






























































































































































































































































































































D. Purchase of Digital In-Car Video Cameras for Police Fleet 

F. 

The City of Los Alamitos' Fiscal Year 2007-08 operating budget included an 
appropriation of $36,000 for the purchase of replacement in-car video cameras for 
the patrol vehicles. This report requested the City Council approve the purchase of 
digital video cameras. 

The City Council authorized the purchase of seven (7) digital in-car video cameras, 
including the software and the supporting system for installation in the patrol fleet 
from Digital Ally, Inc. 

Fiscal Year 2007·08 Budget Appropriation for Los Alamitos Television 
This report requested City Council approval for a Fiscal Year 2007-08 Budget 
appropriation for Los Alamitos Television. 

The City Council approved the Budget adjustments to the Fiscal Year 2007-08 
Operating Budget to provide a Budget appropriation of $20,000 for the operation of 
Los Alamitos Television. 

G. Consideration of Red Zone Modifications on Reagan Street adjacent to Los 
Alamitos Fire Station 
This was a request to consider a revision in eXisting red zones on Reagan Street 
adjacent to the Fire Station at the intersection of Reagan Street and Green Avenue. 

The City Council adopted Resolution No. 2008-11, "A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS, CALIFORNIA, ELIMINATING AN 
EXISTING 135-FOOT "NO PARKING" RESTRICTION ON THE WEST SIDE OF 
REAGAN STREET, SOUTH OF GREEN AVENUE, ADJACENT TO THE LOS 
ALAMITOS FIRE STATION LOCATED AT 3642 GREEN AVENUE." 

H. Consideration of a Cooperative Agreement with the City of Seal Beach 
regarding the Los Alamitos Boulevard/Seal Beach Boulevard Traffic Signal 
Interconnect Project 
The City of Los Alamitos received funding to interconnect the traffic signals on Los 
Alamitos Boulevard to the signals in the City of Seal Beach. The City of Seal Beach 
also planned upgrades to its traffic signal system along Seal Beach Boulevard. This 
report proposed a Cooperative Agreement between the two cities to combine and 
govern the design and construction of the two planned improvements. 

The City Council: 

1. Approved the Cooperative Agreement with the City of Seal Beach for the Los 
Alamitos Boulevard/Seal Beach Boulevard Traffic Signal Interconnect Project; 
and, 

2. Authorized the Mayor to execute the agreement on behalf of the City of Los 
Alamitos. 

*********************************EN D OF CON SENT CALEN DAR******************************** 
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A. Approval of Minutes 
Approve the minutes of the Regular Meeting of March 17,2008. 

Mayor Pro Tem Mejia referred to page 6, comments regarding the way in which 
Council Member Edgar had identified himself at the LAFCO meeting in Rossmoor. 
She stated she reviewed the video from that meeting, and had obtained a transcript 
as well. She asked that the following excerpts from the transcript be made part of 
the official record: 

);> "My name is Troy Edgar and I'm on the City Council for Los Alamitos." 

);> "Our official position within Los Alamitos is that we are supportive of the 
process for Rossmoor to take it upon themselves to try to go through this 
route." 

);> "So, I want to send a message to the community that we are very supportive 
as a City for Rossmoor to find their way, whatever that way is and whatever 
way you guys choose." 

Mayor Pro Tem Mejia pointed out these statements made it clear Council Member 
Edgar had indeed represented himself as a Council Member rather than a resident, 
as he had claimed at the previous Council meeting. 

Council Member Edgar stated the minutes had not captured all his comments 
regarding his update to the Council on the LAFCO meeting. He asked for the 
opportunity to clarify his comments, requesting continuation of the minutes to allow 
him time to submit written comments to the City Council and the City Clerk. 

Motion/Second: Mejia/Driscoll 
Carried 3-2 (Edgar and Grose cast the dissenting votes): The City Council approved 
the minutes of March 17, 2008. 

E. Race on the Base Summary 2008 

I. 

This report provided the City Council with information regarding Race on the Base 
2008. 

Council Member Driscoll thanked the Recreation & Community Services Department 
for all the hard work, and congratulated them on the success of the event. 

Motion/Second: Driscoll/Parker 
Unanimously carried: The City Council received and filed the report. 

Change Order to American Asphalt South for Residential Street Improvement 
Program 
This was an update by staff to approve change orders to slurry seal the exterior 
streets in the Parkewood neighborhood and to repair the alleys in the Apartment 
Row area. 
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Public Works Director Wieske summarized the staff report, and stated staff had just 
located documents identifying the interior streets in the Parkewood housing 
development as initially private, but then made public by the City to allow the granting 
of VA loans. 

Tim Griffin, of American Asphalt, stated his company had already begun the slurry 
seal on the Greenbrook and Apartment Row areas, and advised of the advance 
notification to residents along with important phone numbers to contact. 

Interim City Manager Rudat suggested City Council approval for recommendations 1, 
2 and 3. He proposed adding a fourth recommendation which would read "Authorize 
the Interim City Manager to negotiate a contract amendment with the contractor for a 
price and scope to slurry seal the interior streets in Parkewood, within the budget 
amount previously approved." 

Mayor Parker asked if it would cost $16,000 to do the interior streets. Public Works 
Director Wieske responded in the negative, pointing out the $16,000 was for the 
exterior Parkewood streets. Mayor Parker asked for a ball park figure for the interior 
streets. Interim City Manager Rudat stated that was difficult to do since it depended 
upon what the subcontractor charged. He stated he would try to get the interior 
streets done within the budget already approved for the project. 

Council Member Driscoll expressed support for getting the interior streets in 
Parkewood included, and concurred with all staff recommendations. Mayor Parker 
seconded that motion. 

Council Member Grose referred to change order #2 regarding Apartment Row Alley 
repairs, and asked if specific alleys had been identified for repair. Public Works 
Director Wieske stated he would have to get back to Council with that information; 
however, repair was being done on potholes created by the recent rains. 

