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TO: PLANNING COMMISSION
FROM: Coarey Simon, Senior Planner
DATE: Navember 13, 2007

SUBJECT: Public hearing to review proposed zoning text amendments lo the
Martinez Municipal Code Chapter 22.36; Off-Street Parking Proposed
changes include modifying the regulations governing the storage of
vehicles and the parking of recreational vehicles (“RV’s”) within 2
minimum required fronl yard.

The Draft Ordinance, for which the Commission will make its final
recommendation to the City Council, incorporates the direction given by
the Commission at the last hearing of October 9, 2007

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt PC Resolulion No. 07-15 recommending to the City Council adoption of an
Ordinance amending the Zoning Crdinance, Title 22, Chapter 4 {(*Definitions™) And
Chapter 36 (“Off-Street Parking”) of the Martinez Municipal Code Relating to Yard
Definitions, Cammercial and Recreational Vehicle Parking, Parking Design Criteria, and
Mobile Storage Containers,

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The proposed text amendments are categorically exempt from the requirements of
CEQA under 15305 — Class 5; Minor Alterations in Land Use Limitatians.

BACKGROUND and DISCUSSION

At the QOctober 9, 2007 hearing, the Commission’s consensus (on a 4-2 vole) was thal
the City should adopt restriclions on the parking of Recreational Vehicles ("RV’s") on
residential properties (meeting minutes are provided as Attachment B). The current
draft ordinance (Attachment C) is the result of four Commission hearings, beginning in
February 2007, when a total ban of RV parking in front yards was proposed. The
Cammission began the process of developing RV parking regulations at the request of
the City Council, which has received complaints from lhose residents who find RV's in
their neighbors’ front yards (especially when excessive in size and/or in numbers)
unsightly. Furthermore, large RV's placed tco close to the sidewalk can operate to
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impede sighl distances which have the potential to result in a safety hazard to
pedestrians and motorists. Balancing these aesthetic and safety concerns are the
legitimate desires of RV owners to park their RV's on their property, without having to
bare the inconvenience and cost of off-site storage. And in reaching a comprise
between these conflicting parties, the City Attorney had directed the Commission to look
al solutions Lhat could be implemented without a discretionary application process that
would require “special permits” (i.e. a process with cansistent standards for compliance
and no need for “applications” lo be made) [t should be recalled that the City's past
attempts at “special permits” (which ended at the request of the City Attorney in 2003)
lead to an indefensible situation of inconsistent standards and enforcement, which were
largely determined solely by the immediate neighbors of the RV owner requesting the
permit.

The focus of mosl debate over the past months has been on how to maintain some
limited opportunities for RV parking within the front yard, as the Commission quickly
reached consensus that a complete ban an front yard parking would be too restrictive
Conversely, the Commission found that in most all cases, RV’s should not be parked on
driveways providing access to reguired garage parking, or on “front lawn” areas in the
middle of the yard. The resuiting compromise now before the Commission would allow
limited RV parking in the front vard: A "Parking Pad” may be paved between the
driveway and the nearest side property line and all but “oversized” RV's {defined as
being either over 35 length or 12’ in height) may be parked or the pad, sc long as a
minimum setback of 5' is maintained. (the final consensus on parking pad rules is
illustrated in Attachmenl A}

A final point of discussion by the Commission was its desire to "grandfather” those RV's
that were given discretionary permits prior to 2003, but would not conform to the newly
prapcsed parking restrictions, The following language has been included in the draft to
reflect the Commission direction to staff:

Amortization of Legal Non-Conforming Uses

A In cases where a lawfully issued parking pad permit was issued by the City of Martinez
prior to May 2003, the parking of a Recreationat Vehicle requlated under the provisions
of this chapler, pursuant to that lawfully issued parking pad permil shall be considered a
legal non conforming use, subject (o the amortization provisions of subsection B beiow

B Any parking of a Recreational Vehicle regulaled under the provisions of this chapter,
which is a legal non-conforming use, pursuan!t to subsection A above, shall be subject to
an amortization period expiring upon the occurrence of either of the folfowing:

1. The original permit holder sells, transfers, or vacates the sutyect property; or

2. The original permit holder increases the size (lenglh or height) of the originally
permitted recresalional vehicle

Upon the occurrence of 1 or 2 above, any Recrealional Vehicle parked upon the
property shall fully comply with ail of the parking regulations of this chapter.

