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From:
Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 12:15 PM
To: City Clerk Mail
Subject: "Telephonic Verbal Comments"
Attachments: Policy changes.pdf

 EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper judgement and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for information.   

Timothy Paul 
La Quinta 

 
Public Comment Not on Agenda, AND 
Business Session 1 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING – MARCH 2, 2021 – WRITTEN PUBLIC COMMENTS BY RESIDENT TIMOTHY PAUL 
BUSINESS SESSION ITEM NO. 2 – PUBLIC SAFETY CAMERA SYSTEM POLICY COMMENTS



February 22, 2021 

At the February 16th regularly held Council Meeting, the Council informed me that I may re-submit 

my recommendations to the City Manager. Five of these suggestions were submitted to staff in the 

spring of 2019, however the changes I submitted were either lost or misplaced. Attached are the 

recommended policy changes. Below is a summary of the proposals for your quick reference. They 

are in order of what I believe to be the priorities. 

1. Integration with other Technology pg. 3 – Explicitly restrict this policy from allowing

the use of: facial recognition, vocal recognition, gait recognition, or any other biometric

tool that could be used to identify people en masse. License plate recognition should also

be specifically restricted. Only a ballot measure should be able to add these features.

2. Operational Guidelines pg. 1 – This policy needs to make it very clear that this centralized

mass surveillance system is limited to the City of La Quinta, and that it will NOT be merged

or joined together with other cities. There is talk about a tri-city alliance with Indian Wells

and Palm Desert to help address rising police costs, and I am fearful that this City-wide

surveillance system could grow beyond its original intention.

3. Specific Policies pg. 2 clause F – Change “residential” to “private”. Should read “When

private property is clearly and knowingly in alignment…” There are numerous private

business that work in sensitive fields, and it would be inappropriate for the City to surveil

establishments such as: churches, doctors’ offices, legal offices, or counseling centers to

name a few.

4. Placement and Monitoring pg. 1 – Enumerate the appropriate locations and restrict it to

those specific places, until Council or voter approval is given. The approval of this policy

must not be used to justify more and more cameras throughout the City.

5. Camera Notification and Public Outreach pg. 3 – Change “various” to “all”. Should

read “Signs will be placed at all locations notifying the public…” The claim of crime

deterrence is being used to justify this surveillance system, therefore we should be making

everyone readily aware that they are being filmed.

6. Operational Guidelines pg. 1 – Change “City staff” to “trained and authorized City staff”.

Should read “The La Quinta Police, La Quinta Fire, and trained and authorized City

staff…”

After further studying this policy, I have some additional suggestions to make. Below are some 

bullet points that this policy should also address. They are in no particular order. 

 The policy should acknowledge that privacy still exists in public areas.

 The policy needs to add language about warrants.

 The policy needs to address the real possibility of hacking.

 The policy should restrict filming of screens showing surveillance footage. Consider

utilizing a camera to film anyone viewing such surveillance footage.

 The policy needs to address various conflicting statements. (listed on attached notes)

 Lastly, the policy must also address and restrict vendors who utilize foreign (notably

Chinese) made and/or owned surveillance equipment, software, hardware etc.
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From: Laura Reyes 
Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 1:11 PM
To: City Clerk Mail
Subject: Written Comments for City Council Meeting on 03/02/2021

 EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper judgement and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for information.   

Agenda Item: Request for public comment, STVR Restrictions 
Name: Laura Reyes 
Phone Number:   
City: La Quinta  

First of all I would like to commend the council for the progress they have made in addressing 
STVRs. We are all seeing the progress  made with enforcement, compliance, continued progress of 
getting rid of non permitted STVRs. etc.  It appears that we are getting more people involved willing to 
work solutions . Let all the work you have done continue to work.  Let’s see some metrics before implementing new 
ones.  

An STVR is an STVR… why create more work for your staff by having different types with different 
fee/permit structure?      It was stated in the last meeting that 96% of all STVRs  in La Quinta are 
owned by one owner and only 73 STVRs are 5 bedrooms.  Never heard of “ homesharing”  or 
the “primary” category till the last meeting.  Is a 5 bedroom STVR expected to be different than all 
others?  Is ‘homesharing” and “primary”  have different expectations too? The fee should be the same 
for all whether homesharing, primary residence or 5 bedroom.   What is being accomplished by 
fee/permits differential?  Expectations for any renter should be the same.  Code compliance is the 
same for all.   The proposed fee increase should be less and the same for all.  

