
MINUTES, PLANNING COMMISSION 

CITY OF CARPINTERIA 

CARPINTERIA, CALIFORNIA 

September 7, 2010 

Regular Meeting 

Council Chamber 

5:30 P.M. 
 

 

 

CALL TO ORDER and ROLL CALL 

Chair La Fevers called the meeting to order at 5:37 p.m. 

 

Commissioners Present: 

David Allen, Vice-Chair 

Jane L. Benefield 

John Callender 

Glenn La Fevers, Chair 

John Moyer 

 

Others Present: 

Alexandra Barnhill, Deputy City Attorney 

Jackie Campbell, Community Development Director 

Approximately 15 interested persons 

 

CALL TO ORDER & 

ROLL CALL 

 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE - Chair La Fevers called for the flag salute. PLEDGE OF 

ALLEGIANCE 

INTRODUCTIONS, PRESENTATIONS, ANNOUNCEMENTS  

Community Development Director Jackie Campbell announced that two stray 

animals were found:  a female white rabbit with brown spots and a female white 

poodle mix with a pink collar.  She said the City would be happy to return the 

animals to the rightful owners. 

 

PRESENTATIONS 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

Minutes of the regular Planning Commission meeting held August 2, 2010. 

 

MOTION 

Upon a motion by Commissioner Benefield, seconded by Commissioner Moyer, 

the Planning Commission voted 4-0-1 (Commissioner Allen abstained) to approve 

the minutes of the regular Planning Commission meeting held on August 2, 2010. 

 

CONSENT  

CALENDAR 

 

MOTION 

 

PRESENTATIONS BY CITIZENS – None 
 

PRESENTATIONS 

CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING 

Islands Apartments Remodel  Planner:  Nick Bobroff 

Project # 10-1551-DP/CDP 

 

Hearing on the request of William Araluce, AIA, agent/architect for Barbara and 

Peter Coeler, to consider Case No. 10-1551-DP/CDP for approval of a 

Development Plan and Coastal Development Permit to complete a comprehensive 

interior and exterior remodel of the existing Islands Apartments complex and 

reduce the total number of units from eight to five under the provisions of the 

Planned Residential Development (PRD-20) Zone District; and to accept the 

Exemption pursuant to §15332 of the State Guidelines for Implementation of the 

California Environmental Quality Act.  The application involves APN 003-483-

007, addressed as 261 Linden Avenue.  (Continued from August 2, 2010.) 

 

Commissioner Allen stated that he would not participate in the discussion because 

he was on vacation last month and did not review the project at its initial hearing. 

 

Staff requested that the hearing be continued to the meeting of October 4, 2010. 

 

MOTION 

Upon a motion by Commissioner Moyer, seconded by Commissioner Callender, 

the Planning Commission voted 4-0-1 (Allen abstained) to continue the item to 

the meeting of October 4, 2010. 

 

 

 

10-1551-DP/CDP 
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NEW PUBLIC HEARING 

Chevron/Venoco Soil Remediation Project Planner:  John Day 

Project # 04-1167-DP/CDP 

 

Hearing on the request of Chevron Environmental to consider Case No. 04-1167-

DP/CDP (application filed July 19, 2004) for approval of a Development Plan and 

Coastal Development Permit to allow soil remediation pursuant to a Regional 

Water Quality Control Board Clean Up or Abatement Order involving grading, 

export and import of soil, construction of drainage structures, revegetation and 

monitoring of the site under the Recreation (REC) and Coastal Dependent 

Industry (M-CD) zone districts; and to approve the Mitigated Negative 

Declaration pursuant to the State Guidelines for Implementation of the California 

Environmental Quality Act.  As a result of this project, significant but mitigable 

effects on the environment are anticipated in the following categories:  aesthetics, 

air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology/soils, hazardous 

materials/safety, land use, noise, transportation/parking and utilities/services.  The 

MND and all documents may be reviewed at the Community Development 

Department, 5775 Carpinteria Avenue, Carpinteria.  The MND is also available 

for review at the Carpinteria Branch of the Santa Barbara Public Library, 5141 

Carpinteria Avenue, Carpinteria.  The site is located adjacent to Dump Road, 

south of Carpinteria Avenue, addressed as 5675 Carpinteria Avenue, Carpinteria 

(APNs 001-170-003 and -004).  The project includes remediation work adjacent 

to the main site in a drainage ditch along the Union Pacific Railroad (APN 001-

010-001) and in an area on the coastal bluff, addressed as 5663 Carpinteria 

Avenue (APN 001-170-021). 

