



































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































ADJOURNMENT

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by CIRCO, to adjourn the meeting of the

El Cajon Planning Commission at 8:00 p.m. this 9th day of May, 2011 until May 23, 2011
at 7:00 p.m.; carried 5-0.

Darrin J. MROZ, Chairman

ATTEST:

Manjeet RANU, AICP, Secretary

Planning Commission - 36 - May 9, 2011
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ZONING CODE EXCEPTS APPLICABLE TO OUTDOOR VENDING MACHINES
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING — JUNE 13, 2011

17.115.100 Outdoor uses.

Except as specifically permitted in this title, all commercial uses and associated storage
shall only be conducted within completely enclosed buildings. Exceptions exist for those
uses that are customarily conducted outdoors, aithough such uses may require a
conditional use permit or other permit approval as indicated in this title. Examples of
uses that are customarily conducted outdoors in commercial zones include, but are not
limited to: outdoor dining areas, vehicle sales lots, plant nurseries and garden centers,
sports fields and courts, and outdoor amusements such as go-kart tracks and miniature
golf.

Certain outdoor commercial, industrial and manufacturing uses such as plant nurseries,
garden centers, and outdoor storage areas may require screening measures. The
requirement for screening as well as the methods, materials, and appearance of
required screening for outdoor uses are subject to the discretion and approval of the
director of community development, or in the case of a conditional use permit, the
planning commission. The director or commission may require decorative screening
materials in visually prominent or visually sensitive areas.

Under no circumstances shall outdoor uses and activities be permitted which displace
required off-street parking or landscaping improvements. For outdoor use and outdoor
storage regulations in the M and C-M zones, refer to Section 17.150.050.

17.130.250 Kiosks.

A Kiosk, stand or cart for the sale of flowers, food, newspapers, keys or similar
merchandise or an automatic teller machine used for financial transactions or a farmers’
market for the outdoor sales of fruits, vegetables, flowers and craft items may be
permitted outdoors in commercial zones, subject to the granting of a minor conditional
use permit pursuant to Chapter 17.50. Such a kiosk shall satisfy all the development
standards and use restrictions applicable to the underlying zone district, including
architectural standards. Furthermore, the area of the kiosk shall be counted as
additional floor space for the purpose of calculating off-street parking requirements.
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BOUT
REDBOX

'.Redbox is the leadmg renter of DVDS through automated
- kiosks in the United States, Redhox continues to revolutionize
- the DVD rental industry'as redbox expands locations to stores

like yours. Imagine being able to offer your customers and

" store employees the hottest new release DVDs for only $1
- & night: With no fate fees: No hassles; And the ability to rent
“from'ane focation and return o any other, anywhere in the

world: All from a.sharp-looking, branded automated kiosk that

completes transactions in about 30 seconds.

CWell, redbox can do it for you. Redbox has many years of

planning, testing, refinement, and actual operations. Redbox is
a proven'and profitable business ready for your store location.
Redbox has extensive experience in the video industry,
marketing, logistics, software, IT and deployment.




OVERVIEW

boﬁcﬁték‘e’s advantage of the growing comfort and; trust

[ consumers now have with automated self-serve check out lines.
i Grocery stores, airlines and, of course, banks have trained
- cystomers in this easy, quick ahd attendant-free way 1o transact.

o :.'We add new titles every Tuesday, and handle all customer

‘care and support Uptime, and therefore revenue, is maximized.

' - Redbox customers, using any major credit card, can rent new
. release DVDs and purchase select titles as well.

L o oEach redbox holds up to 700 DVDs, representing as many as
.80 or.more unique titles, or about six months of new releases.

* This formula represents well over 80% of the video industry

business, without the competition’s long lines, deceptive late fee
policies, memberships, or price points of over $4 per title—
four times higher-than redbox.




Redbox teams on the ground in all markets expex‘ty managm . |

machine content and add between szx and tennew release.
fitles every week: At that time the new box art is added to the

light box (there are many more titles inthe kiosk than canbe |~

displayed via POP material), Our mexchand isers keep the
inventory tummg by removmg old, non-renting or damaged dleS

Redbox’ crack maintenance teams make sure redbox is in :

tip-top shape every week: Redbox staff will also check in thh -

your managers or customer service desk during matntenance
visits 1o answer questions and respond to issues.

CONPLETE MERCHANDISING CHECK LiST:

ng the entice kiogk (front, back,
ights), as wel as the light oz,

ning the air

r i outdoss kigsks,

and machine diagnostics.

04

‘cai%ing da
ldng divid

'REDBOX

Redbox has a number of marketmg tools to he!p build
“customer awareness of the new service you're about to

~“launch for your customers. The tried and true marketing
“basics for redbox are designed to create highly visible |
,awareness of redbox at your store

L THESE INCLUDE: .

kroom: pogtar




” TOOLS : . s GET A MIOVIE TO WATCH

ET A TV DINNER HERE.

WITH Y AT REDROX.
BEE YOU UP FRONT 1N & FEW.

AEDEOK, AL NDK RELEASE OVO'S JUST S5 A NIGHY WITN NOLATE FEES. |

GRAB A
MOVIE
TONIGHT

ON YOUR WAY OUT.

QUESTIONS? |
CALL 866-REDBOX-3.

A REDBOX REPRESENTATIVE 15 STANDING BY 10O
ANSWER YOUR QUESTIONS FROM 8RN - 11PM OST.

redbox. . .

DVD RENTALS
all new releases

' - er night
[} RENT A DVD TONIGHT! REDBOX DVD RENTAL $1 A NIGHT, PLUS TAX. édbox s p r Ig

redbox.

06

J-

MAKE TONIGHT

‘FAMILY

MOVIE NIGHT!

3 per night
DVD RENTALS

all new releases

redbox.

FREE ONE’-NI‘GHT
DVD RENTAL

REDBOX IS LOOKING FORWARD
TO WORKING WITH YOU.

Rudbon i row 3 the ot of e siors. Quaiicaiiona? Aust 31 & nlght
170U nemt o vukid okl et ). Now tubamars wumcy Tmadey.
W toqured. s

Gfen rocoon 2.y, hiss punch n BREAKHOOM whes whed Kor
10 oo ok 3 yan erening can 1oks a0 6 w1k oo R
From o TY gwiin

Sorne e wer

redbox.

% New release ‘
51 per night DVD rentals §
ON vémvo




The redbox purchasing depértment is.responsible for :
selecting titles. Purchases are made based on box office:
revenue, genre, star power, and likelihood of renting: based .
on sxmflar titles’ performance. Qur primary objective isto
select movies that are best suited 1o their'target audiénce -
and will that help make your redbox as successful as poésible
The redbox purchasmg team will continue to monitor rental
performance and adjust purchases accordmg!y

O will all redbox machines carry the same ' & How many copies of each ﬁﬂe arecarried?

titles at the same time? €3 n.genadal demand fof a

it two o three weeks ¢

iz "n,.xt'a't dmm, N
sefedee, Ouedothe

e may not be in every o sk Key factors
2 selection ars: box offics) garre

. The fedbox eancept is built upon
The studi cases from ine past 12 70 20 weeks
on WD, Recbox may carty batween six o ten g
naw rpieases in any given week. In general, a
kinsk will carry ove VO tithes.