Council Member Edgar asked for the criteria for doing the curbs and gutters. Public 
Works Director Wieske stated the criteria had mainly been based on visual 
observation and public complaints. Interim City Manager Rudat stated some sites 
were experiencing "pooling" and it had been determined it was not cost effective to 
do at this time. 

Council Member Edgar expressed support for including the interior streets in 
Parkewood if it could be accommodated in the approved budget for the project. 

Council Member Driscoll noted a pothole in the south side alley at Green Street and 
Los Alamitos Blvd. needed repair. 

Council Member Grose noted a pavement section in front of the Fire Station 
driveway showed problems and should be checked. 

Motion/Second: Driscoll/Parker 
Unanimously carried: The City Council: 
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1. Authorized the Interim City Manager to terminate the Professional Services 
Agreement, in the amount of $25,000, with Willdan; and, 

2. Approved a change order with American Asphalt South, in the amount of $15,928 
to slurry seal the following streets: Lunar Drive, Satellite Drive, Olympic Drive and 
Lampson Frontage Road; and, 

3. Affirmed the Interim City Manager's decision to apply the funds from the 
Emergency Street Repairs project account to alley repairs in the Apartment Row 
area and approve a change order, in the amount of $10,000, to repair the alleys; 
and, 

4. Authorized the Interim City Manager to negotiate a contract amendment with the 
contractor for a price and scope to slurry seal the interior streets in Parkewood, 
within the budget amount previously approved. 

10. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

A. Appeal to City Council of Planning Commission Determination to Conditionally 
Approve Planned Sign Program Request PSP07-02 (Appellant: TAIT & 
Associates) 
On January 14, 2008, the Planning Commission adopted Resolution PC 08-01, 
conditionally approving a request to implement a Planned Sign Program, with 
modifications, at 5100 Katella Avenue in the General Commercial (C-G) Zoning 
District. The applicant, TAIT & Associates, appealed this decision to the City Council 
alleging that the modified conditions are beyond the scope of the Planned Sign 
Program. 

Assistant Planner, Dani Wray, summarized the staff report, referring to the 
information contained therein, and answered questions from the City Council. 

Mayor Parker opened the Public Hearing. 

Priscilla Aqui, of Tait & Associates, representing Conoco Phillips, gave a brief 
chronology of the events leading to the appeal, and asked the City Council to uphold 
the appeal. 

Mayor Pro Tem Mejia asked if the site was currently in compliance with the code. 
Assistant Planner Wray responded in the affirmative. 

Council Member Driscoll stated she hoped there would be landscape and roofing 
improvements in the future because, aesthetically, it would be good for the 
community. 

Mayor Parker stated there had been complaints from the public regarding the 
donation bin on the property. Ms. Aqui stated the bin would be removed. 

John Martinez, business owner on adjacent property, expressed the following 
concerns: 1) landscaping needed; 2) the legality of the e\ectricalline running from 
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the appellant's tank across his property; 3) the monument sign currently blocked view 
resulting in avoidable accidents; and, 4) the donation bin. He stated he liked the pole 
sign. 

Mayor Parker closed the Public Hearing. 

Motion/Second: Driscoll/Parker 
Unanimously carried: The City Council: 

1. Conducted a Public Hearing; and, 

2. Adopted Resolution No. 2008-09, entitled "A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS, CALIFORNIA, UPHOLDING THE 
APPLICANT'S APPEAL AND APPROVING PLANNED SIGN PROGRAM PSP07-
02 FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT 5100 KATELLA AVENUE (GENERAL 
COMMERCIAL (C-G) DISTRICT (APPELLANT: TAIT & ASSOCIATES ON 
BEHALF OF CONOCO PHILLIPS)". 

The City Council took a five minute break. 

11. DISSCUSSION ITEMS 

A. Consideration of Speed Hump Policy 
This is a recommendation by the Traffic Commission to consider a policy on speed 
humps. 

Public Works Director Wieske summarized the staff report, referring to the 
information contained therein, and answered questions from the City Council. He 
then introduced the City's Traffic Consultant, Don Barker. 

Mr. Barker stated speed humps were not considered control devices, and any policy 
should include public input through neighborhood meetings. He stated speed hump 
"cushions" allowed emergency vehicles to pass over when responding. 

Council Member Edgar thanked Traffic Commissioner, Brad Sheridan, for the work 
the Commission had done, and looked forward to hearing what they had to say about 
this important issue. 

Mayor Parker opened the meeting to the public. 

I 

Brad Gill, resident, expressed concern with the speeding currently taking place on I 
the residential streets. He supported speed humps as a deterrent, and pointed out it 
would not delay emergency vehicles by more than a few seconds. 

Alice Jempsa, resident, presented information from City Engineers in other cities 
regarding speed hump criteria. She stated many cities utilized the two-thirds policy 
whereby two-thirds of the households in a given neighborhood had to agree to 
having speed humps installed. She pointed out speed humps decreased emergency 
vehicle response times, and had to be approved by the Fire Authority prior to 
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installation. She stated cost was an important consideration because when she was 
on the Council in 2001, the cost at that time for one speed hump had been $4,500. 

Fire Marshall Grumby stated the Fire Authority's general policy was to discourage the 
installation of speed humps as they interfered with emergency response times. 

Council Member Driscoll asked if the Fire Authority had experienced issues with the 
speed humps in some of the Seal Beach neighborhoods. Fire Marshal! Grumby 
stated most speed humps were located in south Orange County where the 
requirement was that 90% of the neighborhood had to approve installation of speed 
humps. He noted the speed humps did decrease response times. 

Fire Chief Brody, Operations Commander for los Alamitos, noted most emergency 
vehicles had to come to a complete stop before proceeding over a speed hump, 
which accounted for at least a 10 second delay (per hump). He stated the Fire 
Authority encouraged alternate traffic calming measures. 

Mayor Pro Tem Mejia stated two of her nephews had been hit by speeding vehicles 
in residential streets, noting a lot of cut-through traffic took place in los Alamitos 
neighborhoods. She thought if speed humps could be positioned properly, so as not 
to impede emergency vehicle response time, they could be used. 