 

DISCLOSURE OF EX PARTE COMMUNICATIONS 

Commissioner Benefield disclosed that she visited the site.  Commissioner Allen 

stated that he would not participate in the discussion because of the proximity of 

his residence to the project site. 

 

Community Development Director Jackie Campbell turned the meeting over to 

Kevin Drude, Energy Specialist, and John Day, Senior Planner, both of the Santa 

Barbara Planning and Development Energy Division. 

 

John Day gave an overview of the project and its background, explaining that it 

involves remediation of soil due to pesticide contamination.  He described the 

setting and its various areas and reviewed potential environmental and biological 

impacts, as well as applicable land use policies.  He said comments received from 

the public, various agencies and the Environmental Review Committee had been 

incorporated into the MND, and staff was recommending approval of the project. 

 

In response to Commissioners’ questions, Kevin Drude and John Day provided 

additional details about the soil volumes, water quality and trucking details.  It 

was explained that the volume of soil to be removed is 17,000 cubic yards and the 

soil to be trucked in is 10,000 cubic yards; there is a staging area for trucks and 

trucks will be going in and out for 120 days; storm water that does not test clean 

will be removed and disposed of properly; and the volume of water that can be 

detained is adequate for a 100-year storm. 

 

Commissioner Callender asked if the fact that the area is classified as a marginal 

wetland affects whether impacts are found to be significant.  Community 

Development Director Jackie Campbell explained that because something is a 

wetland, it is not necessarily environmentally sensitive habitat.  She said the 

wetland is not an environmentally sensitive habitat in its current state, and impacts 

can be mitigated through a restoration plan as described in the proposed final 

MND. 

 

Regarding a request for more information about the City’s archaeological 

04-1167-DP/CD 
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guidelines, Kevin Drude stated that they are set forth for protection of a resource 

that is unknown, but if resources are found, a Native American monitor and an 

archaeologist will be on site so that construction will be stoppedand City 

guidelines will be followed.  Community Development Director Jackie Campbell 

noted that Phase III generally involves a capping program where the area would be 

left as open space containing shallow-rooted plants. 

 

About how long a project must be in order for noise to be considered significant, 

Kevin Drude stated that in preparing CEQA documents that a subjective judgment 

needs to be made regarding visual or noise impacts, and the Planning Commission 

must use the information in the environmental document and consider staff’s 

recommendations. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING OPENED 

 

Rich Hill, Chevron Environmental Management Corporation, provided project 

history, noting that due to a sales agreement Chevron retained its obligation to 

clean the site up.  He addressed questions that the Planning Commission raised, 

explaining that trucks will sometimes make one or two trips per day, depending 

on whether disposal facilities stack up.  He said that any ponded contaminated 

water on site will have to be vacuumed and trucked to an appropriate disposal site. 

 

Rich Chandler, Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control, said he had 

nothing specific to add.  In response to a question about what would happen to 

contaminated soil or water, he explained that it would be put in a facility 

specifically designed to store the material and would be kept from being exposed 

to the public and the environment. 

 

Jerome Summerlin, Padre Associates, provided additional information to 

questions that had been raised.  About what would happen to storm water behind 

the gate valve, he said that if it was not acceptable to be released, vacuum trucks 

would take it to a disposal facility.  Regarding water capacity and how it is tested, 

he said field technicians collect the water between rain events and analyze it; if 

capacity fills up, the water is tested and released.  He provided details about 

staging of the trucks, noting that the grading permit limits the number of trucks 

that can be on site at one time.  He clarified that the volume of soil to be removed 

is 12,000 cubic yards, not 17,000.  He also explained that a storm water reporting 

program is prepared by Chevron and sent to the Water Board on April 30
th

, and it 

contains information on water samples collected, field notes and the dates of 

collection. 

 

Royce Stauffer, Vice-President of the Carpinteria Valley Association, expressed 

appreciation to Santa Barbara Channelkeeper and its staff.  He said Dump Road 

needs a good pedestrian path. 