The full text of the draft ordinance is provided as Attachment C for Planning
Commission consideration, as well as a draft Planning Commission Resolution wilh
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findings for a recommendation of approval to the City Council.

ATTACHMENTS

“A” Graphic showing proposed parking pad

“B™ October 11, 2007 Planning Commission meeting minutes

“C" Draft ardinance to be considered by City Council

Draft Resolution recommending approval of proposed Zoning Code amendments

F WCommunity Developmaniill ProjecisiMuniopsl Code ChengesiFronl Yard 8 RV ParongiRVParkingRew-PC-2007 11 13-4 deC
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ATTACHMENT B

PLANNING COMMISSION REPORT, NOVEMBER 13, 2007

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES

CITY OF MARTINEZ
PLANNING COMMISSION
REGUI.AR MEETING
October 9. 2007

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

The meeting was called to order by Chair Mark Hughes at 7:08 p.m , with all members
present except Commissioners Avila and Busby, who arrived after roll call, and
Commissioncr Korbmacher, who was excused.

Staff present: Deputy Director, Communily Development, Albert Lopez, Senior Planner
Corey Simon, and Code Enforcement Officer Bill Dillard.

REGUILAR ITEMS

Front Yard & RV FParfang

Public hearing to review proposed zoning text amendments tot ch Martinez
Municipal Code Chapter 22,36 Off-Strect Parking. Proposed changes include
placing himitations on the parking of recreational vehicles within the mimimum
requiired front vard of residentiul lots. The proposed maximum lengths of RV's to
be permitted has been adjusted as per the Julv {9, 2007, Community Workshop.
The Planning Commission will make its recommendations to the City Counctl,
witich will consider the possible amendments at a future date 10 be announced,
(Continued from September 'l 2007)

Applicant: City of Martinez (C5)

Chair Hughes noled the itcm was continued from the last meeting, noting there had been
good discussion with respect demonstrated towards all viewpoints.

Commussioncr Busby entered and was scated at the dais.

Deputy Dircetor, Community Development, Albert Lopez presented the staff report,
discussing the background, areas of agreement, and ordinance options for the
Commission to consider. He also revicwed the next steps in the process, including
recommendation to the City Council
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Commissioncr Burt mentioned the issuc of the smaller lols in the downtown. Senior
Planner Corey Simon reviewed new provisions for downtown areas. Commussioner Burl
asked aboul long narrow driveways, and Mr. Simon said the regulations would allow for
one pad alongsidc the driveway; if there is no room, it would not be allowed. He
acknowledged it would not preclude a person from applying for a variance

Commussioner Kluber asked about attachment B's definilion for reercational vehicle
(laken from the DMV) that excludes boat, motoreyele and jet ski. Mr Simon noted that
the Cily Atlormey had scparated (hosc items out, bul they are covered in a different
section of the ordinance.

Commissioner Kluber asked about the variance process; Mr. Lopez said 1t would start at
the zoning administrator level, and would progress if appealed.

(Commissioner Allen asked for greater clarification on when a vanance would be
appropiiate, which Mr Lopez provided, noting (here should be something unigue aboul
the property. not the RV itself. He noted that findings for 1 vanancc arc dilficult to
makc, generally spcaking.

There was some discussion among the Commission and slaff about dillicullics with
"discretionary™ approvals,

Public hearning opened.

RUSS IIOLT expressed concern about a cookie-culter approach  He also noted that
Antioch residents have hired legal assistance to fight thal cily’s RV ordinance, He
questioned why no onc is complaining about derehet cars, yet there is all this concemn
over the appearance of expensive RVs.

VICTOR DARMER asked about the variance possibilities for his 22" RV, which has
been parked by his house long-term and has not presented salely problems. He
recommended a 07 sethack. He also expressed concern about storage costs.