 Although we do not need to know who the habitual complainers are and who are the habitual bad 
STVRs, the council does.  We need to gather these metrics so as when permits are renewed/ 
reviewed, they are taken into account.   We should continue to work at getting rid of all mismanaged 
STVRs and be transparent about it.  We cannot continue to to paint all STVRs with the same broad 
brush.   

Through all our joint efforts , we will improve the quality of the management of STVRs so that the 
moritorium can be lifted eventually. 

Thanks for listening to me. 

I have a doctors appointment at the same time of this meeting so that’s why its written. 
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From: Edward Armendarez 
Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 3:00 PM
To: City Clerk Mail
Subject: Comments (w/pdf) Request to be read

 EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper judgement and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for information.   

This includes a pdf if you need it:  

Please include these written comments in the package for today’s City Council Meeting of 3/2/21.  I am also requesting 
that these comments be read during the comments section of the meeting regarding STVR Ordinances.  Thank you very 
much, Edward Armendarez  

March 2, 2021 

Re: STVR Ordinances 

Dear Madam Mayor, Councilmembers and Manager McMillen, 

Just a couple of weeks ago you all welcomed the La Quinta Chair of the Financial Advisory Commission, Dick Mills, 
to speak with you.  The esteemed Chairperson, whom you appointed, spoke soberly and sincerely, and said, and I 
quote: “The TOT revenue is important to the city, however, even if the impact of these rules and regulations cause 
that revenue to decline, so be it.  We will find another way to move forward.  Personally I would be delighted that if 
the basis of your decisions are to simply maintain our quality of life without respect to the financial consequences.” 

This person is familiar with the financial management of La Quinta and obviously has this City’s best interests at 
heart. 

We have been well managed and can withstand the temporary loss of some STVR TOT until additional Tourist 
Residential units take the place of those operating in residential neighborhoods they were not intended for. 

Thank you for considering a permanent moratorium on STVR permits. 

Edward Armendarez 
La Quinta Cove 

Please include these written comments in the package for today’s City Council Meeting of 
3/2/21.  I am also requesting that these comments be read during the comments section 
of the meeting regarding STVR Ordinances.  Thank you very much, Edward Armendarez

March 2, 2021 

Re: STVR Ordinances 

Dear Madam Mayor, Councilmembers and Manager McMillen, 

Just a couple of weeks ago you all welcomed the La Quinta Chair of the Financial Advisory Commission, Dick Mills, 
to speak with you.  The esteemed Chairperson, whom you appointed, spoke soberly and sincerely, and said, and I 
quote: “The TOT revenue is important to the city, however, even if the impact of these rules and regulations cause 
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that revenue to decline, so be it.  We will find another way to move forward.  Personally I would be delighted that if 
the basis of your decisions are to simply maintain our quality of life without respect to the financial consequences.” 

This person is familiar with the financial management of La Quinta and obviously has this City’s best interests at 
heart. 

We have been well managed and can withstand the temporary loss of some STVR TOT until additional Tourist 
Residential units take the place of those operating in residential neighborhoods they were not intended for. 

Thank you for considering a permanent moratorium on STVR permits. 

Edward Armendarez 
La Quinta Cove 
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From: Tim Bendokas    
Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 3:04 PM 
To: Linda Evans <Levans@laquintaca.gov>; Robert Radi <Rradi@laquintaca.gov>; Kathleen Fitzpatrick 
<kfitzpatrick@laquintaca.gov>; John Pena <jpena@laquintaca.gov>; Steve Sanchez <ssanchez@laquintaca.gov> 
Cc: Monika Radeva <mradeva@laquintaca.gov> 
Subject: STVR's 
Importance: High 

 EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper judgement and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for information.   

Please see attached.  

Thank you,  

Tim Bendokas  
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From: Marcia Cutchin 
Sent: Monday, March 1, 2021 5:51 PM
To: Monika Radeva; City Clerk Mail
Subject: Re: Written Comments
Attachments: CouncilLtr3221.docx

 EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper judgement and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for information.   

Hi Monika, 

Please include the attached document as written comments to the city council meeting on Tuesday, March 2nd. 

