City of Palm Springs

Craig A. Ewing, AICP
Diractor of Planning Services

MEMORANDUM

DATE: December 8, 2008
TO: David H. Réady, City Manager
FROM: Craig A. Ewing, Director of Planning Servi

SUBJECT: Inforrﬁation on F’oteﬁtial Subsidence withithe €ity of Palm Springs

On December 3, 2008, the City Council continued the hearing on the Draft Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) for the Section 14 Master Plan. Council member
Weigel asked for a report on the potential for subsidence in the City's vicinity. Attached are
the staff report, press release and executive summary prepared by the Desert Water
Agency (DWA) in July 2008 on the matter.

In brief, the DWA coniracted with the engineering firm of Krieger & Stewart, Inc. to
investigate if any ground subsidence in the Palm Springs area could be detected. The firm
studied over fifty (50) well sites and other benchmarks in Palm Springs using Global
Positioning Satellite (GPS) technology.

The consultants concluded that all elevation changes were less than the margin for error of
GPS technology (1 1/8 inch). Further, elevation changes at each of the benchmarks — both
- increases and decreases were detected — showed no discernable pattern of distribution.

With no significant elevation changes and no clear pattern of activity, the DWA's
- engineering consultants concluded that no apparent subsidence has occurred in the area.

Attached: :
1. DWA staff report, July 1, 2008
2. DWA press release, undated
3 Benchmark Evaluation Report, November 2008 Krleger & Stewart. Inc.
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' STAFF REPORT
| TO
DESERT WATER AGENCY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

JULY 1, 2008

RE: DESERT WATER AGENCY
DOMESTIC WATER SYSTEM SUBSIDENCE STUDY

Earlier this year, Coachelia Va!ley Water District released a report that showed
measurable subsidence in the eastern portion of the valley. The results of CVWD's
report led us to conduct a similar study of our area, as excessive groundwater
pumping can contribute to land subsidence under certain geological conditions, and
land subsidence can have adverse 1mpact5 to both the aquifer and to overlying land
use. :

DWA asked Krieger and Stewart Incorporated (K&S engineering consultants, to
study the elevations of our wells and City of Palm Springs benchmarks to determine
if measurable subsidence had occurred. The study area also included county areas,
-parts of Cathedral City and the Mission Creek recharge basins. The study was
conducted along with other work K&S is performing on our Domestic Water System
General Plan Update.

The data indicated that there has been no decrease in elevation over time in our
area. Therefore, it is reasonable to conclude that no significant subsidence has
taken place in the area.

-The study was conducted by taking elevations of the sites and comparing them to
‘historical data, some dating back to 1962, to determine if the elevations had
changed. The historical data was established with ground surveying methods. This
study compares historical elevations with satellite measurements. The comparison
indicates we are within the margm of error.

K&S used GPS_recewers to make field observations, which were processed using
National Geodetic Survey Online Position User Service—Rapid Static procedure.
This procedure uses Latitude, Longitude and vertical positions for measurement.
The process has an accuracy rating of plus or minus .09 feet (1 to 1/8 inch).

Bob Krieger is with us today to answer any questlons you may have about the
report : .

LaLTIR0ARUSMUMRSAONL
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Desgert Water Agency D E.S E RT WATE R

1200 Gene Autry Trail
Palm Springs, CA 92264
Contact: Katie Ruark, 760-323-4971 ext, 184

PALM $PRINGS, CA—Despite reports of sinking land down valley, Desert Water Agency has confmnad
that land in the Palm Springs area has not seen a decrease in elevation over time.

DWA hired Krieger and Stewart Inc. to conduct a study over several months in 2008, The results showed
no significant subsidence in DWA's service area. Subsidence is the downward movement of the ground
: surface bmught about by consolidation or collapse of the underlying soils.

DWA is constantly monitoring its groundwater pumping, water levels and wells. DWA and Coachella
Valley Water District use recharge basins at Whitewater and Mission Creek to refill the undetground
aquifer with water imported through the Colorado River Aqueduct. Although there was no evidence of-
subsidence in DWA’s area, after CVWD's repm't for its area showed subsidence, DWA was asked by
some to conduct a report.

The difference between the areas is a result of the diverse geology in the Valley. The earth formations in
the west consist of larger materials such as rocks, boulders, coarse gravel and sands, as opposed to fine
sand silt amd clay material in the east.

'Fifty-two locations were studied including DWA wells and some City of Palm Spring benchmarks.
Krieger and Stewart were able to tell if thery had been a change in elevation by comparing the locations to
historical data, some of which dated back to 1962, If they were lower, that would have indicated |
subsidence, '

“It is essential that Dasert Water Agerlcy be aware of the activity happemn,g in our underwater aquifer,”
said general manager Dave Luker. “The aquifer is the main source of drinking water for the Coachella
Valley and we have a responsibility to roaintain it. We must closely watch the groundwater levels to
ensure the valley's water supply. We learnied from this study that our efforts are efficient and are working
to maintain the valley's water supply, but we must continue these efforts in the future,”

DWA also recorded some points for the first time in otder to continue to use them for subsidence
measurement in the future. ’

Krieger and Stowart used global positioning receivers to make field observations. The observations were
pmcessed with the National Geodetic Survey Online Position User Service—Rapid Static procedure
which uses Latitude, Longitude, metric and vertical positions, The data collectzd through these
observations was then compared to historical elevation data to deterrmine if there had been a change.

This process has an accuracy rating of plus or minus ,09 feet.

Degert Water Agency is a public, non-profit agency and State Water Contractor serving a 325-square-mile
area including parts of Cathedral City. outlying county areas, Desert Hot Springs and Palm Springs. An
elected five-member board sets policy and represents the ratepayers.

For more informatian, please contact Public Information Associate Katie Ruark at (760) 323-4971 ext.
184 or knuark @dwa.org, ‘
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DESERT WATER AGENCY

. (760) 323-4971
POST OFFICE BOX 1710 - 1200 GENE AUTRY TRAIL 50UTH
PALM SPRINGS, CA 92263 PALM SPRINGS, CA 92264
DESERT WATER AGENCY
- GPS CONTROL STURVEY
APRIL 2008
AND .
FACILITIES BENCHMARKS
1962-2008
NOVEMBER 2008
Prepared By

'KRIEGER & STEWART, INCORPORATED
ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS -
3602 UNIVERSITY AVENUE
RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 92501
(951) 684-6900

FAEDIE

101-12.2L
{101-12P2-BENCHMARKS-1108)
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BENCHMARK EVALUATION REPORT
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BENCHMARK EVALUATION REPORT

This report contains a summary of the procedures and results of the GPS Control Survey performet by
Krieger & Stewart at the reques{. of Desert Water Agency (DWA), The survey was limited to the arca
within the DWA Service Arca and was performed between January 10, 2008 and March 12, 2008.

