5:30 p.m. special meeting
Public Comment

Melissa Thurman
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Robert Riechel
Monday, February 7, 2022 4:52 PM
Melissa Thurman
Riechel Robert
Comments For Posting to Feb 8 2022 Cannabis Study Session

City Clerk Thurman
Please post my comments below in the agenda packet for tomorrow's Cannabis Study
Session
Thanks
San Bruno City Manager Grogan
San Bruno Mayor Medina
San Bruno Vice Mayor Mason
Councilmembers
In November 2018, the City Council adopted an ordinance, codified as Chapter 6.59 of the
Municipal Code, regulating indoor cultivation of cannabis in residences for personal use
and
only to the extent allowed by state law, and prohibiting the manufacture, processing,
laboratory
testing, labeling, storing, wholesale and retail sale and distribution of non-medical
cannabis
throughout the city.

Please accept my following comments as you discuss
possibly making changes to the following current
ordinance relating to cannabis in San Bruno CA

Please continue the above ordinance, as I do
not want ANY manufacture, processing,
laboratory testing, labeling, storing, wholesale
and/or retail sale and/or distribution of nonmedical cannabis ANYWHERE within the City
of San Bruno CA.
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Thank You
###
Robert Riechel
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ITEM 4.a.
Melissa Thurman
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Tuesday, February 8, 2022 2:29 PM
CouncilSB
Melissa Thurman
Public Comment for Feb 8 2022 Cannabis Study Session

Dear City Council,
Regarding today's study session regarding cannabis, I urge you to adopt option 2) Maintain Current
City Code.
There is no doubt that allowing dispensaries in San Bruno will promote the use of associated drugs in
San Bruno. Some people have argued in favor of dispensaries because San Bruno already has a gun
shop and allows other vices, but two wrongs do not make a right. It just gives you two wrongs where
before you only had one.
People, including at least one city council member, have also claimed that residents approved
dispensaries by voting to tax them. Absolutely not. Many people voted for the tax thinking that if
residents ever voted to allow dispensaries they should at least get taxed. If asked specifically to vote
whether or not to allow dispensaries, they would have voted against it. That this happens is
evidenced by a vote in another city in the area where both were on the ballot and the tax measure
passed and the dispensary measure failed. It was expressly to prevent a possible defeat of a
dispensary measure that the city manager advised council against putting one on the ballot. Since
council followed this advice we do not now know whether the majority of residents want dispensaries
in San Bruno. Through public input at city council meetings (which is not limited to residents) we can
only find out which position is willing to make the most noise in that arena. If city council truly wants to
represent San Bruno on this matter, further discussion should focus on putting it on the ballot for
residents to vote on.
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ITEM 4.a.
Melissa Thurman
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Michael Salazar
Tuesday, February 8, 2022 5:30 PM
Melissa Thurman
FW:

Hi Melissa,
I received this for the Council.
Thanks.
----------------Pleas forward this to all council members, I don't have their email
-----Original Message----From:
Sent: Tuesday, February 8, 2022 5:25 PM
To:
Subject:
I am totally against having a Cannabis place in SB. How many times have stores been robbed in Oakland? Too many. Also
do we need a store with gates & bars on the windows in SB, not a good image. And the idea that ppl would fly into
SFOjust to buy cannabis is ridiculous! I vote NO!
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7:00 p.m. regular meeting
Public Comment
Melissa Thurman
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

6 AM
districting
Melissa Thurman; Linda Mason
Public comment on San Bruno Redistricting

To Whom It May Concern,
I would like to express my concerns about the public input process for redistricting. I've heard people
at city council meetings and in social media say that the redistricting tool is easy to use. That was not
my experience. At all. The people who find it easy to use may be knowledge workers who use
computers and computer software every day. I am not. I spent hours trying to create, balance, and
submit a redistricting map. Either I was unable to successfully submit my map or else I guess I didn't
successfully balance it for population, even though I thought I had. This is a fail.
(I later created a quick-and-dirty neighborhood-only map that I submitted via email, but by the time I
thought of doing this and was able to get it done it was a little past the 5:00 deadline for inclusion in
the last meeting.)
In addition, in the last city council meeting where this was discussed I was disappointed that maps
which were not successfully balanced for population seem to have been dismissed out-of-hand. Was
there any analysis of what the submitter might have been attempting to say regarding
neighborhoods? Was there any attempt to determine whether that might be valid and whether an
attempt to correct whatever population imbalance existed should be looked into? It doesn't sound like
there was. This seems like a fail too.
I know it is possible to submit a paper map. This still requires using the mapping tool to get the map
and figure out how to balance it. Getting a paper map may be simple - I didn't try. But balancing it by
population still seems to require using the tool with the additional burden of having to do the math
yourself. And if you get it wrong it appears you will have totally wasted your time and
effort. Submitting a paper map isn't really a solution to not being able to use the tool.
So far, I have not seen any maps that reflect the proposed districts I created, including one based on
the transit corridor.
I would also like to better understand what effect by-district representation will have when various
types of projects arise. We have seen several instances in which city council members have had to
recuse themselves because of property ownership near a project. When does this occur and when
does it not occur (types of projects, not proximity)? Obviously it can already be a concern that city
council members who may have the most intimate knowledge of the impacts of a project on the
immediate community can be excluded from having a say on it. How will district representation affect
this? Could districts end up without not having their interests fully represented on projects such as
grade separations, road changes, and other types of projects? Sure, all city council members should
be taking the interests of the city as a whole into account but they will also have a responsibility to
reflect the interests of their own voters. Sometimes the interests of one neighborhood do not coincide
with the interests of another. Is it reasonable to expect them to vote on projects in a way that would
not reflect the outcome preferred by residents of their district? It seems like communities could
sometimes end up with less of a voice instead of more.
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Thank you,
Marsha Glassner
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ITEM 7.a.
Melissa Thurman
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

PM
CouncilSB
Melissa Thurman
Public Comment Regarding Proposed Amendments to Public Noticing Procedures for
Development Projects

Dear City Council Members,
For TCP projects that are adjoining or adjacent to any existing residential or commercial uses, please
resolve to expand noticing requirements to at least a 1,000-ft radius from the site (same as for
Redevelopment of School Sites and 5 acre or larger sites). As noted by staff, the TCP allows for
greater height of structures often in close proximity to lower density residential zones, among other
things. These can significantly impact a neighborhood in ways that affect residents and businesses
well beyond 600 feet. Additional notification of these developments would allow the project to be
reviewed by a larger potentially-affected audience.
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