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INTRODUCTION: 
 
On November 17, 2021, the Hermosa Beach City Clerk received a petition from 
the cannabis industry for the purposes of adopting an initiative that would modify 
Hermosa Beach’s policies and allow retail cannabis operations to be located in 
the City of Hermosa Beach within the C-3 (General Commercial) and Specific 
Plan Area-7 zones (Attachment 1). Having obtained the valid signatures of more 
than 10 percent of registered voters, the industry-sponsored initiative will be 
submitted, without alteration, to the voters on the November 8, 2022 General 
Municipal Election ballot.  
 
At its May 24, 2022 meeting, the Hermosa Beach City Council directed staff to 
prepare a report for educational purposes covering policy, safety, and health 
considerations related to the cannabis industry-sponsored initiative. As requested, 
this informational report provides considerations regarding the qualified initiative, 
which will appear on the November 8, 2022 General Municipal Election ballot as 
Measure M.   
 
This informational report focuses on considerations pertaining to Measure M, 
which would require two cannabis retail storefront businesses be located in the 
City of Hermosa Beach under the specific provisions outlined in the ordinance. 
This report does not address medicinal sales, cultivation, distribution, or any issues 
related to the legal adult use of cannabis products. 
 
BACKGROUND:  
 
The Initiative Qualification Process 
 
On March 3, 2022, the proponents of Measure M submitted signed initiative 
petitions to the Hermosa Beach City Clerk. The City Clerk conducted a prima facie 
review and determined that there were a sufficient number of signatures to place 
the initiative on the ballot.  
 
On the same day, March 3, 2022, the signed petition was sent to the Los Angeles 
County Registrar of Voters for signature verification based on the City Clerk’s 
determination that the submitted number of signatures, prima facie, exceeded 
the minimum number required. The Registrar of Voters promptly began the 
process of verifying the signatures contained on the petition. The Registrar of 
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Voters determined that based on Hermosa Beach having 14,214 registered voters, 
1,421 signatures, representing at least 10 percent of Hermosa’s registered voters, 
were required to qualify the initiative for the City’s next regular municipal election.  
 
On March 15, 2022, Los Angeles County Registrar of Voters found 1,650 signatures 
sufficient and representing more than the 1,421 signatures required to place the 
measure on the ballot. As a result, the petition qualified to be placed on the ballot 
for the November 8, 2022 General Municipal Election.   
 
The City’s Initiative Review Process 
 
At its December 14, 2021 meeting, City Council thoroughly reviewed and 
discussed the current state of cannabis law and the salient provisions of the 
cannabis industry-sponsored initiative filed with the City Clerk. After concluding its 
deliberations, City Council directed the City Manager to form an Advisory Group, 
subject to the Brown Act, to explore policy issues and provide City Council with 
input on whether, in light of the cannabis industry initiative, the City’s policies on 
cannabis business operations should be modified. A diverse group of 
stakeholders, leaders, and residents reflecting a wide array of experience and 
community opinions on the topic of cannabis was convened.  
 
The group held a total of six public meetings and, at its sixth meeting on March 
29, 2022, the Cannabis Advisory Group arrived at its final recommendations. With 
all nine members present, the group unanimously agreed that the lack of a retail 
storefront in Hermosa Beach does not cause a hardship for residents and that they 
were opposed to Measure M. The group’s final report and recommendations 
were presented to the City Council at its April 12, 2022 meeting.  
 
Given that the initiative petition secured the required signatures to qualify for the 
ballot, and considering all options available under the Elections Code, City 
Council opted not to adopt the cannabis industry initiative and instead submitted 
the ordinance, without alteration, to the voters in the November 8, 2022 General 
Municipal Election. At the same time, Council took a proactive step to protect 
the City’s fiscal sustainability by placing a cannabis tax measure, Measure T, on 
the same November 8, 2022 Municipal Election Ballot.  
 
