhoods
these policies would be... there are some high risk neighborhoods these policies
may not be appropriate.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Right, we would certainly do that in
conjunction with the Police Department prior to making these exceptions.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Okay, on page 15 and I’'m trying to move through
these as quickly as possible; I'm sorry John if I'm going too fast, but on page 15 it
talks about if the City projects are grouped together, this can provide the City with
greater reimbursement payoff. What does that mean? It's a somewhat vague
statement to me and | don’t understand what it means. Could you please clarify?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Projects have to be a certain size in order to
qualify for rebates from Edison and the Gas Company and therefore we have
already, and we would in the future group together smaller projects so that they
are large enough to qualify. That is the main thing. There is nothing like you
would have to do a huge project and you get more.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Do we have enough land available adjacent to our
current facilities to make this feasible?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Make what feasible?

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Grouping smaller projects together or would we be
looking at...
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PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Well | think the idea of a smaller project is
rather than replacing the lights in one building at a time; replacing them at two or
three buildings in order to meet... that's what we’ve done already or rather than
changing out the...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - So the word project doesn’t necessarily mean new
buildings or new infrastructure?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — No; any large project like say the Fire Station
over on Morrison that is under construction is probably large enough by itself in
order to qualify.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Okay, further down on that page it says consider
moving City electric load off peak to decrease cost for increased peak capacity?
Could you explain how that would be done?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - That is something that the City utility is
already working on. The biggest issue with generation is to kind of shave off the
peaks so that you don’t have to generate a bunch of energy at | think and | recall
the discussion, at 6:30 on a week day, because that is when the peak demand is,
because people get home and turn on their air conditioner. There are certain
things where you can produce and I'm trying to think of a good example; some
industrial uses where they need a lot of refrigeration and they can create ice at
midnight to 3 o’clock in the morning and there is a cost incentive for them to do
that; they can save money by doing that and then they can basically thaw that ice
at 6:30 in the evening and it cuts down the peak demand and part of it is saving
energy in total. The other is saving it at peak, so it reduces people’s costs,
because it is expensive to build additional generation. So that’s what that... it is
less of a conservation issue and basically saying let’s not build an extra power
plant because we won’t need that peak demand, we use the same amount of
energy over 24 hours rather than focusing on energy needed at 6:30 in the
evening.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — On page 25, it talks about recording all new large
development projects of regional significance participate in savings by design
program. Could you explain what that means?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes savings by design is an Edison program,
which is free and obviously the ratepayers have to pay for certain energy
conservation programs and this is one of them that we all pay for if we are getting
Edison service, so it is service where you submit your plans to Edison; they
basically look at it and suggest ways you could save significant energy and then
they identify the rebates that you can get if you do certain things and City
projects have already started to do this and this proposal which obviously would
have to come forward with an Ordinance amendment if we are going to mandate
it would require projects of a certain size to go through that process and therefore
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at no cost to them theyll get suggestions. They can implement those
suggestions or not based on...and I've seen some of them where Edison will say
if you spend a thousand dollars doing x, you'll get a five hundred dollar rebate
and you’ll save one hundred dollars a year, so it will pay for itself in five years. It
is basically information and Edison is providing this service and it is do we want
to lead the horse to water or not and certain size projects it might make sense...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - | think my question here really centers around the
fact that new services would be Moreno Valley Utility as opposed to Edison;
correct?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Our utility is looking to do something similar to
savings by design. It is basically a consulting service and they are looking into
doing that for people in that service area. There actually are a lot of new service;
new buildings that are going to occur outside of the Moreno Valley Ultility, just
because they are infill projects.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — So there will be some that will be in Edison?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, some that are in Edison and then there
will be... not the majority but there will a similar program...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - The majority would probably be our utility; correct?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes, but there will be a similar program that
will be available.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - You know on that same page it says follow the
New York lead. You know other than the fact that | don’t think there is much from
New York that | want to follow but has there been any consideration... you know |
realize these are all suggestions, but it seems to me in my experience that these
types of suggestions will eventually end up being a form of ordinances or many
of them will be and | think that is the whole purpose of us compiling a list is to get
to that point where they are ordinances, so | think we should be cautious when
we are talking about this and considering the City has a 14 million dollar budget
deficit in the year 2011 to talk about these types of things, so what if they are in
this plan; if we adopt them in the plan, are we in some way bound by these?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — No, we would just look at this as a list and the
newer version also has the blanks filled in and one of them is the effectiveness
and we have high, low and medium on that. Low cost things that have a high
return; those are the first things that we are going to look at. Things that cost
money, which are probably going to be a lower return and a higher cost are going
to be looked at later based on Staff resources. Obviously if there are items in
here that you don’t think we want to consider seriously and this may be one of
them, we can certainly take it off the list. We have an Edison grant in addition to
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the Federal grant and one of the items on the Edison grant is to do a revolving
fund which is probably much more likely where we are going to take a
percentage; we are going to take the rebates and a percentage of the savings
that we achieve through energy projects and reinvest those in a revolving fund
and that is easy because it is money... it doesn’t take money from other
activities, so that is kind of where we are going as a first priority. If this is
something we look at, it is not going to be for a while.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Okay, so if | could follow up on that comment, if
you look on page 31, you talk about gray water and other assistance guide
books. You know those kinds of books are readily available from other agencies,
so to sum up my whole line of questioning is this. This looks like the list and all
this.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL —Itis

