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SYNOPSIS

SUMMARY OF AMENDMENT REQUEST

The subject amendment submittal includes revisions to the City of Encinitas certified
Implementing Ordinances only; no changes are proposed to the certified Land Use Plan.
The amendment request includes a proposal to allow time-share projects as a permitted
use within the various visitor-serving commercial zoned areas, authorization of seasonal
sales lots as temporary uses, revisions to various development standards within the
Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan, deletion of all references to Community Advisory
Boards and various other zoning code revisions pertaining to definitions, permitted uses,
accessory structures and parking and sign standards.

SUMMARY OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff is recommending approval, as submitted, of the majority of the Implementation Plan
revisions as they have been found to be consistent with and adequate to carry out the

certified LUP. However, two components of the amendment request, pertaining to time-
share projects within the various visitor-serving commercial zoned areas of the Citv and

allowing seasonal sales lots as citywide temporary uses, are not acceptable as submitted.
Therefore, staff is recommending denial, as submitted, of the temporary use component

of the amendment request and its subsequent approval with a suggested modification.
The proposed amendments to allow “‘time-share projects” as a permitted use in visitor

commercial areas are recommended for rejection. Modifications are proposed to delete
time-share projects as a permitted use within the City’s visitor commercial areas to assure
these limited areas remain available for more high priority, accessible and affordable
visitor accommodations and services and to clarify the regulation of seasonal sales lots.
With the proposed changes, the amendment request can be found acceptable in that high
priority visitor-serving facilities will be mandated and protected and facilities and
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amenities to support the public’s ability to visit and recreate on the coast will not be
adversely affected in this coastal community.

The appropriate resolutions and motions begin on Page 4. The suggested
modifications may be found on Pages 6 and 7. The findings for approval, as submitted,
of portions of the Implementation Plan amendment pertaining to Community Advisory
Boards and various other zoning code revisions begin on Page 7. The findings for
denial, as submitted, of portions of the Implementation Plan amendment pertaining
to time-share projects and temporary uses begin on Page 16. The findings for
approval, if modified, of the Implementation Plan amendments pertaining to time
share projects and the authorization of seasonal sales lots begin on Page 20.

BACKGROUND

On November 17, 1994, the Commission approved, with suggested modifications, the
City of Encinitas Local Coastal Program (both land use plan and implementing
ordinances). The City accepted the suggested modifications and, on May 15, 1995, began
issuing coastal development permits for those areas of the City within the Coastal Zone.
The subject LCPA will be the sixth amendment to the City’s certified LCP.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
Further information on the City of Encinitas LCP Amendment #2-97 may be obtained

from Lee McEachern, Coastal Planner, at the San Diego District Office, 3111 Camino
Del Rio North, Suite 200, San Diego (619) 521-8036.
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PARTI. OVERVIEW

A. LCP HISTORY

The City of Encinitas is within the area that was previously part of the County of San
Diego Local Coastal Program. The County’s LCP covered the north-central coast of San
Diego County that included the areas of Leucadia, Encinitas, Cardiff, Solana Beach and
other unincorporated communities.

On July 1, 1986 and October 1, 1986, the Cities of Solana Beach and Encinitas
incorporated, reducing the remaining unincorporated area of the County within the coastal
zone to less than 2,000 acres. At that time, the County had both approved land use plan
and implementation plans. Because of the incorporations, the County indicated that it did
not plan to assume coastal development permit-issuing authority for the remaining
acreage and the County LCP never became “effectively certified”.

On June 2, 1994, the City of Encinitas completed the submittal for its local coastal
program Land Use Plan (LUP) and Implementation Plan. On November 17, 1994, the
Commission certified the City’s entire LCP, with suggested modifications. Subsequently,
the City accepted the suggested modifications and, on May 15, 1995, began issuing
coastal development permits.

On August 9, 1995, the Commission approved, with suggested modifications, one portion
of the City’s first LCP Amendment, Part A, pertaining to the adoption of the Encinitas
Ranch Specific Plan and the Planned Commercial Development Regulations.
Subsequently, on October 10, 1995, the Commission approved, with suggested
modifications, Part B of the City’s LCPA 1-95 pertaining to several General Plan
amendments and zoning code revisions.

Then, on January 12, 1996, the Commission approved the City’s second LCP
Amendment request, as a minor amendment, pertaining to additional time for completion
of a comprehensive plan for the City’s shoreline. On February 8, 1996, the Commission
approved, as submitted, the City’s third LCP Amendment to apply zoning and land use
designations to 3.3. acres of land that was being annexed to the City to accommodate the
alignment of Leucadia Boulevard. On October 9, 1996, the Commission approved, with
suggested modifications, the City’s fourth LCP Amendment pertaining to various
revisions to the Encinitas Ranch Specific Plan. On August 13, 1997, the Commission
approved, with suggested modifications, the City’s fifth amendment to the certified LCP
pertaining to adoption of the North Highway 101 Specific Plan as the implementing
ordinances for the City’s North Highway 101 corridor. The current submittal will thus be
the City’s sixth amendment request.
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B. STANDARD OF REVIEW

Pursuant to Section 30513 of the Coastal Act, the Commission may only reject zoning
ordinances or other implementing actions, as well as their amendments, on the grounds
that they do not conform with, or are inadequate to carry out, the provisions of the
certified land use plan. The Commission shall take action by a majority vote of the
Commissioners present.

C. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

The City has held numerous Planning Commission and City Council meetings with
regard to the subject amendment request. All of those local hearings were duly noticed to
the public. Notice of the subject amendment has been distributed to all known interested
parties.

PART II. LOCAL COASTAL PROGRAM SUBMITTAL - RESOLUTIONS

Following a public hearing, staff recommends the Commission adopt the following
resolutions and findings. The appropriate motion to introduce the resolution and a staff
recommendation are provided just prior to each resolution.

A. RESOLUTIONI (Resolution to approve certification of portions of the City of
Encinitas LCP Implementation Plan Amendment #2-97, as
submitted)

MOTION I

I move that the Commission reject the City of Encinitas’ Implementation Plan
Amendment #2-97, as submitted, except for its provisions on temporary uses and
time-share projects.

Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends a NO vote and adoption of the following resolution and
findings. An affirmative vote by a majority of the Commissioners present is
needed to pass the motion.

Resolution I

The Commission hereby approves certification of the amendment request to the
Implementation Plan of City of Encinitas LCP on the grounds that the
amendment conforms with, and is adequate to carry out, the provisions of the
certified land use plan. There are no feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation
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measures available which would substantially lessen any significant adverse
impacts which the approval would have on the environment.

B. RESOLUTION II (Resolution to deny certification of portions of the City of

Encinitas Implementation Plan Amendment #2-97, as submitted)

MOTION I

I move that the Commission reject the City of Encinitas’ Implementation Plan
Amendment #2-97, as submitted, pertaining to “time-share projects” as a
permitted use in the VSC, LVSC, D-VSC and D-VCM Zones and temporary uses.

Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends a YES vote and adoption of the following resolution and
findings. An affirmative vote by a majority of the Commissioners present is
needed to pass the motion.

Resolution II

The Commission hereby denies the amendment request to the Implementation
Plan of the City of Encinitas LCP on the grounds that it does not conform with,
and is inadequate to carry out, the provisions of the certified land use plan. There
are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures which would substantially
lessen any significant adverse impacts which the approval would have on the
environment.

C. RESOLUTION III (Resolution to approve certification of portions of the City of

Encinitas Implementation Amendment #2-97, if modified)

MOTION III

I move that the Commission approve portions of the City of Encinitas’
Implementation Plan Amendment #2-97 pertaining to time-share projects and
temporary uses, if it is modified in conformity with the suggested modifications
set forth in this report.

Staff Recommendation
Staff recommends a YES vote and adoption of the following resolution and

findings. An affirmative vote by a majority of the Commissioners present is
needed to pass the motion.
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Resolution 11

The Commission hereby approves certification of the amendment request to the
Implementation Plan of the City of Encinitas LCP, if modified, on the grounds
that the amendment conforms with, and is adequate to carry out, the provisions of
the certified land use plan. There are no feasible alternatives or feasible
mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen any significant
adverse impacts which the approval would have on the environment.

PART III. SUGGESTED MODIFICATIONS

Staff recommends the following suggested revisions to the City’s Implementation Plan be
adopted. The underlined sections represent language that the Commission suggests be
added, and the straeleut- sections represent language which the Commission suggests be
deleted from the language as originally submitted.

1. Chapter 30.08 - Zones, Section 30.08.010(B), titled “Commercial Zones”, shall be
amended to read as follows:

L-VSC: Limited Visitor Serving Commercial is intended to provide for
hotel/motel and-tirne-share-projeet uses as the primary use and
ancillary uses specifically intended to serve the needs of persons
visiting the City.

VSC: Visitor-Serving Commercial is intended to provide for commercial
activities which are specifically intended to serve the needs of persons
visiting the City for business and recreational purposes. Time-share

projects are specifically prohibited within this zone.

2. Chapter 30.09 - Zoning Use Matrix, under the VSC and LVSC Zone designation,
the Zoning Use Matrix shall be revised to indicate that “time-share projects” are a
prohibited use.

3. Section 3.2.2(B) of the Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan, titled “Visitor-Serving
Commercial”, shall be revised to indicate that “time-share projects” are a
prohibited use.

4. Section 3.2.3(C) of the Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan, titled “Visitor
Commercial Mixed”, shall be revised to indicate that “time-share projects” are a
prohibited use.
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. 5. Section 30.46.130(C), Seasonal Sales Lot, titled “Coastal Development Permit”,
shall be revised to read as follows:

C. Coastal Development Permit. The temporary sales of holiday products is
exempt from Coastal Development Permit requirements if it meets the definition of
a “temporary event/use” under this Chapter, unless it meets any of the criteria in
Section 30.46.035 of this Chapter requiring such permit.

