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Supplemental Information: 

Any agenda related public documents received and distributed to a majority of the City Council after the Agen­
da Packet is printed are included in Supplemental Packets. Supplemental Packets are produced as needed, 
typically a minimum of two-one available on the Thursday preceding the City Council meeting and the sec­
ond on Tuesday at the meeting. The Thursday Supplemental Packet is available for public inspection in the 
City Clerk Department, 2100 E. Thousand Oaks Boulevard, during normal business hours (main location pur­
suant to the Brown Act, G.C. 54957.5(2) Both the Thursday and Tuesday Supplemental Packets are available 
for public review at the City Council meeting in the City Council Chambers, 2100 E. Thousand Oaks Boule­
vard . 

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA): 

In compliance with the ADA, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting or other services in 
conjunction with this meeting, please contact the City Clerk Department at (805) 449-2151 . Assisted listening 
devices are available at this meeting. Ask City Clerk staff if you desire to use this device. Upon request, the 
agenda and documents in this agenda packet, can be made available in appropriate alternative formats to 
persons with a disability. Notification at least 48 hours prior to the meeting or time when services are needed 
will assist City staff in assuring reasonable arrangements can be made to provide accessibility to the meeting 
or service. 
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From: CltyOerk 
To: Daly, Janis; Rodriguez, Cyndi 
Date: 12/l/2016 7:19 AM 
Subject: fwd: odilOrlal: O~es must not delay on marijuana ~edslons 

<i.quklwal@gmail.com> wrote: 

For TOCC Urgent ord Dec 6th 2016 info Nick Q 

https :/Id raft. blogger .com/blogger.g? 
bloglD=1321311241700037109#editor/target=post;postlD=525656184 

Editorial: Cities must not delay on marijuana decisions 

Ventura 10:07 a.m. PST November 26, 2016 

15 I a I 
CONNECT TWEET I LINKEDIN COMMENT I EMAIL I MORE 

If you're a city council member, city manager, city 

attorney, city planner or just about anyone involved Newbury Park C.A 91320-1821 USA I.quldwal at gmall.com 

in running a California city these days, we found 

some mandatory reading for you on this long holiday https: //www.youtube.com/user /iquidwai/videos 
(Photo: Joe Rondone/Democrat) 

weekend if you haven't already seen this. 

It's the League of California Cities' "Adult Use of Marijuana Act (Proposition 64) 

Frequently Asked Questions - Updated Nov. 22, 2016." 

Did you know, for example, that although it is now legal to grow and smoke marijuana 

indoors, the property owner can prohibit it? That means public agencies that own 

housing projects will need to decide if they want them to be weed-free. 

Or that a city can ban retail cultivation and sales of marijuana, or personal outdoor 

growing, but if it does, it won't get any law enforcement or other grants funded by the 

$1 billion a year or more the state may get from its taxes on pot? 

-------- - ADile"R'l'fsfl'JG -

lnRead invented by THdt 

These are just two of many questions our cities will need to answer before the state 

starts issuing marijuana retail licenses late next year or early 2018 - and the sooner 

they answer them, the better. 

Too often in the past, we have seen our cities get caught flat-footed when a project is 

proposed and a zoning or land-use policy is unclear. Adult bookstores and massage 

parlors will seem like minor headaches for city planners unprepared for the marijuana 

onslaught. 

First on a city's to-do list, we think, is trying to figure out what its community wants. 

More than 56 percent of Californians supported legalization Nov 8, as did every city in 

https://www.cctoaks.com 

https: //www.facebook.com/iquldwal 

http://www.cctoaks.com/ 
Twitter: Nick Quldwai@cctoaks 
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Ventura County except Fillmore. Mayors and police chiefs should slop decrying 

legalization and instead slart holding public meetings on issues cilles must decide, 

such as whether to allow retail sales and outdoor cultivation and, if so, exactly where. 

How many stores? Should local taxes be Imposed on lop of lhe state's 15 percent tax? 

Should business licenses and permits be required, and al what cost? 

The league's FAQ says cities that wish to ban marijuana stores and olher activities 

"should adopt express prohibitions, even if they operate under a permissive zoning 

code." Under Prop. 64, "If a cily does not adopt an ordinance expressly banning or 

regulating nonmedlcal marijuana businesses before lhe slale begins issuing state 

licenses ... they will be able to operate within its jurisdiction without local permission or 

permitting," the league says. 

We applaud Camarillo for getting on top of the situation and passing a 45-day 

moratorium this month on nonmedical marijuana facilities and culllvators. Ojai, 

meanwhile, agreed \his month to license lhe delivery and pickup of medical marijuana. 

And Fillmore voters Nov. 6 approved taxing marijuana sales and commercial cullivaUon 

in case the city ever allows them. 

None of these, however, addresses the core question of whether and where to allow 

marijuana stores - a decision that should come through community consensus. We 

think each of our cllles needs to designate a point person lo work on marijuana issues 

and move forward without delay. 
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