Ed Bremel, resident, agreed vehicles cutting through residential neighborhoods 
usually did so at high speeds. He asked what the speed limit was in residential 
neighborhoods. Public Works Director Wieske stated it was 25mph. 

Rob Feldman, resident, stressed the importance of developing a speed hump policy 
for the City. He noted in 2001, 2,400 vehicles per day traversed the residential street 
of Bennington, and pointed out that with the increase in cut-through traffic the 
number would undoubtedly be higher still. He suggested looking at speed humps 
that could more easily accommodate emergency vehicles. 

Brad Sheridan, resident and member of the Traffic Commission, spoke of the issue 
coming before the Traffic Commission and the recommendation made at the 
meeting; 1) City Council develop a speed hump policy (unanimous vote). He 
referred to page 5 of the staff report, and stated the Traffic Commission 
recommended #3 - "Support the Commission's recommendation to develop a speed 
hump policy, and direct staff to prepare draft speed hump policy standards for citizen 
involvement and criteria to be applied when considering neighborhood traffic 
management requests. If the City Council supports the Commission 
recommendation, then it is recommended that the draft speed hump policy be 
presented to the Traffic Commission for its consideration prior to returning to the City 
Council. It would also be prudent to direct staff to provide a more detailed cost 
analysis of a speed hump program, and a recommended funding source." 

Council Member Edgar thought it was important for staff to find out if the speeding 
issue was specific to New Dutch and Carrier Row neighborhoods or if it was more 
widespread. 
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Mr. Sheridan pointed out that no residents from other neighborhoods had come to 
speak to the issue at the Traffic Commission meeting. 

There being no one else wishing to speak, Mayor Parker closed the meeting to 
public comment. 

Mayor Parker thought it was important for residents to have options, noting the issue 
of portable speed humps or cushions should be reviewed. 

Council Member Driscoll supported the development of a speed hump policy, noting 
it presented an opportunity to discover the feasibility of such. 

Mayor Pro Tem Mejia appreciated the work staff and the Traffic Commission had 
done thus far, and pointed out Howard was a street that also had cut-through traffic. 

Council Member Grose stated that when he was on the Traffic Commission, the City 
Council had tasked them with conducting a Traffic Calming Study, which was done 
by the consulting firm of Katz, Okitsu & Associates. He stated the study was 
conducted in all neighborhoods, and the consultants had established the following 
criteria: 1) signage; 2) chokers; and, 3) traffic circles. He pointed out there were 
safety concerns with speed humps, as well as a loss of parking spaces. He 
expressed support for the speed hump policy adopted by Chino Hills. 

Council Member Grose made a motion to approve consideration of a speed hump 
policy, and direct staff to return with a policy similar to that of Chino Hills. Council 
Member Edgar seconded the motion. 

Mayor Parker made a substitute motion to approve #3 on page 5 of the staff report, 
"Support the Commission's recommendation to develop a speed hump policy, and 
direct staff to prepare draft speed hump policy standards for citizen involvement and 
criteria to be applied when considering neighborhood traffic management requests. If 
the City Council supports the Commission recommendation, then it is recommended 
that the draft speed hump policy be presented to the Traffic Commission for its 
consideration prior to returning to the City Council. It would also be prudent to direct 
staff to provide a more detailed cost analysis of a speed hump program, and a 
recommended funding source." 

Council Members Grose and Edgar accepted the substitute motion as an 
amendment to their motion, with the caveat that no consultant would be hired to 
assist. 

Motion/Second: Grose/Edgar 
Unanimously carried: The City Council: 

1. Directed staff to prepare draft speed hump policy standards for citizen 
involvement and criteria to be applied when considering neighborhood traffic 
management requests; and, 
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2. Directed staff to present the speed hump policy to the Traffic Commission for its 
consideration prior to retuming to the City Council; and, 

3. Directed staff to provide a more detailed cost analysis of a speed hump program, 
and a recommended funding source." 

Citizen Recognition Program 
Request for the City Council to consider establishing a Citizen Recognition Program. 

Interim City Manager Rudat summarized the staff report, referring to the information 
contained therein, and answered questions from the City Council. 

Mayor Parker expressed support for the program, and Council Member Driscoll 
agreed it was a great idea. 

Council Member Grose wanted to make sure the proposed program would not 
preclude anyone from being recognized at a Council meeting that had not gone 
through the program. He suggested a one-year trial period for the proposed 
program. 

Mayor Parker pointed out the program would create more opportunity for the public 
to be recognized, and would not preclude others being honored that had not gone 
through the program. 

Mayor Pro Tem Mejia expressed support for the program, adding it allowed for 
recognition of average, unsung heroes. 

Council Member Driscoll agreed the proposed program should not affect recognition 
of others outside of the program process. She did not support a trial period for the 
program. 

Mayor Parker suggested the program allow more than one person to be chosen as 
Citizen of the Month. 

Motion/Second: Driscoll/Mejia 
Unanimously carried: The City Council adopted Ihe Citizen of the Month Program, 
with criteria proposed by staff, with a change that aJlowed for more than one person 
to be chosen as Citizen of the Month. 

MAYOR AND COUNCil INITIATED BUSINESS 
Council Announcements 
At this time, Council Members may also report on items not specifically described on the 
Agenda that are of interest to the community, provided no action or discussion is taken 
except to provide staff direction to report back or to place the item on a future Agenda. 

Council Member Driscoll spoke about the Orange County Fire Authority's booklet on the 
recent Santiago fires, and submitted copies of such to the City Council. She highlighted 
information contained within the booklet and urged Council to review. 
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Mayor Pro Tem Mejia congratulated Althea Miller for her contributions to LATV, and 
encouraged the members of the new Cable Television Commission to look to her for 
guidance and information. She spoke about her attendance at the following: 1) blood drive 
at the JFTB; and, 2) Orange County Water District Tour and class. She commented the 
street improvement project looked great and seemed to be moving quickly. 