City Council directed staff to prepare an informational impact report for 
educational purposes covering policy, safety, and health considerations related 
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to the qualified initiative. The purpose of this report is to educate the electorate 
on the cannabis industry-sponsored initiative, which will appear on the ballot as 
Measure M. As directed by Council, the report covers the following areas of 
consideration: 
 

A.  Policy  
B.  Public Safety  
C.  Health  

 
A. POLICY 
 
City Policy History 
 
At its March 8, 2016 meeting, City Council adopted Ordinance 16–1362 amending 
sections 17.42.110 and 17.26.030 of the Hermosa Beach Municipal Code (HBMC) 
to expressly prohibit all commercial medical marijuana uses in the City, cannabis 
deliveries to any location within the City, and prohibit cultivation for medical use 
by a qualified patient or primary caregiver. This ordinance codified the long-
standing rule that since cannabis uses were not listed as a permitted use in the 
HBMC, medical marijuana uses were not permitted in the City. 

 
At its November 28, 2017 meeting, the City Council modified its policy by adopting 
Ordinance 17–1380, which amended Title 17 of the HBMC to expressly prohibit all 
commercial cannabis activities in the City and prohibit outdoor cannabis 
cultivation for personal use. But the new policy allowed a person to cultivate no 
more than six living cannabis plants inside a private residence in accordance with 
Health and Safety Code Section 11362.2. 
 
Current State law allows qualified patients and their caregivers to cultivate and 
possess cannabis for personal use in order to treat certain medical conditions. It 
also allows the personal possession and use of recreational cannabis. However, 
cities retain their authority to reasonably regulate the business of cultivating, 
processing, and selling cannabis and related products.  
 
Current City Policy 
 
At its August 9, 2022 meeting, City Council introduced and waived first reading of 
an Ordinance of the City of Hermosa Beach, California, adding Chapter 5.80 of 



P a g e  | 5 
 

   
 

the Hermosa Beach Municipal Code relating to cannabis delivery into the City 
and amending Section 1.10.040 to add that violations of Chapter 5.80 are subject 
to administrative penalty procedures. At its September 13, 2022 meeting, City 
Council waived the full second reading and adopted the ordinance by title.  
 
Therefore, as of October 13, 2022, any resident can legally access cannabis 
products through delivery without City limitation or restriction as generally 
described below: 

 
• Delivery activities may be provided by operators with physical locations 

outside of the City and may take place between the hours of 8:00 a.m. 
and 10:00 p.m.;  

• Entities must be licensed and conform to all relevant legal standards and 
impose operational requirements to ensure health, safety, and welfare; 
and  

• Entities must apply for, and be granted, a cannabis delivery use permit 
subject to standards that eliminate or minimize to the extent possible any 
associated impacts. 

 
The City Manager will review any application for a cannabis delivery permit, 
which is accompanied by the application fee adopted by City Council, and issue 
a permit if all the required findings are supported by substantial evidence as 
described in detail in the ordinance. Once issued, cannabis delivery permit 
holders will be required to comply with all applicable State and local laws and 
tax requirements. They must also maintain detailed books and records.   
 
As outlined in the retail delivery ordinance, the City Manager is authorized to 
establish any additional rules, regulations, and standards governing the issuance, 
denial, or renewal of cannabis delivery permits; the ongoing operations of a 
cannabis delivery permit holder; the City’s oversight of cannabis delivery permits; 
or any other matters related to cannabis delivery that are determined to be 
necessary. Any decision by the City Manager may be appealed to the City 
Council. 
 
By adopting the retail delivery ordinance, City Council ensured that residents 
have convenient and legal access to cannabis products, while maintaining local 
control and the ability to modify the ordinance to address any community 
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impacts that need to be addressed. Cannabis retail storefronts remain prohibited 
in the City of Hermosa Beach.  
 
Cannabis Industry Initiative (Measure M) Limits City’s Ability to Address Impacts 
 
The provisions of Measure M provide a one-size-fits-all policy, tailored specifically 
to the benefit the cannabis-industry sponsors, and are almost identical to 
initiatives on the ballots in other South Bay beach cities.  
 