PART IV. FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL, AS SUBMITTED, OF PORTIONS OF
THE CITY OF ENCINITAS LCP IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

AMENDMENT #2-97
A. AMENDMENT DESCRIPTION

The amendment request addresses various elements of the City of Encinitas’
Implementation Plan. Included are:

e Deletion of all references to Community Advisory Boards;

¢ Revisions to various Municipal Code definitions and permitted uses to, among
. other things, allow time-share projects as a permitted use in the VSC and LVSC
Zones;

¢ Revisions to the Residential, Commercial and Special Purpose Overlay Zones
relative to accessory structures, time-share projects and wetland buffers;

¢ Revisions to the Off-Street Parking and Sign Ordinances; and

¢ Revisions to the Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan to add, delete and amend
permitted uses.

The rejection of the amendments to add “time-share projects” as a permitted use within
the City’s various visitor-serving commercially zoned areas will be addressed in separate
findings, since a different action is proposed. All other proposed amendments to the-
City’s Implementation Plan are recommended for adoption as submitted.

B. FINDINGS FOR CERTIFICATION

Since there are several different ordinances affected by the subject LCP amendment
request, each ordinance will be addressed separately below, under applicable
subheadings.
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1. Dissolution of Community Advisory Boards.

The subject amendment involves numerous changes to Chapters 23, 24 and 30 of the
City’s Municipal Code (Implementation Plan) to delete all references to Community
Advisory Boards (ref. Exhibit #1 attached for a complete listing of the proposed changes).
These changes have already been implemented by the City under an urgency ordinance
adopted on April 24, 1996 and re-introduced as a properly noticed LCP amendment as
part of this submittal.

When the City of Encinitas LCP was certified by the Commission, the City’s
planning/land use decision-making process included the use of five Community Adv1sory
Boards (CABs). These CABs, which were comprised of local citizen volunteers from
each of the City’s five communities, reviewed various land-use projects and, depending
on the type of project/review, either rendered a decision on a project or made a
recommendation to the City’s Planning Commission. The idea behind the formation of
CABs was to provide for local input into land-use decisions to help preserve the distinct
character of the various communities.

Since that time, the City has determined that CABs are no longer needed to facilitate the
public’s input into the land use decision-making process for a couple of reasons. First,
due to a lack of citizens volunteering to participate on the CABs, the City was unable to
fill vacancies on the CABs. This resulted in delays in the planning process for some
projects, causing confusion and misunderstanding for applicants and extensive
management by City staff. The second reason presented for eliminating the CABs is that
the City has indicated its citizens have come to see the Planning Commission, City
Council and City staff as being more accessible and responsive to local concerns. As
such, the need for CABs to address local community concerns is not as great.

While the Coastal Act does call for maximum public participation and input into planning
decisions within the Coastal Zone, the proposed amendment to eliminate CABs does not
conflict with any of the LCP administrative requirements specified in the Coastal Act or
its regulations. The public will continue to be noticed of pending LCP amendments and
projects and provided the opportunity to provide written or oral testimony consistent with
those public hearing and noticing specifications. Notwithstanding the above cited reasons
why elimination of the CABs does not conflict with any Coastal Act administrative
requirements, the standard of review for implementation plan amendments is consistency
with and adequacy to carry out the certified Land Use Plan (LUP). In this particular case,
the LUP does not contain any references to Community Advisory Boards or the need for
any formal local citizen land use advisory group. Therefore, the Commission finds that
the proposed amendment to eliminate all references to CABs in the Implementation Plan
is acceptable as it is consistent with and adequate to carry out the certified land use plan.




Encinitas LCPA 2-97
Page 9

2. Definitions.

a) Purpose and Intent of the Ordinance. The purpose of this section is to provide
definitions of terms utilized within the City’s Zoning Ordinance such that the terms are
applied consistently throughout the City.

b) Major Provisions of the Ordinance. The proposed amendment involves revisions
to several definitions, deletion of others and the addition of several new definitions (for a
complete listing of the proposed changes reference Exhibit #1 attached).

¢) Adequacy of the Ordinance to Implement the Certified LUP Segments. The
proposed changes are intended to clarify existing definitions or delete obsolete definitions.
relative to building height, congregate care facilities, rest homes, accessory living
quarters, dwelling units, net lot area and net acreage. None of the proposed changes raise
any inconsistency concerns relative to the certified LUP.

In addition, the proposed amendment to this ordinance adds several new definitions
pertaining to time-share projects. These new definitions are proposed to define time-
share projects and uses, which previously were not defined in the City’s Code. Again,
these new definitions do not raise any LUP consistency concerns and therefore have been
found acceptable by the Commission.

3. Residential Zones.

a) Purpose and Intent of the Ordinance. The purpose of this ordinance is to provide
development standards for construction and alteration of residential development within

the City.

b) Major Provisions of the Ordinance. The Residential Zones Ordinance contains
several significant elements and provides the following:

s establishes development standards such as density, minimum lot size, parking
requirements, setbacks, maximum building height, etc.;

¢ outlines special development programs and approval procedures for Lot Area
Averaging, Planned Residential Developments and Density Bonuses; and

o includes regulations for mobile home development, accessory uses and legal non-
conforming structures in residentially zoned areas.

¢) Adequacy of the Ordinance to Implement the Certified LUP Segments. The
proposed changes to this Ordinance relate primarily to minor clarifications to
development standards related to accessory structures and swimming pools and do not
raise any LUP inconsistency issues. Specifically, three changes are proposed to this
ordinance. The first two relate to accessory structures in residentially zoned areas of the
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City and simply clarify the maximum square footage permitted for a minor accessory
structure and refer to another chapter of the municipal code for additional standards
related to accessory structures. The third proposed change clarifies the permitted location
relative to setbacks for swimming pools and their associated equipment needs. Again, the
proposed changes to the Residential Zone Ordinance only provide for further clarification
of existing regulations; and, therefore, the Commission finds the changes are consistent
with and adequate to carry out the certified LUP.

4, Commercial Zones.

a) Purpose and Intent of the Ordinance. The purpose of this ordinance is to provide
development standards for construction and alteration of commercial development within
the City. -

b) Major Provisions of the Ordinance. The Commercial Zones Ordinance contains
several significant elements and provides the following:

e establishes development standards to include minimum lot size, setbacks, lot
coverages, maximum building height, floor area ratio, off-street parking,
landscape requirements, etc.

¢) Adequacy of the Ordinance to Implement the Certified LUP Segments. The City
is proposing two revisions to this ordinance. The first is to correct a reference to another

chapter of the Municipal Code that was incorrectly stated. The second is to add specific
development standards and findings that must be made when approving time-share
projects within the City. While the Commission is rejecting the City’s request to permit
time-share projects within the City’s visitor-serving commercial zones with this
amendment request, time-share projects, as a permitted use, are also proposed for general
commercial zoned areas of the City. In addition, time-share projects are currently
permitted within the general commercial area of the City’s North Highway 101 Specific
Plan. As such, the proposed change to incorporate development standards for time-share
projects is appropriate.

The proposed changes related to time-share projects do several things. First, they
stipulate that all time-share projects shall only be approved subject to a Major Use
Permit. Second, the proposed changes stipulate that, for proposals in the Coastal Zone,
the applicant must demonstrate how a reasonable number of units will be made available
for reasonably priced overnight accommodations and that an aggressive marketing
program be developed to assure the general public is aware of the overnight
accommodations. Howeyver, it should be noted that the proposed amendment does not
provide any specific standards or minimum specifications to achieve these requirements.
Third, the proposed amendment language requires that the applicant provide and have
approved a management and maintenance plan for the development, as well as a sales
plan, that addresses the time, location and methods that will be used to sell the units. .
Fourth, the amendment language states that the maximum occupancy of a unit shall be no
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more than 30 consecutive days by the same occupant or a total of 60 days in any 12
month period. Lastly, the proposed changes require the City to make findings when
approving a time-share project that the project is located in close proximity to a public
recreation area and that it not be disruptive to uses in the surrounding neighborhood.

The proposed changes to the Commercial Zones Ordinance are acceptable, as submitted.
Again, time-share projects within the City’s general commercial zoned areas are an
acceptable use. Given that time-share projects in these areas are now a permitted use, it
makes sense to have regulations in place to assure they are developed in an appropriate
manner. The proposed regulation language implements several LUP policies including
Land Use Policy Nos. 1.14 and 6.5 that call for new development to consider adjacent
existing development and to enhance the Highway 101 commercial corridor. In addition,
providing development regulations for time-share developments implements the General
Commercial Land Use designation which calls for city-wide zoning regulations to be
adopted. Therefore, the Commission finds the Commercial Zones Ordinance revisions
consistent with and adequate to carry out the certified LUP.