Mayor Parker asked to close the meeting in honor of Barbara Jean Borge, a much loved 
resident that had passed away on Easter Sunday. He went on to speak about his 
attendance at the following: 1) Orange County Sanitation District meeting; 2) Orange 
County Vector Control District meeting; and, 3) League of California Cities meeting. 

Council Member Edgar spoke about his attendance at the following: 1) Orange County 
Council of Governments (OCCOG) meeting; 2) Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG); and, 3) Transportation subcommittee meeting. He suggested 
agendizing Item C of the Interim City Manager's contract or adding it to the Budget 
workshop. Interim City Manager Rudat advised he would work with Council regarding his 
goals and objectives, and bring back at a later date. Mayor Parker asked to see the goals 
at the next meeting. Interim City Manager Rudal stated the goals would be part of the 
Budget workshop. 

Council Member Grose spoke about his attendance at the following: 1) SCAG meeting at 
the Orange County Transportation Authority; 2) Rivers & Mountains Conservancy meeting­
March 24; and, 3) California League of Cities policy committee meetings, Wednesday 
(Administrative Services) and Thursday (Community Services). He went on to advise 
residents to apply for the recent vacancies on the new Cable Television and Personnel 
Appeals Commissions. He asked staff to check into posting the entire City Council agenda 
on the website so everyone could access the staff reports and back up materials. 

13. ITEMS FROM THE CITY MANAGER 
None 

14. CLOSED SESSION· CONTINUED 

3A. Conference with Labor Negotiator 
City Representative: David L. Rudat, Interim City Manager 
Unrepresented Employees: Executive Management, Middle Management and Non­

Management Employees 
Authority: Government Code Section 54957.6 

City Attorney Derleth read aloud Closed Session item 3A, and the City Council recessed 
into Closed Session. The Closed Session was conducted from 10:34 p.m. to 11 :02 p.m. 

RECONVENE 
Mayor Parker reconvened the meeting at 11 :03 p.m. City Attorney Derleth stated there was 
no reportable action. 
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15. ADJOURNMENT 
The meeting was adjourned at 11 :04 p.m., in memory and honor of much loved resident, 
Barbara Jean Borge. The next meeting of the, City Council is scheduled for Monday, 
April 21, 2008, in the City Council Chambers. 

ATTEST: 

ENNETH C. ARKER, Mayor 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

RESOLUTION NO. 08-01 

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE 
CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS, CALIFORNIA, CONDITIONALLY 
APPROVING PLANNED SIGN PROGRAM PSP 07-02, A 
REQUEST TO REMOVE ONE (1) POLE SIGN, TWO (2) WALL 
SIGNS, AND ONE (1) PRICE SIGN, AND REPLACE ALL WITH 
ONE (1) MONUMENT SIGN, TWO (2) PRICE CABINETS, TWO 
(2) 76 LOGO EMBLEMS ON THE CANOPY FASCIA, AND ONE 
(1) WALL SIGN; AND INSTALL A THREE (3) FEET HIGH 
FASCIA AROUND THE EXISTING CANOPY AT 5100 KATELLA 
AVENUE IN THE GENERAL COMMERCIAL (C-G) DISTRICT 
(APPLICANT: T AIT & ASSOCIATES ON BEHALF OF 
CONOCOPHILLIPS 76 SERVICE STATION). 

SECTION 1. The Planning Commission does hereby find, determine and declare 
as follows: 

A. That an application for a Planned Sign Program was submitted by the 
applicant, TAIT & Associates, to add, modify, and replace signage 
throughout the service station. The proposed changes represent the 
corporate "Oasis" brand identity of the new owner, Conoco Phillips, and 
introduce a new color scheme. The applicant is requesting approval to 
remove one (1) pole sign, two (2) wall signs, and one (1) price sign, and 
replace all with one (1) monument sign, two (2) price cabinets, two (2) 76 
logo emblems on the canopy fascia, and one (1) wall sign; and install a 
three (3) feet high fascia around the existing canopy; and implement a 
Planned Sign Program at 5100 Katella Avenue in the General Commercial 
(C-G) District; and; 

B. That said verified application constitutes a request as required by Section 
17.34.090.5.B (Planned Sign Program required for Service Stations) of the 
Los Alamitos Municipal Code, and; 

C. That the Planning Commission reviewed the Planned Sign Program on 
January 14, 2008, and based upon the evidence presented, set forth the 
following findings required by Section 17.28.060 of the Los Alamitos 
Municipal Code: 

1. The proposed Planned Sign Program, as conditioned, will satisfy 
the intent of Chapter 17.28 and the General Plan because the 
proposed signs will protect public and private investments in 
buildings and open spaces; preserve and improve the appearance 
of the City as a desirable environment in which to live and to work; 
enhance visual unity; promote unifying design characteristics; 
create an attractive and pleasing atmosphere for nonresidents who 
come to visit or to trade; and prevents excessive, conflicting and 
confusing sign displays. 



2. 

3. 

The design of the project, as conditioned, will not cause substantial 
environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or 
wildlife or their habitat. According to the guidelines for 
implementing the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the 
proposed project is Categorically Exempt pursuant to Section 
15301 (Class 1) (g) of CEQA and the City's Local Guidelines for 
implementing the CEQA. 

The proposed signs, as conditioned, are in harmony and visually 
related to the following: 

., The signs will be in harmony with other signs located on the site 
by incorporating a uniform color scheme that integrates the 
colors of Oasis Red, Oasis Silver, Oasis White, and Pantone 
#76 Blue; by incorporating a design that is consistent across all 
signs in the presentation of the corporate branding; and by 
incorporating the use of Plexiglas materials for durability; and; 

• The signs will be in harmony with the building they identify. The 
materials are visually related to the building being identified as a 
service station and are designed as an integral part of the 
overall building and site design using the approved colors and 
materials contained herein; and; 

., The signs will be in harmony with surrounding development in 
that the signs are of a size and type that are commonly used in 
other commercial properties and the colors are not garish but 
are complementary to the site and also are commonly used in 
commercial signage. 