Should Measure M be approved by voters, it would become the prevailing City 
policy for cannabis regulation. It would repeal Hermosa Beach’s existing ban on 
cannabis retail storefront operations and would require the subjective and 
mandatory issuance of two retail cannabis business licensees of indefinite terms. 
It would also effectively repeal the newly adopted cannabis delivery ordinance 
by indefinitely limiting cannabis delivery to the Hermosa Beach cannabis retailers 
who set up storefronts under Measure M. 
 
Because it is a voter-approved initiative, Measure M would severely limit the ability 
of the City Council or City staff to make adjustments to address or ameliorate any 
impacts cannabis retail may have on the community.  That’s because voter-
approved initiatives – unless they expressly allow it – cannot be changed by the 
Council. They can only be changed by voter approval at a subsequent election.  
 
This means that the Council would not be able to make any modifications to 
manage, address, or mitigate impacts or issues related to the initiative ordinance 
or any of its provisions – without going back to the ballot to seek voter approval 
of those changes. 
 
Measure M would only allow the Council, in its discretion, to permit cannabis 
cultivation, manufacturing, distribution, and testing operations (but not 
microbusinesses) subject to the rules and limitations determined by the Council. 
 
A report on the local impacts of commercial cannabis prepared by the 
International City/County Management Association (ICMA) recommends cities 
“be wary of doors that are difficult to close once opened; consider sunset 
provisions or temporary caps as ways to test your local market and assure 
residents that you will continue to revisit regulations and make adjustments as 
necessary” (2018).  
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Recognizing the need to review and modify regulations pertaining to retail 
operations, the Hermosa Beach Cannabis Advisory Group recommended the 
requirement of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) as a possible regulation for 
consideration if the City were to develop its own ordinance relative to cannabis 
retail storefronts (Attachment 3). While the requirement of a CUP would be 
consistent with the requirements placed on alcohol serving establishments in 
Hermosa Beach, it is not included in the initiative ordinance language.     
 
Measure M Would Establish New Business Licensing System Just for Cannabis 
Retailers  
 
All business licenses issued in the City of Hermosa Beach are issued for a one-year 
term and must be renewed annually. In contrast to current City practice, Measure 
M would create an entirely new category of business licenses solely for the 
cannabis retail storefronts. It would require the City to issue licenses of indefinite 
terms for these businesses and place the onus on the City to conduct an annual 
review and initiate costly suspension or revocation proceedings if public safety or 
other problems are identified.  
 
The selection and licensing process outlined in the ordinance is also unique from 
other business license processes. It is described as a merit-based process, but in 
implementation will become discriminatory in nature as it is tailored to favor a 
limited number of applicants. The process outlined in the ordinance dictates that 
the City Manager shall solely evaluate, and award points based on eight 
categories, with a range of points to be awarded in subcategories. The points 
categories are: (1) qualifications; (2) site plans; (3) business and operations plan; 
(4) security plan; (5) safety plan; (6) neighborhood compatibility plan; (7) 
community benefits plan; and (8) labor and employment plan.  
 
While the criteria and point system may seem fairly objective, the ordinance 
would require the City Manager to award extra points to a very specific and 
limited category of applicants. Many of the requirements significantly limit the 
pool of applicants that could achieve a high enough score to obtain a license. 
The proposed ordinance differs from merit-based competitive selection processes 
established in other jurisdictions that provide for scoring by multiple panelists. The 
practice of averaging multiple scores tends to produce more well-rounded 
scoring. 
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Under the proposed ordinance, the decision of the City Manager is not subject to 
any appeal; which means that any aggrieved party’s recourse is to immediately 
file a legal challenge of the decision. This lack of appeal process deprives the City 
of its normal tools to resolve licensing disputes in advance of litigation and invites 
frequent legal challenges from those dissatisfied with the process. 
 
