SAN BENITO COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
October 7, 2009
Minutes
Adopted with corrections 10-21-09

PRESENT: Machado, Culler, Bettencourt, Scattiid&Vries
ABSENT: None

STAFF: Director of Planning (DoP) Art Henriques
Assistant Director of Plamqy(ADoP) Byron Turner;
Associate Planner (AP) MiehKrausie, Assistant Planner (AP) Laura Hall,
(ACC) Barbara Thompson amerkCJanet Somavia.

Chair Bettencourt opened the Meeting at 6:02 psrheled the pledge of allegiance to the flag
and reiterated the standing rules of order.

DIRECTOR’S REPORT

(DoP) Henriques reported on recent Board of Supervimeetings and information on the
following items:

» Board of Supervisors meeting 8eptember 22, 20009.

e Quarterly update on Santana Ranch and FairvieweZ®rn
» Hillside Ordinance clarification. Will be coming ¢lato PC on 10/21.

» Board of Supervisors meeting Qttober 6, 2009

* Moment of Silence for Paul Matulich, Agriculturab@missioner

» IT report on their five year program to update Gguachnology

* Approved the General Plan and Zone Change for Bigiroperty.

e Quarterly update on affordable housing by CJ Valefre

* Reviewed State comments on the Housing Elementtepdde Ordinance needs to
be completed and brought to Planning Commission.

« Growth Management draft ordinance to Board of Stipers on October'} also
general discussion on pockets of County within @iy of Hollister becoming
“nuisance” properties.

Chair Bettencourt asked when the Bianchi C-DistRetview would be coming to the Planning
Commission. ADoP Turner stated that it would bmicg back on October 21
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PUBLIC COMMENT

Chair Bettencourt opened the meeting to public cemisr There being none Chair Bettencourt
closed the public comments.

CONSENT AGENDA
1. Acknowledge Public Hearing Notice
2. Acknowledge Certificate of Posting

3. Minutes of September 16, 2009

Commissioner Machado moved to approved Items 1 3hriWith a second by Commissioner
Scattini the motion was approved byate of 5-0.

CONTINUED CONSENT AGENDA:

4. RESOLUTION NO. 2009-08 ~ ORDINANCE NO. 766 - INCUSIONARY
HOUSING AMENDMENTS
APPLICANT: San Benito County LOCATION. County-veid REQUEST. To amend
Ordinance No. 766 to reduce the inclusionary resment from 30% to 20%, add
flexibility to the housing types required, chanbe in-lieu fee calculation method, and
add flexibility to the use of in-lieu fees. ENVIRGMNENTAL EVALUATION: Negative
Declaration PLANNER: Byron Turner (oturner@planning.co.san-benito.ca.yis

ADoP Turner presented Resolution No. 2009-08 withdhanges for acceptance.

There was a discussion among the Commission regptide table for projects and the
fees involved. Chair Bettencourt suggested theg thke Public Comment before further
discussion he then opened the Public Hearing.

Jason Guerra, Hollister - Handed out a graph stgpwhat other cities and counties
have in place regarding affordable housing andntices. ( See permanent copy on file
at the Planning Department.) If you add up allj )ave a 3% average for affordable
housing. However, you take only those that havaffmrdable ordinance it would
average out about 15%. He stated that the newwasrce is better at 20% but still high.
The Inclusionary Housing fee is the highest in$tiate.

Scott Fuller, Hollister - Handed out a graph shmaya more reasonable calculation for
In-lieu Fees. (See permanent copy on file at t@fhg Department.) He also stated
that Gilroy does not have an Inclusionary Housirgjrance and that the City of San
Jose has suspended their program during this demarirt the economy. Mr. Fuller said
that 30% to 10% seems a large adjustment, howheeCounty started too high with the
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original ordinance. He asked why is a recircutatd the Initial Study needed with every
change.

Paul Rovella, Attorney with Lombardo & Gilles — Thew ordinance is a remarkable
improvement however additional analysis is needethe 20% constraint per County’s
recent letter from State HCD. With today’s margemnditions, do we really need an
inclusionary housing ordinance. According to tepart that Jason Guerra presented
urbanized counties are the only ones with inclusigmousing. He also noted that the
City of Marina has suspended their program andttieaCity of San Jose did not do
CEQA before the suspension.