Thank you, 
Marcia L Cutchin 

1)Marcia L Cutchin 2) La Quinta      3) 
4) Public Comment or Agenda Item Number 5) STVRs 6) Written  Comments
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Specific Ordinance 
Regulations 

Home Occupation 
License 

STVR License 

Visitors allowed to the property 
from the business activity 

ABSOLUTELY NONE  UP TO 16 

Customer and ancillary traffic 
allowed to the property from the 
business activity 

ABSOLUTELY NONE UNLIMITED

Amount of the property allowed 
to be dedicated to the business 

25%  100% 

Number of employees allowed 
to traffic the property 

SOLE PROPRIETOR ONLY UNLIMITED 

Additional noise allowed to be 
generated by the business 

NONE 14 HOURS A DAY 
CACAPHONY GENERATED 
VIA TRIPLE THE AVERAGE 

LOCAL OCCUPANCY 
Property inspection required  YES  In specific instances only 

This is not comparing apples 
and oranges – it is 
comparing kittens and a 
stampede of elephants. 
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Comparing Bed and Breakfast licensing to STVR licensing: 
Ordinances 5.88 Bed and Breakfasts and ordinance 3.25 STVRs 

 

 

Bed and Breakfast 
License

 
STVR License

On property oversite supervisor 
required  

YES  NO

Parking on property required  YES  NO
Limiting 2 to a bedroom   YES  NO 
Prevention of saturation density 
limits established 

YES  NO 

Opportunity for prevention of 
saturation limits built into the 
ordinance 

YES  YES

Prevention of saturation limits 
exercised 

YES  NO

Why is this? It is unprecedented and illogical to grant unlimited licensing of 
incompatible and unsupervised businesses in our bedroom communities. 
 

Council would never authorize licensing four gas stations in a row – in commercial 
zones where they belong. 
 

Council would never authorize licensing four liquor stores on corners facing each 
other in commercial zones where they belong. 
 

Yet, STVRs in all of the instances above are granted unfettered growth in bedroom 
communities that are not zoned for business traffic and worse – unsupervised 
business traffic. 
 

Thank you for your continued review of this very skewed and irregular licensing.   
 

Sincerely, 
Marcia L Cutchin 
 

9.30.40  Cove Residential District. 

Purpose. To provide for the development and preservation of the medium density “cove” residential  
area with one‐story single‐family detached dwellings on medium size lots, except as provided in Section

9.40.020, “Conditions for varying residential densities.”
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From: James Gallagher 
Sent: Saturday, February 27, 2021 11:53 AM
To: City Clerk Mail; John Pena; Kathleen Fitzpatrick; Steve Sanchez; Robert Radi; Linda Evans; Kevin 

Meredith; Jon McMillen; Monika Radeva
Cc: James Gallagher
Subject: STVR Input from > 10 year La Quinta Resident

 EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper judgement and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for information.   

All, 

My wife and I are > 10 year La Quinta and PGA West residents ‐ as well as PGA West club members. We are (and have 
been) very concerned about the proliferation of STVR in our community. We are now full time residents and love La 
Quinta. We have invested a great deal of money in our home and our club membership ‐ and would be very upset if we 
had to move out of LQ due to the STVR situation. We have already had our best friends ‐ who we convinced to come to 
PGA West and join the club leave after two years ‐ when the house next store went STVR and they were routinely 
assaulted with noise every weekend ‐ many times until 2am or later. We occasionally experience STVR  issues, but luckily 
not to the extent that they did. That being said, a home next to us could obviously go STVR at any time under the current 
regulations.  

We appreciate the efforts to cap STVRs and strengthen and enforce the rules and regulations at the city level ‐ but have 
real concerns about the long term effectiveness of this strategy when I read the skewed misinformation coming from 
the pro‐STVR advocates and investors bent on embedding business in our residential neighborhoods. 

We support the agenda of Neighbors for Neighbors as outlined below. 

Note the cautionary tale outlined in a recent WSJ article ‐ https://www.wsj.com/articles/for‐these‐retirees‐short‐term‐
rental‐bans‐arent‐just‐a‐perktheyre‐a‐must‐11614276068 .  

1. Current moratorium is extended until permanent structural changes can be made to the STVR program; as a minimum
these changes would included but not be limited to;

2. Cap on STVRs in residentially zoned areas not to exceed 3%
3. A minimum STVR rental period immediately beginning at 3 nights, increasing to 10 nights after 18 months and to 28

nights after 36 months.

Best, 

Jim and Janet Gallagher 
 

LQ, 92253 
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The following process was suggested to reduce STVRs in RD, free up housing to meet state 
standards and community needs, reduce code enforcement, and continue a revenue stream for 
the City through TOT from other zones. 