5. Floodplain Overlay Zone.

a) Purpose and Intent of the Ordinance. The purpose of the ordinance is to apply
specific development standards to areas of the City where site-specific analysis of the

characteristics of a parcel of land indicate the presence of a flood channel, floodplain or
wetland. The intent is to provide identification of major drainage courses as important
constraints to development requiring special consideration.

b) Major Provisions of the Ordinance. This ordinance contains several significant
provisions and provides the following:

e (details permitted uses within floodways, floodplains and wetlands; and

e establishes development standards that include buffer and setback requirements.

c) Adequacy of the Ordinance to Implement the Certified LUP Segments. As stated

above, this overlay zone applies specific development standards to floodplain and
wetland areas within the City. Relative to wetlands, this overlay zone details permitted
uses within a wetland and under what circumstances wetland impacts may occur. The
zone also includes buffer requirements surrounding wetlands. However, as currently
written, this zone only details buffer requirements for coastal lagoon wetland areas and
does not address riparian habitat areas. As such, the proposed amendment to this overlay
zone states that a buffer of a minimum 50 feet wide shall be maintained around riparian
wetland areas. The proposed language further states that, based on consultation with the
California Department of Fish and Game and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, a buffer of
lesser width may be permitted if it is demonstrated that the resources will still be
protected.
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The proposed amendment to the Floodplain Overlay Zone specifically implements
Resource Management Policies 10.6 and 10.10 of the certified LUP. Both these LUP
policies include requirements for a buffer of a minimum of 50 feet surrounding riparian
habitat areas. In addition, Resource Management Policy 10.10 of the certified LUP
includes a provision which allows the buffer to be reduced if it can be demonstrated that
the resource will still be protected and the Department of Fish and Game have been
consulted. As such, the proposed amendment adds these provisions to the zoning
regulations regarding wetlands. Therefore, the Commission finds the proposed
amendment to the Floodplain Overlay Zone, as submitted, is consistent with and adequate
to carry out the certified LUP.

6. Off-Street Parking.

a) Purpose and Intent of the Ordinance. The purpose of this ordinance is to provide
convenient off-street parking for vehicles in conjunction with development. The intent of
this ordinance is to provide adequate designated parking areas with sufficient capacity
and adequate circulation to minimize traffic congestion and promote public safety.

b) Major Provisions of the Ordinance. The Off-Street Parking Ordinance contains
several significant elements and provides the following:

e specifies the minimum number of parking spaces required for the various uses
allowed within the City; ‘

* details provisions for joint-use parking; and
e establishes landscape requirements.

c) Adequacy of the Ordinance to Implement the Certified kLUP Segments. The
proposed changes to this Ordinance relate to the addition of parking requirements for

time-share developments and a revision to the handicapped parking requirements. Both
the proposed changes are acceptable. Specifically, the proposed revision to the
handicapped parking requirements increases the number of handicapped parking spaces
required in conjunction with new development and requires that one of the spaces must
be *“van accessible”. This proposed change is consistent with Land Use Policy 1.15 and
Circulation Policy 1.12 of the certified LUP. These policies call for the provision of
adequate and accessible parking facilities and access for automobiles, pedestrians and the
handicapped, consistent with the proposed amendment language.

The other proposed change to this ordinance adds off-street parking requirements for
time-share projects. As stated in a previous section of this report, the City is proposing to
add time-share projects as a permitted use within the commercial zoned areas of the City
with this amendment package and time-share projects are already a permitted use within
the general commercial zoned areas of the North Highway 101 Corridor Specific Plan.
As such, the proposed change will add the necessary parking requirements. As proposed,
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time-share projects will have to provide 1.25 parking spaces per unit for one-bedroom
units and 1.00 parking space per bedroom for two or more bedroom units. In addition,
all accessory uses to time-share projects, such as restaurants, will have to provide parking
at a ratio established through the Major Use Permit process. The proposed parking
requirements are acceptable as they are similar to the time-share parking requirements
contained in other certified LCPs in north San Diego County and exceed the hotel/motel
parking standard certified in the City’s LCP. In addition, the proposed amendment
implements Circulation Policy 1.12 of the certified LUP which requires that commercial
development provide sufficient off-street parking such that no impacts on coastal access
will result. Based on the above review, the Commission finds the proposed amendment
to the Off-Street Parking Ordinance consistent with and adequate to carry out the certified
LUP.

7. Signs.

a) Purpose and Intent of the Ordinance. The purpose of this ordinance is to reduce
visual clutter, preserve the character and quality of the environment, achieve an
aesthetically pleasing appearance for the City and provide adequate opportunity to erect
signs. The intent is to enhance the visual environment of the City, to eliminate traffic
hazards caused by improper signs and to ensure that information is presented safely and
effectively.

b) Major Provisions of the Ordinance. The Sign Ordinance provides the following:
e defines pertinent terms;

¢ establishes general sign regulations related to the number, location, size and
height of signs for various uses; and

s outlines procedures to deal with non-conforming signs, abatement and removal of
illegal signs.

¢) Adequacy of the Ordinance to Implement the Certified LUP Segments. The City
is requesting with this amendment to make several revisions to the Sign Ordinance. The
proposed changes relate to lighting and design standards for signs and clarification of the
regulations pertaining to temporary signs. The proposed changes are consistent with LUP
policies related to the protection of visual resources and, in particular, Land Use Policy
1.10 of the certified LUP which calls for the reasonable regulation of signs so as to
preserve community character and property values. This policy also states that detailed
sign regulations shall be further specified in the City’s zoning regulations. Therefore, the
Commission finds the proposed amendments to the Sign Ordinance are consistent with
and adequate to carry out the certified LUP.
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8. Accessory Use Regulations.

a) Purpose and Intent of the Ordinance. The purpose of this ordinance is establish the
relationship among principal accessory uses and the standards and conditions for
regulating them.

b) Major Provisions of the Ordinance. The Accessory Use Regulations provide the
following:

e details permitted accessory uses within residential, agricultural, commercial and
industrial zoned areas; and

e establishes general regulations and standards for various accessory uses.

¢) Adequacy of the Ordinance to Implement the Certified LUP Segments. The
proposed changes to this ordinance pertain to accessory units. “Accessory units” are

defined as units which have a floor area of no greater than 750 sq. ft. or 30 percent of the
area of the principal residence, whichever is less. Specifically, the proposed amendment
language adds provisions addressing caretaker’s units and a minor clarification to the
accessory units regulations relating to the provision of kitchen facilities. The proposed
changes are proposed to implement the certified LUP which contains provisions
addressing the need for accessory units. The changes, as proposed, require that all
accessory units provide kitchens (so as not to be confused with a guest house or
caretaker’s unit), clarify existing provisions and add new provisions to better regulate
caretaker’s units within the City. The Commission finds the proposed changes to the
Accessory Use Regulations will not adversely affect any coastal resources and is
consistent with and adequate to carry out the certified LUP.

9. Zoning Use Matrix.

a) Purpose and Intent of the Ordinance. The purpose of this matrix is to provide a
listing of the various land uses which are allowed by right or major/minor use permits and
those which are prohibited within each of the City’s zoning categories.

b) Adequacy of the Ordinance to Implement the Certified LUP Segments. Rather
than list out all the individual uses permitted within each particular zone, the City of

Encinitas Zoning Code utilizes a zoning use matrix. The proposed amendment to the use
matrix adds two new uses: Congregate Care Facilities and Time-Share Projects. In
addition, it amends several permitted and conditionally permitted uses pertaining to
Convalescent Home Facilities, Caretaker Units, Group Care Homes and Restaurants. It
should be noted that the proposed change to add time-share projects as a conditionally
permitted use within the VSC and LVSC Zones is proposed for rejection and is addressed
in a later section of this report. All other proposed changes (including time-share projects
as a conditionally permitted use within the General Commercial Zone) to this section are
acceptable as submitted. Again, the proposed changes to the Zoning Use Matrix do not
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raise any LUP inconsistencies with the noted exceptions of time-shares in the visitor-
serving land use categories. All other proposed or conditionally allowed uses are
consistent with the certified land use categories and/or designations. No inappropriate
uses are permitted or conditionally permitted which would result in adverse impacts on
coastal resources. Therefore, the Commission finds the proposed amendments to the
Zoning Use Matrix are consistent with and adequate to carry out the certified LUP.

10. Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan.

a) Purpose and Intent of the Ordinance. The purpose of the Downtown Encinitas
Specific Plan is to address the unique aspects, problems and opportunities of the old
downtown Encinitas area and to maintain its identity, community character and scale,
while fostering rehabilitation and successful economic restructuring.

b) Major Provisions of the Ordinance. The Specific Plan provides the following:

o specifies development standards including parking requirements;
o details specific uses within various subdistricts; and

e contains design standards, street tree requirements, a circulation plan and
implementing strategies.

c) Adequacy of the Ordinance to Implement the Certified LUP. The Downtown
Encinitas Specific Plan includes detailed design review standards which promote

pedestrian access, parking requirements and allowable uses for the old downtown area of
the City of Encinitas. The specific plan area, which covers approximately 200 acres,
encompasses the area south of B Street and north of K Street and west of Cornish Drive
to the Pacific Ocean. The majority of the specific plan area is zoned for residential and
commercial development.