Al Guerra, Hollister — Would like to have the PlamgnCommission and Board of
Supervisors consider having the new ordinanceaetrge for approved projects that
have not been build. He also noted that 50% ohtheses being sold now are at or
below affordable housing standards. He feelstthatordinance is restrictive and is
helping no one.

With no further public comment, Chair Bettencouased the Public Hearing.

DoP Henriques stated that the Board of Superviseemed favorable to giving authority
to suspend the ordinance or to waive it during sirmeeconomic downturn.

It was discussed to change the ordinance givin@tsed authority to defer the
ordinance. There was a lengthy discussion abaxibfy a Housing Element without an
Inclusionary Housing Ordinance, would we have a pmsupport affordable housing if
we do not have an in-lieu fee, would changes canséher delay and the fact that the
Board would like to wrap this up by the end of yeACC Thompson stated that the
Housing Element can be drafted to have flexibiittiythe Planning Commission and the
Board of Supervisors to suspend the Inclusionamysit@ Ordinance. There was further
discussion regarding reducing the in-lieu fee amdry density bonuses only.

Chair Bettencourt stated that the Commission netaleghch a consensus and polled the
Commissioners. Commissioner DeVries stated thaignees with the simple calculation
that Scott Fuller presented for in-lieu fees. Cassmner Culler noted that he is opposed
to this ordinance. He would rather see densityuses and lower percentage.
Commissioner Machado does not see were reducihguriee is going to work any
better. Would like to know if density bonus is Wwimig in other jurisdictions? Chair
Bettencourt stated that there have been no newdatite houses built since this
ordinance went into effect.

Commissioner Scattini moved that the Commissionmanend to the Board of
Supervisors to do away with the inclusionary hogd$ee and having only a density
bonus program in the Ordinance. This was seconygé&bmissionerCulleChair
Bettencourt. After a brief discussion regardinig tecommendation it was accepted by a
5-0 vote
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Staff noted given the changes in the proposal frdrat was in the Commissioner’s
packets that a new resolution would be developethisOctober 1 Planning
Commission meeting.

CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS:

5. Use Permit No. 997-08 OWNER/APPLICANT: George Matheou / Nektarios Math
LOCATION: 4351 Pacheco Pass Hwy., Hollister REQUE®He applicant’'s proposal is
to remodel two previously abandoned residencestddcan the property. ZONING:
Agricultural Productive (AP). ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATON: Mitigated Negative
DeclarationPlanner: Michael Krausie mkrausie@planning.co.san-benito.caus

(AP) Michael Krausie presented the project. Thiggmt was continued from the September 16,
2009 meeting.

The applicant's proposal is to complete the prooéssmodeling two previously abandoned
residence located at 4351 Pacheco Pass, HollidferCurrently there are two existing,
habitable dwelling units on the property. The pwgtor the remodeling project is to create
habitable third and fourth dwelling units. The ppepd units will be used for farm worker
housing. Under current County regulation, the priyp@wner must obtain a conditional use
permit in order to allow for the construction/ugeany additional dwelling units beyond the first
two units.

Chair Bettencourt opened the public hearing, therag none Chair Bettencourt closed the
public hearing.

There being no further discussion, Commissionettfacanoved toadopt the Mitigated
Negative Declaration, adopt the Mitigation Monitgygiand Reporting Program, and approve
Use Permit 997-08, with the findings and condsioh approval. With a second by
Commissioner Culler the motion carried with-8 vote

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

1. Hold Harmless: The permittee shall defend, indemnify, and holdhfiass San Benito
County and its agents, officers, and employees famy claim, action, or proceeding
against San Benito County or its agents, officersemployees to attack, set aside, void,
or annul the approval of the Use Permit and appleproceedings. [Planning]

2. Conformity with Plan: The development and use of the site shall confurbstantially
to the proposed site plan and conditions of apgdras approved by the Planning
Commission. Any increase, change, or modificatiothhe nature or intensity of the land
use on the site shall be subject to further Plap@iommission review and approval.
[Planning, Building]
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3.

