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Procedures for Addressing the Commission

Any person who wishes to speak regarding an item on the agenda or
on a subject within the Planning Commission’s jurisdiction during the
“Oral Communications” portion of the agenda should fill out a
“Speaker Request Form” and give it to the Commission Secretary
BEFORE that portion of the agenda is called. Testimony for Public
Hearings will only be taken at the time of the hearing. Any person who
wishes to speak on a Public Hearing item should fill out a “Speaker
Request Form” and give it to the Commission Secretary BEFORE the
item is called.

The Commission encourages free expression of all points of view. To
allow all persons the opportunity to speak, please keep your remarks
brief. If others have already expressed your position, you may simply
indicate that you agree with a previous speaker. [If appropriate, a
spokesperson may present the views of an entire group. To
encourage all views, the Commission discourages clapping, booing or
shouts of approval or disagreement from the audience.

PLEASE SILENCE CELL PHONES AND OTHER ELECTRONIC
EQUIPMENT WHILE THE COMMISSION IS IN SESSION.

Special Accommodations

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need
special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the
City Clerk’s Office at (714) 993-8231. Notification 48 hours prior to the
meeting will generally enable City staff to make reasonable
arrangements to ensure accessibility.

(28 CFR 35.102.35.104 ADA Title II)

Copies of all agenda materials are available for public review in the Office
of the City Clerk, City Planning Division Counter, Placentia Library
Reference Desk and the internet at www.placentia.org under the Planning
Commission page. Persons who have questions concerning any agenda
item may call the City Planning Division at (714) 993-8124 to make inquiry
concerning the nature of the item described on the agenda.

In compliance California Government Code Section 54957.5, any
writings or documents provided to a majority of the Planning
Commission regarding any item on this agenda that are not exempt
from disclosure under the Public Records Act will be made available
for public inspection at the City Clerk’s Office at City Hall, 401 East
Chapman Avenue, Placentia, during normal business hours.

Study Sessions are open to the public and held in the City Council
Chambers or City Hall Community Room.

Page 1 of 4 November 13, 2012

PC Meeting Packet Page 1



City of Placentia
Community Room
401 E. Chapman Avenue
November 13, 2012

REGULAR MEETING
6:30 p.m. — Community Room

MEETING CALLED TO ORDER

ROLL CALL: Chairman Ebenhoch
Vice Chairman Tomazic
Commissioner Hill
Commissioner Perez
Commissioner Schaefer
Commissioner Scull
Commissioner Solomonson

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

MINUTES:

October 9, 2012

ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN:

ELECTION OF VICE CHAIRMAN:

ORAL COMMUNICATIONS:

At this time, the public is invited to address the Planning Commission concerning any

items on the agenda, which are not public hearings, or other items under the jurisdiction
of the Placentia Planning Commission

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. Applicant: Golden State Water Company: Daniel Flores
Location: 202 Wilson Avenue

Development Plan Review 2012-03:

To permit the construction of a +/- 600 square foot pump house structure to
enclose a new Golden State Water Company 1,500-2,500 gallon per minute
domestic water well, +/- 900 LF of 12 inch diameter distribution water line and +/-
900 LF of 16 inch diameter drain line connecting to the public storm drain, as well
as associated water well facilities for the purpose of improving fire flow and water
quality | the existing Placentia water system. and other related on site
improvements on a +/- 9,100 square foot site at 202 Wilson Avenue in the Single
Family Residential (R-1) District.
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Recommended Action:

Continue to a date not certain.

2. Applicant: Sprint C/O SAC Wireless: Mark Berlin
Location: 506 S. Fee Ana Street

Use Permit (UP) 2012-11:

Request to modify a wireless communication facility on an existing +/- 65 foot
high freestanding “monopine” and related ground equipment located at 506 S.
Fee Ana Street in the Manufacturing (M) District.

Recommended Action:

Adopt Resolution No. PC-2012-19 approving Use Permit 2012-11, subject to all
Special Conditions of Approval and Standard Development Requirements.

3. Applicant: City of Placentia

Amendment 2012-01:

Amendment to Chapter 23.90 of Title 23 (Zoning Ordinance) of the Placentia
Municipal Code adding a new § 23.90.045 requiring specified signs utilizing non-
Latin/Roman alphabet characters to provide a generic description of the business
in English and requires applications for such signs to include a certified English
translation thereof.

Recommended Actions:

Adopt Resolution PC-2012-09 making the required findings; recommend
approval of Amendment 2012-01 to the City Council and direct staff to prepare
and transmit a report of the findings and recommendations of the Planning
Commission to the City Council.

DEVELOPMENT REPORT

Electronic Message Boards
Development Project List
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PLANNING COMMISSION REQUESTS

Commission members may make requests or ask questions of staff. If a
Commission member would like to have formal action taken on a requested
matter, it will be placed on a future Commission Agenda.

ADJOURNMENT

The Planning Commissioners ADJOURN to a Regular meeting on Tuesday, December 11,
2012 at 6:30 p.m. in the City Council Chambers at 401 East Chapman Avenue, Placentia.

CERTIFICATION OF POSTING

I, Kenneth A. Domer, Secretary to the Planning Commission of the City of Placentia,
hereby certify that the Agenda for the November 13, 2012 Regular meeting of the Planning
Commission of the Citv of Placentia was posted on November 8, 2012.

Kennt
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PLACENTIA PLANNING COMMISSION
MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING

October 9, 2012

The regular meeting of the Placentia Planning Commission of October 9, 2012 was called to
order at 6:30 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, 401 East Chapman Avenue, Placentia, by
Commissioner Schaefer.

ROLL CALL: Present: Vic Tomazic, Vice Chairman
Christine Schaefer, Commissioner
Frank Perez, Commissioner
Tom Solomonson, Commissioner
John Scull, Commissioner

Absent Excused: Michael Ebenhoch, Chairman
Dana Hill, Commissioner

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Led by Commissioner Solomonson
Others Present: Ken Domer, Assistant City Administrator
Andrew V. Arczynski, City Attorney
Monique Schwartz, Associate Planner
Cathy Carranza, Clerical Aide

Due to the absence of the Chair and request by Vice Chair, Commissioner Schaefer served as
Acting Chair for this meeting.

ORAL COMMUNICATIONS: The Chair invited the public to make oral comments on matters
not on the agenda and none were offered.

Motion by Commissioner Solomonson, seconded by Commissioner Tomazic, to
approve the minutes of September 11, 2012. Passed by a 4-0-2-1 vote. Chairman
Ebenhoch and Commissioner Hill absent. Commissioner Scull abstained.

Public Hearings:
1. Applicant: Fresh & Easy Neighborhood Markets, Adam Mayfield
Location: 148 E. Yorba Linda Boulevard

Use Permit (UP) 2012-06 (Amendment No. 1):

To amend Use Permit 2012-06 to include a finding of Public Convenience and
Necessity in order to permit the sale of alcoholic beverages (Type 20 Off-Sale Beer and
Wine) for off-site consumption in conjunction with the operation of an approved +/-
12,000 square foot Fresh & Easy Neighborhood Market, located at 148 E. Yorba Linda
Boulevard in the Town Center (T-C) District.

Mr. Domer presented the staff report to the Commission. Due to California Department of
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Alcoholic Beverage Control request, a Finding of Public Convenience and Necessity is
required due to over-concentration within the census tract. Mr. Domer commented that this
location is not in a high crime area, therefore the Police Department has no concerns. Mr.
Domer states that Planning Staff is in recommendation to approve the Public Convenience and
Necessity subject to all Special Conditions of Approval and Standard Development
Requirements as approved by the Planning Commission on August 14, 2012.

Commissioner Schaefer opened the public hearing and invited the applicant to address the
Commission.

No comments were received.

Commissioner Schaefer closed the public hearing.

Motion by Commissioner Scull, seconded by Vice Chairman Tomazic TO ADOPT
RESOLUTION NO. PC-2012-17 APPROVING AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO USE PERMIT 2012-
06, SUBJECT TO THE SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL AND STANDARD
DEVELOPMENT REQUIREMENTS AS APPROVED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION ON
AUGUST 14, 2012. Passed by a 5-0 vote.

2. Applicant: Gillian Clark
Location: 1450 N. Kraemer Boulevard

Use Permit (UP) 2012-10:

To permit the sale of alcoholic beverages for on-site consumption (Type 41 On Sale
Beer and Wine for Bona Fide Public Eating Place), and to permit a +/- 290 square foot
large outdoor seating area in conjunction with a +/- 3,000 square foot full service
restaurant (Sue Ann’s), located at 1450 N. Kraemer Boulevard in the Town Center (TC)
District.

Ms. Schwartz presented the staff report and Power Point presentation to the Commission.

Vice Chairman Tomazic asked if the restaurant will be replacing the old Dario’s Pizza location.
Ms. Schwartz responded that yes it will.

Commissioner Schaefer asked for clarification of Special Conditions of Approval #46 on page
15. Ms. Schwartz responded that alcoholic beverages will be served in different containers
than non-alcoholic beverages.