4. The approval of the Planned Sign Program will not adversely affect 
surrounding land uses or obscure adjacent conforming signs. 

SECTION 2. Based upon such findings and determinations, the Planning 
Commission hereby approves PSP07-02, subject to the following conditions: 

Planning 

1. 

Resolution No. 08-01 

Approval of this application is for the design and installation of new 
signs at 5100 Katella Avenue as PSP07-02, modified by the 
conditions of approval. Subsequent submittals for this project shall 
be consistent with such plans subject to such additions, revisions, 
changes, or modifications as required by the Planning Commission, 
and in compliance with the applicable land use regulations of the 
Los Alamitos Municipal Code. 
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2. New plans showing revised design with modifications must be 
submitted for review and approval by the Director. The revised 
drawings shall reflect the following: 

A 

Resolution No. 08-01 

The applicant is requesting to remove the existing pole sign 
and replace with a monument sign; remove 1 price sign and 
replace with 2 illuminated price cabinets; remove 2 wall 
signs and replace with 1 wall sign; and to install 2 canopy 
signs and the canopy fascia to be built as follows: 

1. The eXisting pole sign is freestanding and is located in 
the landscaped area adjacent to the corner of Katella 
Avenue and Siboney Street. The pole sign shall be 
removed and replaced with a monument sign that 
does not exceed 8 feet in height, and 32 square feet 
in sign area. The sign includes the round 76 brand 
logo in red with blue typeface, on a silver background. 
Changeable pricing copy is white on a red 
background; copy to be placed on both sides of the 
sign. The sign is supported on a stone base, type as 
shown on the plans submitted with application 
PSP07-02. 

2. The existing small price sign shall be replaced with two 

3. 

4. 

internally illuminated price signs. The dimensions of 
the signs shall be modified from the dimensions given 
on the submitted plans to not to exceed three feet six 
inches in height; the sign copy includes the 76 logo in 
red, blue, and white with red border on a white 
background, with changeable white numbers on a red 
background, copy to be on both sides of the sign. 

The proposed wall sign shall read "Snack Shop" and 
shall be 2 feet 3 inches high and 8 feet 1 inch wide 
and shall be positioned in an existing sign location on 
the Katella Avenue side of the building to the left of 
the front door. The sign shall consist of white lettering 
on a blue background, incorporating the "76" logo 
therein. The sign is internally illuminated. 

Two canopy signs, reading "76", shall be 27 inches in 
diameter for a total of 10 square feet. The internally 
illuminated sign shall match that on the monument 
sign. It shall consist of individual white-edged blue 
lettering on a red background. The sign shall be 
located on the west side of the canopy above the 
station pumps. 
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3. 

5. The canopy fascia shall be replaced with a total of 183 
linear feet in length and 3 feet in height, for a total 
area of 549 square feet of an aluminum composite 
material that is mostly red, with silver trim, and white 
on the ends of each side. 

Prior to the issuance of building permits for the signs, the applicant 
shall submit for review and approval plans for the rehabilitation and 
resurfacing of the surface parking area at the site in conformance 
whh Los Alamitos Municipal Code requirements for commercial off­
street parking and loading. The resurfacing shall include re-striping 
as per Los Alamitos Municipal code requirements and shall also 
meet the requirements for handicapped accessibility. 

4. Prior to the issuance of permits for the signs, the applicant shall 
obtain permit for the canopy roof replacement. The applicant shall 
replace the existing roof of the canopy with clay tile material, and 
shall be maintained so as not to appear weathered, faded, or 
damaged. 

5. Prior to the issuance of permits for the signs, the applicant shall 
obtain permits for snack shop roof replacement. The applicant shall 
replace the existing roof of the snack shop with clay tile material, 
and shall be maintained so as not to appear weathered, faded, or 
damaged. 

6. 

7. 

Prior to issuance of permits for the signs, the applicant shall submit 
a landscape plan that demonstrates the upgrading of the plant 
materials at the site as originally submitted on a color board as a 
part of the previous request known as PSP07-01. All landscaping in 
the site, including, without limitation, trees, shrubs and other 
vegetation, drainage and irrigation systems, shall be installed as 
provided in the landscape plan as approved by the City and shall 
be permanently maintained in good, first class condition, healthy, 
without deterioration, free of waste and debris. All trees shall be of 
a 15 gallon size as a minimum. Dead or diseased plants shall be 
promptly replaced with landscaping similar in type, size and quality. 
Automatic irrigation systems shall be properly maintained and other 
reasonable and adequate landscape maintenance facilities and 
procedures shall be provided to fulfill the foregoing requirements. 

The applicant shall maintain the site, including all parking, building, 
and landscaping areas per Section 17.14.070 of the Los Alamitos 
Municipal Code. 

8. Approval of Planned Sign Program PSP07-02 shall be valid for a 
period of eighteen (18) months from the date the approval goes into 
effect. If the signage approved by this action is not established 
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9. 

within such time period, such approval shall be terminated and shall 
thereafter be null and void. 

Planned Sign Program PSP07-02, as modified, is approved 
exclusively as a precise plan for the location and design of the 
signs as shown on the relevant drawings referenced in No.1, 
above, and subject to such additions, revisions, changes or 
modifications as may be required by the Planning Commission 
hereunder. Applicant must submit revised drawings to incorporate 
the changes and modifications approved herein. Any relocation, 
alteration, addition to, or use of any sign design, color, or material 
not specifically approved shall nUllify this approving action. If any 
changes are proposed regarding the location or alteration of the 
signs, an amendment to this permit must be submitted to the 
Community Development Director. If the Community Development 
Director determines that the proposed change or changes are 
consistent with the provisions and spirit and intent of this approval 
action, and that action would have been the same for the proposed 
change or changes as for the proposal approved herein, the 
amendment may be approved by the Community Development 
Director without requiring a public meeting. 