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — There appears to be no focus to the list and |
would hope that as a policy setting body that we would pare this down and get it
down into something that we could focus. This is a hundred and some pages of
stuff that you know there is something here for everybody and everything and
some of it is meaningful and some of it is not; some of it is common sense and
some of it is not and | would hope that we could pare this document down to
something that a rational person would be able to read and embrace and | think
that is part of the reason why you don’t have any public input is that it is too over
reaching and so | would hope that this group or some other group could pare this
down. | mean if it is common sense and it is going to be done any how; it doesn’t
need to part of a policy. If it is going to cost the City money when the City
doesn’t have any money it shouldn’t be on the list. We should only have on the
list what we can do and then we could go out and ask the community to embrace
it, but | don’t think you could get anyone to read this let alone embrace it. It is too
over reaching and that is my comment.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - That is very helpful and hopefully the
priorization that we’ve done and reformatting would help on that and certainly
there are items maybe towards the bottom and both Gabriel and | will commit to
as well as Chris Ormsby who is out in the audience and also working on this,
commit to taking another review of it and suggest maybe things can be purged
out.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - | think you did a great job in bringing every
possible idea that you could possibly think of to the table, but | think now if it is a
low priority eliminate it and let’s just get it down to something that the City can do.
We can definitely do compressed natural gas. We can definitely do all of the
other many things that you have already done are commendable, but that is just
my basic feeling.
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ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — Could | comment on the intensity of so many
items because | put all the items together? There are a lot and unfortunately you
got an older version and I'm not saying the newer version is that much shorter,
but has put things in order to high, medium and low kind of like what you were
saying and they are numbered.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well there is some redundancy in here. | assume
in the new version you may have caught all of that, but you know overall we have
limited resources and we should you know | just know from past experience in
running a business, people cannot do everything well, they can do a small
amount of things to focus their time on that and | don'’t think the City has the
ability to focus on every one of these items, so we need to figure out, like | think,
the high priority and maybe strive for the medium priority and forget the low
priority.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Now I'll continue. Yes | had a whole list too and you
know what, what Commissioner Owings said is exactly what | was going to say,
because the first part that concerned me and that’'s why | said that; are we
getting the word out and next part of that would have been exactly what
Commissioner Owings said is that this is such an unyielding document that it
took me a long time to just go through all of it and it is very comprehensive and
there is a lot of redundancy in what you are doing. You could have consolidated
quite a few pieces of information into one box for all intents and purposes, but |
understand what you are trying to do, is you are trying to be comprehensive and
let’s look at every possible thing we can, so let me get back to where my biggest
concern is that you said you did a public outreach and | think the public’s
involvement here is very important.