The applicant Gillian Clark, 531 N. Palm Street, La Habra introduced herself to the
Commission.

Commissioner Scull asked if the applicant had a chance to review the Conditions of Approval.
The applicant expressed concern of Special Conditions of Approval #17 item #3 on page 12.
Ms. Schwartz stated that it is a code requirement not to cover more than 25% of the window
area. Applicant Robin Smith, introduced herself to the Commission. The applicant stated that
they will be using a see through decal that will not block the view. Ms. Schwartz stated that
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she may be able to work with them to remedy their concerns.

Commissioner Scull asked when they will be opening for business. The applicant Gillian Clark
replied that she is looking at opening before the end of this year.

Commissioner Schaefer opened the public hearing.

No comments were received.

Commissioner Schaefer closed the public hearing.

Motion by Commissioner Scull seconded by Vice Chairman Tomazic TO ADOPT
RESOLUTION NO. PC-2012-18 APPROVING USE PERMIT (UP) 2012-10 SUBJECT TO

THE SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL AND STANDARD DEVELOPMENT
REQUIREMENTS SET FORTH THEREIN. Passed by a 5-0 vote.

NEW BUSINESS:
3. Proposed Temporary Commercial Signage Pilot Program:

Planning Commission review for City Council recommendation of the allowance of
temporary portable business signs and other sign code modifications on a pilot basis
through the implementation of a temporary commercial signage program.

Mr. Domer presented the staff report to the Commission.

Vice Chairman Tomazic asked if the signs would be in English or will they be allowed in
a foreign language. Mr. Domer stated that referenced issue will be an amendment will
be made at the November Planning Commission meeting.

Commissioner Solomonson asked for clarification on banners allowed. Mr. Domer
responded that aside from the portable signs, the regular permit program will still be in
place.

Commissioner Perez asked who will regulate signs left out overnight. Mr. Domer
stated that the Police Department will have 20 hour a day, seven days a week Police
Service Officer coverage who will be monitoring.

Commissioner Schaefer asked for clarification on bringing the signs in at night. Mr.
Domer said that the A frame and Menu Board signs need to be brought in at the end of
each business day.

Commissioner Scull asked for clarification of educating businesses on the new Signage
program. Mr. Domer stated that there will be advertising available on the web as well
as the P Town Informer newsletter.

Commissioner Schaefer asked if the Santa Fe area is aware of this new program. Mr.
Domer responded that some may not be aware yet.

Commissioner Scull asked for clarification on sign spinners located at street corners.
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Mr. Domer stated that they are not allowed now and will not be part of the new Pilot
program.

Motion by Commissioner Solomonson seconded by Commissioner Scull to make a
recommendation to the City Council of the allowance of temporary portable business
signs and other signh code modifications on pilot basis through the implementation of a
temporary commercial signage program. Passed by a 5-0 vote.

DEVELOPMENT REPORT:

Heritage Festival is October 13.
Marshalls is scheduled to open on October 18.

PLANNING COMMISSION REQUESTS:

Commissioner Solomonson, seconded by Commissioner Scull adjourned the Planning
Commission meeting at 7:15 p.m. to the next regularly scheduled meeting on November 13,
2012 in the City Council Chambers at 401 East Chapman Avenue, Placentia.

Submitted by,

Ken Domer
Assistant City Administrator
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City of Placentia
Planning Commission
Meeting of November 13, 2012
Agenda ltem #1

Will Be Continued
To Another Date
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Placentia Planning Commission
Agenda Staff Report

AGENDA ITEM NO.: 2 | DATE: November 13,2012 | PUBLIC HEARING: Yes
APPLICATION: Use Permit (UP) 2012-11 (Modification to Use Permit 05/10)

DESCRIPTION: Request to modify a wireless communication facility on an existing
+/- 65 foot high freestanding “monopine” and related ground
equipment located at 506 S. Fee Ana Street.

RELATED ITEMS: None

APPLICANT: SPRINT C/O SAC Wireless (Mr. Mark Berlin)

PROPERTY OWNER: Mr. Robert Sackett

LOCATION: 506 S. Fee Ana Street

CEQA DETERMINATION: Categorically Exempt, Class 3, Section 15303
ZONING: M — Manufacturing APN(S): 346-241-13

GENERAL PLAN: Industrial CITY COUNCIL ACTION REQUIRED: No
PREPARED BY: Kenneth A. Domer, Assistant City Administrator

REVIEWED BY: Monique B. Schwartz, Associate Planner

REQUEST:

To permit the modification of a wireless communication facility on an existing +/- 65 foot high
freestanding “monopine” and related ground equipment located at 506 S. Fee Ana Street
within the Manufacturing (M) District.

INTRODUCTION:

On September 13, 2005 the Planning Commission approved the co-location of a wireless
communications facility on an existing pole located at 506 S. Fee Ana Street. At the time,
the applicant, Nextel Communications (now Sprint), applied for and was granted Use Permit
05/10 to allow for the installation of their antennas and ground mounted equipment. A
Special Condition (No. 5) was included and reads: “No expansion or modification of the
wireless communications facility shall occur at any time without first obtaining Planning
Commission review and approval.” Therefore this modification requires Planning
Commission approval.

Pursuant to § 23.82.070 of the Placentia Municipal Code, all major wireless communication
facilities established in the City are required to obtain Planning Commission approval of a
Use Permit application. The proposed modification of an existing co-location is required
because of the above mentioned Special Condition.

The existing “monopine” cell tower and related ground-mounted equipment at the site was
first approved by the Planning Commission on June 11, 2002 for Cingular Wireless. The
existing “monopine” wireless communication facility is now owned and operated by T-
Mobile, which has an existing ground lease with Mr. and Mrs. Robert Sackett (property
owners of 506 Fee Ana Street). This Sprint set of wireless antennas is one of three sets co-
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located on this wireless communication facility. Sprint proposes to modify the existing
facilities to include removing and replacing panel antennas, adding remote radio head
(RRH) units and retrofitting the current ground equipment area.

RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning Division recommends approval of Use Permit 2012-11, which is a modification
of a wireless communication facility on an existing +/- 65 foot high freestanding “monopine”
and related ground equipment, located at 506 S. Fee Ana Street within the Manufacturing
District.

DISCUSSION:

Subject Site and Surrounding Land Uses:

The subject property is a 30,576 square foot (.702 acres) parcel that is located south of
Orangethorpe Avenue, south of the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad, and north of the
Orange County Flood Control Channel with access from Fee Ana Street. The property is
owned by Mr. and Mrs. Robert Sackett and is currently improved with a 720 square foot
house that is being used as an office and a 2,500 square foot fenced area for a “monopine”
wireless communication facility and related ground-mounted equipment that is leased to T-
Mobile. The remainder of the parcel is being used as a construction storage yard and for
storage of vehicles and equipment.

Existing Land Use Land Use Element Zoning Map
General Plan Designation
Designation
Existing Manufacturing Storage Industrial Manufacturing
Yard and wireless facility (M) District
Proposed Manufacturing Storage Industrial Manufacturing
Yard and wireless facility (M) District
North Residential (210 feet PUD 3 Medium Density
across Orangethorpe Residential
Ave.)
South Orange County Flood Industrial Manufacturing
Control Channel (M) District
East Orange County Flood Industrial Manufacturing
Control Vacant Land (M) District
West Contractor’s Storage Yard Industrial Manufacturing
(M) District
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LOCATION:

The existing sixty-five (65) foot high “monopine” and adjacent equipment building are
located within a 2,500 square foot area with a six (6) foot high chain link with barbed wire
fence along the north-east property line. The submittal site plan indicates the proposed
ground lease area will remain the same. Sprint is proposing to keep nine (9) current
antennas (three (3) per sector) and install six (6) 1900 mhz remote radio head units (two (2)
per sector) and three (3) 1900 mhz antennas (one (1) per sector) at approximately 49°-6”
(measured to center) above the finish grade. Sprint will also install new conduit and
equipment within the existing cabinet that measures 20’-0” L x11°-6” W x 11’-0” H within the
existing fenced area and parallel to the eastern property line.

Height:

Per Manufacturing (M) District regulations, the maximum permitted height for structures in
this district is fifty-four (54) feet. The existing “monopine” is sixty-five (65) feet tall, taller than
the maximum allowable height in this district; however, the cell tower “monopine” design is
also regulated by Placentia Municipal Code § 23.81.090 (Height limits-Generally) which
states that “chimneys, silos, cupolas, flag poles, monuments, gas storage holders, radio and
other towers, water tanks, church steeples and similar structures and mechanical
appurtenances may be permitted in excess of height limits provided a use permit is first
obtained in each case.” Use Permit 02/05 was approved by the Placentia Planning
Commission for the existing “monopine” wireless communication facility on June 11, 2002.

The new or modified antennas for Sprint will be mounted on the existing “monopine”
approximately 49’-6” at center antennas above the finish grade.