The proposed changes to the specific plan involve revisions to permitted and
conditionally permitted uses within the specific plan area. The proposed changes all
relate to Congregate Care Facilities, Group Care Homes, Rest Homes and Time-Share
Projects. It should be noted that the proposed change to add time-share projects as a.
permitted use within the D-VSC and D-VCM Zones of the Specific Plan is proposed for
rejection and addressed in a later section of this report. All other proposed changes to the
Specific Plan (including time-share projects as a conditionally permitted use within the
Commercial Mixed Zones) are acceptable as submitted. Again, with the noted exception,
the proposed changes to the specific plan do not raise any LUP inconsistencies; all of the
newly specified permitted uses are consistent with the certified land use designations. No
inappropriate uses are permitted or conditionally permitted which would result in adverse
impacts on coastal resources. Therefore, the Commission finds the proposed amendment
to the Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan to be consistent with and adequate to carry out
the certified LUP.
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PART V. FINDINGS FOR DENIAL OF TIME-SHARE PROJECTS IN VISITOR
COMMERCIAL AREAS AND TEMPORARY USE REVISIONS

The findings for denial of the amendments related to adding time-share projects as a
permitted use within the City’s visitor-serving commercial areas and authorizing seasonal
sales lots on a citywide basis relate to four specific sections of the City’s Implementation
Plan. The temporary use revisions are described in one section and the findings which
address time-share projects, contained in three zoning code sections, have been combined
as follows:

1. Zones (Chapter 30.08.010 B): Zoning Use Matrix (Chapter 30.09);: and
Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan (Sections 3.2.2 B and 3.2.3 C)

a) Purpose and Intent of the Ordinances. The purpose of the Zones Ordinance is to
identify and describe each of the City’s established zone categories. The purpose of the
Zoning Use Matrix is to provide a listing of the various land uses which are allowed by
right or major/minor use permits and those which are prohibited within each of the City’s
zoning categories. The purpose of the Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan is to address
the unique aspects, problems and opportunities of the old downtown Encinitas area and to
maintain its identity, community character and scale, while fostering rehabilitation and
successful economic restructuring.

b) Adequacy of the Ordinances to Implement the Certified LUP Segments. The
proposed changes to these three ordinances all relate to time-share projects. Specifically,

the proposed changes will allow time-share projects as a permitted use (subject to
approval of a use permit) within the Visitor-Serving Commercial (VSC) and Limited
Visitor-Serving Commercial (LVSC) Zones (City-wide) and the Visitor-Serving
Commercial (D-VSC) and Visitor-Commercial Mixed (D-VCM) Zones (Downtown
Encinitas Specific Plan). These proposed changes raise several serious concerns that
specifically relate to the minimal area overall in the City’s coastal zone committed to
exclusive visitor-serving commercial zoning.

When the City’s LCP was certified in 1994, the Commission was at that time concerned
with the minimal area of the City devoted to exclusive visitor-serving uses. This concern
dates back to the original County of San Diego LCP planning efforts as well. The
Commission found that because of the minimal area of the City’s Coastal Zone devoted
to visitor-serving commercial zoning, only the highest priority visitor-serving uses should
be principally permitted within the City’s visitor commercial areas. While time-share
projects were not a proposed use or an issue at that time, the Commission did make
revisions to Land Use Policy 1.13 to address permitted uses within visitor-serving
commercial areas. The proposed changes, which were subsequently adopted by the City,
detailed the principally permitted uses within visitor-serving commercial areas as tourist
lodging, eating and drinking establishments, specialty shops, food and beverage retail
sales, recreation and entertainment. The Commission required all other permitted or
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conditionally permitted uses within visitor commercial areas to be ancillary to the
principal use and specified they could not occupy or use more than 30% of the ground
floor area.

The Coastal Act promotes and preserves a full range of public access opportunities along
the coast, including the provision of accessible and affordable visitor-serving commercial
recreational facilities which serve and support coastal visitors. These Coastal Act
mandates are addressed in the City’s certified LUP under three Land Use policies which
state as follows:

POLICY 1.6: Provide freeway-oriented commercial areas only when a demonstrated
need exists, for the convenience of the traveler, and locate these activities at or near
freeway interchanges with easy on-off access.

POLICY 1.13: The visitor-serving commercial land use shall be located where it will

not intrude into existing residential communities. This category applies in order to

reserve sufficient land in appropriate locations expressly for commercial recreation

and visitor-serving uses such as:

- tourist lodging, including campgrounds (bed and breakfast facilities may be
compatible in residential areas)

eating and drinking establishments

specialty shops and personal services

food and beverage retail sales (convenience)

participant sports and recreation

- entertainment

The above listed uses and other uses specifically intended to serve the needs of

visitors shall be the principal uses allowed within the visitor-serving land use

designation. [...]

]

i

]

POLICY 1.14: The City will maintain and enhance the Hwy 101 commercial corridor
by providing appropriate community-serving tourist-related and pedestrian-oriented
uses.

The same concerns raised by the Commission in reviewing the original LCP still remain.
While the Commission did approve an LCP amendment last year which added
approximately 2.2 acres of visitor-serving commercially zoned area to the overall
inventory, very minimal area within the City’s Coastal Zone is designated for such high
priority uses. In addition, the few areas of the City that are so designated are the “prime”
location areas which are in close proximity to the beach and/or major coastal access
routes. Attached to this report are two exhibits that graphically depict this concern.
Exhibit #2 depicts the location of all the visitor-serving commercial zoned areas of the
City. Exhibit #3 lists each of the sites and describes the existing land use, zoning and
acreage of each. As shown in these exhibits, there is very minimal area exclusively
reserved for visitor-serving uses and several of the sites are very constrained (relative to
prospective development) and others are currently developed with non-conforming uses.
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The allowance of time-share projects in nearshore areas designated for visitor-serving
commercial uses raises concerns because such units do not typically offer the same
accessibility as a traditional hotel or motel operation. Time-share units tend to be more
exclusive because they are pre-booked and may invoke a greater financial commitment.
While the Commission agrees that time-share projects should be considered a visitor-
serving use, they are considered a very low priority among the broader range of traditional
visitor uses available to the general public. In addition, the Commission has already
approved an LCP amendment in 1997 (Ref. Encinitas LCPA 1-97) which allows time-
share projects within the general commercial areas of the City’s North Highway 101
Corridor Specific Plan and is approving, with this amendment, time-share projects within
all other general commercial areas of the City and the Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan.
The Highway 101 corridor lies in close proximity to the beaches/bluffs and the City’s
public accessways, thus serving potential time-share markets. As such, there will be
ample area within the City where time-share projects can be approved. Therefore, given
the minimal area of the City devoted exclusively to visitor-serving uses, only the priority
uses that specifically address the needs of general public should be permitted within these
areas.

In addition, in 1996, City staff submitted a study documenting the number of existing
hotel and motel units within the City (ref. Exhibit #4 attached). The purpose of the study
was to address Commission staff concerns relative to time-share projects within the
City’s visitor-serving commercial areas. City staff asserted that the Commission staff’s
concerns were unfounded because the City already provided a large number of existing
overnight accommodations. The study indicates that, as of 1996 (when the study was
completed), 941 transient units were available in the City of Encinitas (hotel/motel/bed
and breakfast/trailer park and campground). While this number of units may represent a
good number of existing overnight accommodations, compared with other coastal
communities, the total number of available units was relatively low (as can be seen from
the study, just in the southern portion of the City of Carlsbad, 1,041 hotel/motel and
campground units were available in 1996). In addition, the majority of the units in the
City of Encinitas are not located within visitor-serving or limited visitor-serving
commercially zoned sites. Arguably, it is good that the visitor accommodations are
present; however, given their location in a non-visitor use zone, they would not be
protected as a priority use.

Based on the above review, the Commission cannot find time-share projects should be a
permitted use within the City’s small reserve of visitor-serving commercial designated
areas. The Commission finds that the proposed amendments to the Zones Ordinance,
Zoning Use Matrix and the Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan related to time-share
projects as a permitted use within the visitor-serving commercial areas, are inconsistent
with and inadequate to carry out the certified LUP and, therefore, must be rejected.
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2. Temporary Use Regulations (Chapter 30.46).

a) Purpose and Intent of the Ordinance. The purpose of this ordinance is to establish
permitted temporary uses and standards and conditions for regulating them.

b) Major Provisions of the Ordinance. The Temporary Use Regulations provide the
following:

e defines pertinent terms;
e details permitted uses and uses exempt from permit requirements; and

e establishes general regulations and standards for various temporary uses.

¢) Adequacy of the Ordinance to Implement the Certified LUP Segments. The
proposed revisions to this ordinance pertain specifically to adding new ordinance

language to address the regulation of temporary seasonal sales lots (pumpkins, Christmas
trees, etc.). Currently, the City’s Implementation Plan does not contain specific
provisions regulating seasonal sales lots. Because such temporary uses are becoming
more common, specific provisions have been drafted.

The proposed language includes provisions related to location, duration (no more than 45
days prior to a specific holiday), signage, building code requirements and temporary
trailers associated with the use. In addition, the proposed amendment language includes a
provision, relative to coastal development permits, which states that the temporary sales
of holiday products is exempt from coastal development permit review, unless it meets
the criteria set forth in Section 30.46.035 of the Municipal Code which addresses
“temporary events” in the Coastal Zone (this section contains the Commission adopted
Temporary Events Guidelines which were approved as part of the City’s original LCP
certification).

Although the City is to be credited as one of the first communities to incorporate the
Commission’s “Temporary Events Guidelines”, there is a concern about the language of
the proposed amendment and its potential application. While, in most cases, seasonal
sales lots are not expected to pose any serious problems; there is the potential, .
nonetheless, that public access or resource impacts could result if inappropriate sites are
utilized or insufficient oversight is provided. Specifically, the proposed amendment
provides for seasonal sales lots to be allowed up to 45 days prior to a specific holiday and
then references a possible coastal development permit exemption based on the seasonal
lots being characterized as “temporary events or uses”. Based on the manner in which the
City integrated the “temporary events guidelines” into its temporary use regulations, this
could be acceptable. However, in this instance, uniike how other temporary uses are
regulated, the proposed amendment language does not include that, in order to be subject
to the temporary events provisions and receive a possible exemption, the seasonal sales
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lot must meet the definition of a temporary event, including an event being of “limited
duration” or no more than two weeks.

Given that seasonal sales lots are potentially authorized for up to 45 days and, in some
cases, would not even qualify as a temporary event/use, they would otherwise constitute a
development requiring a coastal development permit. Therefore, the definitions
applicable to temporary events/uses need to be incorporated into the proposed seasonal
sales lots regulations in order to provide appropriate oversight. Alternatively, should the
City or any other local government desire to reduce permitting requirements for such
uses, it should be drafted as a potential categorical exclusion request. As submitted, the
proposed temporary use revisions addressing seasonal sales lots are inadequate and must
therefore be rejected.

