
TO:  James L. App, City Manager 

FROM: Ron Whisenand, Community Development Director 

SUBJECT: Gated Community, Tract 2529 

DATE: June 15, 2010 

Needs: For the City Council to consider a request from a home owner in Tract 2529 to install a 
gate on Calle Chorro thereby establishing a gated community. 

Facts:                1. The Planning Commission at their meeting of June 24, 2003 approved Tract 2529, a 
21-lot residential subdivision on Caballo Place, west of Vine Street. 

2. The application for the subdivision made reference to the placement of a gate.  The 
Planning Commission adopted a condition deferring the consideration of the gate to 
the City Council upon their approval of a comprehensive policy regarding gates 
controlling access to residential areas.  

3. At their meeting of September 7, 2004, the Council adopted Resolution No. 199 
which outlines policies regarding gated streets and gated communities.  Resolution 
No. 199 establishes the finding that gated residential areas are not consistent with 
access needs of Police and Emergency Services and conflicts with the purpose and 
intent of the General Plan.  Further, Resolution No. 199 establishes the City Council 
as having the sole purview of the request for gated communities. 

4. Frank Mineo, 401 Calle Alto, has submitted a letter requesting approval to install a 
gate on Calle Chorro.  Calle Chorro is a private street serving as the entrance to 
Tract 2529. 

5. Mineo cites the remote location of Tract 2529, which lends itself to crime, 
unwelcome street noise, litter and safety issues as purposes for the request. 

6. The placement of a gate will establish Tract 2529 as a small private community 
made up of residents on Calle Alto. 

Analysis
and
Conclusion: At their meeting of September 7, 2004, the Council adopted Resolution No. 199 with 

findings including “gated residential areas are not consistent with the access needs of the 
Police and Emergency Services Departments” and “conflict with the purpose and intent 
of the City’s General Plan goal of enhancing Paso Robles’ unique small town character.”  
Further, General Plan policy LU-2D on neighborhoods calls for “livable vibrant 
neighborhoods and districts that are pedestrian friendly”.  

While gated communities are gaining popularity nationally, there is no empirical 
evidence to support the conclusion that people will be safer with a gate that controls 
access to their neighborhood.  In fact, a study by the International Foundation for 
Protection Officers (attached) indicate that while rates for some forms of neighborhood 
crime go down the effect is marginal and short lived.  Other studies support the fact that 
“gating” one’s neighborhood only pushes crime to other neighborhoods, an equally 
undesirable consequence. 
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Emergency Services is concerned because gates do impede emergency response.  The 
Uniform Fire Code does, however, provide discretion for approval of specifications 
related to gates. 

Gated communities not only provide a barrier to personal residences, they provide a 
barrier to streets and sidewalks.  While a home owners association may be willing to pay 
for a higher level of street maintenance and associated landscaping, the gate separates 
features normally considered public and sets them aside as private, exclusive and 
segregated from the whole community.  The creation of gaps in the connectivity of the 
City results in more auto trips and discourages walking and biking.  The Bike Master 
Plan adopted by council last December establishes the value of bicycling across and 
through the City.    

Perhaps it can be argued that larger cities provide a measure of insulation from self 
interests; that a vast array of cultures and living experiences are available as choices.  
However, in a small community such as Paso Robles, the value of a sense of belonging 
to the overall community is significant.  The history of the City “taking care of its own”, 
the high level of community service and the City’s extraordinary volunteer support 
system are prime examples of a common sense of belonging to the community of Paso 
Robles.  The concern is whether gated communities are inconsistent with and 
incrementally undermine these values. 

It is recommended that the council consider whether gates for Tract 2529 and future 
requests for gated neighborhoods are appropriate in Paso Robles.

Policy
Reference: Resolution No. 199 adopted September 7, 2004, establishing policy regarding private 

gated residential development. 

Fiscal 
Impact: None  

Options: a. Adopt Resolution No. 10-xxx to deny the request to establish Tract 2529 as a gated 
community. 

b. Adopt Resolution No. 10-xxx to allow the residents of Tract 2529 to establish a 
gated community due to specified unique circumstances. 

c. That the City Council amend, modify or reject the above option. 

Attachments: (7) 
1. Letter From Frank Mineo 
2. Map of Tract 2529 
3. Staff Report by Bob Lata, 8-17-04 
4. Resolution No. 199 
5. Prevention of Crime, An Overview of Gated Communities and Neighborhood Watch 
6. Resolution option A 
7. Resolution option B 
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John R. Falkenstien, PE 
City Engineer 
Community Development Dept. 
City of El Paso de Robles 
1000 Spring Street 
Paso Robles, Ca 93446 

May 7, 2010 

Re: Access gate for Paso Terrace 

John:

Nice to see you again and thank you for taking a few minutes to discuss the procedures 
for the Paso Terrace Homeowners Association to install an access gate to the 
development. 

According to the resolution numbered 03-054, which you so kindly gave me a copy, the 
section titled “Engineering Site Specific Conditions” paragraph 17, states: 

 “Final approval of proposed gates at Calle Churro will be subject to City Council 
consideration and approval of a comprehensive policy regarding gates controlling access 
to residential areas. Until a policy decision regarding gates controlling residential areas, 
the gates shall not be installed.” 