A.  PURPOSE OF SURVEY

The pl"imm'y purpose of this survey was to establish a curront baseline of horizontal and vertical
data for DWA well sites. This survey established horizontal control and verified elevations at
DWA well sites that had existing survey contro! monuments and established new horizontal and

vertical control monuments at DWA well sites which had no p'ravious survey control.

The secondary purpose of this survey was to check for possible ground subsidence within DWA's .

Service Area by comparing the newly established vertical baseline data with historical (record)

data.
B.  SURVEY PROCEDURE

Points were surveyéd with Trimble dual frequency GPS receivers with a minimum fast static
occupation time of 30 minutes and a 5.0 second data logging interval. During the field
observation, fivld notes describing the survey control point were prepared and site phatos wers
taken of each survey control point. Where GPS observations on existing control points were not
poss{ble due 10 overhead and/or adjacent site obstructions, an eccentric point, measurable with a
GPS receiver, was set and differential leveling methods were then used to establish the elevation

_ of the existing obstructed point.

GPS Survey observations were then post-processed wtilizing the National Geodetic Survey
fNGS) Rapid Static Online Posificming User Service (OPUS-RS).. OPUS-RS solution reports
provide computed values for latitude, longitude, metric NAVDSS vertical positions with
estimated standard deviations, metric State Plane coordinates (CA Zone 6) along with computed
cunverganc‘e, point .scale, and combination factors, All OPUS-RS reported metric values were
gonverted to US Survey feet (1 meter = 3, 280833 US survey feet). The NGS OPUS-RS Solution

Reports contain a quality indicator, 2 normalized RMS (root mean square) factor, and standard

1
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deviations for all positions reportﬁ,d These factors were evaluated and any points determined to

be of quastionable Aceuracy were re-measured and poﬂ-processad again,

Due to the fact that most record elevations found for the existing survey control points were

based on NGVD29 (National Geodstic Vertical Datum of 1929), the OPUS-RS computed |

NAVDS8 (North American Vertical Datim of 1988) elevations were converted to NGVD29
elevations using the N(_rS program VERTCON 2 13

The NGS program YERTCON 2.8 0, as described nnlme .computes the modeled differsnee in

orthometric heights between North American Vertical Datumn of 1388 (NAVDSS) and the

National Géodttic Vertical Datum of 1929 (NGVD29) for a given location as specified by

latitude and longitude.” ... the VERTCON 2.0 model can be considered accurate at the 2.0 cm

(0.066 sft.) (one sigma fevel)™.!

Based upon an average of the estimated standard deviations for the reported OPUS-RS data, the

accuracy of the horizontal control was computed to be plus/minus 0.02 eft: The accuracy of the

vertical control is also based upon an averag'e of the estimaled standard deviadons for the -

reported OPUS-RS data, but is also combined with the stated accuracy of the VERTCON 2.0

datum conversion program. The accuracy of the vertical control was computed to be plus/minus

0,09 sft.

'

SUBSIDENCE COMPUTATIONS

The computed NGVD29 elevations at each survey control point were compared to NGVD29
record elevations (when available) of the poinis to obtain an indication of possible subsidence

within the DWA Service Area. Record elevations for existing DWA well site control points

were obtained from the Desert Water Apency Facilities Bench Marks October 1994, prepared by
Krieger & Stewart, These record elevations are dated from March 1962 to May 2003. :

For additional comparative purposes, a number of City of Palm Springs Benchmarks were also

measured during the GPS control. survey. These clevations were also compared to record

clevations as referenced in the Benchmark Atlas prepared by the City of Palm Springs. Record

| wNational Geodetic Survey Height Conversion Methodology” prepared by Dennis  Milbert, Ph.D., 05/12/1999,
© hitp://www.ngs.noaa.gov/TOOLS/Vertcon/vertcon html.

22
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elavations for cxisting DWA well site control points were established using differential leveling

methods from the City of Palm Springs Benchmarks,
SURVEY NOTES

DWA is located within a seismically active area of Southern California. Horizontal and vertical
crustal motion, including plalc tcdtaﬁics and ecarthquakes, will have caused variations in the
horizontal and the vertical positions over time betwzen ground based record elovations and GPS
computed elevations.” In the future, when additional dara is added to the survey presented
hereon, Horizontal Time-Dependent Positioning (HTDP) software will be used to address that
motion associated with drifting tectonic plates and earthquakes.” This will allow DWA to update
{or backdate) coordinates from one epoeh date to another epoch date, a process referred Lo as

data homogenization.

Well No. 17 and the Mission Creek Benchmark are not included in the analysis of the elevation
differences due to their remotencss. City of Palm Springs Benchmarks 19-8 and V-3 were also
not included because they appear to have been reset, disturbed, or the rcoqfd data is otherwise

clearly erroneous.
STATISTICAL ANALYSTS AND CONCLUSION

The average clevation difference of the 38 points that were measured and that had record
elevations (excluding Well No. 17 and the Mission Creek Benchmark) was computed (o be
(-)0.14 feet, with a standard deviation of 0.11 feet, indicating that the elevations of the survey
control monuments measured by GPS for this program are, on the average, approximately 0.4
feet lower in clovation than their record elevations. It is important to note that the accuracy of
vertical control for the recent GPS readings, as previousty mentioned, is plus/minus 0.09 feet,

The accuracy of the record data is unknown, but likely to be of lesser accuracy than that of the

recent GPS data.

® ¥Using the HTDP Software o Transform Spatial Coordinates Across Time and Between Reference Frames" by

Richard A. Snay, printed in Surveyving and Land Information Systems, Vol. 50, No. 1, 1999, pp 13-25.

* “Horizontal Time-Dependent Positioning” by Richard A Snay, printed in Professional Survevor Ma_gaziﬁe.

Movember 2003.
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As shown on Fizure 1 and Table 1, the difference between the GPS and record elevations is
essentially randomly distributed spatially and there is no discernable correlation between the
elevation difference and distance from the mountains. This would essentially rule cutany effeet

of formation depth on the observed elevation differences.