@ What ara the’ratings of movie§° i

and special 4l
5 have AR (nnt raicc))

"B How.is inventory monitored?
B W are abie o get il §
each'Kos k ~.h“fh 2l

i vill ot show! up o the touch
2. O~w the fitls is returned, the image wilf
e gvailable for selection.

{2 How does redbox react to a growing location?
B Thiz redbox puschasing team monitars maching

h and is able to adjust fut
for each kiosk. Additional o
pically p
are made to upco

on. fn general, theve isa th;ez-weel\ g
time between gl and increased inverntorias.




~about the kiosk, or to open it up. Most issues can be: haridled

remotely by calling 1-866-REDBOX-3 between 7AM and XAM
Central Time, every day. Store’ managers should use: call-in opt;on
3 to get head loe ine pr iority if there is an issue.

Relocabe. Remove and Reinstall Team
Redbox parivrmance s diretly related o reduor
localicin your stora Which-has been agreed u
curing Dur suMvey precess. :

vou:Contact them aH3RR:
1-888-REDBOXE,

S please never move redhox If redbox must berrelo”
cated, please call the Customer Servica line to Inttiale How We Do it v
Redodi is a highly sephisticated pi
w:za(chy Wemake it look easy but it
-l peopls and uuxp"nenT in'safgly re

tcation deterninatio

of then be quaranieed.
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"Redbox is a turnkey solution. You should have no réason toZWb‘rry o

ing hapgy customeérs o
G CUSTOME con;p(a ints

. Pleasg remviember e

.-LP rthekmakt ge

W thereisd p.'ol,lr«m witli the Kosk (far r«*amu!a
<L ¥artt rentorretumy; ptease rzport

The Cusiomer

rtechnical'sup;}o 3
NOT actegt return
We can tem
 ofthe'mach
" -Atinstallatio £
ditferent titles: This selection wi
with new releases,

atthe cusiomer s

pond and repair about 85%

Lz

about 50-60
grow over time

-1

d cusiomer tries to rent a dise and theré is an
c‘i sc doesa't vend), the custonier will

Afesses as a waytc
paper (scaipts are gengrated)
and to provide wpdates and news blasts 1o the en
user {(about dnce 2 month), We do not sell or give this
5N 0 anyone else,




Lol Forone mght rentals, when aré DVD's -
due'back at & redbox? ot

o ends the !

O What ¥ I'm late?

fe 15 00 such thing 4§ & lal

G Toueh "RENT W

2. Toueh your DVD selection;

we theogh the e
) What if the grocery storé or McDonatd's
restaurant where Lrented my DVD is closed?

@3 Newe

TOMER FAQ/
INE FAQ

(0] When are new releases reteased?

dded every Tuesday

© What do 1 do it my DVD is unplayable or
the wrong DVD is in the case?

E! Whiat do Ldo if the DVD Rental kiosk
won't accept my returned rental?

&% Cail's

vour problem,

{® What if my credit or debit card is charged
incorrectly or my credit or debil transaction
is denied?

W e Servicn 6 a6




© ¥ Why do you ask for my z:p code and my
email address?

CUSTOMER FAQ/

initial retal If vou Kesp the DVD &
@ scoong receind willt it upen b o el
faer add cixuna?m“m(s)

o additional nightd: -
iihe

L Yoor Dvidia my

e

8. Fiod the closest?
Sur gl ec U IRENT-ONLINE NOW
tand i alows ug 1o

¥ Do | need to be 18 or older to rent DVD 5
from redbax?

[ R

@ How do | contact someone at redbox?

14,

dbok

st i pr‘v T your D"[‘ W’fh ng

fr an acoount,

he b

ing

< et page. “

G Am Icharged from the mmute 1 chck
'RENT ONLINE NOW"

A B
s have
* edbacor your fite i e SENE] f«r yoli

_\G} What happens |f Fdon't puck up-my movue"

il pc;r I8

22 < a

2 other custo
Ycu Wbe o “‘arqrd the: S’

@ Cansomeorie gaing d‘rectiy 1o redbox

rent my copy before i pnck lt up?

,onf r"rmmn emal

D B Will rédbox com temember my account

information?

.. () 1s It possible 1o rent DVDs in another

redbox city:to which 'm traveling?

. You can an aheact of your an (J i iou W

LR Can,promotioh codes for free rentals be

used when renting online?

o beture pickiny

L promction oodes

sechox focation,

m vedhy
in-person rat

O et

is only ; accepting
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1AncCt Al

since 2006, we have been growing in the Greater Los Angeles
irea by working in local communites and placing yellow bins
‘or clothing donations. With close to 1,200 bins throughout
southern California, Planet Aid provides an easy and accessible
way to put your worn clothing to good use. Planet Aid now
operates m Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino and
Ventura counties, working with local communities to increase

awareness.

Schooi Program

The Partnership in Education program started in 2007 in
Los Angeles. Planet Aid offers school presentations, lessons
and matenals about recycling and the environment, as well as
about the countries and projects that Planet Aid supports.
The Recycling Initiative gives schools the opportunity to
host a bin and raise extra funds for their school. For every
pound of clothes and shoes collected at their bins Planet Aid
makes a donation back to the school.

What Happens to the Clothes
The clothes are sold to domestic and international customers
for reuse. The funds generated through the sale support the
clothes collection and recycling program in the USA, and
international development projects worldwide.

Our Commitment

Planet Aid 15 dedicated in working with local communities to
support conservation and environmerntalism. According to the
EPA, only about 15% of textles are diverted from the waste
stream, the rest end up in landfills or are mcinerated. Planet Aid
works with municipalities and organizations to increase recy-

cling and diversion. Planet Aid takes part in vanious

T TN L Tiamtn nerd

Planet Aid is a non-profit organization dedicated to

vV

improving the lives of people in developing
countries. Our objectives include sustainable
community development, relief aid and protecting
the environment.

o Collect Textiles for Recycling

¢ Raise funds through the resale of clothing to
support development programs
e Create partnerships for development

o Support local schools

Non-Profit Status |
Planet Aid 1s incorporated in Massachusetts as a
nonprofit organization and registered as a charity in
19 other states. Planet Aid 1s recognized by the IRS
as a 501¢(3) organization. Donations to Planet Aid

are tax deductible.

IRS Tax ID #: 04-3348171

CA Charity Registration #: 110532

Where We Are
Planet Aid currently has more than 12,000 recycling
boxes in the following metropolitan areas: Boston,
MA, Providence, RI, New York City, NY, Upstate
New York, Philadelphia, PA, Pittsburgh, PA,
Baltimore, MD, Washington D.C., Richmond, VA,
Raleigh, NC, Cleveland, OH, Cincinnati, OH
Columbus, OH, Detroit, M1, Kansas City, MO and
Los Angeles, CA.

