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C. Klug Ted Hilton
Administration Planning Department
Past Caces Involving Alamitos-Belmont September 5, 1968

Corporation and Required Walls on
Southerly and Westerly Property Lines

The following is a brief history of the Alamitos~Belmont Corporation and
various zoning cases Involving thelr property and the required walls,

The question of the block walls along the scutherly and westerly portion of

the subject property was first mentioned in case ng, S.P,A,-124-64, The follow-

ing is an excerpt from the Council minutes: “For Clarificatlon purposes the
Staff recommends that the condition of approval be modified to require that a
six foot biock wall be constructed by the developer along the southerly and
westerly boundary of the subject property,” This recommendation was inciuded
In the Clity Council Resolutlion 2767~64 which approved the origlnal site plan
for Alamitos-Belmont Corporation.

On June 10, 1965, the Planning Commission at the request of the applicant
held a public hearing to reconsider the question of the required walls listed
above, At the public hearing the Planning Commission could not reach a
decision on the above matter and il was sent to the City Councll without a
recommendation (the Plarning Commission split 3 = 3 on this matter). The
City Council considered this matter and recommended that the Planning
Commission approve a wall on the southerly boundary with a 19' alley Instead
of the regular 20' alley and that the wall requirement on the westerly
boundary be conditioned on the closing of the pending escrow agreement between
Alamitos-Belmont Corporation and the Henderson Property to the west, The
Planning Commission consid-red this recommendatlion on July 22, 1967, and
recommended that the wall requirement be waived entlirely.

The City Council on August 24, 1967 resolved that '"no action could be taken
since a subsequent appiication has been flled with the Planning Commission and
any action taken on this request would be moot."

On March 10, 1966, the Mayor (George Honold) sent a létter to W. Ray Henderson
in which he stated '"when S.P,~115-65 was approved by the Planning Commission
and not appealed within the time limit provided by the Municipal Code, the
fence requirement was walved and it Is my understanding that the City's
Municipal Code does not now provide for further action on this matter by the
City Council,"

Two cases were flled by Alamitos-Eelmont Corporation which superseded S.P,~126-64

both of which were not consummated, They are S.P.-115=65, which proposed a

golr ceurse on the property and the adjacent Henderson property, and S.P.A,~107-66,

which proposed additlonal units to the west cn the Henderson property,




Spetember

S.F.A.~107-66, which rezoned a portion of the Alamitos-Belmont property
from R-2 to R-3, was approved.in April, 1966 with the added condition that
a block wall along the westerly site boundary adjacent to the R=1 zoned
property be constructed,

S.P.=125=567 approved rezoning of the southerly portion of the subject property.
t this hearing no mentfon was made of the required wall, Therefore, the
wall is required as a condition of S.P,-107-66 as stated above,

TED HILTON
Principal Planner




October 24, 1967

Honorable John Knox
12730 San Pablo
Richmond, California

Dear Sir:

In reference to your question regarding the Council directive
pertaining to the wall separating the property of William

EfTinger from that of your parents, there Toilows an excerpt
of the Council Minutes for your information:

April 5, 1966

SITE FPLAR AMENDMFNT 107-66 - WILLYIAM R, EFFINGER - WEST
SIDE OF CASA LINDA LANE, SOUTHERLY CF GARDEN GROVE BLVD.

Counot lwoman Barr moved, seconded by Ccuneilman Raimuataere,
that Site Plan Amendment 107-66 be approved with the added
requirement that the applicant conatruct a masorry block
wall, not lesa than siz feet in height, along the waest site
boundary, extending from the C-2 zome boundary on the north
to Central Avenue on the south, except that said wall shall
respect the height limitations of the required yards alorg
Central Avenuz, and shall be provided prior to the final
projact inspection but need not be provided along any portion
of the bowndary which is adjacent to property zoned io othar
than R-1 at the time of the final inspection. The foregoing
motion carried by the followirg vota:

AYES: COUNCIIMER: BALLARD, BARR, KNOELLER, RAINWATERS, HONOLD

NOES: COUNCILMEN: NONE
ABSENT: COUNCILMEN: NONE
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Mr. Knox Page 2 N October 24, 1967
At this point, Mr. Effinger has not completed his apartment project and i
; therefore has not been required to comstruct any of the wall. He has Y
; plans for construction on the balance of his property in the near future
: and the wall woula be required at such time as he completes his project.
: Very truly yours, _
- Oudley N. Lapham
F ; , , City Adainistrator
CFM/3m
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f’ g %, T0: Harry Peirce FROM: James C. Casper
‘ DEPT.:  Bullding ~ DEPT.:  Planning
SUBJECT:  C-2 Property West of Casa DATE: August 30, 1966

Linda Lane

The City Attorney's office has informed us that that portion of Mr. l{11iam

R. Effinger's property zoned C-2 and located on Garden Grove Boulevard and

extending from Casa Linda Lane approximately 628 feet westerly {s no longer
- subject to the application cf previous site plans on the subject property.

et AR i A TR S 5 PRI

The future construction on the subject préperty. therefere, is only subject
to Building Code and Zoning Ordinance regulations normally applied to
cosmercial development in a C-2 zone,

= James C. lasper, AssTstant Planning Director

£C/jm
bec: Ted, Stew, Don, Larry
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ORDINANCE NO. 877

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE AMENDING THE GARDEN GROVE
MUNICIPAL CODE AND PARTICULARLY ARTICLE IX THEREOF, ENTITLED "LAND
USE" .

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE DOES
HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1:

Article IX of the Municipal Code of the City of
Garden Grove 1is hereby amended by the following addition:

Section 9203,20.80

SPA-107-66 .1s hereby adopted and the property shown
on the map attached hereto is rezoned to the R-3 zone
as shown thereon. Zone Map Part D-8 is hereby amended
accordingly.

SECTION 2:

This Ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after
adoption, and shall within fifteen (15) days of adoption, be published
witg the names of the Councilmen voting for and against the same,
in the Orange County Evening News, a daily newspaper of general
circulation, printed, published and circulated in the City of
Garden Grove, ‘

The foregoing Ordinance was approved and adopted by
the City Council of the City of Garden Grove on the 19th day cf
April, 1966. ‘

GEORGE B. HONOLD
YOK Or THE

ATTEST:
GWEN WIESNER

3

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF ORANGE © ) 88
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE ;

I, GWEN WIESNER, City Clerk of the City of Garden Grove, do hereby

certify that the foregoing Ordinance had its first reading on April
12_, 1956, and had its second reading on April 19 . 196%, and

was adopted by the following vote, to wit:

AYES: COUNCILMEN: BALIARD, BARR, KNOELLER, RAINWATERS, HONOLD
NOES: COUNCILMEN: NONE
ABSENT : COUNCILMEN: NONE

GWEN WIESNER
CLTY CLERK OF THE TTITY OF GARDEN GROVE
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MINUTES OF COUNCIL MECTING
April 19, 1966

s A i e

ORDINANCE NO, 877 was presented for second reading and the title read in full,
. being an ordinance amending Article IX of the Municipal Code as pro--

- ' posed by Site Plan Amendment 107-66, the title being AN ORDINANCE
: OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE AMENDING THE GARDEN GROVE MUNI-

. CIPAL CODE AND PARTICULARLY ARTICLE IX THEREOF, ENTITLED "IAND
oo USE",

e There being no request to the contrary, reading in full of said Ordinance
wi: s waived, after which Councilwoman Barr moved, seconded by Council-
man Knoeller, that Ordinance No. 877 be passed and adopted., Said
motion carried by the following vote:

A;x'ES:' COUNCILMEN: BALIARD, BARR, KNOELLER, RAINWATERS, HONOLD
* ' NOES: COUNCILMEN: NONE
. ABSENT: COUNCILMEN: NONE
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MINUTES OF CCOUNCIL MESTLNG
April 12, 1966

QRDINANCE NO. 877 was introduced for first reading and the title read in full,
. being an ordinance amending Article IX of the Municipal Code as pro-
posed by Site Plan Amendment 107-66, the title being AN ORDINANCE
OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE AMENDING THE GARDEN GROVE MUNI-
CIEAL CODE AND PARTICULARLY ARTICLE IX THEREOF, ENTITLED “LAND
USE".

There being no requi:st to the contray, reading in full of said Ordinance
was walved, after v hich Councilwoman Barr moved, seconded by Council-
man Knoeller, that Ordinance No. 877 be passed to second reading, Said
motion carried by the following vote: ’

AYES: COUNCILMEN: BALLARD, BARR, KNOELLER, HONCLD
NOES: COUNCILMEN: NONE ‘
ABSENT: COUNCILMEN: RAINWATERS

[P — -




April 20, 1966

Mr. William R. Effinger
9252 Garden Grove Boulevard
Garden Grove, California

Dear Mr. Lffinger:

We ara enclosing for your information and use a copy of Resolution
No. 3136-66, entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE APPROVING SITE PLAN AMENDMENT
107-66, which was adcpted by Council at their regular maating
heid Aprii 1Z, i366.

We have attached a copy of Planning Commission Resolution No.
1986 to said City Council Resolution, and if we may be of further
service, please call on us.

Very truly yours,

CITY OF GARDEN GROVE

CITY CLERK

GW:cs
Enclosures
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RESOLUTION NO. 3136-66

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
APPROVING SITE PLAN AMENDMENT 107-66

‘WHEREAS, Site Plan Amendment 107-66 proposes a site plan for the
construction of multiple dwelling units and rezoning from R-2 to R=3 or a
more restrictive zone on property located on the west side of Casa Linda
Lane between approximately 307 feet and 805 feet southerly from the center~
line of Garden Grove Boulevard and extending in depth for approximately 627
feet westerly fror: the centerline of Casa Linda Lane. Subject site plan also
requests variances from Section 9217.7c¢(1) and Section 9217.2 of the Munici~
pal Code; and

WHEREAS, the City Planning Commissicn recommended approval of
Site Plan Amendment 107-66 on February 24, 1966; and

WHEREAS, on March 15, 1966, after a public hearing, the City
Council referred the case back to the Planning Commission with the recomumienda~-
tion that a condition be added to require a block wall along the westerly site
boundary adjacent to R~1 zoned property; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on the 24th day of March, 1966,
concurred with the City Council's recommendation, as reflected in its Resolu~
tion No. 1986; and

WHEREAS, the City Council again gave due and careful consideration
to the matter on the 5th day of April, 1966.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:

That Site Plan Amendment 107-66 be and it is hereby approved, subject
to the added requirement that the applicant consiruct a block wall along the
westerly site boundary adjacent to R~1 zoned property.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF GARDEN GROVE THIS 12th day of April, 1966, by the following vote, to wit:

AYES: COUNCILMEN:  BALLARD, BARR, KNOELLER, HONOLD
OES: CCOUNCILMEN: NONE

ABSENT: COUNCILMEN: RAINWATERS
/8/ George B. Honold

MAYOR OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE

ATTEST:

'/§/ Gieen Wiesner
CITY CLERK OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF ORANGE ) 8S:
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE )

I, GWEN WIESNER, City Clerk of Ganlen Grove, do hereby certify that the
foregoing Resolution was introduced and adopted at a regular meeting of the
City Council of Garden Creve held April 12, 1366.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, 1 have herennto set my hand and affixed the official
seal of the City of Garden Grove this 12¢h day of April, 1966,

i e o s o e




RESOLUTION NO. 3136-66

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
APPROVING SITE PLAN AMENDMENT 107-66

WHEREAS, Site Flan Amendment 107-66 proposes a site plan for the
construction of multiple dwelling units and rezoening from R-2 to R-3 or a
more restrictive zone on property located on the west side of Casa Linda
Lane between approximately 307 feet and 805 feet southerly from the center-
line of Garden Grove Boulevard and extending in depth for approximately 627

. feet westerly from the centerline of Casa Linda Lane. Subject site plan also
e ~' requests variances from Section 9217.7c(1) and Section 9217.2 of the Munici-
pal Code; and

AN ; WHEREAS, the City Planning Commission recommended approval of
Site Plan Amendment 107-66 on February 24, 1966; and

WHEREAS, on March 15, 1966, after a public heax"ing, the City :
Council referred the case back to the Planning Commission with the recommenda=-
tion that a condition be added to require a block wall along the westerly site : i
boundary adjacent to R-1 zoned property; and |

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on the 24th day of March, 1966,
concurred with the City Council's recommendation, as reflected in its Resolu-
tion No. 1986; and

WHEREAS, the City Councll again gave due and careful consideration
to the matter on the 5th day of April, 1966.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:

That Site Plan Amendment 107-66 be and it is hereby approved, subject
to the added requirement that the applicant construct a block wall along the
westerly site boundary adjacent to R-1 zoned property.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOQOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OP. GARDEN GROVE THIS 12th day of April, 1966, by the following vote, to wit:

AYES: COUNCILMEN:  BALLARD, BARR, KNOELLER, HONOLD

NOES: COUNCILMEN: HNONE

. ABSENT: COUNCILMEN: RAINWATERS
/5] George B. Henold
MAYOR OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE

. '/S/ Guen Wiesner
. CITY CLERK OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY QF ORANGE ) ss:
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE )

v
.