Ground surface submdence as a geophysical process, would be axpected to cause decrcasing
ground surface elevations over time. The decreases would not necessdnly be equat at all points
within the subsiding area (i.c. differences in geology could result in differential subsidence);
however, on average, elevalions would be expected to decrease, pot increase, over time,
Therefore, if the mlculated elevation differences set forth herein wore caused by ground surface
subsidence, then there should be a significant correlation between the observed elevation

differences and the amount of time for said elevation differences to develop.

To test the hypothesis that the elevation differences were caused by uround surface subsidence,
the elevation difference was compared to the age of the record el;:vation‘ for cach point
{(excluding Well No. 17, the Mission Creek Benchmark, and City of Palm Springs Benchmarks
19-8 and V-3 for the reasons noted above). Least squares lincar regression analysis of these data
yields a trend line that actually indicates a statistical increase in elevation over time, with an R
value of 0.17 (indicating a relatively wide "scatter” of the data points), i.e. the points with newer
record elevations actually showed, on the average, more of a negative elevation difference than |
the points with older record elevations. If any significant ground surface subsidence had actualiy

taken place as a process over time, the trend line would be expected to indicate a decrease in

elevation over time. Since the data indicate the opposite, they cannot be said to Suppm‘T the

subsidence hypothesis, and it would be reasonable to ponclude that no slgmﬁcant subsidence in

the study area has taken place.

Most likely, the average decreasc in elevation between the record elevations and the, measured
¢levations is due to measurement error. Since the accuracy of the recent GPS meaSurc,mants has
been computed at plus or minus 0.09 feet, most of the contributing error is likely to reside in the

record data,

GPS Control Survey Monument data shects containing measured and record control information

are included in Section I of this report.
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City of Palm Springs
Otfice of the City Clerk

3200 B Tuhquite Canyon Way * Palm Springs, Californin 92267
Tel: (760 323-53204 = Bax: (7003 322-8332 * Weh: www.palmsprings-cigov

NOTICE OF CONTINUANCE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Regular Meeting of December 3, 2008, Public
Hearing ltem No. 1.A.

FINAL SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (FINAL
SEIR) FOR THE SECTION 14 MASTER DEVELOPMENT
PLAN/SPECIFIC PLAN
By a unanimous vote of the City Council of the City of Palm Springs the public hearing
was continued to Wednesday, January 7, 2009, Council Chamber, 3200 E. Tahquitz

Canyon Way, at 6:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as possible.

AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING

State of California )
County of Riverside ) ss.
City of Palm Springs )

|, James Thompson, City Clerk of the City of Palm Springs, California, certify this Notice of
Continuance was posted at or before 5:30 p.m., December 4, 2008, as required by established
policies and procedures.

- |
/ y
James Thompson
- City Clerk

NOTICE OF CONT - Final 5upE|_E|R 1-07-09 _ ]
Post Office Box 2743 * Pulm Springs, California 92263-2743



CITY COUNCIL STAEFF REPORT

(a0 Uy MWL
DATE: December 3, 2008 PUBLIC HEARING

SUBJECT: FINAL SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (FINAL
SEIR) FOR THE SECTION 14 MASTER DEVELOPMENT
PLAN/SPECIFIC PLAN

FROM: David H. Ready, City Manager
BY: Craig A. Ewing, AICP, Director of Planning Services
SUMMARY

The City Council will consider for certification Final SEIR for the Section 14 Master
Development Plan/Specific Plan prepared pursuant to a Settlement Agreement in the
Jane Smith v. City of Palm Springs litigation (Case No. INC 042895) ("Smith Litigation”).
A draft Notice of Determination has been prepared for this action.

RECOMMENDATION:
1. Open the public hearing and receive public testimony.
2. Adopt Resolution No. "A  RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF PALM

SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA, CERTIFYING THE SUPPLEMENTAL EIR FOR THE
SECTION 14 MASTER DEVELOPMENT PLAN/SPECIFIC PLAN."

PRIOR ACTIONS:

On March 31, 2004, the City of Palm Springs City Council approved the Section 14
Master Development Plan/Specific Plan and certified the Final Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement ("EIR/EIS™) for this project. The project and
associated NEPA document were also approved by the Agua Caliente Tribe.

On December 6, 2005, subsequent to the City Council's certification of the Final
EIR/EIS, the Desert Water Agency ("DWA?"), which supplies water the Section 14,
adopted an Urban Water Management Plan (2005 UWMP™"). The 2005 UWMP provides
updated information on the ability of DWA’s to supply future development within its
service area, which includes Section 14 and almost the entire City of Palms Springs.

GL2429.0 1 1




City Council Staff Report December 3, 2008
Section 14 Specific Plan Final SEIR Page 2 of 9

In addition, in July, 2007, the City entered into a Settlement Agreement with Dr. Jane
Smith to resolve the case Smith Litigation. Pursuant to the Settlement Agreement, Dr.
Smith agreed to dismiss her lawsuit against the City and the City agreed to prepare an
SEIR to address the water supply issues related to the implementation of the Section 14
Specific Plan.

STAFF ANALYSIS:

In March 2004, the City of Palm Springs City Council approved the Section 14 Master
Development Plan/Specific Plan and certified the EIR/EIS. Section 14 is part of the
Agua Caliente Tribe Reservation, which isbounded by Ramaon Road on the south, Alejo
Road on the north, N. Sunrise Way on the east and N. Indian Canyon Way on the west.

In May, 2004, Dr. Jane Smith filed a lawsuit against the City alleging that the City failed
to comply with the California Environmental Quality Act ("“CEQA”) and the California
Water Code when it approved the Master Development Plan/Specific Plan and certified
the Final EIR/EIS. The primary allegation in the lawsuit was that the Final EIR/EIS did
not adequately address the Master Development Plan/Specific Plan’'s impact on water

supply.

in July, 2007, the City and Dr. Smith entered into a Settlement Agreement whereby the
City agreed to prepare a Supplemental EIR ("SEIR") that reanalyzed the Master
Development Plan/Specific Plan's impact on water supply.ln accordance with the
Settlement Agreement, City staff retained Terra Nova, an environmental consulting firm,
to prepare the SEIR and a Water Supply Study ("WSS") to assess the adequacy of
water supply sources to serve build-out of the Master Development Plan/Specific Plan.
As the documents discuss in more detail, in 2005 and subsequent to the City Council's
certification of the Final Environmental impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement,
the Desert Water Agency adopted the 2005 UWMP.