What You Can D¢
Everyone can do something, start by making sure
that your used clothing and shoes are not thrown
away and end up in a landfill

You can:

Make a Clothing Donation
2. HostaBin

3. Getyour School involved
4, Volunteer with Planet Aid!

oy

Recycling
- for
Development

i
PLANET AID

2100 Garfield Ave.
Commerce, CA 90040

LA N TAT T Rav (YN TRTTTY



Project

Child
Aid

Our activities 1n the USA fall into these categories: Clothes Collection and Recycling,
Partnership in Development and Education. We mobilize surplus resources in North
America to support development activities in Africa, Asia and South America.

Planet Aid 1s 2 member of the Federation for Associations connected to the

_ Description
Community develop-
ment projects to
improve child and
famuly living conditions
through health,
education and income
generating activities.

International Humana People to People Movement. In 2007 Planet Aid supported 50
Humana People to People projects in 15 countries, with some of them shown here.

Schools
for
Children

Pre-schools,
orphanages, elementary
and high schools for
orphans, street
children, and

marginalized children.

- Teacher
Training

Training teachers :

rural schools in Angola, :
Malawi and

Mozambique.

Farmers
Training

Helping farmers to
mcrease crop yields,
income, diversifying
crop and increasing
access to water.

HOPE

Intensive HIV/AIDS
prevention and
education program that
also support people
lving with FHIV/AIDS. ¢

I TCE
Total Control
of the

Epidemic

HIV/AIDS preventiv.
program based on a
community approach,
seeking to create
behavioral change
through education and
awareness,

Collection
of Second
Hand
Clothes

Provides clothes and
shoes at an affordable
price while generating
funds for Humana
People to People social
development projects.

2 pg;uniig~
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Attachment 5

Planning Commission Minutes from

July 25, 2011

MINUTES

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
Jury 25, 2011

The meeting of the El Cajon Planning Commission was called to order at 7:00 p.m.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE & MOMENT OF SILENCE

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Darrin J. MROZ, Chairman
Star BALES
Paul CIRCO
Anthony SOTTILE

COMMISSIONERS ABSENT:  Anthony AMBROSE

OTHERS PRESENT: Manjeet RANU, Planning Manager
Noah ALVEY, Associate Planner
Eric CRAIG, Assistant Planner
Tony SHUTE, Senior Planner
Mario SANCHEZ, Traffic Engineer
Michael REID, Staff Attorney
Ron Luis VALLES, Administrative Secretary

MROZ explained the mission of the Planning Commission and welcomed comments under
Public Comments. No one came forward.

RANU advised there has been a lot of interest in the draft Downtown Specific Plan;
however it is not on the agenda. He added that comments on that project may be made
during non-agenda public comment.

MROZ asked any to come forward with comments. No one came forward at that time.

Ms. Sherry CASPER, 294 Chambers, Unit #4, former board member of ElI Cajon
Community Development Corporation (CDC). She advised that she has been involved with
the development of the draft Downtown Specific Plan for several years and attended the
blue ribbon commission meeting. She presented signatures and addresses for those who
attended community meetings in February, 2009. No one from that list attended the
community meetings in preparing proposed changes to the draft Downtown Specific Plan.
Reminded Planning Commission that the CDC did a significant amount of fund and grant

Planning Commission - 58 - July 25, 2011
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raising to eliminate brown fields in downtown El Cajon. The have also been instrumental in
clearing out business and buildings below code. She wanted them to be recognized for the
work performed and believes the draft Specific Plan needs to be passed.

Mr. Arkan SOMO, 1129 Avenida Oceana, Chairman of Land Use and infrastructure
Committee from the East County Chamber of Commerce, voiced concerns from members.
He advised that staff and the Commissioners received a letter from the Chamber voicing
member concerns. They appreciate staff's participation and attendance at the meetings;
specifically Melissa Ayres and Rob Turner. They have heard a lot of concerns about the
plan which varies from having Douglas extended from mandating properties that are legal
non-conforming to be forced to comply with the new plan. One example is a board member
who has a recycling business. He was told if 60% of value of his building burned, he
cannot rebuild. He would be mandated to rebuild a new six-story building in accordance
with the proposed plan. Reminded the Commissioners there are a lot of concerns from
members.

CONSENT CALENDAR: Motion was made by CIRCO, seconded by SOTTILE, to
adopt the minutes of the Planning Commission meeting
of June 27, 2011; carried 4-0 (AMBROSE - absent).

AGENDA ITEM NO. 2. GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 2010-03

This was a City-initiated proposal to update the City’s Bicycle Master Plan (Plan) by
amending the Circulation element of the General Plan. The Plan is an update to the 1981
Bicycle Master Plan and the General Plan. The Plan is the official policy document
addressing the development of facilities and programs to enhance the role of bicycling as a
viable mode of transportation in the City of EI Cajon. The project includes a Mitigated
Negative Declaration and Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting program. This item was
continued from Planning Commission meeting of June 27, 2011.

Location: Citywide

Applicant: City of El Cajon

Project Planner: Noah Alvey / 616.441.1773
Email: nalvey@cityofelcajon.us

In a PowerPoint presentation, SANCHEZ and ALVEY summarized the staff report.
SOTTILE asked staff if the $7 million is received each year.

SANCHEZ responded it depended upon how much funding is available each year by the
federal government. The funds come from Transportation Development Act (TDA) money
which constitutes a competitive grant, so roughly $7 million each year is available. The
grant also depends on what the Feds allow from the state. Then each county and city
agency competes for these grants.

SOTTILE asked if there is a guarantee the federal government will grant the funds.

SANCHEZ advised the money allocated if from the gas tax and that one-quarter percent of
the tax goes directly to the grant.

Planning Commission -59 - July 25, 2011
Minutes



SOTTILE wanted to know if there is a certain timeframe established to obtain the funds.

SANCHEZ responded that the adoption of the Bicycle Master Plan and General Plan will
make El Cajon look better if we have an adopted plan. We would not be required to make
another revision to the plan for five years if adopted this year.

MROZ asked since the Class 1 and 2 bicycle lanes are different, would they not go into
effect until the revision of the Downtown Specific Plan.

ALVEY advised the proposed update to the Bicycle Master Plan is a policy document and it
identifies priority projects that would occur within existing rights of way; mainly striping of
lanes and signing. The updated plan also includes better connectivity of mass transit stops
with schools and other important locations. There are three types of bicycle facilities: Class
3 is signed bike lanes, Class 2 is striped, and Class 1 is separated bike facilities. In the
proposed Downtown Specific Plan update there is a potential to build Class 1 and 2
facilities along the extension of Lexington Avenue that's proposed in conjunction with the
Downtown Specific Plan. The Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program states the City
does not have authority to construct that facility unless the Downtown Specific Plan is
approved by City Council which would approve that specific road.

MROZ stated according to the study about 261 people commute within the City. It states
an estimate of 1,500 people projected in the future. He asked if this projection is per day
or month.

ALVEY responded it is per day.

MROZ stated that $1.6 million seems like a lot of money for 261 people and that not many
people are using the bike lanes. He wondered if the money could be used any other way.
In his opinion, it appears lots of money is going toward a small need and doesn'’t see the
demand.

