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OFFICE MEMORANDUM

DATE: February 14, 2010

TO: Planning Commissioners

FROM: Mariya Hodge, Associate Planner

THROUGH: Trudi Ryan, Planning Offiqﬁ

RE: Agenda Item #2 - 2010-7515:\Unjited Rentals, Inc. [Applicant] Lisa
J. Sims [Owner| — Appeal by thé=applicant of the conditions imposed
by the Zoning Administrator in approving a Use Permit to allow an
existing unpermitted 10-foot tall electrified security fence along the
front and side property lines at 940 W. Evelyn Avenue.

This item was previously scheduled to be heard on January 24, 2011. However,
the appellant was not present at the hearing due to a scheduling error. The
Planning Commission continued the item to February 14, 2011. Drait minutes of
the previous Planning Commission hearing are attached. There are no changes to
the staff report or staff recommendation presented on January 24, 2011. The
previously prepared staff report is attached for your reference.

Attachments:
1. Draft Minutes of Planning Commission Hearing on January 24, 2011
2. Previously Prepared Staff Report for Appeal of 2010-7515
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES OF JANUARY 24, 2011

2010-7515: United Rentals, Inc. [Applicant] Lisa J. Sims [Owner] - Appeal by the applicant
of the conditions imposed by the Zoning Administrator in approving a Use Permit to allow an
existing unpermitted 10-foot tall electrified security fence along the front and side property
lines at 940 W, Evelyn Avenue. - MH (Continued from December 13, 2010.)

Trudi Ryan, Planning Officer, presented the staff report. She said staff recommends that that
the Zoning Administrator Hearing Officer's decision stand and the appeal be denied.

Comm. Hungerford asked staff about the condition requiring the removal of the razor wire.
Staff said the appellant's concern is regarding the condition requiring the height of the
electrified fence to be reduced. Ms. Ryan explained that with an appeal the whole application
is under consideration and not necessarily individual conditions.

Comm. Sulser discussed with staff a decision of the Zoning Administrator allowing the chain
link side fences to remain. Staff said that after review of the chain link side fences, the Zoning
Administrator's only concern was with the razor wire. Comm. Sulser confirmed with staff that
the Commission could consider the side fences.

Vice Chair Hendricks asked staff about the Planning division history with this electrified
fence, with Ms. Ryan saying that she does not think there was ever discussion with staff
about an electrified fence prior to its installation.

Comm. Dohadwala asked staff if other electrified fences have been approved in Sunnyvale.
Ms. Ryan said she is not sure as the historical records indicate fence and height. Ms. Ryan
said the zoning code addresses electrified fences so under certain circumstances they may
be allowed, but are not allowed adjacent to residential property. Comm. Dohadwala asked if
an electrified fence located next to a wrought iron fence could possibly electrify the wrought
iron fence. Ms. Ryan said that the fence contractor may be able to address this question.

Vice Chair Hendricks opened the public hearing.

The appellant's representative was not present at this time. Vice Chair Hendricks closed
the public hearing and tabled the item at 8:16 p.m., to be considered later in the meeting
to allow time for the fence contractor to arrive.

Vice Chair Hendricks reopened Agenda ltem 2, project 2010-7515 at 10:05 p.m.

Ms. Ryan said that the appellant’'s representative is not present and said the options include
taking an action on the appeal, or continuing the item to the next Planning Commission
meeting, commenting that this is an existing fence without permits. Kathy Berry, Senior
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Assistant City Attorney, added that if the Commission decides to proceed tonight that there is
evidence in the packet to aide in making a decision along with staff comments.

Vice Chair Hendricks opened and closed the public hearing as there were no members
of the public wishing to speak.

Comm. Dohadwala expressed her concerns about the electrified fence and said she does
not feel there is enough information tonight to make a decision. Ms. Ryan said that electrified
fences are allowed by code and that there are some state regulations that describe how the
fences must be constructed. Ms. Ryan said the applicant has described a unigue situation for
their security needs. She said staff is fine with the electrified fence to eight feet high, but not
10 feet as it has been installed. Staff said if the applicant was present there mlght be
additional information available about the electrified fence.

Comm. Susler made a motion to continue this item to the Februéry 14, 2011 meeting.
Comm. Dohadwala seconded the motion.

Comm. Sulser said he thinks the applicant made some interesting points in their appeal and
he would like to talk to the applicant before making a decision.

Comm. Dohadwala said she has a few questions for the applicant including how the security
system works.

Comm. Hungerford said he would normally not support this motion, however there are two
commissioners absent tonight and two commissioners not comfortable deciding yet. He said
he would support the motion as it appears the Commission is not ready to vote.

Comm. Larsson said he has been persuaded to support the motion.

Vice Chair Hendricks said he would be supporting the motion, however he offered a
friendly amendment that the intention is that the Commission would make a decision
at the next meeting even if the applicant is not present. The friendly amendment was
acceptable to the maker and seconder of the motion.

ACTION: Comm. Sulser made a motion on 2010-7515 to continue this item to the
February 14, 2011 Planning Commission meeting and that the intention is that the
Commission would make a decision at the next meeting even if the applicant is not
present. Comm. Dohadwala seconded. Motion carried 5-0, with Chair Travis and
Comm. Chang absent.