Suggested Five‐year Transition: 
 STVRs are at “over‐capacity” in RD

 Permanent Moratorium on unsupervised STVRs in RD

 No new STVR business permit licenses in RD

 Incentivize Tourist Commercial STVRs

 Attrition will result in a decrease in density in RD
o Natural progression as houses sell or owners relinquish permits
o Problem houses’ permit revoked

o 1031 exchange out of RD to Tourist Commercial

Concerns: 
A concern regarding the work of the last year of updating code enforcement might be wasted 
time was put forth. Yet, these efforts were needed to reduce problems at existing STVRs and will 
be a road map going forward, with the goal of reducing load on code enforcement. 

It was also mentioned that proliferation of STVRs in RD does not create good boundaries for 
opportunities for developers to build STVRs in Tourist Commercial Districts. 

Important:  Plan for Future Revenue 

While reviewing the General Plan, I saw that much of economic development seems to be focused 
on increased tourism. The Coachella Valley Economic Partnership outlined the most critical 
objective for the area is to diversify beyond tourism.*   When you continue to cater to licensing 
STVRs, you are denying La Quinta the opportunity it needs most to have a stable residential 
population.   

I would suggest a committee conduct some open, public workshops where the public could 
suggest ideas to increase LQ’s future revenue stream.  The Coachella Valley Economic Partnership 
stated that the objective to become more economically diversified includes encouraging tech 
workers and specified that NOW is the opportunity to gain these individuals as they can work 
remotely. That would ensure a stable resident population, increase purchase power for local 
businesses, and generate increased sales, the City’s #1 revenue. 

I have a background in Economic Development through the Arts and have many ideas of 
sustainable revenue income from that business sector. I know there are many residents who also 
have excellent ideas on ways to diversify La Quinta’s economy. 
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Arlene Gotshalk 
 

La Quinta, CA 
 

  
Subject: Support of Permanent Moratorium on unsupervised STVRs in Residential Districts 
 
Madam Mayor and Council Members, 
Thank you for the opportunity to speak with you today. 
 
I am a full‐time resident of the Cove Neighborhood. 
 
While listening to the end of the City Council at the Feb 25th Special Council Meeting, I heard 
Councilman Radi say STVRs in Residential Districts are at more than capacity. He proposed that 
an indefinite Moratorium in Residential Districts would begin to solve some of the ongoing 
problems of STVRs in RD  such as the cost of increased enforcement staff,  the jeopardy to 
resident’s safety and well‐being, and the loss of housing for entry and moderate income 
residents. 
 
The Council went on to begin a discussion of dealing with the proliferation of unsupervised 
STVRs in Residential Districts (RD) with such a Moratorium.  
 
The following process was suggested to reduce STVRs in RD, free up housing to meet state 
standards and community needs, reduce code enforcement, and continue a revenue stream for 
the City through TOT from other zones. 
 
Suggested Five‐year Transition: 

 STVRs are at “over‐capacity” in RD 

 Permanent Moratorium on unsupervised STVRs in RD 

 No new STVR business permit licenses in RD 

 Incentivize Tourist Commercial STVRs 

 Attrition will result in a decrease in density in RD 
o Natural progression as houses sell or owners relinquish permits 
o Problem houses’ permit revoked 
o 1031 exchange out of RD to Tourist Commercial 

 
Concerns: 
A concern regarding the work of the last year of updating code enforcement might be wasted 
time was put forth. Yet, these efforts were needed to reduce problems at existing STVRs and 
will be a road map going forward, with the goal of reducing load on code enforcement. 
 
It was also mentioned that proliferation of STVRs in RD does not create good boundaries for 
opportunities for developers to build STVRs in Tourist Commercial Districts. 
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Important:  Plan for Future Revenue 
 
While reviewing the General Plan, I saw that much of economic development seems to be 
focused on increased tourism. The Coachella Valley Economic Partnership outlined the most 
critical objective for the area is to diversify beyond tourism.*   When you continue to cater to 
licensing STVRs, you are denying La Quinta the opportunity it needs most to have a stable 
residential population.   
 
I would suggest a committee conduct some open, public workshops where the public could 
suggest ideas to increase LQ’s future revenue stream.  The Coachella Valley Economic 
Partnership stated that the objective to become more economically diversified includes 
encouraging tech workers and specified that NOW is the opportunity to gain these individuals 
as they can work remotely. That would ensure a stable resident population, increase purchase 
power for local businesses, and generate increased sales, the City’s #1 revenue. 
 