Antennas/Operational Characteristics:

Sprint is proposing to keep nine (9) current antennas (three per sector) and install six (6)
1900 mhz remote radio head units (two per sector) and three (3) 1900 mhz antennas (one
per sector) at approximately 49°-6” (measured to center) above the finish grade. Sprint is
also installing new conduit and equipment within the existing cabinet that measures 20°-0” L
x11’-6” W x 11°-0” H within the existing fenced area and parallel to the eastern property line.

The proposed wireless communication facility will provide twenty-four (24) hour service to
Sprint customers, seven (7) days a week. A Sprint technician will service the facility on a
periodic basis; with routine maintenance/inspections of the facility occurring once a month,
during normal working hours. Sprint requires twenty-four (24) hour access to the facility to
ensure that technical support is immediately available if warranted. They will have keys to
access the gate that surrounds the property and the gate that houses the “monopine” and
related equipment cabinets.
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Aesthetics:

The City’s wireless communication facility ordinance specifically requires operators to
consider visual impacts when locating and constructing a major wireless communication
facility; therefore, the current facility was designed to blend into the surrounding
environment. However, the existing “monopine” was approved in 2002 and does not meet
the standards set forth by the City as evidenced by recent approvals of similar “monopine”
facilities. As now required, the trunk and branches of a “monopine” are to be painted brown
and the needles are be multi-shades of green to resemble a living pine tree. The colors are
to be subdued and non-reflective to blend with materials and colors in the surrounding area.
Review of the existing “monopine” facility show a facility which is over ten years of age and
one that actually stands out in a negative way when viewed from adjacent areas, including
Orangethorpe Avenue. As a condition to this Use Permit, it is required that the applicant
work with the pole owner to upgrade the aesthetics of the facility, per what is shown on the
submitted elevations, pages A-5 through A-8. That is, the facility shall include faux
branches down to a level no higher than twelve (12) feet from the ground in a manner that
provides a general pine tree appearance (at least 2.25 branches per foot) up to the existing
branches. Further, all antenna units are to be painted green or green/brown patterns and
shall be covered with panel covers (socks) with matching branch material.

The existing ground leased fenced area is not visible to cars or to the general public. The
perimeter of the site is surrounded by a screened chain link fence and the ground leased
fenced area is located within the existing construction storage yard. Staff determined that
no further screening of the ground-mounted equipment is necessary because it is situated
within a contractor’s storage yard that is completely screened from public view. A Special
Condition of Approval was included with the original Use Permit to require that all
cable/utility runs be placed underground.

Safety:

Wireless communication facilities are regulated by the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) and must receive a federal license before transmission can begin.
Providers must comply with the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) and Institute
of Electrical and Electronic Engineers (IEEE) standards for safe human exposure to radio
electromagnetic fields. ANSI and IEEE standards are considered the most appropriate
health and safety guidelines for this type of industry. If a wireless communications facility
does not maintain ANSI/IEEE mandated standards, their FCC license will be revoked and
any authorized use permit would be declared null and void.

FCC rules require transmitting facilities (including wireless) to comply with Radio Frequency
(RF) exposure guidelines. The rules have been clarified in several FCC rulemakings but are
most conveniently grouped and discussed in the FCC’s Office of Engineering and
Technology Bulletin 65, titled, “Evaluating Compliance with FCC Guidelines for Human
Exposure to Radiofrequency Electromagnetic Fields.” The Ilimits established in the
guidelines are designed to protect the public health with a very large margin of safety. The
limits set forth by the FCC have been endorsed by the Environmental Protection Agency
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and the Food and Drug Administration. As stated below, the proposed facility, like most
facilities, create maximum exposures that are only a small fraction of the limits set by the
FCC. Moreover, the limits themselves are many times below levels that are generally
accepted as having the potential to cause adverse health effects. Nonetheless, it is
recognized that any instance of noncompliance with the guidelines is potentially very
serious, and the FCC has therefore implemented procedures to enforce compliance with its
rules.

Section 332(c)(7) of the Communications Act (which is identical to § 704(a) of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996) does not limit local government authority over siting
wireless facilities, but it does set forth specific limitations on local governments. Specifically,
47 U.S.C. § 332(c)(7) (B) (iv) states: “No State or local government or instrumentality thereof
may regulate the placement, construction, or modification of personal wireless service
facilities on the basis of the environmental effects of radio frequency emissions to the extent
that such facilities comply with the Commission’s regulations concerning such emissions.”

Therefore, the authority of the Planning Commission with regard to RF emissions is limited
to reviewing the proposed project for planned compliance with the FCC RF emissions safety
rules, and to ensure that any special conditions of approval approved with the Use Permit
maintain that compliance.

Based on material submitted by SPRINT Wireless, to include the Radio Frequency —
Electromagnetic Energy (RF-EME) Compliance Report, the proposed wireless
telecommunication facility will operate at the lowest possible power levels and is below the
established standards used by the FCC for safe human exposure to radio frequency
electromagnetic fields. These standards have been tested and are considered safe by the
American National Standards Institute (ANSI) and the Institute of Electrical Electronics
Engineers (IEEE). The attached Special Conditions of Approval (Attachment B) address
continued compliance with ground level RF emissions as set forth in Bulletin 65.

EBI Consulting, a retained consulting Engineering firm, evaluated the proposed facility for
compliance with appropriate guidelines limiting human exposure to radio frequency
electromagnetic fields. A copy of Radio Frequency — Electromagnetic Energy (RF-EME)
Compliance Report has been included as an exhibit to this staff report.

Finally, the applicant indicates that the equipment operates quietly or almost noise free. The
equipment does not emit fumes, smoke or objectionable odors.

Environmental Review

The proposed use is not expected to create a negative impact on the physical environment.
It is City Staff's opinion that the use is categorically exempt pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guideline § 15303 and City Environmental Guidelines.

Section 15303 allows for exemptions for small new construction projects which do not result
in any changes in land use or density. The proposed project involves a minor alteration to an
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existing site involving a negligible expansion of use beyond that presently existing, and will
not result in an increase of more than 50 percent of the floor area, nor more than 2,500
square feet. As a result, City Staff recommends that the Planning Commission find that the
use is categorically exempt from CEQA.

Actions:

Adopt Resolution No. PC-2012-19 approving Use Permit (UP) 2012-11, subject to the
Special Conditions of Approval and Standard Development Requirements set forth therein.

Prepared and submitted by: Reviewed and approved by:

Kenneth A. Domer
Assistant City Administrator

ique B. Schwartz
bciate Planner

Attachments:

Resolution No. PC-2012-19
Attachment A: Special Conditions of Approval and Standard Development Requirements

Exhibits:
Exhibit 1: Vicinity Map and Photo Simulations

Exhibit 2: Sprint Plan Sheets
Exhibit 3: Radio Frequency — Electromagnetic Energy (RF-EME) Compliance Report
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RESOLUTION NO. PC-2012-19

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
PLACENTIA APPROVING USE PERMIT NO. 2012-11 PERTAINING TO
MODIFICATIONS TO A SPRINT WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITY
AT PROPERTY LOCATED AT 506 S. FEE ANA STREET AND MAKING
FINDINGS IN SUPPORT THEREOF.

A. Recitals.

(). SAC Wireless, (“Applicant” hereinafter) and Mr. Robert
Sackett, the property owner, have filed an application for approval
of Use Permit No. 2012-11 to be located at 506 S. Fee Ana Street, as
described in the title of this Resolution. Hereinafter, iIn this
Resolution, the subject Use Permit request i1s referred to as the
“Application™.

(i1). On November 13, 2012 this Commission conducted a duly
noticed public hearing, as required by law, and concluded said
hearing prior to the adoption of this Resolution.

(iti). All legal prerequisites to the adoption of this
Resolution have occurred.

B. Resolution.

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby found, determined and resolved by
the Planning Commission of the City of Placentia as follows:

1. The Commission hereby specifically finds that all of the
facts set forth iIn the Recitals, Part A., of this Resolution are
true and correct.

