M I N U T E S

TOWN OF APPLE VALLEY

PLANNING COMMISSION 

Regular Meeting
Wednesday, April 21, 2010

CALL TO ORDER

At 6:04 p.m., the Regular Meeting of the Planning Commission of the Town of Apple Valley for April 21, 2010, was called to order by Chairman Kallen.

ROLL CALL

Planning Commission

Roll call was taken with the following members present:  Commissioner Larry Cusack, Commissioner John Putko, Vice-Chairman B.R. “Bob” Tinsley, and Chairman Bruce Kallen.  Absent:  Commissioner David  Hernandez     
STAFF PRESENT

Lori Lamson, Assistant Director of Community Development; Carol Miller, Senior Planner; Pam Cupp, Associate Planner; and Patty Hevle, Planning Commission Secretary.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Commissioner Putko led the Pledge of Allegiance.
1.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A. 
Planning Commission Minutes for the Regular Meeting of April 7, 2010.


MOTION:

Motion by Commissioner Putko, seconded by Vice-Chairman Tinsley, to approve the Minutes for the Regular Meeting of March 17, 2010.

Motion carried by the following vote:  Ayes:  Commissioner Putko, Vice-Chairman Tinsley and Chairman Kallen.  Noes:  None.  Abstain: Commissioner Cusack. Absent: Commissioner Hernandez.

2. Development Permit No. 2010-002
Applicant:
Mr. Steven Lantsberger
Location:  
The project is located at 14655 Riverside Drive; APN 0479-065-17.
Chairman Kallen opened the public hearing at 6:05 p.m.

Ms. Pam Cupp, Associate Planner, presented the staff report as filed by the Planning Division.

Mr. Steven Lantsberger, the applicant, stated he agreed to all of the Conditions of Approval.
Since there was no one else in the audience requesting to speak to this item, Chairman Kallen closed the public hearing at 6:08 p.m.
MOTION:


Motion by Vice-Chairman Tinsley, seconded by Commissioner Putko, that the Planning Commission move to 
1. Determine that the project is not anticipated to have any direct or indirect impact upon the environment, as it has been determined that the proposed request is Exempt from further environmental review.

2. Find the facts presented in the staff report support the required Findings for approval and adopt the Findings.

3. Approve Development Permit No. 2010-002, subject to the attached Conditions of Approval.

4. Direct staff to file a Notice of Exemption.

ROLL CALL VOTE:

Ayes:

Commissioner Cusack

Commissioner Putko



Vice-Chairman Tinsley



Chairman Kallen

Noes:

None

Abstain:
None

Absent:
Commissioner Hernandez

The motion carried by a 4-0-0-1 vote

3. Conditional Use Permit No. 2009-007 and Deviation Permit No. 2010-002.
Applicant:
Reliant Land Services for T-Mobile
Location:
The project site is located at 14053 Tuweep Road (Norm Schmidt Park); APN 3112-233-26.  
Chairman Kallen opened the public hearing at 6:09 p.m.
Ms. Carol Miller, Senior Planner, presented the staff report as filed by the Planning Division.  She stated that parks are considered Preferred Locations for wireless facilities; however, this park is very small and would require a Deviation Permit wherever the tower is located.  
Chairman Kallen had questions regarding the placement of the cell tower and if this particular location was the best location in the park for the monopine.

Ms. Miller responded that the applicant is proposing access to its site from the back of the park; however, they would need to demonstrate legal access through the area.  Ms. Miller further stated that the proposed location is the best place for the monopine because it is on the embankment and out of the retention area and does not impact use of the site.

Commissioner Putko questioned the actual location of the tower and the letter from a Mr. Morgan regarding disturbance of his property line.

Ms. Miller responded the tower would be placed on the back side of the park.  She stated there could be a dispute regarding the property line; however, there is a Condition of Approval that states plans must clearly identify property lines and easements before any construction is to occur.
Ms. Susan Chong and Mr. Alonzo Lugo, the applicants representing T-Mobile, were asked by Vice-Chairman Tinsley if they had considered any other preferred sites.