CIRCO looked on line to review the 1981 Master Bicycle Plan and asked what elements
have been updated and if the 1981 plan had been fully implemented.

SANCHEZ answered that most facilities are in place, i.e., Chase, Washington and parts of
Marshall.

CIRCO was wondering if we could use the money somewhere else. He was concerned the
federal government may be stopping payments on some things in the future and funding
such as this may go away next year. He was hesitant to committing the City to spending
money we don’t have with no commitment from the state; since they receive funds from the
federal government.

SOTTILE asked what would be the consequences if the plan is not implemented.
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SANCHEZ replied we would lose out on applying for competitive grants to the County.
These funds are usually 90% funded by the grants and 10% by cities, therefore they are
reimbursable.

SOTTILE asked if there would be an economic cost to the business owners in the
downtown area and if they would be taxed at a higher rate.

SANCHEZ responded no.

ALVEY added the proposed update is a policy document and intended to provide the
framework for future implementation of the bicycle network. Itis not committing the city to
building anything at this time. It only lists proposed projects and priorities that allow us to
link certain areas together. Future implementation of the plan would be in conjunction with
grant money.

RANU interjected that legislation discussed earlier during the presentation has a lot to do
with the Bicycle Master Plan. The state is looking for more complete streets and less
greenhouse gas emissions. Our General Plan is more out of date and not in compliance
with state law and we may be at risk for involvement from the State Attorney General's
office.

MROZ asked if the city could be fined taxpayer money by the state.

RANU said the issue is we would lose out on funding opportunities as others in the region
get more competitive. SANDAG is one source of a significant amount of funds for the
region and not approving the plan could put us at more of a disadvantage and could be
detrimental to taxpayers.

SOTTILE asked who would be contracted to do the work once implementation of the bike
lanes begin.

SANCHEZ responded work would be done under private contract through competitive bid
process.

MROZ asked if there are any proposed road widening projects to accommodate bike lanes.
SANCHEZ answered most work is striping.
MROZ opened the public hearing and invited any speakers to the podium.

Mr. Josh TURCHIN, 4395 Calavo, La Mesa, approached the podium. He and his father
own the recycling business located at 297 Marshall Avenue which his father started 33
years ago under a conditional use permit. He mentioned they would like to continue the
business for another 30 years. His father is extremely concerned about the proposed
Downtown Specific Plan. Even though it is not under consideration now he feels the most
egregious aspects of the plan are under consideration in the Bicycle Master Plan. The
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maps and exhibits displayed depict Lexington and Douglas becoming corridors that bisect
the neighborhood between El Cajon Boulevard and the Trolley Center. These streets are
not necessary and as outlined will force his business to comply with dedications of rights-
of- way whenever he has a permit request or needs to amend his conditional use permit.
He believes their property value will be diminished to nearly zero and could affect many
other businesses as well. He believes the plan presents a catastrophic disaster for their
family business and would put them out of business. Obtaining any kind of permit for
improvement would be a death warrant. They employ over 50 people and conduct over
10,000 transactions per month. They are starting a pay by master card program which will
provide customers discounts with local merchants when they take their new money
shopping and have instituted a green program. He requested to table the bicycle plan for
consideration with the General Plan (draft Downtown Specific Plan). If bicycle safety is the
primary concern, he believes the Police Department can educate children about bicycle
safety.

Mr. Kerry SCHIMPF, real estate broker, spoke next. He proposed the item be considered
after or concurrent with the Downtown Specific Plan update. Many businesses, property
owners and the Chamber have taken an interest in the negative impacts of the plan if
implemented in its current form. It appears the Bicycle Master Plan is based on a
proposed update of the General Plan (draft Downtown Specific Plan). Some of the
proposed roads in the plan do not currently exist. The Lexington and Douglas extensions
would need to be implemented for the plan to work. He stated that if the General Plan
Amendment (draft Downtown Specific Plan) is passed it would require future cleanup and
inquired as to what the funding source would be. He asked if the city would be funding the
plan from the general fund. He also asked if the Traffic Impact Fees (TIF) would hinder
development. When they were enacted in the County of San Diego, the TIF fees caused
many commercial development projects to put on the brakes. Other developer paid fees
will make development and redevelopment more difficult in the city. He urged that we wait
until the General Plan update (draft Downtown Specific Plan) is adopted in its final form
with proposed road changes and identify sources of funding before approving related
projects like the Bicycle Master Plan.

MROZ asked Schimpf if he wanted to ask his questions of staff.

SCHIMPF asked how many other municipalities were competing for the Federal grant of $7
million.

SANCHEZ answered that 18 agencies within the county and only those agencies that have
adopted a Bicycle Master Plan would be eligible to compete. He added that maybe 50-
75% of the entities can apply along with SANDAG.

SCHIMPF asked if the $7M is just for the county.
SANCHEZ answered the money is statewide.

Ms. Sherry CASPER, 249 S. Chambers, Unit 44, El Cajon, is a realtor. She sought
clarification on the $7 million disbursement and mentioned that El Cajon did not have any
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projects in the past compared with La Mesa which had seven projects funded. She noted
we have many bike lanes, but they are notinterconnected. El Cajon has a great downtown
area since it is level. She added that a little foresight is important and that there are not
enough bike lanes. She was speaking from a resident’s point of view and believes there
should be a balance between business and resident concerns.

Mr. Arkan SOMO spoke next on behalf of the Chamber. He believes the city talks about an
urban, high density, bicycle friendly downtown, but has left the business community out of
the process. He believes investments are required to make it happen. He has concerns
with the feasibility of the plan. With the state taking money from the cities, the plan is at
risk. He urged the commissioners to continue this item in order to review the whole plan in
detail with the draft Downtown Specific Plan.

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by BALES, to close the public hearing; carried
4-0 (AMBROSE - absent).

MROZ asked what latches onto the “framework” discussed previously that puts this plan
into motion. He wanted to know if it was the draft Downtown Specific Plan or other areas
with state. '

ALVEY again said it's a policy framework. It establishes priorities on projects to increase
connectivity and provide additional transportation options. If the plan would to be adopted
it gives us authority to seek funding.

MROZ asked what if you just want to stripe a lane, what the associated cost would be.

ALVEY advised that the existing bicycle plan is inadequate and the new plan provides
guidelines that resolve the deficiencies. The new plan is trying to provide complete streets
and additional bicycle lanes which would interconnect.

RANU added the capital improvements program is the plan for investing in capital projects
in the city. The two planning projects did coordinate, however the Bicycle Master Plan
stands alone, except for that facility on Lexington which can’'t go forward unless the
Downtown Specific Plan is adopted. CEQA is the gatekeeper.

SOTTILE sought clarification.

RANU stated the Bicycle Master Plan can be implemented without the Downtown Specific
Plan. There is a 0.3 segment of a mile at Lexington that cannot go forward without the
Downtown Specific Plan.

SOTTILE asked if the plan is approved, could we proceed for funding immediately.

MROZ noted that streets outside the draft Downtown Specific Plan are included within the
Bicycle Master Plan.
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RANU agreed and that streets within the draft Downtown Specific Plan, except Lexington
Avenue, are coordinated, but separate.