I have a background in Economic Development through the Arts and have many ideas of 
sustainable revenue income from that business sector. I know there are many residents who 
also have excellent ideas on ways to diversify La Quinta’s economy. 
 
Once again, I appreciate and support the suggestions made at the Special City Council Meeting 
February 25, 2021 and look forward to fine tuning and implementing that plan. 
 
 
*https://sbemp.com/local‐leaders‐discuss‐the‐economic‐future‐of‐the‐coachella‐valley‐in‐free‐
webinar‐series/   Sept. 23 to Nov. 18, 2020 
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From: Ricardo Gray 
Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 11:30 AM
To: City Clerk Mail
Cc: Ricardo Gray
Subject: Written comments on STVRs

 EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper judgement and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for information.   

1) Full Name 2) City of Residence 3) Phone Number
4) Public Comment       5) Subject 6) Written or Verbal Telephonic Comments

Full name:   Richard Gray 
City of residence:  La Quinta 
Phone number:    
Public Comment:  Written Comments 
Subject:  STVRs in La Quinta open neighborhoods 
Written or Verbal:  Written Comments  

Is the city of La Quinta opening itself up to possible future lawsuits regarding STVRs? 

1) Owners who are denied permits for STVRs could sue for unfair and arbitrary regulations
allowing some to operate STVRs while denying the same right to other property owners.

2) Owners could sue for being denied the right to own more than one STVR - after all, the
right goes with the property and not with the owner since that would be unjustified and
discriminatory.

3) Owners wishing to sell could sue for an unfair reduction in their property value based on
STVRs operating commercially near their homes.  That is an obvious loss caused by benefiting
some owners against the property values of other owners.

4) Neighbors could sue for compensation since allowing commercial STVRs takes away the
property rights that were part of the original purchase of their homes - assured to be solely
residential but now interspersed with undesirable commercial sites.

5) At some point the owners of hotels/motels may sue for equal treatment since STVRs are not
subject to the same regulations and requirements but are direct competition for short-term
rentals.  One example may be local STVRs don't have the same fire suppression installation
regs.
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Even given new regulations for compliance control, neighbors will suffer the loss of property 
value including a potentially longer time to complete a sale.  The STVR adds no value to the 
other property owners who bought into homes in R-1 and R-2 zoned neighborhoods. 

As an objective example, see the Wall Street Journal article on last Friday about STVRs in a 
number of different areas.  Even owners of STVRs apparently want to buy their own homes in 
neighborhoods that prohibit STVRs - conclusion is that "STVRs are fine for you, but not for 
me!" 

Wall Street Journal: 
 REAL ESTATE

 HOMES

For These Retirees, Short-Term 
Rental Bans Aren’t Just a Perk—

They’re a Must 
Some senior homeowners are seeking out neighborhoods and communities that 

keep online platforms like Airbnb and Vrbo at bay 
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From: Heredia, Joan 
Sent: Monday, March 1, 2021 10:42 AM
To: City Clerk Mail
Subject: March 2 2021 Council Meeting Written and Request to provide verbal comments on STRVs 
Attachments: City of La Quinta STRVs - Heredia Comments.docx

 EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper judgement and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for information.   

Dear Clerk, 

Attached are my written and request to provide verbal comments on the March 2, 2021, Business Meeting Agenda Item 
2, Short term Vacation Rental (STRVs) 

Full name: Joan Heredia 
City of residence: La Quinta 
Phone:   
Comment on: March 2 2021 Agenda, Business item 2  
Subject: STRVs 
Attached written comments that I would also like to present verbally  

I appreciate your consideration of my request, 

Joan Heredia 
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TO: City of La Quinta Council 

From: Joan Heredia, Homeowner in PGA West 

Date:  March 1, 2021 

Subject: STVR’s regulations, Written and (Request to Provide ) Verbal Comments for March 2 

Business Meeting Agenda Item 2 

 

Dear Mayor and Council,  

I want to thank you for your efforts in regulating STVRs, especially within the PGA West Community 

which as you have noted is problematic.  I oppose STVRs in residential neighborhoods as a matter of 

good land use policy.  That said, I do appreciate that the City Council is trying to find a compromise 

solution that bridges from the current situation to a long‐term solution.  I have participated in both the 

January 27 and February 25 meetings and believe the La Quinta City Council has shown a capacity to 

weigh the various competing interests and is heading in a direction that tries to be fair to current STVR 

owners yet also listening to residents that want to see STRV’s either eliminated or highly regulated. I 

would encourage you to continue the discussion on limiting the number of bookings to a number less 

than what was established in Palm Springs and as soon as possible develop a separate ordinance that 

codifies the moratorium on short term housing within residential zoning areas indefinitely.    