PART VI. FINDINGS FOR CERTIFICATION OF THE TIME-SHARE
PROJECTS AND TEMPORARY USE AMENDMENTS, IF MODIFIED

1. Zones/Zoning Use Matrix/Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan.

As stated in the findings for denial of these sections, the proposed amendment to allow
time-share projects as a permitted use with the various visitor-serving commercial areas
of the City is inconsistent with the certified land use plan. The proposed suggested
modifications will bring these sections into consistency with the policies of the certified
land use plan. Suggested Modification #1 pertains to the Zones Ordinance and deletes the
reference to “time-share projects” as a permitted use within the LVSC Zone and adds
language which specifically identifies “time-share projects” as not being a permitted use
within the VSC Zone. Suggested Modification #2 pertains to the Zoning Use Matrix and
requires that the matrix be revised to indicate that “time-share projects” are a prohibited
use within the VSC and LVSC Zones. Suggested Modifications #3 and #4 pertain to the
Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan and requires that the plan be revised to indicate that
“time-share projects” are a prohibited use within the D-VSC and D-VCM Zones. With
the proposed changes, time-share projects will not be a permitted use within any of the
visitor-serving commercial areas of the City, thereby reserving these critical areas for
higher priority, traditional visitor uses that serve the broader public.

However, it should be noted that the Commission has already approved an LCP
amendment in 1997 (Ref. Encinitas LCPA 1-97) which allows time-share projects within
the general commercial areas of the City’s North Highway 101 Corridor Specific Plan and
is approving, with this amendment, time-share projects within all other general
commercial areas of the City and the Dowhtown Encinitas Specific Plan. As such, there
will be ample area within the City where time-share projects can be approved.

With the proposed modifications, the Commission can be assured that appropriate areas
within close proximity to the shoreline and along the critical coastal access corridors are
reserved for the provision of accessible, affordable and high-priority visitor-serving uses.
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Therefore, as modified, the Zones Ordinance, Zoning Use Matrix and the Downtown
Encinitas Specific Plan are found to be consistent with and adequate to carry out the
certified land use plan.

2. Seasonal Sales Lots/Temporary Uses.

The Commission finds the proposed amendment to be acceptable if it is modified as
provided herein. The proposed amendment is primarily needed to better address the ever
increasing demand for temporary holiday sales lots and will not result in any adverse
impacts on coastal resources or public access opportunities, as modified to provide
suitable regulation of such uses. Suggested Modification #5 clarifies the authorization for
seasonal sales lots as temporary uses, recognizing that they must conform both with the
definitions and applicable criteria of the “temporary events/uses” provisions in the City’s
code in order to be exempted from coastal development permit review. Therefore, the
proposed amendment, as modified, to the Temporary Use Regulations allowing seasonal
sales lots can be found consistent with and adequate to carry out the certified LUP.

PART VII. CONSISTENCY WITH THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT (CEQA)

Section 21080.5 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) exempts local
government from the requirement of preparing an environmental impact report (EIR) in
connection with its local coastal program. Instead, the CEQA responsibilities are
assigned to the Coastal Commission and the Commission’s LCP review and approval
program has been found by the Resources Agency to be functionally equivalent to the
EIR process. Thus, under CEQA Section 21080.5, the Commussion is relieved of the
responsibility to prepare an EIR for each LCP.

Nevertheless, the Commission is required in an LCP submittal or, as in this case, an I.CP
amendment submittal, to find that the LCP, or LCP, as amended, does conform with
CEQA provisions. In the case of the subject LCP amendment request, the Commission
finds that approval of the amendment, incorporating the suggested modifications listed
above, would not result in significant environmental impacts under the meaning of the
California Environmental Quality Act. Absent incorporation of these suggested
modifications to effectively mitigate potential adverse impacts to coastal resources, such
a finding could not be made.

Specifically, most of the proposed Implementation Plan revisions have been found
acceptable, as submitted, as they are consistent with and adequate to carry out the
certified LUP. These changes delete all references to Community Advisory Boards and
address a number of clarifications and additions to various existing provisions. However,
two elements of the proposed amendment package, pertaining to time-share projects as a
permitted use within the City’s visitor commercial areas and seasonal sales lots, are not
acceptable. As such, five modifications are proposed. These modifications address the
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protection and provision of high priority visitor-serving uses and require that time-share
projects not be permitted within the various visitor-serving commercial areas of the City.
In addition, as modified, adequate regulation of seasonal sales lots as temporary uses will
be provided.

Given the proposed mitigation measures, the Commission finds the proposed local
coastal program amendment, as modified, will not result in significant environmental
impacts under the meaning of the California Environmental Quality Act. Furthermore,
future individual projects would require coastal development permits from the City of
Encinitas. Throughout the City’s Coastal Zone, the specific impacts associated with
individual development projects would be assessed through the environmental review
process; and, the individual project’s compliance with CEQA would be assured.
Therefore, the Commission finds that there are no feasible alternatives under the meaning
of CEQA which would reduce the potential for such impacts which have not been
explored and the LCP amendment, as modified, can be supported.

(clio:\rptstenlicp297.doc)




ORDINANCE NO. 97-17

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ENCINITAS. CALIFO

. AMENDING TITLE 23: BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION.
TITLE 24: SUBDIVISION. AND TITLE 30: ZONING

OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE. AND THE DOWNTOWN ENCINITAS SPECIFIC

The Citv Councii of the City of Encinitas. California. does ordain as follows:

SECTION ONE:

That Title 23. Title 24 and Title 30 of the Encinitas Municipal Code. pursuant to Ordinance
96-07 adopted April 24. 1996 and reintroduced herein as a properly noticed Local Coastal Program
Amendment. is amended to read as follows:
SEE ATTACHMENT A
That Title 30 of the Encinitas Municipal Code is amended to read as tollows:
SEE ATTACHMENT B

That the Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan is amended to read as.follows:

SEE ATTACHMENT C

SECTION TWO:

That. after its independent review and using its independent judgment. the City Council
finds the project will not generate any adverse environmental impacts. and a Negative Declaration is
herebv adopted in conformance with CEQA.

This ordinance was introduced on September 10. 1997.

SECTION THREE:

The City Clerk is directed to prepare and have published a summary of this ordinance no
less than tive days prior to consideration of its adoption. and again with fifteen (13) days tollowing
adoption. indicating the votes cast.

EXHIBIT NO. 1

APPLICATION NO.
ENCINITAS

. LCPA 2-97
City Ordinance

/ A= 30 | & c.itomia Coastal Commission




PASSED AND ADOPTED this 8th day of _ October, 1997 . by the

tollowing vote to wit: .

AYES: Aspell, Cameron, Davis, DuVivier
NAYS: None '
ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Bond

[

Jo avis, Mayvor of the City of
nitas, California
ATTESTATION AND CERTIFICATE:

[ hereby do cerify that this is a true and correct copy of Ordinance No. 97-17, which has been
published pursuant to law.

Deborah Cervone. City Clerk

Clerk of e City of Encinitts
mmdgf“m'imWM




Ordinance 97-17
Attachment A"
(Ordinance 96-07 adopted Aprii 24, 1996)

NOTE: Code text is highlighted with shading, starf is not proposing © change any language in
Qrdinancs $6-07.

Title 23: Buiiding and Ceastruction Amendments
1. Chapter 23.08. Design Review

(a) Section 23.08.010, Subsection A(3), per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of deteting the
Community Advisory Beards, is amended (o read as follows:

37" Ehcoutage: the: preservation. of the. distincr. and” individual. charscter o the
warious: communites,.. previousty: know: as. Communi ;'Adwsqr)x Board. Dutncxs
through the:prudens adxmmsunueu ot thxs Chagxeran&the esign Revxe:w Gulu'zﬁnes.
(Ord 96-07) i i

(b) Section 23.08.040. Subsection B. per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of delenng rhe
Comumunity Advisory Boards, is amended 0 read as follows:

B, The Planning Commission i3 muthorized i render finai detc:mmanuu ouarx
apphc:mon fora Design Review Peomicfor a project:
which requires a fihal determination by die City: Co

(c} Secuon 23.08.040. Subsection C. per Ordinance 96-07, with the tntent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended 1o read as follows:

o¢ 4> ¢

C..  Upon receipr of an advisory recommendarion: frony: the: Planning Commission.
the:City Council is. anthorized. to render a final’ dewzmmﬁsmn Oran:. application:for
Dﬁxgn Réview Permir for a project which. contains: one: ot more: COMpONETS: that
require-a final determinarion by the City Council. (Ord 96-07)

(d) Section 23.08.040. Subsection D. per Ordinance 96-07. with the iment of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is repealed.