CIRCO added the biggest disruption seems to be the 0.3 segment of a mile on Lexington
and was a major stumbling block during the initial Specific Plan meetings. Many people
seemed concerned about taking a block of residences for an open space walkway, very
similar to Promenade in El Cajon. The Bicycle Master Plan places a Class 1 there. If we
pull this element out of the Bicycle Master Plan, the rest of the map would be okay. He
asked if we could change that one section.

RANU said you could remove the Lexington Avenue bicycle extension facility from the
recommendation to City Council.

MROZ asked if the general fund would pay for these improvements and if we would get
reimbursed through the grant.

SANCHEZ stated there is no money set aside from the general fund. This is a capital
improvement project. This would allow us to apply for application of grants.

BALES added she sees more of a need for such a plan. She has lived in El Cajon over 30
years and would like to see more bike lanes.

SOTTILE stated he is not a fan of global warming policies, but is a fan of people staying
healthy. He felt that the Specific Plan 182 and Bicycle Master Plan worked together. The
Lexington / Johnson area received the most objections and he was concerned about
funding. He is a business person and taxes do impact businesses. He would like
businesses to improve in El Cajon.

MROZ stated the framework for future policies was his only concern.

CIRCO recommended pulling the Lexington extension bike facility part of the plan. He is
an avid bicyclist and likes to see the protected zones.

Motion was made by CIRCO, seconded by BALES, to adopt the proposed Resolution
No. 10664, recommending City Council approval of General Plan Amendment No. 2010-
03, subject to removing the bicycle facility alternatives along a potential extension of
Lexington Avenue; carried 3-1 (AMBROSE — absent; MROZ — NO. ).

AGENDA ITEM NO. 3. CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 2138 (MINOR)

This was a public hearing on a request for a Type 20 off-sale beer and wine license for an
existing convenience store. The subject property is located on the north side of East
Madison Avenue between North Magnolia and Graves Avenues, and addressed as 112
East Madison Avenue. This project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA). This item was continued from Planning Commission meetings June 27, 2011.
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This item was previously noticed for the January 24, 2011, March 28, 2011, May 9, 2011
and June 27, 2011 Planning Commission meetings.

APN: 483-330-32

General Plan: General Commercial (GC) / Special Development Area No. 9
(SDA #9)

Zoning: C-G (General Commercial)

Applicant:  Magnolia Family Market, Inc. / 619.447.7033
Project Planner: Noah Alvey / 619.441.1773
Email: nalvey@cityofelcajon.us

RANU said this was a continued hearing to prepare a resolution recommending denial to
forward to the City Council for the Commissioner’s consideration. He also mentioned
Police Captain Redman was present to answer any questions.

ALVEY summarized the staff report. He mentioned the Police Department provided an
updated memorandum recommending denial. If the Planning Commission approved the
project there would be certain conditions of approval subsequently recommended by the
Police Department. The primary condition is for the applicant to purchase two licenses;
one from an over-concentrated census tract, with one to be cancelled and the other moved
to the subject site. This would ensure compliance with the Alcoholic Beverage Control
Board (ABC) moratorium. In addition to that condition, the hours of operation for beer and
wine sales only would be from 10 a.m. to 10 p.m. In addition, the applicant will be required
to remove the non-conforming pole sign.

MROZ asked for the definition of a monument sign.
ALVEY answered by quoting the existing Specific Plan 182 guidelines.

RANU added that staff received correspondence from Communities against Substance
Abuse (CASA) which was subsequently passed out to the applicant and commissioners.

MROZ opened the public hearing and invited any speakers to the podium.

Ms. Dana STEVENS, CASA, approached the podium. She gave a brief explanation of the
ABC moratorium process. The moratorium is not enacted by the city, but by the ABC. Itis
rare to enact a moratorium and El Cajon is one of three cities in San Diego County with
one in place. The ABC makes their only income from selling licenses. The requirement of
the ABC states no more than one license for 2,500 residents is allowed. She also served
on the Alliance for Better Communities Task Force and they spent months discussing off-
sale liquor licenses. The problems have still not been resolved. The greater enforcement
on Second Avenue has caused the problems to be pushed out to other areas of the city.
She supports the efforts of the city to bring down crime and reduce vagrancy which are
associated with the liquor license outlets.

Mr. Arkan SOMO, President of Magnolia Family Market, spoke next. Mentioned that he
has worked with CASA in the past and wanted to bring to the attention of the Planning
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Commission that they were always on opposite sides whenever there was an item before
the City Council regarding tobacco or alcohol. Every study that CASA brought forward
could be contradicted by another study. He doesn’t depend on anyone else’s study. He
shared facts from his own study at the last meeting. Another issue he had was that his
market is within 600’ of residential zoned property and cannot have a Type 20 license. He
stated this is not accurate. Last year the city enacted a change to allow a Type 20 license.
He had further issues with the conditions on the resolution. One was that the condition that
two licenses are required to be purchased from within the city is not feasible and
impossible to implement. He already bought a license last year within the county, and
under state law it is permissible within the county to buy and transfer a license. He believes
when the City Council enacted the 600’ rule that two licenses (purchase of one and
cancellation of another) was not policy. He has volunteered to reduce his hoursto 7 a.m. to
1 a.m. Most facilities in the city have hours of 6 a.m. to 2 a.m. The selling of singles he
has already discontinued, but felt that this does hinder his ability to compete in the market.
He mentioned that the micro-brewery is a growing category. He also added that this was
the first time he has heard of the condition of the non-conforming sign. He asked for relief
of one year to remove the sign in order to be in compliance. The last condition of the
resolution referred to Chapter 17.35 of the Municipal Code which he was in disagreement
with. In his discussions with RANU he felt comfortable in accepting the language that had
been prepared with the City Attorney’s office for a separate project in order to avoid further
continuation of his item.

MROZ asked if the Municipal Code language was available.

RANU explained where the language could be found in the commissioner binders and
added the language could be substituted if the commissioners so desired.

CIRCO wanted to answer the applicant’s question regarding the necessity of buying two
licenses and cancelling one. He added that a Type 20 license had not yet been approved
while he has been on the commission. Every time this come up there had been a condition
to purchase two licenses. He asked the applicant what the cost was to purchase alicense.

SOMO answered the cost of $500 if no moratorium is in place and he paid $12,000 with
the moratoriumin El Cajon. He reiterated that mandating to get two licenses is not feasible
and impossible to accomplish.

CIRCO asked what happened to the license that Ralphs on Second Street had after they
closed.

ALVEY answered he was not sure of the status, but believes licenses are surrendered for
some period of time.

SOMO added that you can go to the ABC website to obtain this information.

MROZ asked if there are any licenses in the city to purchase.
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SOMO replied he at first searched for a license in El Cajon and could not find one to
purchase.

MROZ then referred back to the condition of the nonconforming sign. He said that usually
when a use permit comes before the commission that would be the time staff could identify
items that are non-conforming in the city and work to bring them up to code. He asked
staff if a sign is legal until such time as a permit is pulled.