The 2005 UWMP provides updated information on the ability of Desert Water Agency to
supply water to future development within its service area, which includes Section 14
and almost the entire City of Paims Springs. Therefore, Terra Nova and the City have
the benefit of a recent and comprehensive Urban Water Management that was adopted
by the water purveyor for Section 14, for purposes of conducting its analysis of water
supply impacts.

Based on the 2005 UWMP and additional research and analysis, Terra Nova was able
to quantify the potential impacts of Section 14 buildout on reasonably available water
resources. Terra Nova's findings are included in the WSS, which was attached as an
appendix to the SEIR. The SEIR relies upon the technical analysis provided in WSS and
other information in the record of proceedings, including the technical reports and
analysis that were reviewed and relied upon when compiling the WSS.

This information provides the basis for the conclusion regarding the adequacy and
reliability of water supply sources to serve build-out of Section 14 pursuant to the
Master Development Plan/Specific Plan. The SEIR determined that adequate water



City Council Staff Report December 3, 2008
Section 14 Specific Plan Final SEIR Page 3 of 9

resources exist to accommodate future development within Section 14 and elsewhere in
the DWA service area.

The City prepared the SEIR to “supplement” and bolster the EIR/EIS’ analysis of water
resources impacts. The purpose of the SEIR is mainly to disclose additional information
about the Specific Plan’s water supply based on the most recent and up to date water
resource data, including the 2005 UWMP. The SEIR also includes a brief discussion of
the other environmental resources that were analyzed in the 2004 FEIR/EIS, but require
no further analysis.

Existing Conditions

The Coachella Valley groundwater basin is a northwest-southeast trending sub-surface
aquifer covering approximately 400 square miles, which generally extends from the
community of Whitewater on the northwest to the Salton Sea on the southeast. The
groundwater basin is bounded by the non-waterbearing rocks of the San Bernardino
and Little San Bernardino Mountains on the north and northeast, and the San Jacinto
and Santa Rosa Mountains on the south and southwest. Although the sediment fill is
estimated to be approximately 20,000 feet thick, the water-yielding section extends only
to depths of a few thousand feet. The total estimated groundwater storage capacity
within the first 1,000 feet of the basin is approximately 36.5 million acre-feet.

Demand for water in the Palm Springs Subarea, which is the basin serving Section 14
and most of the DWA service area, comes from both residential and commercial needs,
and cannot be satisfied through local surface and groundwater supplies alone.
Therefore, in order to assure an adequate supply of water and prevent adverse impacts
associated with the depletion of groundwater reserves in the Palm Springs Subarea and
throughout the Coachella Valley, a groundwater replenishment program has been
implemented.

Artificial groundwater replenishment began in the Upper Whitewater River Subbasin in
1973 and continues today, primarily through the import of surface water. The surface
water replenishment program uses imported supplemental water from the Colorado
River aqueduct in exchange for the DWA and CVWD contract entitlements for State
Water Project (“SWP”) water. In the Final SEIR's responses to comments, it is noted
that, notwithstanding recent litigation that has required reduced SWP deliveries, DWA
and CVWD SWP entitlements represent only a portion of its water supply sources.

The Final SEIR ultimately concludes that despite potential reductions in SWP deliveries,
DWA's water supply, which includes the groundwater basin, would still be adequate to
serve the Master Development Plan/Specific Plan development. Limited additional
artificial recharge is from the release of treated wastewater to spreading ponds and non-
cohsumptive return of irrigation water.

However, demand has frequently exceeded the recharged supply throughout the
Coachella Valley over the past few decades. The cumulative effect has reduced the
total estimated groundwater in storage in the Coachella Valley groundwater basin from
36.5 million acre-feet to approximately 31 million acre-feet. Qver this same time period
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City Council Staff Report December 3, 2008
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the Palm Springs Subarea has experienced a net reduction in water storage of
approximately 220,000 acre-feet, leaving a current estimate of water in storage in the
Palm Springs Subarea at approximately 4.38 million acre-feet. To address overdraft,
water districts and cities throughout the Coachella Valley are implementing a number of
more stringent conservation requirements, including requiring higher water use fees,
and increasing the use of alternative water sources and recycled water. These
measures are aimed at bringing water demand and supply into balance. Desert Water
Agency is a leader in this effort.

Project Impacts

Analysis of the Desert Water Agency's actual Section 14 consumption records over the
past five years shows that existing consumption has reached 1,540 acre-feet per year.
The Final SEIR calculated that the remaining development potential within Section 14
would result in an additional annual demand of 590 acre-feet (if 45 acres of
development within Section 14, which has been approved since the Council adopted the
Master Development Plan/Specific Plan, are excluded) or 739 acre-feet of water (if this
development is included in the demand estimate).

In order to provide a range of future water supply projections three water supply
scenarios were analyzed, consistent with the methodology used to prepare Water
Supply Assessments and Verifications as defined by Senate Bills 610 and 221,
respectively. Under aill scenarios, the SEIR and WSS concluded that the Master
Development Plan/Specific Plan’s water demand could be accommaodated.

The subject analysis also included a review of the 2005 UWMP, the 2007 California
Department of Water Resources estimate of future SWP deliveries, and a reduced
water supply scenario that provides a conservative estimate of future water deliveries
based on the potential outcome of recent federal water resource litigation.

Desert Water Agency's Urban Water Management Plan

The 2005 UWMP was based upon an assumed consistent annual delivery of
approximately 65% of its SWP allocation. This compares to the actual 20-year historic
annual average delivery of approximately 87% of SWP allocation. The Desert Water
Agency assumed a more conservative long-term delivery scenario despite the
historically higher annual deliveries. Assuming Section 14 is built-out over the next 20

years, Section 14's total annual use would represent approximately 3% of the Desert

Water Agency's annual estimated demand.

The 2005 UWMP "normal water year" supply/demand analysis results in a net benefit
(inflow) to the Palm Springs Subarea basin of approximately 60,000 acre-feet by 2030,
substantially adding to groundwater in storage. Under the worst-case "multi-dry years
scenario”, the 20-year model projects a net decrease of groundwater in storage of
approximately 74,100 acre-feet. As a result, the amount of water that would remain in
storage in the Palm Springs Subarea at the end of the 20-year modeled period would
range from approximately 4.28 to 4.44 million acre-feet.

14
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Current SWP Delivery Projections

To arrest the existing overdraft condition of the groundwater basin, DWA injects into the
groundwater basin Colorado River water that is exchanged with the Metropolitan Water
District for DWA's SWP entitiement. Accordingly, the amount of Colorado River water
to inject into the groundwater basin depends on DWA's SWP allocation that fluctuates in
any given year.