I am a PGA West owner who bought 19 years ago, based on the peaceful enjoyment and neighborly 

community that was shared among residents. At that time, most homes that did have short term 

occupancy was among family and friends and occurred occasionally.  The explosion of web‐based apps 

that would create the ability for second home investors to run homes like unsupervised hotels was 

completely unforeseen in a neighborhood zoned for residential use. As times and technology have 

changed, so most local land use ordinances be adopted to maintain the intent of land use area 

designations. We are seeing many areas in California limiting STRVs to maintain a housing stock for 

residents without unduly driving up home prices or changing community character by people who want 

to run businesses out of homes.   

I want to place emphasis that most of the areas under discussion are within the Residential Zoning 

designation and that no property owner has unfettered freedom to do what they want with their 

property. A person cannot run a printing business or other enterprise out of their home with a 

substantial number of clients cycling through the property in residential zoning.  This is founded on good 

land use policy that seeks to locate compatible uses within designated areas of a city. If the City of La 

Quinta is highly pressed for locations for visitors to stay then the Council and people that desire to be 

STVR operators should be focusing on locations and development with in Tourist Commercial designated 

areas or expanding these areas within the City through the established land use process.     

I agree with the Council’s two strike policy to weed out properties that cause disturbances and to 

establish quite times.  I like the idea of a signed formed where renters must acknowledge they 

understand and will abide by the community rules.  I appreciate the need to charge fees that represent 

the level of effort incurred in the City’s effort to manage these activities. I have some unease that a 

moratorium and relying upon attrition may take a long time to result in a meaningful reduction in STVRs, 

but understand this may be the outcome of compromise.    
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The one item that I believe the Council dismissed too soon is the limit on the number of bookings per 

year.  It was deemed not a problem since most current City of La Quinta STRV bookings were less than 

what is allowed in Palm Springs (Limit 32 + 4 in summer). Many speakers indicated that Palm Springs is 

not necessarily the appropriate model for the City of La Quinta.  I suggest no more than 24 bookings per 

year as this would be more than sufficient to cover the many festival weekends in proximity to our 

neighborhood but also give consideration to resident’s concerns about high STRV activity.  If you limit 

(and hopefully decrease) the number of STRVs but not bookings, this may just drive up the frequency of 

their use causing more localized adverse impact to adjacent landowners.  A lack of any booking limit at 

all is worse outcome for residents than the Palm Springs ordinance and at the very minimum at least 

adopt the Palm Springs booking limit.   

Towards the end of the meeting in February, there was discussion regarding the STRV moratorium and 

adoption into an ordinance.  I highly encourage the Council to codify the moratorium and to keep it in 

place indefinitely. It is only in this manner that the City can return to the core requirement for good land 

use planning and compatible uses in residential zoned areas governed by clear ordinances with long 

term requirements and vision.    

I applaud your efforts and stamina for the long meetings you have endured. It is understood your job is 

challenging and you likely will not make everyone completely happy.  I hope you will take my comments 

into consideration and I appreciate the opportunity to present my thoughts on this matter with the goal 

of providing constructive input to the Council.   
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From: Tiff Gmail 
Sent: Monday, March 1, 2021 7:21 PM
To: City Clerk Mail
Subject: Written comments 

** EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper 
judgement and caution when opening attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for 
information. ** 

I am in favor of good short term rentals. They bring money to the city and they allow access for 
people who cannot afford hotels. They employ lots of locals as well. 

I will tell you a story quickly, last week I had a guest staying at my house and they complained 
there were parties on either side. I called the complaint line because I think short term rentals 
that allow parities are bad for all of us. Neither party was a rental. Both owners of homes or long 
term rentals so how do short term rentals hurt? My guest came out to relax and could not. I am 
all for good rentals with good enforcement. A limit to how many should not even be considered 
because this would decrease taxes to the City. 

Thank you- 

Tiffany Katuls 
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From: Grant Miser 
Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 12:17 PM
To: City Clerk Mail
Subject: Written Comments

 EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper judgement and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for information.   

Madam Mayor, Mayor pro tem, and Esteemed Council Members,  

My name is Grant Miser and I am a property owner in La Quinta, CA.  I love La Quinta and look forward to the time in my 
life that I can spend all of my winters in your beautiful city.  I am writing to you out of concern for the council's 
discussion on short term rentals and the possibility of extending the current moratorium on new short‐term rental 
permits indefinitely. 