ALVEY noted that certain aspects of legal non-conforming uses are grandfathered in. In
the case of a sign, the objective and goal in the General Plan seeks to improve the
appearance of the city, therefore, when a project comes forward for redevelopmentitis a
good time to address the non-conforming sign in conjunction with the conditional use
permit.

MROZ asked if we ever allow a period of time to conform once a permit is issued.

ALVEY answered that if the commission is open to modify the condition, it would go to City
Council for final decision.

MROZ acknowledged the applicant for all the work he has done in the community. He
mentioned that the applicant did not want to sell 10 oz. or 16 oz. containers, but wants to
sell draft beer in 22 oz. containers.

SOMO stated that he understands selling alcohol is a bit more sensitive, but believes this
condition is not relevant. He again disputed CASA’s presentation and restated the facts he
presented earlier. He added that he has not seen a staff report that is so subjective before.
At the last meeting the Planning Commissioners asked staff to develop a resolution
approving his item, then the Police Department added punitive conditions to it. He believes
he has demonstrated he is a responsible retailer and is frustrated over the bouncing back
and forth and now feels he is back to square one.

BALES told the applicant she believes he is a good citizen and appreciates all he does.
She stated we are all working together to lower the crime rate and does support the
condition of buying two licenses.

SOMO stated that at the end of the day we are all responsible for what we do, but feels the
commission is putting a condition that is irrelevant in this census tract because it is not
oversaturated. It does not apply to this census tract. He added if a moratorium had
something to do with crime rate then why did the crime rate increase. He asked someone
to show him where in the ABC or Municipal Code this condition exists and he will withdraw
his application. This is a subjective opinion and has nothing to do with this census tract.

SOTTILE recommended Police Captain Redman come forward to address any questions
and asked if there was a higher number of driving under the influence (DUI) issues at the
intersection of Magnolia, Madison and Highway 67.
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REDMAN responded that there are more residences in the area and itis a high crime area.
There is a store that is surrounded by hotels and apartments on three sides. Alcohol is
involved in a lot of these issues. Calls to this area for DUls are not any higher than other
areas in the city.

MROZ said he looked at the same DUI statistics and agreed with Captain Redman.

REDMAN added that the conjunction of the freeways does increase DUI arrests, but if you
add alcohol sales to the area it would increase the number.

MROZ asked if restaurants which sell beer and wine, such as the El Cajon Brewing
Company, are big contributors to the crime rate

REDMAN responded that these types of businesses bring the type of people we want in
town. The police have less call outs for service at restaurants and food is served with the
drinks.

SOTTILE asked how many calls the police receive for the 7-11 store down the street just
west of Magnolia Market.

REDMAN responded that he did not have the number of calls, but knows it is high. There
are a lot of transient tenants in the area living at the hotel, Motel 6 and Mid-Town Motel.
There is not an established group of citizens that can affect change in this area, such as
condos or well established apartments. The Police Department is trying to get apartments
on board for Crime Free Multi-Housing. He believes we would be taking a step back if
alcohol sales are added in this area.

MROZ asked if the police are seeing signs that people are adhering to the “Do not Sell
List”.

REMAN responded the applicant has done a lot to help with the effort by getting flyers out.
But, there is still the problem of abuse moving from one part of town to another and the
people on the “Do not Sell List” get others to buy for them.

SOTTILE sought confirmation if the 647 drunk in public arrests were not all DUl arrests. It
was confirmed that 58% of the arrests did not involve driving under the influence.

CIRCO asked why Census Tract District 616 had a low crime rate, and how many alcohol
vendors were in this tract.

REDMAN said the tract is out by the airport in an industrial and did not have statistics.
CIRCO noted that high crime does not necessarily correlate to alcohol, but the number of

people in an area. In order to get less crime, you need less people. The more people you
get closer together, you will increase crime. Alcohol exacerbates crime.
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Mr. Lorenzo HIGLEY, Communities Against Substance Abuse spoke next. He urged the
commissioners to pay attention to the study on how alcohol outlets affect neighborhood
violence. These were nine studies from national journals and he quoted all as saying
businesses that sell alcohol that are close together do cause more assaults to occur. This
correlation has been the same finding across each of the various studies. The applicant
purchased the business knowing a moratorium was in place and that city leaders and the
ABC recommended no additional licenses in the area. In that census tract the number of
public intoxication arrests has increased. The number of violent crimes has increased as
well. Public intoxication is more associated with off-sale licensees. To add alcohol to the
mix in this area will not create a level playing field for businesses. It will create problems
for the Police Department.

CIRCO asked HIGLEY if he would be against the applicant purchasing an alcohol license
from an over concentrated census tract and retiring another license.

HIGLEY said they would support this trade off and the Police Department’s
recommendations.

No speakers approached the podium.

Motion was made by CIRCO, seconded by BALES, to close the public hearing; carried 4-0
(AMBROSE - absent).

MROZ asked staff about the wording in condition #6 regarding revoking the license.

ALVEY responded that it is a standard condition of approval in most resolutions. It would
allow the Planning Commission to review the permit at any time. The alternate language
would give the Planning Commission the ability to add a condition that requires a review
during a certain time frame, i.e., six month or twelve month reviews.

RANU mentioned that staff has drafted language to that effect.

SOTTILE believes in freedom and that we are responsible to one another and the
community in general. He did not think alcohol should be restricted in any way, unlessiitis
for a good reason. He was torn about this situation and leaning toward not supporting the
application. He would like to see some history of improvement in the crime rate, therefore
could not make a positive decision to go forward. He supported staff’'s recommendation.

MROZ asked staff if he should advise the applicant that a full commission is not present
and if he would prefer a vote with the whole commission in attendance.

RANU suggested that the commission can take input from the applicant, but ultimately the
decision was up to the commission.

MROZ summarized the two proposed resolutions; one to deny and one to approve. He
added the City Council would ultimately decide and that he was inclined to give the
applicant approval with conditions.
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CIRCO added he was wrestling with this issue as well. He did want to acknowledge the
applicant for working so hard over the last six months and coming before the commission
time and time again and does appreciate his efforts.

Motion was made by CIRCO, seconded by MROZ, to adopt the proposed Resolution
No. 10663, recommending City Council approval of Conditional Use Permit No. 2138,
subject to conditions; carried 2-2 (AMBROSE - absent; CIRCO and MROZ, yes; BALES
and SOTTILE no.) Motion failed with the vote of 2-2.

MEETING recessed at 9:07 p.m. RANU stated that they could not deliberate on any
pending actions. [Commissioners went to anteroom, accompanied by City’s Staff Attorney.]

Meeting resumed at 9:13 p.m.
BALES asked if we change the item would it still go before council.
MROZ confirmed with staff that either way both would go before council.

CIRCO noted that part of the decision for his yes vote was to give the City Council an
alternative. As stated before, the Planning Commission had not approved these in the past
and the crime rate has not gone down. The Planning Commission had not seen results
and maybe they could try something different.

MROZ would like to know the council’s position on the buy one license and retire another
since we have no policy on this issue. He also would like to know where the council stands
on the issue. He felt the Planning Commission needed better guidance from the City
Council.