Ms. Chong stated that they looked at the Apple Valley Country Club and Golf Course, because it is a Preferred :ocation; however, the site would not meet their coverage needs.  
The applicants agreed with all of the Conditions of Approval.
Ms. Allison Betts, Apple Valley, read a letter of opposition from one of her neighbors who could not attend the meeting.

Ms. Betts also spoke against the cell tower, stating the park was too small for the tower.

Mr. Ron Kidd, Apple Valley, expressed his concern about the setback from the park fence, as well as the retention basin that could possibly fill with water.  He was against the tower being built at this location.

Ms. Patricia Smith, Apple Valley, was opposed to the project and cited safety concerns, due to electromagnetic fields, associated with wireless towers.

Mr. Bill Betts, Apple Valley, spoke against the project.  
Ms. Roberta Bidwell, Apple Valley, also was opposed to the project.

Ms. Marie Russell, Apple Valley, stated she was against the project and was concerned about the noise level that may be generated from the project.

Mr. Lugo commented that alternative sites were evaluated; however, this park was chosen because of its Preferred Location designation.

Vice-Chairman Tinsley asked the applicants to speak to the safety concerns cited by some of the speakers.

Mr. Lugo stated, in respect to radiation concerns, they are regulated by the Federal Communication Commission (FCC) and any kilowatts generated by the tower would be smaller than those a baby monitor would produce.  He further stated there was no evidence to indicate cell towers would devalue properties.

Chairman Kallen requested to know if there was a possibility that a cell tower could fall onto someone’s home.

Mr. Lugo stated he was confident that would not happen.

Since there was no one else in the audience requesting to speak to this item, Chairman Kallen closed the public hearing at 6:51 p.m.

Chairman Kallen stated he felt the park was too small for a cell tower, and there was also the aesthetic issue of having the tower so close to the surrounding neighborhood.

Commissioner Cusack also felt the park was too small and that, if the park were not needed as a retention basin, it would have been used as residential lots.

Commissioner Putko agreed that the park was too small for a cell tower.

Vice-Chairman Tinsley stated that safety was not an issue, nor was declining property values.  However, he did feel the park was too small, and this might not have been considered when the Commission was designating parks as Preferred Locations.  He felt a flagpole would be a better choice for this area; however, the necessary equipment would eliminate some park amenities if it were placed in this park.

Ms. Lamson, Assistant Director of Community Development, responded that, if the Commission were considering a denial, she requested  they continue the item to the next meeting to allow staff to bring back the Findings for denial.
Chairman Kallen commented on the Commission being firm on their Deviation guidelines for residential areas.

Ms. Lamson responded that ninety percent (90%) of the Town is currently designated as residential, which is why Deviation Permits are in place.


MOTION:


Motion by Chairman Kallen, seconded by Commissioner Putko, to continue this item to the May 5, 2010, Planning Commission Meeting directing staff to bring back Findings for denial.


ROLL CALL VOTE:

Ayes:

Commissioner Cusack

Commissioner Putko



Vice-Chairman Tinsley



Chairman Kallen

Noes:

None

Abstain:
None

Absent:
Commissioner Hernandez

The motion carried by a 4-0-0-1 vote

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Ms. Roberta Bidwell commented concerning a cell tower being located around residential homes.

PLANNING COMMISSION COMMENTS

None.
STAFF COMMENTS

None. 
OTHER BUSINESS
None.
ADJOURNMENT

Motion by Chairman Kallen, seconded by Vice-Chairman Tinsley, and unanimously carried, to adjourn the meeting of the Planning Commission at 7:09 p.m. to the Regular Meeting of May 5, 2010, at 6:00 p.m.






Respectfully Submitted by:







__________________________







Patty Hevle







Planning Commission Secretary







Approved by:

_________________________


Bruce Kallen, Chairman
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