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The public was notified of this hearing weeks ago. We had a reasonable expectation
that the documentation that would be included in the Agenda Packet would be
published in a timely manner so that we could study it and be prepared for meaningful
discussion when we got here today. That did not happen. We asked for the
documentation and did not receive it, until yesterday - less than 24 hours before this
hearing. That does not allow the public any time to study the document and submit
meaningful comment. | am very curious as to whether or not you, the Planning
Commissioners, had time to study the documentation that was just posted yesterday.

The last-minute

release of agenda packet materials leaves citizens feeling
blindsided by their governments, impedes informed debate,
and produces unnecessary costs and delays when new
information prompts the continuation of agenda items to
future meetings. The deliberations and decisions of local
legislative bodies are not truly transparent if the public
lacks sufficient access to the writings that shape those
deliberations and actions. Providing an adequate

period of time to read, consider, and react to the contents
of local agencies' regular meeting agenda packets

promotes greater public transparency, thereby furthering
the fundamental purpose of the Brown Act.

We are here to do the business of the citizens of El Dorado County. | therefore ask that
you continue this item so that the public is given time to study the documentation and
make meaningful comment.
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TO: Planning Commission DATE: May 28, 2015

SUBIECT: Sign Ordinance Update; Agenda Item #6; File #13-0086; PC Meeting March 26, 2015

Planning Commission Members:

e The sign ordinance can’t be approved (with digital signs) without a finding of overriding
considerations because the inclusion of digital signs means adoption of the Sign Ordinance
Update will have a significant impact under CEQA that must be “overcome” by substantial
evidence in the record that supports overriding considerations.

e The documents cited in Staff Memo 6B that are said to support “substantial evidence” were not
provided to the public until approximately 12:30 yesterday (May 27, 2015). Naturally, there has
not been enough time for the public to determine whether these cited documents actually
support claims. So far | have reviewed only two of the studies, and neither supported claims of
overriding considerations.

e Many of the documents appear to be promotional literature from sign companies; their
“conclusions” appear to be pure advertisement for the sign companies themselves rather than
actually being “case studies” based on science or “fact.” (See Attachment 1: Watchfire Signs, a
sign manufacturer.)

¢ A traffic safety study, presumably included to support the claim of overriding considerations
that signs improve traffic safety (5C, page 2), does not conclude that signs improve traffic
safety, only that—in the case of this one study of interstate highways in Ohio—signs didn’t
contribute to accidents:

Accidents occur with or without billboards (digital or conventional). The
accident statistics on sections of Interstate routes near billboards are
comparable to the accident statistics on similar sections that have no
billboards.” (Attachment 2, Executive Summary from report.)

Granted, there may be other studies cited in the Staff Memo that support the claims made, but my
(cursory) review of the studies casts some doubt on their ability to support “substantial evidence” for
claims of overriding consideration.

Therefore, | ask the following. Please:

o Do not adopt the ROI certifying the EIR for an Amendment to the Zoning Ordinance;
o Do not make Findings of Fact and issue a Statement of Overriding Considerations;

o Do not adopt the ROI to amend the GP Land Use Element, and

o Do not approve the final draft update.

And Finally, | ask that you please continue this meeting to allow the public time to review the materials
submitted and complete any additional inquiries that may be needed to clarify provisions of the Sign
Ordinance Update.

Thank you in advance for your consideration.

! A Study of the Relationship between Digital Billboards and Traffic Safety in Cuyahoga County, Ohio, Submitted to
The Foundation for Outdoor Advertising Research and Education (FOARE), Washington, DC by Tantala Assocuates,
Philadelphia, PA on July 7,2007, ISA website link:
http://www.signs.org/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=pNUQ5yCVIuo%3d&tabid=768"
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