Lighting: A note shall be included on the construction planghis project that states:
“All exterior lighting shall be unobtrusive, harmoans with the local area, and
constructed or located so that only the intendedsaare illuminated and off-site glare is
fully controlled. Additionally, all fixtures shalomply with County Ordinance 748.”
[Planning, Building]

Notice of Determination (Fish & Game Fees)The applicant/developer/owner shall file
the Notice of Determination, provided by the CouRtgnning Department, with the
County Clerk within five (5) days of approval oktproject. Department of Fish and
Game fee ($2,0430 - Fish & Game Code section 7d)).A{ust be submitted with the
filing. A copy of the filed notice shall be subneitt to the County Planning Department.
Should the Notice not be filed and the fee not péttiin five (5) days, the application is
subject to action described in Public Resource Gedéon 21167 and the project is not
operative, vested, or final until the Notice i®flland the fee is paid (Public Resources
Code section 21089(b)). [Planning]

Archaeological Resources: A note shall be included on the construction pléor this
project that states: Any property owner who, attiamg in the preparation for or process
of excavation or otherwise disturbing the ground¢cavers human remains of any age, or
any significant artifact or other evidence of aoh@ological site, shall:

A. Cease and desist from further excavation astiitbances within two hundred feet of
the discovery or in any nearby area reasonablyesiisg to overlie adjacent remains.

B. Arrange for staking completely around the akdiscovery by visible stakes no more
than ten feet apart, forming a circle having awadif no less than one hundred feet from
the point of discovery; provided, however, that Fswstaking need not take place on
adjoining property unless the owner of the adjainproperty authorizes such staking.
Said staking shall not include flags or other desiwhich may attract vandals.

C. Notify the sheriff-coroner of the discoveryhifiman and-or questionable remains have
been discovered. The Planning Department Diret¢talt also be notified. Subject to the
legal process, grant all duly authorized repredems of the coroner and the Planning
Department Director permission to enter onto theperty and to take all actions
consistent with Chapter 5B of the San Benito Coubygle and consistent with Section
7050.5 of the Health and Human Safety Code and #€hap (commencing with Section
27460) of Part 3 of Division 2 of Title 3 of the Ganment Code. [Planning]

Strong Seismic Ground Shaking:The applicant shall be required to meet all relévan
Building Code requirements as they pertain to geptoof this type and size. This shall
be enforced at the Building Permit stage of thggato [Building and Planning]

Fire: Any and all development on this property shallrbguired to meet the standards

set forth in the latest editions of the 2007 Caififa Fire Code, Public Resources Codes
4290 and 4291, Ordinances 822 and 823 of the SanndBeounty Code and other related

codes as they apply to a project of this type arel[€ounty Fire]
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10.

11.

12.

Parking: The applicant will be required to provide suffitieparking as required by
Section 25.31.020, off street parking scheduldsanjiitng]

Water Softeners: The use of on site-regenerating water softenepsakibited. Off site
regeneration softening systems may be used sutgette approval of the San Benito
County Water District.[Planning]

Management and Conservation of Woodlandsif the property owner desires to cut
down a tree on his/her property they must obtaipr@aml from the Planning and
Building Department to ensure compliance to ther@pand State regulations for tree
protection.” [Planning]

Encroachment Permit: Pursuant to County Code section 19.27.004, prior t
commencement of any improvements associated with gtoject the applicant shall
obtain a Public Works Encroachment Permit for amykwbeing preformed within the
County right or way. [Public Works]

Geotechnical Engineer Letter of CompliancePrior to acceptance of the improvements

and issuance of a building permit for the propasiadle family residence, applicant shall
required to submit a Letter of Compliance for theo@chnical Engineer confirming that the
design and construction of the improvements aredas the findings and recommendations of
the geotechnical engineer's report.[Public Works]

13.

14.

15.

Building Permit: The applicant shall obtain building permits foe tivo additional
dwellings located on the property. In addition, #pplicant shall obtain building permits
for all other construction activities on property fvhich current Code Enforcement
violations exist. [Planning and Building]

Environmental Health: The applicant will be required to demonstrateisigiit quantity
and quality of water.

Construction Hours: A note shall be placed on all construction plaret gtates: “As
required by County Ordinance, Construction on taee@s shall be limited to the hours
of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., Monday through Saturdéyy.construction activities shall be
allowed on Sundays and holidays. The applicants bigitding permits within the
subdivision shall be required to place a not t® thifect on all construction plans.”
[Planning and Building Department]
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PUBLIC HEARING ITEM ~ COMMISSION ACTION

6. Use Permit No. 1020-Q9 OWNER/APPLICANT: Charles Harris/Gerald Peterson
LOCATION: 831 School Rd. Aromas. REQUEST: The apit proposes to establish a
licensed small scale commercial wine facility witlind in the immediate vicinity of an
existing single family residence located on the pprty. ZONING: Rural (R).