I don’t know if the City Council has made a policy decision as of this writing, but I 
suspect not. 

Howsoever, the time has come to make this decision. I have been living here just about 
one year now and the only other neighbor, Greg and Stephanie Dettwiler,  have lived here 
at least two years. In that time we have both experienced many trespassers. Those that 
drive up here at night to view the city lights and enjoy liquid libations and close company 
in the back seat, almost always deposit the remnants of those encounters on the street or 
close proximity thereof. This has been tolerated to some extent but on more that one 
occasion the PD has been called. Unfortunately, two weeks ago, the Dettwiler’s were the 
victim of a “smash and dash” robbery. Their front patio door window was smashed and a 
sizable amount of personal property stolen. We believe that if an access gate had been 
installed this would not have happened. A police report has been filed. 

Both the Detwiller’s and I travel for business and are not here 24/7. Hence, we have 
decided to begin this process of installing an access gate to protect our property. The first 
step of which is to apply for a permit. Hence our meeting today. I would very much like 
to apply for the necessary permits and pay the necessary fees, if any. 

We are prepared to appear before the City Council if needed. I’m hoping it doesn’t come 
to that. There are certainly other city areas, private communities, that have installed an 
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access gate. We would not be the first. Furthermore, we are in a remote area of the city, 
the most northwest corner possible and a gate would have little to no impact on city 
appearance. 

Whatever advice you can supply would be appreciated. I’m sure you can understand our 
desire to proceed as quickly as possible. 

Very truly yours, 

Frank A. Mineo 
401 Calle Alto 
Paso Robles, CA 93446
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RESOLUTION NO. 10- 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PASO ROBLES 
 DENYING A REQUEST TO ESTABLISH A GATED COMMUNITY FOR TRACT 2529 

 (MINEO)

WHEREAS, Tentative Tract 2529, a 21-lot residential subdivision located off of Caballo Place, west of 
the intersection of Vine and 36th Streets, was approved by Planning Commission Resolution No. 03-054 
on June 24, 2003; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission adopted a condition deferring to the City Council the proposal of 
a gate controlling access to the private streets in Tract 2529; and 

WHEREAS, at their meeting of September 7, 2004, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 199 which 
outlines policies regarding gated communities, and 

WHEREAS, in a letter dated May 7, 2010, Frank Mineo, has requested the placement of a gate 
controlling access to Tract 2529 citing the remote location, street noise, litter and safety concerns; and 

WHEREAS, Council Resolution No. 199 establishes the finding that gated residential areas are not 
consistent with the purpose and intent of the General Plan, and 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that gated communities impede emergency services response; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the placement of a gate at Tract 2529 will negatively impact the 
community. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of El Paso de Robles does 
hereby deny the request of Frank Mineo to construct a gate on private property at the entrance to Tract 
2529:

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Paso Robles this 15th day of June, 2010 
by the following vote: 

AYES:  
NOES:  
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Duane Picanco, Mayor    
ATTEST:

____________________________________ 
Lonnie Dolan, Deputy City Clerk 

OPTION A 
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RESOLUTION NO. 10- 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PASO ROBLES 
 APPROVING A REQUEST TO ESTABLISH A GATED COMMUNITY FOR TRACT 

2529
 (MINEO)

WHEREAS, Tentative Tract 2529, a 21-lot residential subdivision located off of Caballo Place, 
west of the intersection of Vine and 36th Streets, was approved by Planning Commission 
Resolution No. 03-054 on June 24, 2003; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission adopted a condition deferring to the City Council the 
proposal of a gate controlling access to the private streets in Tract 2529; and 

WHEREAS, at their meeting of September 7, 2004, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 
199 which outlines policies regarding gated communities, and 

WHEREAS, in a letter dated May 7, 2010, Frank Mineo, has requested the placement of a gate 
controlling access to Tract 2529 citing the remote location, street noise, litter and safety 
concerns; and 

WHEREAS, Council Resolution No. 199 establishes a policy that projects with private streets 
and gated public access shall be the sole purview of the City Council and shall be critically 
reviewed in terms of public safety and convenience and if approved shall be required to provide 
automated systems for public safety access; and

WHEREAS, all streets in Tract 2529 are privately maintained; and 

WHEREAS, due to steep grades and no sidewalks, Tract 2529 is not a desirable route for bikes 
and pedestrians, nor does Tract 2529 provide any connection to public destinations favorable to 
autos, bikes and pedestrians; and  

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the placement of a gate at Tract 2529 will not negatively 
impact the community due to its remote location. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of El Paso de 
Robles does hereby approve the request of Frank Mineo to construct a gate on private property 
at the entrance to Tract 2529, subject to the following: 

SECTION 1:  The gate shall not interfere with utility easements held by the City and other 
public utility companies, and 

SECTION 2:  The gate shall be constructed in accordance with plans approved by the 
Emergency Services Department and the City Building Department. 

OPTION B 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Paso Robles this 15th day of 
June, 2010 by the following vote: 

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Duane Picanco, Mayor    
ATTEST:

____________________________________
Lonnie Dolan, Deputy City Clerk 
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