2. Based wupon substantial evidence presented to this
Commission during the public hearing conducted with regard to the
Application, including written staff reports, verbal testimony and
development plans, this Commission hereby specifically finds as
follows:

a. The proposed use will not be: (1) detrimental to the
health, safety or general welfare of the persons residing or working
within the neighborhood of the proposed use or within the city, or
(2) injurious to the property or improvements within the
neighborhood or within the city. Subject to compliance with the
attached Special Conditions of Approval and Standard Development
Requirements (Attachment “A”), this use complies with all applicable
code requirements and development standards of the “M” Manufacturing
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District and Placentia Municipal Code Chapter 23.82, Wireless
Communication Facilities.

b. According to the submitted Radio Frequency -
Electromagnetic Energy (RF-EME) Compliance Report, the proposed
Sprint modifications are regulated by the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) and will operate within the frequencies established
for Specialized Mobile Radio operators. The Sprint wireless
telecommunication facility will operate at the lowest possible power
levels that are below established standards used by the FCC for safe
human exposure to radio frequency electromagnetic Tfields. These
standards have been tested and considered safe by the American
National Standards Institute (ANSI) and the Institute of Electrical
and Electronics Engineers (IEEE). |Included with the application is
a Report of Compliance with FCC/FAA from Richard A. Tell of Richard
Tell Associates, Inc., Consulting Engineer concluding that the
facility will comply with the prevailing standards for limiting
public exposure to radio frequency energy and will not cause a
significant impact on the environment.

c. With adherence to the Conditions of Approval related
to aesthetic iImprovements, the wireless communication facility will
not have a visual or aesthetic iImpact on the property or iIn the
immediate vicinity. The facility shall include faux branches down
to a level no higher than twelve (12) feet from the ground iIn a
manner that provides a general pine tree appearance (at least 2.25
branches per foot) up to the existing branches. Further, all
antenna units are to be painted green or green/brown patterns and
shall be covered with panel covers (socks) with matching branch
material. Special Conditions of Approval have been included to
require that all new cable/utility runs are to be placed
underground. New equipment shall be placed within an existing
equipment room. The applicant has indicated that the Sprint
equipment operates quietly or almost noise free. The equipment does
not emit fumes, smoke or objectionable odors.

d. The proposed use 1i1s consistent with the City"s
General Plan. The General Plan Land Use designation for the subject
site is “Industrial”, and the proposed use does not involve any

change in the land use of the subject site. Wireless communications
facilities are permitted in the “M” Manufacturing.

e. The proposed use, activity or 1mprovements, subject
to the attached Special Conditions of Approval and Standard
Development Requirements (Attachment “A”), 1Is consistent with the
provisions of the Zoning Ordinance or regulations applicable to the
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property. The proposed use is a permitted use 1In the “M”
Manufacturing District in the City of Placentia.

T. Conditions necessary to secure the purposes of this
section, including guarantees and evidence of compliance with
conditions are made part of the Use Permit approval. Attachment “A”
contains Special Conditions of Approval and Standard Development
Requirements specific to Use Permit 2012-11 to ensure compliance
with the Placentia Municipal Code.

3. The Planning Commission specifically finds that the
Application 1is Categorically Exempt pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended, the Guidelines
promulgated thereunder (14 CCR § 15303) and Placentia Environmental
Guidelines.

4. The Planning Commission hereby directs that, upon approval
of Use Permit 2012-11, a Notice of Exemption be TfTiled with the
Orange County Clerk/Recorder.

5. Based upon the findings and conclusions set forth herein,
this Planning Commission hereby approves Use Permit 2012-11 as
modified herein, and specifically subject to the conditions set
forth iIn Attachment ™A™ attached hereto and by this reference
incorporated herein.

6. The Secretary to the Planning Commission shall:
a. Certify to the adoption of this Resolution; and
b. Forthwith transmit a certified copy of this

Resolution, by certified mail, to the Applicant at the address of
record set forth in the Application.

[[[LL[ SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE 111111

S:/MBS/Staff Reports 2011/UP 2012-11 Amendment 506 Fee Ana
PC Meeting Packet Page 18



ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 13th day of November, 2012.

Chairman

I, Kenneth A. Domer, Secretary to the Planning Commission
of the City of Placentia, do hereby certify that the foregoing
Resolution was 1introduced at a regular meeting of the Planning
Commission of the City of Placentia held on the 13™ day of
November, 2012, and was passed at this regular meeting of the
Planning Commission of the City of Placentia held on the 13™ day of
November, 2012, by the following vote:

AYES: COMMISSION MEMBERS:

NOES: COMMISSION MEMBERS:

ABSENT: COMMISSION MEMBERS:

ABSTAINED: COMMISSION MEMBERS:
ATTEST:

Secretary to the Planning Commission

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Andrew V. Arczynski,
City Attorney
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Attachment “A”
Special Conditions of Approval and Standard Development Requirements for
Use Permit (UP) 2012-11

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

If the above referenced application is approved, applicant and/or property owner shall
comply with the Special Conditions listed below and the Standard Development
Requirements attached.

ALL OF THE FOLLOWING SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL AND STANDARD
DEVELOPMENT REQUIREMENTS SHALL BE FULLY COMPLIED WITH FOR THE USE
PERMIT TO CONTINUE IN GOOD STANDING.

CITY PLANNING DIVISION:

1. Use Permit (UP) 2012-11 is valid for a period of twelve (12) months from the date of
final determination. If the use approved by this action is not established within such a
period of time, this approval shall be terminated and shall be null and void.

2. Use Permit (UP) 2012-11 shall expire and be of no further force or effect if the use is
discontinued or abandoned for a period of one (1) year.

3. The applicant shall, as a condition of project approval, at its sole expense, defend,
indemnify and hold harmless the City, its officers, employees, agents and consultants
from any claim, action, proceeding, liability or judgment against the City, its officers,
employees, agents and/or consultants, which action seeks to set aside, void, annul or
otherwise challenge any approval by the City Council, Planning Commission, or other
City decision-making body or City staff action concerning applicant’s project. The
applicant shall pay the City’s defense costs, including attorney fees and all other
litigation-related expenses, and shall reimburse the City for any and all court costs,
which the City may be required to pay as a result of such defense. The applicant
shall further pay any adverse financial award which may issue against the City
including but not limited to any award of attorney fees to a party challenging such
project approval. The City shall retain the right to select its counsel of choice in any
action referred to herein, subject to notice to the applicant. The City agrees to
promptly notify the applicant of any such claim filed against the City and to fully
cooperate in the defense of any such action.

4, Prior to any modifications to the plans that would affect the location or visibility of the
wireless communication facility and/or the ground installation; the applicant shall
obtain prior written approval from the Development Services Department.

5. No expansion or modification of the wireless communications facility shall occur at
any time without first obtaining approval from the Development Services Department.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

The Director, or designee, may require that an expansion or future modification of the
use permit requires Planning Commission discretionary review.

Applicant shall obtain approval of a Building and Zoning Compliance Application and
shall obtain a valid Business License prior to the issuance of any building permits.
Business Licenses for all sub-contractors shall be obtained.

Applicant shall provide to the Development Services Department a preliminary report
and field report, both prepared by a licensed engineer, indicating that the operation of
the facility is in full conformance with the standards established by the American
National Standards Institute (ANSI) and the Institute of Electrical and Electronics
Engineers (IEEE) for safe human exposure to electromagnetic fields (EMF) and radio
frequency radiation (RFR). These reports are due within ninety (90) days after the
start of operations.

Applicant shall receive and maintain a license by the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) to operate a wireless communication facility in this location. A
copy of this FCC license shall be submitted to the Development Services Department
prior to the issuance of any building permits.

The major wireless communications facility shall be approved for a period not to
exceed the term of the lease. A copy of the lease shall be submitted to the
Development Services Department prior to the issuance of a building permit for the
new wireless communication facility.

If the lease is extended or terminated, notice and evidence thereof shall be provided
to the Development Services Department.

Use Permit (UP) 2012-11 shall be reviewed by the Development Services
Department ten (10) years from the date of approval to ensure compliance with all
Special Conditions of Approval and Standard Development Requirements.

Applicant shall place all cable/utility runs underground.

The applicant’s new ground-mounted equipment shall be located within the existing
ground lease area. Applicant shall cooperate with the pole owner to maintain the
“‘Monopine” and its ground lease and related enclosure in good visual and physical
condition at all times.

Wireless communication facilities shall not bear any signs or advertising devices
other than certification, warnings or other required seals or signage at any time.

The applicant shall maintain its wireless telecommunication equipment in good
condition and shall make repairs and replacements of equipment, stealth and
structural components, due to damage caused by outdoor exposure and/or inclement
weather. Under this condition, working with the pole owner, if the faux branch
attachments and/or trunk bark features, among others, fade in color due to outdoor
exposure, the applicant shall replace such components within 60 days of written
notice by the Director of Development Services or his/her designee. If the work
cannot be completed within 60 days, the applicant shall provide the City with a bond
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16.

17.

18.

or certification of deposit in the amount of the valuation of the requested repair and
completion timeline to guarantee the work. The applicant shall be responsible for
maintaining the leased property, including any applicable landscaped areas,
walkways and all paved surfaces, free from graffiti, debris and litter at all times.

The applicant shall comply with all provisions of the Placentia Municipal Code,
including Chapter 23.76, Noise Control.

Prior to issuance of building permit, the applicant is required to provide the City with a
letter and timeline from the pole owner regarding installation of new branch and
antenna sock material. The applicant shall either install or work with the pole owner
to install new branch foliage which shall vary in density, spacing, size and angle to
avoid rigid symmetry; overall tree shape shall integrate with the context of the site;
colors of the faux trunk and branches shall be non-reflective; green leaves/needles
shall be interspersed with brown to provide more natural appearance, and the
exterior surface of the faux trunk shall emulate the texture of a real tree; all antennas
(panels, microwave and GPS), mounting brackets, and coaxial cables shall be
completely screened from public view by the faux foliage and painted to match;
branch foliage shall continue down the faux trunk so as to fully conceal the trunk from
prominent public vantage points; and the overall design shall substantially conform to
and implement the visual effect of an actual pine tree. The branches at the top of the
“‘Monopine” shall form a natural peak and not appear to have a flat top. Branches
shall be at least 2.25 per foot from a level no higher than twelve (12) feet above
ground level. All aesthetic design shall be approved by the Director of Development
Services prior to issuance of building permits.