 

Susan Allen, local resident, thanked Channelkeeper for their hard work.  She 

spoke about how in reviewing minutes she found that some things did not happen, 

particularly that strict performance standards were not addressed.  She said the 

Local Coastal Plan is an important document for guidance and two sections 

should be considered:  OSC14K and OSC2G.  She asked what would happen to 

the run-off on Dump Road, noting that a decomposed granite path is needed there 

as well as a sidewalk on Carpinteria Avenue.  She said run-off from surrounding 

areas is required to be controlled from entering the project site and expressed 

concern that run-off from storage at the marketing terminal will be inside the 

perimeter.  She asked that the pipeline under Dump Road be mapped.  She 

expressed concern that there is water in the cement ditch although it has not 

rained.  She said inside the drainage area there is a hand dug oil well, and the City 

should see that it is properly abandoned, noting that a metal cap (all that is 

required) will not stop oil from coming out.  She said that the Pitas Point metering 
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station needs testing, noting that an oil spill took place there recently and ground 

water could be contaminated.  She stated that sprinkler pipes are in a grid pattern 

three to four feet deep and samples should go deeper than the trenching.  She 

asked that tree and plant monitoring take place for five to ten years, and if 

standards are not met that revegetation be turned over to City management.  She 

said there is a well used path in the sandblast area linking the City trail to the 

harbor seal overlook and asked for an easement, noting that improvements are 

needed and the area should be restored to pre-hay bales.  She suggested a bioswale 

in the sandblast area, noting that run-off should be diverted away from the seals.  

She said work should be limited during seal pup season and a monitor should 

ensure they are not disturbed.  She asked for removal of all fennel and pampas 

grass.  She asked that parking be limited to the oil and gas facility and that no 

parking take place south of the railroad tracks.  Due to the project’s proximity to a 

residential neighborhood, she asked that back-up signals be disconnected and 

trucks be guided using a flag person.  She asked for careful monitoring of dust 

suppression.  She expressed concern about vacuuming the water and cited an 

incident where water was released without testing and a fine was paid. 

 

Kira Redmond, Executive Director of Santa Barbara Channelkeeper, thanked staff 

for making recommended amendments to the proposed final MND.  She pointed 

out a correction, asking that an incorrect statement be removed from the 

Conditions of Approval on page 11, BIO-5B (soil remediation throughout the site 

must at a minimum reduce contaminants below EPA Residential Screening 

Levels).  Regarding verification sampling, she said Conditions of Approval should 

state that when remediation goals are not met that additional excavation should be 

required.  She pointed out that language by the Regional Water Board staff 

regarding sediment filter erosion measures being adequate is not customary for a 

document, and that it should be deleted or noted that the statement came from a 

letter.  About water resources impacts, she stated that the project does have the 

potential to cause violations of water quality standards and to degrade water 

quality.  She asked for changes to conditions 4 and 9 and encouraged a 

requirement for specific permits as part of the approval.  She said if the sediment 

filter is not adequate then a more effective one must be required.  She also asked 

that mitigation measure #2 be changed to reflect the following:  “If erosion control 

measures don’t meet design expectations, the storm water will be retained behind 

the gate valve and released only if pesticides are not detected in samples.”  She 

expressed concern that the final technical work plan approved by the Regional 

Water Board requires water to be retained regardless of whether it meets any 

undefined water standards. 

 

Amrita Salm, resident of Arbol Verde Street, expressed concern about the 

monitoring of activities.  She asked how neighbors will be informed about what is 

going on and when work will be done and completed.  She suggested putting 

information on the City’s website, noting that many neighbors did not get the last 

post card regarding tonight’s meeting.  She also asked that the yearly storm water 

report be put on the City’s website, and said a map is needed with all drainage 

sites identified.  She asked that new paths be considered due to the number of 

visitors utilizing the path on the bluffs.  She asked for details about the truck 

monitoring and if there were any toxic considerations people need to know about. 

 

Andrea Adams-Morton, local resident, stated that an expert on Santa Barbara 

native plants commented that the sandblasting area was perfect for vernal pools.  

She said the soil trucked in from Santa Maria will probably have weeds in it.  She 

commented that water from an unknown source was at the tar pits. 

 

Betty Songer, 5641 Calle Pacifica, said she is happy the project is coming about. 

 

Harry Manuras, local resident, said he was thankful for the project.  He asked if 

more or less water would be diverted to the railroad trench and if the future 
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Higgins Spring Underpass project would be adversely impacted. 

 

Rich Hill of Chevron explained that there would be no change in water volume 

crossing the site, and water would be redirected from Area 4 to the Railroad 

Ditch.  In response to comments about ground water contamination and a public 

pedestrian path along Dump Road, he explained that the issue is not a ground 

water one and is simply one of sediment transfer to the ocean. 