APPEAL OPTIONS: This action serves as legal notification of the continuance of this
item to the February 14, 2011 Planning Commission meeting.
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S e REPORT TO PLANNING COMMISSION

Hearing Date: January 24, 2011

File Number: 2010-7515

(Continued from December 13, 2010)

SUBJECT: United Rentals, Inc. / Lisa J. Sims: Application for a 0.86-
acre property located at 940 W. Evelyn Ave. in a C-4 Zoning
District (APN: 165-20-018):

Motion 2010-7515: Appeal by the applicant of the conditions
imposed by the Zoning Administrator in approving a Use
Permit to allow an existing unpermitted 10-foot tall electrified
security fence along the front and side property lines.

REPORT IN BRIEF:

Existing Site Service commercial (equipment rental)
Conditions

Surrounding Land Uses

North Multi-family residential (across W. Evelyn Ave.)
South Single-family residential
East Service commercial (auto repair)
West Service commercial (storage)
Issues Height, aesthetics, neighborhood compatibility, public
safety
Environmental A Class 3 Categorical Exemption relieves this project from
Status California Environmental Quality Act provisions and City
Guidelines.
Zoning Approved the Use Permit with conditions including a
Administrator requirement to reduce the height of the fence to 8 feet.
Action
Staff Deny the appeal and uphold the decision of the Zoning

Recommendation Administrator to approve the Use Permit with the
conditions in Attachment A.
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PROJECT DATA TABLE
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REQUIRED/
EXISTING PROPOSED PERMITTED
General Plan Commercial Same Commercial
General Business General Business
. . C-4 (Service Same C-4 (Service
Zoning District . .
Commercial) Commercial)
Lot Size (s.f.) 37,245 Same N/A
Gross Floor Area 3,025 Same N/A
(s.f.)
Lot Coverage (%) 8.1% Same 35% max.
Floor Area Ratio 8.1% Same N/A
(FAR)
10’ (unpermitted 10’ 6’ max. front
Fence height except along rear withogt UP, 8
property line) max. sides and
rear without UP
Fence setback None Same N/A

BACKGROUND:

Previous Planning Projects related to Subject Application: A Use Permit
was approved in June of 1993 (#7924) for a 10-foot masonry sound wall along
the rear property line to provide noise attenuation for adjacent residences.

Neighborhood Preservation Complaints: The 10-foot electrified fence is
existing on the site and there are no records of Planning or Building permits for
this fence. (A Use Permit is required for fences exceeding six feet in height in
the front yard and for fences exceeding eight feet in height in the side or rear
yards.) The subject application was filed in response to a Neighborhood
Preservation action. The fence was reported by the City’s Fire Prevention Unit
after a fire inspection.

DISCUSSION:

Fence Height and Design: The subject fence extends along the front and side
property lines, and consists of 10-foot tall vertical metal poles with horizontal
electrified wires (see Attachment B — Site Plan and Elevations, and Attachment
C - Photographs). The electrified fence is located within the site’s previously
installed non-electrified perimeter fences, separated by approximately three to
six inches. The perimeter fence along the front property line is an
approximately six-foot tall black wrought iron fence. Along the side property
lines are six-foot tall chain link fences topped with razor wire for a total height
of approximately eight feet. The electrified fence does not extend along the rear
property line; Sunnyvale Municipal Code (SMC) section 19.48.020 prohibits
electrified fences adjacent to residential uses.
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Security and Public Safety: United Rentals offers construction equipment and
vehicles for rent. There is a small enclosed building on the subject site used as
an office, but rental equipment and vehicles are stored in an open equipment
yard. The applicant states that the electrified fence was installed in 2007 in
response to several burglaries on the site. Staff worked with the applicant to
explore alternative security measures such as non-electrified fencing, security
cameras, and/or construction of locked structures to hold smaller equipment
which could be passed over a fence. The applicant stated that these
alternatives are not feasible. Installation of sheds or other locked structures is
not sufficient because theft of large construction vehicles, not smaller items, is
their chief concern. These vehicles use standard master keys (rather than
unique keys like a personal automobile) and are therefore an easy target for
theft by anyone who has access to a standard key. The applicant stated that
once someone enters the site it is difficult to stop them from removing items,
therefore it is critical to prevent potential burglars from entering. The applicant
does not believe non-electrified fencing can accomplish this purpose. The
applicant also stated that the site already has security cameras and these
cameras recorded previous burglaries and the perpetrators. However, this did
not result in any arrests or recovery of their equipment. As a result, they
concluded electrified fencing was the only feasible option to secure their site.

The City’s Department of Public Safety (DPS) raised several potential safety
issues which could be created by the electrified fence. DPS expressed concern
about the presence of the non-electrified perimeter fences, noting that if a
potential burglar received a shock from the electrified fence, the individual
might fall between the fences and become trapped where DPS would have
difficulty reaching them to provide aid. The applicant noted that the perimeter
fences cannot be removed, as State law requires all electrified fences to be
surrounded by non-electrified fences to prevent accidental contact. The two
fences are required to be located in close proximity to prevent entrapment
between them. The applicant stated the fences on the subject site are separated
by only three to six inches in compliance with State requirements, and this
distance is not sufficient for someone to fall between the fences. DPS also
expressed concern that the fence could endanger Patrol or Fire officers who
may not see the electrified wires behind the perimeter fences when responding
to a call. DPS noted that adequate signage is needed to warn officers, and a
Knox switch is needed to allow DPS to disable the fence for quick access to the
site (see Attachment A, conditions of approval #5 and #6).