If this is going to be some kind of guidance document that says we are to be
providing input and direction, one of the things that | would suggest you do is |
didn’t see any list of local high schools or anything that you did and | don’t know
why you just picked on high schools because you have two school districts you
probably should have been working closely with while you were developing this
guidance document; this document. You have Val Verde District which is part of
our City and you have Moreno Valley School District that encompasses part of
our City and there are all kinds of opportunities for the District; the schools from
elementary up to high school to participate in the City and so | would like to see a
little bit and now if | jump forward on your document, you actually mentioned here
that we should collaborate with the school districts. You have a whole list of
collaborate with the school districts, so I'd like to see something where you are
actually itemizing out what you can do.

Now some of these things we can’t do; the school district has that authority; we
do not as a City, so | think those are things that you need to go forward with. A
lot of the other things that Commissioner Owings already did... oh here they are;
school, ride share programs, replace school buses, encourage schools, school
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district, school district, school district... all those | don’t see any collaboration in
this document with those districts because you can’t determine what to do with
the school district unfortunately as they have monotony over what the City does,
so that is one thing that would be very, very vital in anything plus it would be very
helpful; trust me, I've made some notes here and I've been working with schools
and you could always have all kinds of contests going on for a lot of these
programs; schools getting community service programs; you know getting
community service points for students can get outreach out to that community for
you if you work with them, so those are some of the minor things that | thought I'd
make mention of. Diesel vehicles... | know you've said you've retrofitted a
couple of them; is there any idea to phase them out completely since many of the
particulate problems come from diesel vehicles. | think we only have what one or
two and we need to determine if want to just phase those out and go to another
format rather than spend money retrofitting.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes | think it's directed somewhere kind of
where the money is and some of the vehicles last a really long time and they are
very expensive and | believe one of the ones we retrofitted was a pavement
recycler or something and obviously if it is more cost effective to replace it or it is
worn out we would definitely look at that.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Yes that's what | meant; phase them out rather than
purchase more of the ones that... one of the other questions that | had was and |
am assuming that it is in this report, is how the effect on the quote “new logistics
center” out there going to affect all this? With the additional warehousing; the
additional vehicles; freeway; has that been calculated into your projections into
20207

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — It hasn’t been in this projection because this
projection was based on our current General Plan. Those new projects that are
not already kind of anticipated by the General Plan will do this kind of review and
will ’'m sure have much more stringent requirements than we’ve seen in the past;
but no we did not incorporate say “world logistics center” in this because it is not
an approved project. That project will do that review as part of its process and
we’ll identify potential mitigation measures... diesel emissions is obviously the
largest issue on a project like that.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - John are you referring to construction period or
operation period?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Well for any new project we look at both and
typically there is more issues during construction than there are during operation
because dust, which is the other major pollutant that occurs doesn’t happen after
development to any large extent.
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COMMISSIONER GIBA — Have you considered also... | was up in Antelope
Valley a while back at the high school over there and I'm sure cities can do it
too... that entire carport with the solar panels and automatic charging stations
attached to them, | didn’t necessarily read that as an alternative for one way to
charge your own vehicles as well.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes | think we talked to some extent about
and we can be more explicit if it is more helpful, the whole concept of solar
carports, whether it is for charging stations or just a takeoff energy use, we are
certainly are looking at that and that is one of the things that Gabriel has started
to work on is look at all the potential vendors that can provide that kind of product
to the city and the way they work now is they provide financing too, so we will be
looking at that specifically for City facilities and we haven’'t seen too much
interest in the private sector but those are things that when people come in and
want to do solar rays on the roof, that is a very inexpensive administrative
process, because we certainly want to encourage or remove any impediments to
people doing that locally.

COMMISSIONER GIBA - | also notice that transportation is your biggest amount
of you know; 56 percent; 51 percent; huge volumes in terms of that in the form of
transportation. When you did the traffic engineer analysis of it 'm assuming is
what it is says here, “City Traffic Engineer of Transportation”... does that include
that freeway that goes right through the middle of our City?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — We do not... no... | guess the answer is no
because we have no way to control it, so we don’t take responsibility for it.
Obviously any cars that are... trips that are originating in Moreno Valley, it would
count their emissions on the freeway until they leave the City limits, so we do all
that...