10. Failure to satisfy andlor comply with the conditions herein may 
result in a recommendation to the Planning Commission andlor City 
Council for revocation of this approval. 

11. Prior to permit issuance, the applicant, and applicant's successors 
in interest, shall be responsible for payment of all applicable fees. 

12. Prior to permit issuance, the property owner/applicant shall file an 
Acknowledgment of Conditions of Approval with the Community 
Development Department. The property owner/applicant shall be 
required to record the Acknowledgment of these conditions of 
approval with the Office of the Orange County Recorder and proof 
of such recordation shall be submitted to the Community 
Development Department. 

13. The applicant shall submit complete plans for plan check and 
obtain all required building permits. All applicable conditions herein 
must appear on, and be noted on, the final working drawings prior 
to the issuance of a building permit. 

14. Periods of construction during which noise levels may have an 
adverse impact on nearby uses shall be limited as follows: 7:00 
a.m. until 5:00 p.m. during the week; 8:00 a.m. until 5:00 p.m. on 
Saturday; and not at all on Sunday or federal holidays. 

15. Applicant shall comply with applicable City, County, and/or State 
regulations. 
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Building Department 

16. The applicant/operator shall submit complete plans, including 
necessary engineered drawings, for plan check prior to building 
permit application. 

NPDES 

17. The applicant shall meet the Minimum NPDES (National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System) Requirements for new construction, 
prior to the issuance of any grading or building permit. 

18. Applicant shall identify on plans or the permit all BMPs that will be 
used on the project in accordance with the Orange County 
Construction Runoff Guidance Manual, latest edition. BMPs shall 
be reviewed and approved by the City prior to issuance of the 
permit. 

19. Detailed hardscape, landscape and irrigation plans shall be 
prepared by a licensed landscape architect. Such plans shall be 
designed in accordance with the "Landscape and Irrigation Design 
Requirements" of the City and shall be submitted for approval by 
the City prior to the issuance of building permits. 

20. The construction site shall be maintained in a wet-down condition to 
the degree necessary to prevent excessive dust. Spillage shall be 
removed from the public right-of-way althe end of each working 
day by sweeping or sprinkling, to the satisfaction of the City 
Engineer; however, watering that results in mud on a public street 
will not be permitted as a substitute for other cleaning methods. All 
washed water shall be captured and properly disposed. 
Discharges to the storm drain are prohibited. 

21. For projects not covered under the provisions ofthe NPDES 
General Permit, an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan shall be 
prepared showing the proposed locations of best management 
practices. This plan must be submitted to the Building Department 
for review prior to any ground disturbing activities. 

I 

22. An on site storm water treatment system must be submitted for I 
review before release of the storm water to public storm drain 
system per Orange County NPDES Storm Water Program. 
Applicant must comply with all current NPDES requirements. 

23. For ongoing property maintenance, use dry methods to clean the 
fueling area whenever possible. If using pressure-washing, 
temporarily block the downstream drain or contain runoff and pump 
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out the accumulated water. Properly dispose of the water. 
Discharges into the storm drain are prohibited. 

22. The applicant shall maintain irrigation standards that regulate water 
delivery rates that do not exceed the infiltration rate of the soil. 
Discharges into the storm drain are prohibited. 

SECTION 3. The Secretary of the Planning Commission shall forward a copy to 
the applicant, and any person requesting the same. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this 14th day of January, 2008, by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

ATTEST: 

Resolution No. 08-01 

Daniel, Harty, Loe, Shloss, 

DeBolt, Sofelkanik 
None 
Hult 
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MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
OF THE CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS . 

REGULAR MEETING - MONDAY, JANUARY 14, 20GS 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

A regular meeting of the City of Los Alamitos Planning Commission was called to order 
at 7:00 p.m. by Chair Hult in the City Council Chambers, 3191 Katella Avenue, Los 
Alamitos. 

2. ROLL CALL 

Present: 

Absent: 

Present: 

Commissioners: Daniel, De801t, Harty, Hult, Loe, Shloss, 
Sofelkanik, 

Commissioners: None 

Staff: Lisa Heep, Community Development Director 
Dani Wray, Assistant Planner 
Jamie Raymond, Assistant City Attorney 

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

4. PLANNING COMMISSION REORGANIZATION 

Chair Hull asked for nominations for the position of Chair. 

Chair Hult nominated and Commissioner Sofelkanik seconded a motion for 
Commissioner Shloss to the position of Chair. 

Commissioner Shloss thanked the Commissioners and elected to decline the 
nomination. 

Vice-Chair Daniel nominated and Chair Hult seconded a motion for Commissioner 
Sofelkanik to the position of Chair. 

Commissioner Sofelkanik stated that he felt it was an honor, but stated there were other 
Commissioners who had yet had the opportunity to serve as Chair, a position which he 
had previously served. 

Commissioner Sofelkanik nominated and Chair Hull seconded a motion for 
Commissioner Loe to the position of Chair. 

Commissioner Loe elected to decline the position. 



Commissioner Shloss nominated and Chair Hull seconded a motion for Commissioner 
DeBolt to the position of Chair. 
Chair Hull nominated and Vice-Chair Daniel seconded a motion for Commissioner 
Shloss to the position of Vice-Chair. 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

Daniel, DeBolt, Hull, Loe, Shloss, Sofelkanik, Harty 
None 
None 
None 

5. ORAL COMMUNICA nONS 

Chair DeBolt opened Oral Communications to the public. 

Pat Blanchard spoke regarding a project at 2741 Farquhar which was built in 2002. She 
felt that the building that was constructed at the site did not match what the Planning 
Commission approved. She thanked Chair DeBolt for speaking up at the last meeting 
regarding the project. 

Chair DeBolt clarified for the record that he made no mention of any project specifically 
relating to 2741 Farquhar. 

Chair DeBolt closed Oral Communications. 

fl. MINUTES 

A. Approval of the minutes for the meeting September 10, 2007. 

Chair DeBolt referred to page 10 of the minutes, second paragraph, and asked that the 
tape be reviewed and context added to clarify his comments. 