Neighborhood Compatibility: The site is located in a Service Commercial
Zoning District along East Evelyn Avenue. Staff visited other sites in the same
Zoning District, as well as industrial sites with open equipment storage in
other Zoning Districts. Along East Evelyn Avenue, very few properties have
front fences. Existing fences typically consist of chain link with vinyl slats,
sometimes topped with barbed wire or razor wire, with total heights of
approximately six to eight feet. Staff found that industrial properties with open
equipment storage yards are more likely to have front fences. These fences also



2010-7515 - United Rentals, Inc.
Page 5 of 8 (PC)

typically consist of chain link, sometimes topped with barbed wire, with total
heights ranging from six feet to eight and a half feet. Staff did not identify other
electrified fences, nor other 10-foot fences, for similar sites or uses in the City.

The height of the subject fence exceeds fence heights which have been
permitted for other industrial and commercial uses in the City, and staff finds
that the proposed height has the potential for a negative visual impact on the
streetscape and surrounding uses. The applicant states the proposed height is
required to achieve reasonable security for the site. However, based on
available information provided by the applicant and the Department of Public
Safety, staff concluded that an eight-foot tall electrified fence would be likely to
provide a similar level of security. A fence with reduced height would have a
reduced visual impact on the streetscape and surrounding sites. As a result,
staff recommends condition of approval #4.a requiring the height of the
electrified fence to be reduced to no more than eight feet (Attachment A).

Although the site is in a Service Commercial Zoning District, it is also located
directly adjacent to single-family residential uses on Bidwell Avenue. Staff
found that the variety of fence materials and designs on the subject site creates
a cluttered and unattractive appearance which has the potential to negatively
impact the streetscape and surrounding sites and uses. As noted above, the
applicant is not able to remove the perimeter fences per State requirements.
However, the perimeter fences could be modified to reduce the number of
materials. At the Zoning Administrator hearing on September 29, 2010, staff
recommended condition of approval #4.b requiring replacement of the existing
chain link and razor wire fences along the side property lines with six-foot tall
wrought iron fencing matching the front gate (Attachment A). The Zoning
Administrator approved the Use Permit with a modified condition allowing the
existing perimeter fence materials to remain, except that the razor wire
material shall be removed from the top of the side fences.

Environmental Determination: A Class 3 Categorical Exemption (accessory
structures) relieves this project from California Environmental Quality Act
provisions and City Guidelines.

Applicant’s Appeal: The applicant requests the electrified fence be permitted
to remain at a height of 10 feet. The applicant states that if the electrified fence
were reduced to eight feet in height, it would be possible for a burglar to stand
on top of the perimeter fences and jump over the electrified fence. The
applicant notes that the fence was installed several years ago and has provided
effective security during that time. He also states that the fence is visually
unobtrusive and there have been no complaints about the appearance of the
fence (see Attachment F, Appeal Letter).

Staff Discussion of Appeal: Based on available information provided by the
applicant and the Department of Public Safety, staff concluded that an eight-
foot tall electrified fence would provide a similar level of security as a 10-foot
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tall fence. The scenario described by the applicant in which a burglar stands
atop the wrought iron or chain link perimeter fence and is able to jump two feet
over the electrified fence seems unlikely. While a taller fence may provide some
added security, it would also have increased visual impacts on the streetscape
and surrounding properties. Staff finds that an eight-foot tall electrified fence
would minimize visual impacts while achieving a reasonable level of security.

FISCAL IMPACT

No fiscal impacts other than normal fees and taxes are expected.

PUBLIC CONTACT

Notice of Public Hearing Staff Report Agenda
e Posted on the site e Posted on the City |e Posted on the
e 12 notices mailed to of Sunnyvale's Web City's official notice
property owners and site bulletin board
residents adjacent to the |e Provided at the e Posted on the City
project site Reference Section of Sunnyvale's Web
of the City of site
Sunnyvale's Public
Library

Staff did not receive any public comments in response to the notices sent for
the appeal hearing nor for the Zoning Administrator hearing. While making a
site visit, staff was approached by an individual who stated that he worked at
the adjacent site to the east. He inquired about the project and said that the
various fences on the site make it look like a fortress. Staff informed him of the
Zoning Administrator hearing date and his ability to provide written comment
and/or attend the hearing. No members of the public were present at the
hearing with the exception of the applicant’s team.

FINDINGS

In order to approve the Use Permit the following findings must be made:

1. The proposed use attains the objectives and purposes of the General Plan of
the City of Sunnyvale.

The following policies in the Land Use and Transportation Element relate
to the proposed project:

e NI1.1. Protect the integrity of the City’s neighborhoods; whether
residential, industrial or commercial.

e N1.13. Promote an attractive and functional commercial environment.
The following policy in the City-Wide Design Guidelines relates to the
proposed project:
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e EO. Security fences and gates shall be of an open type to allow
maximum visibility of the secured area. Wrought iron and cast iron
fences are recommended for security fences and gates for all uses.

The height and design of the proposed fence have the potential for a
negative aesthetic impact on the neighborhood and commercial
environment. In addition, the number and variety of fencing materials used
on the site creates a cluttered and fortress-like appearance. Condition of
approval #4 requires the height of the electrified fence to be reduced to a
maximum of eight feet, and requires removal of the razor wire material
from the existing non-electrified side fences. These modifications would
bring the proposed project into conformance with the City-Wide Design
Guidelines and General Plan policies. Staff was able to make this finding
for a revised project with the attached conditions.

