






















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































P.C. Resolution No. 10684

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the El Cajon Planning Commission at a regular
meeting held February 27, 2012, by the following vote:

AYES: AMBROSE, BALES, CIRCO, MROZ, SOTTILE

NOES: NONE
ABSENT: NONE

ATTEST: '
APPROVED

g\ / D oo w o9aiy
M FEB 29 0
/\/ S T ET T B ATy
AS PHESENTED

Manjeet RANUYAICP, Secretary
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Exhibit "A™
P.C. Resolution No. 10684
General Plan Amendment No. 2011-01

LR
SUBJECT SITE -
Existing General Plan Designation:
(P1) Public Institution

| SUBJECT SITE
Proposed General Plan Designation
(RC) Regional Commercial




Palice Station Decommissioning
Attachment 7
PC Resolution No. 10685

PLANNING COMMISSSION RESOLUTION NO. 10685

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF ZONE
RECLASSIFICATION NO. 2305 TO REZONE THE CITY OF EL CAJON
FORMER POLICE STATION AND ADJACENT CALTRANS PROPERTIES
FROM THE RS-6 (RESIDENTIAL, SINGLE-FAMILY, 6,000 SQUARE FEET),
M (MANUFACTURING), AND C-N (COMMERCIAL NEIGHBORHOOD) TO
C-R (REGIONAL COMMERCIAL); GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION:
PROPOSED REGIONAL COMMERCIAL (RC)

WHEREAS, the El Cajon City Council adopted Resolution No. 48-11, on April 26,
2011, mmatmg the proposed amendments to the General Plan, Clty Zone Map and
governing specific plan; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission held a duly advertised public
hearing on February 27, 2012, to consider Zone Reclassification No. 2305, to rezone
properties from the RS-6, M, and C-N to C-R zone, located on the north side of Fletcher
Parkway between North Magnolia Avenue and State Route 67; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission considered the proposed Initial
Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration, including Attachments, and Mitigation,
Monitoring and Reporting Program in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15074 for
the proposed project; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission adopted Resolution No. 10683,
recommending to the El Cajon City Council the adoption of the proposed Initial Study and
Mitigated Negative Declaration, including Attachments, and Mitigation, Monitoring and
Reporting Program; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission adopted Resolution No. 10684,
recommending to the El Cajon City Council the approval of General Plan Amendment
2011-01 to amend the Land Use Element of the General Plan by changing the general plan
designation of the former City of El Cajon police station and adjacent Caltrans properties
from PI/ SDA No. 8 to RC: and ’

WHEREAS, at the public hearing the Planning Commission received evidence
through public testimony and comment, in the form of both verbal and written
communications and reports prepared and presented to the Planning Commission,
including (but not limited to) evidence such as the following:

A. The proposed amendment to the El Cajon City Zone Map rezoning the subject
properties to C-R (Regional Commercial), is compatible with the objectives, policies,
general land uses, and programs specified in the general plan because the
proposed C-R zone is consistent with the proposed General Plan Land Use
designation of RC as indicated in the General Plan Zoning Consistency Chart; and



P.C. Resolution No. 10685

B. The proposed project includes the removal of the site from SP No. 19 because, this
specific plan’s focus is on intensive development and enhanced development
standards for the Westfield site, therefore the rezoning of the subject site to the C-R
zone will not conflict any applicable specific plan; and

C. A zone change to the C-R zone is in the best interest of public necessity and
convenience because it will make the subject site zoning consistent with the
proposed General Plan land use designation, and it will be a logical extension of the
surrounding C-R zone to include the project site thatwill complete a comprehensive
C-R zone district, which is located at the junction of two regional freeways.

WHEREAS, after considering such evidence and facts the Planning Commission did
consider Zone Reclassification No. 2305 as presented at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE iT RESOLVED by the El Cajon Planning Commission as
follows:
Section 1. That the foregoing recitals are true and correct, and are findings of fact

of the El Cajon Planning Commission in regard to Zone Reclassification No. 2305.

Section 2. That based upon said findings of fact, the EI Cajon Planning
Commission hereby RECOMMENDS City Council APPROVAL of Zone Reclassification
No. 2305 to rezone properties from the RS-6, M, and C-N to the C-R zone, located on the
north side of Fletcher Parkway between North Magnolia Avenue and State Route 67, in
accordance with the attached Exhibit “A”.

{The remainder of this page intentionally left blank}
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the El Cajon Planning Commission at a regular
meeting held February 27, 2012, by the following vote:

AYES: AMBROSE, BALES, CIRCO, MROZ, SOTTILE
NOES: NONE
ABSENT: NONE

ATTEST:
i / A DT 0 =
\\vvj u/ ! %Pg;HQVEQ

Manjeet RANU, AICP, Secretary FEB 27 2017

RC s R =P
A HHEEGENTED
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Exhibit "A"
- P.C. Resolution No. 10685
Zone Reclassification No. 2305
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Police Station Decommissioning

Attachment 8

PC Resolution No. 10686

PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 10686

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL
OF AMENDMENT TO SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 19 TO REMOVE THE
CITY OF EL CAJON FORMER POLICE STATION AND
ADJACENT CALTRANS PROPERTIES FROM GOVERNANCE BY
THIS SPECIFIC PLAN.

WHEREAS, the El Cajon City Council adopted Resolution No. 48-11, on
April 26, 2011, initiating the proposed amendments to the General Plan, City
Zone Map and governing specific plan; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission held a duly advertised
public hearing on February 27, 2012, to consider the proposed Amendment of
Specific Plan No. 19, to remove the City of El Cajon Former Police Station and
adjacent Caltrans properties from its governance; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission considered the proposed
Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration, including Attachments, and
Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program in accordance with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15074 for the proposed project; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission adopted Resolution No.
10683, recommending to the El Cajon City Council the adoption of the proposed
Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration, including Attachments, and
Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission adopted Resolution No.
10684, recommending to the El Cajon City Council the approval of General Plan
Amendment 2011-01 to amend the Land Use Element of the General Plan by
changing the general plan designation of the former City of EI Cajon police
station and adjacent Caltrans properties from Pl/ SDANo. 8 to RC: and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission adopted Resolution No.
10685, recommending to the ElI Cajon City Council the approval of Zone
Reclassification No. 2305 to rezone the subject properties from the RS-6, M, and
C-N to the C-R zone; and

WHEREAS, at the public hearing the Planning Commission received
evidence through public testimony and comment, in the form of both verbal and
written communications and reports prepared and presented to the Planning
Commission, including (but not limited to) evidence such as the following:

A. The proposed specific plan amendment serves the public interest by
removing the subject site from the governance of Specific Plan No. 19
which is intended to provide for a more intensive development on and
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near the Westfield site, specifically, enhanced commercial standards in
concert with parking structures. The project site is 4.1 acres and is not
likely to develop with an intense commercial use in concert with a parking
structure. Because of the project site size, it is best suited for those uses
allowed under the proposed C-R (Regional Commercial) zone.

B. The proposed specific plan amendment to remove the project site from
Specific Plan No. 19 will systematically implement the City’s General Plan
by focusing Special Development Area No. 8 to the City’s regional
shopping center as described in the general plan: “as identifying the
Westfield Shopping Town as a large regional facility which will undergo
even more intensive commercial development. The Special Development
Area will allow the creation of special legislation to accommodate the more
intensive development”.

WHEREAS, after considering such evidence and facts the Planning
Commission did consider Amendment of Specific Plan No. 19 as presented at its
meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the El Cajon Planning
Commission as follows:

Section 1.  That the foregoing recitals are true and correct, and are
findings of fact of the El Cajon Planning Commission in regard to Amendment of
Specific Plan No. 19.

Section 2.  That based upon said findings of fact, the El Cajon Planning
Commission hereby RECOMMENDS City Council APPROVAL of Amendment of
Specific Plan No. 19 to remove the City of El Cajon Former Police Station and
adjacent Caltrans properties from its governance, in accordance with the
attached Exhibit “A”.

{The remainder of this page intentionally left blank}
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the El Cajon Planning Commission at a regular
meeting held February 27, 2012, by the following vote:

AYES: AMBROSE, BALES, CIRCO, MROZ, SOTTILE
NOES: NONE
ABSENT:  NONE N

Darrin MROZ, Chairman

ATTEST:
( y / APPROVED
U (/J FEB 27 201
Manjeet RANU, AICP, Secretary A5 PRESENTED
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Exhibit "A™
P.C. Resolution No. 10686
Specific Plan No. 19
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Police Station Decommissioning
Attachment 9
PC Staff Report dated 2-27-12

STAFF REPORT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
FEBRUARY 27,2012 -7:00 P.M.

COUNCIL CHAMBERS

200 CIVIC CENTER WAY
EL CAJON, CA 92020

AGENDA ITEM NO. 6

SUBJECT: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 2011-01, ZONE RECLASSIFICATION
NO. 2305, AMENDMENT OF SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 19 AND MITIGATED

NEGATIVE DECLARATION — POLICE STATION DECOMMISSIONING.
(This item is tentatively scheduled for the City Council meeting on April 10, 2012 at 7:00 p.m.)

This is a City-initiated proposal to: 1) change the General Plan land use designation of
three properties located at 100 Fletcher Parkway from Public Institution (PI) / Special
Development Area No. 8 (SDA No. 8) to Regional Commercial (RC); 2) rezone the subject
properties from the C-N (Neighborhood Commercial), M (Manufacturing) and RS-6
(Residential Single-Family, 6,000 sq. ft.), respectively, to the C-R (Regional Commercial)
zone; and 3) amend Specific Plan (SP) No. 19 to remove the subject properties from its
governance. The Planning Commission will also consider a proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the proposed project.

APN: 483-071-52 & Adjacent Caltrans Property

Applicant: City of El Cajon

Project Planner: Tony Shute / 619.441.1705

Email: tonys@cityofelcajon.us and include “100 Fletcher Pkwy”

in Subject Line.

kkkkkhhkhkkk khkkkkkkkk *hkrkkkkkikk dkkkkkkkik

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: Move to adopt proposed Resolutions No. 10683, 10684,
10685, 10686 recommending City Council approval of the proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration, General Plan Amendment No. 2011-01, Zone Reclassification No. 2305, and
Amendment to Specific Plan No. 19.

khkkkkhhkkkk kkkkkkkhhkk kKK kkkkkkx Rk XRKERAAkKK

BACKGROUND

On November 2, 2004, Proposition “O” was approved by the voters of the City of El Cajon,
which increased the sales tax by 0.5% in the City to fund the development of the new
Public Safety Center and other public facilities. The facilities that have now been replaced
include the former Police Administration and Headquarters, located at 100 Fletcher
Parkway; Community Policing and Traffic Division, formerly located at 165 East Park



Planning Commission Staff Report

General Plan Amendment No. 2011-01, Zone Reclassification No. 2305, Amendment of Specific Plan No. 19, and
Mitigated Negative Declaration, - Police Station Decommissioning

February 27, 2012 Agenda

Avenue; and Detective Division and warehouse storage for bulk property, formerly located
at 1035 Pioneer Way.

The new Public Safety Center, now located in Downtown El Cajon approximately one-half
mile south of the existing Police Station, was completed summer 2011 and is operational.
The former police station is no longer needed for municipal purposes and is surplus
property available for disposition. One of the many steps to prepare the site for any
potential uses includes the need to change the current General Plan designation and
zoning of the property.

The former police station site has a General Plan designation of Pl with the SDA No. 8
overlay and three zoning designations of M, C-N and RS-6. These designations are not
conducive to efficient commercial land uses and are not consistent with the surrounding
commercial designations and retail district that would facilitate disposition of this excess
property. On April 26, 2011, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 48-11, initiating the
proposed amendments of the General Plan, City Zone Map and SP No. 19.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Existing Conditions: The subject site is located on the north side of Fletcher Parkway
between North Magnolia Avenue and the Caltrans Broadway exit ramp from SR-67. The
City-owned portion of the site is approximately 3.5 acres and developed with a 23,870
square-foot, two-story police station building. The date of construction is approximately
1967. The site is landscaped with grass and numerous mature trees. There is currently no
driveway access to or from Fletcher Parkway. There is a SDG&E easement on the east
side of the property that contains overhead utility lines.

There is a Caltrans-owned property of 0.64 acre (27,878 sq. ft.) for right of way purposes
that begins parallel to the Broadway exit ramp from SR-67 and extends to Fletcher
Parkway, where it then heads toward North Magnolia Avenue across the entire frontage of
the subject property, which is included in this project. The project site is located within the
Gillespie Field (Airport Influence Area) AIA Review Area 1, but not within any safety
compatibility zone as defined by the Gillespie Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. The
site is in close proximity to the Westfield site and across the street from the Home Depot
store located at 298 Fletcher Parkway. The site has freeway visibility from the SR-67 and
I-8.

Project Proposal:

The City intends to change the general plan designation of the former police station from Pl
to RC, the zoning designation from RS-6, M, and C-N to C-R, and finally, amend the
-2
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governing SP No. 19 to remove the subject properties from its governance. The Caltrans
property would also receive the same land use designation and zoning. This project would
enable an efficient reuse of the property for commercial purposes. The site is owned by
the City of El Cajon acting as the Successor Agency to the now dissolved Redevelopment
Agency, pursuant to ABX1 26 (state assembly bill), exclusive of the Caltrans property.

For planning and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) purposes, three potential
development scenarios were analyzed under the proposed C-R zone, including; 60,000
square feet of retail space; 30,000 square feet of retail space and a 15,000 square foot
restaurant; 30,000 square feet of retail space and a 5,000 square foot fast food restaurant;
and, a 75,000 square foot discount store. Each development scenario has primary access
from North Magnolia Avenue. A traffic analysis examined the traffic implications of the
proposed amendments in support of CEQA documentation (Commissioner’s binders). A
subsequent air quality and greenhouse gas analysis studied the potential emissions
resulting from future traffic and development operations generated by the above scenarios.
Each analysis found no significant impacts.

GENERAL PLAN/ CODE COMPLIANCE

General Plan: The project site is designated as Pl and SDA No. 8 on the General Plan
LLand Use Map. In June 1990, the City Council adopted a comprehensive amendment to
the General Plan which included an expansion of Special Development Area No. 8 to the
Police Station site at 100 Fletcher Parkway for the “future disposition of the property”. The
general plan amendment was done in concert with the City’s expansion of its
redevelopment district, which included the subject properties and the surrounding area. In
August 1990, the Planning Commission recommended approval to the City Council of the
amendment of Specific Plan No. 19 by Resolution No. 8032 (please see attached). The
resolution includes a finding that the amendment anticipates the future reuse of the El
Cajon Police Facility. This amendment implemented the General Plan and Special
Development Area No. 8 to the Parkway Plaza Shopping Center and the subject site at 100
Fletcher Parkway to allow a more intensive development onand near Parkway Plaza. The
Council approved the recommendation by Ordinance No. 4287 (please see attached).

The goals; objectives and policies contained in the General Plan provide a framework for
determining if the proposed changes in the land use designation of the subject properties is
consistent with the General Plan. Goal 9 advocates for the creation and retention of a
strong, competitive region-wide commercial base. Objective 9-1 and its supporting policies
state that Parkway Plaza (now Westfield Shopping Town) and its immediate vicinity will be
maintained as the City's regional shopping center, and thatany new commercial areas will
be measured for compatibility to ensure no adverse effects will be created.