 

Simon Poulter, Manager of Environmental Science at Padre Associates, stated that 

there is some open endedness to the project, with variability in the amount of soil 

recovered.  He said seasonal restrictions result in a one month window for grading 

work and a lot has been done in the planning to ensure that access to the coast will 

not be blocked.  In response to comments about pipelines in other areas, he said it 

is not in their control and the intent is to keep surface flow off-site while 

monitoring other flow to the Railroad Ditch.  He said they have worked with the 

City in the past to avoid disturbance to the seal rookery and drainage across the 

Former Sandblast Area will be restored to its original pattern.  Regarding 

additional monitoring, he said on-site testing will identify hot spots and water 

samples will tell whether restoration was successful.  He noted that the sediment 

filter is designed to retain a 100-year flood and they will work with the City and 

Regional Water Board to ensure design is adequate.  He said tonight’s approval 

does not conclude the actual process and they are working with the City on many 

more plans, such as traffic control, grading, restoration, etc. 

 

PUBLIC COMMENT CLOSED 

Chair La Fevers closed the public comment period. 

 

RECESS 

Chair La Fevers called for 12-minute recess.  The meeting reconvened at 8:00 

p.m. 

 

Kevin Drude responded to comments made by the public.  He clarified that all 

financial costs associated with monitoring is the sole responsibility of the 

applicant.  About the noticing, he said every effort will be made to identify holes 

in the process.  With respect to quality of soil, he said everything would be done 

to ensure it is weed-free, and Conditions of Approval contain performance 

measures regarding weeds and monitoring.  He recommended an additional 

condition requiring other agencies to have permits (addressing item #6 of the 

Channelkeeper letter).  About the oil well, he said they would get answers about 

what must be done with it, adding that it would be covered while the issue is 

looked into.  Covering the well would not obviate the need for ongoing 

maintenance to remove accumulated hydrocarbons.  He explained that the 

irrigation system is addressed in two Conditions of Approval, noting that 

additional sampling of soil at 20-foot intervals has been required in the MND.  

Regarding wetland restoration, he said if it is not successful on-site that it can be 

attempted off-site, and he pointed out that bonding requirements exist with 

relation to revegetation performance measures and standards.  About the sediment 

filter, he said if an effective filter was not required there should be a reference to 

the Water Quality Board’s statement to that effect.  He noted that an e-mail from 

Rich Chandler is referenced on p. 28 of the MND, item C. 

 

John Day said he was confused about Ms. Redmond’s objection to BIO-5B.  He 

said it involves the remediation standard for the area under the trees where clean-

up will be done in a way that preserves the existing mature trees.  In any case, 

more clarity to the language regarding the minimum clean-up levels will be added. 

 

Kevin Drude stated that because the project is short-term, that requiring 

dedication of a permanent public path on Dump Road would not be appropriate.  

About a condition adding more effective filtering, he said the staff have no 
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objection to one if testing shows the sediment filter system proves ineffective.  

Regarding a comment by Chair La Fevers that there is a requirement in the permit 

that pathways in the sandblast area remain open during clean-up work, he said 

they would look into it. 

 

Community Development Director Jackie Campbell clarified that the path is 

addressed in the Recreation section of the proposed final MND.  She said the path 

may be temporarily closed for three to four days during grading in the Former 

Sandblast Area. 

 

Chair La Fevers said he would support adding clarifying language for Condition 

21b. (surrounding minimum threshold levels for clean-up under trees), and that he 

also supports additional clarifying requirements as to what happens if the 

sediment filter is ineffective over time.  Regarding weed remediation and dust 

control issues, he asked if conditions are in place. 

 

Community Development Director Jackie Campbell explained that there are 

standard conditions applied by the APCD and they have been attached as 

Conditions of Approval to the permit. 

 

John Day added that Condition 22, BIO-6, item B, also supports it.  He noted the 

soil must be as weed-free as practical and acceptable to the City biologist. 

 

Chair La Fevers said that he supports reference to the additional required permits 

(404 and 401, stormwater and general construction) and asked that they be 

mentioned by title in either Condition 4 or 9.  He asked for clarification of the 

conditions with respect to the well abandonment. 

 

Kevin Drude answered that the condition focuses on worker safety.  He said that 

the integrity of the current cover is questionable and there should be a condition 

for continued monitoring. 