The proposed use ensures that the general appearance of proposed
Structures, or the uses to be made of the property to which the application
refers, will not impair the orderly development of, or the existing uses being
made of, adjacent properties.

The height and design of the proposed fence have the potential for a
negative aesthetic impact on the streetscape and surrounding properties
and uses. The variety of fencing materials used on the site also creates a
cluttered and fortress-like appearance which detracts from neighborhood
character. With the attached conditions, the height of the fence and the
number of fencing materials on the site would be reduced, thereby
reducing visual impacts. As conditioned, the project would not have a
negative visual impact on surrounding properties or uses. Staff was able
to make this finding for a revised project with the attached
conditions.

ALTERNATIVES

1.

Deny the appeal and uphold the decision of the Zoning Administrator to
approve the Use Permit with the conditions in Attachment A.

Grant the appeal and approve the Use Permit with modified conditions.

Deny the Use Permit.
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RECOMMENDATION

Alternative 1. Deny the appeal and uphold the decision of the Zoning
Administrator to approve the Use Permit with the conditions in Attachment A.

Prepared by:

Mariya Hodge
Project Planner

Reviewed by:

Steve Lynch
Senior Planner

Reviewed by:

Trudi Ryan
Planning Officer

Attachments:

Conditions of Approval and Standard Requirements

Site Plans and Elevations

Site Photographs

. Applicant’s Letters and Project Justifications

Minutes of Zoning Administrator Hearing on September 29, 2010
Applicant’s Appeal Letter
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RECOMMENDED
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL AND
STANDARD DEVELOPMENT REQUIREMENTS

Planning Application 2010-7515
Use Permit to allow an existing unpermitted 10-foot tall electrified security
fence along the front and side property lines.

The following Conditions of Approval [COA] and Standard Development
Requirements [SDR| apply to the project referenced above. The COAs are
specific conditions applicable to the proposed project. The SDRs are items
which are codified or adopted by resolution and have been included for ease of
reference, they may not be appealed or changed. The COAs and SDRs are
grouped under specific headings that relate to the timing of required
compliance. Additional language within a condition may further define the
timing of required compliance. Applicable mitigation measures are noted with
“Mitigation Measure” and placed in the applicable phase of the project.

In addition to complying with all applicable City, County, State and Federal
Statutes, Codes, Ordinances, Resolutions and Regulations, Permittee expressly
accepts and agrees to comply with the following Conditions of Approval and
Standard Development Requirements of this Permit:

THE FOLLOWING GENERAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL AND STANDARD
DEVELOPMENT REQUIREMENTS SHALL APPLY TO THE APPROVED
PROJECT.

1. CONFORMANCE WITH APPROVED PLANNING APPLICATION - All
building permit drawings and subsequent construction and operation
shall substantially conform with the approved planning application,
including: drawings/plans, materials samples, building colors, and other
items submitted as part of the approved application. Any proposed
amendments to the approved plans or Conditions of Approval are subject
to review and approval by the City. The Director of Community
Development shall determine whether revisions are considered major or
minor. Minor changes are subject to review and approval by the Director
of Community Development. Major changes are subject to review at a
public hearing. [COA] [PLANNING]

2. USE EXPIRATION - The approved Use Permit shall expire if the use is
discontinued for a period of one year or more. [SDR| [PLANNING]

3. PERMIT EXPIRATION IF NOT EXERCISED (Ordinance 2895-09) — The
Use Permit shall be valid for three (3) years from the date of approval by
the final review authority (as adopted by City Council on April 21, 2009,
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RTC 09-094). Extensions of time may be considered, for a maximum of
two one year extensions, if applied for and approved prior to the
expiration of the permit approval. If the approval is not exercised within
this time frame, the permit is null and void. [SDR] [PLANNING]

REQUIRED DESIGN MODIFICATIONS - The plans shall be revised to
incorporate the following design modifications [COA| [PLANNING]:

a) The height of the electrified fence shall be reduced to a maximum of
8 feet.

b) Theexisting chain link and : : ; ]. Ll

razor wire material shall be removed from the perimeter fences
located along the side property lines. (Modified by the Zoning
Administrator on September 29, 2010)

EMERGENCY SHUT-OFF — A Knox switch or similar emergency shut-off
device shall be provided for use by the City’s Department of Public
Safety. Coordinate with Fire Prevention Services regarding approval and
installation of the emergency shut-off device. [COA] [PUBLIC SAFETY]

SIGNAGE - Coordinate with Fire Prevention Services and Patrol to
determine appropriate additional warning signage on the fence to ensure
the safety of emergency personnel. Additional signs should be at eye level
on the outside perimeter fence. Any additional signage shall comply with
Zoning Code sign requirements. [COA] [PUBLIC SAFETY] [PLANNING]

BUILDING PERMIT AND COMPLIANCE DEADLINE - A building permit is
required for all fences greater than 6 feet in height. Obtain a building
permit within 30 days of the final approval action on the Use Permit. All
modifications required as part of this approved planning application shall
be completed within 60 days of the final approval action. [COA]
[PLANNING]
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INSTALLING

A STEEL POLE

H

w

10 BRACKETS
TEN 8" GAPS

15 FT

ik
M

10 BRACKETS
NINE 4" GAPS

8" car *‘[

4" gap{
4° Gap-7
4" Gap-{_|
4" sap-
4" gap [,
4" Gap i
4" cap-_|
4" gap I
4" gap{

1.1A Corner Post

[u]

4 R T ¢ S R

[ T VU e S Wl O S i S i

¥ DIG HOLE

-+ POLE CAP
5/3 61( X .2;!
L GALVANIZED BOLT
‘:"\“\\ /‘// - e
*%ﬁ‘\_\ . ,__,/
S o 1 ,
2 SENTRY INSULATOR
& L -\‘\
" ONE 3-PIECE ™|
BRACKET 5 /16"
FOR EACH WIRE GALVANIZED NUT

{20 SETS PER POLE)

-

re

| @ Install brackets FACING the direction of pull,
except when used os an End Pole.