Since the City Council had previously designated the project site for future disposition and

-3 -
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commercial development as stated above, and designating the subject site as regional
commercial would complete the surrounding commercial area as a region-wide commercial
base, the proposed General Plan amendment would be consistent with the General Plan.

California Government Code: Government Code Section 65352.3 requires local
governments to consult with Native American tribes prior to making certain planning
decisions and to provide notice to tribes at certain key points in the planning process.
These consultation and notice requirements apply to adoption and amendment of both
general plans and specific plans. Additionally, Code Section 65358(b) allows cities and
counties to amend the mandatory elements in their general plans up to four times in a
calendar year. This proposed amendment is the first for calendar year 2012.

The City invited the local Native American Tribes in San Diego County to consult with the
City for the purpose of protecting, and/or mitigating impacts to cultural places on May 11,
2011. The City received no response requesting consultation from any of the local tribes.
Additionally, this is the first amendment to the General Plan’s Land Use Element for
calendar year 2012.

Coordination with Adopted and Proposed Plans: There are two adopted plans that govern
the subject site and the surrounding area; SP No. 19 and the Gillespie Field Airport Land
Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). The City policy document is designed to systematically
implement the policies contained in the General Plan and by effectively establishing a link
between those policies of the general plan and development proposals in a defined area.
At the same time, the ALUCP is another policy document designed to implement the
primary objectives of the State Aeronautics Act and the California Airport Land Use
Planning Handbook by promoting compatibility between Gillespie Field and the land uses
that surround it.

Specific Plan No. 19

This plan was first adopted in 1958 for a commercial development on the Westfield site.
The plan was amended several times to accommodate new buildings, additions, and
parking structures. In 1990, the City Council approved an amendment of the plan to
implement Special Development Area No. 8 which primarily established special land use
standards to allow for a more intensive development on and near the shopping center
(please see attached Resolution. No. 8032). The amendment also incorporated the police
station site as a part of the plan’s defined area because it anticipated its future reuse for
commercial development. The proposal to remove the site from SP No. 19 will make it
inapplicable. :
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Gillespie Field Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

This plan, prepared for land uses in the area of Gillespie Field, is the fundamental tool
used by the San Diego County Regional Airport Authority acting in its capacity as the San
Diego County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC), in fulfilling its purpose of promoting
airport land use compatibility. Specifically, this plan: (1) provides for the orderly growth of
the airport and the surrounding area; and (2) safeguards the general welfare of the
inhabitants within the vicinity of the airport and the public in general. In essence, the
ALUCP serves as a tool for the ALUC to use in fulfilling its duty to review land use plans
and development proposals within the Airport Influence Area (AlA). In addition, this plan
provides compatibility policies and criteria applicable to the City of El Cajon and other
affected local agencies in the preparation or amendment of general plans and to
landowners in their design of new development. The ALUCP defines general plans to
include any general plan, community plan, specific plan, zoning ordinance, building
regulation, land use policy document, or implementing ordinance.

Since the subject site is located within the AlIA of Gillespie Field, and is therefore subject to
the adopted policies and criteria contained in the ALUCP, the City sent the proposed
project, in concert with the environmental document, to the ALUC for a finding of
Determination of Consistency. The consistency application was sent on February 14, 2012.
The ALUC will determine if the proposed project is consistent with the ALUCP and respond
to the City in writing.

Required Findings for General Plan Amendment No. 2011-01: In order for the Commission
to recommend approval to the City Council of the proposed amendment of the General
Plan Land Use Designation, the Commission must be able to make the following findings:

A. The City has complied with applicable California Government Code Sections
regarding amendments to the Land Use Element of the General Plan.

B. The proposed General Plan amendment will not be detrimental to the public health,
safety, or welfare, and is in the public interest.

C. The proposed General Plan amendment is internally consistent with the remainder
of the General Plan, as required by Government Code Section 65300.5.

Commercial Lot Requirements for Rezoning: In reviewing a request for a zone
reclassification to a commercial zone, El Cajon Zoning Code Section 17.145.070 gives an
opportunity to the City Council to ensure that the creation of substandard commercial lots is
avoided. '

-5-
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The project site is composed of three irregularly separate parcels. Two are in the
possession of the City and the third is owned by Caltrans. The City parcels do not have
frontage on Fletcher Parkway and the Caltrans property does not have frontage on North
Magnolia Avenue. The City parcels have lot areas of 2.3 acres and 1.18 acres,
respectively. The Caltrans property is 0.6 acre in area. The proposed C-R zone is intended
to accommodate regional commercial centers, which typically serve large areas of the City
and surrounding community. The development standards of the C-R zone seek to minimize
any adverse effects of developments on adjacent property and encourage common access
and parking. In order to ensure adequate land area and facilitate appropriate site
configurations for future regional commercial development, a consolidation of the existing
City properties should be considered. The irregular configuration of the properties has been
identified in the accompanying environmental document as a significant impact due to the
difficulty in creating an efficient site plan supporting regional commercial development on
the lots separately and a lot consolidation is proposed as mitigation. If the Caltrans
property is available for acquisition by the City, it would be advantageous to consolidate
with the City properties to form a more comprehensive site. If the Caltrans property is not
acquired, the City properties would be consolidated to form a 3.48 acre site.

Required Findings for Zone Reclassification No. 2305: In order for the Commission to
recommend City Council approval of the proposed rezoning of the project site, the
Commission must be able to make the following findings:

A. The proposed zoning amendment, including any changes proposed in the
various land uses to be authorized, is compatible with the objectives, policies,
general land uses, and programs specified in the general plan.

B. The proposed zoning amendment is consistent with any applicable specific plan
governing development of the subject property.

C. It is in the public necessity and convenience and/or general welfare that the
zoning regulations governing the property be changed.

Specific Plan No. 19 and General Plan Consistency: As with the General Plan amendment
above, the proposed zone reclassification must be found consistent with SP No. 19. The
proposed project includes the removal of the subject site from the governance of SP No.
19, making it inapplicable. ‘

Required Findings for Amendment of Specific Plan No. 19: In order for the Commission to
recommend City Council approval of the proposed amendment to the specific plan that
governs the project site, the Commission must be able to make the following findings:

-6 -
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A. The proposed specific plan amendment serves the public interest.

B. The proposed specific plan amendment will systematically implement the city's
general plan.

CEQA: An initial study was prepared for the proposed project and it was determined that
although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment in terms
of Land Use and Planning, that there will not be a significant effect because the impact can
be less than significant, if it is mitigated. The project site is composed of three separate
parcels. A mitigation measure is proposed requiring future commercial development

e ol Tim PN o [PRPE; [ i P T PN, H i
proepesals include a consolidation of the currently City-owned properties. Thisisincluded in

the Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program.

Noticing Requirements: Notice of this public hearing was published in the East County
Gazette on February 16, 2012, in compliance with Government Code Sections 65090,
65091, and 65092, as applicable. Additionally, as a public service, the notice was posted in
the kiosk at City Hall and on the City’s website under “Public Hearings/Public Notices.” The
notice was also mailed to the two public libraries in the City of El Cajon, located at 201 East
Douglas Avenue and 576 Garfield Avenue.

A Notice of Intent to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration and a Notice of Completion
were mailed to the State Clearinghouse with the complete CEQA document. A Notice of
Intent was also mailed to the County Clerk, and was postedin the kiosk at City Hall and on
the City’s website on February 16, 2012. The entire environmental document is available
for public review via the City’s website. The notice was also published in the East County
Gazette on February 16, 2012. The proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration has been
provided to the Planning Commission as a public review draft. The Commission must
review and consider the Mitigated Negative Declaration before it makes a recommendation
to the City Council on the proposed project. The City Council will be tasked with adoption
of the final Mitigated Negative Declaration.

ANALYSIS

Staff believes the Commission can make the required findings to recommend City Council
approval of the proposed General Plan Amendment, Zone Reclassification and
Amendment of Specific Plan No. 19 based on the following project analysis.

General Plan Amendment No. 2011-01
A. The proposed amendment to the General Plan Land Use Element to change the

general plan designation on the subject properties to RC is in conformance with
-7 -
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Government Code Sections 65352.3 and 65358(b), because the City invited the
local Native American Tribes in San Diego County to consult with the City for the
purpose of protecting, and/or mitigating impacts to cultural places when a local
government is considering a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan and/ or a
specific plan; and the City received no response requesting consultation from any of
the local tribes; and, because this is the first amendment to the General Plan’s Land
Use Element which may be amended up to four times in one calendar year.

The proposed General Plan amendment will not be detrimental to the public health,
safety, or welfare, and is in the public interest because it will change the restricted
land use designation of Pl to RC which will thereby complete the established
commercial district in and around the Fletcher Parkway retail area and it will create
additional shopping opportunities. Furthermore, removing SDA No. 8 designation
from the subject site will solidify the intent and purpose for which the Special
Development Area was originally created, which is to focus enhanced commercial
standards in concert with parking structures at the Westfield site.

The proposed General Plan amendment does not conflict with adopted governing
plans and it is internally consistent with the remainder of the General Plan,
especially Goal 9, which advocates for the creation and retention of a strong,
competitive region-wide commercial base and Objective 9-1 which states that
Parkway Plaza (now Westfield Shopping Town) and its immediate vicinity will be
maintained as the City's regional shopping area, and the supporting polices,
because the City Council had previously designated the project site for future
disposition and commercial development. Furthermore, designating the subject site
as regional commercial would complete the surrounding commercial area as a
region-wide commercial base.

Zone Reclassification No. 2305

A

The proposed amendment to the El Cajon City Zone Map rezoning the subject
properties to C-R (Regional Commercial), is compatible with the objectives, policies,
general land uses, and programs specified in the general plan because the
proposed C-R zone is consistent with the proposed General Plan Land Use
designation of RC as indicated in the General Plan Zoning Consistency Chart.

The proposed project includes the removal of the site from SP No. 19 because, this
specific plan’s focus is on intensive development and enhanced development
standards for the Westfield site, therefore the rezoning of the subject site to the C-R
zone will not conflict any applicable specific plan.

-8 -



Planning Commission Staff Report

General Plan Amendment No. 2011-01, Zone Reclassification No. 2305, Amendment of Specific Pian No. 19, and
Mitigated Negative Declaration, - Police Station Decommissioning

February 27, 2012 Agenda

C.

A zone change to the C-R zone is in the best interest of public necessity and
convenience because it will make the subject site zoning consistent with the
proposed General Plan land use designation, and it will be a logical extension of the
surrounding C-R zone, which is located at the junction of two regional freeways.

Amendment of Specific Plan No. 19

©CINOG AWM~

A. The proposed specific plan amendment serves the public interest by removing the
subject site from the governance of Specific Plan No. 19 which is intended to
provide for a more intensive development on and near the Westfield site,
specifically, enhanced commercial standards in concert with parking structures. The
project site is 4.1 acres and is not likely to develop with an intense commercial use
in concert with a parking structure. Because of the project site size, it is best suited
for those uses allowed under the proposed C-R (Regional Commercial) zone.

B. The proposed specific plan amendment to remove the project site from Specific
Plan No. 19 will systematically implement the City's General Plan by focusing
Special Development Area No. 8 to the City’s regional shopping center as described
in the general plan: “as identifying the Westfield Shopping Town center as a large
regional facility which will undergo even more intensive commercial development.
The Special Development Area will allow the creation of special legislation to
accommodate the more intensive development”.

ATTACHMENTS
Proposed Resolution No. 10683
Proposed Resolution No. 10684 with Exhibit “A”

Proposed Resolution No. 10685 with Exhibit “A”
Proposed Resolution No. 10686 with Exhibit “A”

City Council Resolution No. 48-11

Planning Commission Resolution No. 8032

Ordinance No. 4287

General Plan Zoning Consistency Chart

Government Code Sections: 65300.5, 65352.3, 65358(b)

10. Tribal Consultation Letter dated 05-11-11

11, Public Hearing Notice

12. Verification of Mailings

13. Mitigated Negative Declaration (Commissioner’s Binders)

14. Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program (Commissioner's Binders)



Altachment 1
Proposed Reso. No. 10683

PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 10683

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING CITY COUNCIL ADOPTION OF A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND MITIGATION, MONITORING
AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT OF
THE GENERAL PLAN TO CHANGE THE LAND USE DESIGNATION OF
THE SUBJECT SITE FROM PUBLIC INSTITUTION (Pl) / SPECIAL
DEVELOPMENT AREANO. 8 (SDA NO. 8) TO REGIONAL COMMERCIAL
(RC); THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CITY ZONE MAP TO
REZONE THE SUBJECT SITE FROM THE C-N (NEIGHBORHOOD
COMMERCIAL), M (MANUFACTURING) AND RS-6 (RESIDENTIAL
SINGLE-FAMILY, 6,000 SQ. FT.), TO THE C-R (REGIONAL
COMMERCIAL) ZONE; AND THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO
SPECIFIC PLAN (SP) NO. 19 TO REMOVE THE SUBJECT SITE FROMITS

GOVERNANCE.

WHEREAS, on April 26, 2011, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 48-11,
initiating the proposed amendments to the General Plan, City Zone Map and governing
specific plan; and

WHEREAS, the City prepared a draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program for this project in accordance with CEQA guidelines and
it indicates that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, that there will not be a significant effect in this case because the impact can
be less than significant, if it is mitigated; and

WHEREAS, the City circulated the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for public review, which reflects its
independent judgment as required by Section 21082.1 of the Public Resources Code; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15074 (e), and prior to
making a recommendation to the City Council, the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and
Mitigation and Reporting Program in concert with the proposed project was sent on
February 14, 2012 to the San Diego Regional Airport Authority’'s Airport Land Use
Commission for a finding of Determination of Consistency with the Gillespie Field Airport
Land Use Compatibility Plan; and

WHEREAS, prior to making a recommendation to the City Council on the proposed
project, the Planning Commission reviewed and considered the information contained in
the proposed draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and Mitigation and Reporting Program;
and

WHEREAS, the draft Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program will ensure that
the proposed project will not result in any significant impacts; and



P.C. Resolution No. 10683

WHEREAS, in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15074(c), the custodian
of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program is
the El Cajon Community Development Department and all supporting documentation is in
the General Plan Amendment No. 2011-01 file; and

WHEREAS, after considering evidence and facts, the Planning Commission did
consider the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and Mitigation and Reporting
Program as presented at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the El Cajon Planning Commission as
follows:

Section 1.  That the foregoing recitals are true and correct, and are findings of fact
of the El Cajon Planning Commission in regard to the proposed Initial Study and Mitigated
Negative Declaration, including Attachments, and Mitigation and Reporting Program.

Section2. That based upon said findings of fact, the El Cajon Planning
Commission hereby RECOMMENDS City Council APPROVAL of the proposed Mitigated
Negative Declaration and Mitigation and Reporting Program for the proposed project to
change the General Plan designation of the former police station from Pl to RC, the zoning
designation from RS-6, M, and C-N to C-R, and finally, amend the governing SP No. 19 to
remove the subject properties from its governance.