The property owner shall not at any time rent the existing house as a residence at
anytime.

CITY BUILDING DIVISION:

19.

20.

21.

22.

The building plans shall be prepared by a California licensed structural/civil engineer,
with structural details and calculations regarding wind and seismic loads. Each page
of plans shall be wet-signed.

Structural plans and calculations for the new antennas shall consider the extra weight
that applies to the existing monopine structure.

Building and electrical permits shall be required for the new antennas, remote radio
heads and other equipment to include, but not limited to: microwave dishes, lighting
and related ground-mounted equipment related to this project.

All contractors and sub-contractors shall obtain a city business license. Applicant
and/or contractor shall request a standard sub-contractor form from the City Building
Division prior to issuance of a building permit. This standard form shall be completed
and submitted to the City Business License Division prior to the issuance of any
building permits.
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CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT:

23.

24.

25.

Burglary resistant material shall be used:

(1)  Products intended for use shall be permanently labeled as such.

(2) Materials used shall meet UL 972 Standards for Safety Burglary Resistant
Glazing Materials.

(3)  Only materials approved by ICBO shall be used.

Address numbers shall be mounted near the front entry of any building or other
conspicuous location and be no less than six (6) inches high. They shall be mounted
on a contrasting background and easily visible from the street or walkway. If rear-
vehicular access, the same numbers, no less than six (6) inches high shall be
displayed on the rear of the building. Numerals of the street address shall be
displayed on the uppermost roof, in luminous paint or other material capable of being
read from the air. Minimum numeral size shall be twenty-four (24) inches. The
building designation, if within a complex (such as “A” or “B” etc) shall accompany
displayed street address.

Exterior lighting of an intensity of at least twenty-five hundredths (.25) foot-candles
shall be provided adjacent to doors and windows. Exterior bulbs shall be protected by
polycarbonate or other weather and vandal resistant globe or cover. Light(s) shall be
operated during hours of darkness through either photovoltaic sensors or appropriate
timers. Parking lots for use by the general public and/or employees shall be provided
with exterior lighting of an intensity of at least one (1) foot-candle of light on the
parking surface and operated from dusk until at least one-half (1/2) hour after the
termination of business.

ORANGE COUNTY FIRE AUTHORITY:

24.

No conditions specified by OCFA.
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Radio Frequency — Electromagnetic Energy (RF-EME)
Compliance Report

Prepared for:

Sprint Nextel

c/o Alcatel-Lucent

26801 West Agoura Road
Calabasas, CA, 91301

Site No. OG73XC760
Cash

506 South Fee Ana
Placentia, California 92870

Orange County
33.866658; -117.822744 NADS83

monotree

EBI Project No. 62124988
September 28, 2012

CONSULTING
Creating Value for Your Business

ﬁEBI 21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ 1.800.786.2346 i
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RF-EME Compliance Report Site No. OG73XC760
EBI Project No. 62124988 506 South Fee Ana, Placentia, California

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Purpose of Report

EnviroBusiness Inc. (dba EBI Consulting) has been contracted by Sprint Nextel to conduct radio
frequency electromagnetic (RF-EME) monitoring and modeling for Sprint Site OG73XC760 located at
506 South Fee Ana in Placentia, California to determine RF-EME exposure levels from existing and
proposed Sprint wireless communications equipment at this site. As described in greater detail in
Section 1.0 of this report, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has developed Maximum
Permissible Exposure (MPE) Limits for general public exposures and occupational exposures. This
report summarizes the results of RF-EME monitoring and modeling in relation to relevant FCC RF-EME
compliance standards for limiting human exposure to RF-EME fields.

EBI field personnel visited this site on September 28, 2012 This report contains a detailed summary of
the RF EME analysis for the site.

This document addresses the compliance of Sprint’s proposed transmitting facilities independently and in
relation to all collocated facilities at the site.

21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ 1.800.786.2346
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RF-EME Compliance Report Site No. OG73XC760
EBI Project No. 62124988 506 South Fee Ana, Placentia, California

1.0 LOCATION OF ALL EXISTING ANTENNAS AND FACILITIES AND EXISTING RF LEVELS

This project involves the removal of three (3) existing antennas replaced with three (3) proposed Sprint
wireless telecommunication antennas on a monotree located at 506 South Fee Ana in Placentia,
California. There are three Sectors (A, B, and C) proposed to be replaced at the site, with one (I)
antennas to be re-installed per sector in addition to the three (3) antennas per sector to remain on site.

Based on drawings and aerial photography review, an unknown provider also has wireless antennas on
the monotree. These antennas were included in the modeling analysis.

2.0 LOCATION OR ALL APPROVED (BUT NOT INSTALLED) ANTENNAS AND FACILITIES AND
EXPECTED RF LEVELS FROM THE APPROVED FACILITIES

There are no antennas or facilities that are approved and not installed based on information provided to
EBI and Sprint at the time of this report.

3.0 NUMBER AND TYPES OF WTS WITHIN 100 FEET OF THE PROPOSED SITE AND
ESTIMATES OF CUMULATIVE EMR EMISSIONS AT THE PROPOSED SITE

With the exception of the antennas mentioned in Section 1.0, there are no other Wireless
Telecommunication Service (WTS) sites observed within 100 feet of the proposed site.

4.0 LOCATION AND NUMBER OF THE SPRINT ANTENNAS AND BACK-UP FACILITIES PER
BUILDING AND NUMBER AND LOCATION OF OTHER TELECOMMUNICATION FACILITIES
ON THE PROPERTY

Sprint proposes the removal of three (3) existing antennas replaced with three (3) proposed Sprint
wireless telecommunication antennas on a monotree located at 506 South Fee Ana in Placentia,
California. There are three Sectors (A, B, and C) proposed to be replaced at the site, with one (I)
antennas to be re-installed per sector in addition to the three (3) antennas per sector to remain on site..
In each sector, there is proposed to be one antenna transmitting in the 1900 MHz frequency range. The
Sector A antennas will be oriented 340° from true north. The Sector B antennas will be oriented 100°
from true north. The Sector C antennas will be oriented 220° from true north. The bottoms of the
antennas will be 49.1 feet above ground level.

Based on drawings and aerial photography review, an unknown provider also has wireless antennas on
the monotree. These antennas were included in the modeling analysis.

5.0 POWER RATING FOR ALL EXISTING AND PROPOSED BACKUP EQUIPMENT SUBJECT TO
THE APPLICATION

The operating power for modeling purposes was assumed to be 20 Watts per transmitter and eight (8)
transmitters operating at the 1900 MHz.

6.0 TOTAL NUMBER OF WATTS PER INSTALLATION AND THE TOTAL NUMBER OF WATTS
FOR ALL INSTALLATIONS ON THE BUILDING

The effective radiated power (ERP) for the 1900 MHz transmitters combined on site is 7,548Watts. The
ERPs for other carriers on site was not provided.

: EBI 21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ 1.800.786.2346
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RF-EME Compliance Report Site No. OG73XC760
EBI Project No. 62124988 506 South Fee Ana, Placentia, California

7.0 PREFERRED METHOD OF ATTACHMENT OF PROPOSED ANTENNA WITH PLOT OR ROOF
PLAN INCLUDING: DIRECTIONALITY OF ANTENNAS, HEIGHT OF ANTENNAS ABOVE
NEAREST WALKING SURFACE, DISCUSS NEARBY INHABITED BUILDINGS

Based on the information provided to EBI, the information indicates that the proposed antennas are to
be pipe mounted to the monotree, operating in the directions, frequencies, and heights mentioned in
section 4.0 above. There are dense industrial communities to the south and dense residential
communities to the north.

8.0 ESTIMATED AMBIENT RADIO FREQUENCY FIELDS FOR THE PROPOSED SITE

Based on worst-case predictive modeling, there are no modeled exposures on any accessible ground-
level walking/working surface related to proposed equipment in the area that exceed the FCC’s
occupational and general public exposure limits at this site. As such, the proposed Sprint project is in
compliance with FCC rules and regulations. At the nearest walking/working surfaces to the proposed
Sprint antennas, the maximum power density is 2.00 percent of the FCC’s general public limit (0.40
percent of the FCC’s occupational limit). The composite exposure level from all other carriers existing
on this site combined with Sprint’s proposed antennas is 3.30 percent of the FCC'’s general public limit
(0.66 percent of the FCC’s occupational limit) at the nearest walking/working surface to each antenna.
The inputs used in the modeling are summarized in the RoofView® export file presented in Appendix B.

There are no modeled areas on the ground that exceed the FCC’s limits for general public or
occupational exposure in front of the other carrier antennas.