{e} Section 23.08.060. Subsection C. per Ordinance 96-07. with the iatent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

C..  When the appiication has been received and properly noticed, the Direcror shail
render a tinal determination or the Direetor shall place the. maner. on the agenda of the
Planning Commission. (Ord 96-07)

(f) Section 23.08.060. Subsection D. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Comumunity Advisory Boards. is amended 10 read as follows:

Di - Following the pubtic hearing, the Planning Commission may, by majority vate;
approve; disapprove in accordance with the. provisions of this Chapter or conditionally
approve anapplication. for Design Review Permit. A maximum of two. hearings can be
teld:.; Additional. heanngs van be bield ifequested by the applicant, (Ord 96-07). :

(g) Secton 23.08.060. Subsection G. per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards, is amended to read as follows:

ﬁ'&é@iiﬁepr "

(h} Section 23.08.070, Subsection A. per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of deleting the
Conunuaity Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

supporcthe acncn. (Ord 96»—07)

(i) Section 23.08.140. Subsection C. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended 1o read as follows:

€5 Afinal dewermination. made under this Séction shall beeffeciive fifleen calendar
days thiereatier unless an appeal® is filed:. The:Planning, Commissionand City Council
shall benotified of the final determination.. (f the derermination is. that.the construction
is: mmutbmanc: thes proporent. may procsad: auhc proponent’s own nsk. during the
appesl: period.. The proponent or any aggrieved: person may request 2 meeting, of the
Arbirration Committee.. may appeal. or:may apply for a.modificadon of the. Dwgn
Review Permit. [*See Chapter 1.12.010 throughi 1.12.060). (Ord 96-07)

1}) Section 23.08.200. Subsection C. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Compunity Advisory Boards. is repealed.

. Chapter 23.40. Floodplain Management Regulations

sy Seetion 23.40.030. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the Community
Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:




23.40.030 Appeals.

. The. Planning. Commission shail hear: and. decide: appeals. amd Tequests for
variatians . from: the: requxrexmnxs of this. Chapxer and: sha.ll hcar midncxde appcals
when it is alleged. there:is an emror in.any requirement; decisi
by the €ity Engineerin the enforcement or admirnistatic

&
Q not subjest 1o, ﬂoodmg or mmdamag;,

I The compatibility of the. pmpcsed use: with: exisring. and .anticipated
development:.

8. The refatonship of the: proposed. use. to»(hc comprehensive. plan: and
floed plain. management program. for thatarea;.

9:  Thesafery of aecess w the: property” it ume of flood for ordinary and
emergency vehicles:

10, The expected. heights. velocity, duration,. rate of rise, and. sediment
tansport of the flood warers expeciad arthe site;and.

LI.. The costs of providing governmental services during and after: :1ood
sonditions. inchuding maintenance and: repair of public utliries aqd, facilities
such as sewer, gas, eiectrical. and. water system.. and swests and. bridges. (Ord
96-07)

C. " “Generaily, variations may be: fssued fbr new - Construction. and. substarial
improvements o be erected on a fot of. ane-half acre or less: in size contignous w and
sumounded: by lots with, existing: structures: constucted. Below: the. base flood level,
providing subpars. [ duough. 11 of Subsection & B above have:been: fully considered.
As;tie fou size mcmws beyond. one-half: acre.. the rechmcnl jusnﬁcauon rcﬂmmd tor
issuing the varadon increases. (Ord96-07) : :

(b) Section 23.40.060. Subsection A. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

mm ”ofdus Section. (Ord 96-07)”

Title 24: Subdivision Amendments
t. Chapter 24.01. General Provisions

{a) Section 24.01.040. Subsection A. per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of defeting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

A- Ther Commumity: ‘Development Director is. aiabiorized” to. render a fihal
determination: on-an: application. for: the crmuon or tr.vtsmu o ‘a. minor subdxvmm
(Ord 9607y

It That has not been referred:to. the: Planning: Cbmmzssmn ar another
agency t'ur a final determigation: ami

2 T}m is. 0ot: part of 2. project.. . componenr of which. requires’ firal
approval by cither the Planning Commission or the City Council.

{b) Section 24.01.040. Subsection B. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
C”ommumw Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

B.  The-Planning Comumission shall be. the authorized. agency to render a. fifial
determination. on 2. major subdivision (creation or revession) that. is aot part of a
project..an element of which requires approval by tie Ciey Council. (Ord 96-07)

fcy Section 14.01.040. Subsection C. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Communiry Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:




C... The Planning Commission:is the-advisory agency and. the:City; Council is.the:
authorizing agency 10 render-a. final determination on. an application for a:subdivision

that is part of a: project. an element. of which requires approval by lhc Clty Coungcil.
(Ord 96-07)

(@) Section 24.01.040. Subsection E. per Ordinance 96-07, is recodified as Subsection D.

(e) Section 24.01.040, Subsection F. per Ordinance 96-07. is recodified as Subsection E.

2. Chaoter 24.70, Lot Line Adjustments

£

e

o¢

(a) Section 24.70.040, Subsection E. per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

conducung a nouccd. publxchcanng; TﬁeDucr:mrumy Id’a: p
makmg afinal’ determination: which: shall. be: nouced.,acco g. tnolhc pmvxs:ons of
Chapter 30.01 as: modified by; this: CBapter... The:Director: may: refer:
with a recommendarion; to the Planning Comxmssmm (Qrd 96:07)

(b) Section 24.70.040, Subsection F, per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

{c) Section 24.70.040. Subsection G. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as toilows:

G..  The Planning Commission shall make a: final determination os. the: application
when authorized.. Otherwise: the Planning Comnussmrr shall mak: amcommcndatxon
to:the. City Council. (Ord 96-07)

(d) Section 24.70.040. Subsection H. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

H.  Ifthe Planning Commission: hias made: a. recommendation,. the: Director: shail
cause: the filed application ta be presented.at a.noticed: public hearing conducted by the:
City Council which shall render a final decisions. (Ord 96-07)

te) Section 24.70.040. Subsections [ and J. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. are repealed.

() Section 24.70.070. Subsection C. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Communty Advisory Boards. is repealed.

Title 30: Zoning
1. Chapter 30.16. Residential Zones

Section 30.16.020. Subsection B(2). per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deletng the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

specqva apphc_xuu
bein. information

2. Chapter 30.20. Commercial Zones

Section 30.20.020, Subsection A(6)(a) is repealed and Subsection A(6)(b) through A(6)(f) are
recodified accordingly, per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of deleting the Community
Adyvisory Boards.

3. Chapter 30.34; Special Purpose Overlay Zones

(a) Section 30.34.020, Subsection C, per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

c, DEVELOPMENT PROCESSING. AND APPROVAL.. fnaddition. to findings.
and. procssmg requirements: otierwise: apphcable, the: fol!owmg establishes specific
processing: and: finding; requirements: for’ proposed. developmext: within: the: Caastal.
Bluff Overl y Zone. The:Planning Commission: shall. be the aufiorized. agency: for
d: granting discrerionary-approvals. for proposed. developmenc: within the:
Coastal BHff Overlay Zone.. Recommendations. to the: Planning; Commission shall
come: tmm staff'and qualified City Consultants; (Ord 96-07)

(b) Section 30.34.030. Subsection A, per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

Al A‘._BPLIC.‘-\BILITY . The: Hillside/Inland. Bluif Overlay Zane: regulations shall
apply: to: all’ areas within the. Special.Study Overlay Zone:where site-specific analysis
indicates: thar ten. percear (10%) or more of the: area of a-parcet. of land exceeds 25
percenrslope:  The Planning Commission: shall be the authorized agency or reviewing
and: granting. discredonary approvals for proposed development within the
HillsidesInland Bluif Overlay Zone: (Ord 96-07)




4. Chapter 30.34. Off-Sweer Parking b:  The location of said signs shall be: determined’ by Planning Commission:’ and
shalt: be; locnted invan arez which is in accordance:: with thie intent.of the: provisions of

Section 30.34.05Q. per Ocdinance 96-07. swith the intent of deleting the Comunity Advisory this Chapter:. in .the opinion of the: lemmg Comm:sston, m keepmz w:m x.he
Boards. is amended to cead as follows: aschitectural design of the shopping center:. (Ord 96-07) '

30.54.050 Parking R:quxmnen:s for Joint Use... Thelemmg Lamx:mssmn may,.upon 7. Chagter 30.72; Zoning Amendmeat

applicaiion by the owner or lesses of any'pronc:w ‘auttiorize the | 1oxm:use of parking.

facilities. by the Ioilowmgusworacn owe (O Section 30.72.020, Subsection C, per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of deleting the
9607 .. 3 ) Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

3. Chapter 3037, Requirements for Processing Conditional Use Permits for Hazardous Waste

Faciiities.

Section 30.37.070, Subsection C(3) per Ordinance 96-07, with the intemt of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

8. Chaprer 50.74; Use Permits

(a) Section 30.74.040 Authority w Grant Permits per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of
deleting the Commaunity Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

o

D 6. Chapter 30.60. Signs

)
(a) Section 30.60.100 Subsection B(4), per Ordinance 96-07, with the inent of deleting the o
Community Advisory Boards. is amended o read as follows: iat requires a Minor Use Permitpand.
Q 4. Sign program for Mult-Tenant Buildings.. Sign: pmgxamsslwll be requited for _ 2. . Does.noc.contain any component which. requires-a. final. determination
all. buildingg with six or more tenants... Sign programs:shaik remain: in foree until 2 new ffom the Planning Commission or: City Council. (Ordi. 96-07)

program: is.submined and approved.. Signs. wnhmapp:ovedngn programs: shalli be: : 8..  The Pluming Commission is. authorized 1o mdc;aﬁm&dewrmmoumm
required w obtain permirs,. aubuumpphcablef’e:s and: mcom‘ummlce witlithe application fBi: tise Pennit for 2 Projecrz(Qrd.. 96-07) " . o
approved sign progrant. Appearance. bcfomm!’lmmg -is. not: reqtmui

uniess so determined. by the: Director; of Comrannity; Devciopmcm Sign. programs B Thatrequires 2 Use Permit desigpated: as a. P!an Developmem Pcnmt,

shalll imegrate- with. the: architecturs of the: building. complex;. mniudmg such elements Major Use Permic or. Coastal Use: Permitrand e

as. size;, color; locarion. and:consunction. material... wa,sxgn program. is: 1 éncourage

excellence in.design allowing for crearivity.and ar in signage:. X'sign program may be , %% Thar does not conmin one.or. more corponents which requires a nmi

approved. which: varies from the. specific. limitations: of” the: sign. ordinance. if the dcmuunamn by the City Council: (Ord.. 96-07)