{The remainder of this page intentionally left blank}

Page 2 of 3



P.C. Resolution No. 10683

| PASSED AND ADOPTED by the El Cajon Planning Commission at a regular
meeting held February 27, 2012, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

Darrin J. MROZ, Chairperson
ATTEST:

Manjeet RANU, AICP, Secretary

Page 3 of 3



Attachment 2
Proposed Reso. No. 10684
With Exhibit *A”

PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 10684

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 2011-01 TO AMEND THE LAND USE
ELEMENT OF THE GENERAL PLAN BY CHANGING THE LAND USE
DESIGNATION OF THE CITY OF EL CAJON FORMER POLICE STATION
AND ADJACENT CALTRANS PROPERTIES FROMPUBLIC INSTITUTION
(Pl)/ SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT AREA NO. 8 (SDANO. 8) TO REGIONAL
COMMERCIAL (RC)

WHEREAS, the El Cajon City Council adopted Resolution No. 48-11, on April 26,
2011, initiating the proposed amendments to the General Plan, City Zone Map and
governing specific plan; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission held a duly advertised public
hearing on February 27, 2012 to consider General Plan Amendment 2011-01, to amend
the general plan designation of the former City of El Cajon police station and adjacent
Caltrans properties from Pl/ SDA No. 8 to RC; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission considered the proposed Initial
Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration, including Attachments, and Mitigation and
Reporting Program in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15074 for the proposed
project; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission adopted Resolution No. 10683,
recommending to the El Cajon City Council the adoption of the proposed Initial Study and
Mitigated Negative Declaration, including Attachments, and Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program; and

WHEREAS, at the public hearing the Planning Commission received evidence
through public testimony and comment, in the form of both verbal and written
communications and reports prepared and presented to the Planning Commission,
including (but not limited to) evidence such as the following:

A. The proposed amendment to the General Plan Land Use Element to change the
general plan designation of the City of El Cajon former police station and Caltrans
properties from PI/ SDA No. 8 to RC is in conformance with Government Code
Sections 65352.3 and 65358(b), because the City invited the local Native American
Tribes in San Diego County to consult with the City for the purpose of protecting,
and/or mitigating impacts to cultural places when alocal government is considering
a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan and/or a specific plan; and the City
received no response requesting consultation from any of the local tribes; and,
because this is the first amendment to the General Plan’s Land Use Element which
may be amended up to four times in one calendar year; and



P.C. Resolution No. 10684

B. The proposed General Plan amendment will not be detrimental to the public health,
safety, or welfare and is in the public interest because it will change the restricted
land use designation of Pl to RC which will thereby complete the established
commercial district in and around the Fletcher Parkway retail area and it will create
additional shopping opportunities. Furthermore, removing SDA No. 8 designation
from the subject site will solidify the intent and purpose for which the Special
Development Area was originally created, which is to focus enhanced commercial
standards in concert with parking structures at the Westfield Mall Parkway site; and

C. The proposed General Plan amendment does not conflict with adopted governing
plans and it is internally consistent with the remainder of the General Plan,
especially Goal 9, which advocates for the creation and retention of a strong,
competitive region-wide commercial base and Objective 9-1 which states that
Parkway Plaza (now Westfield Shopping Town) and its immediate vicinity will be
maintained as the City's regional shopping center, and the supporting polices,
because the City Council had previously designated the project site for future
disposition and commercial development. Furthermore, designating the subject site
as regional commercial would complete the surrounding commercial area as a
region-wide commercial base.

WHEREAS, after considering such evidence and facts the Planning Commission did
consider General Plan Amendment 2011-01 as presented at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the El Cajon Planning Commission as
follows:

Section 1.  That the foregoing recitals are true and correct, and are findings of fact
of the El Cajon Planning Commission in regard to General Plan Amendment 2011-01.

Section 2. That based upon said findings of fact, the El Cajon Planning
Commission hereby RECOMMENDS City Council APPROVAL of General Plan
Amendment 2011-01 to amend the Land Use Element of the General Plan by changing the
General Plan designation of the former City of El Cajon police station and adjacent
" Caltrans properties from PI/ SDA No. 8 to RC, in accordance with the attached Exhibit “"A”.

{The remainder of this page intentionally left blank}
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the EI Cajon Planning Commission at a regular
meeting held February 27, 2012, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

Darrin J. MROZ, Chairperson
ATTEST:

ralsl

Manjeet RANU, AICP, Secretary

Page 3 of 3
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Attachment 3

Proposed Reso. No. 10685
With Exhibit “A”

PLANNING COMMISSSION RESOLUTION NO. 10685

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF ZONE
RECLASSIFICATION NO. 2305 TO REZONE THE CITY OF EL CAJON
FORMER POLICE STATION AND ADJACENT CALTRANS PROPERTIES
FROM THE RS-6 (RESIDENTIAL, SINGLE-FAMILY, 6,000 SQUARE FEET),
M (MANUFACTURING), AND C-N (COMMERCIAL NEIGHBORHOOD) TO
C-R (REGIONAL COMMERCIAL); GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION:
PROPOSED REGIONAL COMMERCIAL (RC)

WHEREAS, the EI Cajon City Council adopted Resolution No. 48-11, on April 26,
2011, initiating the proposed amendments to the General Plan, City Zone Map and
governing specific plan; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission held a duly advertised public
hearing on February 27, 2012, to consider Zone Reclassification No. 2305, to rezone
properties from the RS-6, M, and C-N to C-R zone, located on the north side of Fletcher
Parkway between North Magnolia Avenue and State Route 67; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission considered the proposed Initial
Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration, including Attachments, and Mitigation and
Reporting Program in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15074 for the proposed
project; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission adopted Resolution No. 10683,
recommending to the El Cajon City Council the adoption of the proposed Initial Study and
Mitigated Negative Declaration, including Attachments, and Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission adopted Resolution No. 10684,
recommending to the El Cajon City Council the approval of General Plan Amendment
2011-01 to amend the Land Use Element of the General Plan by changing the general plan
designation of the former City of El Cajon police station and adjacent Caltrans properties
from P1/ SDA No. 8 to RC: and

WHEREAS, at the public hearing the Planning Commission received evidence
through public testimony and comment, in the form of both verbal and written
communications and reports prepared and presented to the Planning Commission,
including (but not limited to) evidence such as the following:

A. The proposed amendment to the El Cajon City Zone Map rezoning the subject
properties to C-R (Regional Commercial), is compatible with the objectives, policies,
general land uses, and programs specified in the general plan because the
proposed C-R zone is consistent with the proposed General Plan Land Use
designation of RC as indicated in the General Plan Zoning Consistency Chart; and
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B. The proposed project includes the removal of the site from SP No. 19 because, this
specific plan’s focus is on intensive development and enhanced development
standards for the Westfield site, therefore the rezoning of the subject site to the C-R
zone will not conflict any applicable specific plan; and

C. A zone change to the C-R zone is in the best interest of public necessity and
convenience because it will make the subject site zoning consistent with the
proposed General Plan land use designation, and it will be a logical extension of the
surrounding C-R zone to include the project site that will complete a comprehensive

- C-R zone district, which is located at the junction of two regional freeways.

WHEREAS, after considering such evidence and facts the Planning Commission did
consider Zone Reclassification No. 2305 as presented at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the El Cajon Planning Commission as
follows:

Section 1. That the foregoing recitals are true and correct, and are findings of fact
of the El Cajon Planning Commission in regard to Zone Reclassification No. 2305.

Section 2. That based upon said findings of fact, the EI Cajon Planning
Commission hereby RECOMMENDS City Council APPROVAL of Zone Reclassification
No. 2305 to rezone properties from the RS-6, M, and C-N to the C-R zone, located on the
north side of Fletcher Parkway between North Magnolia Avenue and State Route 67, in
accordance with the attached Exhibit “A”.

{The remainder of this page intentionally left blank}
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the El Cajon Planning Commission at a regular meeting
held February 27, 2012, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

Darrin Mroz, Chairman

Manjeet RANU, AICP, Secretary

Page 3 of 3
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Attachment 4
Proposed Reso. No. 10686
With Exhibit “A”

PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 10686

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL
OF AMENDMENT TO SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 19 TO REMOVE THE
CITY OF EL CAJON FORMER POLICE STATION AND
ADJACENT CALTRANS PROPERTIES FROM GOVERNANCE BY
THIS SPECIFIC PLAN.

WHEREAS, the El Cajon City Council adopted Resolution No. 48-11, on
April 26, 2011, initiating the proposed amendments to the General Plan, City
Zone Map and governing specific plan; and '

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission held a duly advertised
public hearing on February 27, 2012, to consider the proposed Amendment of
Specific Plan No. 19, to remove the City of El Cajon Former Police Station and
adjacent Caltrans properties from its governance; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission considered the proposed
Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration, including Attachments, and
Mitigation and Reporting Program in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section
15074 for the proposed project; and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission adopted Resolution No.
10683, recommending to the El Cajon City Council the adoption of the proposed
Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration, including Attachments, and
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program; and

WHEREAS, the EI Cajon Planning Commission adopted Resolution No.
10684, recommending to the El Cajon City Council the approval of General Plan
Amendment 2011-01 to amend the Land Use Element of the General Plan by
changing the general plan designation of the former City of ElI Cajon police
station and adjacent Caltrans properties from P/ SDA No. 8 to RC: and

WHEREAS, the El Cajon Planning Commission adopted Resolution No.
10685, recommending to the ElI Cajon City Council the approval of Zone
Reclassification No. 2305 to rezone the subject properties from the RS-6, M, and
C-N to the C-R zone; and

WHEREAS, at the public hearing the Planning Commission received
evidence through public testimony and comment, in the form of both verbal and
written communications and reports prepared and presented to the Planning
Commission, including (but not limited to) evidence such as the following:

A. The proposed specific plan amendment serves the public interest by
removing the subject site from the governance of Specific Plan No. 19
which is intended to provide for a more intensive development on and
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near the Westfield site, specifically, enhanced commercial standards in
concert with parking structures. The project site is 4.1 acres and is not
likely to develop with an intense commercial use in concert with a parking
structure. Because of the project site size, it is best suited for those uses
allowed under the proposed C-R (Regional Commercial) zone.

B. The proposed specific plan amendment to remove the project site from
Specific Plan No. 19 will systematically implement the City’s General Plan
by focusing Special Development Area No. 8 to the City's regional
shopping center as described in the general plan: “as identifying the
Westfield Shopping Town as a large regional facility which will undergo
even more intensive commercial development. The Special Development
Area will allow the creation of special legislation to accommodate the more
intensive development”.

WHEREAS, after considering such evidence and facts the Planning

Commission did consider Amendment of Specific Plan No. 19 as presented at its

meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the ElI Cajon Planning
Commission as follows:

Section 1. That the foregoing recitals are true and correct, and are
findings of fact of the El Cajon Planning Commission in regard to Amendment of
Specific Plan No. 19. :

Section 2.  That based upon said findings of fact, the EI Cajon Planning
Commission hereby RECOMMENDS City Council APPROVAL of Amendment of
Specific Plan No. 19 to remove the City of El Cajon Former Police Station and
adjacent Caltrans properties from its governance, in accordance with the
attached Exhibit “A”. ‘

{The remainder of this page intentionally left blank}
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the EI Cajon Planning Commission at a
regular meeting held February 27, 2012, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

Darin Mroz, Chairman

ATTEST:

Manjeet RANU, AICP, Secretary

Page 3 of 3
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. Attachment 5
City Council Resa. No. 43-11

APR 27 201

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT

RESOLUTION NO. __ 48-11

A RESOLUTION OF INTENTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF EL CAJON INITIATING AMENDMENTS TO THE GENERAL PLAN,
SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT AREA NOQ. 8, SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 19,
AND TITLE 17 OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE AS THEY PERTAIN
TO PROPERTY LOCATED AT 100 FLETCHER PARKWAY

WHEREAS, the property located at 100 Fletcher Parkway (APN 483-071-52)
("Property”) has an existing General Plan Land Use designation of Public Institution (PI)/
Special Development Area No. 8 (SDA 8); and

WHEREAS, Specific Plan No. 19 is the governing ordinance that implements
Special Development Area No. 8; and

WHEREAS, portions of the property are zoned C-N (Neighborhood Commercial),
M (Manufacturing) and RS-6 (Residential, Single-Family, 6,000 square feet); and

WHEREAS, the City of El Cajon owns the property which is ourrently used and
developed thh the City’s Police Station; and

WHEREAS, the Cntys police department will soon begin operating from the new
Public Safety Center and the property will no longer be needed for municipal purposes
once the Police Department moves out; and

WHEREAS, the existing General Plan, Specific Plan and zoning designations
governing the property are not conducive to efficient commercial development and are
not consistent with the surrounding commercial designations and developments that
would facilitate disposition of this excess property; and

WHEREAS, the existing General Plan and zoning and all related policies and
implementation programs need to be ohanged to .allow the property to be developed
with other uses; and : :

WHEREAS, Chapter 17.20 of the Municipal Code provides that amendments can
be initiated by the City Council upon adoption of a Resolution of Intention; and

WHEREAS, State Government Code Section 65860 requires the zoning of
properties within a jurisdiction to be consistent with the same jurisdiction’s general plan;
and

WHEREAS, a General Plan land use designation and commercial zone that are
compatible with the surrounding area may be more appropriate for the subject property.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF EL CAJON AS FOLLOWS:

1. The City Council hereby initiates an amendment to the General Plan to
consider changing the land use designation of the property from the “Public Institution /
(P1) Special Development Area No. 8 (SDA 8)" to “Regional Commercial (RC)”.

2. The City Council hereby initiates an amendment to Specific Plan 19 to
consider deleting this property from the boundaries of Specific Plan No. 19.