Measure M Raises Operational and Enforcement Concerns 
 
As stipulated by Measure M, the two retail business locations would be authorized 
“by right” in the C-3 (General Commercial) and Specific Plan Area-7 zones. These 
zones are generally located along the Pacific Coast Highway and Artesia 
Boulevard corridors. The overlay map attached to this report (Attachment 2) 
shows the permissible locations where the two storefront retail cannabis 
businesses may be located, taking into account the buffering from sensitive uses 
outlined in the ordinance. As shown in the map, cannabis retail would be allowed 
on approximately 35 properties on Pacific Coast Highway near the northerly and 
southerly boundaries of the City. 
 
While the ordinance does contain operating and security regulations for the retail 
and delivery activities, it does not limit hours of operation for cannabis businesses. 
Under State law, the retail business can only engage in sales and deliveries from 
6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. Typically, cities could limit these hours further through a 
discretionary licensing or permitting process.  
 
The ordinance states that the hours of operation would be as specified in the 
cannabis permit and in compliance with State law. But the ordinance does not 
provide express authority for the City Manager to place any business or site-
specific operating conditions, such as hours of operation, on the permits when 
they are issued. This restriction is also contrary to the typical City business license 
processes. 
 
Measure M requires the submittal of a cannabis retail operations plan including 
information on construction/tenant improvements, sources of capital/financial 
statements, and a description of the following elements of the operation: (1) 
products sold; (2) marketing plan; (3) day-to-day operations; (4) cash handling 
procedures; (5) inventory control/track and trace system; and (6) distribution, 
loading/unloading, and delivery procedures.  
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The operational requirements also attempt to regulate such things as: prohibiting 
issuance of doctors’ recommendations on-site; providing business contact 
information to the City Manager; prohibiting odors that can be detected outside 
the business; prohibiting loitering; requiring criminal background checks for 
owners, managers, supervisors, and employees; and prohibiting products and 
graphics from being visible from the exterior.   
  
Per the ordinance, a security plan would be prepared by professional security 
consultants and would show security procedures and equipment, description of 
the alarm and monitoring systems, and description of onsite security personnel 
and their responsibilities. However, the ordinance does not include any minimum 
standards or requirements for the security provisions.   
 
The initiative requires any cannabis business to implement sufficient security 
measures to deter and prevent unauthorized access and to deter and prevent 
theft. Cannabis must be stored in a secured and locked room. The business must 
have 24-hour surveillance cameras, and the footage must be remotely accessible 
by the Police Department. The ordinance requires sensors and panic buttons and 
a designated security representative/liaison to the City, in addition to other 
requirements. Under State law, alcohol and tobacco cannot be consumed or 
sold on-site. State law only permits cannabis to be consumed onsite if the local 
jurisdiction permits it and certain requirements are met. The operating 
requirements in the initiative prohibit onsite cannabis consumption.   
 
While all of the above outlined requirements are, in theory, designed to protect 
the community from impacts, they leave the City with significant enforcement 
responsibilities and no tools or financial support for that enforcement. As identified 
in the ICMA report, implementing protective operating and siting requirements 
places a significant responsibility and workload on the City’s Code Enforcement 
(2018). The City’s current staffing cannot assume the additional responsibility 
created by Measure M without impacting the current level of services provided 
to the community. Without the ability to modify any provisions of Measure M, 
management of cannabis retail operations would be a challenge.   
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B.  PUBLIC SAFETY  
 
If Measure M is approved by voters and two cannabis retail storefronts established 
under the specific terms of the ordinance, public safety in the area surrounding 
the retail establishments and the overall community would be impacted.   
 
In the most favorable of comparisons, the business model of a retail cannabis 
storefront could be compared to a package liquor store or a convenience store. 
In each of these licensed operations, high pedestrian and vehicular traffic is 
experienced, and it is very common to see customers who purchased products 
at these businesses consuming the products nearby, but not immediately on the 
property of the business. With Measure M, nearby consumption is a serious 
concern because the ordinance does prohibit onsite cannabis consumption. 
 