I, GWEN WIESNER, City Clerk of Garden Grove, do hereby certify that the
foregoing Resolution was introduced and adopted at a regular meeting of the
Clty Council of Garden Grove held April 12, 1966.

I i apitonnn,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the official
seal of the City of Garden Grove this 12th day of April, 1966.

v .
’/_b/‘ Gooon Wicaner

CITY CLERX QF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE




MINUTES OF COUNCIL MEETING
April 12, 1966

RESOLUTION NO, 3136-66.was presented and the title read in full, being A
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
APPROVING SITE PIAN AMENDMENT 107-66. There bsing no request
to the contrary, reading in full of said Resolution was waived, after
which Councilman Knoeller moved, seconded by Councilwoman Barr,
that Resolution No. 3136~66 be passed. Saild moiion carried bv the
follct'n'ﬂnn b

asef Veihe

AYES: COUNCILMEN: BALIARD, BARR, KNOELLER, HONOLD

NOES: COUNCILMEN: NONE
‘ABSENT: COUNCILMEN: RAINWATERS

N B s g
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MINUTES CF COUNCIL MEETING
April 5, 1966

SITE PIAN AMENDMENT 107-66 ~ WILLIAM R, EFFINGER - WEST SIDE OF CASA
LINDA TANE, SOUTHERLY OF GARDEN GROVE BOULEVARD

Councilwoman Barr moved, seconded by Councilman Rainwaters, that
Site Plan Amendment 107-66 be approved with the added requirement
that the applicant construct a masonry block wall, not less than six
feet in height, along the west site boundary, extending from the C-2
zone boundary on the north to Central Avenue on the south, except
that said wall shall respect the height limitations of the required yards

ala ~ »
along Cenwal Avenue, and sha

\venue, and shall be provided prior to the final project

inspection but need not be provided along any nortion of the boundary
which is adjacent to property zoned to other than R-1 at the time of
the final inspection. The foregoing motion carried by the following vote:

AYES: COUNCILMEN:
NOES: COUNCILMEN: NONE
ABSENT: COUNCILMEN: NONE




PUBLIC HEARING
. ITEM NO,

INITIATED BY: WILLIAM R, EFFINGER
9252 GARCEN GROVE BOULEVARD
GARDEN GROVE, CALIF.

REQUEST: APPROVAL OF A SITE PLAN FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF MULTIPLE DWELLING
UNITS AND REZONING FROM R-2 TO R-3
OR A MORE RESTRICTIVE ZOME AND
VARIANCES FROM THE MUNICIPAL CODE
PERTAINING TO WALKING DISTANCES
BETWEEN UNITS AND PARKING AREAS,
AND PARKING 3PACES REQUIRED,

LOCATION: WEST SIDE OF CASA LINDA LANE,
SOUTH OF GARDEN GROVE BOULEVARD.

DATE: MARCH 24, 1966

APPLICANT'S REASON FOR REQUEST:
"The proposed plan will enable us to continue owr development as
originally planned and would be in keeping with recent actions of the Planning

Commigeion and the City Council with adjacent and contiguous property.”
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SITE PLAN NO. S.P.A.-107-66

STAFF REPORT
FEBRUARY 24, 1966

GENERAL OBSERVATIONS:

1. Subject case was initiated by William R. Effinger, as applicant.
2. The applicant requests the approval of a site plan for the construction
of mu]tip]e dwelling units and rezoning from R-2 to R-3 or a more restrictive zone

on property located on the west side of Casa Linda Lane between approximately 307

feet and 805 feet southeriy frcm the centerline of Garden Grove Boulevard and

extending in depth for approximately 627 feet westerly from the centerline of
Casa Linda Lane. Subject site plan also requests variances from the following

Sections of the Municipal Code:

a. Section 9217.7c(1) - Walking distances between units and parking areas.
b. Section 9217.2 - Parking spaces required.

3. The subject property is presently zoned R-2 and is unimproved.
4. Existing land use and zoning of property in the vicinity of the
subject property is as follows:
a. North: Zoned C-2 and is partially improved with a commercial building.

b. South: Zoned R-2 and is improved with multiple family dwellings.

c. East: Zoned R-1 and is unimproved.

d. West: Zoned R-1 and is unimproved.

5. Past cases affecting the subject property include:

a. S.P.A.-126-64, a site plan for multiple units and rezoning to R-2
for the residential portion of the subject property, was approved by the
Planning Commission and City Council in 1964.

b. S.P.A.-107-65, a site plan for multiple dwelling units and rezoning
to R-2 for the residential portion of the subject property, was approved by
the Planning Comnmission and City Council in 1965,

c. A-115-55'rezoned the westerly contiguous property from R-1 to C-2

and R-3.
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&. S.P.-115-65, a site plan for multiple dwelling units, an office
building, restaurant, and a pitch and putt golf course and driving range
oh thé subject property and adjacent property to the west, was approved
by the Commission on July 22, 1965. v
6. This request is to amend a portion of S.P.-115-65 With a revised

site'planvamendment which proposes rezoning from R-2 to R-3 and the following
variances:
a. Section 9217.7¢(1) which requires that all parking spaces shall
be located within 150 feet of the dwelling unit they are intended to
serve. The applicant is asking for a variance for 21 parking spaces
that exceed this 150 fcot requirement.
b. ‘Section 9217.2 requires 1% parking spaces for each dwelling
unit, plus % space for each dwelling unit for guest parking. The
applicant is asking for a variance for 16 required guest parking spaces.
The applicant cannot count curb parking for Casa Linda Lane because this street
at present is not developed to its full width. When the property easterly of
Casa Linda Lane developes, the applicant cauld count on 2} additional guest
parking spaces, which would eliminate the present ]6 space deficit.

7. Except for parkirg deficiencies, the squect site plan conforms

to Code'provisions.

I, IMPLICATIONS OF THIS PROJENT UPON YHE GENERAL PLAN OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE:

1. Preliminary lLand Use Element - The proposed project is in conformance

with the Preliminary Land Use Element of the City of Garden Grove.

2. Preliminary Public Services Element - Flood Control and Drainage - No

major General Plan facilities are involved, Local drainage facilities, however,

may be affected.

3. Preliminary Public Services Element - Water Supnly - Major water

distribution facilities exist along both Garden Grove Boulevard (12 inch) and

Magnolia Avenue (12 inch) and are adequate to serve this property.

s B Syt
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SPA-107-66 (continued)

4, ‘Streets and Highways Element - Garden Grove Boulevard and Magnolia

Avenue, both primary highways, will serve as the primary points of access to this
development. Both highways are deficiant in right-of-way and improvements in the
vicinity of the proposed project.

5. Preliminary Public Buildings Element - Public Schools - Creation of the

154 apartment urits of the type proposed in this project could generate approximately
97 children of which 68 would be of school age. On a total basis, this would imply
the use or creation of approximately 2 classrooms in the school district. Elementary
school children would attend Stanford School, which is located approximately 3/4

riile to the ndrth and west. Because of the hazard in crossing Garden Grove Boulevard,
elementary students from this project would be bussed to school. Junior high

school students would attend Jordan School, which is located on Woodbury Road, 1%
miles to the south and east. These students would also be bussed. High school
students would walk to Boisa Grande High School, iocated 1 mile to the south.
Sidewalks do not exist along most of the home-to-schcol rcute.

6. Preliminary Public Buildings Element - Fire Protection - The subject

property is served by Fire Staticn Nc. 2,located on Gilbert Street approximately 1%
miles to the north. Eventually, the property will also be served by Station No. 6
which is proposed on Brookhurst Street south of the Freeway. The property is so
situated that it is just at the edge of the 1} mile service area of each of these
stations. A portion of the development will be outside the desirable 1% mile service

area.

7. Preliminary Public Buildings Element - Public Libraries - Creation of 154

apartment units of the type proposed in this project could generate approximately 378
residents of whom 323 would be potential users cf library facilities. The additional
residents would imply the use or creation of approximately 103 square feet of gross

floor space within the local litrary system. The nearest brancn Jibrary facility
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is lccated on Chapman Avenue, approximately 1% miles to the north.

8, Preliminary Recreaticn Element - The approximately 378 persons residing

in-this project would generate a demand for an additional .75 acres of developed

B : parkjland in the City. No park exists in the neighborhood in which the subject
| g property is a part. The population potential in this neighborhood, as expressed
in the Recreation and Parks Element, is 3,700.

9. This case was approved by the Commission at its February 24, 1966
meeting. The City Council considered the case on March 15 and referred it back
to the Planning Commission with the recommendation that a condition be added
requiring the applicant to provide a wall along the westerly site boundary

adjacent to the R-1 zoned property to the west.

-
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M EMORANDTUWM

City Administrator FROM: Cline F. Martin
Site Plan No. S.P.A.-107-66 DATE: April 5, 1966

Follewing are conditions which the Council may want to consider relative to a
requirement for a wall along the west site boundary of the project:

1.

There shall be constructed a masonry block wall, not less than

six feet in height, along the west site boundary, extending from
thc;C-Z zone boundary on tha north to Central Avenue on the south,
except as herein provided. The wall shall respect the height
limitations of the required yards along Central Avenue. Such wall
shall be provided prior to the final project inspection but need not
be provided along any portion of the boundary which is adjacent to
property zoned to other than R-1 at the time of the final inspection.
A masonry block wall not less than six feet in height shall be
constructed southerly from Central Avenue, adjacent to the west line
of the alley, along the line which was formerly the west boundary of
the subject property to the north line of the lots fronting on
Imperial Avenue within the time 1imits specified in Number 1 above.
The wall shall be constructed on the private property to the west of
the alley if, within thirty days from the date of this Resolution, the
owner of the property to the west grants to the applicant an acceptable
eascment to encroach upon the property to construct such wall and
accepts the responsibility for the mainterance of such wall., Should
such easement or acceptance not be acceptable to the owner to the west
within the time specified, this condition shall be void. Should the wall
be constructed, it shall respect the height limitations of required

yards along Central Avenue.

i S St e 5 sy MR U S 7
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M EMORANUDUM

T0: City Administrator FROM: Cline F. Martin
SUBJECT: Site Plan No. S.P.A.-107-66 DATE: April 5, 1966

1. There shall be constructed a masonry block wall, not less than

;; ‘ six feet in height, along the west site boundary, extending from
. ,V é; the C-Z zone boundary on the north to Central Avenue on the south,
except as herein provided. The wall shall respect the height

limitations of the required yards along Central Avenue. Such wall

shall be provided prior to the final project inspection but need not
be provided along any portion of the boundary which is adjacent to
property zoned to other than R-1 at the time of the final inspection.
2. A masonry block wall rot less than six feet in height shall be
constructed southerly from Central Avenue, adjacent to the west line
of the alley, along the line which was formerly the west boundary of
the subject property to the north line of the lots fronting on
Imperial Avenue within the time limits specified in Number 1 above.
The wall shall be constructed on the private property to the west of
the alley if, within thirty days from the date of this Resolution, the
owner of the property to the west grants to the applicant an acceptable
easement to encroach upon the property to construct such wall and
accepts the responsibility for the maintenance of such wall. Should
such easement or acceptanca not be acceptable to the owner to the west

within the time specified, this condition shall be void. Should the wall

SR B ettt s

be constructed, it shall respect the height limitations ¢f required

yards along Central Avenue. ”, y




April 1, 1966

Mr., William R, Effinger

9252 Garden Grove boulevard
Garden Grove. California

Re: Site Plan No. S.P.A.-107-66
Dear Sir:

The Plenning Commission of the City of Garden Grove concurred
with the City Council's recommendation on the above mentioned

- request at its ineeting on March 24, 14966. The matter will now

be forwarded to the City Ccuncil for the required public hearing.