3. The City Council hereby initiates an amendment to Title 17 of the
Municipal Code to consider rezoning the property from the C-N, M and RS-6 Zones, to
the C-R Zone

4, The Secretary of the Planning Commission is directed to schedule a public
hearing before the Planning Commission to consider this matter further.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of El Cajon, California
at an Adjourned Regular Joint City Council/Redevelopment Agency Meeting held this
26" day of April, 2011 by the following vote to wit: '

AYES : Lewus Hanson-Cox, Kendnck MCCleHan
NOES : None
ABSENT : Wells
‘DISQUALIFY: - None
- MARK LEWIS

Mayor of the City of EI Cajon

ATTEST:

KATHIE RUTLEDGE, CMC
City Clerk ~

| hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a full and true copy of Resolution No. 48-
11 of the Resolutions of the City of El Cajon, California, as adopted by the City Council
at the Adjourned Regular Joint Meeting of the Clty Council/Redevelopment Agency on
the 26™ day of April, ?011

4/26/11 (item 1.5)



Attachment 3
Planning Commission Reso.
Nn R032

RESOLUTION NO. 8032

A  RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING  APPROVAL  OF
AMENDMENT oF SPECIFIC PLAN 19 FOR
IMPLEMENTATION OF SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT AREA
#8 IN THE C-R (REGIONAL COMMERCIAL), C-1
(NEIGHBORHOOD SHOPPING CENTER COMMERCIAL), M
(MANUFACTURING) AND  R-1-6 (RESIDENTIAL
ONE-FAMILY; 6000 SQ. FT.) ZONES ON PORTIONS
OF TRACTS "K" AND "L" RANCHO EL CAJON
PARTITION AND PORTIONS OF LOTS 13 & 14,
MAGNOLIA RANCH TRACT, MAP NO. 1674, APN
482-270-18, =23, -24, =30, =31, =32 AND
483~071-30 & =31, LUC 5310 & 6721, GENERAL
PLAN DESIGNATION: REGIONAL RETAIL COMMERCIAL
FOR PARKWAY PLAZA AND PUBLIC INSTITUTION FOR
THE .POLICE FACILITY DEVELOPMENT,

WHEREAS, the E1 Cajon City Planning Commission duly
advertised and held a public hearing August 6, 1990 and a
continued public hearing on August 13, 1990 to consider Amendment
of Specific Plan 19 as initiated by the Planning Commission,
requesting consideration and implementation of Special
Development Area #8 in the C¢-R (regional commercial), C-1
(neighborhood shopping center commercial), M (manufacturing) and
R-1~6 (residential one-family; 6000 sqg. ft.) zone, on Portions of
Tracts YK" and "L'", Rancho El Cajon Partition and Portions of Lot
13 & 14, Magnolia Ranch Tract, Map No. 1674, located in an area
bounded by Fletcher Parkway, Route 67, Interstate 8 and N.
Johnson Avenue and addressed as 100 and 415 Fletcher Parkway; and

WHEREAS, the following findings of fact have been made in
regard to said Amendment of Specific Plan:

1. At the meeting of August 6, 1990, one person spoke in favor
and no one sgpoke in opposition; at the meeting of August
13, 1990, the applicant's representative spoke in favor and

no one spoke in opposition, as recorded in the Planning
Commission Minutes,

2. A ‘Negative Declaration was recommended for approval which
indicated the proposed project would not have a significant
adverse effect on the environment.

3. The Planning Commission determined that said Amendment of
specific Plan should be recommended to City Council for
approval subject to certain conditions and for the following
reasons:

P. C. Reso. No. 8032
Page 1 of 7
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A, Special Development Area #8 implements a portion of the
El Cajon General Plan.

B. This amendment will allow the parking standards for the
C-R zone to be revised so they are consistent with the
other commercial zones.

c. This amendment anticipates the future reuse of the El
Cajon Police Facility.

D. This amendment sets special sign standards for Parkway
Plaza.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that based upon said findings

£ fact, the El Caj‘cn City :_Lauu.u.uj Commission ucre"‘y COMMENDS
APPROVAL of Amendment of Specific Plan 19 for lmplementatlon of
Special Development Area #8 in the C-R (regional commercial),
C-1 (neighborhood shopping center commercial), M (manufacturing)
and R-1-6 (residential one~family; 6000 sg. ft.) =zones on the

above described property, as follows:
Add the following language to Specific Plan 19:

TEXT OF SPECIFIC PLAN 19
CREATING SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT AREA NO. 8

Within the area shown on the map portion of Specific Plan 19
and in addition to any regulations shown within the
underlying zones shown on said map portion, development
shall be regulated as follows:

A Set of Development Regulations for Spe01a1 Developnent
Area No. 8

1. Property Description

The regulations shall apply to Special Development Area
No. 8 as shown on the El Cajon General Plan.

P. C. Reso. No. 8032
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2. Intent and Purposes

It is the intent and purpose of this specific plan to
allow for more intensive development on and near
Parkway Plaza, by allowing for special provisions in

three specific areas, land use, parking standards and
signs.

3. Permitted Uses

A. All uses permitted by right within an
underlying zone may be approved by right in
Special Development Area No. 8,

B. All uses permitted subject to a conditional
use permit in the underlying zone may be
approved by conditional use permit in Special
Development Area No. 8.

C. Those broad use groups enumerated as follows
which may contain specific uses above and
beyond those found in the C-R zone are hereby
permitted to be located in Special
Development Area No. 8, subject to the
approval of a conditional use permit (see
also Section 6).

15 Transient Lodgings
46 Automobile Parking
47 Communications

5 Trade (Retail)

61 Finance, Insurance -and Real Estate
Services

62 Personal Services

63 Business Services

64 Repair Services

65 Professional Services

67 Governmental Services ‘
69 Miscellaneous Service Organizations
71 Cultural Activities

72 Public Assembly

73 Anmusements

74 Recreational Activities

P. ¢C. Reso. No, 8032
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Parking Standards

In addition to providing parking as stipulated by
Chapter 17.64 - General Provisions of the Zoning
Ordinance and by the C-R zone, Chapter 17.42 of the
Zoning Ordinance, parking in Special Development Area
No. 8 may be approved utilizing special design
provisions as follows:

Special Parking Design. A property owner or
developer may provide specially designed
parking spaces at a reduced standard size of
8'8" x 18' and a compact size of 8' x 18' if
the following conditions are met:

1. A parking layout meeting all of the

1

City's regular parking requirements
could be designed on the subject
property.

2. The result of the special parking
design 1is to provide additional
parking spaces in excess of those
required by the Zoning Ordinance.

Revised Section 5. Sign Regulations

In addition to providing signs as stipulated by Chapter
17.66 - Sign Regulations of the Zoning Ordinance and by the
C-R zone, Chapter 17.42 of the Zoning Ordinance, Parkway
Plaza, may provide specially-designed signs meeting the
following criteria:

A, One freestanding, freeway-oriented sign at a height not
to exceed fifty-seven feet and a sign width not to
exceed thirty-six feet.

B. Three freeway=-oriented wall signs provided they do not
otherwise exceed the provisions of Chapters 17.66 and
17.42.

C. Additional monument signs to be used in concert with

the various entrance driveways to the property.

P. C. Reso. No. 8032
Page 4 of 7
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Six pailrs of freestanding signs bearing color coded
panels, said signs not be exceed 35 ft. in height and

to be located near the major pedestrian entrance points
to the Parkway Plaza mall.

Nothing in these special provisions allows the use of a

sign which is specifically prchibited in Chapter 17.66
of the Zoning Ordinance.

Development Plans and Approval of Uses

A.

All proposed physical changes in site design
shall first require an amendment to Specific
Plan 19. This shall include the special
parking design as authorized under Section
4 - Parking Standards.

All proposed changes in use only shall
regquire processing as follows:

1. Where a use 1is permitted by right
in the underlying zone, it nay be
approved by right in Special
Developnent Area No., 8.

2. Where a use 1is permitted by
conditional use permit in  the
underlying zone, it may be

permitted by conditional use permit
in Special Development Area No. 8
in accordance with the standard
provisions of Chapter 17.70 of the
Zoning Ordinance.

3. Where a use 1is permitted by
conditional use permit by virtue of
its inclusion in the brocad use
groups of Section 3C of this
specific plan, the following
additional requirements are placed
upon the processing of said
conditional use permit.

P, C. Reso. No. 8032
Page 5 of 7
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a. Any Planning Commission
approval of a conditional
use permit shall contain
a condition requiring the
City Council to concur in
such Planning Commission
approval. This
concurrence by the
Council need not require
a public hearing.

b. Nothing in Subsection a.
above shall deprive
anyone of the right to
appeal said Planning
Commission decision
through normal
conditional use pernit
procedures.

7. Approval of Signs
A. Signs authorized as provided by Section 5 may

be approved by the Planning Commission and
shall not reguire a public hearing.

B. Any decision of the Planning Commission on
signs shall be appealable to the City

Council.
8. Standards of Development
A, For those plans processed as authorized by

the underlying =zone, the standards for
development shall be identical to those of
the underlying zone.

B. For those plans processed as a conditional
.~ use permit authorized by this specific plan,
the minimum requirements shall be those as
expressed by the City's C-R =zone (Chapter
17.42).

P. C. Reso. No. 8032
Page 6 of 7
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the E1 Cajon city Planning Commission
at a regular meeting held August 13, 1990, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

ATTEST:
/0

AMBROSE, BROWNING, CONNER, KENNEDY

gl )

RAMOS
Ja es KENN%?Y Chalrm Pro Tempore

T

k\l \ { »JP ;
Vg A K. Newoom, APPROVED a5

VirgilY R. HENSON, Secretary

P. C. Reso.
Page 7 of 7
pav
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Attachment 7
Ordinance No. 4287

ORDINANCE NO.__ 4287

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING AMENDMENT OF SPECIFIC
PLAN NO. 19 FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT
AREA #8 TO ESTABLISH SPECIAL LAND USE, PARKING,
AND SIGN REGULATIONS ON PROPERTY BOUNDED BY FLETCHER
PARKWAY, ROUTE 67, INTERSTATE 8 AND NORTH JOHNSON
AVENUE, 100 THROUGH 695 FLETCHER PARKWAY.

PURSUANT to the Planning and Zoning Law of the State of
California, the City Council of the City of E1 Cajon does hereby
ordain as follows:

SECTION 1: That an amendment of Specific Plan No. 19 has
been submitted by the Planning Commission, for implementation of
Special Development Area #8 in the C-R, C-1, M, and R-=1-6 Zones,
on Portions of Tracts "K" and "L", Rancho ELl Cajon Partition, and
Portions of Lots 13 and 14, Magnolia Ranch Tract, Map No. 1674,
located in an area bounded by Fletcher Parkway, Route 67,
Interstate 8 and North Johnson Avenue, addressed as 100 through
695 Fletcher Parkway, in the City of El Cajon.

SECTION 2: Said amendment is set out in Planning Commission
Resolution No. 8032, on file in the office of the City Clerk, and
made a part hereof by this reference, and is hereby approved by
the City Council as submitted, and in accordance with the
conditions set out in said Resolution.

SECTION 3: After the effective date of this ordinance there
shall be no buildings, structures, or other improvements located,
erected, or constructed upon the area defined in said Specific
Plan No. 19, except as may be shown on Exhibit #gn,

SECTION 4: This ordinance shall be effective thirty days
following its passage and adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of El
Cajon, California, at a regular meeting held this 7th day of
May, 1991, by the following vote to wit:

AYES : Hanson, Lewils, Miller, Stockwell, Shoemaker
NOES : None
ABSENT : None
ABSTAIN : None
yor/ of the City of El Cajon
ATTEST:
é) CMC

cityYClerk



City of El Cajon
Zoning Consistency Chart — Adopted by City C-  cil on July 13, 2010 - Resolution No. 94-10
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Attachment 9

county or city, and of any land outside its boundaries which in
the planning agency’s judgment bears relation to its planning.
Chartered cities shall adopt general plans which contain the
mandatory elements specified in Section 65302.

(Amended by Stass. 1984, Ch. 1009.)

65300.2. Definition “200-year Flood Plain”

(a) For the purposes of this article, a “200-year flood
plain” is an area that has a 1 in 200 chance of flooding in
any given year, based on hydrological modeling and other
engineering criteria accepted by the Department of Water
Resources.

(b) For the purposes of this article, a “levee protection
zone”is an area that is protected, as determined by the Central
Valley Flood Protection Board or the Department of Water
Resources, by a levee that is part of the facilities of the State
Plan of Flood Control, as defined under Section 5096.805 of
the Public Resources Code.

U"a’asd oy Stats. 2007, Ch. 369.)

65300.5. Internal consistency

In construing the provisions of this article, the Legislature
intends that the general plan and elements and parts thereof
comprise an integrated, internally consistent and compatible
statement of policies for the adopting agency.

(Added by Stats. 1975, Ch. 1104.)

65300.7. Local implementation

The Legislature finds that the diversity of the state’s
communities and their residents requires planning agencies
and legislative bodies to implement this article in ways that
accommodate local conditions and circumstances, while
meefing its minimum requirements.

(Added by Stats. 1980, Ch. 837.)

65300.9. Balance of local situation/compliance with state
and federal laws

"The Legislature recognizes that the capacity of California
cities and counties to respond to state planning laws varies
due to the legal differences between cities and counties, both
charter and general law, and to differences among them in
physical size and characteristics, population size and density,
fiscalandadministrative capabilities,land use and development
issues, and human needs. It is the intent of the Legislature
in enacting this chapter to provide an opportunity for each
city and county to coordinate its local budget planning and
local planning for federal and state program activities, such
as community development, with the local land use planning
process, recognizing that each city and county is required
to establish its own appropriate balance in the context of
the local situation when allocating resources to meet these
purposes.

(Added by Stats. 1984, Ch. 1009.)

Government Code Sections: 65300.5,
65352.3, 65358(b)

65301. Adoption and format

(a) The general plan shall be so prepared that all or
individual elements of it may be adopted by the legislative
body, and so that it may be adopted by the legislative body for
all or part of the territory of the county or city and any other
territory outside its boundaries that in its judgment bears
relation to its planning. The general plan may be adopred in
any format deemed appropriate or convenient by the legislative
body, including the combining of elements. The legislative
body may adopt all or part of a plan of another public agency
in satisfaction of all or part of the requirements of Section
65302 if the plan of the other public agency is sufficiently
detailed and its contents are appropriate, as determined by
the legislative body, for the adopting city or county.

(b) The general plan may be adopted as a single document
or as a group of documents relating to subjects or geographic
segments of the planning area.

(¢) The general plan shall address each of the elements
specified in Section 65302 to the extent that the subject of the
element exists in the planning area. The degree of specificity
and level of detail of the discussion of each element shall reflect
local conditions and circumstances. However, this section
shall not affect the requirements of subdivision (c) of Section
65302, nor be construed to expand or limit the authority of
the Department of Housing and Community Development
to review housing elements pursuant to Section 65585 of this
code or Section 50459 of the Health and Safety Code.

(Amended by Stats. 1984, Ch. 1009; Amended by Stats.
1985, Ch. 67; Amended by Stats. 2006, Ch. 8§90.)

65301.5. Judicial standard of review

'The adoption of the general plan or any part or element
thereof or the adoption of any amendment to such plan or
any part or element thereof is a legislative act which shall
be reviewable pursuant to Section 1085 of the Code of Civil
Procedure.

(Added by Stats. 1980, Ch. 837.)

65302. Seven mandated elements

The general plan shall consist of a statement of
development policies and shall include a diagram or diagrams
and text setting forth objectives, principles, standards, and plan
proposals. The plan shall include the following elements:

() A land use element that designates the proposed
general distribution and general location and extent of the
uses of the land for housing, business, industry, open space,
including agriculture, natural resources, recreation, and
enjoyment of scenic beauty, education, public buildings and
grounds, solid and liquid waste disposal facilities, and other
categories of public and private uses of land. The location and
designation of the extent of the uses of the land for public
and private uses shall consider the identification of land and
natural resources pursuant to paragraph (3) of subdivision

42

Planning, Zoning and Development Laws 2011



Planning and Zoning Law

and construction of new school facilities and schoolsites in
coordination with the existing or planned infrastructure,
general plan, and zoning designations of the city and county
in accordance with subdivision (d). If a meeting is requested,
the planning agency shall meet with the school district within
15 days following notification.