Nuisances and Crime Associated with Cannabis Retail  
 
The existence of a cannabis retail outlet has been associated with increases in 
nuisance-related crimes. A recent study published in the Journal of Regional 
Science and Urban Economics estimated that in census tracts with marijuana 
dispensaries relative to other census tracts, nuisance-related crime reports 
increase by about 4.2 per 10,000 census tract residents (2021).  
 
The Hermosa Beach Police Department HBPD is not equipped to handle an 
increase in crimes without additional resources. When a crime is committed, the 
impact is not limited to the response of an officer but also includes the 
investigation of crimes, handling of paperwork, and processing of arrested 
individuals. The work hours and employees required to address additional crime 
reports would be significant.  
 
A similar study published in the Journal of Qualitative Criminology found a 
statistically significant increase in property crimes in the area surrounding retail 
outlets (2021).  According to this study, the analysis “shows some evidence that 
opening a retail marijuana outlet is associated with an increase in crimes reported 
within the immediate area specifically for property crimes, violent crimes, and 
robberies.” The increase in crime, particularly robberies, is partially due to the fact 
that cannabis retail operations are almost completely a cash business. Another 
factor contributing to the increase is that cannabis is a highly desirable product 
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with a high resale value on the black market.  The value of the product makes 
retail storefronts more suspectable to afterhours burglaries.   
 
The authority of onsite security for a cannabis retail operator is limited to 
protecting the business itself and does not extend to surrounding properties. 
Therefore, the Hermosa Beach Police Department and the City’s Code 
Enforcement officers would be called upon to maintain community safety by 
responding to crimes impacting the retail operator, as well as quality of life issues 
and other crimes in the surrounding area.  
 
City Would have Increased Licensing Enforcement Responsibilities   
 
If passed by the voters, Measure M would also create a low-level misdemeanor 
crime if unlicensed operators moved into Hermosa Beach and tried to open. This 
would create a situation where the licensed establishment would call and ask for 
assistance from the City in investigating the legality of the unlicensed operator 
and would be a challenge from a legal and resource perspective. Enforcement 
of illicit businesses would have a significant impact on the City and would require 
additional staffing.  
 
Because every cannabis licensee must have a California State license to operate, 
the State Department of Cannabis Control would provide some level of 
enforcement resources. However, the State agency would rely heavily on 
partnership with local law enforcement to uphold California’s commercial 
cannabis laws and regulations.    
 
The Hermosa Beach Police Department and Code Enforcement Division 
entrusted with protecting community safety are small teams that strive to be 
accessible to our residents, visitors, and business. Proactive patrol, high visibility, 
and responsiveness are important parts of the City’s public safety services. 
Without local control and the ability to regulate, improve, or enforce safe 
practices at cannabis retail storefronts, any increase in calls would create a drain 
on the City staffing resources and reduce the City’s ability to maintain the current 
level of public safety throughout the community.   
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C.  HEALTH 
 
Cannabis has a substantial impact on the health of our youth and young adults. 
The Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration reports that 
youth are susceptible to the substantial effects of cannabis (2021). In the short-
term, cannabis commonly causes an increased heart rate, anxiety, and memory 
impairment. It also causes the impaired ability to perform complex tasks, difficulty 
thinking and problem solving, decreased alertness and impaired ability to drive. 
In the long-term, human brain development continues into an individual’s 
twenties, and exposure to cannabis can alter the brain’s normal communication 
mechanisms and the brain’s reward pathway.  
 
The Beach Cities Health District (BCHD) is a healthcare district focused on 
preventive health that serves the communities of Hermosa Beach, Manhattan 
Beach, and Redondo Beach. Based on medical evidence, BCHD recommends 
that youth and young adults under the age of 21 abstain from the use of 
substances such as alcohol, cannabis, vaping, and unprescribed prescription 
drugs in order to protect their developing brains and optimize healthy brain 
development. 
 