I purchased the home in August as an Airbnb (previous owner was using it as such), shortly before the moratorium on 
permits was first put in place.  My intention in buying the property (and what I sold my wife on to get her to agree) is to 
utilize it as a short term rental until such a time in 10 years that we can begin spending our winters in La Quinta. 

Knowing that the covid pandemic would eventually pass, I moved forward in good faith in preparing the property for 
rentals.  We invested over $100,000 beyond the down payment in repairing the home, making it safe for renters, and 
furnishing it.  When the moratorium was extended again, we started renting it on a 32+ day basis to try to mitigate our 
losses.  My first renter checked out this Sunday and I was in town to make sure their experience was first class. 

I've watched every council meeting and followed your discussion closely.  I can appreciate that there are no easy 
solutions and valid points on all sides of the argument.  I feel like the council has done a good job navigating those and is 
now proposing solutions that seem like a fair compromise.  I do feel, however, that those property owners in my 
situation are at risk of being overlooked. 

In the last meeting when discussing the possibility of an indefinite extension to the moratorium Council Member 
Fitzpatrick stated in reference to the council's responsibility to those residents who are selling their homes, "I think it's 
just fairness to people looking to buy houses here to know what our rules are and how we are playing"  In fairness, the 
current moratorium was attached to Covid and shouldn't be parlayed into an indefinite extension without some 
accommodation for those who bought properties during it or shortly before.  Many of us bought homes significantly 
above appraisal value because of current market pressures and belief in our being able to participate in the STVR 
program 

As requested by Council Member Pena, I have a proposed solution.  I ask that you provide a 30‐60 day window after the 
falling off of the current moratorium to allow those who bought properties during the moratorium or shortly before it to 
apply for and receive a permit. You could possibly do this by rescinding the current moratorium while the new ordinance 
is still in the process of being accepted as law.  By doing so you still are accommodating those residents opposed to STVR 
by having a foreseeable end date to new permits, you are accommodating good actors within the current STVR program 
to operate as long as they continue to do so by the rules, and you are providing fairness to those of us who bought 
homes, invested hundred of thousands of dollars into them, and want to be good members of your community. 

I hope you will thoughtfully consider this proposed solution.  I fear that if you do not myself and many others in my 
situation will lose our homes and investment. 

Respectfully,  

Grant Miser 
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From: JESSE RHODES 
Sent: Monday, March 1, 2021 5:55 PM
To: City Clerk Mail
Subject: Short term rental program 

** EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper 
judgement and caution when opening attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for 
information. ** 

I have been in la Quinta for over 25 years and and I have not seen any real problems with short 
term rental any higher than problem neighbors which I’ve also had a few of those were last 40 
years so I support short term rentals and less government restriction for property rights 
freedom! But I do believe that better code enforcement for breaking the rules and certainly it 
makes sense to increase fees to cover short term rentals by the property owners that make 
profit from there properties thank you Jesse Rhodes 

Sent from my iPhone 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING – MARCH 2, 2021 – WRITTEN PUBLIC COMMENTS BY RESIDENT JESSE RHODES
BUSINESS SESSION ITEM NO. 2 – IN SUPPORT OF STVRS



1

From: Bob Stoddard 
Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 2:50 PM
To: City Clerk Mail
Subject: Written Public Comments - City of La La Quinta City Council Meeting - 03/02/21

 EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper judgement and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for information.   

March 2, 2021 

Bob & Cindy Stoddard 

La Quinta, CA 

Public Comment 

STVR 

Written Comment 

EXTEND THE MORATORIUM PERMANENTLY ON NEW LICENSING OF ABSENT 
OWNER STVRS IN OUR R-1 ZONES. 

We have lived in La Quinta, since 2004, and chose this city, particularly North La Quinta for its quiet, 
friendly and family atmosphere, which we have enjoyed immensely except for the current state we 
presently find ourselves in, which is the over saturation of STVRs in our surrounding neighborhood 
and area. 

We recognize the monumental task, which the City has undertaken to comprehensively address all 
aspects of the STVR program and the multiple impacts it has on a wide array of people, whom have 
either been directly or indirectly affected by the STVR program. 