This approval is subject to any conditions or deficiencies
enumerated in the attached resolution. Subsequent Council action
may also result in cenditions being imposed.

In either case, building permits may not be issued until the
conditions have been met, the déficiencies eiiminated, any
necessary ordinances have been passed, and any required waiting
period has elapsed.

Further informatfon regarding the consummation of the conditions
as outlined in the attached resolution can be recefved from the
Planning Department.

Yours truly,

Cline F. Martin, Secretary
Garden Grove Planning Commission

CFM/3m

Encicsure
Resolutfon No. 1986
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RESOLUTION NO.__ 1936

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSIGN
QF -THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE CONCURRING
WITH CITY COUNCIL'S RECOMMENDATION
REGARDING SITE PLAN NO. S.P.A.-107-66.

WHEREAS, in the matter of S.P.A.-107-66, the Planning' Commission of the
City of Garden Grove does report as follows:

R B

1. Subject case was initiated by William R,:Effinger;'as'applicant.

2. The applicant requests the appraval_cf.a.site.plan: for:.the construction
of multiple dwelling units and rezoning .from R-2.to.R-3 orra mcre:restrictive zone
on property located on. the west side.of Casa Linda.Lane between approximately 307
feet and 805 feet southerly.from the centerline of Garden Grove Boulevard and
extending in depth for approximately 627 feet westerly from the centerline of Casa
Linda Lare.: Subject site plan.also. reque sts.variances-from. the following Sections

of the Municipal Code: ..

a. Section 9217.7¢(1).-.Walking distances between units and parking areas.
b. Section 9217.2 - Parking spaces required.

3. The subject property is presently zoned R-2 and is unimproved.

4, Existing land use and zoning of property in the vicinity of the subject
property is as follows:

a. North:; Zoned C-2 and is partially imprdVed with a commercial building.
b. South: Zoned R-2 and is imb}oved with multiple family dwellings.

¢, East: Zoned R-1 and is unimproved.

d. West: Zoned R-1 and is unimproved.

Past cases affecting the subject property inciude:

a. S.P.A.-126-64, a site plan for multiple units and rezoning to R-2
for the residential portion of the subject property, was approved by the
Planning Commission and City Council in 1964,

b. S.P.A.-107-65, a site plan for multiple dwelling units and rezening
to R-2 for the residential pcrtion of the subject property, was.approved by the

Planning Commission and City Council in 1965.

c. A-115-65 rezoned the westerly contiguous property from R-1 to C-2 and
R-3.

d. S.P.-115-65, a site plan for multiple dwelling units, an office
building, restaurant, and a pitch and putt golf course and driving range
on the subject property and adjacent property to the west, was approved
by the Commission on July 22, 1965,

6. The subject case was considered on March 15, 1966 by City Council and
referred back to the Planning Commission with the recommendation that a condition be
added requiring a wall along the westerly site boundary adjacent to the R-1 zoned

property to the west.
WHEREAS, the Planning Cormission findings are as follows:

. 1. The Planning Commission has reviewed this case and concurs with the
City Council recommenation.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Planning Coumission of the City of
Garden Grove does hereby concur with City Council’s recomnendation regarding

Site Plan No. S.P.A.-107-66.




ADCPTED AND APPROVED this 24th day of March, 1966.

J. R. WILDE
CHAIRMAN

/s/

I HEREBY 'CERTIF‘{ that the foregoing resolution was duly adopted at a
reqular meeting of the Planning Commission of the City of Garden Grove which was
keld on March 24, 1966, and carried by the following vote, to wit:

AYES: COMMISSIONERS:.  FURR, MERCADO, MOVIUS, WILDE, WOOLLEY
NOES: COMMISSIONERS: = FOSHEE
ABSENT: COMMISSIONERS:  BAIR

/s/__CLINE F. MARTIN
SECRETARY

B i N ot i
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OLD BUSINESS: SITE PLAN NGO, S.P.A.-107-66
INITIATED BY: WILLIAM R. EFFINGER
REQUEST: APPROVAL OF A SITE PLAN FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF MULTIPLE DWELLING
UNITS AND REZONING FROM R-2 TO R-3
OR A MORE RESTRICTIVE ZONL AND VARIANCES
FROM THE MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO
WALKING DISTANCES BETWEEN UNITS AND
PARKING AREAS, AND PARKING SPACES

REQUIRED
LOCATION: WEST SIDZ OF CASA LINDA LANE,
SOUTH OF GARDEN GROVE BQOULEVARD
DATE: ; MARCH .24, 13966

Mr. Martin briefly reviewed the case history from February 24, 1966
e ’ to the present.. He advised that the Commission may either concur

: ' in the Council recommendation, reaffirm its original decision (which
did not include the requirement for any walls beyond those walls
required by the Municipal Code), or make some other recommendation which
pertains only to the issue made the subject of the Council's
recommendation. The Staff suggests, however, one of the following
two alternatives:

1. That a condition be attached requiring the construction of a wall,
prior to the final inspection of the project, along the west site
boundary adjacent to R-1 zoned property, or

2. That the Commission call to the Council's attention that Section
9217.8(b) will apply to this project. This Section automatically

requires that the applicant provide a six foot block wall along the
west site boundary where the subject property is contiguous to "R"

zoned property. The provisions of the Code would be enforced by the :
——— Building Department as a routine matter in connection with the regular ;
development of the site. :

Since two zoning cases have been approved but not consummated which i
pertain to the property to the west, the application of the Codc !
provision, rather than the recommended condition, would seem to provide
a more equitable approach to a solution. The question is not whether
a wall will be constructed; it is instead, whether the applicant will
be required to provide such a wall as others &are, under the provisions
of the Code, or if he will be singled out for treatment in some other
manner. The application of either of the two approaches may end in the
same result; it may not. Unless there are peculiar circumstances

~ which the Commission may feel exist and which would warrant an extra
effort to assure the wall construction, the Staff would suggest that
the Code provisions are probably adequate. One particular problem
does exist here, however, which he feels bears the Commission's :
consideration. That is that the Council has expressed some concern
with the way in which the whole question of the wall on this site
has been handled in the past. For this reason, the Stafi recommends
that the Commission concur in the Council's recommendation.

~

I o

It was moved by Commissioner Furr, seconded by Commissioner Wilde,
that a resuiution be adopted concurring in the Council's recommendation
on S.P.A.-107-66.

In response to a question by Commissicrer Woolley, Mr. Martin stated
the requirement of the wall on the west will have no effect on the
waiver of the wall on the south,

Commissioner Foshee stated that in concurring with the City Council’'s
recommendation he is swayed by the willingness of Mr. Effinger to
accommodate this revision and that it should not reflect general
pulicy of the City to make such requirements on all such similar ; E
developments., Mr. Effinger is offering to do this and Cormissioner e
Foshee is hesitant to imply that this is a condition of the City. » '
This should not imply application in a broad manner.

Mr. Martin stated that in attaching a condition, there are two distinct
probiem areas which are going to have to ultimatoly be handled

differently by two conditions: 1) the portion south of Central, and 2)
the portion to the north of Central,
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- LOCATION:

DATE:

3o

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

S.P.A.-107-66 (RESOLUTION KO.__ 1966).

REQUIRED
WEST SIDE OF CASA LINDA LANE,
SOUTH NF.GARDEN GROVE BOULEVARD
MARCH 24, 1965 :

Mr. Martin briefly reviewed the case history from February 24, 1966

te the present. He advised that the Commission may either concur

in the Council recommendation, reaffirm its original decision (which

did not include the requirement for any walls beyond those walls
required by the Municipal Code), or make some other recommendation which
pertains only te the issue made the subject of the Council’s
recommendation. The Staff suggests, however, cne of the following

two alternatives:

1. That a condition be attached requiring'the construction of a wall,
prior to the final inspection cf the project, along the west site
boundary adjacent to R-1 zoned property, or

2. That the Commission call to the Council's ettention that Section
9217.8(b) will apply to this project. This Section automatically
requires that the applicant provide a six foot block wall along the
west site boundary where the subject property is contiguous to "R"
zoned property. The provisions of the Code would be enforced by the
Building Department as a routine matter in connection with the regular
development of the site,

Since two zoning cases have been approved but not consummated which
pertain to the property to the west, the application of the Code
provision, rather than the recommended condition, would seem to provide
a more equitable approach to a solution. The question is not whether

a wall will be constructed; it is instead, whether the applicant will
be required to provide such a wall as others are, under the provisions
of the Code, or if he will be singled out for treatment in some other
manner, The application of either of the two approaches may end in the
same result; it may not. Unless there are peculiar circumstances

which the Commission may feel exist and which would warrant an extra

~effort to assure the wall construction, tne Staff would suggest that

the Code provisions are probably adequate. One particular probiem
does exist here, however, which he feels bears the Commission's
consideration. That is that the Council has expressed some concern
with the way in which the whole gquesticn of the wall on this site
has been handled in the past. For this reason, the Staff recommends
that the Commission concur in the Council's recommendation.

It was moved by Commissioner Furr, seconded by Commissioner Wilde,
that a resolution be adopted concurring in the Council's recommendation
on S.P.A.-107-66.

In response to a question by Commissioner HWoolley, Mr. Martin stated
the requirement of the wall on the west will have no effect on the
waiver of the wali on the south.

Commissioner Foshee stated that in concurring with the City Council's
recommendation he is swayed by the willingness cf Mr. Effinger to
accommodate this revision and that it chould not reflect general
policy of the City to make such requirements on all such similar
developments., Mr., Effinger is offering to do this and Commiscioner
Foshee is hesitant to imply that this is a condition of the City.
This should not imply application in a broad manner.

Mr. Martin stated that in attaching a condition, there are two distinct
problem areas which are going to have to ultimately be handled
differently by two conditions: 1) the portion south of Central, and 2)
the portion to the north of Central,

Said motion was carried by the following vote:

COMMISSIONERS:  FURR, MERCADO, MOVIUS, WILDE, WOOLLEY
COMMISSIONERS:  FOSHEE
COMMISSICNERS:  BAIR

In response to a quostion by Mr. Effinger regarding the time limit on
the constructicn of the wall, Mr. Martin stated the Council did not
stipulate any particular time 1imit. It will have to be resolved at
the Council level,

Chairman Wilde instructad the Staff to orepare the proper resolution
for the concurrence with City Council recommendation regarding




PUBLIC HEARING
SITE PLAN NO. S.P,A.-107-66

INITIATED BY:

REQUEST:

LOCATION:

DATE:

APPLICANT'S REASON FOR REQUEST:

e
2 ITEM 1O, gi{J

WILLIAM R, EFFINGER
9252 GARDEN GROVE BOULEVARD

'GARDEN GROVE, CALIF,

APPROVAL OF A SITE PLAN FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF MULTIPLE DWELLING
UNITS AND REZONING FROM R-2 TO R-3
OR A MORE RESTRICTIVE ZONE AND
VARIANCES FROM THE MUNICIPAL CODE

PERTAINING TO WALKING DISTANCES

BETWEEN UNITS AND PARKING AREAS,
AND PARKING SPACES REQUIRED.