DIANE ESSARY said her only remaining concemn is the setback issue, which shouldn’t
be morc than 5’ since there aren’t similar provisions for SUVs and pick-up campers.

Commissioner Avila enlered and was sealed at the dais.

JERRY ANSELMI made editing recommendations - particularly references to
"aesthetics”. He noted that an appellate court in Ohiv disallowed zoning regulations for
aesthetic reasons. He recommended that the pad be required to be well-maintained and
free from accumulation of waste material (there is provision in the cxisting ordinance
that should be carricd aver)  He also noled that some homes do not have adequate space
by the garage, but there is space on the other side of home, and RV parking should be
allowed 1n these situations. He commended stafl for a job well-done.

S1EVE SCHEYE, downtown recsident, cxpressed concern about tnfringements on
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personal liberties. He questioned whether there should be any ordinance al all and
recommended a simpler one if absolutely necessary, only addressing safcty and health
concerns. Ile commented that people who enjoy boating and RVing should be allowed to
store their cquipment near their home - Martinez is a town near the waler and should
accommodate its residents. He doubted whether the majority of voters would support the
ordinance and suggested putting il on Lthe ballot

TOM HARREAS, Antioch organizalion representative (RVPRA), commented on the
nced to distinguish between health/safely issues and aesthetic issues. He noted that the
city council of Antioch is considening a bailol measurc. He also commented on the
potential loss of license fees to the Cily. He agrecd the 57 setback should be applied
equally to all vehicles in driveways, not singling out RYs.

Mr. Holl asked for clarification as to whetlier the ordinance would only be complaint-
driven Mr. Lopez deferred to Code Enforcement Officer Bill Dillard  Mr. Dillard
mentioned there would likely be a grace period to allow compliance, but evenlually there
would be some proaclive review by Code CEnforcement.

Ms. Essary clarified her understanding of the Cily Altorncy's comments on the issue al
the last mcecting

Mr. Darmer asked when the ambiguilies would be settled. Chair Hughes said if the
ordinance is adopted, it will become law and should be followed.

Mr. Ansclmi asked whether lhe ordinance would be "no-fee", as was intended with the
previous ordinance but not held to. He asked for some wording, (o that effect (for
variance process, elc).

Sceing no [urther speakers, Chair Hughes closed the public hearing.

Commissioner Kluber asked about the parking pad requirements mentioned by Mr
Anselmi. Mr. Simon clarified it was in the ordinance already

Commissioner Kluber said the City has done an excellent job o[ eralting an ordinance "in
the middle " He agreed with (he concerns aboul scthacks and was supportive of option 2.

Commissioner Busby queslioned whelher there can be two recreational vehicles in a

yard Mr Lopez said the City would only be regulating the front yard area, nol side or
back yards. There would be no limit on the number of RVs allowed on a property, just
their size

Commuissioner Allen asked about exisling permits. Mr. Lopez said there was

a grandfather clause in the staff report, Mr. Simon reviewed its provisions. (Mr. Lopez
noted later Lhat it had been omitled from this slafl report, but proposed provisions were in
the previous staff repaort.)

Commissioner Allen asked if current permits would comply with this ordinance. Mr.
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Simon said most will. but some may nol.

Commissioner Allen said she thought no RVs should be parked in the front yard, which
originally was an option proposed by staff, but not now. She said there was not much
difference lor her with 57, 107 or 07 sclback 1l parked in the front yard. She
acknowlcdged this was a current issue for many jurisdictions. including the county, and
she discussed their screening requirements. She was concerned about existing "eyesores
thal will nol be impacted by this ordinance since it may allow them.

Cominissioner Allen said she still felt there should not be RV parking in front yards.
although there should be specific exceptions. She also indicated that a grandfathering
provision 1s imponaol to honor those who have existing permits. She noted that

most present lonight are RV owners, but they are not representalive of all RV owners, or
other segments of the public.

Commissioner Avila commended staff for the great ordinance and efforl. She said il was
a very generous ordinance, and much less restrictive than before. She could support
either of the options presented by staff.