COMMISSIONER GIBA - So all that air cover stays over the freeway; doesn't...
I’'m being a little facetious obviously. You know it is going to add to our City. Is
there any way to...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Correct... Other than advocacy, we're really
not in a position to... well legally we can’t even control what kind of vehicles drive
on it even on our own streets here, so we don'’t try to take on what we can’t
solve.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — So it’s not practical?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — As you may know, the State has a series of
initiatives and regulations relative to both vehicle emissions for passenger cars
and very stringent ones for diesel trucks that over the next ten years based on...
the State-wide Climate Action discussions really is going to take care of a major
portion of reduction of emissions as well as greenhouse gases is really reducing
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diesel and vehicle emissions. They have some very aggressive plans that you
know | think not being pursued very aggressively right now because of the
economy, that the thought by 2020, which is not that far away, that the Building
Code would actually require all new homes to be zero energy, meaning they
would produce as much energy as they use. I'm little skeptical on that based on
cost issues, but the State is really driving hard down the road and we need to be
compatible with that, but again ours is really focusing more on what is practical
and cost effective and not what is cutting edge technology because cutting edge
technology can often be quite expensive and as Commissioner Owings said,
we’ll probably make a lot more progress by encouraging job production rather
than cutting edge technology for new job producers. That is our reality. In other
parts of the State, that is not the reality. They have the opposite problem of
having too many jobs and not enough houses.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Are there any more specific questions on this?

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Well | did just want to follow up so we don't just
have a pointless discussion. Would it be advantageous to have us; the
Commission to be provided with the current version of the report, which has
some of these prioritizing items and then we could at a later meeting discuss
potentially or each of us could pass out a list of things we think should be
eliminated from this document and then at some point we would have some
method of determining a consensus of the Commission as to the consensus list
of deletions so that we could in the decision; help you guys and the Staff in
determining things that could be eliminated.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Well to the extent you are willing, that would
be very helpful. As | think Gabriel and | said earlier, we’ll send you the latest
version. We’'ll send that on Monday at the latest and you know email us or call
us at any time and if you like I'll make a suggestion that we just include this item
on your future Agendas, so at least there is a place holder if you want to discuss
it a future meeting...

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — Or we would divide it up into smaller bites and do
it over several meetings.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Actually what I'd like to suggest if we do put it onto a
future meeting is rather going through and kind of trying to find the needle by
eliminating the haystack piece by piece; if we were to each go through it
individually and call with any questions that we might have for clarification and
select from the report those items that we felt would be the most advantageous
and the ones that we would like to see go into effect in some sort of a tiered
hierarchy so that we can say okay, these to me make sense and these to me are
things that can be done and there is an awful lot of stuff in here, as
Commissioner Owings pointed out that is just like everything in the world that
could possibly be done was put into this report, but that was the idea so that
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everything is on the table to be considered, but it does make it rather daunting in
looking from this point how are we going to sift it all out and | think a very efficient
way to do that would be to just go through and say | am going to pick out 10
things that | think we definitely should be working towards and at least looking to
see if they are financially feasible and then you put all of those together and you
realize there are these three items or these four or six or whatever that
everybody felt was a good idea and that those certainly should be included and
I'd like to see us go with type of a approach to direct further refining of the plan.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - You know | agree with you approach; this caveat.
John said that there were certain things that have to be addressed in the plan
which we are not really privy to; we don’t know what those things are, so there
are probably some things that we would delete and throw out that Staff would
probably say need to remain.

CHAIR VAN NATTA — Well | think Staff at that point could say these are the
things that have to be in there, but the direction that you get from us would give
you and just kind of flushing it out a little bit.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS — That’s why she is the Chairman.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — John was there was timeline for this?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Yes there is.

COMMISSIONER GIBA — | was getting there sooner or later, but...