 

John Day noted that Venoco has periodically pumped the well out to remove 

accumulated hydrocarbons.  He said the condition allows for a steel cover that 

allows access for monitoring and clean-out. 

 

Kevin Drude, upon request from Chair La Fevers, provided details about traffic 

control and revegetation plans.  He noted the plans all have performance standards 

and bonds tied to performance, and the City would have authority to ensure 

anything within the Regional Water Quality Abatement Order can meet the City’s 

zoning codes and policies.  He said a Coastal Development Permit or Grading 

Permit will not be issued until all plans are accepted as set forth in the MND.  He 

noted that the traffic control plan model has been tried before and was successful. 

 

John Day responded to concerns brought up by Commissioner Callender about a 

condition not existing that addresses the possibility of verification soil sampling 

failing.  Mr. Day said the sampling standards are in the technical work plan and 

the addendum, and it is within the Water Board’s jurisdiction to oversee the 

sampling, interpret the results and make decisions to extend excavation farther 

down if standards are not met. 

 

Community Development Director Jackie Campbell explained that additional 

grading or some other project change would be brought back to the Planning 

Commission depending on how significant the change is.  In response to 

comments from Commissioner Callender about ambiguity regarding the amount 

of soil removed, she explained that grading volumes are always estimates and this 

project is more complicated than most because it is not known how much more 

contamination exists beyond the hot spots.  She said minor changes are approved 

by the Community Development Director and major changes (over 10% in 
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volume) return to the Planning Commission.  In response to whether trail 

restoration in the Former Sandblast Area would take place, she said the 

Environmental Review Committee did not agree that this project should be 

improving a deficiency there.  She added that there are opportunities outside of 

this project for interested parties to explore a trail easement in that area. 

 

Commissioner Benefield said dates of the clean-up should be on the website, as 

well as an emergency contact person and phone number.  She disagreed that there 

is no nexus to require a path along Dump Road and said it would not need to be 

ADA compliant and could involve decomposed granite next to the curb.  She 

noted that Dump Road access and erosion issues were brought up by many, and it 

is important that erosion issues be addressed.  With respect to wetland mitigation, 

she said perhaps an opportunity for some exists at the Salt Marsh should this one 

fail.  Regarding revegetation, she said the project should come back for Planning 

Commission review for at least three years, with a public forum regarding what is 

working and what is not in terms of implementing the mitigation plans. 

 

Commissioner Moyer said he does not have a problem with no nexus on requiring 

a path on Dump Road or a different treatment for the hand dug oil well.  He thinks 

those are issues the City needs to address outside of this project.  He expressed 

support for the sediment filter being replaced with a more effective one if it 

proves to be inadequate.  He said he is comfortable with the Water Board’s 

policing.  He questioned whether truck trips could be reduced by having trucks 

that dump soil in Kettleman Hills stop at Santa Maria to pick up import soil on the 

way back. 

 

Chair La Fevers asked for staff feedback about making information available on 

the City website and Community Development Director Jackie Campbell said she 

had no problem doing it.  She explained there is a City Hall “Advance” site where 

information is posted on current and upcoming projects.  She said she could be 

contacted for information, as well. 

 

Ms. Campbell addressed other comments that were brought up by the Planning 

Commission, explaining that Commissioner Moyer’s idea for reducing truck trips 

is a good one but there is a problem in knowing whether the hole will be ready for 

the new soil to fill in, and if not, there may not be adequate area on site to 

accommodate large stockpiles.  She explained that the requirement for a sidewalk 

on Carpinteria Avenue is not a mitigation measure, it is a condition of approval 

that results from a link to Circulation Element policies that support alternative 

transportation along Carpinteria Avenue and an agreement worked out with the 

applicant.  She said a path is not required on Dump Road because an impact was 

not identified to recreation or coastal access as the project is temporary in nature 

and will not have a long term impact on pedestrian access there.  Ms. Campbell 

noted strawbales and non-native plants at the Former Sandblast Area will be 

removed and native plants will be replaced and monitored over time to ensure 

success. 

 

Kevin Drude provided additional information regarding alternative restoration 

sites, noting that within 90 days of unsuccessful restoration being determined, an 

off-site suitable area should be identified and wetlands replaced at a ratio of 5 to 1 

size ratio (Mitigation Measure BIO-4). 