Commissioner Burt agreed this draft was less restrictive than originally, and she also
acknowledged the timeliness and controversy of the 1ssue. She noted however that there
has been a solid effort in Martinez to Iry to come together in the nuddlc  Her concem
was with the variance issue becausc there needs to be some way for excepttons. She
expressed preference for Oplion 2, with a 37 setback.

Chait Hughes acknowledged his original preference for a more restriclive ordinance
allowing no parking in the front vard setback. He was morc supportive now of option 2,
but questioned whether 1t would address imost of the current complatnts. Mr. Lopez said
not necessarily, although he felt it was a good compromise ordinance also

Chair Hughes also agreed grandfathering was a needed component, and that it should be
fee-free. Mr. Lopez said the variance cost is minimal - only a few hundred dollars. He
noted that the Comrmission ts not able to waive lees arbitranly, however

Commissioner Bushy asked how many permits were issued. She also asked what would
happen with pending ones. Mr Lopez said those could be grandfathered as well,
although there could be questions since they were never acted on.

Commissioner Bushy said she agreed with Commissioner Allen that there should be a
more restrictive selback requirement,

Commissioner Kluber said 1t was not an aesthetic issue for him - well-mamtained
properties with neighbors that get along will have less code enforcement issues,

On motion by Frank Kluber, seconded by Anamarie Avila Farias, the Commission
present voted to recommend that the City Council approve proposed zoming text
amcndments ta the Martinez Municipal Code Chapter 22.36; Off-Street Parking, as
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outlined in Option 2 presented by staff (including provisions for grandfathering of current
pad permits, limited lo original owner and original vehicle (or one of similar or smaller
size).

Motion passed 4 -2. Yes: Mark Hughes, Harriett Burt, Anamarie Avila Farias, and Frank
Kluber., No: Lynette Busby, Donna Allen (Commissioner Korbmacher absent).
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ATTACHMENT

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MARTINEZ
AMENDING SECTIONS 22.04.442, 22.04.600, 22.36.080 (A)}8), AND ADDING
SECTIONS 22.04.092, 22.04.362, 22.014.443, 22.04.630, 22.36.082, 22.36.084,
22.36.086, 22.36.220 OF THE MARTINEZ MUNICIPAL CODE RELATING TO
YARD DEFINITIONS, COMMERCIAL AND RECREATIONAL VEHICLE
PARKING, PARKING DESIGN CRITERIA, AND MOBILE STORAGE
CONTAINERS

WHEREAS, one of the basic objectives of the City’s Zoning regulations is (o promoic
the public health, safety and welfare and (o foster harmonious and workable relationships
between land uses; and

WHERFEAS, the cne of the specific purposes of the City’s zoning regulalion of ofl-street
parking is to ensure Lhat off-streel parking arcas do not negatively impact their
surroundings; and

WHEREAS, the proliferation in the number and size of rcereational vehicles in the yards
ol residential propertics has aggriecved some ncighbors, who find such vehicles, 1n
excessive numbers or size, out of character with their residential setling; and

WHEREAS, cxcessively large recreahional vehicles parked within the front yard and
inmediately adjaccat 10 the sidewalk may operate to impede sight distances which has
the potential to result in a safety hazard to pedestrians and motortsts; and

WHERFEAS, the City wishes to balance the above concerns over safcty and acsthetics,
with the wishes of recreational vehicles owners who would desirc to have and/or retain
the ability to park such vehicles on their property; and

WHEREAS, with the adoption of limits as to the size, number and location of where
recreational vehicles can be parked, impacts to pedestnan and motorisl safety and
neighborhood image can be amcliorated while providing reasonable accommodalion to
recreational vehicle owners; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the Cily af Martinez, held duly noticed public
hearings on February 27, April 24, September 11, and October 9, 2007 (o review drafis ol
the proposed regulatiens; and

WHEREAS, at the request of the Planning Commission, the City held an additional
public outreach meeling on July 19, 2007, to provide the public with an additional forum
to discuss the proposcd repulations; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Martinez, held a duly noticed
public hearing on November 13, 2007 o review the linal draft of the proposed
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regulations and found thal the proposed ordinance was consistent with thc Martinez
General Plan, and applicable Specific Plans and recommended approval of the proposed
ordinance to the City Council of the City of Marntinez; and