BALES felt they had taken a different step and were now split in their decision. Hopefully
the council would come back with a solution. She said this is a very high crime area and
wanted to give it more time.

SOTTILE confirmed with staff that if the commissioners approve the denial that it will go to
council because the applicant will appeal. He also had sympathy for CIRCO’s ideas and
thoughts. He stated we have certain rules for my children and if broken it does not mean
we relinquish them. As an example: If a corner traffic light is not working and accidents
occur, we do not just remove the traffic light.

CIRCO agreed that was a good analogy. He added that in Europe where traffic lights are
removed and round-abouts added the number of accidents are reduced.

CIRCO sought confirmation that if the alternative resolution was approved, would it go to
council. Also, if the commission denied the proposal, would the applicant pay an appeal
fee.
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REID stated that should not be basis of appeal.
RANU noted that $900 is the appeal fee.
Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by BALES, to adopt the proposed Resolution

No. 10663, denying Conditional Use Permit No. 2138; carried 2-2 (AMBROSE - absent;
BALES and SOTTILE, yes; CIRCO and MROZ, no.) Motion failed with the vote of 2-2.

REID added if tie vote and per the Municipal Code, the decision should go in front of a full
commission and at a following meeting it would break a tie.

RANU suggested the commission could move to continue orvote on the alternative motion.
However, the applicant might want to move forward with his request. There were no items
on the August 8 Planning Commission agenda and the next meeting is scheduled for
August 22.

MROZ asked if he needed to open the public hearing to ask the applicant.
REID responded only if he needed to take any public testimony.

SOMO approached the podium. He reminded the commissioners that his item was brought
back before the commission for a resolution to approve. He said he wants to move forward
to City Council and a denial will cost him another $900. For the record he does not agree to
the conditions. So either denial or approval with these conditions, he objects. If these
conditions are approved by council, he will withdraw. He would appreciate it if the
commissioners would move the item along since it is already on the City Council agenda
for August 9, but preferred to get a recommendation of approval.

SOTTILE confirmed with staff that a denial would go to city council and that it can be on
the August 9, 2011 agenda.

Motion was made by CIRCO, seconded by SOTTILE, to adopt the proposed Resolution
No. 10663, denying Conditional Use Permit No. 2138; carried 3-1 (AMBROSE - absent;
BALES, CIRCO and SOTTILE, yes; MROZ, no.)

The appeal period for this item ends at 5 p.m., Thursday, August 4, 2011.

AGENDA ITEM NO. 4. AMENDMENT OF ZONING CODE NO. 418 — OUTDOOR
VENDING MACHINES

This was a public hearing to consider proposed zoning code amendments to authorize the
placement of vending machines and similar devices outside of enclosed buildings, subject
to certain performance standards and the satisfaction of California Building and Fire Safety
Code requirements. This project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act

(CEQA).
Location: Citywide
Applicant: City of El Cajon
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Project Planner: Eric Craig/619.441.1782
Email: ecraig@cityofelcajon.us

In a PowerPoint presentation, CRAIG summarized the staff report.

MROZ sought confirmation from staff that all issues relative to Red Boxes had been
addressed, including the pulling of business licenses and building permits. He also asked
if the company was aware of the proposed changes. CRAIG replied that the draft staff
report was provided to all those who had an interest and they did not have any comments.

CIRCO asked if there were any businesses that would be negatively impacted.

CRAIG advised there are businesses that may not comply with the proposed regulations.
There is no impetus to go after the existing installations. He also added the Red Boxes are
not associated with other types of machines, such as kiddie rides and water vending
machines.

SOTTILE congratulated staff on a great job. He added he was impressed with the amount
of work performed.

BALES agreed that a great job was done and added it was a good idea to allow our
citizens to use space that they have to generate income.

MROZ opened the public hearing and invited any speakers to the podium.

Mr. Jessie DHILLON, 410 East Main Street, spoke next. He wanted to address the
commissioners as a local businessman who owns two businesses in ElI Cajon and
employees between 22-25 people. He mentioned this has had a big impact on his
business. He wanted to assure the commission that no pornographic movies can be rented
from a Red Box and this has never been the case in the past. They rent mostly family
movies and video games. Initially, it was difficult to bring the boxes in and since they have
been removed he has lost 60-70 customers. Customers were angry at the business owners
and went to other locations to rent movies. Little things like this do impact the businesses
in El Cajon. He thanked the commission for their consideration and reminded them that
summer was not going to stick around forever. This is the season customers rent movies.

Mr. Jason HONE, business consultant for 7-11, spoke next on behalf of dozens of
customers. He said both he and his corporation received numerous complaints after the
Red Boxes were pulled. They found the process very convenient and did not understand
the situation. Instead of stopping at a neighborhood store, they now have to go to another
city to get the product. He has been in contact with Red Box and they are anxious to get
back into El Cajon, however, may not be able to install the same number of machines
since there is a limited number available. He reiterated that Red Box was waiting for a
concrete set of rules.

No speakers approached the podium.
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Motion was made by MROZ, seconded by CIRCO, to close the public hearing; carried 4-0
(AMBROSE - absent).

Motion was made by BALES, seconded by MROZ, to adopt the proposed Resolution
No. 10667, recommending City Council approval of Amendment of Zoning Code No. 418,
subject to conditions; carried 4-0 (AMBROSE - absent).

CRAIG added this item is scheduled to go to City council on August 9, 2011.

AGENDA ITEM NO. 5. AMENDMENT OF CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 2006
(MINOR)

This was a public hearing on a request to add 12 panel antennas and related equipment to
an existing 55’ faux pine tree with a new prefabricated equipment shelter. The subject
property is located on the north side of East Washington Avenue between Jamacha Road
and Dorothy Street, and addressed as 1400 East Washington Avenue. This proposed
project is exempt from he California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15303 (New Construction or Conversion of Small Structures).
This item was continued from Planning Commission meetings of June 13, 2011 and June
27, 2011.

APN: 511-260-72

General Plan: Medium Density Residential (MR)

Zoning: RM-2200 (Residential, Multi-family, 2,200 square foot)

Applicant: Verizon Wireless for El Cajon Elks Lodge 1812
714.925.6487

Project Planner: Tony Shute / 619.441.1705

Email: TONYS@cityofelcajon.us

In a PowerPoint presentation, SHUTE summarized the staff report.
MROZ opened the public hearing and invited any speakers to the podium.

Mr. Mark LINMAN, representing Verizon Wireless approached the podium agreed to the
conditions of approval.

No other speakers approached the podium.

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by CIRCO, to close the public hearing; carried
4-0 (AMBROSE — absent).

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by BALES, to adopt the proposed Resolution
No. 10660, approving Amendment of Conditional Use Permit No. 2006, subject to
conditions; carried 4-0 (AMBROSE - absent).

The appeal period for this item ends at 5 p.m., Thursday, August 4, 2011.
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 6. AMENDMENT OF SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 182

This was a City-initiated public hearing to amend the Downtown El Cajon Specific Plan 182
related to the design review process.
Location: Downtown area within General Plan Special Development Area No. 9

Applicant: City of El Cajon
Project Planner: Tony Shute / 619.441.1705
Email: TONYS@cityofelcajon.us

SHUTE summarized the staff report.