Cannabis Retail Establishments Would be in Areas Highly Visible to Youth  
 
If approved by the voters, Measure M would require the issuance of two retail 
cannabis business licenses along the major throughfares of Pacific Coast Highway 
and Artesia Boulevard. In a small community like Hermosa Beach, visibility and 
proximity are unavoidable. Of concern is the visibility and proximity to our most 
vulnerable population, youth.   
 
Based on the map of possible locations for cannabis retail operations 
(Attachment 2), one of the possible locations is along Artesia Boulevard, which is 
designated as a Safe Route to School that leads to and from Mira Costa High 
School. The other possible locations, near the south end of town on Pacific Coast 
Highway, are near the school crossing guard location at 5th street.  
 
These locations near areas young people frequent are concerning because of 
the findings in recent studies. A 2021 statewide survey regarding recreational 
marijuana legalization and use among California adolescents found that 
recreational marijuana legalization in California has been associated with 
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increases in the likelihood of adolescents having used marijuana in the last 30 
days, as well as lifetime use of marijuana. Further, a research report regarding 
associations between young adult marijuana outcomes and availability of 
medical marijuana dispensaries and storefront signage found more frequent use 
among young adults who live near medical marijuana dispensaries in the Los 
Angeles County (2019).  
 
Cannabis Retail Establishments Could Increase Youth Access to Cannabis 
 
While Measure M does limit the sale of cannabis products to persons over 21 years 
of age, Beach Cities Health District’s survey has found that beach cities youths 
under the age of 21 have found ways to obtain cannabis despite these limitations. 
Placing two dispensaries in Hermosa Beach likely would increase Hermosa young 
people’s access to cannabis products.  
 
The 2022 Beach Cities Health District California Healthy Kids Survey found 22.4 
percent of beach cities 11th graders report obtaining marijuana from an adult 
acquaintance and 22.5 percent reported purchasing the products at a 
dispensary.   
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The Healthy Kids Survey also found that by 11th grade, as many as 16 percent of 
our local beach cities youth reported using marijuana in the past 30 days: 
 

 
Source: California Healthy Kids Survey, 2018-22 
California and Los Angeles County data are provided by the Biennial State California Healthy Kids 
Survey (CHKS) Report, based on a randomly-selected representative sample of secondary schools 
surveyed over a two-year period. The most recent available data is from 2017-2019. 
 
Measure M cannot control for the “shoulder tap” method of obtaining products 
by standing outside of a cannabis storefront and asking adults to buy them 
cannabis.  
 
The Decoy Shoulder Tap Program is an enforcement program that California 
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control and local law enforcement agencies 
use to detect and deter shoulder tap activity related to the sale of alcohol. During 
the program, a minor decoy, under the direct supervision of law enforcement 
officers, solicits adults outside of licensed stores to buy the minor decoy alcohol. 
Any person seen furnishing alcohol to the minor decoy is arrested for furnishing 
alcohol to a minor. The California Department of Cannabis Control does not 
currently have a shoulder tap enforcement program and the HBPD would not be 
able to undertake such enforcement activities. 
 
CONCLUSION:  
 
Given the diversity of viewpoints on this policy matter, this report is intended to 
focus on the considerations pertaining to Measure M itself and not on the 
individual merit of cannabis retail operations.    
 
If voters reject Measure M,  the residents of Hermosa Beach may continue to 
legally order cannabis products without City limitation or restriction.    
 
If approved by the voters, Measure M would become the prevailing City policy 
and could only be modified by a costly special election. As written, the 
ordinance: 
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• Limits the City’s ability to revoke or adjust regulations to address any
potential impacts;

• Places an enforcement responsibility on the City and its public safety
resources without tax support; and

• Places cannabis retail storefronts in closer proximity to the City’s
adolescent population.