Planning Commission finds that unusual. circumstances: sm:h as. architecrure: and: site

design are preseat.. (Ord 96-07) - €. Upon mcexpt af advisory recommendations from: the Planning Commission: the
Ciry Couneil is auchorized 10 cender a.final determination:ox: il other applicarions: for.

tb) Section 30.60.100. Subsection Fi3)(b). per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting Use Pemmit. (Ord.. 96-07)

the Communicy Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:




0% =\ L

(b} Section 30.74.060 . Procedure. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended 1o read as follaws:

30.74.060 Procedure.

A, ‘ﬂm OWTIer. OF. (h: ewncr $ amhonz:d agent,. of thc r&i property: 011 which: the

F.  Following the public hamug, the:Planning Commi oI may, By majority. vote,
in.accordance witky the. provisions of this: Chapter; appro dxmppmve, conditionafly
approve;.or continue the consideration:of the application... If the Planning Commission
has: advisory” jurisdiction;. die: Planning. Commission. will :end:r an. advisory
recommendation to-the City Council. (Ord 9607} : )

G: - Uponreceiprof the advisory recommendation. tmxn the: Pianmng Comrmsswm
the: Director shall set.the application for. Use Permit.as a. mmcw., public: heanng for: zixc
next: available mesting, of the:City Council.. Following: the: public: hearing;. duCTty
Council. may, by majority vote: in’ accordance with. the” provisions: of  tiis. Chapter.
approve. disapprove. or conditionaily approve, or conrinue. the: consideraion of the
application. (Ord 96-37)

5

. )

(<) Section 30.74.070 . Subsecion A. per Ovdinance 96-07, with the intent of deleung the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

A. A final deermination: on the application. for a Use Permic. shall be made; by
writtent. resolution if by the: E!:mmmz Commission or by votice of determination if by
the Direcror; serting forth the facts which support the action: (QOnd 96-07)

(d) Section 30.74.105. Subsection C, per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as tollows:

9. Chaopter 30.78, Variances

(a) Section 30.78.020. Subsection A(2), per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

AR § mpanent whick fequives a. final d:!e:mmauon
Emm the: Plamnng Comxmssmrmr Cm}c Coungil: (Ord 96-07).

{b) Section 30.78.020, Subsection B. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended 10 read as follows:

Bi..  Except as otherwise: provided:in. this: Chaprer.. the: Planning. Comxmsszon is:
authorized: to render a final dciennxmotx on an appin.:mon ﬁor vananc: for'a project:
(Ord.96-07)

{¢) Section 30.78.020, Subsections C and D. per Ordinance 36-07. with the intent of deleting
the Community Advisory Boards. are repealed.

{d) Section 30.78.024. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the Community
Advisory Boards. {s amended (o read as follows:

Section 30.78.024. Procedure..

A.  The owner. or the owner's authorized agent. of the. teal property on. which: the
varignce:is requested shall make application 10 the Director on a torm approved by the
Direcior. To be recsived, the applicadon. must be accompanied by a liling fee in an.
amount. set.. from time: o time; by vesohution. of the City Council, together- with
whattever-additional plans and fnformation: the Director deems necessary © accomphsh
the purposes of this Chapter..(Qrd 96-07) . :
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B. " The Director shalll provide: 1o ttie applicant the- date: tmes: and: places: for
consideration of the applicador:: The. applicant shall cnmplcu: the: mm:mg and: file a
declaration of notice by mail with the Director. (Ord 96-07). e

C.  Whensheapplication has besa received and properly notced, the Direcror shall
pince the matrer on the agenda of the-authorized:body. (Ord 96-07) . }

. 24
approvc., or contirue: the: consxdnmnon oﬁthe agphcnu

() Section 30.?8.040. Subsection A. per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

A A fnal dererminarion gxanung&\l’anm e b: nok
when . the: Director . is: the.” granring. anthority,. by soliition:
Commission is the-granting authority, andbymso 11 W
Variance:on appeal. (Ond:96-07) ” ‘

(N Section 30.78.100 per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the Communicy
Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

30.78.100 Appeals. A final dewrminadon: by the Director or the Planning
Commission:under the authority of this Chapier may be:appealed o the City Council'in
accordance: with. the procedures specified. in. this Code:. (S¢e: Chapter 1.12) (Ond:96-
o7y 3 ;

10. Chapter 30.80, Coaswal Development Permit

{a) Section 30.80.020. Subsection B. per Ordiriance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended o read as follows:

8.  Except as otherwise provided in. dhis Chapter, the Planning Commission is
authorized © render a finai derermination. for Coastal. Development Permit. (Ord:96-

o

{b) Section 30.80.020. Subsection C. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is amended to read as follows:

€. Upon consideration. of the: Plnning. Commission... the.. City. Council i
authorized. 1o render-a: final determinarion. for- Coasxai Dc:vc{opmcm Pcmms forthe
following application types: (Ord 96-07) v o

{c) Section 30.80.020. Subsections C and D. per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of deleting
the Community Advisory Boards. are repealed.

(d) Section 30.80.080. per Ordinance 96-07, with the intene of deleting the Community
Advisory Boards, is amended 1o read as follows:

(e) Section 30.80.140. Subsection B and Subsection B(1), per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent
of deleting the Community Advisory Boards. is amended (o read as follows:

&, The natice of final action: shalf include: dmnom:e of: decision. by the
Director. and. the: resofution by the: Plonning; Commxssson or: City Council
conwining conditians. of approval. if any;.and’ wmtm finidings supporting: the:
action, and the procedure for appeal 1o the: Coasml Commission for appealable

projects. (Ord 96-07)




() Secuon 30.80.150. Subsection A. per Ordinance 96-07. with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. ts amended to read as follows:

Al A Coastal Development Pérmit decision rendered. by the Director, or Planning
Commission may be.appealed to the City Councii in:accordance with the procedures.in
the Code. (Ses Chaprer 1.12). (Ord 96-07) )

(g) Secuon 30.80.150, Subsections B and C, per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of deleting
the Community Advisory Boards. are repealed.

(h) Section 30.80.150. Subsection D. per Ordinance 96-07, with the intent of deleting the
Community Advisory Boards. is recodified to become Subsection B.

0s 2 b




Ordinance 97-17
Attachment “B”
Proposed Title 30: Zoning Amendments

NOTE: Code text as recommended by the Planning Commission is highlighted with shading, new
text is_underlined and deleted text is-stuek-out. ‘

1. Chapter 30.04; Definitions:

(a) “Accessory Living Quarters” definition is repealed.

(d) “Congregate Care Facility™ is amended 1o read as follows:

eicmiv" andfor hanmcanpcd gersons. :ae&aéme

cemma:: dmmg rcom- :







(1) “Cosmetic Design Studio™ definition is added to read as follows:




*

{n) “Lot Area” is repealed.




(t) “Time Share Use™ definition is added to read as follows:

2. Chapter 30.08: Zones:

Section 30.08.010, Subsection B is amended to read as follows:

5. Chapter 30.09. Use Matrix:

(a) CONGREGATE CARE FACILITY / ASSISTED LIVING 7/ BOARD AND CARE is amended to
read as follows: (Prohibited in all zones not listed)

current | -
proposed P P P P X X P

| RR-RR2 | R3-RS11 | RII-R15 |R20-R23 | MHP | OP | P/SP
current X | C | C | C | X X i C
proposed | Cm | Cm | Cm | Cm | X X | Cm




ADD TOUSE MATRIX

BONGR

RR-RRZ | R3-RSI1 | RII-RIS |R20-R25 | MHP | OP | PISP
current | | | | | I
proposed |  C l c | c | C X ¢ | C

(b) CONVALESCENT HOME / SKILLED NURSING FACILITY is amended to read as follows:
(Pronibited in all zones not listed)

| RR-RR.. | R3- RSll ! R11-R15 | R20- R..S | MHP OP P/SP

curent | X c | C | C | X X C
proposed | C cC | c | c | X ¢ | C

(c) DWELLING UNIT, CARETAKER - ACCESSORY TO THE PRINCIPAL USE: is amended to
read as follows: (Prohibited in ail zones not listed)

Add new F ootnote where prohlblted

RR.RRD IRJRSIIIRHRL TR0R25 | MHP | OP | LC

I
current | X X | X 1 X X | X | X
proposed i X*xxx ' X**** ‘ X**** I X**** X*"* ‘ X**** , ) Gl
GC | VSC LI l BP | P/SP ERFOS | LLC | LVSC
P | P P | P P Cm*** | X | X
P*** | P*** P*** ' P*** P*** l Cm*** ' Xt*** I X****

(d) GROUP CARE HOME: is amended to read as follows: (Prohibited in all zones not listed)

GROUP CARE HOME T
I RR-RR2 | R3-RS11 | RI1-R13 | R20-R25 | MHP op | P/SP

» |
current | C | cC | C | C I X | C | C
posed | P | P ! P | P | X I X | P

/5 o 39




{e) Restaurant (w/ no alcohol sales) is amended to read as follows: (Prohibited in all zones not listed)

current

proposed |

g t
»* L

| residential OP LC | GC VSC LI BP
current X C C C C C Cm
proposed X Cm* Cm Cm Cm Cm Cm*
P/SP ER/OS LLC LVvSC
current X X
proposed X X -

* Permitted as anaccessory use:..

(g) “Rest Home (7 or more)” and “Rest Home/Convalescent (6 or less)” are repealed.