As the SEIR addresses in more detail, recent court cases have affected the deliveries of
SWP water to its contractors, including the Desert Water Agency. In December 2007,
the State Department of Water Resources provided estimates of SWF delivery reliability
analysis and has indicated to SWP contractors that they can safely assume a long term
delivery average of 66% of their allocations notwithstanding the more dramatic recent
reductions that have occurred as a result of the litigation.

Utilizing these SWP projections, the 20-year supply/demand model for the Desert Water
Agency's service area was run for several supply scenarios. In order to provide an even
more conservative analysis for each of these projections, the analysis assumes that, in
the first year of the 20-year model the Desert Water Agency will receive 35% of its
allocation of SWP water, followed by four years at 50% of its allocation, and 66% of its
allocation for the remaining years of the modeled period.

Mitigation Measures

The 2005 UWMP assumes conlinuing new development and growth in water demand.-

The Master Development Plarn/ Specific Plan is one of several development areas
throughout Palm Springs that were accounted for in Desert Water Agency's existing and
future demand estimates. The 2005 UWMP has also planned for potential reductions in
SWP deliveries through increased conservation requirements, increased use of
recycled water and purchase of additional water supplies.

In addition, the Section 14 Specific Plan includes design standards and guidelines that
help Desert Water Agency increase water conservation and reduce consumption.
Development in Section 14 will continue to adhere to existing and future conservation
measures, and the project will be required to incorporate the latest water conservation
technology to minimize water use. All development within Section 14 will be connected
to the municipal sewer system and wastewater will be collected and recycled.
Development within the Section 14 Specific Pian will also be required to pay fees to
Desert Water Agency for the purpose of buying additional supplies of water for
importation into the basin. These combined actions will assure that any impacts of the
Section 14 Specific Plan on the groundwater basin will be less than significant.

Alternatives

Three alternatives to the Master Development Plan/Specific Plan were evaluated in the
EIR/EIS. The EIR/EIS analyzed a General Plan/no project alternative, a more intense
alternative, and a less intense alternative. Moreover, the City Council previously
rejected these alternatives when it approved the Master Development Plan/Specific
Plan in 2004. The Final SEIR (Section V.) reviews each of these previously analyzed
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alternatives and updates the prior analysis based on the updated analysis of water
supply impacts.

The primary differences between these previously analyzed alternatives are the location
and intensity of commercial and residential development within Section 14. The only
alternative that could substantially lessen the water demand of the Master Development
Plan/Specific Plan is the less intense alternative. However, this alternative did and still
does not meet the primary objective of the Specific Plan, which is to provide a
framework for future development within Section 14 that will promote economic self-
sufficiency for the members of the Tribe, while supporting development of tribal
government and infrastructure.

In addition to the previously analyzed alternatives, the Final SEIR analyzed an
alternative site alternative, which generally contemplates the development of an
approximately 200 acre master plan on Indian lands located north of the I-10 as
opposed to Section 14. However, as noted in the Final SEIR, the “more exposed nature
of these lands and increased sand and wind make such an alternative impractical.”
Moreover, the development of an equivalent project at an alternative site does not
substantially lessen or avoid water supply impacts.

Summary of Analysis

Build-out of the Section 14 Specific Plan will not have a significant direct, indirect or
cumulative impact on local water supplies ¢or the Desert Water Agency's ability to
provide domestic water 10 Palm Springs' Section 14, or the rest of its service area. The
various supply/demand analyses in the Final SEIR and associated Water Supply Study
clearly indicate that a safe and reliable range of resources for domestic water will be
available for the next 20 years and beyond. The certification of the subject Final SEIR
will satisfy the requirements set forth in the Settlement Agreement associated with this
project.

Environmental Review

Pursuant to the Settlement Agreement, the Final SEIR focused on the availability of
water supplies to serve the Master Development Plan/Specific Plan. That study
concluded that adequate water supplies do and will exist to serve Section 14 and other
development in the DWA service area. The project’s potential water demand will also be
minimized through the implementation of mitigation measures set forth in the Final
SEIR. Potentially significant environmental impacts resulting from this project will be
reduced to a level of insignificance.

Fiscal Impact
No fiscal impact has been identified.
Findings of Fact

Staff requests that the City make the following findings, as they are also set forth in the
attached resolution, certifying the Section 14 SEIR:
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That the SEIR has been prepared and processed in compliance with the State
CEQA Guidelines and the City's implementation procedures and reflects the
City's independent judgment and analysis. The City Council has independently
reviewed and considered the information contained in the EIR/EIS as revised by
the SEIR and finds that it adequately describes and addresses the environmental
effects of the Section 14 Master Development Plan/Specific Plan.

That the City determined, based on the circumstances set forth in Public
Resources Code §21166 and 14 Cal. Code of Regulations §15162, that a
Subsequent EIR was not required; however, the City determined that a
"Supplement” to the Section 14 Master Development Plan/Specific Plan Final
Environmental impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (‘EIR/EIS”) was
required to update and expand the analysis of the Section 14 Master
Development Plan/Specific Plan's impact on water resources. The SEIR
concluded that the EIR/EIS adequately assessed the Section 14 Master
Development Plan/Specific Plan's impact on all other environmental resources.

Based upon the SEIR, the comments received thereon, and the entire record of
proceeding relating to the SEIR and the Section 14 Master Development
Plan/Specific Plan update,, the City Council finds as follows:

WATER SUPPLY
(D Facts:
a. The SEIR analyzes water supply impacts in Section Ill. As noted in the

SEIR, DWA presently relies on multiple water supply sources to serve water
demand within its service area. These supplies include, underlying groundwater
from the Palm Springs Subarea of the Upper Whitewater River Subbasin, surface
water, imported Colorado River water pursuant to an Agreement with
Metropolitan Water District to exchange DWA's State Water Project allocation,
and recycled water.

b. Regarding the local groundwater supply, in 1964 the California
Department of Water Resources estimated that the Palm Springs Subarea had
approximately 4.4 million acre-feet of water in storage. Since the Department of
Water Resources’ estimate approximately 50 years ago, demand has exceeded
the recharged supply in the Palm Springs Subarea and has resulted in a net
reduction in water storage of approximately 220,000 acre-feet, leaving a current
estimate of approximately 4.18 million acre-feet of water in storage in the
Subarea.