Further, if approved by a simple majority of voters, and thereafter challenged in 
court, the City would be required to defend Measure M. This includes defending 
the measure from constitutional or statutory challenges to the measure's validity 
or implementation. This legal obligation may result in costly legal fees for the City 
and its taxpayers.   

For the reasons described herein, the City of Hermosa Beach encourages voters 
of the electorate to carefully weigh the merits of Measure M and determine 
whether the ordinance represents objective and responsible local policy.   

Attachments 
1. Cannabis Initiative (Measure M)
2. Location Map
3. Cannabis Advisory Group Final Votes and Recommendations
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Attachment 1: Cannabis Initiative (Measure M)
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Retail Cannabis Overlay Buffer Map

Zoning Designation

C-3 General and Highway Commercial

SPA-7 Specific Plan Area No. 7

Parcels identified as sensitive use

600 ft radius from day care and youth centers

1,000 ft radius from schools

1,500 ft radius from Clark Stadium and Hermosa Beach Commmunity Center
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5.84.060 • Location and Design Requirements for Cannabis Businesses.

A. Retailers shall be a permitted use by right subject to this Chapter 5.84 on property (1) located more than
six-hundred (600) feet from any day care center or youth center, (2) located more than one-thousand (1,000)
feet from any school, (3) located more than one-thousand five-hundred (1,500) feet from Clark Stadium or the
Hermosa Beach Community Center, and (4) zoned: C-3 (General Commercial Zone) or SPA-7 (Specific Plan
Area No. 7)

Attachment 2



CANNABIS ADVISORY GROUP FINAL VOTES
March 29, 2022

Questions Majority Matt
Cottrell

Russ
Gilbert

Nathan
Tribble

Heidi
Swan

Cammie
Herbert

Andrea
Valcourt

Jason
Johnson

Tom
Bakaly

Dave
Davis

Do Hermosa Beach residents have adequate access to legal
cannabis? YES NO NO NO YES YES YES YES YES NO

Does the lack of a retail storefront in Hermosa cause hardship
to Hermosa residents? NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO

Does the group support the cannabis initiative? NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO

Does the group support keeping the current cannabis ban on
both storefronts and delivery? YES NO NO NO YES YES YES YES YES NO

Should Hermosa Beach lift the ban on cannabis delivery? YES YES YES YES NO YES NO NO NO YES

Does the group support a non-storefront delivery based in
Hermosa Beach? NO YES YES YES NO NO NO NO NO YES

Should Hermosa Beach lift the ban on cannabis storefronts? NO YES YES YES NO NO NO NO NO NO

Should the City Council create a competing initiative? YES YES YES YES NO YES NO NO NO YES

In the event City Council desires a competing initiative, should
the competing initiative include a taxation component? YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES

In the event there is no competing initiative, should there be a
stand-alone tax measure? YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES

Should the City have a flexible cannabis tax range? YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES

Should the City Council adopt a new cannabis ordinance prior
to the November Election to allow cannabis delivery and/or
retail or other?

NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO
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Possible Regulations for Consideration 
(In the event City Council desires a competing initiative related to storefronts) 

 
 
 

➢ 1,500 foot minimum distance from schools – if it would not create a ban; 
➢ Restrictions regarding density and proximity to schools, as well as routes to school; 
➢ Prohibition of retail in the area surrounding the Pier; 
➢ Prohibition of outdoor advertising; 
➢ Restriction on flavored products and combustibles and products marketed towards youth; 
➢ The exploration of a regional agreement with neighboring cities; 
➢ Funding for schools and ongoing education; 
➢ Buffer in-between storefront locations; 
➢ Security with Police Department access to security camera system feed; 
➢ Limit on number of storefronts; 
➢ Requirement for Conditional Use Permit; 
➢ No cultivating or manufacturing activities; 
➢ Requirement to correct issues within 24 hours or be shut down; 
➢ No property requirement to apply; and 
➢ Merit based selection process. 
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