 

Chair La Fevers asked staff to comment on requests for the revegetation plan 

returning to the Planning Commission for a minimum of three years.  Community 

Development Director Campbell explained that the review of the revegetation 

plan is best left to the City biologist.  She said the conditions of approval for this 

project are very thorough and much more comprehensive than those required on 

permits issued in the past. 
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Kira Redmond commented on staff’s responses to questions.  With respect to 

remediation goals not being met, she said staff’s response was that there was a 

deliberate omission and the Regional Water Board was going to take care of 

things.  She expressed concern that negotiations would take place with Chevron 

and the Water Board behind closed doors.  She asked for inclusion of a condition 

or that Rich Chandler come to the podium and state that additional excavation 

will take place should remediation goals not be met. 

 

Rich Chandler of the Regional Water Quality Control Board addressed the 

Commission, indicating that the Water Board will ensure excavation continues 

until remediation goals are met. 

 

Jerome Summerlin spoke about how the work plan was written, noting that it 

started out with a negotiation between Chevron and the Water Board, with clean-

up concentrations for each of the constituents discussed.  He stated the work plan 

was written with the idea that the City would have input.  He explained that the 

goal is to get a letter back from the Water Board saying targets have been met, and 

noted that work cannot stop just because an applicant doesn’t want to continue 

with a program.  Chevron must comply with the Regional Board Order and 

approval of this project is the key to allowing that to happen. 

 

Commissioner Benefield commented that the issue is one of trust.  She said she 

would not disapprove of the project based on the lack of paths, and she would like 

to see wetlands happen somewhere else if those on site cannot be restored.  She 

said she would like to see the project come back for a future meeting with the 

changes as discussed at this meeting. 

 

Commissioner Callender said he would like to see the project go forward, but 

expressed concern about the CEQA findings and that mitigation measures might 

have significant impacts on the environment.  He expressed concern about the 

lack of openness in the past and said, like Commissioner Benefield, he would like 

the project to come back with the changes incorporated. 

 

Commissioner Moyer stated that he is comfortable with Mr. Chandler’s statement 

backing the Water Board’s work.  Moyer said he is familiar with the oil industry, 

having worked in it for over 28 years, and he said at some point you have to have 

faith.  He said the project needs to go forward and he would vote for it with the 

conditions they have come to tonight. 

 

Chair La Fevers said the project is clearly defined in the scope of the work, and he 

is comfortable with the scope as proposed and the conditions.  All significant 

issues have been addressed in the MND to ensure mitigation of significant 

impacts.  He added that he is comfortable that the document, with clarifications, 

accurately assesses the project’s impacts and he is willing to support the MND.  

He described the project as beneficial and a long time in coming.  He said it is 

definitive in nature and he is comfortable that the scope is appropriate and does 

not need to be expanded further.  He stated it is not necessary to bring the 

revegetation portion back for Planning Commission oversight on an ongoing 

basis. 

 

Chair La Fevers asked for staff’s feedback on how to deal with the revisions.  

Community Development Director Jackie Campbell advised that the item be 

continued with direction to staff to bring the matter back on the consent agenda 

with a recommendation for approval; and changes to the Conditions of Approval, 

findings and the MND as discussed this evening. 

 

MOTION 

Upon a motion by Commissioner Benefield, seconded by Commissioner 

Callender, the Planning Commission voted 4-0-1 (Allen recused himself) for 
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continuance of the item to the October 4
th

 meeting. 

 

Commissioner Allen rejoined the meeting. 

MATTERS PRESENTED BY COMMISSIONERS 

Commissioner Allen stated that he received a complaint about a loud fan on the 

rooftop of a greenhouse adjacent to the Boys and Girls Club.  Community 

Development Director Jackie Campbell said she would ask Code Compliance for 

information about complaints and noted upgrades to some greenhouse fans had 

been made in the past to address the noise issue. 

MATTERS 

PRESENTED 

DIRECTOR’S REPORT 

 

a. Distributed Information 

i. Action Minutes of the Architectural Review Board meetings of 

July 29 and August 12, 2010 

ii. City calendar for the month of September 2010 

iii. Community Development Project Status Report as of August 31, 

2010 

iv. Construction Permit Report as of August 31, 2010 

 

Community Development Director Jackie Campbell reviewed the distributed 

information. 

DIRECTOR’S REPORT 

ADJOURNMENT – 9:35 p.m. 

 

 

 

                                                            ___________________________ 

                                                            Secretary, Planning Commission 

ATTEST: 

 

 

 

___________________________ 

Chair, Planning Commission 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

 