(h) Time-share project is added 10 the following zones: (Prohibited in ail zones not listed)

| residential GC VsC e
current |
proposed X C C C




-

4. Chapter 30.16. Residential Zones
. (a) Secton 30.16.010 Subsection E is amended to read as follows:

CCESSORY 4.S’IRUCTURES I all’ residential.

5. Chapter 30.20. Commercial Zones
(@) Section 30.20.010. Subsection C(3), is amended to read as follows:

5:::1,« i ALl Sl“ﬁlﬁ-“ m assocmed w:lth the hmldmzs and szte shaﬂ be: mtemed,m‘

regufatmns cam'amedm Chamere@»—&.% m

(b) Section 50.20.020, is added to read as follows:







v

6. Chapter 30.34. Speciai Purpose Overlay Zones

. {a) Section 30.34.040. Subsection B(3) is amended to read as follows:

7. Chapter 30.46; Temporary Uses

(a) Section 30.46.020. Subsection [ is added w0 read as follows:




(b) Section 30.46.130. is added to read as follows:

8. Chapter 30.48: Accessory Use Regulation: |
(a) Section 30.48.040. Subsection L. is repealed.

(b) Section 30.48.040. Subsections M through CC are recodified accordingly.

>0 o 3¢




(c) Section 30.48.040 Subsection W(3) is recodified as Subsection V(4) and is amended to read
as tollows:

9. Chapter 30.54: Off-Street Parking:

(a) Section 30.54.030. Subsection A. is amended to read as follows:

Time-Share Projects




(b) Section 30.34.030 Subsection B. is amended to read as follows:

10. Chapter 30.60, Sign Regulations:

(a) Section 30.60.060, Subsection L, is amended to read as follows:

() Signs making, use: of lights w: convey the: effect. of movement... oF
flashing, intermittent. or~ variable intensity nzhnmz. or: become a
dxsuacuomhazam to drivers; s&all ot be permmed.’ e; :

- Design Review: by the- ~ fon.




o









{1. Chapter 30.72, Zoning Amendments

Section 30.72.060, is amended to read as follows:

13. Chapter 30.74; Use Permits

(a) Section 50.74.040, Subsection D, is amended to read as follows:

20 A 30




Ordinance 97-17
Attachment “C”
. Downtown Encinitas Specific Plan Proposed Amendments

NOTE: Code text as recommended by the Planning Commission is highlighted with shading, new
text is_underlined and deleted text is-sruetkout.

Chapter 3. Use and Development Regulations. Subsection 2. Development Standards is amended to
read as follows: '

2. Minor Use Permit.
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ENCINITAS

LCPA 2-97

Visitor-Serving
Commercial Sites

N
EXHIBIT NO. 2
APPLICATION NO
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City of Encinitas Visitor Serving Commercial Zones
(VSC, LVSC, D-VSC AND D-VCM)

Site Number | Existing Land Uses Zoning Site Acreage
(Approx.)
1 Vacant - Approved For LVSC 4.3
Hotel/Resort (131 Units)
2 Vacant- Constrained VSC 1.93
3 Restaurant VSC 2.9
4 Office VSC 42
5 Single-Family Dwelling VSC 45
6 Chevron Station VSC 2.60
7 Texaco Station VSC .61
8 Shell Station VSC 91
9 Holiday Inn Express LVSC 1.43
10 Cozen’s Site (4 Single- D-VCM 1.90
family dwellings, 2
Warehouse buildings and-an
Auto Repair Shop)
11 Radisson Inn and Ciao Luna VSC 3.57
Restaurant
12 Budget Motel and Denny’s VSC 4.18
Restaurant
13 Derby House Site (3-4 D-VSC 44
Dwelling Units)
14 Vacant - Constrained LVSC 2.39
15 Thrifty Station VSC 1.33
16 Country Inn and Texaco LVSC 2.76
Station/Car Wash
17 Chevron Station, Pancake VYSC 3.21
House and Encinitas Self-
Storage
18 Charlie’s Restaurant, Beach VSC 2.53
House and Chart House
19 Kraken Bar, Plastino Office VSC 3.40
Building, former Nectar Surf
Shop, Ki’s, Waterfront
Office Building, Jay’s
Seafood and Las Olas
Restaurant
Totals 41.26
EXHIBIT NO. 3
APPLICATION NO.
ENCINITAS
LCPA 2-97
Visitor-Serving Commerciall
Site Descriptions

ECalifomia Coastal Commission



SUMMARY OF EXISTING ENCINITAS HOTEL, MOTEL, B&B, TRATLER PARK AND CAMPGROUND SITES

Hotels/Motels
Site 1 Royal Motel 9 1 ac. Leucadia GC $25 $25 James Kressen
1488 N. Hwy 101 7534534
254-054-5600 .
Site 2 Ocean Inn Motel 50 Sac. | Leucadia GC $49-59 $44-54 Sherec Ratliff
1444 N. Hwy 101 436-1988
254-054-7200 .
Site 3 Leucadia Beach Motel 21 3ac, Leucadia GC $30-50 $30-50 Pat Bell
’ 1322 N. Hwy 101 942-7461
254-222-5100/254-222-5200
Site 4 Pacific Surf Inn 30 TJac. | Leucadia GC $48 $37 Vickie Monroe
1076 N. Hwy 101 436-8763
254-292-2300 .
Site 5 Vacant 8 .Jac. | Leucadia GC Unknown | Unknown | Unknown
" | 960 N. Hwy 101
254-313-0100
Site 6 Holiday Inn Express 100 1.4 ac. | Leucadia LVSC $59-64 $49-54 Morgan Hanley
607 Leucadia Blvd. 944-3800
256-122-2100/256-122-6100
Site 7 Econolodge 30 Sac. Old Encinitas GC $35-50 $35-50 Manager
410 N. Hwy 101 436-4999
256-272-15
Site8 - ' | Encinitas Lodge 38 Sac. | Old Encinitas GC $30-65 $30-65 Shaun Lee
186 N. Hwy 101 944-0301
256-392-1100
Site 9 Moonlight Beach Hotel 24 4ac. | Old Encinitas GC $40-60 $40-60 - | Chin Liao
233 Second St 7530623
258-034-1900
' Site 10 Radisson Inn 9% 3.6 ac. | Old Encinitas VsC $89-105 $79-95 Christina Wagor
. >l 85 Encinitas Blvd. ' : 9427455
§ g(rs M 3| 258-090-19 ‘
B |o O % cC|X Site 11 Budget Motels of America 124 4ac. | Old Encinitas VSsC $34-57 $29-47 Ken Voss
g Slo ; 2 Olm 133 Encinitas Blvd. 944-0260
alZhe s ; 258-090-2600 |
§ oy - (z) o) Site 12 Motel Villa Mar 15 "2ac. | Old Encinitas D-CM1 $45-50 $4045 Amado Quintanilia
2 15|19 5 ot B 960 First St. : 753-1267
g |2 o|H 258-182-0700




C F?Z

]

otel/Mote

Site No. Name/Address/APN Unit Acreage CAB Area Zoning Summer Winter Contact
Count | (approx,) Rates Rates

Site 13 Country Side Inn 102 2.5ac. | Cardiff LVSC $75-80 $60 Kevin Clark
1661 Villa Cardiff Dr. 944-0427
260-323-1200/260-323-1600

Site 14 Cardiff-by-the-Sea Lodge 17 2ac. | Cardiff GC $105-250 | $105-250 | James Statser
142 Chesterfield Ave. 944-6474
261-032-2700

B&B's «
Site 15 SeaBreeze Bed & Breakfast 5 3ac. Old Encinitas R3 $75-150 $75-150 Kirsten Richter
121 N. Vulcan Ave, 944-0318
256-420-2200

= Fa

o B
Trailer Parks ‘

Site 16 Trailer Rancho 57 28 ac.* | Leucadia R25 $22 Same Sylvia Carnuthers
1549 Vulcan Ave, 753-2741
254-052-1100 ,

Site 17 Riviera Mobile Home Park 20 S5ac.* | Leucadia RS $20-22 Same Joe Curry
699 N, Vilcan Ave. 753-3333
256-100-4400

Site 18 Shamrock Trailer Park 30 2 ac.* | Old Encinitas GC $25 $25 Debora Blue
152 N. Hwy 101 753-4101

Campgrounds

Site 19

San Elijo Campgrounds
S. Hwy 101

171

21.3 ac. | Cardiff

ER/OS/P

$17-22

$14-19

Information Booth

436-6601

* Total acreage of park including non-transient occupancy space and common usage areas.




-

Hoteis/Motels

1 Inns of America 126 $43-50 $33-40 Don Erbe
I-5 & Poinsettia Lane, Carlsbad 931-1185
2 Motel 6 - Poinsettia 160 $30-36 $27-33 Tim Riness
750 Raintree Drive, Carlsbad 431-0745
3 Ramada Inn Suites 121 $109-149 | $49-89 Ralph Giove
751 Poinsettia Lane, Carlsbad 438-2285
4 - Carisbad La Costa Traveiodge 127 $45-75 $40-70 Bill Carzajal
760 Macadamia Drive, Carisbad 438-2828
5 Motel 6 - Palomar Airport 142 $30-36 $27-33 Gary & Kathy
6117 Paseo Del Norte, Carisbad Scher
438-1242
6 Pea Soup Anderson Best Western 144 $69-389 $49-69 Cindy Jenson
850 Palomar Airport Rd., Carisbad 438-7880
Hotel/Motel. S et e SR R N} S s
Total = | . cocERES oo Tt 820
Campgrounds '
1 South Carisbad State Beach 221 $17-22 $14-19 Information
Campground. .
o Total.

Transient Unit.

Total

L of 3
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