c. Build-out of the Master Development Plan/Specific Plan would result in an
additional annual derand of 590 acre-feet (if 45 acres of development within
Section 14, which has been approved since the Council adopted the Master
Development Plan/Specific Plan, are excluded) or 739 acre-feet of water (if this
development is included in the demand estimate).
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d. The SEIR and the Water Supply Study conclude that DWA's has sufficient
water supplies to serve this additional demand through at least 2030. The SEIR
and W55 analyzed several different scenarios, ranging from a normal water year
scenario to single and multiple dry year scenarios. Under each of these
scenarios, the SEIR and WSS concluded that sufficient water supplies to serve
build-out of the Master Development Plan/Specific Plan. The SEIR and WSS
also utilized different assumptions regarding the availability of State Water
Project in light of recent developments that resulted in across reductions of State
Water Project water. Even under the most conservative scenarios that assume
significantly less State Water Project water than has historically been allocated to
DWA, DWA would have an adequate overall water supply to accommodate
future demand within its service area, including Section 14.

e. The SEIR also includes a comprehensive discussion regarding the
significant water conservation measures that DWA, CVWD, and the City
implement that will further reduce water demand in Section 14 and throughout
the City and DWA service area. (See SEIR, Section 1II.C) In addition, the SEIR
identifies general conservation measures that shall be imposed on all future
development within Master Development Plan/Specific Plan area. Collectively,
tehse regulations and mitigation measures will further reduce demand on water
resources and minimize impacts. The mifigation measures identified in the SEIR
have been incorporated into the Section 14 Master Development Plan/Specific
Plan pursuant to the adopted Mitigation Monitering and Reporting Program.

(2)  Finding:

a. The Master Development Plan/Specific Plan would have a less than
significant impact on water supply. Nonetheless, the SEIR identifies additional
mitigation measures that will further reduce water supply impacts and these
measures are hereby adopted.

4, The Project will not be detrimental to the health, safety, or general welfare of the
community, either indirectly, or directly, in that no significant unmitigated impacts
were identified in the subject SEIR.

5. The Project will not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife population to drop below self
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number, or restrict the range of, rare or endangered plants or animals or
¢liminate important examples of the major periods of California history, or
prehistory.

6. There is no evidence before the City that the Project will have the potential for an
adverse effect on wildlife resources or the habitat on which the wildlife depends.
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7.

10.

1.

12.

13.

o

The Project does not have the potential to achieve short-term environmental
goals, to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals, as no significant
effects on environmental factors have been identified by the SEIR.

The Project will not result in impacts, which are individually limited or
cumulatively considerable when considering planned or proposed development
in the immediate vicinity, as development pafterns in the area will not be
significantly affected by the Project.

The Project will not have environmental effects that will adversely affect the
human population, either directly or indirectly, as no significant unmitigated
impacts have been identified which would affect human health, risk potential or
public services.

The City Councit has fully considered the Final SEIR and the comments received
thereon.

The Final SEIR reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the City
Council.

The location of the documents which constitute the record of proceedings upon
which the City Council decision is based upon is in the Palm Springs City Hall,
Development Services Department, 3200 East Tahquitz Way, Palm Springs, CA
92262,

A Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP), which is incorporated in the Final SEIR,
Is hereby adopted pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21081.6 in order to
assure compliance with the mitigation measures during Project impiementation.

. :.;'(:,_{_,,ﬂ.,..-t'. X 11,7/'/,,*

o Eving, AEP iIson/ -
r of Plarning Services Assistant City Manager, Dev't Services

T ———— =
_,_:;Z“,_f?:}w:;
David H. Ready,

City Manager

Attachments:

1.
2. Draft Resolution Certifying Section 14 Final SEIR

Draft/Final Supplemental EIR for Section 14 Specific Plan
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RESOLUTION NO. _

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PALM
SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA CERTIFYING A SUPPLEMENTAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS REPORT FOR THE SECTION 14
MASTER DEVELOPMENT PLAN/SPECIFIC PLAN
(CASE NO.: STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 1997061005)

WHEREAS, on March 31, 2004, the City Council of the City of Palm Springs (“City")
approved the Section 14 Master Development Plan/Specific Plan and certified the Final
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (“FEIR/EIS”) for this
project; and,

WHEREAS, on or about May 3, 2004, Dr. Jane Smith filed a Preemptory Writ of
Mandate and Complaint for Declaratory and Injunctive Relief against the City
chailenging the City Council's approval of the Project and certification of the FEIR/EIS
based on alleged violations of the California Environmental Quality Act, including, inter
alia, alleged deficiencies in the FEIR/EIS' analysis of water supply impacts (“Section 14
Litigation”); and,

WHEREAS, on or about July, 2007, the City entered into a Settlement Agreament with
Jane Smith to resolve the Section 14 Litigation, which included a requirement that the
City conduct further review and analysis of the Master Development Plan/Specific
Plan's impact of water supply in & Supplemental EIR (“SEIR"); and,

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Settlement Agreement, the City has prepared the
SEIR to disclose additional information and analysis regarding the Master Development
Plan/Specific Plan's impact of water supply; and,

WHEREAS, the City has prepared this SEIR in compliance with California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines, California Code of
Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et. seq., (CEQA Guidelines): and,

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Settlement Agreement, all appropriate notices
relating to the Final SEIR have been published in the Desert Sun and sent to the Office
of Neighborhood Involvement to ensure that Dr. Smith, members of the public, and
other public agencies received notice of the SEIR and had an opportunity to review and
consider the SEIR; and,

WHEREAS, on December 3, 2008, the City Council held a duly noticed pubiic hearing
to consider the approval and certification of the SEIR; and at which hearing the Council
received and considered a staff report, associated documents, and public testimony
both oral and written; and

WHEREAS, upon hearing and considering all testimony and arguments, if any, of all
interested persons desiring to be heard, said City Council did make the following
findings to certify said Final SEIR;
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That the SEIR has been prepared and processed in compliance with the State
CEQA Guidelines and the City's implementation procedures and reflects the
City's independent judgment and analysis. The City Council has independently
reviewed and considered the information contained in the EIR/EIS as revised by
the SEIR and finds that it adequately describes and addresses the environmental
effects of the Section 14 Master Development Plan/Specific Plan.