WHEREAS, on Decemnber 5, 2007 the City Counci! of the City of Martinez held a duly
noticed public hearing on the proposed ordinance; and

WHERKEAS, the City Council finds that adoption of the proposed ordinance is consistent
with the General Plan. the Downtown Specific Plan, Alhambra Hills Specific Plan,
Central Martinez Specilic Arca Plan, (Old) Alhambra Hills Specific Area Plan. Hidden
Lakcs Specific Arca Plan and John Muir Parkway Specific Are Plan and including, bul
not limited to the General Plan objective of preserving and enhancing the residential
character of the City’s ncighborhood’s; and

WHEREAS, the adoption ol the proposed lext amendments is categorically exempt from
the requitrements of CEQA, under Section 15305 of the CEQA Guidelines; and

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIIL. OF THE CITY OF MARTINEZ
DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Section 22.04.092 of the Martinez Municipal Code is hereby added to
read as follows:

22.04.092 Commercial ¥ehicle

“Commerctal Vehicle” shall have the same meaning as set forth in the California Vehicle
Code us the same may be amended [tom bime to lime, cxcept that Commercial Vehicle
shall not include a Pickup Truck as defined in the California Vehicle Code as the samce
may be amended from time to lime.

SECTION 2. Section 22.04.362 of the Martinez Municipal Code is hereby added to
read as {ollows:

22.04.362 Mobile Storage Container

“Mobile Storage Container” means any enclosed or partially enclosed storage slruciure,
including, but not limited to. cargo or shipping containers, "P’OD” units, and othct pre-
[abricated structures intended [or the storage or transport of goods

SECTION 3. Section 22.04.442 of the Martinez Municipal Code is hereby amended
to read as follows:

22.04.442 Recreational Vehicle

A. “Recreational Vehicle” means each of the following as dclined in the California
Vehicle Codg, as the same may be amended from time to time:
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1) All Terrain Vehicle;
2) Bus;

3) Camp Trailer;

4y Camper,;

5) Fifth-wheel Travel Trailer;
6) Golf Cart;

7) House Car;

8) Motor Truck;

9) Schoolbus;

10) Semitrailer;

11) Snowmaobile;

12) Tow Truck;

13) Trailer;

14) Trailcr Coach,

15) Trailer Bus;

16) Truck Tractor;

17) Utility Trailer;

18) Youth Bus

B. Recreational Vehicle shall also mean any of the following;

1) Horse Trailer;

2) Off road Motorcycle,

3) Boat;

4) Jet Ski or other Watercraft

SECTION 4. Section 22.04.443 of the Martinez Municipal Code is hereby added tn
read as follows:

22.04.443 Recreational Vehicle, Oversized

“Qversized Recreational Vehicle” means any Recreational Vehicle, as defined 1n section
22.04.442, thal exceeds either: a) a height of twelve (12) feet; or  b) a length of thirty
five (35) feet,

SECTION 5. Section 22.04.600 of the Martinez Municipal Code is hereby amended
to read as follows:

22.04.600 Yard, Front.

"Front yard" means a yard extending across the full widlh of a site, the depth of which
contains all areas between the fronl property line back to the wall(s) of the building
which are parallel or generally face the front property line. The minimum required front
vard is an area extending across the full width of the lot belween the front property line
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and the minimum required setback distance. as required by the applicable zoning disincl
standards

SECTION 6. Section 22.04.630 of the Martinez Municipal Code is hereby added to
read as follows:

22.04.630 Yard, Street-Side Side

"Street —side side yard" means a vard extending from the front yard to the rear property
line, the depth of which centains all arcas between the side property line of a comer lot
back Lo the wall(s) of the building which are parallel or generally face the side praperty
line. The minimum required side yard on the street side of a corner lot is an area
exlending across the full length of the lot between the sirect side properly line and the
minimum required streel side yard selback distance, as required by the applicable zoning
district standards.