9.0  SIGNAGE AT THE FACILITY IDENTIFYING ALL WTS EQUIPMENT AND SAFETY
PRECAUTIONS FOR PEOPLE NEARING THE EQUIPMENT AS MAY BE REQUIRED BY THE
APPLICABLE FCC ADOPTED STANDARDS (DISCUSS SIGNAGE FOR THOSE WHO SPEAK
LANGUAGES OTHER THAN ENGLISH)

Signs are the primary means for control of access to areas where RF exposure levels may potentially
exceed the MPE. It is recommended that additional signage be installed for the new antennas making
people aware of the antennas locations. There are no exposures above the FCC limits in front of the
proposed antennas and therefore barriers are not recommended.

Additionally, there are areas where workers elevated above the ground may be exposed to power
densities greater than the general population and occupational limits. Workers and the general public

should be informed about the presence and locations of antennas and their associated fields.

Access to this site is accomplished via a gate in the fence surrounding the tower. Workers must be
elevated to antenna level to access them, so these antennas are not accessible to the general public.

10.0 STATEMENT ON WHO PRODUCED THIS REPORT AND QUALIFICATIONS

Please see the certifications attached in Appendix A below.

11.0 FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION (FCC) REQUIREMENTS

The FCC has established Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) limits for human exposure to

Radiofrequency Electromagnetic (RF-EME) energy fields, based on exposure limits recommended by the
National Council on Radiation Protection and Measurements (NCRP) and, over a wide range of

21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ 1.800.786.2346

PC Meeting Packet Page 54



Site No. OG73XC760
506 South Fee Ana, Placentia, California

RF-EME Compliance Report
EBI Project No. 62124988

frequencies, the exposure limits developed by the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers, Inc.
(IEEE) and adopted by the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) to replace the 1982 ANSI
guidelines. Limits for localized absorption are based on recommendations of both ANSI/IEEE and
NCRP.

The FCC guidelines incorporate two separate tiers of exposure limits that are based upon
occupational/controlled exposure limits (for workers) and general public/uncontrolled exposure limits
for members of the general public.

Occupationallcontrolled exposure limits apply to situations in which persons are exposed as a
consequence of their employment and in which those persons who are exposed have been made fully
aware of the potential for exposure and can exercise control over their exposure. Occupational/
controlled exposure limits also apply where exposure is of a transient nature as a result of incidental
passage through a location where exposure levels may be above general public/uncontrolled limits (see
below), as long as the exposed person has been made fully aware of the potential for exposure and can
exercise control over his or her exposure by leaving the area or by some other appropriate means.

General publicluncontrolled exposure limits apply to situations in which the general public may be
exposed or in which persons who are exposed as a consequence of their employment may not be made
fully aware of the potential for exposure or cannot exercise control over their exposure. Therefore,
members of the general public would always be considered under this category when exposure is not
employment-related, for example, in the case of a telecommunications tower that exposes persons in a
nearby residential area.

Table | and Figure | (below), which are included within the FCC’s OET Bulletin 65, summarize the MPE
limits for RF emissions. These limits are designed to provide a substantial margin of safety. They vary
by frequency to take into account the different types of equipment that may be in operation at a
particular facility and are “time-averaged” limits to reflect different durations resulting from controlled
and uncontrolled exposures.

The FCC’s MPEs are measured in terms of power (mW) over a unit surface area (cm?2). Known as the
power density, the FCC has established an occupational MPE of 5 milliwatts per square centimeter
(mW/ecm?) and an uncontrolled MPE of | mW/cm?2 for equipment operating in the 1900 MHz frequency
range. For the Sprint equipment operating at 800 MHz, the FCC’s occupational MPE is 2.66 mW/cm?
and an uncontrolled MPE of 0.53 mW/cm?2. These limits are considered protective of these populations.

Table I: Limits for Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE)

(A) Limits for Occupational/Controlled Exposure

Frequency Range Electric Field Magnetic Field . Averaging Time

4 (MHz) ¥ Strength (E) Stfength (H) P°werv'?,7"s'§" ON |;gH]g2, orS
(V/m) (A/m) (mWiem?’) (minutes)

0330 614 163 (100)* 6

3.0-30 1842/f 4.89/f (900/F)* 6

30-300 614 0.163 1.0 6

300-1,500 - - /300 6

I,500-100,000 - - 5 6

(B) Limits for General Public/Uncontrolled Exposure
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Site No. OG73XC760

506 South Fee Ana, Placentia, California

Frequency Range Electric Field Magnetic Field . Averaging Time

? (MHyz) ¥ Strength (E) Stfength (H) P°we”v[:,‘7“s'§y ON [gH]gz, orS
(Vim) (Alm) (mWlem’) (minutes)

03-134 614 163 (100)* 30

1.34-30 824/f 2.19/f (180/F)* 30

30-300 275 0.073 02 30

300-1,500 - - /1,500 30

I,500-100,000 - - 1.0 30

f = Frequency in (MHz)
* Plane-wave equivalent power density

Figure 1. FCC Limits for Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE)
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Based on the above, the most restrictive thresholds for exposures of unlimited duration to RF energy
for several personal wireless services are summarized below:

Personal Wireless Service Approximate Occupational Public MPE
Frequency MPE

Personal Communication (PCS) 1,950 MHz 5.00 mW/cm? 1.00 mW/cm?

Cellular Telephone 870 MHz 2.90 mW/cm? 0.58 mW/cm?

Specialized Mobile Radio 855 MHz 2.85 mW/cm?’ 0.57 mW/cm’

Most Restrictive Freq, Range 30-300 MHz 1.00 mW/cm? 0.20 mW/cm?

MPE limits are designed to provide a substantial margin of safety. These limits apply for continuous
exposures and are intended to provide a prudent margin of safety for all persons, regardless of age,
gender, size, or health.

Personal Communication (PCS) facilities used by Sprint in this area operate within a frequency range of
800-1900 MHz. Facilities typically consist of: 1) electronic transceivers (the radios or cabinets)
connected to wired telephone lines; and 2) antennas that send the wireless signals created by the
transceivers to be received by individual subscriber units (PCS telephones). Transceivers are typically
connected to antennas by coaxial cables.

Because of the short wavelength of PCS services, the antennas require line-of-site paths for good
propagation, and are typically installed above ground level. Antennas are constructed to concentrate
energy towards the horizon, with as little energy as possible scattered towards the ground or the sky.
This design, combined with the low power of PCS facilities, generally results in no possibility for
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RF-EME Compliance Report Site No. OG73XC760
EBI Project No. 62124988 506 South Fee Ana, Placentia, California

exposure to approach Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) levels, with the exception of areas directly
in front of the antennas.

Statement of Compliance

A site is considered out of compliance with FCC regulations if there are areas that exceed the FCC
exposure limits and there are no RF hazard mitigation measures in place. Any carrier which has an
installation that contributes more than 5% of the applicable MPE must participate in mitigating these RF
hazards.

12.0 LIMITATIONS

This report was prepared for the use of Sprint Nextel. It was performed in accordance with generally
accepted practices of other consultants undertaking similar studies at the same time and in the same
locale under like circumstances. The conclusions provided by EBI are based solely on the information
collected during the site survey andprovided by the client. The observations in this report are valid on
the date of the investigation. Any additional information that becomes available concerning the site
should be provided to EBI so that our conclusions may be revised and modified, if necessary. This
report has been prepared in accordance with Standard Conditions for Engagement and authorized
proposal, both of which are integral parts of this report. No other warranty, expressed or implied, is
made

13.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

EBI has prepared this Radiofrequency Emissions Compliance Report for the proposed Sprint
telecommunications equipment at the site located at 506 South Fee Ana in Placentia, California.

EBI has conducted theoretical modeling to estimate the worst-case power density from Sprint antennas
and the other carriers’ existing antennas to document potential MPE levels at this location and ensure
that site control measures are adequate to meet FCC and OSHA requirements. As presented in the
preceding sections, based on worst-case predictive modeling, there are no modeled exposures on any
accessible ground-level walking/working surface related to proposed equipment in the area that exceed
the FCC’s occupational and general public exposure limits at this site. As such, the proposed Sprint
project is in compliance with FCC rules and regulations.

Signage is recommended at the site as presented in Section 9.0. Posting of the signage brings the site
into compliance with FCC rules and regulations.

21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ 1.800.786.2346
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Appendix A

Certifications

21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ 1.800.786.2346
PC Meeting Packet Page 58




RF-EME Compliance Report Site No. OG73XC760
EBI Project No. 62124988 506 Fee Ana Street, Placentia, California

Reviewed and Approved by:

Herbert J. Stockinger, PE
Senior Engineer

Note that EBI's scope of work is limited to an evaluation of the Radio Frequency — Electromagnetic Energy (RF-
EME) field generated by the antennas and broadcast equipment noted in this report. The engineering and design
of the building and related structures, as well as the impact of the antennas and broadcast equipment on the
structural integrity of the building, are specifically excluded from EBI's scope of work.