That the City determined, based on the circumstances set forth in Public
Resources Code §21166 and 14 Cal. Code of Regulations §15162, that a
Subsequent EIR was not required; however, the City determined that a
“Supplement” to the Section 14 Master Development Plan/Specific Plan Final
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (“EIR/EIS") was
required to update and expand the analysis of the Section 14 Master
Development Plan/Specific Plan's impact on water resources. The SEIR
concluded that the EIR/EIS adequately assessed the Section 14 Master
Development Plan/Specific Plan’'s impact on all other environmental resources.

Based upon the SEIR, the comments received thereon, and the entire record of
proceeding relating to the SEIR and the Section 14 Master Development
Plan/Specific Plan update,, the City Council finds as follows:

WATER SUPPLY
(1) Facts:

a. The SEIR analyzes water supply impacts in Section 1ll. As noted in the
SEIR, DWA presently relies on multiple water supply sources to serve water
demand within its service area. These supplies include, underlying groundwater
from the Palm Springs Subarea of the Upper Whitewater River Subbasin, surface
water, imported Colorado River water pursuant to an Agreement with
Metropolitan Water District to exchange DWA's State Water Project allocation,
and recycled water,

b. Regarding the local groundwater supply, in 1964 the California
Department of Water Resources estimated that the Palm Springs Subarea had
approximately 4.4 million acre-feet of water in storage. Since the Department of
Water Resources’ estimate approximately 50 years ago, demand has exceeded
the recharged supply in the Palm Springs Subarea and has resulted in a net
reduction in water storage of approximately 220,000 acre-feet, leaving a current
estimate of approximately 4.18 million acre-feet of water in storage in the
Subarea.

c. Build-out of the Master Development Plan/Specific Plan would result in an
additional annual demand of 580 acre-feet (if 45 acres of development within
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Section 14, which has been approved since the Council adopted the Master
Development Plan/Specific Plan, are excluded) or 739 acre-feet of water (if this
development is included in the demand estimate).

d. The SEIR and the Water Supply Study conclude that DWA's has sufficient
water supplies to serve this additional demand through at least 2030. The SEIR
and WSS analyzed several different scenarios, ranging from a normal water year
scenario to single and multiple dry year scenarios. Under each of these
scenarios, the SEIR and WSS concluded that sufficient water supplies to serve
build-out of the Master Development Plan/Specific Plan. The SEIR and WSS
also utilized different assumptions regarding the availability of State Water
Project in light of recent developments that resulted in across reductions of State
Water Project water. Even under the most conservative scenarios that assume
significantly less State Water Project water than has historically been allocated to
DWA, DWA would have an adequate overall water supply to accommodate
future demand within its service area, including Section 14.

e. The SEIR also includes a comprehensive discussion regarding the
significant water conservation measures that DWA, CVWD, and the City
implement that will further reduce water demand in Section 14 and throughout
the City and DWA service area. (See SEIR, Section ll.C) In addition, the SEIR
identifies general conservation measures that shall be imposed on all future
development within Master Development Plan/Specific Plan area. Collectively,
tehse regulations and mitigation measures will further reduce demand on water
resources and minimize impacts. The mitigation measures identified in the SEIR
have been incorporated into the Section 14 Master Development Plan/Specific
Plan pursuant to the adopted Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.

(2)  Finding:

a. The Master Development Plan/Specific Plan would have a less than
significant impact on water supply. Nonetheless, the SEIR identifies additional
mitigation measures that will further reduce water supply impacts and these
measures are hereby adopted.4. The Project will not be detrimental to the
health, safety, or general welfare of the community, either indirectly, or directly, in
that no significant unmitigated impacts were identified in the subject SEIR.

The Project will not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife population to drop below self
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number, or restrict the range of, rare or endangered plants or animals or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history, or
prehistory.



Resolution No.
Page 4

6. There is no evidence before the City that the Project will have the potential for an
adverse effect on wildlife resources or the habitat on which the wildlife depends.

7. The Project does not have the potential to achieve short-term environmental
goals, to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals, as no significant
effects on envirenmental factors have been identified by the SEIR.

8. The Project will not result in impacts, which are individually limited or
cumulatively considerable when considering planned or proposed development
in the immediate vicinity, as development patterns in the area will not be
significantly affected by the Project.

9. The Project will not have environmental effects that will adversely affect the
human population, either directly or indirectly, as no significant unmitigated
impacts have been identified which would affect human health, risk potential or
public services.

10.  The City Council has fully considered the Final SEIR and the comments received
thereon.

11.  The Final SEIR reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the City
Council.

12, The location of the documents which constitute the record of proceedings upon
which the City Council decision is based upon is in the Palm Springs City Hall,
Development Services Department, 3200 East Tahquitz Way, Palm Springs, CA
92262.

13. A Mitigation Monitering Program (MMP), which is incorporated in the Final SEIR,
is hereby adopted pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21081.6 in order to
assure compliance with the mitigation measures during Project implementation.

NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PALM SPRINGS DOES
HEREBY RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

1. That the above recitations are true and correct, and constitute the findings of the
City Council for this Final SEIR.

2. That it does hereby certify a Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report for
the Section 14 Master Development Plan/Specific Plan for the reasons set forth
in this Resolution and as stated in the Final SEIR, on file in the Development
Services Department and attached hereto.
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ADOPTED this 3" day of December, 2008.

David H. Ready, City Manager

ATTEST:

James Thompson, City Clerk
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CERTIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE ) 55,
CITY OF PALM SPRINGS )

I, JAMES THOMPSON, City Clerk of the City of Palm Springs, hereby certify that
Resolution No. ____ is a full, true and correct copy, and was duly adopted at a regular
meeting of the City Council of the City of Palm Springs on ,
by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

James Thompson. City Clerk
City of Palm Springs, California

G09343 1



City of Palm Springs
Planning CGommission Minutes
of November 12, 2008

PUBLIC COMMENTS:
Chair Hochanadel openead Public Comments:

The following persons spoke in favor of ltem 3A. Case 3.3297:

e extension.
em 3A, provided further
ss, monthly testing of

-Joy Meredith, Palm Springs, requested approval of the two
-Norman Freedberg, Palm Springs, applicant for Case 3.3

~Joy Meredith, Palm Springs, thanked the ci idef} icalffinabis and
requested approval. : ,
-Lonny Swerdlow, Palm Springs, requested the usc¥g allowed in the business district
and not limited to the M-1/M2 zone. % R
-Weas Rankins, Palm Springs, describ I any medications and the
side-effects associated with them. o
-Susan Smith, Banning, spoke of the
medical cannabis and tha advantage of & :
-Lydia Smith, Bannings JEIty to take medications and
the numerous side ¢ ‘ :
~Roger Flsher Dgédar e afits to the community and requested

types of establish
-Robert Phillipsen m Springs, requested the Commission postpone their decision
until the new adminittration settles in.