# install END POLE brackets FACING the
, s direction of chain link Gate Pole
i 5 3
WROUNE LEVEL (6" maximum from Gate Pole].
CEMENT : y

: _ ® Install ROLL GATE brackets FACING the
FOOTING direction of puil.

® Instail CORNER POLE EYES
0-8" from Chain Linke Pole ot 90° diagondlly.

15" wiDE

If the metal poles are scratched, paint them;

especially in the front or by gates.

1.1B Corner Post

Bolts on bottom of insulaters should be
tight and insulatars must be able to spin,

freely acting as a

1.1C Corner Post

Install metal poles in MIDDLE of hole vs
front or back of hole with concrete. Fill in
hole with concrete to ground level,

1.1D Corner Post

The #2 wire must be hot in every section.
The #1 wire must be flat on the ground.

1.1E Corner Post

puliey.

Medium springs are required on both ends
of every section over 250 feet.

IHSTALLATION 1.}
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1.2B Steel poles

The steel pole has to be set in the correct place. There should be no more than 6 inches frem the
insulators on a steel pole beside the gate, and the fiberglass pole that is mounted on the gate. If
the steel pole cannot be set close enough to the gate pole or against a building, due to concrete
foaters, etc, causing a potential breach of security, attach a fiberglass pole to the building or gate
post to close any gaps.

1.2C Steel poles

Steel posts should be instalied with a slight
back lean, depending on the soil condition,
so that after the fence settles and the con-
crete dries, the poles wili not lean into the
vard. Poles should be set 5 ft deep with a
15" hole minimum. Unstable soil conditions
will require a better foundation.

1.2D Bouble Poles

Every site regardless of size must have
break down points for troubleshooting,
No section can be longer that 1,000 feet
without 2 double bracket pole for a break
down spot.

1.2E Double Potes Cut off switches- are
installed on the double bracketed pole and
to bypass or isolate a section of fence.

1.2F Short Sections

A section of fence line that start and stops with footage of less than 251" This section will have
jumpers on each side, such as a section between two gates or a gate and a building or a roof sec-
tion under 250ft. Short sections require springs on one end unless there is a 90 degree turn, in that
case add a set of gate springs to the other end.
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FIBERGLASS POLES
RAPID TIGHTENERS
& WARNING SIGNS

RAPID TIGHTENERS

RAPID TEGHTENERS A%E nvsTazo F 20 ~————~O—- : GROUND

IN EVERY SECTION — BETWEEN _
& INCHES AND 3 FEET FROM : Faa
A FIBERGLASS POLE —~ TOWARD i 19 L
THE CENTER OF THE PULL. :

THE FIGHTENERS ARE ALTERNATED 8 O— Hot
ON OPPOSHE SIDES OF THE FOLE ;

TO PREVENT GROUNDS FROM ' Y

MITTING HOTS. : 17 Nt HoT

WIRE SHOULD BE WRAFPED ? }5*——0— Mot

WO OR THREE TIMES

Hot

ARQUNE EACH TIGHTEMER.

15 Q HoT
£ Hort
WARNING SIGNS
WARNING SIGNS MUST 88 O T
INSTALLED EVERY &0 FEET, WHICH > H
i5 THE MACIMUM DISTANCE
BETWEEN WARNING SIGNS, HoTt
THE EXTERNALLY VISIBLE LANGUAGE |
SHOULD 85 ALTERNATED, SO THAT | 1] Q Hor
EVERY SIGN SHOWING THE ENGUSH é IN HTF—T—«-:
SIDE 1 FOLLOWED BY ONE M AL
SHOWING THE SPANSSH SIDE TO 10 Q"" Hot
PEQPLE SITUATED CQUTSIDE THE FENCE. 9 Q GROUND
ALL WARNING SIGNS SHOUD BE 8 {1 HO?
MOUNTED BETWEEN WirEs 12 & 13. 7 O GROUND
I3 Hot
5 — > GROUND
[ FIBERGLASS POLES 4 : Hor
) 3 - {)— GrOUND
1BERGLASS POLES ARE SET AT &
MAXIMUM OF 30-FOOT INTERVALS. ? O_ Hot
THEY ARE ALWAYS PLACED DIRECTLY
IN ERONT OF A PERHMETER POST T
SO THEY CAN BE BRACED TO THE "
PERIMETER POST, IF NECESSARY. 18
{MIN) "
L ZATRANDS OF Wik

Tue BOTTOM WARE sHoULD
BE FLAT ON THE SROUMD.