EBI Consulting
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Preparer Certification
I, C Chang, state that:

= | am an employee of EnviroBusiness Inc. (d/b/a EBI Consulting), which provides RF-EME safety
and compliance services to the wireless communications industry.

* | have successfully completed RF-EME safety training, and | am aware of the potential hazards
from RF-EME and would be classified “occupational” under the FCC regulations.

= | am familiar with the FCC rules and regulations as well as OSHA regulations both in general and
as they apply to RF-EME exposure.

= | have reviewed the data collected during the site survey and provided by the client and
incorporated it into this Site Compliance Report such that the information contained in this
report is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge.

21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ 1.800.786.2346
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RF-EME Compliance Report Site No. OG73XC760
EBI Project No. 62124988 506 South Fee Ana, Placentia, California

Appendix B

Roofview® Export File
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Map, Settings, Antenna, and Symbol Data Table .. Exported from workbook -> Roof View RF Template_ATT Compo
Done on 9/28/2012 at 10:36:37 AM.

Use this format to prepare other data sets for the RoofView workbook file.

You may use as many rows in this TOP header as you wish.

The critical point are the cells in COLUMN ONE that read 'Start...' (eg. StartMapDefinition)

If used, these (4) headers are required to be spelled exactly, as one word (eg. StartMapDefinition)

The very next row will be considered the start of that data block.

The first row of the data block can be a header (as shown below), but this is optional.

When building a text file for import, Add the Map info first, then the Antenna data, followed by the symbol data.
All rows above the first marker line 'Start..." will be ignored, no matter how many there are.

This area is for you use for documentation.

End of help comments.

You can place as much text here as you wish as long as you don't place it below

the Start Map Definition row below the blue line.

You may insert more rows using the Insert menu.

Should you need additional lines to document your project, simply insert additional rows

by highlighting the row number adjacent to the blue line below and then clicking on the Insert menu
and selecting rows.

StartMapDefinition

Roof Max Y Roof Max ¥ Map Max Y Map Max XY Offset X Offset  Number of envelope List Of Arec
170 170 190 210 20 0 1 SKS31:SFX! SK$31:SFX$200 SKS31:5FXS
StartSettingsData
Standard Method Uptime  Scale FactoLow Thr  Low Color Mid Thr ~ Mid Color HiThr Hi Color  Over Color Ap Ht Mult Ap Ht Method
4 2 1 1 100 1 500 4 5000 2 3 15 1
StartAntennaData It is advisable to provide an ID (ant 1) for all antennas
(MHz) Trans Trans Coax Coax Other Input Calc (ft) (ft) (ft) (ft) dBd BWdth Uptime ON
D Name Freq Power Count Len Type Loss Power Power Mfg Model X Y z Type Aper Gain Pt Dir Profile flag
SPT Al Sprint 1900 20 5 10 1/2 LDF 0.5 84.33348 RFS APXVSPP18-C-A20 15 18 49.1 6 15.9 65;340 ONe
SPTB1 Sprint 1900 20 5 10 1/2 LDF 0.5 84.33348 RFS APXVSPP18-C-A20 29 12 49.1 6 15.9 65;100 ONe
SPTC1 Sprint 1900 20 5 10 1/2 LDF 0.5 84.33348 RFS APXVSPP18-C-A20 18 3 49.1 6 15.9 65;220 ONe
SPT A2 Sprint 1900 20 1 3 10.02374 18 18 49.85 4.5 16 65,340 ONe
SPT A3 Sprint 1900 20 1 3 10.02374 21 18 49.85 4.5 16 65;340 ONe
SPT B2 Sprint 1900 20 1 3 10.02374 27 10 49.85 4.5 16 65;100 ONe
SPT B3 Sprint 1900 20 1 3 10.02374 25 8 49.85 4.5 16 65;100 ONe
SPTC2 Sprint 1900 20 1 3 10.02374 16 5 49.85 4.5 16 65;220 ONe
SPTC3 Sprint 1900 20 1 3 10.02374 14 7 49.85 4.5 16 65;220 ONe
UNK1 A1 Unknown 850 50 1 3 25.05936 15 18 58.58333 35 12 63;340 ONe
UNK1 A2 Unknown 850 50 1 3 25.05936 26 18 58.58333 3.5 12 63;340 ONe
UNK1B1 Unknown 850 50 1 3 25.05936 29 12 58.58333 35 12 63;100 ONe
UNK1B2 Unknown 850 50 1 3 25.05936 24 3 58.58333 3.5 12 63;100 ONe
UNK1C1 Unknown 850 50 1 3 25.05936 18 3 58.58333 35 12 63;220 ONe
UNK1C2 Unknown 850 50 1 3 25.05936 12 11 58.58333 3.5 12 63;220 ONe
StartSymbolData
Sym Map Marke Roof X Roof Y Map Label Description ( notes for this table only )
Sym 5 35 ACUnit  Sample symbols
Sym 14 5 Roof Access
Sym 45 5 AC Unit
Sym 45 20 Ladder
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Placentia Planning Commission

Agenda Staff Report

AGENDA ITEM NO.: 3 | DATE: November 13,2012 | PUBLIC HEARING: Yes
APPLICATION: Zoning Code Amendment 2012-01

DESCRIPTION: Amendment to Chapter 23.90 of Title 23 (Zoning Ordinance) of the
Placentia Municipal Code adding a new § 23.90.045 requiring specified signs utilizing
non-Latin/Roman alphabet characters to provide a generic description of the business
in English and requires applications for such signs to include a certified English
translation thereof.

RELATED APPLICATIONS: None

APPLICANT: City of Placentia

PROPERTY OWNER: N/A

LOCATION: City-wide

CEQA DETERMINATION: 8§ 15061(b)(3)

ZONING: City-wide APN(S): N/A

GENERAL PLAN: All land uses CITY COUNCIL ACTION REQUIRED: Yes
PREPARED BY: Kenneth A. Domer, Assistant City Administrator

REVIEWED BY: Monique B. Schwartz, Associate Planner

REQUEST:

To consider a recommendation to the City Council of an amendment to the Zoning
Ordinance of the City of Placentia within Chapter 23.90 (Signs — Advertising Structures).
The amendment requires specified signs utilizing non-Latin/Roman alphabet characters
to provide a generic description of the business in English and requires applications for
such signs to include a certified English translation.

INTRODUCTION:

It is recognized that the City’s Zoning Code is in much need of an overhaul and
modernization which will begin when the General Plan Update is complete. However,
from time to time, a specific instance is discovered in which Development Services Staff
may recommend an amendment to the Zoning Code. Recently, it came to the attention
of the City, that a business located within a commercial zone had installed a new sign
without first obtaining a sign permit. While the business has since been cited and will be
required to relocate because it is not a permitted use, the signage issue was more of a
concern. The sign was completely in a foreign language, with no ability for a person to
determine the nature of the business or provide useful information to emergency
services in case of emergency.

In discussions with the City Attorney’s Office, the City Attorney recommended the
adoption of a legally tested Zoning Code amendment which continues to permit signage
erected in a foreign language, but does so with an ability for a person, not fluent in the
language used, to identify the business or structure in case emergency responders are
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required to assist in the event of fire, life threatening emergency or criminal conduct. For
example, if a person was to report an emergency situation and was unable to determine
the street address, the typical reaction is to report at which business or facility the
situation is occurring. However, with signage that does not contain a English language
generic description, there may not be a quick way to report such information to
authorities.

DISCUSSION:

The proposed ordinance adds 8§ 23.90.045 and reads as follows:
Section 23.90.045 — Signs Utilizing Non-Latin/Roman Alphabet.

A. Every sign larger than four (4) square feet of surface area, erected in
connection with any business within the City and which utilizes any non-
Latin/Roman letters, symbols, or characters in fifty percent (50%) or more of
its advertising message and in lettering readable from the nearest public
street, shall be considered to be a “non-English language sign.” Each non-
English language sign shall contain thereon a generic description, written in
English, of the nature of such business, readable from the nearest public
street.

B. In all cases where a zoning sign permit, sign erection permit, or other
sign permit is required by this Code or other law, the applicant shall submit
to the City a certification, executed under penalty of perjury under the laws
of the State of California, containing an English language translation of all
letters, symbols, or characters proposed to be displayed on the non-English
language sign. An application for any such permit shall not be deemed
complete unless and until the applicant has provided the certification
required herein.

C. The provisions of this section shall apply to signs meeting the criteria
stated herein which are sought to be erected on or after the effective date of
this Ordinance.

Upon submission of a sign permit application, City Staff will review the application and
draft sign language per the current and proposed sign regulations. In instances in which
a proposed sign meets the criteria set forth in the subsection (a) of §23.90.045, Staff will
review to ensure that the English language portion is viewable from the public right of
way and obtain a generic description of the non-English portion to remain with the sign
permit application. In instances where a sign is erected without an applicable sign
permit, if and after the proposed ordinance is enacted, then City Code Compliance
personnel shall issue a courtesy notice for lack of proper sign permit and violation of
§23.90.045.