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION: Negative Declaration.
Planner: Michael Krausie ikrausie@planning.co.san-benito.cajus

(AP) Michael Krausie presented the staff report.

The applicant proposes to establish a licensed|] soee commercial wine facility within an
existing storage area located below the main dageINWinemaking operations will also be
conducted in the immediate vicinity of an existgiggle family residence. The property in
guestion is identified as 831 School Road.

Harvest activity will mostly be done outside in ihemediate area near the wine storage area.
However, fermentation may be done inside this g®rea, depending on weather conditions.
Barrel aging and wine analysis or lab testing aitlo be done inside this storage area as needed.
Bottling will take place in an outside area.

Chair Bettencourt opened the public hearing. Thm@g none Chair Bettencourt closed the
public hearing.

The Commissioners had several questions regartdimgqiamber of employees, the volume of
cases to be produced, traffic and time of operation

(AP) Krausie stated that there would be only onplegee, that the cases could be cycling out as
the wine ages. Public Works has found that aitratidy is not necessary and that there would
be no wine tasting on the site. As for the timepération the applicant is asking for 6 a.m. to
10 a.m. during the harvest season and 8 a.m. tm6tpe rest of the time.

Applicant Gerald Peterson then spoke to these sssU#e operation would be starting small
with approximately 500 cases and 1 employee. Adtisiness grew the volume of cases would
increase as would the number of employees. Atdaiacity they would probably only need
three full time employees. As for traffic, they wd be using a truck and trailer to haul the
grapes. At the start they would probably be mali@drips with the truck and trailer and at full
capacity he estimates about 25 trips daily. Thdiegqu stated there would be no other traffic as
there would be no wine tasting.

Commissioner DeVries suggested that Condition 1éhamged as follows:
Hours of Operation:The applicant shall limit hours of operation to 6am through 10pm Monday

through Sunday up to 12 days per year, which shall occur September 1% through November 15™.
Otherwise the hours of operation shall be limited to 8:00am through 6:00pm.
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Commissioner DeVries moved to adopt the Negativeldation and approve
Use Permit 1020-09, with the findings and condgiohapproval as corrected. With a second
by Commissioner Machado the motion carried wiBit@vote.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

1. Hold Harmless: The permittee shall defend, indemnify, and holdhtlass San Benito
County and its agents, officers, and employees fiagnclaim, action, or proceeding
against San Benito County or its agents, officer&mployees to attack, set aside, void,
or annul the approval of the Use Permit and appl& proceedings. [Planning]

2. Conformity with Plan: The use of the site shall conform substantiallsheoproposed
site plan, applicant provided project descriptiang conditions of approval as approved
by the Planning Commission. Any increase, chaagajodification in the nature or
intensity of the land use on the site shall beestlip further Planning Commission
review and approval. [Planning, Building]

3. Notice of Determination (Fish & Game Fees)The applicant/developer/owner shall file
the Notice of Determination, provided by the CoulRtgnning Department, with the
County Clerk within five (5) days of approval oktproject. Department of Fish and
Game fee ($2,043 - Fish & Game Code section 71)).4(dst be submitted with the
filing. A copy of the filed notice shall be subneitt to the County Planning Department.
Should the Notice not be filed and the fee not péttiin five (5) days, the application is
subject to action described in Public Resource Gedéon 21167 and the project is not
operative, vested, or final until the Notice i®flland the fee is paid (Public Resources
Code section 21089(b)). [Planning]

4. Strong Seismic Ground ShakingThe applicant shall be required to meet all relévan
Building Code requirements as they pertain to geptmf this type and size. [Building
and Planning]

5. Fire: Any and all development on this property shaltdguired to meet the standards
set forth in the latest editions of the 2007 Caiifa Fire Code, Public Resources Codes
4290 and 4291, Ordinances 822 and 823 of the SaindB@ounty Code and other related
codes as they apply to a project of this type arel[€ounty Fire]

6. Parking: The applicant will be required to provide suffitigparking as required by
Section 25.31.020, off street parking scheduldsnjiitng]

7. Encroachment Permit: Pursuant to County Code section 19.27.004, poior t
commencement of any improvements associated witptbject the applicant shall
obtain a Public Works Encroachment Permit for anykabeing preformed within the
County right or way. [Public Works]
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Environmental Health: The property owner shall complete the applicatmrseptic
installation to meet current County septic requieats for the type of use proposed. In
addition, if any hazardous materials are to beestan the proposed facility, a Hazardous
Materials Business Plan must be completed and stduho this department.

Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board: Applicant shall provide to the
Building and Planning Department documentation desg that the winery is enrolled
in general waste discharge requirements progranaavaiver has been issued. In
addition, the applicant shall provide to the Buigliand Planning Department a renewal
waiver from the CCRWQCB in order to remain in corapte with Regional Water
standards. This renewal shall be required to bendtddl every 5 years or a required by
CCRWQCB.

Wine Production on the Property: As stated in the application materials, no moeath
5,000 cases of wine per year shall be permittdsbtproduced and/or stored on the
property during any one-year period. [Building &lenning ]

Term of Permit: Pursuant to Section 25.43.008 of the San Benitcm§oQode, this
permit shall expire one (1) year from the dateraihging such permit unless substantial
activities authorized by the permit on the subpgcperty have commenced, in good
faith, within one year of the approval date. If augh use ceases for a period of at least
one year, the use permit shall become invalid aneMause permit must be obtained
prior to continuing the use. [Building and Planrjing

Wine Tasting: No wine tasting shall be allowed on the premisegher by invitation or
public announcement. [Building and Planning]

Food and Drug Permit: The State of California Alcohol Beverage Contnodl &ederal
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms shalldsponsible for the issuance of
permits pertaining to winegrowing for the purposésale.

Periodic Review:Each year, if necessary, the applicant shall paytst of an
inspection by the County. In the event of a comipglpublic necessity, non-compliance,
problems, concerns or complaints, this permit lallsubject to further review and
conditioning or, if necessary, revocation by thanding Commission. Violation of the
permit, creation of a nuisance, or a compellingligutecessity could cause the
modification or revocation if this permit. Any expsaon of this use beyond what is
currently proposed must first be reviewed by trenRing Director, and if necessary,
shall require further Use Permit review by the Rlag Commission. [Planning,
Building]

Modification and Revocation: The terms and conditions of any conditional useje
granted by the county may be modified or the usaipas a whole may be revoked. The use
permit may be modified or revoked if the permilsféad comply with the reasonable terms or
conditions expressed in the use permit granteittiogre is a compelling public necessity. A
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compelling public necessity warranting the revaratf a use permit for a lawful business or
use may exist where the conduct of the businesgittdes a nuisance. [Planning and Building]

16.  Hours of Operation: The applicant shall limit hours of operation to 6dmough 10pm
Monday through Sunday up to 12 days per year, wétieti occur through Septembél 1
through November 1% Otherwise the hours of operation shall be limie8:00am
through 6:00pm.

7. Variance No. 09-29 APPLICANT: Robin Brownfield. PROJECT LOCATION: 1@8
Cole Road, Aromas. APN: 011-160-053. REQUEST: Reiiem the development
setback standards of the San Benito County Cod&twal (R) to allow for an already
constructed pool storage/equipment structure otaére parcel. ENVIRONMENTAL

EVALUATION: Categorical Exemption.
Planner :Laura Hall (hall@planning.co.san-benito.ca.us

(AP) Laura Hall presented the staff report withoavpr point.

On February 17, 2009 a citation was issued at 1@8@ Road in the City of Aromas for
construction of a pool storage/equipment structitbout the proper permits. During this time,
it was determined that the structure had been toltclose to the property line. To rectify this
problem, the applicants have applied for a Varidnom 8§ 25.09.006 of the San Benito County
Code which requires a side yard setback of 20%efdt width (minimum 8 feet and maximum
32 feet) for accessory structures in the RuralA&®)e. The structure is 246 square feet and is
located on the southeastern side of the propepiyroximately 135 feet from the single-family
residence. The building consists of one room thatsed for pool equipment (including pumps,
heaters, and other devices) and a second roomfaispdol toys. Attachment A includes a Site
Map of the pool storage/equipment structure locaedilmng with drawings of its design.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff is unable to recommend approval of VariaG6e29
since some of the required findings cannot be middaever, should the Planning Commission
decide that they can make the following findingeemlkvaluation of the following analysis to
approve for this Variance; it is recommended thatytadopt the “Recommended Conditions”
that are included at the end of this report.