Motion/Second/Carried: DeboltlShloss 

Carried to approve the meeting Minutes from September 10, 2007 as amended. 
, 

AYES: Daniel, DeBolt, Hult, Loe, Shloss, Sofelkanik, Harty 
NOES: None 
ABSENT: None 
ABSTAIN: None 

7. STAFF REPORTS 

A. Planned Sign Program PSP07 -02 (Tait & Associates for ConocoPhillips): 
This is a request to remove one (1) pole sign, two (2) wall signs, and one (1) 
price sign, and replace all with one (1) monument sign, two (2) price cabinets, 
two (2) 76 logo emblems on the canopy fascia, and one (1) wall sign; and 
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install a three (3) feet high fascia around the existing canopy; and implement 
a Planned Sign Program at 5100 Katella Avenue in the General Commercial 
(C-G) District (ConocoPhillips 76 Service Station). 

Commissioner Hal! recussed himself from the meeting due to a conflict of interest due 
to his residence location in relation to the subject project. 

Ms. Wray summarized the staff analysis, referring to the information contained therein, 
and responded to questions from the Commission. 

Ms. Wray noted that the applicant has proposed a sign area that was too large, at 60 
square feet in height, whereas the City allows for 32 square feet height within the 
setbacks. She stated that the plans that were submitted as a part of the Commission 
packet indicates the placement of two additional illuminated price signs, one on Katella 
and one on Siboney, and from the plans it appeared they were freestanding ground 
mounted, however, the applicant has informed staff that the signs would be mounted 
onto the light standards, which are located in the setbacks. She further stated that 
mounting the signs onto the light standards would be a problem because they would not 
meet the City's height limitations, which was eight feet. 

Commissioner Daniel asked if the light poles were existing. 

Ms. Wray answered affirmatively. She stated that if the applicant modified their plans 
by decreasing the size of the signs, they could keep the proposal 10 mount them on the 
light standards. 

Commissioner Daniel asked if there was an elevation of the proposed sign. 

Ms. Wray responded in the negative stating that the applicant did not supply an 
elevation drawing. 

Ms. Wray stated that staff was recommending approval of the Sign Program with the 
following modifications: 

.. The monument sign area 10 be reduced from a proposed 60 square feet to a 
conforming 32 square feet or less; 

• The freestanding price signs measuring 3 feet by 6 feet are to be reduced in size 
to conform to the height limitation of three feet and six inches from grade at curb 
in both the required setbacks and the sight safety triangle; 

.. The canopy rehabilitation to include the replacement of the existing roof material 
to one such as clay tile; 

.. The snack shop rehabilitation to include replacement of roofing materials, such 
as clay tile; 
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• Resurfacing of the asphalt on the site to comply with site development standards 
as outlined in Chapter 17.38.130; 

• Upgrades in landscaping materials and quantities that will enhance the 
appearance of the site, as well as bring the site into compliance with the City's I 
landscaping development standards. In addition to the landscaping upgrades 
submitted as a part of this request, staff recommends that the applicant 
reconfigure the landscape islands to meet today's standards and submit a 
landscape plan for review and approval prior to permit issuance for signs. 
Installation of landscape materials shall be completed prior to sign-offs of 
permits. 

Chair DeBolt asked the applicant to respond to Commission questions. 

Jose Gandara representing Tate and Associations stated that ConcoPhillips has sold 
the property and the new owner will take procession in March and has plans to change 
the appearance of the existing facility. He explained that was why the scope of work 
has been scaled back until the new owner takes over and proposes a new design. He 
referred to the resurfacing of the site, which staff was recommending, and he stated the 
asphalt was not in a dilapidated state or crumbling due to deterioration but was 
discolored due to the saw cutting that occurred during the remediation of the site. He 
stated that replacing the existing roof with a tile roof would require significant 
modifications to the structure, which did not make sense at this time since the new 
owner was going to· propose an expansion in the future. He felt that the NPDES 
requirements listed in the Conditions of Approval were not applicable because they 
were not proposing any site work at this time, such as grading. 

Mr. Gandara stated that with regard to the size of the monument price sign, they have 
made considerable effort in attempting to comply with the Commission request to 
remove the existing pole sign, which his client has agreed to, and replace it with a 
monument sign. He stated that the State of California regulated price signs should not 
be regulated or mandated by local jurisdictions. However, he is being penalized by the 
City by including the price sign in the total amount of the square footage of signs for the 
site. He asked that the price signs not be counted and included in the total amount of 
sign square footage for the site and that the Commission approve the signs as 
proposed. 

Mr. Gandara referred to the landscaping and stated that the existing landscaping was 
well maintained and he was proposing to improve the area where the new sign would 
be installed. 

Commissioner Sofelkanik asked Ms. Raymond to address the applicant's statement 
regarding price signs and how they relate to local jurisdiction. 

Assistant City Attorney Raymond staled that the Business and Profession's Code 
regulates price signs for service station. She explained that the Code requires a price 
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sign to be clearly visible from both streets when there was a station at an intersection. 
She added that she felt the price sign on the corner the applicant is proposing did not 
meet the Business and Profession Code type price sign and that was two other signs on 
the light standards were needed. She stated that staff included the corner monument 
sign in the overall sign calculations because it was not exempt under state or federal 
law and therefore, under the City's jurisdiction. 

Chair DeBolt complimented the applicant for coming back to the Commission with a 
plan that did away with the pole sign, which he felt was a major accomplishment. 

Chair DeBolt referred to the report which notes Section 13531. (a) ... The advertising 
medium shall be clearly visible from the street or highway adjacent to the premises. 
When the place of business is situated at an intersection, the advertising medium shall 
be clearly visible from each street of the intersection. He asked for the distance for 
which the advertising medium was required to be visible. He questioned the need for 
the signs that were proposed to be perpendicular to the streets, since the monument 
sign on the corner would be clearly visible. 