-Stacy Hochanadel, Palm Springs, thanked the Commission for consideration of
medicinal cannabis in a safe regulated manner.

There being no further appearances, Public Comments was closed.



City of Palm Springs
Planning Commission Minutes
of November 12, 2008

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

4C. Case 51218 ZTA - An application by the City of Palm Springs to amend the
Palm Springs Zoning Code relating to medical cannabis cooperatives and
collectives as permitted uses in the M-1 and M-2 zones. (Project Planner:
Craig A. Ewing, Director of Planning) 2

téd conflict of interest
ft the Council Chamber

Chair Hochanadel noted his abstention due to a fami
and would not be participating in the discussion and vot
at 3:11 p.m.

Director Ewing provided background informatio Hli I report dated
November 12, 2008. Staff noted that there
addressing the treatment of medical marijuans
and cities are wrestling with the distribution artt
Ewing provided an overview of the designated M1
limits.

-Raymond Bordea
gave credit to medic

by having these dispensaries available
ssociated w:th it.

cal marijuana.

safe and patroled olice and used by people who need relief.

-Ryan Raven, Rivergtle, said that by allowing medical marijuana it would reduce the
crime level and finaricial gains by drug dealers.

-Ben Warren, Palm Springs, spoke in support of medicinal marijuana dispensaries.
-David Taylor, Palm Springs, spoke of the ease of obtaining drugs from physicians
and is in favor of the dispensary.

-Lance Caldwell, Paim Springs, spoke of how medical marijuana has helped him cope
with his medical CDndItIDI'I

There baing no further appeararices, the Public Hearing was closed.
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Commissioner Caffery feit that allowing dispensaries in the M1 2zone could
create problems, with less traveled areas, and suggested strict regulation of hours
similar to drug stores or liquor stores through a conditional use permit.

Commissioner Scott noted that locating in either a commercial or professional
zone would be acceptable and suggested Option 2 to allow “by gght” in the M1 and M2
zone with the possibility of amending in the future.

eate non-conforming
aditional use permit

Commissioner Conrad expressed concern that Option

Commissioner Ringlein concurred with Com
recalled in the past when she was working 415
Amado and was never troubled, offended or worrlag
a liquor store. Ms. Ringlein said she is in full agre
City by conditional use permit.

Commissiocner Donenfeld stated that

-' expressed concem with making too many changes tothe
e City Council has ultimate jurisdiction and has given their
recommendation.

Commissioner Donenfeld noted his support to have the facilities for the community but
did not feel this is a good public policy.

M/S/C (Scott/Caffery, 6-0, 1 abstained/ Chair Hochanadel) To direct staff to prepare a
resolution and draft ordinance and return to the Planning Commission based on:
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Planning Commission Minutes
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-Option 2 - To allow medicat cannabis cooperatives and collectives permitted in the M-
1, M-2 and P zones "by right” and by conditional use permit in all ather non-residential
zones including the development standards as listed in the staff report.

Chair Hochanadel re-entered the Council Chamber at 4.00 p.m.
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CITY OF PALM SPRINGS
PUBLIC HEARING NOTIFICATION

CITY CLERK'S DEPARTMENT
James Thompson, City Clerk

Meeting
Date: December 3, 2008
Subject: Certification of a Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for

the Section 14 Master Plan

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION
|, Kathie Hart, Chief Deputy City Clerk, of the City of Palm Springs, California, do hereby
certify that a copy of the attached Notice of Public Hearing will be published in the Desert
Sun on November 22, 2008.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Kathie Hart, CMC
Chief Deputy City Clerk

AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING
|, Dolores Strickstein, Secretary, of the City of Palm Springs, California, do hereby certify
that a copy of the attached Notice of Public Hearing was posted at City Hall, 3200 E.
Tahquitz Canyon Drive, on the exterior legal notice posting board and in the Office of the
City Clerk on November 20, 2008.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

/)&L{M) ,/YZ?/Zwa&»—

“Dolores Strickstein
Secretary
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING.
CITY COUNCIL
CITY OF PALM SPRINGS

REQUEST BY THE CITY OF PALM SPRINGS FOR CERTIFICATION OF
A FINAL SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL {MPACT REPORT (SEIR) FOR
THE SECTION 14 MASTER PLAN

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City Council of the City of Palm Springs, California, will hold a
public hearing at its meeting of December 3, 2008. The City Council meeting begins at 6:00 p.m. in
the Council Chamber at City Hall, 3200 East Tahquitz Canyon Way, Palm Springs.

The purpose of the hearing is to consider certification of a Final Supplemental Environmental Impact
Report (SEIR) for the Section 14 Master Plan. The Section 14 Master Plan is an adopted Specific
Plan for Section 14, a square-mile area of vacant and developed lands located within the Reservation
of the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians and within the corporate boundaries of the City of Paim
Springs. The project site has an area of 640 acres and is bound by Alejo Road to the north, Sunrise
Way to the east, Ramon Road to the south, and Indian Canyon Drive to the west. The Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report has been prepared to review the environmental constraints and
opportunities associated with the impacts to water resources associated with the Section 14 Master
Plan. No change to the Section 14 Master Plan is proposed.

REVIEW OF PROJECT INFORMATION: The staff report and other supporting documents regarding
this project are also available for public review at City Hall between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00
p.m., Monday through Friday. Please contact the Office of the City Clerk (760) 323-8204 if you would
like to schedule an appointment to review these documents.

COMMENT ON THIS APPLICATION: Response to this notice may be made verbally at the public
hearing and/or in writing before the hearing. Written comments may be made to the City Council by
letter (mail or hand delivery) to:
James Thompson, City Clerk
3200 East Tahquitz Canyon Way
Palm Springs, CA 92262

Any challenge of the proposed project in court may be limited to raising only those issues raised at
the public hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the City Clerk at,
or prior to, the public hearing. (Government Code Section 65009[b][2]).

An opportunity will be given at said hearing for all interested persons to be heard. Questions
regarding this case may be directed to Craig A. Ewing, Director, Planning Services Department at
(760) 323-8245.

Si necesita ayuda con esta carta, porfavor llame a la Ciudad de FPalm Springs y puede hablar con

Nadine Fieger (760) 323-8245. M
/ﬁ’mes Thompson, City Clerk