Installgtion 1.3

:ﬁ_,_—-..
P EXTENDED 4 INCHES
sl S FOR ANCHOR

1.3A Fibergtass line post
Fiberglass straight line. Install metal poles, pull bottom wire, then install fiber right behind
line so fiber are in a straight fine.

1.3B Fiberglass line post
install rapid tightners in a safe, flat easily accessable area.

1.3C Fiberglass ling post
Pins installed in the fiberglass poles need to have the end facing into the yard, fevel with
the ground.




1-INCH 1-INCH
o EXTENSION EXTENSION %‘:&3&5

A
? a4 Side View S[RINGS 114" FIBERGLASS POLE SPRINGS G ATE

3¢ [F BATE : GATE o~ 13g

BRACE BANDS\ BRACE BANDS

13 == 2!
= =
= =
HIGH AS (2 = % LONG END
POSSIBLE = g BENDS
= =47 AROUND POLE
L = =
i BRACE - -y ;
/gANDs i LI EEEEEMEE{/Z’
UNDER #9 =3 Hot #9 - e (Enlarged Birds Eye View)
| = Hat Hot———
} GROUND {G) WIRES |=—¢ Hot Hat 6—=4| GROUND (G} WIRES
, GROUNDED TO | Hat Hot———=1|  GROUNDED TO
[ toroF# CHAIN LINK GATE | o o Hot——cst | CHAIN LINK GATE
. {ON SPRING SIDE) {f=—6 #1 H H #1 6~==il {ON SPRING SIDE)

/ 1. Brace Bands are Iocaied on top of #1, under #9, ond usd high ot the chain linke as possible.
2. Springs ore located on opposite side of lock.

3. All contacts must indude spring.

4. Al contacts must hove bolt through fiberglass (no set screws),

INSTALLATION 2.0

g INIWHOYLLY

1 5. All Brace Bands hooked to chain link must have sef screw. :,g
a1 6. Every guie panel must hove a sign. f-%
B 7. All gate contocts must be secored in n mormer that ensvres confacl when dosed by a blind pezson :

A i _. m
\'§ { Q‘ k
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2.A Gates
Use splices on jumpers on gates, all other jumpers use joint cdlamps not splices.

2.B Gates
Back side of roll gate must use steel pole not fiberglass pole. Gate must slide between elec-

tric and perimeter fence.

2.C Gates
Gates should close tightly without play. If customer closes his gate with a chain, ask to cut

off any excess length, so chain only meets using last twao links. This will avoid chain tail
shorting out gate and close tight enough to avoid wind pushing it open and losing contact,

POOR GATE CONNECTIONS ARE A COMMON TAUSE OF FENCE ALARMS,

2.D Gates :
Current travels only one way through the gate. f it returns, then trench under gate wire #19

to 19 with weather heads on each side.

2.2 Double Panei




INSTALLATION 2.0 A

2.0s Brackets

GATE BRACKETS
Though not restricted to usage on gales, the
brackels and brace bands {a.k.d. lension
bands) used to secure fence posis and

gute posts are collectively referred to as
GATE BRACKETS throughout this guide.

Specificatly, two
types of brockets
{in many sizes)
are used with
our fence

{see adjacent
phiotol.

Both types of brackets should always

be instalied in a manner thai ensures

the pins (bolls) used in connecting these
brackets are parallef fo the ground,

with the open end facing the fence inferior.

PIN

A
O
|
@ =
2
~E
I
=
=4
- 1<)
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2.4A Contacts
All contacts must have a bolt through the contact and fiberglass pole. All contacts must
have a spring on one side.

2.4B Contacts

Use a Y or straight bar contact at every gate connection. All contacts must involve a
spring, no solid contacts. Spring should be extended no more than half distance of Y. -
Use a contact extension on every contact. Use the appropriate size extensions to close
gaps at the gates.

;
;
;
;

¥ Contact with 3"male
contact extension
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2.5A Gate Springs
Gate springs are used on every gate and all sections under 250 feet. Gate springs are
required on both ends if there is a bend in the section.

2.5B Gate Springs
“Air' gate springs. If gate loses tension, cut wire and re-pull.

medium (insulator} spring
not aired

not aired =
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INSTALLATION

RI31X
PHONE
JACK

110y
SURGE
PROTECTOR

TRANSFORMER

GROUND RODS

ATTACHMENT

. WIRE

10 Cond

CHART
All exposed wire -
requires 3/4"

electrica

RUN |

I PVC

Jl’ii}?“?
=

E

ﬁ§$?j{“

=

1 Black Hot Wire

Return

o
'

{if 50+ FT, Also Uss 14/2)