Chair DeBolt referred to the requirement for repaving the asphalt in the parking lot and 
stated that if an owner was going to go to the expense of painting and upgrading a site, 
the asphalt repair would be the natural next step. He also felt that whether or not the 
owner chooses to do the repaving should be a business decision left up to him and 
would not make sense for the City to mandate the repaving. He felt that if the parking 
area was in a dilapidated condition with pot holes, it would be another issue. 

Chair DeBolt referred to the landscaping and asked if the landscaping plan staff was 
requesting would incorporate planters inside the parking area. 

Ms. Wray stated that the landscaping would be along the perimeter of the site. She 
further stated that if the station was built as this time, it would not meet the minimum 
landscape requirements. 

Chair DeBolt stated that he understood the requirement for new construction; however, 
he was struggling with what was originally a request from the applicant to paint a sign to 
all the new requirements from the City. 

Chair DeBolt referred to the staff report which stated that the monument sign exceeded 
the Code by 28 feet. He slated that if the sign were setback from the property line, he 
could understand the applicant's proposal for the size of the sign. He also noted that 
the overall sign age allowed on the property was 100 feet, and the applicant's proposal 
was below that requirement at 90 feet. He asked the Commission how they would feel 
to allow the applicant some latitude with the sign issue. 

Vice-Chair Shloss thanked staff for the excellent job preparing the report. She stated 
that she understood the reason the applicant originally came before the Commission 
was for a change in colors of their new corporate colors. However, the Commission had 

Planning Commission 
Minutes 

-5- January 14,2008 



the opportunity when these types of projects come forward to correct errors to that were 
done originally to a property, or bring a property up to current code. She also stated 
that compared with service station in surrounding cities, the subject station was no 
where near as aesthetically pleasing. She concurred with staff at least with adding 
more landscaping. She also stated that she felt tile roof would be an added benefit to 
the site. 

Commissioner Sofelkanik concurred that the City should take the opportunity to bring 
non-compliant properties up to Code when given the opportunity. 

Chair DeBolt suggested approving the resurfacing and landscaping requirements then 
putting it on hold for a certain period of time with a time limit on the Conditions, be it six 
or eight months, or however long it would take for a new owner to come to the City and 
submit a new plan and if a new plan was not submitted, then new owner would be 
required to comply with the resurfacing and landscaping requirements. 

Ms. Heep stated that one option the Commission might consider was to have the 
applicant submit plans for landscaping and re-slurring the parking lot along with bids for 
the cost, and then posting a bond for completion and have that part of the project 
completed, before a permit is issued for the replacement of the sign. 

Commissioner Sofelkanik asked if any City approval would be a part of the escrow for 
the property. 

Assistant City Attorney Raymond stated she was not sure of the arrangements for the 
sale. 

Commissioner Sofelkanik asked if the Conditions of Approval would be recorded 
against the property. 

Assistant City Attorney Raymond stated that a document of Acceptance of Conditions is 
recorded with the County recorder. 

Chair DeBolt asked if permits were not issued prior to the property being sold, could the 
new owner come to the City with a more encompassing proposal. 

Assistant City Attorney Raymond stated that a new proposal could be submitted to the 
City even after permits were issued. 

I 

Commissioner Sofelkanik stated that if the Conditions were approved the new owner I 
could either go forward with them or come to the City with a new proposal, so it would 
be a win-win situation either way. 

Chair DeBolt asked if the applicant wished to respond to the Commission comments. 
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Mr. Gandara stated that the application submitted to the City was originally for to 
change out of the brand image from 76 to ConcoPhillips, which would have changed the 
colors from red and blue to red and white for the signage and would have entailed a 
change out of the existing sign faces. Now an original $10,000 project has turned into a 
$60,000 project. ConcoPhillips, as part of the escrow, is going install the monument 
sign and the canopy signs for the new owner of the site. He further stated the new 
owner mayor may not brand with ConcoPhillips. He stated that other improvements to 
the site are not part of the escrow, which was why he was focused on the signage and 
did not agree with the other conditions staff was imposing for the site at this time as the 
new owner may want to submit plans for himself. 

Vice-Chair Shloss felt that the Resolution should be adopted with the staff 
recommendations and if the new owner wants to come in with new plans in the future 
that could be treated as a different submittal. 

Commissioner Sofelkanik slated that since the new owner would be in place by March if 
the Commission approves the Resolution, the new owner can take a great deal of time 
to either comply or not, as far as pulling the permits. He would have liked to hear from 
the new owner before making a decision to determine what the new owner's intentions 
were for the site. 

Chair DeBolt stated that the sign code should be adhered to and the conditions 
approved knowing that if the new owner decides to implement the approved plan it was 
there, or he may come in with a more encompassing plan for the site. He agreed with 
staffs position on the added Conditions of Approval. 

Commissioner Sofelkanik asked the applicant if he concurred with staffs 
recommendations. 

Mr. Gandara responded in the negative. 

Chair DeBolt stated that if the staff recommendations were approved, then the 
applicant's proposal would be accepted with staffs modifications, which would make the 
project comply with the City Codes. He stated that after the Commission's approval, it 
would be up to the applicant whether or not to accept that approval by acknowledging 
the Conditions with a signature. He asked if the applicant accepted the Conditions of 
Approval, would that preclude him from returning with another proposal. 

Assistant City Attorney Raymond stated it would not. The applicant could also appeal 
the Commissions decision 10 the City Council. 

Motion/Second: Shloss/Debolt to adopt Resolution 08-01 with the modified conditions 
as submitted by slaff and set forth in the Conditions of Approval. 

AYES: 
NOES: 

DeBolt, Harty, Loe, Shloss 
Daniel, Sofelkanik 
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ABSENT: None 
ABSTAIN: Hull 

8. COMMISSIONER COMMENTS 

None. 

9. ITEMS FROM COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

None. 

10. ADJOURNMENT 

Meeting adjourned at 8:15 p.m. to Monday, February 11,2008. 

ATTE 

Dani Wray, Assistan lanner 
LOS ALAMITOS PLANNING COMMISSION 
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