Chair Bettencourt opened the Public Hearing.

Mike Grachek, Applicant — The applicant explainbdtthe obtained a permit for the pool and
equipment 18 months ago and the he has had reigsiaections and sign-offs on the permit.
The equipment was part of the original permit, where he got in trouble was building a shed to
cover this equipment. He also explained that toveniie equipment and install pumps would
cost him around $85,000. He presented a letten fviy. Roger Ely, owner of adjacent property.
Mr. Ely and his wife do not find the structure atijenable.

Commissioner DeVries stated that since equipmerst paat of the original permit this could
possibly be an extraordinary circumstance.
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There being no further public discussion, Chait@&atourt closed the Public Hearing

There was some discussion among the Commissioagesding the equipment as part of the
permit and the neighboring properties. ACC Thompsuggested the issue of topography would
be a better way of finding exceptional or extranady circumstances.

It was moved by Commissioner DeVries to approveldree No. 09-29 with Finding #1 based
on topography, lot shape and size as constitutkiga@rdinary circumstance. Finding #2 as a
result of Finding #1, the enforcement of the budiset backs would result in unnecessary
hardship to the applicant. Findings #3 and #4 adosth and the Conditions of Approval with
the change in Condition #1 as shown below. Witbeeond by Commissioner Machado the
project was approved with0 vote

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

1. Hold Harmless:
Upon written notice by the County, the applicamklsdefend, indemnify, and hold harmless
San Benito County and its agents, officers, and leyses from any claim, action, or
proceeding against the County or its agents, affjcer employees to attack, set aside, void,
or annul the approval of the—seleelwtsmarlance and appllcable proceedlngs%an—Benlto

9 Code.San Benito

County reserves the rlght to prepare |ts own defemssuant to said section. [PLANNING]

2. Compliance Documentation:
Prior to issuance of a building permit, the apgaticshall submit a summary response to these
conditions of approval documenting compliance wédich condition, including dates of
compliance and referencing documents or other egel®f compliance. The applicant shall
also submit a response as to how this project despkith all applicable impact fees.
[PLANNING, BUILDING]

3. Conformity with Plan:
The development and use of the site shall confeubstantially with the proposed site plan
and the Conditionef Approval as declared by the Planning CommissiégtLANNING]

4. Improvement Plans: Prior to issuance of a building permit, the applicahall submit
building and improvement plans to the County BuitgdDepartment for approval.

INFORMATIONAL — NON-ACTION ITEM

8. General Plan Update: Review and provide comments on Vision Statement
developed by General Plan Advisory Committee:

DoP Henriques request comments on the GeneraMi@on Statement that was
included in the Commission packet.

It was general consensus of the Commission td Baok to the Board of Supervisors
that the Vision Statement was well written andnadle very pleased with the outcome.
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9. Mandatory Training for Commissioners, October 15, 2009 — Vet's HalHollister
Preventing workplace harassment, discrimination & etaliation.

Commissioner DeVries objected to having to take tliurse. Several of the
Commissioners were in agreement. ACC Thompsoadtte would look into the
matter of it being mandatory and let Staff knowDa¥® Turner stated that Administration
that this training was mandatory.

DISCUSSION

10.. Review of Use Permit No. 789-99A — Leal Vineyts
PLANNER: Byron Turner (bturner@planning.co.san-benito.ca.js

ADoP Turner reported nothing new or significantréport and the project is moving
forward.

11. Commissioner Announcements/Reports/Discussion

Commissioner DeVries announced that Judge Sardensl in favor of the San Juan
Valley versus CalTrans and that the EIR to be difec

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further Informational or Non-Actitbems, Chair Bettencourt asked for a motion
of adjournment. Commissioner Scattini moved fgpathment. Commissioner DeVries
offered a second to the motion which carried witloee of 5-0. Adjournment to

October 21, 2009 at 8:55 p.m.

Minutes prepared by: Attest:

Janet Somavia Art Henriques

Planning Commission Clerk Director Planning
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