SECTION 7. Section 22.36.080 (A) (8) of the Martinez Municipal Code is hereby
amcndcd to read as follows:

22.36.080 Parking--Design Criteria.
8.  Parkimg areas shall be restricted as set forth in a and b below:
a Restrictions for non-residential properties: For properties in all Zoning
Districts, other than R-and RR- Residential Districts, no parking area

may be located in a minimum required Front Yard or minimom
required Street-Side Side Yard.

b.  Resirictions for residential properties: For properties within R- and
RR- Residential Districts, and for any property not in a R- and RR-
Dislrict with residential use, no parking area may be located within a
Fronl Yard, or Streel-Side Yard, with (he following exceptions and

restrictions:
1 Driveways A rcsidential  drniveway conforming to  the

requirements of Section 22.36.090, which prescribes a
maximum dnveway width of 24" width and that a dniveway is
not to exceed 30% of the width of any lot, and subject to the
limitations prescribed in Section 22.36 085.

i Parking pads. A paved area or “pad” parallel lo a driveway;
and subject to the limilations prescribed in Section 22.36.085
A Front yard parking pad may oaly be located between the
driveway and the nearesl interior side property line. A parking
pad may not be located between the driveway and the
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secondary street of a corner lot, or belween the dnveway and
the farther of the two interior sidc praperty lines; and may not
exceed a width of 127

m Strect-side side yards A paved area or “pad” may be permitied
within streel-side side yard of a lot, subjcct to the screening
requirements and limitations of Section 22 36.083.

v Deep front vards. WNotwilhstanding the limitation prescnbed
for parking pads in subsection ii above, a parking area or “pad”
may bc localed in front yards areas that are 507, or more,
behind the property line.

v, Paving Surfaces. For parking areas and pads other lhan
driveways, permilled surfaces may include gravel and/or
decomposed granite in addition o concrelc and asphall
surfaccs.

SECTION 8. Section 22.36.082 of the Martinez Municipal Code is hereby added to
read as follows:

22.36.082 Parking—Where Permitted on Residential Property
A. Parking of Licensed and Qperable Vehicles Permilted. Except as limiled in Section

22 36 085 B-C below, licensed and operable motor vehicles may be parked in the
following areas:

1. Drnveways. On any approved residential driveway,

2. Parking pads On a paved area or “pad” parallcl to a driveway. Vehicles on such
a pad musl be parked perpendicular to the street, and such vehicles may not block
access to garage.

3. Streel-side side yards. On a paved area or “pad” within streel-side side yard of a

lot, subjeet o the screening requirements and limitations ol Sechion 22 30.085B-
C.

4 Deep front vards. On a paved area or “pad” in front yards areas that are 50°, or
more, behind the property line.

B. Parking on non-paved surfaces is prohibited. Notwithstanding any provision hereol]
the parking of vehicles on-unpaved surfaces 1s prohibited.
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 Lumitations on Parkane of Recreationil and Commicnal YVelveles

1. Front vards and street-side side vyards. No Recreational Vehicle or
Commercial Vehicle shall be parked within the front yard or street-side yard
of any property zoned R or RR or upon any property with a residenhial usc for
more than a 72-hour period, with the following exceptions and resirictions:

i Parking pads. A single Recreattonal Vehicle as defined in section
22.04 442, may be parked adjacent to the driveway on a permitted
paved area or pad provided that the Recreational Vehicle is parked a
minimum of five (5) feel behind the back ol sidewalk, or {ive (5) lect
behind the front property ling in cases where there is no sidewalk.

b. Parking in R-1.5, R-2.5 and R-3.5 Zoning Districts. In addilion to
parking on parking pads, a single Recreational Vehicle may be parked
on lhe driveway of a two-car garage of a residence in the R-1.5, R-2.5
and R-3.5 Zoning District, provided that: a) such a Recrcational
Vchicle does not block access to the one required covered parking
spaces within the garage and b) the vehicles meets the selback
requirements prescribed above for parking pad usc

¢. Sireet-side side yards. Recreational Vehicles may be parked within a
Strect-side side yvard provided such vehicles are behind a 6 feet tall
solid fence, in locations where such required screening 1s permilted by
Section 22.34.090; Fences, Walls and Hedges.

d. Deep Front Yard. Nolwithstanding the limitations set forth herein,
Recreational Vehicles and Commercial Vehicles may be parked on
paved surfaces in [ront yards arcas that are filty (50) feet, or more,
behind the front property line.