As homeowners, presently surrounded by five(5) STVRs and the high probability of two(2) additional 
recently purchased homes for the express purpose of converting into STVRs, we strongly encourage 
the City Council and Staff to proactively resolve this matter, with a strong sense of urgency and 
necessity, concerning the overall density and clustering of STVRs in our residential 
neighborhood.  The express purpose and reasons for us in choosing North La Quinta, as our 
permanent place of residence, is of paramount importance to us today. 

The City to date has recognized and mitigated most issues or concerns, which has been identified by 
various parties, except for density and overall number of STVRs in a given neighborhood or the 
surrounding area.  We consider these concerns to be the most pressing and important, and can not 
convey to the City Council and Staff, the urgency and significance, we residents have placed on 
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these concerns from the outset.  Once again, we ask the City Council and Staff to direct its energy 
and attention towards this matter and fully address the repeated concerns and desires of the 
residents.  

Respectfully, 

Bob & Cindy Stoddard 
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From:
Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 11:45 AM
To: City Clerk Mail
Cc: Linda Evans; Steve Sanchez; John Pena; Robert Radi; Kathleen Fitzpatrick
Subject: written comments in favor of STVRS

** EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper 
judgement and caution when opening attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for 
information. ** 

I strongly urge the La Quinta city council to NOT impose a permanent moratorium on short-term 
vacation rentals. 
Artificially constraining the supply of vacation rentals will create a shortage that will only 
exacerbate existing problems. 
Let the free market work out these issues. 
The covid-19 pandemic situation has played a big role in igniting the STVR controversy in La 
Quinta,  The pandemic isn't going to last forever, and it's a mistake to impose any sort of 
permanent solution on the basis of temporary blips in STVR popularity. 
Some city council members have expressed concerns about STVR density in PGA West, but 
those problems should be worked out at the PGA West HOA level.  One of the PGA West HOAs is 
voting right now on the issue. Why preempt local HOA solutions with citywide action? 
Michael Sweeney 
/ homeowner PGA West 
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From: Marie Thompson 
Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 8:29 AM
To: Jon McMillen; John Pena; Kathleen Fitzpatrick; Linda Evans; Monika Radeva; Robert Radi; Steve 

Sanchez
Subject: Written comment : March 2 Council meeting. STVR

 EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper judgement and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for information.   

City Manager, City Council, Mayor.  

We can’t express our disappointment  in your handling of the STVR issue and your refusal to listen to your residents. 

Your Adhoc committee and N4N group worked very hard to try and work with you, but you never really had any 
intention of listening, it was all smoke and mirrors.  

This issue will not go away and as residents we will not forget your total disregard to the neighborhoods asking for your 
help.  

You need to implement a permanent ban on any new STVR, as you did nothing to address density. If any of you on the 
council, mayor or city manager have any ownership/partial STVR or in your portfolios you need to recuse yourself from 
this issue.  

Craig and Marie Thompson  
8 year LaQuinta resident 

 

‐‐  
Marie Thompson 
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From: Linda Evans
Sent: Monday, March 1, 2021 12:45 PM
To: Monika Radeva
Subject: Fwd: Pavilion Palms Public Hearing

For the record  

Linda	Evans | Mayor 
City of La Quinta 
78495 Calle Tampico | La Quinta, CA 92253 
Ph. 760.777.7030 
C:   760.899.3279 
E: levans@laquintaca.gov 
www.laquintaca.gov  
www.playinlaquinta.com 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "W. Richard Mills"   
Date: March 1, 2021 at 12:06:57 PM PST 
To: John Pena <jpena@laquintaca.gov>, Kathleen Fitzpatrick <kfitzpatrick@laquintaca.gov>, Linda Evans 
<Levans@laquintaca.gov>, Robert Radi <Rradi@laquintaca.gov>, Steve Sanchez 
<ssanchez@laquintaca.gov> 
Subject: Pavilion Palms Public Hearing 

 EXTERNAL: This message originated outside of the City of La Quinta. Please use proper judgement and caution 
when opening attachments, clicking links or responding to requests for information.   

Madame Mayor and City Council Members: 

As you are well aware, I am opposed to the proposed  gas station at Pavilion Palms. I think it is a blemish 
on what I consider the Gateway to SilverRock. However, if you must have it, at least disguise it or have it 
screened from direct view from Jefferson. We simply cannot allow a Circle K. If you think about it there 
have been little or no renderings of the gas station. Thus, we have no idea of what it will look like.  

Finally, I am also concerned with disrupting  traffic circulation with 18 wheelers entering and exiting the 
property. I question whether staff has studied the consequences of the turns that will be required.  

Dick 
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