WEST SIDE OF CASA LINDA LANE,
SOUTH QF GARDEN GROVE BOULEVARD,

MARCH 24, 1966

"The proposed plan will enable us to comtinue cur development as

originally planned and would be in keeping with recent ac*fona of the Planning

Commisgion and the City Council with adjarent and contiguous pruoperty.
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SITE PLAN NO. S.P.A.-107-66

STAFF REPORT
FEBRUARY 24, 1966

GENERAL OBSERVATIONS:

1. Subject case was initiated by William R. Effinger, as applicant.

2. The applicant requests the approval of a site plan for the construction
of multiple dwelling units and rezoning from R-2 to R-3 or a more restrictive zone
on property located on the west side of Casa Linda Lane between approximately 307
feet and 805 feet southerly from the centerline of Garden Grove Boulevérd and
extending in debth for approximately 627 feet westerly from the centeriine of
Casa Linda Lang. Subject site plan also reguests variances from the following

Sections of the Municipal Code:

a. Section 9217.7c(1) - Walking distances between units and parking areas.
b. Section 9217.2 - Parking spaces required.

3. j rty ic presently zoned R-2 and is unimproved.
4. Existing land use and zoning of property in the vicinity of the
subject property is as follows:

a. North: Zoned C-2 and is partially improved with a‘commercial building.

b. South: Zoned R-2 and is improved with multiple family dwellings.

c. East: Zoned R-1 and is unimproved.

d. West: Zoned R-1 and is um’mproved.ka
5. Past caées affecting the subject property include:

a. S.P.A.-126-64, a site plan for multiple units and rezoning to R-2
for the residential portion of the subject property, was approved by the
Planning Commission and City Council in 7964.

b. S.P.A.-107-65, a site plan for multiple dwelling units and rezoning
to R-2 ‘for the residential portion of the subject property, was approved by
thé P1anning Commission and City Council in 1965.

¢. A-115-65"rezoned the westerly contiguous property from R-1 tn C-2

and R-3.
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d. S.P.-115-65, a site plan for multiple dwelling units, an office

building, restaurant, and a pitch and putt golf course and driving range

on the subject property and adjacent property to the west, was approved

by the Commission on July 22, 1965.

6. This request is tu amend a portion of S.P.-115-65 with a revised
site'plan amendment which proposes rezening from R-2 to R-3 and the following
variances: i

a. Section 9217.7c(1) which requires that all parking spaces shall j
; be located within 150 feet of the dwelling unit they are intended to
: serve. The applicant is asking for a variance for 21 parking spaces
that exceed this 150 foot requirement.
b. .Section 9217.2 requires 1% parking spaces for each dwelling
unit, plus 3 space for each dwelling unit for guest parking. The

applicant is asking for a variance for 16 required guest parking spaces.

The applicant cannot count curb parking for Casa Linda Lane because this street ,
at present is rot developed to its full width. When the property easterly of §

Casa Linda Lane developes, the applicant could count on 21 additional guest ‘ é

parking spaces, which would eliminate the present 16 space deficit. 5
7. Except for parking deficiencies, the subject site plan conforms
| to Code'provisions.

II. IMPLICATIONS OF THIS PROJECT UPON THE GENERAL PLAN OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE:

1. Preliminary Land Use Element - The proposed project is in conformance

L ——

with the Preliminary Land Use Element of the City of Garden Grove.

2. Preliminary Public Services EFlement - Flood Control and Drainage - No

major General Plan facilities are involved. Local drainage facilities, however,

may be affected.

3. Preliminary Public Services Element - Water Supply - Major water

distribution facilities exist along both Garden Grove Boulevard (12 inch) and

Magnolia Avenue (12 inch) and are adequate to serve this property,




SPA-107-66 (continued)

4, Streets and Highways Element - Garden Grove Boulevard and Magnolia

Avenue, botn primary highways, will serve as the primary points of access to this
development. Both highways are deficient in right-of-way and improvements in the
vicinity of the proposed project.

5. DPreliminary Public Buildings Element - Public Schools - Creation of the

154 apartment units of the type prcposed in this project could generate approximately
97 children of which 68 would be of school age. On a total basis, this would imply
the use or creation of approximately 2 c]éssrooms in the school district. Elémentary ;
school children would attend Stanford School, which is located approximately 3/4

mile to the ndrth and west. Because of the hazard in crossing Garden Grove Boulevard,
elemantary students from this project would be bussed to school. Junior high

school students would attend Jordan School, which is located on Woodbury Road, 1%

miles to the south and east. These students would also be bussed. High school

students would walk to Bclsa Grande High School, located 1 mile to the south.

Sidewalks do not exist along most of the home-to-school route.

6. Preliminary Public Buildings Element - Fire Protection - The subject

property is served by Fire Station No. 2,located on Gilbert Street approximately 14
miles to the north. Eventually, the property will also be served by Station No. 6
which is proposed on Bronkhurst Street south of the Freeway. The property is so
situated that it is just at the edge of the 1% mile service area of each of these
stations. A portion of the development will be outside the desirable 1% mile service

area.

7. Preliminary Public Buildings Element - Public Libraries - Creation of 154

i apartment units of the type proposed in this project could generate approximately 378

residents of whom 323 would he potential users of library facilities. The additional

residents would imply the use or creation of approximately 103 square feet of gross

floor space within the loctl library system. The nearest branch library facility ‘r .

T —



is located on Chapman Avenue, approximately 1% miles to the north.

8. Preliminary Recreation Element - The approximately 378 persons residing B

in this project would generate a demand for an additional .75 acres of developed
park land in the City. No park exists in the neighborhood in which the subject

iaroperty is a part. The population potential in this neighborhood, as expressed

L in the Recreation and Parks Element, is 3,700. ;
%i 9. This case was approved by the Commission at its February 24, 1966 :
¥
& meeting. The City Council considered the case on March 15 and referred it back 4
. . to the Planning Commission with the recommendation that a condition be added ;
requiring the applicant to provide a wall along the westerly site boundary ;
adjacent to the R-1 2¢ned property to the west. 5
g ;
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March 16, 1966

Mr. Car] Lehman
P. 0. Box 216
Garden Grove, California

Dear Mr. Lehman:

This {s to advise you that contrary to the schedule of
Fianning Commission meetings which I outiined at the
City Counci) Meeting last evening, we intend to place
on the March 24, 1966 Planning Commission Agenda, the
City Council's recommendation regarding Site Plan Ko.
S.P.A.-107-66.

The Commission's review of the Council action will not
be & public hearing,

Yours truly,

Cline F, Martin
Planking Director

CFM/ dm
bcc: City Clerk
M

&




March 16, 1966
1 Mr. William R. Effinger

9252 Garden Grove Boulevard
.. .. Garden Grove, California ‘
| Site Plan Ho. S.P.A.-1C7-66
Dear Sir: %
- March 24, 1966. Z
%

applicant notified




April 27, 1366

W. Roy Henderson

Lazy "H*® Rancho

13112 Cannery

Garden Grove, California

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Weo have your'letter of March 23, 1966, directed to the City Council
and/or the Planning Cemmigsion, and Mayor Honold also handed me
the letter your wifs forwarded him about the séme time concerning
the erection of a block wall fence along the westerly boundary of

the B¥finger development.

As you can see by the attached Resolution No. 3i36-635 of the City
Council passed oa April 12, 1966, the applicant in SPA 107-66 s
required to construct 8 block wall along the westacly site boundary
adjacent to k-1 zoned property. .

I hope this provides the information you requested in your letter,
however, if it does not, please do call upon us for@h« information.

Very truly yours,
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE
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Lazy "N" Rancho
13112 Magnolia
Garden Grove, Calif.

Plannin~ Comnission,
Zarden Grove City,
Tarden Grove, Czlifornla.
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" Lazy "N* Rancho
JEHerson 7-4569

13112 Cannery
Garden Grove, Calif.

March 23, 1966

darden Grove City Cou nall,

~ and/or
carden Grove Flanning Comuinzion,
Jarden Grove, California.

Gentleuens --

It has  recently teen broucht to my attention that
‘the recent recuirssent of the (arden Jrove City
Couneil ard the plennin: Commisslion thet the
Alanitoa~ Felmont Corcoration, Xr. v, 8, Iffinger
lanazer, to required to erect o blook~1rall fenee
tetween the propert.g they are developinzg and the
ggeraze lyins to the west or this proparty, seld
aceraze treinz owned my Lr. . fay Henderaon ané
“arguret ilondegacn, that she roquiyr exont te cZa-
forred for ons yoer, such deferrentzont teiny tasecd
upon tte¢ statezant of Mr, Effinger that he i3 na-
totiating for the purehose of the llenderson agsraze,

iz 1s to informyyou that such negotiations with
“re Zfflnger terminated on Zaptanber 10, 1365, und

at present there are n- nezotlations cr other in-
suntsrances sgainst the propzriy pending.

Yours truly,




Lazy “"H" Rancho

JEHierson 7-4569
13112 Cannery
Garden Grove, Calif.
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JEHlerson 7-4569
13112 Cannery
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Harch 2k, 1966

Mr. Carl J. Lehman
Post Offlce Sox 216
Gardan Grove, Californis

Dear Mr, Lehwan:

As you know, the block wall matters which you raisc In your letter of Merch 15,
1966 to the City founcll have been rzther exhaustlively reviewsd at various
Counci) meetings during the last sevaral months. Without enlarging further

cn those discusslions, the simplified answers to your questions asre as follows:

Under Mr. Effinger's original site plan the subject wall was & condition
end he was not relleved of the responsibility for installing It there-
under. The original site plan was, however, amended and thereby he was
relleved of that rasponsihlility.

The City Staff, under wy direction.

The Clity Councll's ordsr as contalned In Its rs:clution was not dis-
regarded as has bsen explalned many times. In & subsequent site plan
case In which the Planning Commission hed final authority, a condition
for 2 wall was not attached. The second site plan In effect revoked
the first.

The general enswer It "the courts!'; however In the context [in which you
pose the quastion In thls Instance, the answer Is that the Councll
vested with the Planning Coemisslon responsibilities regarding site
plans, whose actlons are final unless appezled.

Before presentation to the Planning Commlssion for actlon applicatlons
filed with the Planning Departmant are nften modiflad In order to corract
technlical errors, more adezuatsly show necessary Information or revisions
after consultation with the spplicant, No substantlve changes are made

at an adielnistrative leve! sfter a matter has been processed through

the Planning Cosmisslon or Clty Councl) unless authorlzation has been

glven by the Planning Cosmlssion or Clty Councll, As you know, resolution:




standardly stete that only minor modifications may be made at the Staff
level. This permlssion Is granted In order that applicants may be

relleved from golng back through time-consuming proceduras In gaining
minor correctlions.

| trust these rasponies satlsfy vour Inquirles.

Very truly yours,

DUDLEY N, LAPHAM
City Administrator

DNL:1s
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MEMORANDUM "

. e . .~ — — — -

TO: City Administrator FROM: Cline F. Martin

SUBJECT: Attached Letter DATE: March 17, 1966

Following are the answers to the five quastions in Mr. Lehman's letter:

1. When the original building permit was issued by the Buflding
Department, based on the City Council's approval of Mr. Effinger's
first site plan, the Building Department did not check the Council
resolution vwherein the coendition for the block wall was contafned.
It was only after Mr. Lehman called you that the resolution was
checked and the condition discovered. The mere issuance of a -
building permit based on a plan that did not show a wall, however,
did not dissolve Mr. Effinger from the responsibility of providing
: the wall.

% 2. The City Administrator.