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Our schedule and this is really related to the
grant schedule is that we’ll have another City Council Study Session in August.
We’'ll be bringing this back to you for formal review and action in September and
then back to the City Council in October and the October one is when we need to
kind of wrap it up pursuant to the grant, so that gives us a little bit of time. | mean
it is not a lot of time but it is a little bit of time and then whatever is finally
adopted, is not the end all or bee all, it is obviously a document that can be
added or subtracted to forevermore and we hope that we would...

COMMISSIONER GIBA — Can we take each one of our sessions and take bite
size pieces of this as we go and not just the whole thing as Commissioner Meli
meant, so that each time that we have a session then there is another
component maybe that we’d be looking at specifically for each, up to the time
that we have to come up with a final decision.

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Well | think, following on the Chair's
suggestion, what we will probably do for your next meeting is probably put it on
there and kind of have you talk about top 10 or really kind of provide your high
priority items and we’ll start there and we’ll start with the wheat and then the
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chafe may follow on the site in the same discussion, so that will focus our
discussion, so then we’ll get your high priorities and then go to the next tier.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay, may | request that we get that report right away,
rather than a week before the next meeting?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL - Yes, we'll send it out on Monday at the latest.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay and then we can start looking at it and come in with
our priority items and just put this on the next Agenda.

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Madame Chairman, I'd like to ask or to assure
Gabriel that not to feel too bad about giving us the wrong report because we
probably need to read this thing three or four more times before we understand it,
so don’t feel too bad about that Gabriel.

ASSOCIATE PLANNER DIAZ — Okay, thank you.

COMMISSIONER GIBA - In actuality, some of the things | was bringing up were
important points for me and that you might want to start considering now,
because | really still think the community needs to know what is going on with
this document and we really haven’t found a clear way to get it to them and all
those things that you have like Moreno Valley TV and all that stuff, quite honestly
| didn’t even know this was going on and | try to watch all those items, so there
are other ways to do that. Maybe that is some brainstorming that you can guys
can do to get it out.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Sorry

COMMISSIONER GIBA — I'm done, thank you

CHAIR VAN NATTA - You're done... okay, we don’t need another copy of the
greenhouse gas thing and all that kind of stuff; just the document itself?

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — The strategy

CHAIR VAN NATTA - The strategy... yes. Have we just about exhausted this
for now and we can move on.

STAFF COMMENTS

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay, Staff Comments

PLANNING OFFICIAL TERELL — Your next meeting is currently scheduled for
July 12" and there are two items on that Agenda. One and | didn’t get a final
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word, yes or no; the Applicant was still working on the industrial project; the
Vogel project and I'm not quite sure if it was able to go out today because of final
work on the consultant’s part, but if it was then it will be on July 12™. The other
item is the Reach Codes, which is sort of related to this project. It is from the
Edison grant and those are specific items that were discussed in April. We did
do outreach in that case with the development community, which is the most
affected by those proposals. We have revised the proposals based on their input
and we'll be bringing that to you on July 12". What | may look at doing is if the
one item isn’t going, we might poll you to see if we could delay both items. The
Staff Planner for that is on vacation right now, so | need to talk about his
schedule too as far as when he needs to meet the grant obligations, but all that
said is you may have a meeting on July 12" or you may not, but if you do not, Il
know next week.

CHAIR VAN NATTA — Okay, very good

PLANNING COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

CHAIR VAN NATTA — Do any of the Commissioners have something they want
to say? No, no other comments? | just want to say | hope everybody turns out
for the 4™ of July parade and the festivities out at Morrison Park and | understand
we have some fabulous marching bands this year and we haven’t had that big a
bands before and so it should be pretty good and I'll be in the parade, so watch.

ADJOURNMENT

VICE CHAIR SALAS - I'll move to adjourn

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay a move to adjourn. Do we have a second?

COMMISSIONER OWINGS - Second

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay, all in favor say aye and leave.

John C. Terell Date
Planning Official
Approved

Meli Van Natta Date
Chair
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CITY OF MORENO VALLEY
PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR MEETING
JULY 12™ 2012

CALL TO ORDER

Chair Van Natta convened the Regular Meeting of the City of Moreno Valley
Planning Commission on the above date in the City Council Chambers located at
14177 Frederick Street.