16 Cond

QUTDOCR
Box

Keyran /
+ KEYSWITCH

JFeed

FENGE

1472

- BATTERY




% ~ FENCE
e ___CONTROLLER
. R R (IN SILVER BOX]
= ? 1 Charger woovwet o RED s pirowired .55 T
o . . o hedd = 1 it .
| § FENCE 2 Voiiug‘a Moam et o RED e prewired L FENCE VOLTAGE)
; ; POWER 3 Keyswitch Return ..........GREY L ALARM |
1 ENERGIZER A LED wommerernrensrnne - WHITE C |
] . 5 T EARTH/  FENCE
% i GE}?([){EIE}D FFEEi\IE%E & e |51 GROUND FEED !
‘L l 7 Cﬁur'gar srssssersseareres™ secs BLACK whonscennnnprewired ™ jégﬁ_ﬁ__,_.._m] -—-J =
= 8 Voltage Drop e vu:BLACK o cwnprewired t@% e B
9 LED cosvserssesrnerniniar - BROWN Lo
; 10 Fence Reloy woovueune.. — ...GREEN ....coonneee prewired e :
; 11 Alorm Pansl........... — .. BLALK i ﬂé@’*
. 127 Voltage Regulator .~ ....BLACK.............prewired
; 13 Bulerf o «BLACK ... 14/2 to baitery -
i4
: ?j i VOLTAGE 15
‘%s REGULATOR 16 -
by & Covswitch | '
<= Q’ } - ‘__@ o ‘[?‘ Ke‘jSWﬂCh FEEd.............PURPLi RED 14410 AMRM_*
iy I 18 Alarm Ponel........... + ..RED i
1 T':,f,%‘;'{’,::r:, 19 Voltage Regulator .+ ...ORANGE ... prewired BLACK 14/2 10 ALARH— -
20 Botterfumrcsemn+ ..BLACKA.14/2 to battery & j
| /- /e =
f == ' o
A p - ‘*f‘ NS
£ . r | use 14/2 AWG =
| = | BATTERY . anp CONDUIT NOTE: ACTUAL TERMINAL BLOCK IS LOCATED ~]
E | ' TOBATRERY ON LEFT SIDE OF CONTROLLER PANEL (=]
jf }
Sl | —~

™




Vad

NNECTIO
EQUENCE

N 1. 110V {pOWER)
2. BATTERY
3. SOLAR PaNEL

FENCE
VOLYAGE

ALARM

EARTH/  FENCE
GROUND  RETURN

|

FENCE -
CONTROLLER %S
|
{IN SILVER BoX)} ‘
FENCE aralze : i
L FovER itegotom + 1> 13
Cdx GREY  feliig
EARTH/ FENCE LED {Cdx)  + WHITE L2458
oROUND _FEED 518
R -
' ¥ S Energlzer”  — BLACK i
f%%% ;r:%-m——-—-—‘" Voltuge Drop  ~ BLACK {04
- LED ~ BROWN 57/
i FenceRelay -~ GREEN BliIf
Alarm Panel  — BLACK e
SunSeleclor  ~ BLACK JFi00
Battery - BLACK [RJGsD
5k
| e
- Keyswitch Feed ~ PURPLE Bhait
? MormPanel + RED §f3io0
= Sun Selector  + ORANGE 11145
] Battery + BLACK 000
-

RETURN
EROM

FENCE

— GROUND|

i

' |
BATTERY |

H
1

i

AcTual TERMINAL BLOCK
MODIFIED ILLUSTRATION:

WITH TERMINAL LABELS INSERTED

C 1 abeg
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East side property line fence




West side property line fence

Existing signage on electrified fence
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940 W. Evelyn Ave,
Sunnyvale, CA 94086
Tel: 408 736-7560

Fax: 408 736-9174
www.unitedrentals.com

July 21, 2010

United Rentals is the current tenant @ 940 W. Evelyn Ave Sunnyvale, Ca.

The purposed use of this electronic fence is to protect the mentioned property
from break in or vandalism.

Hours of operation are Monday — Friday 7AM to 5PM
We currently have 11 employees at our Sunnyvale facility.

Dt M

Jeff Sanders
Branch Manager 547

formerly U.S. Rentals




RMIT/SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT. RERM

Development Permit application.

The Sunnyvale Municipal code states that at least one of the following two justifications must be met

before granting the Use Permit or Special Development Permit. Please provide us information on how your
project meets at least one of the following criteria. -

1. The propésed use attains the objectives and purposes of the General Plan of the City of Sunnyvale as '

the project . aomP\igs, WITH The ﬁ‘ewm\ ProviSions oF 14.48.020.
FeNle s NET ABTMCENT To RESDENTIAL ?rc?eavz £ can

NOT  COUSE H\l)\f\r\/ 4 s 0T vg—s\;\meé Ao Ao b we QM?\Y
Re quest A VARWRULE me \pg\ \m’ O ensue The
CCLECTWENESS OF TG 6éc,u@,w>/ SYSTEM.

OR

2. The proposed use ensures that the general appearance of proposed structures, or the uses to be made
of the property to which the application refers, will not impair either the orderly development of, or

the existing uses being made of, adjacent properties as ... The ")'('b? OSER USE  OND
ENRANES THe %Q\J@,\T\/ OF WG Pr errz 4 thoSY A 2%

To THG PRecty, ThE appedri Ov THe Selvry Feue
POGY NoT \N@{Z\\ e X v\ Ae\;@\o‘:ﬁmem O e
‘t)/(é-ﬂ}\ﬁ vie ; more so, Tt enhaer 4 secvres +he
vog  OF The '\Dm?aﬁ/

If you need assistance in answering either of these justifications, contact the Planning Division staff at the
One-Stop Permit Center, -

. One-Stop Permit Center - City Hall - 456 W. Olive Avenue - (408) 730-7444
Planners and Building Division staff are available 8:00 a.m. to ngon and 1:00 to 3:00 p.m. =
www. SunnyvalePlanning.com / www.SunnyvaleBuilding.com -
Rev. 7707 fwhita}

JUSTIFICATIONS Page_ 2. of &

One of the two following findings must be made in order to approve a Use Permit or Special

T
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United Rentals, Inc.
940 W, Evelyn Ave,
Sunnyvale, CA 94086
Tel: 408 736-7560

Fax: 408 736-8174

www . Unitedrentals.com

08/31/2010 13:45 FAX 4087369174

of

City of Sunnyvale Planning Division

. Attn: Mariya Hodge

.