: 3. The City Council's order as contained in its resolutiovn was not .
o disregarded as has been explained many times. In a subsequent , -t
site plan case in which the Planning Comnission had final authority, '
a condftion for a wall was noi.attached. The second site plan in
effect revoked the first,

" 4, The courts.

5. Applications filed with the Planning Department are often modified
in order to correct technical errors, more adequately show necessary
information or revised after consultation with the applicant. HNo
changes are made at an administrative level after a matter has been

- processed through the Flanning Comission or City Council unless
) authorization has been given by the Planning Commission or City .
Council., Administrative changes are often authorized. v
Se | CFM:cmh

Cline F. Martin, Planning Director -
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PUBLIC HFARING - SITE PLAN AMENDMENT 107-66

3 J5el Site Plan Amendment 107-66, initiated by Willlam R. Effinger, requesting ;
- rezoning from R-2 to R-3 on property located on the west side of Casa
Linda lane, southerly of Garden Grove Boulevard, and also requesting
variance from Secticns 9217.7(c) (1) and 9217.2 of the Municipal Code.
S The City Pianning Commission, pursuant to Resolution No. 1965, recom-
ST { mended approval of SPA 107-66 on February 24, 1966.

Pursuant to legal notice published March 4, 1966, a public hearing on the
case was ordered by the City Council to be held this date.

The Planning Director explained the recommendations of the Plaiining
Commission forwarded to the City Council by Resolution No. 1965 and
other related material,

The Mayor declared the public hearing opened and asked if anyone
wished to address the Council on the matter,




Mr. Carl Lehman, 9181 Imperial Avenue, appeared before the Council
and directed attention to the minutes of the Pianning Commissicn meeting
of February 24, 1966, at which meeting this site plan was under discussion.

At that time he brought up the question of:a block wall fence and there was

some discussion about it, and after the public hearing was closed a questicn

was asked of Mr. Martin. Mr. Lehman continued by reading from the minutes

of February 24ith wherein Mr. Martin responded to questions raised by Com-

missioners. Mr, Lehman spoke in rebuttal to the answers provided ky Mr.

Martin, after which he directed attention to the Planning Commission meet-

ing of July 22, 1965, at which, according to Mr. Lehman, a public hearing ;
was not held as alleged by Mr. Martin.  He continued by reviewing questions *
raised by Mr. Mercado at that same meeting, Mr. Lehman called attention to

his own testimony at other meetings where he did raise the question of the six

foot block wall. He concluded by reading a let er to the City Council dated

March 15, 1966, after which he submitted the letier for the record and requested

that he be provided answers to the questions raised in said letter.

Mr. Lehman addressed the Council again to state that he believed the owners
of property to the west of this property under consideration are stiil interested
in seeing the original conditions of a block wall imposed. Mr. Lehman under-
stands the bonds have not been released in that matter. - He stated he fails to
understand why resolutions and directives of the City Council are not carried
out. He reaffirmed prior requests that the City Council require a block wall
be constructed alcng the southerly and westerly boundary of the Effinger
development.

Mr. W. R. Effinger appeared before the Council as applicant and offered to
answer any questions the Council members may have concerning the proposasd
development.

There being no further response from the audience, the Mayor declared the
rublic participation portion of the hearing closed.

Council members entered into discussion concerning the matter of the wall at
or about the southerly boundary of the property, and it was the general consen-
sus of Council members that Mr. Effinger cannot now be required to construct
the southerly wall. Upon being questioned by Council members, Mr. Effinger
made the point that he has consistently offered to construct the wall if the
necessary footage is made available., He did request that if the Council does
require him to construct the southerly wall, the property owner to the east be
also required to construct a block wall along its southerly boundary when the
property is developed. Mr. Lehman offered the observation that the property
owners to the south have not necessarlly objected to the construction of a wall
on their property, but they had not been approached.

There being no further questions from Council members, the hearing was
deciared closed. ’

Councilman Knoeller moved, seconded by Councilwoman Barr, that Site Plan
. Amendment 107-66 be approved as recommended in Planning Commission

~ o Resolution No. 1965. The foregoing motion failed to carry by the following
] vote:

- AYES: COUNCILMEN: KNOELLER, HONOLD
: NOES: COUNCILMEN: BALLARD, BARR, RAINWATERS
ABSENT: ~ COUNCILMEN: NONE

Councilman Ballard moved, seconded by Councilwoman Barr, that Site Plan
Amendment 107-66 be referred back to the Planning Commission for reconsider-

ation with the recommendation that a condition be added to require a block wall

along the westerly site boundary adjacent to R-1 zoned property. Said motion PR
carried by the following vote:

AYES: COUNCILMEN: BALLARD, BARR, KNOELLER, RAINWATERS, HONOLD

NOES: COUNCILMEN: NONE
- ABSENT: COUNCILMEN: NONE




PUBLIC HEARING ”
SITE PLAN NO. S.P.A.-107-66 ITEM NO. 7é
INITIATED BY* WILLIAM R. EFFINGER
9252 GARDEN GROVE BOULEVARD
GARDEN GROVE, CALIFORNIA
REQUEST: APPROVAL OF A SITE PLAN FOR THE
. CONSTRUCTION OF MULTIPLE DWELLING
i? UNITS AND REZONING FROM R-2 70 R-3
OR A MORE RESTRICTIVE ZONE AND
VARIANCES FROM THE MUNICIPAL CODE
PERTAINING TO WALKING DISTANCES BETWEEN
UNITS AND PARKING AREAS,AND PARKING
A - SPACZS REQUIRED.
LOCATION: . WEST SIDE OF CASA LINDA LANE SGUTH
OF GARDEN GROVE BOULEVARD.
DATE: FEBRUARY 24, 1966
APPLICANT'S REASON FOR REQUEST: |
"The proposed plan will enable us to continue our development as )
oriéinally planned and would be in keeping with recent actions of the Planning
Commiggion and the City Cowncil with adjacent and contiguous property."
' |
. ; { S -
\ : \ .
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SITE PLAN NO. S.P.A.-107-66

STAFF REPORT
FEBRUARY 24, 1966

I. GENERAL OBSERVATIONS:

1. Subject case was initiated by William R. Effinger, as applicant.

2, The applicant requests the approval of a site plan for the construction
of multiple dwelling units and rezoning from R-2 to R-3 or a more restrictive zone
on property located on the west side of Casa Linda Lane betiween approximately 307
feet and 805 feet southerly from the centerline of Garden Grove Boulevard and
extending in depth for approximately 627 feet westerly from the centerline of
Casa Linda Lane. Subject site plan also requests variances from the following
Sections of the Municipal Code:

a. Section 9217.7c(1) - Walking distances between units and parking areas.
b. Section 9277.2 - Parking spaces reguired.

3. The subject property is presently zoned R-2 and is unimproved.
4, Existing 1and‘use and zoning of property in thé'vicinity of the
subject property is as follows:

a. North: Zoned C-2 and is partially improved with a commercial building.

b. South: Zoned R-2 and is improved with multiple family dwellings,

¢. East: Zoned R-1 and is unimproved.

d. West: Zoned R-1 and is unimproved.

5. Past cases affecting the subject preperty include:

a. S.P.A.-126-64, a site plan for multiple units and rezoning to R-2
for the residential portion of the subject property, was approved by the
Planning Commission and City Council ia 1964.

b. S.P.A.-107-65, a site plan for multiple dwelling units and rezoning

to R-2 for the residential portion of the subject property, was approved by

the Planning Commission and City Council in 1965.

¢, A-115-65 rezoned the westerly contiguous property from R-1 to C-2

and R-3,
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d. S.P.-115-65, a site plan for multiple dwelling units, an office
building, restaurant, and a pitch and putt golf course and driving range
on the subject property and adjacent property to the west, was approved
by the Commission on July 22, 1965,

6. This request is to amend a portion of S.P.-115-65 with a revised
site plan amendment which proposes rezoning from R-2 to R-3 and the following
variances:

’ a. Section 9217.7c(1) which requires that all parking spaces shall
be Tocated within 150 feet of the dwelling unit they are intended to
serve. The applicant is asking for a variance for 21 parking spaces
that exceed this 150 foot requirement.

b. Section 9217.2 requires 1% parking spaces for each dwelling
unit, plus % space for each dwelling unit for guest parking. The
applicant is asking for a variance for 16 required guest parking spaces.

The applicant cannot count curb parking for Casa Linda Lane hecause this street
at present is not developed to its full width. When the property easterly of
Casa Linda Lane developes, the applicant could count on 21 additional guest
parking spaces, which would eliminate the present 16 space deficit.

7. Except for parking deficiencies, the subject site plan conforms
to Code provisions.

II. IMPLICATIONS OF THIS PROJECT UPON THE GENERAL PLAN OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE:

1. Preliminary Land Use Element -~ The proposed project is in conformance

with the Preliminary Land Use Element uf the City of Garden Grove.

2, Preliminary Public Services Element - Flood Control and Drainage - No

major General Plan facilities are inVo]ved. Local drainage facilities, however,

may be affected.

3. Preliminary Public Services Element - Water Supply - Major water

distribution facilities exist along both Garden Grove Boulevard (12 inch) and

Magnolia Avenue (12 inch) and are adequate to serve this pronerty.




SPA-IO?efﬁ (continued)

4. Streets and Highways Element - Garden Grove Boulevard and Magnolia

Avenue, both primary highways, will serve as the primary points of access to this
development. Both highways are deficient in right-cf-way and improvements in the
vicinity of the proposed project.

5. Preliminary Public Buildings Element -~ Public Schools - Creation of the

154 apartment units of the type proposed in this project could generate approximately
97 children of which 68 would be of schcol age. On a total basis, this would imply
the use or creation of approximately 2 classrooms in the school district. Elementary
school children would attend Stanford School, which is lucated approximately 3/4

mile to the north and west. Because of the hazard in crossing Garden Grove Boulevard,
elementary students from this project wohid be bussed to school. Junior high

school students would attend Jordan School, which is located on Woodbury Road, 1%
miles to the south and east. These students would also be bussed. High schcol
students would wa}k to Bolsa Grande High School, located 1 mile to the south.
Sidewalks do not exist along most of the home-to-school route.

6. Preliminary Public Buildings Elenient - Fire Protection - The subject

property is served by Fire Station No. 2,located on Gilbert Street approximately 1%
miles to the north. Eventually, the property will also be served by Station No. 6
which is proposed on Brookhurst Street south of the Freeway. The property is so
situated that it ic just at the edge of the 1 mile service area of each of these
stations. A portion of the development wili be outside the desirable 1% mile service
area,

7. Preliminary Public Buildings Element - Public Libraries - Creation of 154

apartment units of the type prcposed in this project could generate approximately 378
residents of whom 323 would be potential users of library facilities. The additional
resydents would imply the use or creation of approximately 103 square feet of gross

flocr space within the local library system. The nearest branch library facility
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is located on Chapman: Avenue, approximately 1} miles to the north.

8. Preliminary Recreation Element - The approximately 378 persons residing -

in this'project would generate a demand for an additional .75 acres of developed
park land in the City. No park exists in the neighborhood in which the subject

property is a part. The population potential in this neighborhood, as expressed

in the Recreation and Parks Element, is 3,700.

B b

o i




CARL J. LEXMAN

POST OFFICE BOX 216 .etg
GARDEN GROVE, CALIFORNIA, C"Y or 64'}

March 15, 1966 w
Hun 178 7 4 g4

Members of the City Council

" Garden Grove, California

On July 7, 1984, the City Council held a public hearing on 5ite Plan
Amendment 126-6%4, Tract llo. 5584. As a result of that public hearing
and subsequent action by the City Council a resolution (lio. 2767-64%)
was passed on July 14, 1964 which reads in part; "that a six foot
block wall be constructed by the developer along the south and west
boundary of the property.” .
On July 6, 1965, the City Council held another public hearing on
SPA 126-64 and reaffirmed the action taken on July 7, 196% and con-
tained in Resolution No. 2767-64.,

On April 28, 1965, W. R. Effinger, the developer, wrote to the City
Council; "we will construct a six foot high concrete block wall" and
"1+ has always been our desirs to have a block wall along the South

boundary line. If the Clty Council will accept our proposal, we feel
that all parties will have their desires satisfied.™"

On September 14, 1965, I met with the City Council and, after present-
ing the facts concerning this case, asked for answers to the following
questions: ; .