ROLL CALL

Commissioners Present:
Chair Van Natta

Vice Chair Salas
Commissioner Baker
Commissioner Crothers
Commissioner Giba
Commissioner Owings
Commissioner Ramirez

Staff Present:

John Terell, Planning Official

Chris Ormsby, Senior Planner

Mark Gross, Senior Planner

Michael Lloyd, Senior Transportation Engineer
Clement Jimenez, Land Development Engineer
Randy Metz, Fire Marshall

Suzanne Bryant, Assistant City Attorney

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

CHAIR VAN NATTA - I'll entertain a motion to approve the Agenda?

VICE CHAIR SALAS - | motion

COMMISSIONER BAKER - Second

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Okay we have a motion and a second. All those in favor?
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Opposed - 0

Motion carries 7 -0

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

CHAIR VAN NATTA - We welcome the members of the public to the meeting
this evening and would like to advise you that there are procedures to be
followed for the meeting and they are on display in the back of the room.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

CHAIR VAN NATTA — At this point we will entertain comments from by any of
the public on any matter which is not listed on the Agenda and which is within the
subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission and | do have a slip here from a
Susan Gilchrist. Would you like to come forward and speak?

SPEAKER GILCHRIST — Good evening Commissioners. | had a chance this
afternoon or this morning to go down to Simpson Park in Hemet and while we
were there we were hiking around and talking and the individual | was with gave
me a math lesson on warehousing and it dawned on me that we really haven't
given this the same type of perspective. What he did was he said was okay
there is a developer that wants to put in 42 million square feet of warehousing on
the east end of Moreno Valley... okay 42 is a small enough number; that is not a
big deal, but he said okay you take the 1.8 million square feet for the Sketchers
project and you divide that into the 42 million square feet of warehousing, so you
get roughly 20 to 23 Sketchers size buildings in that area; then you take a private
home and let’s say it is 2,000 square feet; so divide the 2,000 square feet into the
1.8 that the Sketchers building is and you get somewhere around 800 homes that
the rooftop dimensions would be equal to that 800 homes. If the house was
1,500 square feet you'd get about 1,000 homes for the same amount of square
footage or rooftop.

Okay you can kind of average it out. So let’s say for each Sketchers building you
have 1,000 homes and then you take the 23 Sketchers size buildings then you
can put in that eastern land block and all of a sudden you have 23,000 homes
that would have the same rooftop dimensions. That is scary, because when that
Moreno Highlands project originally went through, | looked at the almost 8,000
homes and went oh my God, they are going to ruin the whole world, but now you
look at 23,000 homes that would equal the same rooftop dimensions that you
would have for the warehousing and that’s a lot and then you go back to looking
at maybe the percentage of open space. If you have a 7,200 square foot lot and
you have a 2,000 square foot home, then that basically leaves about 5,000
square feet of open space per residential lot; the footprint in small relative to the
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size of the lot; so that would be about 70 percent of open space. Now of course
people put in pools and they do other things, but let's say even 50 percent of a
residential lot would be open space; it would be grass or dirt or something you
know, but it wouldn’t be rooftop.

| don’t think you are going to have anywhere near 50 percent open space in what
Highland Fairview is proposing down there and | think maybe you need to look at
that in perspective. | personally would prefer homes down there. | think we as
residents need to stop just saying no, no, no, to warehousing. We need to give
you a plan that we think would work better in that area and | think you need to
have mixed use. | agree with warehousing or some type of commercial against
the freeway. | think putting homes against the freeway is a mistake, but | also
think that turning that entire area into a warehouse only area is wrong because
then you are almost encircling the City of Moreno Valley on two sides by that
type of development. So I'm looking at maybe we offer another alternative to
what Highland Fairview is proposing and | know it is going to come before you
okay at some point in time. Thank you very much.

CHAIR VAN NATTA - Thank you for your comments. Are there any other
members of the public who had comments at this tim