(c) At least 45 days prior to completion of a school
facility needs analysis pursuant to Section 65995.6, a master
plan pursuant to Sections 16011 and 16322 of the Education
Code, or other long-range plan, that relates to the potential
expansion of existing schoolsites or the necessity to acquire
additional schoolsites, the governing board of any school
district shall notify and provide copies of any relevant and
available information, master plan, or other long-range plan,
including, if available, any proposed school facility needs
analysis, that relates to the potential expansion of existing
schoolsites or the necessity to acquire additional schoolsites,
to the planning commission or agency of the city or county
with land use jurisdiction within the school district. Following
notification, or at any other time, the affected city or county

may request a meeting in accordance with subdivision (d). If

a meeting is requested, the school district shall meet with the
city or county within 15 days following notification. After
providing the information specified in this section within
the 45-day time period specified in this subdivision, the
governing board of the affected school district may complete
the affected school facility needs analysis, master plan, or
other long-range plan without further delay.

(d) At any meeting requested pursuant to subdivision (b)
or (c) the parties may review and consider, but are not limited
to, the following issues:

(1) Methods of coordinating planning, design, and
construction of new school facilities and schoolsites in
coordination with the existing or planned infrastructure,
general plan, and zoning designations of the city and county.

(2) Options for the siting of new schools and whether
or not the local city or counties existing land use element
appropriately reflects the demand for public school facilities,
and ensures that new planned development reserves location
tor public schools in the most appropriate locations.

(3) Methods of maximizing the safety of persons traveling
to and from schoolsites.

(4) Opportunities to coordinate the potential siting
of new schools in coordination with existing or proposed
community revitalization efforts by the city or county.

(5) Opportunities for financial assistance which the local
government may make available to assist the school district
with site acquisition, planning, or preparation costs.

(6) Review all possible methods of coordinating
planning, design, and construction of new school facilities
and schoolsites or major additions to existing school facilities
and recreation and park facilities and programs in the
community.

(Added by Stats. 2001, Ch. 396; Amended by Stats. 2003,
Ch. 587.)

65352.3. Consultations with California Native American
tribes to preserve or mitigate impacts

(2) (1) Prior to the adoption or any amendment of a
city or county’s general plan, proposed on or after Muarch
1, 2005, the city or county shall conduct consultations with
California Native American tribes that are on the contact list
maintained by the Native American Heritage Commission
for the purpose of preserving or mitigating impacts to
places, features, and objects described in Sections 5097.9
and 5097.993 of the Public Resources Code that are located
within the city or county’s jurisdiction.

(2) From the date on which a California Native
American tribe is contacted by a city or county pursuant to
this subdivision, the tribe has 90 days in which to request a
consultation, unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to
by that tribe.

(b) Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted
by the Office of Planning and Research pursuant to Section
65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality
of information concerning the specific identity, location,
character, and use of those places, features, and objects.

(Added by Stats. 2004, Ch. 905; Amended by Stats. 2005,
Ch. 670.)

65352.4. Consultation

For purposes of Section 65351, 65352.3, and 65562.5,
“consultation” means the meaningful and timely process of
seeking, discussing, and considering carefully the views of
others, in a manner that is cognizant of all parties’ cultural
values and, whete feasible, seeking agreement. Consultation
between government agencies and Native American tribes
shall be conducted in a way that is mutually respectful of
each party’s sovereignty. Consultation shall also recognize
the tribes’ potential needs for confidentiality with respect to
places that have traditional tribal cultural significance.

(Added by Stats. 2004, Ch. 905.)

65352.5. Water supply coordination

(a) The Legislature finds and declares that it is vital
that there be close coordination and consultation between
California’ water supply agencies and California’s land use
approval agencies to ensure that proper water supply planning
occurs in order to accommodate projects that will result in
increased demands on water supplies.

(b) It is, therefore, the intent of the Legislature to
provide a standardized process for determining the adequacy
of existing and planned future water supplies to meet existing
and planned future demands on these water supplies.

() Upon receiving, pursuant to Section 65352,
notification of a city’s or a county’s proposed action to adopt
or substantially amend a general plan, a public water system,
as defined in Section 116275 of the Health and Safety
Code, with 3,000 or more service connections, shall provide
the planning agency with the following information, as is
appropriate and relevant:

[
jw}
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65357, Copies of plans

(a) A copy of the adopted general plan or amendment to
the general plan shall be sent to all public entities specified
in Section 65352 and any other public entities that submitted
comments on the proposed general plan or amendment to
the general plan during its preparation. Failure to send the
adopted general plan or amendment as provided in this
section shall not affect its validity in any manner.

(b) Copies of the documents adopting or amending the
general plan, including the diagrams and text, shall be made
available to the general public as follows:

(1) Within one working day following the date of
adoption, the clerk of the legislative body shall make the
documents adopting or amending the plan, including the
diagrams and text, available to the public for inspection.

(2) Within two working days after receipt of a request
for a copy of the adopted documents adopting or amending
the plan, including the diagrams and text, accompanied by
payment for the reasonable cost of copying, the clerk shall

y 211 11

turnish the requested copy to the person making the request.
(c) A city or county may charge a fee for a copy of the
general plan or amendments to the general plan that is
reasonably related to the cost of providing that document.
(Repealed and Added by Stats. 1984, Ch. 1009; Amended by
Stats. 1985, Ch. 338.)

65358. Amendments

(2) If it deems it to be in the public interest, the legislative
body may amend all or part of an adopted general plan. An
amendment to the general plan shall be initiated in the manner
specified by the legislative body. Notwithstanding Section
66016, a legislative body that permits persons to request an
amendment of the general plan may require that an amount
equal to the estimated cost of preparing the amendment be
deposited with the planning agency prior to the preparation
of the amendment.

(b) Except as otherwise provided in subdivision (¢) or
(d), no mandatory element of a general plan shall be amended
more frequently than four times during any calendar year.
Subject to that limitation, an amendment may be made at any
time, as determined by the legislative body. Fach amendment
may include more than one change to the general plan.

(¢) The limitation on the frequency of amendments to a
general plan contained in subdivision (b) does not apply to
amendments of the general plan requested and necessary for
asingle development of residential units, at least 25 percent of
which will be occupied by or available to persons and families
of low or moderate income, as defined by Section 50093 of
the Health and Safety Code. The specified percentage of low-
or moderate-income housing may be developed on the same
site as the other residential units proposed for development,
or on another site or sites encompassed by the general plan,
in which case the combined total number of residential
units shall be considered a single development proposal for
purposes of this section.

(d) This section does not apply to the adoption of any
element of a general plan or to the amendment of any
element of a general plan in order to comply with any of the
following:

(1) A court decision made pursuant to Article 14
(commencing with Section 65750).

(2) Subdivision (b) of Section 65302.3.

(3) Subdivision (b) of Section 30500 of the Public
Resources Code.

(Repealed and Added by Stats. 1984, Ch. 1009; Amended by
Stats. 1990, Ch. 1572; Amended by Stats. 2007, Ch. 343.)

65359. Local plan consistency

Any specific plan or other plan of the city or county that
is applicable to the same areas or matters affected by a general
plan amendment shall be reviewed and amended as necessary
to make the specific or other plan consistent with the general
plan.

(Repealed and Added by Stats. 1984, Ch. 1009.)

65360. Deadline for new city/county to adopt plan

The legislative body of a newly incorporated city or
newly formed county shall adopt a general plan within 30
months following incorporation or formation. During that
30-month period of time, the city or county is not subject
to the requirement that a general plan be adopted or the
requirements of state faw that its decisions be consistent with
the general plan, if all of the following requirements are met:

(a) The city or county is proceeding in a timely fashion
with the preparation of the general plan.

(b) The planning agency finds, in approving projects
and taking other actions, including the issuance of building
permits, pursuant to this title, each of the following:

(1) There is a reasonable probability that the land use
or action proposed will be consistent with the general plan
proposal being considered or studied or which will be studied
within a reasonable time.

(2) There is little or no probability of substantial
detriment to or interference with the future adopted general
plan if the proposed use or action is ultimately inconsistent
with the plan.

(3) The proposed use or action complies with all other
applicable requirements of state law and local ordinances.

(Repealed and Added by Stats. 1984, Ch. 1009.)

65361. Extension of deadline to adopt plan

(a) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, upon
application by a city or county, the Director of Planning and
Research shall grant a reasonable extension of time not to
exceed two years from the date of issuance of the extension,
for the preparation and adoption of all or part of the general
plan, if the legislitive body of the city or county, after a public
hearing, makes any of the following findings:

(1) Data required for the general plan shall be provided
by another agency and it has not yet been provided.

w1
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Tribal Consultation Letter dated
05-11-11

: ;a -CITY OF EL CAJON COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

: %‘3\{\0(% . O Planning / Director’s Office: 619.441.1741 ] Redevelopment and Housing: 619.441.1710
g @« O Building and Fire Safety: 619.441.1726 Fax: 619.441.1595
Fax: 619.441.1743

May 11, 2011

REQUEST FOR CALIFORNIA NATIVE AMERICAN TRIBAL CONSULTATION

Dear California Native American Tribe Representative:

California Government Code §65352.3 requires local governments to consult with California
Native American Tribes for the purpose of protecting, and/or mitigating impacts to cultural
places when a local government is considering a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan
and/or specific plan. :

The City of El Cajon City Council will be considering an amendment to the General Plan
designation and governing Specific Plan (SP No. 19), and zone reclassification for property
located at 100 Fletcher Parkway. The City intends to change the general plan designation from
Public Institution (Pl) to Regional Commercial (RC), the zoning designation from RS-6
(Residential, Single-Family, 6,000 square feet), M (Manufacturing), and C-N (Commercial
Neighborhood) to C-R (Regional Commercial), and finally, amend the governing specific plan to
remove the property from Special Development Area No. 8. The City's goal is to successfully
complete an environmental review in accordance with CEQA Guidelines and prepare the
subject property for disposition.

Government Code §65352.3(a)(2) allows each tribe 90 days from the date they receive
notification to respond and request consultation if desired. The City of El Cajon would greatly
appreciate a prompt response if you determine that no consultation is necessary. The City of El
Cajon Planning Division welcomes your input. If you should have any questions, please contact
Anthony Shute, Senior Planner at 619 441 1741, tonys@ycityofelcajon.us or at the return
address listed below.

incerely,

Manjeet Ranu, AICP
Planning Manager

Enclosures: Regional Map
Distribution List

200 CIVIC CENTER WAY = ELL CAJON, CA 92020-3916 » www.ci.el-cajon.ca.us
Printed on Recycled Paper
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT, ZONE RECLASSIFICATION AND SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT

NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN that at 7:00 p.m., Monday, February 27, 2012, the £l Cajon Planning Commission will hold a public hearing in the City
Council Chambers, 200 Civic Center Way, El Cajon, CA, to consider;

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 2011-01, ZONE RECLASSIFICATION NO. 2305, AMENDMENT OF SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 13 AND MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION. This is a City-inifiated proposal to decommission the former £] Cajon Police Station at 100 Fletcher Parkway by amending
the governing land use policy documents and zone designation of the subject site. The Planning Commission will make a recommendation to the City
Council after considering the proposed amendment of the General Plan o change the land use designation of the subject site from Public Instifution /
(P)) Special Development Area No. 8 (SDA 8) to Regional Commercial (RC); the proposed amendment to the City Zone Map to rezone the subject site
from the C-N, M and RS-8, to the C-R zone; and the proposed amendment to Specific Plan No. 19 to remove the subject site from its govemance. The
Planning Commission will also consider a proposed mitigated Negative Declaration for the proposed project.

On April 26, 2011, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 48-11, initiating the proposed amendments of the General Plan, City Zone Map and Specific
Plan No. 19. If you have any questions or wish any additional information about the project, please contact ANTHONY SHUTE at 619.441.1705, or via
email at tonys@citvofelcajon.us and reference “POLICE SITE" in the subject line. More information about planning and zoning in El Cajon is available
at www.ci. el-cajon.ca.us/dept/comm/planning htmi.

The public is invited to attend and participate in this public 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 Commission at, or prior o, the
public hearing. The City of EI 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 public hearing should contact the Planning Division at

619.441.1742.
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Verification of Maitings

VERIFICATION OF MAILING

On February 16, 2012, a Public Hearing Notice for General Plan Amendment No. 2011-
01, Zone Reclassification No. 2305, Amendment of Specific Plan No. 19, and Mitigated
Negative Declaration, was mailed, published and posted to the following:

EestComiycamic TR
Property owners within 300-foot radius .;,Ci,ty, of El CajonWebsite

On February 16, 2012, a Notice of intent to Adopt Mitigated Negative Declaration was mailed, published
and posted to the following:

. County of San Diego

- Attn: Linda Kesian

~P.0O.Box 121750

_San Diego, CA92112-1725

On February 16, 2012, a Notice of Intent and Mitigated Negative Declaration, was mailed, placed, and
posted to the following:

. State Clearinghouse . San Diego County Library

- Office of Planning and Research - Fletcher Hiits Branch

. P. O. Box 3044, Room 113 ° 576 Garfield Avenue

_Sacramento, CA95812-3044  ElCajon, CA 92020

- Caltrans District 11 - San Diego County Regional Airport Authority
. Attn: Jacob Armstrong - Airport Land Use commission

- Planning Division - 1222 First Avenue, MS-302

- 4050 Taylor St., MS-240 ‘ - San Diego, CA92101-4101

_San Diego, CA 92110 I -
I ~ City of El Cajon Planning Division Counter
. San Diego County Library ‘

- 201 East Douglas Avenue
- El Cajon, CAS2019 U
_ City of El Cajon Website

Heb . 1, 2009, JQ// s At
Date Patricia Hamilton
Secretary




Police Station Decommissioning
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Excerpt PC minutes dated 2-27-12

EXCERPT FROM THE MINUTES OF THE
EL CAJON PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
February 27, 2012

AGENDA ITEM NO. 6 — GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 2011-01, ZONE
RECLASSIFICATION NO. 2305, AMENDMENT OF SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 19
AND MITIGATED NEGTIVE DECLARATION- FORMER POLICE STATION
SITE DECOMMISSIONING

This was a public hearing on a City-initiated proposal to 1) change the General
Plan land use designation of three properties located at 100 Fletcher Parkway
from Public Institution (P!) / Special Development Area No. 8 (SDA No. 8) to
Regional Commercial (RC); 2) to rezone the subject properties from the C-N
(Neighborhood Commercial), M (Manufacturing) and RS-6 (Residential Single-
Family, 6,000 sq. ft.), respectively, to the C-R (Regional Commercial) zone; and
3) amend Specific Plan (SP) No. 19 to remove the subject properties from its
governance. The Planning Commission also considered a proposed Mitigated
Negative Declaration for the proposed project.

APN: 483-071-52 & Adjacent Caltrans Property
Applicant: City of El Cajon

Project Planner: Tony Shute / 619.441.1705

Email: tonys@cityofelcajon.us and include “100

Fletcher Pkwy” in Subject Line.
In a PowerPoint presentation, SHUTE summarized the staff report.

AMBROSE asked staff who currently owns the property and was concerned that
they were rushing this project through for approval without adequate time to
receive public comments on the environmental document.

In reply to AMBROSE, SHUTE advised that ownership of the site has passed on
to the successor agency, the City of El Cajon, and the City is obligated to dispose
of the property. Also, no decision would be made at this point since the Planning
Commission would be making a recommendation to City Council in concert with
any public comments on the environmental document.

RANU explained that the Commission had the option to continue the hearing
should they want to wait for the end of the public review period or the
environmental document.