1. Why weren't the directions contained in the Council's Resolution
carried out?

2. Who is responsible for carrying out the Council's orders?
3. Who countermanded or disregarded the Council's orders?
L, Who has authority to overrule the Council?

5. If an appiication is filed with the Planning Commission can the
Planning Director change 1it%

To date, the above questlons have not been answvered.
We would appreclate specific answers to each of the aktowe questions. b
Thank you for your cooperation.

Very truly yours,

{

7 1 Wi /'
lé / 0 Al ian)

IS
;
£

’

Submitted by Mr, Lehman during Public Hearing in City Counc’i Meeting 3-15~66
hearing on SPA 117-66.




March 2, 1966

Mr. William R, Effinger
9252 Garden Grove Boulevard
Garden Grove, California

Dear Mr. Effinger:

;
L}

The City Council of the City of Garden Grove will conduct
public hearings at its meeting of March 15, 1566, which
commences at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers of the
Garden Grove City Hall, At that time, they will consider
Site Plan Amendment 107-66, which concerns property located
on the west side of Casa Linda Lane and south of Garden

Grove Boulevard.

The public hearing on SPA 107-66 will be held for the purpose
of hearing any and all persons either favoring or opposing

said site plan amendment,

Very truly yours,

CITY OF GARDEN GROVE

CITY CLERK

GWiwr




N THE

Superior Court

OF THE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In and for the County of Orange

K]

ek,

AFFIDAVIT OF FUBLICATION

NONEE OF.. FUBLIC. HEARING........

State of Califeruia
County of Orange .

- /S/. FRANCES _PALKS

of the said County, being duly swomn, deposes and sayre

the United States, over the age of twenty-one years, and that ..

in any supplement thereof, on the following dates, to-wits

MARCH &

is not a party to, nor interested in the above entitled matter;
.....Bhe is the principal (lerk of the publisher of The Orange County
Evening News, a newspaper of general circulation, printed and pub.
lished six days per week in ihe City of Garden Grove, County of
Orange, and which newspaper is published for the dissemination of
local news and juiclligence of a general character, and which news-
paper at all times herein mentioned had and still has a bona fide
subscription list of paying subscribers, and which newspaper has been
established, printed and published at regular intervals in the City of
Garden Grove, County of Orange for a period exceeding one yeary
that the notice, of which the annexed is a printed copy, bas been
published in the regular and entire issue of said newspaper, and not

That M. he is and at oll times berein mentioned was & citizen of

he
that

ALL IN THE YEAR J9..... 66

’ } Sabscribed and sworn to before me this
N T
|
i

/s/ 'ATRICTA A« REESE

Notary Public in nnd for said County and Staie.

(SEAL)

Mo

- The Cranpe Co. Eva News Na, Td
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LEGAL NOTICE

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING CONCERNING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT THE GARDEN GROVE CITY COUNCIL will hold PUBLIC
HEARINGS in the COUNCIL CHAMBERS of the CITY HALL, 11391 Acacia Street, Garden
Grove, California, on the date indicated * below to receive and consider all evidence
and reports relative to the application described below:

*MARCH 15, 1966
7:00 p.m.

SITE PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 107-66 proceedings initiated by William R.
Effinger, as applicant, requesting approval :
cf & site plan for the construction of nultiple 1
dwelling units and rezoning from R-2 to R-3 :
or a more restrictive zone on property located
on the west side of Casa Linda Lane between
approximately 307 feet and 80t feet southerly
e : : from the centerline of Garden Grove Boulevard
and extending in depth for approximately 627
feet westerly from the centerline of Casa Linda
Lane. Subject site plan also requests variances
from the following Sections of the Municipal
Code: 9217.7 ‘c) (1) - Walking distances between
T units and parking areas; and 9217.2 - Parking
T spaces required. (Pursuant to Resolution No.
1965, Planning Commission recommended
approval of SPA 107-66 on February 24, 1966).

ALL INTERFSTED PARTIES are invited to attend said HEARINGS and express opinionq
' KA i~ or submit evidence for or against the rroposal as outlined above.

At i

- “. ; FURTHER INFORMATION on the above application may be obtained or viewed at the
o 4 . Planning Department or City Clerk's Office in City Hall or by telephone: 537-4200.

BY ORDER OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE.
DATED:

Gwen Wiesner
City Clerk
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MAILING LIST HEETING OF Re:slah Marrall, ct al

* FEB. 24, 1966 4. SUBJECT PROPERTY: ' v 9775 Bixby Avenue
st ~ 1& City
SPA 107-66 SPA 107-66

PROPERTY OMNERS WITHIN

300* RADIUS:

Farrow & Sons -

P. O, Box 247
Cley 92642
SPA 107-66

Alden Laverenz
9031 Imperial Ave
Cley 92641
SPA 107-66

Paul Chapple
9231 Imperial
City 9264
SPA 107-66

Wayne Shamblen
9201 Imperial
City 92641
SPA 16756

Carl Lehman
P. 0. Box 216
Cley 92642
SPA 107-66

Patricia Lewis
9171 lmperiai

Clty 9264,
SPA 107-66

Ray Henderson
13112 Cannery
City

SPA 10766

Julia Bandy

9081 Imperial Ave
City 92641
SPA 107-66

James Veinheimer
9061 imporial
City 92641
SPA 10746

Arihur Blschoff
5221 lmperiel
City 92641
SPA 107-66

J. P. Myers
3191 Imperial
Clty 92641
SPA 10766

J. D, Hoamlett
9151 Imperial
City 926k
SPA 107-66

Alaml tos-Belmont Corp.

3730 E. Broadway
Long Bueach, Calif.
SPA 10766

James Effiager

3730 E. Brosdway Suite i

Long Besch, Calif.
SPA 107-66

Orville ¥. Green, otal

9071 Imperial Ave
City 92641
SPA 107-66

Laurence Baldwin
9021 imperial

City 0 92641
SPA 107.-66

Yilllam Catlin
9211 Imperial
City 92641
SPA 107-66

Henry Leonard
9121 tmperial
City 26441
SPA 10765

Irene Caroway
9161 imperlal
City 92641
SPA 107-66
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March 3, 1966

Mr. Carl Lehman
Post Cifice Box 216
Gardan Grove, California 92642

Dear Mr. Lehman:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter submitted to the
Garden Grove City Council on March 1, 1966, in which you stated
you wished to appeal dec!aioﬁmﬁlng Commission con-

cerning ‘Slte Plan Amendment 107-56.

Ny
v s s

Inasmuch as the City's Municipal Code requires a public hearing to
be scheduled before the City Council on all cases involving rezoning,
an actual appeal on SPA 107-66 1is not in order 2t this point. You are
certainly encouraged to meke your opinion known to the City Council
on this and other cases coming before them.

The attached notice will provide you the information as far 25 date
and hour of the City Counc!l public heasing on SPA 107-56,

Very truly yours,

CITY OF GARDEN GROVE

CITY CLERK
GW:mr;wr

Enclosure

Ak
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March 7, 1966

Mr. W. R. Effinger
Alamitos-Selmont Corporation
9252 Garden Grove Boulevard
Garden Grove, California

Sfte Plan No. S.P.A.-107-66

February 24, 1966




RESOLUTION NO.__ 1965

* A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE.APPROVING.
SITE PLAN NO. S.P.A.-1G7-66.

WHEREAS, in the matter of Site Flan No. S.P.A.-107-66, the Planning
Commission of the City of Garden Grove: does report as folluws:

1. Subject.case.was initiated.by,wi1liam,R..Effinger.vas.app]jcant,f

2. .The applicant requests.the approval.of a.site plan.for.the construction
“of multiple dwelling.units and rezoning.from R-2 to.R-3 or a.more restrictive zone
on property located on. the.west side.of.Casa.Linda.Lane.between. approximately 307
feet and 805.feet southerly from the centerline of Garden Grove Boulevard and
-~ extending in depth for approximately 627 feet westerly from the centerline of
- Casa Linda Lane. Subject site plan.also requests. variances from the following
~ Sections of the Municipal .Code: .

a. Section 9217.7c(1) - Walking distances.between units and parking areas.
b. Section 9217.2 - Parking spaces required.

3. The subject property.is presently zoned R-2 and is unimproved.

4, Ex1st1ng land use and zoning of .property. in the vicinity of the
subgect property is as follows:

North: Zoned C-2 and is partially {mproved with a commercial building.

South: Zcned R-2 and is improved with multiple family dwellings.

East: Zoned R-1 and is unimproved.
West:  Zoned R-1 and is unimproved.
Past cases affecting the subject property include:

a. S.P.A.-126-64, a site plan for multiple units and rezoning to R-2
for the residential portion of the subject property, was approved by the
Planning Commission and City Council in 1964,

b. S.P.A.-107-65, a site plan for multiple dwelling units and rezoning
to R-2 for the residential portion of .the subject property, was anproved by
the Planning Commission and City Courcil in 1965.

c. A-115-65 rezoned the westerly contiguous property frcm R-1 to C-2
and R-3.

d. S.P.-115-65, a site plan for multiple dwelling units, an " ffice
building, restaurant, and a pitch and putt golf course and driving range
on the subject property and adjacent property to the west, was approved
by the Commission on July 22, 1965,

6. This request is to amend a portion of S.P.-115-65 with a revised
site plan amendment which proposes rezoning from R-2 to R-3 and the following
variances:

a. Section 9217.7c(1) which requires that all narking spaces shall
be located within 150 feet of the dwelling unit they are intended to
serve, The applicant is asking for a variance for 21 parking spaces
that - 'wxceed this 150 fcot requirement,

b. Section 9217.2 requires Vs parking spaces for each dwelling
unit, plus ) space for each dwelling unit for guest parking. The
applicant is asking for a variance for 16 required guest parking spaces.

The applicant cannot count curb parking for Casa Linda Lane because this strect
at present is not developed to its full width. When the property easterly of
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Casa Linda Lane. develops,.the applicant.could.count. on.21 additional.guest
parking space,. which.would eliminate .the present 16 space deficit.

7. Except for parking.deficiencies,the subject.site plan conforms
to Code .provisions,

NHEREAS,.the Piapning‘Commissicn.fipdings'are'aéufdllohsi.

1. Subject._site.plan.possesses.characteristics.that.would.indicate
“justification.of.the request.for.adoption...... . ..

2. In order to fu1f111 the purpose and intent of the Municipal Code

and thereby promcte. the.public health, safety and. general welfare, the fo]]ow1ng
conditions of approval.shall apply:. . . :

a. Approva] of this site p]an shall not be construed to mean any

waiver of the applicable.and. appropriate.zoning.and other.regulaticns,
except Sections 9217.7¢c(1) and.9217.2. of .the Municipal.Code.

- b. Minor changes in “the site plan may be approved by the Plannlng
- Director. If other than minor changes are made.in.the. proposed deve]opment,
a new site plan application shail.be. filed.which.reflects the revisions made.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Planning .Commission of the City
of Garden Grove does hereby recommend approval of Site Plan No. S.P.A.-107-66
subject to the conditions stated above and does further recommend to the
City Council rezoning to the R-3 zone as.indicated.on.the maps attached hereto

.. and made a part hereof.

ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 24th day of February, 1966.