MROZ commended staff on a job well done and opened the public hearing and invited any
speakers to the podium.

CIRCO sought clarification on the option to going to either the Planning Commission or
Planning Staff.

SHUTE noted that there are no options in the resolution and that the Community
Development Corporation (CDC) language was removed since they are no longer a part of
the process.

Ms. Sherry CASPER, 294 Chambers, Unit 44, El Cajon, spoke next. She is a resident and
realtor and advised she knows about design review and planning. She has been involved
in some of the issues incorporated in the Specific Plan and had two concerns. She
believes the new police station is the second ugliest building in the county, was crammed
through, and did not go through the design review process. However, she did see that
some of the standards developed by the CDC had been put into place. She also stated
that nothing relates to continuity to the overall effect of each building to each other as you
travel down the street. This was the context the design review committee put into place
several years ago. She made another comment that most signs in the city are not being
reviewed and believes we do need to have decent signage. She asked for assurances
from the Planning Commission that if the amendment was approved, the contextual design
elements recommended by the CDC would be maintained.

BALES asked if the buildings fronting on Main Street were approved by the design review
committee.

CASPER confirmed all changes had to go through the committee and that they wanted to
develop an era of some similarity. She added that Mark Smith’s project on Rea, whichis a
mixed use project, would be another layer that would improve Main Street and hoped the
project would be going forward. She said we need to improve downtown in order to attract
people and businesses into the community.

No other speakers approached the podium.
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Motion was made by BALES, seconded by CIRCO, to close the public hearing; carried 4-0
(AMBROSE -~ absent).

Motion was made by MROZ, seconded by CIRCO, to adopt the proposed Resolution
No. 10665, recommending City Council approval of Amendment of Specific Plan No. 182,
subject to conditions; carried 4-0 (AMBROSE - absent).

OTHER ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:

There were none.

STAFF COMMUNICATIONS

AGENDA ITEM NO. 7. REPORT TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION PURSUANT TO
THE EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE SECTION 17.10.

This was a periodic report on administrative determinations made by the Community
Development Director as authorized by Sections 17.10.010 and 17.10.020 during the
preceding six-month period. The Commissioners reviewed and accepted the report.
RANU summarized the item and noted that no action was required.

COMMISSIONER REPORTS/COMMENTS

No items for communication.

ADJOURNMENT

Motion was made by CIRCO, seconded by BALES, to adjourn the meeting of the El Cajon
Planning Commission at 10:20 p.m. this 25th day of July, 2011 until August 8, 2011
at 7:00 p.m.; carried 4-0 (AMBROSE - absent).

o~

Dafrin J. MROZ, Chairman

ATTEST:
K\/VL\/ Sl
i AUG 2 2 200
Manjeet RANU, AICP, Secretary AS PRESENTED
Planning Commission -75- July 25, 2011

Minutes



EXCERPTS FROM CITY COUNCIL
AND

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING MINUTES
August 9, 2011

104 ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT NO. 418 — OUTDOOR VENDING
MACHINES (Report: Director of Community Development)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:
Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony;

« Close the Public Hearing;

« Move to take no action (thereby not allowing vending machines to be located
outdoors; OR Move to introduce an ORDINANCE amending Title 17 (Zoning)
of the El Cajon Municipal Code to accommodate outdoor vending machines;
and

« If approved, the Mayor requests the City Clerk to recite the Ordinance title.

An ordinance of the City Council of the City of EI Cajon amending Title 17
of the EI Cajon Municipal Code (Zoning) to authorize and regulate
vending machines outside of buildings; modifying Section 17.105.020; and
adding a new Section 17.130.270 regulating outdoor vending machines

DISCUSSION
Mayor Lewis announces the Public Hearing is now Open.
No one comes forward to speak.

Discussion ensues among Council and Staff concerning the following:
+ The number of machines that should be allowed;

A suggestion to require an awning (overhang);

Types of machines to allow;

Compliance with ADA accessibility requirements;

Removal of graffiti from machines;

vending machines;
* A request for Staff to present guidelines and alternatives pursuant to the
issues discussed above.

No further comments are offered.

MOTION BY KENDRICK, SECOND BY MCCLELLAN, to CONTINUE
the Public Hearing to September 13, 2011.

MOTION CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE.

Establishing guidelines for the types of businesses that can have outdoor

AM ZO No. 418 ~ Vending Machines
Attachment 6

Excerpt Draft City Council Minutes from
August 9, 2011



AM ZO No. 418 — Vending Machines

NOTICE OF CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING
AMENDMENT OF ZONING CODE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that at 7:00 p.m. on Tuesday, September 13, 2011, the
El Cajon City Council will hold a continued public hearing in the City Council Chambers
located at 200 Civic Center Way, El Cajon, CA to consider:

AMENDMENT OF ZONING CODE (NO. 418) TO REGULATE OUTDOOR VENDING
MACHINES AND SIMILAR FACILITIES. This is a City-initiated public hearing to
consider an ordinance to amend the Zoning Code to accommodate outdoor vending
machines and similar facilities, subject to performance standards. This project is exempt
from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). (This ltem was continued from
the City Council meeting of August 9, 2011).

On July 25, 2011, the Planning Commission adopted Resolution No. 10644,
recommending City Council approval of Amendment of Zoning Code No. 418. If you
have any questions or wish any additional information about the project, please contact
ERIC CRAIG at (619) 441.1782, or via email at ecraig@cityofelcajon.us and reference
“AM ZC 418 in the Subject line.

The public is invited to attend and participate in this public hearing. Please call the City
Clerk’'s Office (619) 441-1763, if you have any questions regarding this notice of
hearing. If you challenge the matter in court, you may be limited to raising only those
issues you or someone else 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.

The City of El Cajon encourages the participation of disabled individuals in the services,
activities, and programs provided by the City. Individuals with disabilities who require
reasonable accommodation in order to participate in the City Council meetings should
contact the City Clerk’s Office at (619) 441-1763.

KATHIE J. RUTLEDGE, CMC, CITY CLERK OF THE CITY OF EL CAJON
(619) 441-1763 / (619) 441-1542 (TDD — Hearing Impaired)

Publish: 9/1/11

Attachment 7

Public Hearing Notice



This photograph illustrates the maximum area that
could be occupied by vending machines (20%)
along one wall of the building under the proposed
amendment.
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This photograph illustrates the maximum area that
could be occupied by vending machines (30')
along one wall of the building under the proposed
amendment.




Vons at 2800 Navajo Road

This photograph illustrates the maximum area that
could be occupied by vending machines (30)

along one wall of the building under the proposed
amendment.

AM ZO No. 418

CC Hearing: 09/13/2011




S
e e

x‘“ ”&v—.«_‘.

L

s s

S

P
.
i

e

.

This photograph illustrates the maximum area that
could be occupied by vending machines (30°)

along one wall of the building under the proposed
amendment.