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

No speakers approached the podium.



EXCERPT FROM THE MINUTES OF THE
EL CAJON PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
February 27, 2012

Motion was made by MROZ, seconded by CIRCO, to close the public hearing;
carried 5-0.

Motion was made by CIRCO, seconded by BALES, to adopt proposed
Resolution Nos. 10683, 10684, 10685 and 10686 recommending City Council
approval of the General Plan Amendment No. 2011-01, Zone Reclassification
No. 2305, Amendment of Specific Plan No. 19 and Mitigated Negative
Declaration, respectively, subject to conditions; carried 5-0.

This item is tentatively scheduled for the City Council meeting on April 10, 2012
at 7 p.m.



Police Station Decommissioning
Aftachment 11

City Council Reso. No. 48-11

RESOLUTION NO. __ 48-11

A RESOLUTION OF INTENTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF EL CAJON INITIATING AMENDMENTS TO THE GENERAL PLAN,
SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT AREA NO. 8, SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 19,
AND TITLE 17 OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE AS THEY PERTAIN
TO PROPERTY LOCATED AT 100 FLETCHER PARKWAY

WHEREAS, the property located at 100 Fletcher Parkway (APN 483-071-52)
(“Property”) has an existing General Plan Land Use designation of Public Institution (P1)/
Special Development Area No. 8 (SDA 8); and

WHEREAS, Specific Plan No. 19 is the governing ordinance that implements
Special Development Area No. 8; and

WHEREAS, portions of the property are zoned C-N (Neighborhood Commercial),
M (Manufacturing) and RS-6 (Residential, Single-Family, 6,000 square feet); and

- WHEREAS, the City of El Cajon owns the property which is currently used and
developed with the City’s Police Station; and

WHEREAS, the City’s police department will soon begin operating from the new
Public Safety Center and the property will no longer be needed for municipal purposes
once the Police Department moves out; and

WHEREAS, the existing General Plan, Specific Plan and zoning designations
governing the property are not conducive to efficient commercial development and are
not consistent with the surrounding commercial designations and developments that
would facilitate disposition of this excess property; and

‘WHEREAS, the existing General Plan and zoning and all related policies and
implementation programs need to be changed to allow the property to be developed
with other uses; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 17.20 of the Municipal Code provides that amendments can
be initiated by the City Council upon adoption of a Resolution of Intention; and

WHEREAS, State Government Code Section 65860 requires the zoning of
properties within a jurisdiction to be consistent with the same jurisdiction’s general plan;
and

WHEREAS, a General Plan land use designation and commercial zone that are
compatible with the surrounding area may be more appropriate for the subject property.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF EL CAJON AS FOLLOWS:

1. The City Council hereby initiates an amendment to the General Plan to
consider changing the land use designation of the property from the “Public Institution /
(P1) Special Development Area No. 8 (SDA 8)” to “Regional Commercial (RC)".

2. The City Council hereby initiates an amendment to Specific Plan 19 to
consider deleting this property from the boundaries of Specific Plan No. 19.

3. The City Council hereby initiates an amendment to Title 17 of the
Municipal Code to consider rezoning the property from the C-N, M and RS-6 Zones, to
the C-R Zone. '

4. The Secretary of the Planning Commission is directed to schedule a public

hearing before the Pianning Commission to consider this matter further.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of El Cajon, California
at an Adjourned Regular Joint City Council/Redevelopment Agency Meeting held this
26" day of April, 2011, by the following vote to wit:

AYES : Lewis, Hanson-Cox, Kendrick, McClellan
NOES : None
ABSENT : Wells
DISQUALIFY: None

7 el

Mark Lewis, Mayof of the City of El Cajon

4/26/11 (item 1.5)
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Attachment 12

Airport Land Use Commission
Determination letter dated 2-24-12

g a3 e

SR [RECEIVED
February 24, 2012 FER 27 2012

Mr Anthony Shute, AICP w

City of El Cajon

Community Development Department, Planning Division
200 Civic Center Way

El Cajon, California 92020

Re:  Airport Land Use Commission Consistency Determination — General Plan and
Specific Plan Amendment and Zone Reclassification at 100 Fletcher Parkway,
City of El Cajon; APN 483-071-52 and Caltrans Right-of-Way

Dear Mr Shute:

As the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) for San Diego County, the San Diego
County Regional Airport Authority acknowledges receipt of an application for a
determination of consistency for the project described above. This project is located
within the Airport Influence Area (AlA) for the Gillespie Field Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan (ALUCP).

ALUC staff has reviewed your application and accompanying materials and has
determined that it meets our requirements for completeness. In accordance with ALUC
Policies and applicable provisions of the State Aeronautics Act (Cal. Pub. Util. Code
§21670-21679.5), ALUC staff has determined that the proposed project’is consistent
with the Gillespie Field ALUCP based upon the facts and findings summarized below:

(1) The proposed project involves an amendment to the City General Plan and a Specific
Plan together with a zone reclassification all to redesignate a property from a public
institutional use to a regional commercial use with no construction proposed.

(2) The proposed project is located outside the 60 dB CNEL noise contour. The ALUCP
identifies commercial uses located outside the 60 dB CNEL noise contour as
compatible with airport uses. «

(3) The proposed project is in compliance with airspace protection surfaces because it
does not involve any physical construction.

(4) The proposed project is located within Safety Zone 6. The ALUCP identifies
commercial uses located within Safety Zone 6 as compatible with airport uses.

(5) Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with the adopted Gillespie Field
ALUCP.

(6) This determination of consistency is not a “‘pr_o’ject" as defined by the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Cal. Pub. Res. Code §21065. -

SAN DIEGO
INTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT

K



Mr Shute
Page 2

Please contact Ed Gowens at (619) 400-2244 if you have any questions regarding this
letter.

Yours truly,

Agwg/'\a i
Angela Jdmiso

Manager, Airport Planning

cC: Amy Gonzalez, SDCRAA — General Counsel
Ron Bolyard, Caltrans - Division of Aeronautics
Chris Schmidt, Caltrans, District 11
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT, ZONE RECLASSIFICATION, SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT AND
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that at 7:00 p.m., Tuesday, March 27, 2012, the El Cajon City Council will hold a public hearing in the City Council
Chambers, 200 Civic Center Way, El Cajon, CA, to consider:

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 2011-01, ZONE RECLASSIFICATION NO. 2305 AMENDMENT OF SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 19 AND
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION.  This is a City-initiated proposal to 1) change the General Plan land use designation of three
properties focated at 100 Fletcher Parkway from Public institution (P1) / Special Development Area No. 8 (SDA No. 8) to Regional Commercial
(RC); 2) rezone the subject properties from the C-N (Neighborhood Commercial), M (Manufacturing) and RS-6 (Residential Single-Family, 6,000
sq. ft), respectively, to the C-R (Regional Commercial) zone; and 3) amend Specific Plan (SP) No. 19 to remove the subject properties from its
governance. The City Council will also consider a proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration for the proposed project.

On February 27, 2012, the Planning Commission adopted Resolution Nos. 10683, 10684, 10685 and 10686 recommending City Council approval
of a proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program, General Plan Amendment No. 2011-01, Zone
Reclassification No. 2305, and Amendment of Specific Plan No. 19. If you have any questions or wish any additional information about the
project, please contact TONY SHUTE at 619.441.1705, or via email at tonys@cityofelcajon.us and reference *100 Fletcher Pkwy” in the Subject
Line. More information about planning and zoning in El Cajon is available at www.ci.el-cajon.ca.us/dept/comm/planning.htmi.
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DATE: March 13, 2012

TO: Mayor Lewis,

Councilmembers Kendrick, McCIeIIan and Wells
FROM: Melissa Ayres, Community Development Director

SUBJECT: INTRODUCTION OF AN ORDINANCE AMENDING TITLE 5 AND TITLE 17
OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO CARD ROOMS

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:

e Open the public hearing and receive testimony;
e Close the public hearing;

THEN

e Move to introduce the proposed ordinance amending Title 5 and Title 17 of the Municipal
Code pertaining to card rooms.

BACKGROUND:

On December 13, 2011, the City Council adopted amendments to the City’s card room
regulations located in Chapter 5.28 of the Municipal Code. The adopted amendments
were made primarily to better clarify what permit/license(s) were required to operate a card
room within the City and who could operate one. In general, card rooms can only be
operated as an ancillary use by a bona fide non-profit club, society, fraternal or other
similar organization, which has a valid conditional use permit, and the non-profit must
obtain a special operation license from the City Council to operate the card room. Card
room activities are for the exclusive use of its members, and must be located at the
business address of the non-profit establishment, which may not be a commercial
establishment. Card rooms are prohibited within Specific Plan 182.

Atits February 14, 2012, meeting, the Council heard public testimony requesting that the
City’s card room regulations be modified to allow card rooms as an ancillary use to both
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social clubs and restaurants throughout the City, subject to approval of a conditional use
permit. After hearing and considering public testimony on the issue, the City Council
adopted Resolution No. 13-12 at its February 28, 2012, meeting initiating Zoning
Ordinance amendment to Title 17 of the Municipal Code in order to consider allowing card
rooms as an ancillary use to bona fide non-profit organizations (only), subject to approval
of a conditionally use permit and a special operation license. The Council determined it

wants to consider allowing them both inside and outside the boundaries of Specific Plan
182, but that it did not want to allow them as an ancillary use to restaurants.

The changes sought by the City Council require amendments to both Title 5 (Business
Licenses and Regulations) and Title 17 (Zoning Ordinance) of the Municipal Code.
Amendments to Title 17 require a public hearing before the Planning Commission and City
Council, whereas, the Council can modify Title 5 without a public hearing or
recommendation by the Planning Commission.

The Planning Commission held a public hearing on March 13, 2012, to consider
amendments to Title 17 in accordance with Council Resolution No. 13-12. To accomplish
the policy changes requested for consideration by the Council, the Planning Commission
adopted Resolution No. 10687 recommending the Council amend Municipal Code Sections
17.110.020 (Use Classifications), 17.140.210 (Residential Land Use Table), and
17.145.150 (Commercial Land Use Table). The proposed changes include adding “Card
room, non-gambling” as a separate land use classification to Title 17 and modifying both
the residential and commercial land use tables to list “Card room, non-gambling” as a
conditionally permitted use (with a Minor Conditional Use Permit) in every zoning district
that “Clubs” are conditionally permitted, subject to limitations. A footnoteis proposedicbe
added to the bottom of each land use table specifying that card rooms may only be
operated as an ancillary use to a bona fide non-profit club, society, professional
organization, union hall, fraternal organization, and similar (non-profit) use, and are subject
to additional card room regulations listed in Chapter 5.28 of the Municipal Code. The
footnote will also state that proof of non-profit status must be submitted at the time of
application submittal. The card room definition proposed in Title 17 is the same as the one
in Title 5.

Some Commissioners believed that card playing should be allowed at restaurants, and
others believed that there should not be a separate CUP required for social clubs that
offered card playing as an ancillary use to it members. Because the Council resolution
initiating changes to Title 17 only opened a narrow window of discussion for card playing at
non-profit social clubs/organizations with a CUP, the Planning Commission was not able to
make a formal recommendation to the Council on expanded regulations. (See Planning
Commission draft minutes attached to this report for its discussion on these issues.)

In addition to the amendments proposed to Title 17, staff recommends additional changes
to Title 5 to accomplish the Council’'s objectives. More specifically, staff recommends
amendments to Section 5.28.020 (Restrictions on Ownership) of Chapter 5.28 (Card
rooms) of the Municipal Code, to clarify that a Minor Conditional Use Permit and Special
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Operation License is required to operate an ancillary card room and to delete Section
5.28.025 (Restriction on Location), which currently prohibits card rooms within Specific
Plan 182.

The draft ordinance attached to this report incorporates the changes recommended by the
Planning Commission to Title 17 and the changes recommended by staff to Title 5 in order
to implement the Council stated objectives.

Required Findings: The City Council may adopt amendments to Title 17 of the Municipal
Code, provided that it first makes the following findings:

A. The proposed zoning amendment, including any changes proposed in the
various land uses to be authorized, is compatible with the objectives, policies,
general land uses, and programs specified in the general plan.

B.  The proposed zoning amendment is consistent with any applicable specific plan
governing development of the subject property.
C. It is in the public necessity and convenience and/or general welfare that the

zoning regulations governing the property be changed.

In recommending approval of the proposed Title 17 amendments, the Planning
Commission found it could make the required findings. The proposed amendments are
compatible with the objectives, policies, general land uses, and programs specified in the
General Plan, in that a bona fide non-profit club, society, or similar organization, with an
ancillary card room will only be permitted on a property located in residential and
commercial zones, when the proposed use is found compatible with surrounding uses. The
proposed zoning amendments are consistent with applicable specific plans governing
development of properties within the City in that they do not conflict with any existing
specific plans within the City. Adoption of the proposed amendments is in the public
necessity and convenience and/or general welfare because the proposed amendments will
address the unintended consequences of recent card room amendments prohibiting the
Crystal Ballroom and the Veterans of Foreign Wars from requesting to establish a card
room at their existing social clubs for the benefit of their members.

CEQA: The proposed project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) under Section 15061 (b) (3) (General Rule) of the CEQA Guidelines because the
proposed amendments are text amendments involving an ancillary use to a conditionally
permitted use, the addition of which, will not cause a physical change to the environment
either directly or indirectly. No additional parking is required as this is not an intensification
of use.

Noticing Requirements: Notice of this public hearing was published in the East County
Gazette on March 15, 2012, and mailed to anyone who requested such notice in writing, in
compliance with Government Code Sections 65090, 65091, and 65092, as applicable.
Additionally, as a public service, the notice was posted in the kiosk at City Hall and on the
City's website under “Public Hearings/Public Notices.” The notice was also mailed to the
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two public libraries in the City of El Cajon, located at 201 East Douglas and 576 Garfield
Avenue.

FISCAL IMPACT:

No impact. The City collects a fee for processing minor conditional use permits and special
operation licenses, which is intended to offset the cost of processing these applications.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
ﬂ\ G():{’%% l& S TAas R0 (R AU
Melissa Ayres Rob Turner

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR  ACTING CITY MANAGER

ATTACHMENTS:

Draft Ordinance

Planning Commission Resolution No. 10687

Existing Card room Regulations

City Council Resolution No. 13-12 initiating new Card room Regulations
Excerpt, City Council Minutes, February 14, 2012 related to this matter.
Excerpt, City Council Minutes, February 28, 2012 related to this matter.
Excerpt, Draft Planning Commission Minutes, March 12, 2012

Public Hearing Notice
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF EL CAJON AMENDING SECTION 5.28.020 AND SECTION 5.28.025 OF
TITLE 5 (BUSINESS LICENSES AND REGULATIONS) AND SECTION 17.110.020,
SECTION 17.140.210, AND SECTION 17.145.150 OF TITLE 17 (ZONING) OF
THE EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE RELATED TO CARD ROOMS

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF EL CAJON DOES ORDAIN AS
FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Section 5.28.020 of Title 5 of the El Cajon Municipal Code is hereby
repealed.