/s/___J. R. WILDE
CHAIRMAN

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing resolution was duly adopted at a
regular meeting of the Planning Cemmission of the City of Garden Grove which
was held on February 24, 1966, and carried by the following vote, to wit:

AYES: COMMISSIONERS: rOSHEE FURR, MOVIUS, WILDE, WOOLLEY
NCES: COMMISSIONERS:  NONE

ABSENT:-  COMMISSIONERS:  BAIR, MERCADO

/s/__CLINE F, MARTIN
SECRETARY




PUBLIC HEARING: SITE PLAN NO. S.P.A.-107-66
INITIATED BY: WILLIAM R, EFFINGER

_ REQUEST: APPROVAL. OF A SITE PLAN FOR THE

_ i ' \ CONSTRUCTION OF MULTIPLE DWELLING

’ : o - UNITS AND REZONING FROM R-2 TO R-3

¢ .OR A MORE RESTRICTIVE ZONE AND

N ‘ VARIANCES FROM THE MUNICIPAL CODE

. . PERTAINING TO WALKING DISTANCES BETWEEN
: UNITS AND PARKING AREAS, AND PARKING

. 3 SPACES REQUIRED.
. S LOCATION: WEST SIDE OF CASA LINDA LANE SOQUTH OF
o : GARDEN GROVE BOULEVARD.
DATE: FEBRUARY 24, 1966

Upon confirmation that proper public notice had been given,
Chairman Wilde requested the reading of correspondence relative
to the subject case. Mr. Hilton stated no correspondence had
been received,

R B T T

At the request of the Commission for Staff comment, Mr. Hilton
described the land use, location, zoning and General Plan
designations of the subject property as indicated on the display
maps.

Chairman Wilde declared the public hearing open and requested the
applicant or his representative appear at this time.

Mr. W. R. Effinger appeared before the Commission as applicant and
stated 'he feels that after examining what has been developed in
the area and what is proposed for development, this proposal is in
keeping with what has been approved on the adjacent property and
will be in keeping with the architectural theme of the Spanish
type structures that have been developed to date. He stated he
would answer any questions the Commission may have.

Mr. Carl Lehman, 9181 Imperial Avenue, appeared before the Commission
and presented a petition signed by 13 property owners requesting that
a six foot block wall be made a condition of approval of the subject
case. Mr. Lehman reviewed the history of cases on the subject
property and stated that because of the many hearings on this
property and the indications that the property owners have been
given, he would like to request that any approval of this site plan
have a condition requiring the original six foot block wall fence be
constructed on the south and west of the subject property.

Mr. Effinger stated he had no comments to make in rebuttal.

> CRairman Wilde declared the public hearirg closed. ;

In response to a question by Commissioner Foshee, Secretary Martin
stated all the hearings that have been held which led to any
recommendations on the part of the Planning Commission have been
duly advertised public hearings.

B

Commissione: Foshea stated the subject of the six foot block wall
fence had been discussed at length and he would like to exclude it
from consideration at this time since it has no bearing on this
case whatsoever,

I+ was moved by Commissioner Foshee, seconded by Commissioner
Woolley, that a resolution be adopted approving S.P.A.-107-6F,

Said motion was carried by the following vote:

AYES: CONMISSIONERS: ~ FOSHEE, FURR, MOVIUS, WILDE, WOOLLEY
TR NOES: COMMISSTONERS:  NONE —
| ABSENT: COMMISSIONERS: BAIR, MERGADO

Chairman Wilde instructed the Staff to prepare the proper resolution
for the approval of S.P.A.-107-66. (RESOLUTION KO. 1965 ).
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PUBLIC HEARING
SITE PLAN NO. S.P.A.-107-66 ITPM NO.,’é;

{¢

INITIATED BY: WILLIAM R. EFFINGER
9252 GARDEN GROVE BOULEVARD
GARDEN GROVE, CALIFORNIA

REQUEST: APPROVAL OF A SITE PLAN FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF MULTIPLE DWELLING
UNITS AND REZONING FROM R-2 TO R-3
OR A MORE RESTRICTIVE ZONE AND

VARIANCES FROM THE MUNICIPAL CODE

PERTAINING TO WALKING DISTANCES BETWEEN
; | UNITS AND PARKING AREAS,AND PARKING
- ~ ' SPACES REQUIRED.

! LOCATION: . WEST SIDE OF CASA LINDA LANE SOUTH
OF GARDEN GROVE BOULEVARD.

DATE: FEBRUARY 24, 1966
APPLICANT'S REASON FOR REQUEST:

"The propesed plan will enable us to continue our developrment as
originally planned and would be in keeping with recent actions of the Planning

Commigsion and the City Council with adjacent and contiguous property."
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SITE PLAN NO. S.P.A.-107-66

STAFF REPORT
FEbRUARY 24, 1966

GENERAL OBSERVATIONS:

1. Subject case was initiated by William R. Effinger, as applicant.

2. The applicant requests the approval of a site plan for the construction
of multiple dwelling units and rezoning from R-2 to R-3 or a more restrictive zone
en property lecated on the west side of Casa Linda Lane between approximately 307
feet and 8C5 feet southerly from the centerline of Garden Grove Boulevard and
extending in depth for approximately 627 feet westerly from the centerline of
Casa Linda Lane. Subject site plan also reguests variances from the following
Secticns of the Municipal Code:

a. Section 9217.7c{1) - Walking distances between units and parking areas.
b, Section 9217.2 - Parking spaces required.

3. The subject property is presently zoned R-2 and is unimproved.
4, Existing land use and zoning of property in the vicinity of the
subject property is as foliows:
a. North: Zoned C-2 and is partially improved with a commercial building.
b. South: Zoned R-2 and is improved with multiple family dwellings.
¢. East: Zoned R-1 and is unimprovcd;

d. West: Zoned R-1 and is unimproved.

Past cases affecting the subject property include:

a. S.P.A.-126-64, a site plan for multiple units and rezoning to R-2
for the residential portion of the subject property, was approved by the
Planning Commission and City Council in 1964,

b. S.P.A.-107-65, a site plan for multiple dwelling units and rezoning

to R-2 for the residential portion of the subject property, was approved by
the Planning Commission and City Council._in 1965.

c. A-115-65 rezoned the westerly contiguous property from R-1 to C-2
and R-3,
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d. S.P.-115-65, a site plan for multiple dwelling units, an office
building;§restaurant. and a pitch and putt gol7 course and driving range
on the subject property and adjacent property to the west, was approved
by the Commission on July 22, 1965.

6. This request is to amend a portion of S.P.-115-65 with a revised
site plan amendment which proposes rezoning from R-2 to R-3 and the following
variances:

a. Section 9217.7¢c(1) which requires that all parking spaces shall
ba Tocated within 150 feet of the dweiling unit they are intended to
serve., The applicant is asking for a variance for 21 parking spaces
that exceed this 150 foot requirement.

b. Section 9217.2 requires 1% parking spaces for each dwelling
unit, plus % space for each dwelling unit for guest parking. The
applicant is asking for a variance for 16 required guest parking spaces.

The applicant cannot count curb parking for Casa Linda Lane because this street
at preseﬁt is not developed to its full widtn, When the property easterly of
Cas2 linda Lane developes, the applicant could count on 21 additional guest
parking spaces, which would eliminate the present 16 space deficit.

7. Except for parking deficiencies, the subject site plan conforms
to Code provisions.

II. IMPLICATIONS OF THIS PROJECT UPON THE GENERAL PLAN OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE:

1. Preliminary Land Use Element - The proposed project is in conformance

with the Preliminary Land Use Element of the City of Garden Grove.

2. Preliminary Public Services Element - Flood Control and Drainage - No

major General Plan facilities are involved, Local drainage facilities, however,

may be affected.

3. Preliminary Public Services Element - Water Supply - Major water

distribution facilities exist along both Garden Grove Boulevard (12 inch) and

Magnolia Avenue (12 inch} and are adequate to serve this property.
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SPA-107-66 (continued)

4, Streets and Highways Element - Garden Grove Boulevard and Magnolia

Avenue, both pvimary highways, will serve as the primary points of access to this

development. Both highways are deficient in right-of-way and improvements in the
vicinity of the proposed project.

5. Preliminary Public Buildings Element - Public Schools - Creation of the

154 apartment units of the type proposed in this project”cou}d generate approximately
97 children of which 68 would be of school age. On a total basis, this would imply
the use or creation of approximately 2 classrooms :n the school district. Elementary
school c¢hildren would attend Stanford School, which is located approximately 3/4

mile to the north and west. Because of the hazard in crossing Garden Grove Boulevard,
elementary students from this project would be bussed to school. Junior high

scliool students would attend Jordan School, which is located on Woodbury Road, 1%
miles to the south and east. These students would also be bussed. High sqﬁool
students would walk to Bolsa Grande High School, located 1 mile to the south.
Sidewalks do not exist along most of the home-to-school route.

6. Preliminary Public Buildings Element - Fire Protection - The subject

property is served by Fire Station No. 2,located on Gilbert Street approximately 1%
miles to the north. Eventually, the property will also be served by Station No. 6
which is proposed on Brookhurst Street south bf the Freeway. The property is so
situated that it is just at the edge of the 1% mile service area of each of these
staticns. A portion of the development will be outside the desirable 1% mile service
arez.

7. Preliminary Public Buildings Element - Public Libraries - Creation of 154

apartment units of the type proposed in this project could generate approximately 378

residents of whom 323 would be potential users of library facilities. The additional

residents would imply the use or creation of approximately 103 square feet of gross,

floor space within the local library system. The naarest branch library facility
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is located on Chapman Averue, approximately 1% miles to the north.

8, Preliminary Recreaticn Element - The approximately 378 persons residing
in this project would generaie A demand for an additional .75 acre§ of developed
park land in the City. No park exists in the neighborhood in which the subject
preperty is a part. The population potential in this neiéhborhood, as expressed

in the Recreation and -Parks Element, is 3,700.
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Garorn Grove, !AL!FCRNIA
Fesruary 24, 1666

Menaras OF THE FLANNING ConMisslon
AND 8F THE CiTYy COuNnCIL
Gazoezi Crove, CALIFORNIA

Re: S.P,A, = 107 - 66, TracT No. 5584

On Juty 7, 1964 THe CiTy COUNCIL HELD A PUDLIS HEARING ON
Si1Te PUAN AMENDMENT [26-64, TracT No. 5584, wHICH 1LCLUCED
THE PROPERTY NOW BEING CONSIUERED BY vYou,

AS A RESULT OF THE PUBLIC HEARING AND SUBSEGQUENT ACTIGN BY
THE CtTy CounciL A REsoLuTion (NO, 2767-64) Wwas PASSED ON
JuLy 14, 1964 WHICH READS IN PART, "THAT A Si1X FOOT BLOGEK
WALL BE CONSTRUCTED 8Y THE OEVELOPER ALONC THE SOUTH AND
WEST BOUNDARY OF THE PROPERTY',

On Jury 6, 1965, THe CITYy COUNCIL 'ELD ANOTHER PUBLIC

HEARING OH S.P,A.~126~64 auD THE CiTY COUNCIL REAFFIRMED

THE ACTION TAKEN ON JuLy 7, 1964, AND CONTAINED IN RESOLUTIOM
No. 2767-64, THAT THE DEVELOPER DBE REOUIRED TO CONSTRUCT A
SIX FOOT BLOCK WALL ALCONG THE SOUTH ANO WEST BOUNDARY OF THE
PROPERTY.

WE, THE PROPERTY OWNERS ALONG THE SOUTH AND WEST S0UNDARY OF
THIS PRCPERTY REQUEST THAY THE PLAnNING Comuission AxD CtTy
CounciL REQUIKFE THAT THE ABOVE REQUIREMENT FOR THE SIX FOOT
BLOCK WALL HADE A CONDITION OF ANY APPROVAL OF S,P,A,107=66.
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City of Garden Grove
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL MEMORANDUM

Ted Hilton From: Stan Beitler
Planning Copt.: Fire Marshal

SPA 107-66 Date: Feb., 21, 1966

In reviewing the above named plan, we find
the north-south drive, on the west sidz of
the property, appears to terminate at the
northern project boundary. This would
create a dead end drive of well over 500 ft.
This is not acceptable to us as the density
and valuation of the buildings as well as
the lives of the people vequire at least two
gays to arrive at the property along this
rive,

.-t '______.’../

Staniey B, Beitler
Fire Marshal
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IN THE

Superior Court

OF THE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In'and for the County of Orange

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

NOTICE.QF. . DURLIC HEAHINGS. ...