To specifically address the concerns in the reply e-mail that was sent on August 24, 2010 piease
accept the following explanations and suppoart.

B LI st £ HSE A e it 100 e PR S0

5 r s el S AR b i ot i PR

1. The height of the apparalus needs to be higher than the perimeter fance 1o pravent a
“hurdie or jump” over the top of the theft deterrent device. The height also forces the
notential thiaves to attack the perimetar fence from a less advaniageous angle,
ensuring the full effectiveness of the device. In short, lowering the height
compromises the capability of the system and makes it less effective. The height is
congistent with the CA code.

2. Wrought Iron is a “decorative fence” and its security elements are limited, Extending
the fence actually makes the site less safe and the surrounding sifes Jess safe. The
electric theft deterrent device actually increases the security of the surrounding
properties.

3. The second and third items mentioned in the correspondence are actually linked. The
nature of the United Rentals business requires that highly valued equipment be stored
in the yard, visible to passersby. Some of the inventory is large and cumberseme and

space is neaded on the yard too maneuver large trailers, trucks, and eguipment, not
only for the business but for the customaers as they pick up and drop off inventory.
Building “sheds and outbuildings” on this small lot would make it inherently mare
dangerous to the employees and customers coming in and out of the yard not ta
mention the expense and lack of actual security provided.

in the end the most cost effective and beneficial system to protect the United Rentals site in the
Electric Guard Dog theft deterrent device. The EGD allows the PD to hushand's critical rescurces
as crime is actually prevented on this site and reduced on the area.

Jeff Sanders
Branch Manager
United Rentals/Sunnyvale

e e s A

formerly U.S. Rentals
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ZONING ADMINISTRATOR HEA G

o v

_ MINUTES
Wednesday, September 29, 2010

2010-7515; United Rentals [Applicant] Lisa J. Sims [Owner| Use permit to allow an
existing unpermitted 10’-tall electric security fence along the front and side property 11nes
located at 940 W. Evelyn Avenune. (APN: 165-20-018)MH

In attendance: Jeff Sanders, Applicant; Gerri Caruso, Zoning Administrator Hearing
Officer; Mariya Hodge, Project Planner; Luis Uribe, Staff Office Assistant.

Ms. Gerri Caruso, Administrative Hearing Officer, on behalf of the Director of
Community Development, explained the format that would be observed during the public
hearing.

Ms. Caruso announced the subject application.

Marij;a Hodge, Project Planner, presented the subject item and had no additional
information. Ms. Caruso noted that she drove to the site and took a look at all three
sides of the property.

Ms. Caruso opened the public hearing.

Jeff Sanders, Applicant, received and reviewed a copy of the staff report. The applicant
stated that he understands that the height of the fence is the problem and they are
willing to remove the razor ribbon from the side fences. Mr. Sanders went through the
conditions of approval and stated that if the fence is reduced to 8ft. that it would be
easily jumpable. Mr. Sanders stated that there is a reason for them requesting that the
fence be installed with a height of 10 feet. He also mentioned that since the fence has
been constructed, the amount of break-ins have gone down. Mr. Sanders stated that you
cannot see the fence from a distance.

Ms. Caruso had some clarifying questions regarding the conditions of approval.

Ms. Caruso closed the public hearing.

Ms. Caruso approved the project subject to the. findings and conditions of approval
located in the report with changes to the conditions of approval. Ms. Caruso changed the

size of the fence to be reduced to 8 feet and removal of the razor wiring.

Ms. Caruso stated that the decision is final unless appealed to the Planning
Commission with payment of the appeal fee within the 15-day appeal period.

The meeting was adjourned at 2:18 p.m.

Minutes approved by:

G&{yi aruso, Principal Planner




Mariya Hodge - RE: Appeal of EGD

From:  Michael Pate

. To: Mariya Hodge i
Date: 11/12/2010 12:09 PM
Subject: RE: Appeal of EGD
CC:

Mariya, -

Piease consider this correspondence the appeal letter which is required by the city of Sunnyvale. United
Rentals and the Electric Guard Dog disagree with the finding of the Zoning Administrator the EGD security
apparatus needs to have the height reduced to 8 feet.

The EGD security apparatus has been on the site for over 3 years and has provide security and safety to the
employees and the business over this time. Break-ins were a common occurrence until the EGD was installed
and there have been no break-ins since the installation of the apparatus. There have been NO complaints from
surrounding neighbors or businesses over this time and the apparatus is virtually invisible.

The 10 foot height is essential to the continued security success on the property as a criminal can simply “step
over” an 8 foot application if he is standing on the perimeter fence. By the way, a 10 foot block wall is on the
back of the property. in addition the EGD is not a fence and does not serve the purpose of a fence, the EGD
dees not delineate a property ling, the wires are spring loaded and cannot support any weight, and the system
is monitored 24/7/365 by a central station. In effect a burglar alarm.

it simply comas down to the abiiit\} of a property and business owner to protect themselves.
Regards,

Michael Pate

Director of Business Development
Sentry Security Systems, LLC
Electric Guard Dog
mpate@electricguarddog.com
Phone: 803-404-6204