SECTION 2. A new Section 5.28.020 of Title 5 of the El Cajon Municipal Code is
hereby added to read as follows:

5.28.020 Restrictions on ownership.

It is unlawful to own or operate a card room within the city, except as an ancillary use by
a bona fide non-profit club, society, professional organization, union hall, fraternal
organization, and similar (non-profit) use, qualified to transact business in California as
a nonprofit organization, the income of which is exempt from taxation under section
501(c) of the Internal Revenue Code, having adopted bylaws and duly elected directors
and members, which has a valid conditional use permit issued pursuant to Chapter
17.50 of this code for the primary use, a valid minor conditional use permit for the
ancillary card room use, and a valid special operation license for the operation of a card
room issued pursuant to Chapter 5.16 of this code, where the tables are for the
exclusive use of members of the such nonprofit club, society, or organization, where no
charge is made for the use of any of the card room facilities, and where no gambling of
any sort is involved. The card room must be located at the same address as the
business address of the non-profit organization and shall not be operated in conjunction
with any for-profit establishment.

SECTION 3. Section 5.28.025 of Title 5 of the EI Cajon Municipal Code is hereby
repealed.

SECTION 4. Section 17.110.020 of Title 17 of the El Cajon Municipal Code is
hereby amended to add the following land use definition, in alphabetical order:

“‘Card room, non-gambling” shall mean any space, room or enclosure furnished or
equipped with one or more tables, spaces, or other implements used or intended to be
used as card tables or locations for the playing of cards and similar games, and the use
of which is available to the public or any portion of the public. This term shall not apply
to city community recreation centers, where visitors occasionally play cards and similar
games for recreational purposes.



SECTION 5. Section 17.140.210 of Title 17 of the ElI Cajon Municipal Code is
hereby amended to add a row to the “non-residential” sub-section of the residential land
use table, in alphabetical order, regulating card rooms as follows:

Residential PRD |RS-40|RS-20|RS-14| RS-9 | RS-6 | RM- | RM- | RM- | RM- | RM- | RM- Notes
Zones 6000 | 4300 | 2500 | 2200 | 1500 | HR
Nonresidential Uses

Card room, X MC MC MC MC MC MC MC MC MC MC MC 18
non-

gambling

SECTION 6. Section 17.140.210 of Title 17 of the El Cajon Municipal Code is
hereby amended to add the following footnote to the bottom of the residential land use
table, in numerical order:

18. May only be operated as an ancillary use to a bona fide non-profit club,
society, professional organization, union hall, fraternal organization, and similar
(non-profit) use. Non-profit status must be in place prior to application submittal.
Subject to additional card room regulations listed in Chapter 5.28 (CARD
ROOMS) of the Municipal Code.

SECTION 7. Section 17.145.150 of Title 17 of the El Cajon Municipal Code is
hereby amended to add a row to the commercial section of the commercial land use
table, in alphabetical order, regulating card rooms as follows:

| O-P | CN | €G | C-R | C-M [ Notes

Commercial Uses
Card room, non-gambling | MC | MC | MC | MC [ X T 27

SECTION 8. Section 17.145.150 of Title 17 of the EI Cajon Municipal Code is
hereby amended to add the following footnote to the bottom of the commercial section
of the commercial land use table, in numerical order:

27. May only be operated as an ancillary use to a bona fide non-profit club,
society, professional organization, union hall, fraternal organization, and similar
(non-profit) use. Non-profit status must be in place prior to application submittal.
Subject to additional card room regulations listed in Chapter 5.28 (CARD
ROOMS) of the Municipal Code.

SECTION 9. This ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days following its
passage and adoption.




PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 10687
A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 17 (ZONING ORDINANCE) OF THE
MUNICIPAL CODE FOR THE PURPOSE OF REGULATING CARD ROOMS

WHEREAS, the EI Cajon Planning Commission held a duly advertised public

hearing on March 12, 2012, to consider a City-initiated proposal to amend Sections
17.110.020, 17.140.210 and 17.145.150 of Title 17 of the Municipal Code (ECMC) for the
purpose of adding card rooms as a land use classification, and allowing card rooms as an
ancillary use to bonafide non-profit organizations within the City, subject to approval of a
conditional use permit; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to ECMC Chapter 17.20, the City Council adopted Resolution

No. 13-12 on February 28, 2012, initiating these amendments; and

WHEREAS, the following findings of fact have been made in regard to said

amendments:

A.

The proposed amendments are exempt from the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) under Section 15061 (b) (3) (General Rule) of the CEQA Guidelines
because the proposed amendments are textamendments involving an ancillary use
to a conditionally permitted use, the addition of which, will not cause a physical
change to the environment either directly or indirectly. No additional parking is
required as this is not an intensification of use.

The proposed amendments are compatible with the objectives, policies, general
land uses, and programs specified in the General Plan, in that bonafide non-profit
clubs, societies, and similar organizations, with ancillary card rooms will only be
permitted on a given property in residential and commercial zones, when the
proposed use is found compatible with surrounding uses.

The proposed zoning amendments are consistent with applicable specific plans
governing development of properties within the City in that they do not conflict with
any existing specific plans within the City.

Adoption of the proposed amendments is in the public necessity and convenience
and/or general welfare because the proposed amendments will address the
unintended consequences of recent card room amendments prohibiting the Crystal
Ballroom and the Veterans of Foreign Wars from requesting to establish a card
room at their existing social clubs for the benefit of their members.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that basedupon said findings of fact stated

~above, the El Cajon Planning Commission hereby RECOMMENDS CITY COUNCIL as
follows:



Planning Commission Resolution No. 10687

1. Section 17.110.020 shall be amended to add the following land use definition, in
alphabetical order:

“Card room, non-gambling” shall mean any space, room or enclosure furnished or
equipped with one or more tables, spaces, or other implements used or intended to be
used as card tables or locations for the playing of cards and similar games, and the use of
which is available to the public or any portion of the public. This term shall not apply to city
community recreation centers, where visitors occasionally play cards and similar games for
recreational purposes.

2. Section 17.140.210 shall be amended to add a row to the “non-residential” section of the
residential land use table, in alphabetical order, regulating card rooms as follows:

Residential PRD |RS-40 ) RS-20 | RS-14| RS9 | RS-6 | RM- | RM- | RM- | RM- | RM- | RM- Notes
Zones 6000 | 4300 | 2500 j 2200 | 1500 | HR

Nonresidential Uses

Card room, X | Mc|{MC | MC|MC]| MC| MC| MC | MC | MC | MC | MC 18

non-
gambling

3. Section 17.140.210 shall be amended to add the following footnote to the bottom of the
residential land use table, in numerical order:

18. May only be operated as an ancillary use to a bonafide non-profit club, society,
professional organization, union hall, fraternal organization, and similar (non-profit)
use. Non-profit status must be in place prior to application submittal. Subject to
additional card room regulations listed in Chapter 5.28 (CARD ROOMS) of the
Municipal Code.

4. Section 17.145.150 shall be amended to add a row to the commercial section of the
commercial land use table, in alphabetical order, regulating card rooms as follows:

O-P C-N C-G C-R C-M Notes

Commercial Uses

Card room, non-gambling MC MC MC MC X 27

5. Section 17.145.150 shall be amended to add the following footnote to the bottom of the
commercial section of the commercial land use table, in numerical order:

27. May only be operated as an ancillary use to a bonafide non-profit club, society,
professional organization, union hall, fraternal organization, and similar (non-profit)
use. Non-profit status must be in place prior to application submittal. Subject to
additional card room regulations listed in Chapter 5.28 (CARD ROOMS) of the
Municipal Code.

Page 2 of 3



Planning Commission Resolution No. 10687

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the E! Cajon Planning Commission at a regular
meeting held March 12, 2012, by the following vote:

AYES: BALES, CIRCO, MROZ, SOTTILE
NOES: NONE
ABSENT: AMBROSE

)
-~

Dartin MROZ, Chairman

ATTEST:

A
\ \\,/ APPROVED

Manjeet RANU, AICP, Secretary

MAR 12 701
AB PRESENTED

Page 3 of 3
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Chapter 5.28 CARD ROOMS

Mote .=

*  For statutory provisions regarding gaming, see Pen. Code § 330.

5.28.010 Card room defined.

For the purposes of this chapter, a card room is any space, room or enclosure furnished or equipped with one
or more tables, spaces, or other implements used or intended to be used as card tables or locations for the playing
of cards and similar games, and the use of which is available to the public or any portion of the public. This term
shall not apply to city community recreation centers, where visitors occasionally play cards and similar games
for recreational purposes. (Ord. 4973 § 2, 2011.)

5.28.020 Restrictions on ownership.

It is unlawful to own or operate a card room within the city, except as an ancillary use by a society, club,
fraternal or other organizations, qualified to transact business in California as a nonprofit organization, the
income of which is exempt from taxation under section 501(c) of the Internal Revenue Code, having adopted
bylaws and duly elected directors and members, which has a valid conditional use permit issued pursuant to
Chapter 17.50 of this code and a valid special operations license for the operation of a card room issued pursuant
to Chapter 5.16 of this code, where the tables are for the exclusive use of members of the such nonprofit society,
club, or organization, where no charge is made for the use of any of the card room facilities, and where no
gambling of any sort is involved. Any card room must be located at the same address as the business address of
the nonprofit organization and shall not be operated in conjunction with any for-profit establishment. (Ord. 4973
§2,2011.)

5.28.025 Restriction on location.

No special operations license shall be approved to operate a card room within the area governed by Specific
Plan No. 182. (Ord. 4973 § 2, 2011.)

5.28.030 Licenses—Suspension and revocation.

Any special operations license issued under this chapter may be suspended or revoked as provided in Chapter
5.12 of this code. (Ord. 4973 § 2,2011.)

5.28.040 Licenses—Nontransferable.

No special operations license issued for a card room shall be assignable or transferable. (Ord. 4973 § 2,
2011.)

5.28.050 Violation of state law not authorized.

It is not the intention of this chapter to license any card room for the playing of any game prohibited by the

htto://acode.us/codes/elcaion/view.php?topic=5-5 28&showAll=1&frames=on 3/20/2012
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laws of the state. (Ord. 4973 § 2, 2011.)

5.28.060 Public nuisance.

Any business which is established or maintained in violation of this chapter is deemed to be a public nuisance
and may be abated in accordance with Chapter 1.16 of this code. (Ord. 4973 § 2, 2011.)

http://qcode.us/codes/elcajon/view.php?topic=5-5_ 28&showAll=1&frames=on 3/20/2012



RESOLUTION NO. 13-12

A RESOLUTION OF INTENTION TO INITIATE AN AMENDMENT TO
TITLE 17 OF THE EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE FOR THE PURPOSE.
OF MODIFYING REGULATIONS PERTAINING TO CARDROOMS.

WHEREAS, on December 13, 2011 by Ordinance No. 4973, the City Council
adopted amendments to the City’s cardroom regulations located in Chapter 5.28 of the
Municipal Code; and

WHEREAS, adopted regulations limit the establishment of cardrooms, except as an
ancillary use to a bonafide non-profit organization with a valid conditional use permit and a
valid Special Operations License, and only when such organization is located outside the
boundaries of Specific Plan 182; and

WHEREAS, on February 14, 2012, the City Council heard testimony from the public
requesting amendments to the City’s cardroom regulations, which would allow cardrooms
at both social clubs and at restaurants, anywhere in the City, subject to the granting of a
conditional use permit; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has an interest in modifying the cardroom regulations
to allow cardrooms as an ancillary use to bonafide non-profit organizations, both inside and
outside of Specific Plan 182, subject to approval of both a conditional use permit and a
Special Operations License for the cardroom use; and

WHEREAS, amendments are needed in both Title 17 (Zoning Ordinance) and Title
5 (Business Licenses and Regulations) of the Municipal Code to accommodate this change
and pursuant to Municipal Code Section 17.20.020, amendments to Title 17, can be
initiated by adoption of a resolution of intention by the City Council or the Planning
Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
EL CAJON AS FOLLOWS:

1. That the El Cajon City Council hereby directs the Planning Commission to
hold a public hearing to consider amendments to Title 17 of the Municipal Code adding
cardrooms as an ancillary use to bonafide non-profit organizations, both inside and outside
Specific Plan 182, subject to approval of both a conditional use permit and a Special
Operations License for the cardroom use.

(Continued on Page 2)



Page 2 of 2, Resolution No. 13-12

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of El Cajon, California at
an Adjourned Regular Joint City Council/Housing Authority Meeting held this 28" day of
February 2012, by the following vote to wit:

AYES : Lewis, Hanson-Cox, Kendrick, McClellan, Wells
NOES : None
ABSENT : None
DISQUALIFY: None
MARK LEWIS

Mayor of the City of El Cajon
ATTEST:

KATHIE J. RUTLEDGE
City Clerk

| hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a full and true copy of Resolution No. 13-12
of the Resolutions of the City of El Cajon, California, as adopted by the City Council at the
Adjourned Regular Joint Meeting of the City Council/Housing Authority on the 28" day of
February 2012.

Kathie J. Rutledge, CMC, City Clerk

2/28/12 (Item 1.4)
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EXCERPTS FROM CITY COUNCIL
AND

HOUSING AUTHORITY MEETING MINUTES
February 14, 2012

4, ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS:

4.2 AMENDMENT OF THE EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO
CARD ROOMS (Report: Director of Community Development)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council provide direction to staff on any
amendments the Council would like to see made to the El Cajon Municipal Code
pertaining to card rooms.

DISCUSSION

Acting City Manager Turner gives a summary of this ltem.

Mayor Lewis takes a moment to share a thank you card sent to Council, signed by
neighborhood children that play at Renette Center.

Ramzi Murad indicates he has provided a handout for Council and the City
Attorney, containing the history of the Chaldean American Association, and a
membership application form. He indicates the current location of the Association
has been crime free, and that many contributions have been made by the club to the
needy. He comments on the types of games played by members at the club.

City Clerk Rutledge indicates that Deurayd Salmo and Frank Ibrahim submitted
cards in support of Option 3 on the Agenda Report; however, they did not wish to
speak.

Arkan Somo, representing Old Family Restaurant and Prestige Banquet Hall, states
he appreciates the help received from Staff regarding this issue, and supports
Option 3. He offers a suggestion to include certain conditions of approval as used in
the City of San Diego, including giving Police Officers the right of entry and requiring
open or clear views from windows at restaurants.

No one else comes forward to speak.
Police Chief Jim Redman responds to questions from Council concerning

complaints received about gambling, and the raid of the social club on Main St. in
October 2011.



ITEM 4.2 (Continued)

Council and Staff discuss the following:

L]

Suggestions for monitoring activity in card rooms;

Modifying the ordinance to allow entry of Police officers into establishments;
Whether to limit approval of conditional use permits for card playing to non-
profit organizations only, or to allow card playing in restaurants;

Whether revisions to the ordinance should be citywide, or limited to Specific
Plan No. 182.

The requirement for a special operation license;

Potential loss of business for existing establishments and loss of new
businesses coming into the City.

MOTION BY HANSON-COX, SECOND BY LEWiIS, to
ACCOMMODATE Option #2, requiring a conditional use permit and
special operation license to allow card room use in all areas of the
City. '

Discussion continues regarding:

A suggestion to establish a minimum distance requirement between one card
room and another;

Whether the revised ordinance should include conditions with regard to
windows, on a case-by-case basis, and signs prohibiting smoking and
gambiing;

Requiring card rooms to be on the ground floor of an establishment.