CITY OF GARLEN GBOVE

PLANNING COMKN IoSION

State of California
County of Orange 5.

..ZS/. FRANCES PARKS

of the said County, being duly sworm, deposes and says:
That ... he iy and at all times herein mentioned was a citizen of
the YJuited States, over the age of twenty-one years, and that ... 8 he
t a party to, nor interested in the above entitled moiler; that
....**he is the principel cJerk of the publisher of The Orange County
Evening News, a newspaper of general circulation, printed and pub-
lished six days per week in the City of Garden Grove, County of
Orange, and which newspaper is published for the disseminstion of
local news and intelligence of a general character, and which news-
paner ut all times herein mentioned had and still has a bors fide
subscription list of paying subscribers, and which newspaper has been
establishod, printed and published at regular intervals in the City of
Garden Grove, County of Orange for » peric.! excesding one yearj
that the notice, of which the annexed is a printed copy, bas been
published in the regular and entire issue of said newspaper, and not
in any supplement thereof, on the fcllowing dates, to-wit:

FEBRUARY 14 .

ALL IN THE YEAR 19....84

. Subscribed and sworn to before me this

CABTH, o FFB'iUARI ............................ 1980,
./8/. PA'I‘.&ICIA.M BEESE o

Notary Public in and for said County and State,

(SEAL)
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State of Californla
County of Orange .

48/ FRANCES. PARKS

of the sald County, beiny Guly sworn, depones and says:

That R ke is and at ull times herein mentioned was & citizen of
the United States, over the age of twenty-one yeass, and that Bhe
is not a parly 10, nor interested in the above entitled matter; that
evhie In the principal clerk of the publisher of The Orunge County
Evening News, a newspaper of genersl cirenlation, printed and pub-
lished six days per week in the City of Carden Grove, County of
Orange, and which newspaper is published for the dissemination of
local news and intellizence of s general character, and which news-
paper at all titzes herein meationed had and still has a bona fide
subscription list of paying subscribers, and which newspaper has been
established, printed and published at regular iniervals in the City of
Garden Grove, County of Orange for a period exceeding one year;
that the notice, of which the annexed is a printed copy, has been
published in the regular and entire issue of said newspaper, and not
in any supplement thereof, on the following dates, to-wit:

...FEBRUARY 14 - .

ALL IN THE YEAR 19...4 4,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this |

..... M4THiy o FEBRVARY........ 1006,
/S/_PATRICTA Ae KEESE .

Notary Public in and for said County and State,

(SEAL)
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February 11, 1966

R © Mr. W. R. Effinger
: : 9252 Garden Grove Boulevard
: Garden Grove, California L
Site Plan Ho. S.P.A.-107-€6 =
Dear Sir:
I February 24, 1966.

applicant notified




LEGAL NOTICE

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING CONCERNING
SITE PLAN AMENDMENT NO, S.P.A.-107-66

NOTICE IS HERESY GIVEN THAT THE GARDEN GROVE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION will hold a PUBLIC
HEARING in the COUNCIL CHAMBERS of the CITY HALL, 11391 Acacia Street, Garden Grove,
California, on the date indicated * to receive and consider all evidence and reports
relative to the application described below.

*FEBRUARY 24, 1966
1:30 0'CLOCK P.M.

SITE PLAN AMENDMENT NO. Proceedings initiated by William ii. Effinger, as
S.P.A. -107-66 applicant, requesting approval of a site plan for
o the construction of muitiple dwelling units and
rezoning from R-2 to R-3 or a more restrictive zone
on property located on the west side of Casa Lnnda
Lane between approximately 307 feet and 805 feet
southerly from the centerline of Garden Grove
Boulevard and extending in depth for approximately
627 feet westerly from the centerline of Casa Linda
Lane. Subject site plan also requests variances
from the follownng Sections of the Municipal Code:
1. 9217, 7c(1) - Walking distances between units
and parking areas.

2. 9217.2 - Parking spaces required.

DATE: FEBRUARY 10, 1966
PUBLISH: FEBRUARY 14, 1966

ALL INTERESTED PARTIES are invited to attend said HEARINGS and express opinions or submit
evidence for or against the proposal as outlined above.

FURTHER INFORMATION which may include site plans, building 2levations, and floor plans on
the above application may be obtained or viewed at the Planning Department in City Hall or
by telephone: Jefferson 7-4200, extension 41.

GARDEN GROVE cITY ?LANNING coMMISS1OH




PROPERTY OMNERS WITHIN

300 RADIUS: 13112 Cannery ~ 3730 E. Brosdvay Suits )
City Long /leach, Callf. 90803
SPA 10766 SPA 107-66
Farrow & Sons Julla Bandy Ceville W, Gresn, atal
o P. 0. Box 247 5081 imperial Ave 9071 lmparial Ave
Gty 92642 City 92641 City 9264
j SPA 107-66 SPA 10766

1 SPA 107-66

Alden Lavarenz

: 9031 Imparial Ave 906! imperlai 3021 Imperial

T Cley 92641 Cley 9264} City 0 926A1

i SPA 10766 SPA 10766 SPA 107-66
Pl Chappla Arthur Bischoff Williom Catiin
9231 Imperial 9221 lmperial 9211 Imperial
City 92641 City 26k City 92641
SPA 107-66 SPA 107-66 SPA 10766
Wayne Shamblen J. P. Ryars Heary Leonard

o 2201 lmperial 9191 imperial 9121 imperial

City 92641 Clty 9264 City 926k
SPA 107-66 SPA 10766 SFA 107-66

[ Cart Letwmen J. D, Hemlatt irens Caroway
P. 0. Dox 216 9151 imperial 9161 lmperial
Clty 92642 City 9264} City 92641
SPA 107-66 SPA 107-66 SPA 10766

, HAILING LIST REETING OF

FEB. 24, 1966 {; i SUBJECT PROFERTY: 8775 Bixby Avenus
C Lley
SPA 10746 SPA 12766

‘nay hendarson

James ¥Yelnhgimer

Bouiah Marreli, et al

Jemes [ffinper

Laurencs Baldwin

; - Patricla Lewls Alamitos -Belmont Corp.
i 9171 jmpertial 3730 E. Broadway
! Cley 92641 Long Beach, Callf. 90803

| SPA 107-66

SPA 107-66




%
>

o st S it e

o i d e i i b i i

e - — — e
Foq ¢ e S : ' ;
NPT e Or' *7"{-—4«-/[{ .,”“(2‘:(;10»(’,;;’:,-N‘,/__j‘ S e e iw«.y -b.,,w,-i

/ /

ﬁ,u

Zf:571-02/ e : ' B e

o 3.

g e

e S+ ot e o b e

L PF 0/ 0/ \/ T ]
1
— ‘?‘_""L/.» . e erea o e e e
T - R

.$%.03/.0/\/  SEi.sEpos e

e

/f’/ T Ry

JES2 e

By




me1e6 11 763 Waewn50.00

AFPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN HEARING

FEE:  $50.00 g__/_. (Please print or type) Application No. $.P. /0 7 —4 &

$25.00 Date_Januarv 27 1Aa&a

Application is hereby made to the City Planning Commission of the City of Garden Grove,
California, pursuant to the provisions of the Garden Grove Zoning Ordinznce, for 3
Public Hearing on a Site Plan.

Neme of Applicant Alamjtos—Relmont Corporation TYelephone__A38-19130

Mai1ling Address___ 9252 carden Grove Blvda. garden CGrove, Calif

E The recorded owner of the property.

I iPurchasing under contract.

D The lessee.

. DThe authorized agent of any of the foregciy.‘;;,'ffr the applicant Is not
the property owner, he must be authorize.d to act on behalf of the
recorded owner for which a form is attached to this applicaticn.

Name and address of the rezorded owner_, Same as ahove,

Date of acquisition of property_Degomber 22. 1064

Subject site plan involves the property located__Retween Garden Grove Blud, and

Gentral Avenue on Cesa Linda Lane.,

e

| hereby r?quest a public hearing be held to consider the following action on said
site p'an:

Adoption Repeal Amendment

Proposed zoning, if rezoning is required: R-3

P i,

- o REASONS FOR APPLICANT'S REQUEST: _'™Mme nrovosed vlan will enakle us to continue o
. develcpment as originally planned and would ke in keeping with recent actions

af the Planning Commission and the City Council with adijacent and
contigquous property.

| HEREBY CERTIFY that al) of the information contain
best of my knowledge and belief, true and corrcct:% 4

PﬂELIHlMRY PLAN CHECK (Building Depa~tment

Acknowledgmer: of Fee Payren:

Accepted by Planning Commission

| @zﬁ*/?(//;-:::—(—' vw-%:?ﬁ/u, : ef__.u?z:"./zénw date2 7 o b




Evidence not presented to the Planning Commission in connection with this case
will not be considered by the City Council. A!l meps, petitions, plans, testimony,
and other facts or opinions must have been heard by the Planning Commission in order

to be heard by the City Council.

Any new evidence whi ch vou desire to submit must be presented as part of a new
application for which the normal filing fees will be charged. The new application
will be heard by the Flanning Commission In the manner set forth in the Garden

Grove Municipal Code.

NOTE: The filing fee for this application is for the purpose of covering the

expense of édvertlsing for two public hearings - one before the Planning

Commissicn and one before the City‘cﬁunpil. If the applicant requests more

than one continuance during the cnd?ie of these public hearings, he must.
bear the cost of readvertising the hearing. The cost of this readvertisement

shall bte one-half the filing fee.

Staff reports and recommendations on all cases will be available for public
Inspection (in the office of the Planning Department) on the day precading the
Planning Commission hearing. It is rccommended that you familiarize yourself

with these reports before tne Planning Commission meeting.

If your application is approved NO BUILDING PERMITS CAN BE OBTAINED UNTIL-
ALL CONDITIONS OF PLANNING COMMISSION OR CITY COUNCIL RESOLUTIONS ARE MET
FOLLOWING THE REQUIRED TED DAY WAITING FERIOD AFTER PLANNIKG COMMISSION OR

CITY COUNCIL ACTION,

| HEREBY CERTIFY that | have read and understand the above information relating

to new evidence, staff report, building permits, and filing fees.




EXCERPT FROM ARTICLE 1X GF THE MUKICIPAL CODE
OF THE CITY OF GARDEN GROVE, CALIFORNIA

S;ctlon 9219.12: EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER GRANTING OR DENYING VARIANCE,
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT, UNCLASSIFIED USE PERMIT OR SITE PLAN. TIME FOR APPEAL,
fhe order o} the Pllnhlng Commission In granting or denying a varlance, conditiona!
use permit, unclassified use permit, or site plan shall become final and sffective
ten days after the Planning Comission action by Resolution, unle:s within such ten
day perlod an appeal In writing is filed with the City Clerk by either an applicant
or opbcnent. - The filing of such appeal within such time limit shall stay the ‘
effective date of ths order of the Planning Commission untl] such time as the Clty

Councl! has acted on the appeal as hereafter set forth in this Chapter.

Section 9220.7 COMMISSION ACTION SHALL BE FINAL WHEN DENYING APPLICATION,
The zction of the Planning Commission in denylng an application for an amendment shall
be final and conclusive and_effectivé ten days after the Planning Commission actlon
by Resolution, unless within such tsn day perlod an appeal in writing is filed with

the City Clerk.

| HEREBY CERTIFY that | have read and understand the provisions of the

Zonling Orcinance, as shown above, relating to the time for appeal.

»
////A

M 2
APPLICANT'S SIGNATURE