2 Side and Rear Yards. Reccrecational Vehicles and Commercial Vehicles
may be parked on an approved paved surlace or “pad” within side and rear
yards

3 Oversized Recrcalional Vehicles, Notwithstanding any provision hereof
to the contrary, Oversized Recrecational Vehicle, as defined in Section
22.04.443, may be nol be parked within any front yard, or any minimum
required side or street-side side yard, nor may an QOversized Recreational
Vchicle be parked withun 57 ol a rear property line

4. Un-mounted Camper Sheils. Notwithstanding any provision hereof to the
contrary, un-mounted camper shells, including but not limited to cab-over
campers not mounted within Pickup Truck bed, may be not be parked
wilhin any front yard, or any minimum required, side or street-side side
vard
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5 ¥elucles for the Transportation of Horses Notwithslanding any provision
hereof lo the contrary, Recreational Vehicles used for the transportation of
horses may be parked on any portion of a residential properly in the RR-
Rura! Residential Zoning Districts, provided however, that they shall not
be parked m such a manncr as to result in a safety hazard or which
impedes the site distance of vehicles traveling on public or privale slreets.

6 QOccupancy of Recreational Vehicle. No Recreational Vehicle may be
occupled for living, sleeping or any other purposes while parked per the
limitations listed above; other than a visitors® Recreational Vehicle which
may be used [or the guest’s accommodations for not more than one week

SECTION 9. Section 22.36.084 of the Martinez Municipal Code is hereby added to
read as follows:

22.36.084 Parking - 72 Hour time limit

For the purposes of Chapter 22.36; “Off Street Parking and Loading Facilities”, a %72
haour time petiod” shall mean 2 distinel 72 hour time period, separated by not less than 10
calendar days, in which a rcercation vehicle that otherwise could not be parked within a
front vard. may be parked within such yard for the purpose of loading and unloading and
similar staging activities before or aficr usc of such vehicle.

SECTION ). Section 22.36.086 of the Martinez Municipal Code is hereby added to
read as follows:

22.36.86 Amortization of Legal Non-Conforming Uses

A In cases where a lawlully issued purking pad permit was issued by he City of
Martincz prior to May 2003, the parking of a Recreational Vehicle regulaled
under the provisions of this chapier, pursuant to that lawfully issued purking pad
permit shall be considered a legal non conlorming use, subject to the amortization
provisions of subsection B below.

B. Any parking of a Recreational Vehicle regulated under the provisions ol this
chapter, which is a legal non-conforming use, pursuant to subsection A
above. shull be subject 10 an amortization period ¢xpiring upon the cecurrence of
either of the following:

I.  The original permit holder sells, transfers, or vacales the subject
property; or
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2. The onginal permit holder increases the size (length or height) of the
onginally permitted recrealional vehicle.

Upon the occurrence of | or 2 above, any Recreational Vehicle parked upon the
property shall [ully comply with all of the parking regulations of this chapter

SECTION 11. Section 22.36.220 of the Martinez Municipal Code is hereby added
to read as follows:

22.36.220 Parking-— Mobile Storage Containers

A. Except as provided in subseclion b, below, no Mobile Storage Containcr shall be
placed or parked on any property located in an R or RR zoming district or upon
property upon which is localed a residential use for more than a 72-hour period. A
Mobile Storage Container may be nol be placed upon or parked on a residential
property morc than four (4) times in a calendar year.

B. Long term usc of a Mobile Slorage Container [or on-site storage may be permitted
within side and rear vyards, subject limitations prescribed in Section 22.12.265;
Accessory Struclures.