MOTION RE-STATED BY HANSON-COX. SECOND BY LEWIS,
DIRECTING STAFF to initiate amendments to the Municipal Code that
would accommodate cardrooms as an ancillary use to non-profit social
clubs, throughout the City, subject to approval of a conditional use
permit for cardrooms.

MOTION CARRIES. (McClellan and Wells — NO)



EXCERPTS FROM CITY COUNCIL
AND

HOUSING AUTHORITY MEETING MINUTES
February 28, 2012

CONSENT ITEMS: (1.1 -1.12)
MOTION BY LEWIS, SECOND BY MCCLELLAN, to APPROVE
Consent ltems 1.1 — 1.3 and ltems 1.5 - 1.12, and pulling item 1.4, as
requested by HANSON-COX and the pubilic.

MOTION CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE

- CONSENT ITEM PULLED FOR DISCUSSION:

1.4 RESOLUTION: INITIATION OF AN AMENDMENT TO TITLE 17 (ZONING
ORDINANCE) OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE REGULATING CARDROOMS
(Report: Director of Community Development)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council adopt the next RESOLUTION in order
initiating an amendment to Title 17 of the Municipal Code regulating cardrooms.

DISCUSSION
Arkan Somo submits a hand-out on the definition of a cardroom. He requests that
Council reconsider the title of the chapter by replacing the word “cardrooms” with
“non-gambling card and board games” or “recreational card and board games”. He
also suggests modifying the last paragraph of the ordinance by adding “and
restaurants”.

Staff and Police Chief Redman respond to questions from Council regarding:
¢ Code violations and gambling-related complaints that have been received;
e Number of gambling-related arrests;
e Types of enforcement that may be utilized by the Police Department;
* A suggestion for closed circuit camera monitoring.

Mayor Pro Tem Hanson-Cox requests a minor change to Paragraph 4 of the draft
resolution to add the requirement for a valid special operation license.

City Attorney Foley clarifies the recommendation for Council and advises Staff will
consider changes to Chapter 5.28, if directed.

MOTION BY LEWIS, SECOND BY 'KENDRICK, to ADOPT
RESOLUTION NO. 13-12, incorporating the language suggested by
Mayor Pro Tem Hanson-Cox, relating to the requirement for approval
of both a conditional use permit and a Special Operations License.

MOTION CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE.

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council February 28, 2012

and Housing Authority -5 - 3:00 p.m.
. MINUTES



DRAFT EXCERPT FROM THE E%ﬁETES OF THE
EL CAJON PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
March 12, 2012

AGENDA ITEM NO. 2 - AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 17 (ZONING ORDINANCE)
PERTAINING TO CARD ROOMS

This is a City-initiated proposal to consider amending Sections 17.110.020,
17.140.210 and 17.145.150 of Title 17 of the Municipal Code for the purpose of
adding card rooms as a land use classification, and allowing card rooms as an
ancillary use to (social) clubs and similar organizations within the City, subject to
approval of a conditional use permit.

Applicant: City of El Cajon
Project Planner:  Melissa Ayres / 619.441.6208
Email: mayres@ecityofelcajon.us and include “CARD

ROOMS” in Subject Line.

RANU advised two letters and a petition with 130 signatures in support of
changes to the proposed ordinance were submitted to the Commissioners and
staff prior to the meeting.

AYRES expanded on the staff report by stating that the card rooms this
community regulates are for non-gambling card rooms and they have been in
place for a long time. About one year ago, the City Manager asked that
enforcement be stepped up due to the number of complaints of people playing
cards throughout the City. AYRES added, in reviewing the rules, they were not
clear on the permit or license process for card rooms. Subsequently, the Council
was requested to initiate amendments to the card room regulations for
clarification. Changes were made and placed in effect in December, 2011
including a new prohibition on card rooms with the Downtown Specific Plan 182
area. This affected the Crystal Ballroom and VFW Hall and was not intended.
Members of the public then came forward and requested expansion of the rules
by requesting the Council show flexibility on what is allowed in the community
due to the influx of immigrants and changing demographics.

MROZ asked if there were any questions from the Commissioners.

SOTTILE asked if any studies had been performed on card rooms in other cities,
and if so, what was learned.

AYRES responded no studies had been conducted since the City already had
non-gambling card room regulations in place. She added that the City Council
asked staff to revisit the regulations to possibly add card rooms to social clubs
within SP 182 as an ancillary use.

-1-



DRAFT EXCERPT FROM THE MINUTES OF THE
EL CAJON PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
March 12, 2012

CIRCO asked if someone were to play cards prior to or after a meal in a
restaurant if this would turn the restaurant into a card room.

AYRES responded that the City doesn’'t regulate card rooms in private
residences; however, any place open to the public would be regulated. She
referred the Commissioners to the staff report outlining the definition of a card
room and further clarified that card playing at a restaurant would not be permitted
under this section of the code. :

MROZ asked if staff knew the number of social clubs in the City and how many
were in Specific Plan 182 (SP 182).

AYRES answered there were about six, with two of these in SP 182. She added
that Title 5 prohibits card rooms within SP 182 and there is consideration to
eliminate this restriction. Staff had not performed enforcement of the regulations
and will not until set rules are in place for implementation. This would include the
ability to advise any applicant if, and how, they could apply.

MROZ asked if a restaurant would be required to obtain a special permit as a
social club if customers played bridge during lunch.

AYRES stated only non-profit social clubs could obtain a permit for card playing,
not a for-profit business. However, space can be rented at any community
center for card playing, where it is allowed.

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

Arkan SOMO, representing supporters of the amendment, approached the
podium. He commended staff and the commissioners for all their hard work in
working with him on this issue. He stated there is strong support from the
community of the proposed changes, however, asked that two additional
changes be considered.

His first recommendation was to not name these facilities “card rooms”. The
terminology of card room reinforces the perception of gambling. Based on the
information he gathered and shared in the packets previously supplied to the
Commissioners, the definition of a card room is a gambling establishment. El
Cajon does not have card rooms as defined by the State of California based
upon his research. The card playing at these establishments is recreational,
therefore, he suggested using the term “recreational card and board games”.

-



DRAFT EXCERPT FROM THE MINUTES OF THE
EL CAJON PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
March 12, 2012

The second proposed change presented was to include restaurants as being
allowed to play recreational cards and games. The restaurants in El Cajon do
not allow gambling. For many years, a portion of the community has been
meeting in local restaurants to play cards. He felt these people and their families
should not be deprived of going out to restaurants and playing cards or board
games. SOMO also mentioned that the non-profit social clubs are too expensive
for many to join. Also, many of the newer restaurant owners came to El Cajon
and invested in the community and he believes future investors would not want to
open restaurants or banquet halls, if this regulation is put into effect.

SOMO added, in addition to the petition of 130 signatures of support, an
additional 25 signatures would be forthcoming after the meeting for inclusion as
part of the record.

BALES asked what the percentage of people by gender frequented the social
clubs and restaurants to play cards.

SOMO responded that his wife and other family members play, however, they
are more comfortable at home. Also, these are family restaurants, but a coupie
of days a week mainly maies do meet to play cards. He also wanted to address
the number of complaints received which he requested through the Public
Records Act and recalled there were only five complaints.

AYRES clarified she received a memorandum from the City Manager's office
saying there had been 12 complaints since 2008 which involved four properties.

SOMO added EI Cajon would be the first in the nation to set these guidelines,
and that one business in El Cajon had already lost 40 customers to La Mesa.

Sam ABBOD spoke next for a number of residents. He has owned three
restaurants in the past ten years in El Cajon and felt there was a misconception
- on how restaurants are described. 70-80% of the people who patronize
restaurants do not play cards. This is where they go to meet each other, play
dominoes, drink tea and socialize. Their wives and family members know they
are there for these reasons. These establishments were never intended to be
card rooms. They have always been restaurants, and sometimes card playing is
done for recreational purposes.



DRAFT EXCERPT FROM THE MINUTES OF THE
EL CAJON PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
March 12, 2012

Aziz SOMO approached the podium also representing a number of people in the
community. He shared that he works as an immigration interpreter and has
helped 400-500 families settle in El Cajon over the years. Many of these people
patronize these coffee shops and restaurants. About 1,000 elderly immigrants
came recently to the U.S. and socializing at our local restaurants is great therapy
for them. Not all of them speak English and many have lost loved ones in their
country of origin. These are not card rooms to them but social areas to meet and
heal. It's tradition in their country for the men to go out to meet and socialize.
Many of these gathering places have been closed leaving these elderly citizens
hanging around not knowing what to do with themselves during the day.

BALES agreed these places are therapeutic; especially for the new immigrants
coming to the City.

MROZ saw a demand for more social clubs and areas for people to gather and
assemble. He did add, however, the Commission would only be addressing land
use issues and the City Council would make the final determination relative to
card rooms. He asked if anyone in the community considered forming a non-
profit club similar to the Crystal Ballroom to accommodate this need.

SOMO answered there are two reasons this is not possible. The economy and
the new rules and regulations being considered would discourage investors to
develop in El Cajon.

John GIBSON spoke next. He wanted to address social clubs only and stressed
that card playing is an active part of what people do in social clubs. He said an
easy fix would be to incorporate the two clubs in SP 182 and the two clubs
outside of SP 182 without creating another regulation. He opposed what he saw
as in essence a new requirement for basically duplicate permits.

Enad SARUM approached the podium next and read a letter from Betty Simon.
Ms. Simon belongs to a bridge club of 40 members which played monthly at
Jamacha Grill. They recently had to relocate to a restaurant in La Mesa in order
to play bridge and have lunch. She is in support of allowing restaurants to offer
their customers recreational card and board games.

SOMO returned to the podium to add that, based on his research, the cost to
establish a non-profit club would be between $5,000 and $10,000. He also
wanted to respond to the Commissioners concerns about not wanting to see a
restaurant with a card room on every corner.

A



DRAFT EXCERPT FROM THE MINUTES OF THE
EL CAJON PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
March 12, 2012

SOMO offered three suggestions to eliminate this concern of oversaturation in
certain areas as follows:
1) Allow restaurants with card rooms outside the downtown specific plan

area
2) Possibly establish a radius of 500’ or more between establishments
3) Mandate the size of restaurants with card rooms within certain areas

SOMO added the market will determine how many restaurants the City could
accommodate. And again he mentioned if agreement could be obtained on
changing the terminology from card rooms to recreational game rooms that this
would help in moving toward the best solution to serve all the business
community.

REID stated that card rooms are regulated under Title 5 and the issue of whether
restaurants be allowed to have card rooms will be considered by the City
Council. The

Commission can make a recommendation to the City Council as it pertains to
Title 17 of the Municipal Code to make it consistent with Title 5, but Title 5 is
solely in the purview of the City Council.

CIRCO added that it appeared they were discussing two different ideas; card
rooms dedicated to non-gambling card games and community rooms which
include eating,

playing, watching TV and games that involve both card playing and board
games. |t appeared the public’s concern is the title of card rooms. If the City
called them recreation or game rooms the perception of gambling would not be
apparent. Suggested this issue should go before the City Council, and he felt we
don’t need to spend money to monitor people’s recreation time in this manner.

AYRES added that input was obtained from the community and various options
were presented to the Council. One option would allow card playing at
restaurants with certain performance standards attached. The Council chose the
option outlined in the resolution for the Commissioner’s review. She also added
this includes a condition for established social clubs to obtain a minor conditional
permit at the cost of $1,500 versus the $5,000 for a full conditional use permit. If
an applicant applies for non-profit social club and card playing privileges
simultaneously, the fee would only be $5,000 for both applications.



DRAFT EXCERPT FROM THE MINUTES OF THE
EL CAJON PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
March 12, 2012

SOTTILE mentioned if a restaurant wanted to establish a social club and applied
for a CUP, the assumption could be made that card playing would be part of the
club activities. He asked if one CUP would cover both items.

AYRES advised that a card room cannot be run in conjunction with a for-profit
business. The Royal Palms Restaurant filed for a CUP to re-establish itself as a
non-profit social club with a card room facility. There is also another applicant
wanting to open with a new card room on El Cajon Boulevard. As one of the
speakers mentioned, there is a market and demand for this type of
establishment, however, the applicants must first obtain their non-profit status,
and then apply to the City for the CUP.

SOTTILE asked if a social club wanted to rent a room or meet at a restaurant to
have dinner and play cards if the CUP was transferrable so the restaurant would
then become part of the social club.

AYRES responded the CUP would not be transferable. It must be the same
location of the social club business office.

BALES brought up the issue of calling card rooms recreation rooms. She added
that in the code they are already defined as non-gambling.

REID interjected that they could not discuss the definition of card rooms at this
meeting. The Commissioners would only be addressing consistency to adhere to
the code as it is written.

MROZ voiced concern with the issue of existing social clubs having to obtain
another permit and wondered why we could not allow these clubs to be
grandfathered in without having to apply for a another permit or pay an
application fee.

REID mentioned they could not consider his suggestion at this meeting, however,
the idea should be reflected in the minutes.

AYRES pointed out there is a distinction between illegal and legal non-
conforming uses. None of these clubs in the City has a special operations license
to operate card rooms and the card room rules have been on the books for many

years.
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EL CAJON PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
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CIRCO quoted a portion of the definition of card rooms in Title 5 as “This term
shall not apply to City community recreational centers, where visitors
occasionally play cards and similar games for recreational purposes.” He
believes this exemption could also be applied equally to restaurants, but
understands this issue was not on the table for consideration at this meeting.

SOTTILE also concurred that the Planning Commission include in their
recommendation to the Council that the current social clubs be grandfathered in
so they will not incur the additional cost of the minor CUP.

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

MROZ thanked the public speakers for their input and advised them that their
comments and suggestions would be passed on to the City Council.

Motion was made by CIRCO, seconded by SOTTILE, to adopt the proposed
Resolution No. 10687 recommending City Council amend Title 17 of the
Municipal Code for the purpose of regulating card rooms; carried 4-0 (AMBROSE
absent).

This item is tentatively scheduled for the City Council meeting on March 27, 2012
at7 p.m.



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The El Cajon City Council will hold a public hearing at 7:00 p.m., Tuesday, March 27,
2012, in Council Chambers, 200 Civic Center Way, El Cajon, CA, for the following item:

AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 17 (ZONING ORDINANCE) PERTAINING TO
CARDROOMS. This is a City-initiated proposal to consider amending Sections
17.110.020, 17.140.210 and 17.145.150 of Title 17 of the Municipal Code for the
purpose of adding cardrooms as a land use classification, and allowing cardrooms as an
ancillary use to non-profit (social) clubs and similar organizations within the City, subject
to approval of a conditional use permit.

If you have any questions or wish any additional information about the project, please
contact MELISSA AYRES at 619.441.6208, or via email at mayres@cityofelcajon.us
and reference “CARDROOMS” in the subject line.

The public is invited to attend and patticipate in this public 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 Commission 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 public hearing should contact the Planning
Division at 619.441.1742.

Kathie J. Rutledge, CMC
City Clerk

To be published in the East County Gazette: March 15, 2012