SECTION 12. Severabhility. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrasc or
portion ol this ordinance is [or any reason held invalid or unconstitutional, such decision
shall not alfecl the validily of the remaiming portions of this ordinance

The City Counct! hercby declarcs (hat it would have passed this and each section,
subsection, phrase or clause thereof irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections,
subseclions, phrase or clauses be declared unconstilutional on their face or as applied,

SECTION 13. Effective date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days afler the
dale of adoption

SECTION 14. Posting. The City Clerk shall cause this ordinance to be published
within fifteen days after its adoption. at least once, with the names of those cily council
members voting for or against the ordinance, in a newspaper of general circulation
published and circulated in the City of Martinez.

APPROVED:
Roh Schroder, Mayor

ATTEST:
Deputy City Clerk
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing ordinance was duly and regularly introduced

at a Regular Meeting of the City Council of the City of Martinez, held onthe ___ day of
_, 2007, and duly passed and adopted at a Regular Meeting of said City

Council held onthe  dayof , 2007, by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

RICHARD G. HERNANDEY, CITY CLERK
CITY OF MARTINEZ

F5Carrmuniey Devebipmen wAll Prajecesunicips] Cade Changes'Fremt Yerd & RY ParkingyCC 2007 11 08 FraceagOrdFINAL doc
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RESOLUTION NO. PC #07-15[DRAFT]

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF MARTINEZ,
RECOMMENDING THE CITY COUNCIL ADOPT AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE
ZONING ORDINANCE, TITLE 22, CHAPTER 4 (“DEFINITIONS”) AND CHAPTER 36
(“OFF-STREET PARKING”} OF THE MARTINEZ MUNICIPAL CODE RELATING TO
YARD DEFINITIONS, COMMERCIAL AND RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARKING,
PARKING DESIGN CRITERIA, AND MOBILE STORAGE CONTAINERS

WHEREAS, one of the basic objectives of the City's Zoning regulations is to
promote the public health, safety and welfare and to foster harmonious and workable
relationships belween land uses; and

WHEREAS, the one of the specific purposes of the City's zoning regulation of off-
streel parking is 1o ensure that off-street parking areas do not negatively impact their
surroundings, and

WHEREAS, the proliferation in the number and size of recreational vehicles in the
yards of residential properties has aggrieved some neighbors, who find such vehicles, in
excessive numbers or size, out of characler with their residential setting; and

WHEREAS, excessively large recreational vehicles parked within the front yard and
immediately adjacent to the sidewalk may operate to impede sight distances which has the
potential to result in a safely hazard to pedestrians and motorists; and

WHEREAS, the Cily wishes to balance the above concerns over safely and
aesthetics, with the wishes of recreational vehicles owners who would desire to have
and/or retain the ability lo park such vehicles on their property, and

WHEREAS, with the adoption of limits as to the size, number and location of where
recreational vehicles can be parked, impacts to pedestrian and motorist safety and
neighborhood image can be ameliorated while providing reasonable accormmodation to
recreational vehicle owners; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the Cily of Martinez, held duly noticed
public hearings on February 27, April 24, September 11, and October 9, 2007 1o review
drafts of the proposed regulations; and

WHEREAS, at the request of the Planning Commission, the City held an additional
public cutreach meeting on July 19, 2007, to provide the pubiic with an additional forum to
discuss the proposed reguiations:; and



WHEREAS, the adoption of the proposed text amendments is categorically exempt
from the requirements of CEQA, under Section 15305 of the CEQA Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Martinez, held a duly naoticed
public hearing on November 13, 2007 to review the final draft of the proposed regulations
and found thal lhe preposed ordinance was consistenl with the Martinez General Plan, and
applicable Specific Plans; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED That the Planning Commission hereby
recommends that the City Council adopt an ordinance amending Title 22, Zoning
Ordinance of lhe Martinez Municipal Code to incorporate said revisions as set forth in
Exhibit A, attached heretc and incerporated herein by this reference

d o ok ok ok koW ok W K

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution duly
adopted by the Planning Commission of the City of Martinez at a regular meeting of
said Commission held on the 13" day of November 2007 by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAINED:
BY:
Mark Hughes

Planning Commission Chair

(_Zgrey M. Simon

Semar Planner
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