Pursuant to Placentia Municipal Code 8 23.96.040, the Planning Commission, after
examination of the proposed zoning code amendment, must make recommendations of its
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findings to the City Council. The Planning Commission may recommend approval of Zoning
Code Amendment 2012-01 to the City Council, only if it makes the following findings:

Findings

(1) The proposed amendment will not be: (A) detrimental to the health, safety, or general
welfare of the persons residing or working within the neighborhood of the proposed
amendment or within the City, or (B) injurious to property or improvements within the
neighborhood or within the city; and,

Fact:

The proposed zoning code amendment will not be: (A) detrimental to the health, safety or
general welfare of the persons residing or working within the neighborhood of the
proposed amendment or within the City, or (B) injurious to property or improvements
within the neighborhood or within the City. The basis for this fact is the that the
amendment regulates signage to ensure that signs can be interpreted by many
persons in the community so as to not lead to failure to timely identify a business or
structure where emergency responders are required to assist in the event of fire, life
threatening emergency or criminal conduct. Such ability provides for increase health,
safety and general welfare of persons residing or working within the City and where
such signage may occur.

Findings

(2) The proposed zoning code amendment will be consistent with the latest adopted
general plan.

Fact:

The proposed zoning code amendment is consistent with the latest adopted general
plan. The amendment is also consistent with the General Plan update currently being
processed by the City.

Accordingly, it is Staff recommendation that the Planning Commission can make the
findings and should recommend to the City Council the adoption of Zoning Code
Amendment 2012-01.

CEOQA:

The amendments set forth in the proposed ordinance have been reviewed and
considered in accordance with the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act
of 1970, as amended, the Guidelines promulgated thereunder and City Guidelines.
Based on this review it is found that it can be seen with certainty that there is no
possibility that the amendments set forth may have a significant effect on the
environment and, therefore the amendments are not subject to the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality act pursuant to the provisions of 8 15061(b)(3) of
Division 6 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations. If adopted, a Notice of
Exemption will be filed with the Orange County Clerk/Recorder, as required by law.
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RECOMMENDATION:

1. Adopt Resolution PC-2012-09 making the required findings; and

2. Recommend approval of Zoning Code Amendment 2012-01 to the City Council,
and direct staff to prepare and transmit a report of the findings and
recommendations of the Planning Commission to the City Council.

Reviewed by: Prepared and approved by:

Monique B. Schwartz

"‘enneth A. Domer

Associate Planner Assistant City Administrator
Attachments:
Attachment A: Zoning Code Amendment 2012-01
Attachment B: Resolution PC-2012-09
Page 4 of 4
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ORDI NANCE NO. O-2012- XX

AN ORDI NANCE OF THE CI TY COUNCI L OF
THE CI TY OF PLACENTI A ADDI NG A NEW SECTI ON
23.90. 045 TO CHAPTER 23.90 OF TITLE 23
(ZONI NG ORDI NANCE) OF THE PLACENTI A MUNI Cl PAL
CODE PERTAI NI NG TO SI GNS UTI LI ZI NG
NON- LATI NV ROVAN ALPHABET.
[ Zoni ng Code Anmendrent 2012-01]

Cty Attorney's Sunmmary

This Odinance adds a new 8 23.90.045 to Title 23 of the
Placentia Municipal Code requiring specified signs
utilizing non-Latin/Roman al phabet characters to
provide a generic description of the business in
English and requires applications for such signs to
include a certified English translation thereof.

A Recital s.

(1). City staff has discovered that certain signs are
being erected wthin the community which are utilizing non-
Lati n/ Roman al phabet characters.

(1i). Such signs cannot be interpreted by many persons in
the community and may lead to failure to tinely identify a business or
structure where energency responders are required to assist in the
event of fire, life threatening emergency or crimnal conduct.

(iii). The Gty desires to anmend provisions of Title 23 of
the Placentia Minicipal Code (“Zoning Odinance”) to ensure pronpt
identification of businesses and structures utilizing non-Latin/Roman
al phabet characters and to require certified translations
t her eof .

(iv). On Novenber 13, 2012, the Pl anning Conmi ssion of the
Cty of Placentia conducted, and concluded, a duly noticed public
hearing, as required by law, to amend the Zoning O dinance to conport
with California |law and reconmmended adoption of this Ordinance to the
City Council [Zoning Code Arendnment 2012-01].

(v). This City Council has reviewed and considered
all elenments of anmendnents to the Zoning Code as reconmended by
the Planning Comm ssion, including witten staff reports and

verbal testinony presented during a duly noticed public hearing,
which hearing was concluded prior to the adoption of this
O di nance.

Ordi nance No. O 2012- XX 1
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(vi). Al'l legal prerequisites to the adoption of this
O di nance have occurred.

B. O di nance.

NOW THEREFORE, the Gty Council of the Cty of Placentia
does hereby find, determine and ordain as follows:

SECTI ON 1. In all respects, as set forth in the Recitals, Part
A, of this Odinance.

SECTION 2. The City Council hereby finds and certifies that the
amendnents set forth below have been reviewed and considered in
accordance with the provisions of the California Environnental Quality
Act of 1970, as anended, the Quidelines pronulgated thereunder and
City Quidelines and, further, finds that it can be seen with certainty
that there is no possibility that the anmendnents set forth bel ow may
have a significant effect on the environnent and said anendnents are
therefore not subject to the requirenents of the California
Environmental Quality act pursuant to the provisions of Section
15061(b)(3) of Division 6 of Title 14 of the California Code of
Regul ati ons and hereby directs that a Notice of Exenption be filed
with the Orange County Cl erk/Recorder, as required by |aw

SECTI ON 3. A new Section 23.90.045 hereby is added to Chapter
23.90 of Title 23 of the Placentia Minicipal Code, to read, in words
and figures, as follows:

“Section 23.90.045 — Signs Uilizing Non-Latin/Roman
Al phabet .

“A Every sign larger than four (4) square feet of
surface area, erected in connection with any business within the
City and which utilizes any non-Latin/Roman |etters, synbols, or
characters in fifty percent (50% or nore of its advertising
message and in lettering readable from the nearest public
street, shall be considered to be a “non-English | anguage sign.”
Each non-English |anguage sign shall contain thereon a generic
description, witten in English, of the nature of such business,
readabl e fromthe nearest public street.

“B. In all cases where a zoning sign permt, sign
erection permt, or other sign permt is required by this Code
or other law, the applicant shall submt to the Cty a

certification, executed under penalty of perjury under the |aws
of the State of California, containing an English [|anguage
translation of all letters, synbols, or characters proposed to
be displayed on the non-English |anguage sign. An application
for any such permt shall not be deened conplete unless and
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until the applicant has provided the certification required
her ei n.

“C. The provisions of this section shall apply to
signs neeting the criteria stated herein which are sought to be
erected on or after the effective date of this O dinance.”

SECTION 4. Penalty for Violation.

It shall be wunlawful for any person, firm partnership or
corporation to violate any provision or to fail to conply with any of
the requirenents of this Odinance hereby adopted. Any person, firm
partnership or corporation violating any provision of this Ordinance
or failing to conply with any of its requirements shall be deened
guilty of a m sdeneanor and upon conviction thereof shall be punished
by a fine not exceeding One Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00), or by
i mprisonnent not exceeding six (6) nonths, or by both such fine and
i mpri sonnent . Each and every person, firm part nershi p, or
corporation shall be deenmed guilty of a separate offense for each and
every day or any portion thereof during which any violation of any of
the provisions of this Ordinance is commtted, continued or permtted
by such person, firm partnership or corporation, and shall be deened
puni shabl e therefore as provided in this Odinance.

SECTION 5. C vil Renedi es Avail abl e.

The violation of any of the provisions of this Odinance hereby
adopted shall constitute a nuisance and nmay be abated by the Gty
through civil process by neans of restraining order, prelimnary or
permanent injunction or in any other nmanner provided by law for the
abat enent of such nui sances.

SECTION 6. Severability.

The City Council declares that, should any provision, section,
par agr aph, sentence or word of this Ordinance be rendered or declared
invalid by any final court action in a «court of conpetent
jurisdiction, or by reason of any preenptive legislation, the
remai ni ng provisions, sections, paragraphs, sentences and words of
this Odinance shall remain in full force and effect.

SECTION 7. The Mayor shall sign and the Gty derk shall certify
to the passage and adoption of this Odinance and shall cause the
same, or the summary thereof, to be published and posted pursuant to
the provisions of law and this Odinance shall take effect thirty (30)
days after passage.

PASSED and ADOPTED this __ day of , 2012.
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JEREMY B. YAMAGUCHI , MAYOR
ATTEST:

PATRICK J. MELIA, CTY CLERK

I, PATRICK J. MELIA Cty derk of the Cty of Placentia, do hereby
certify that the foregoing Odinance was introduced at a regular
nmeeting of the City Council held on the day of | 2012 and

was finally adopted at a regular neeting held on the __ day of
., 2012, by the follow ng vote:

AYES: COUNCI LMEMBERS:
NCES: COUNCI LMEMBERS:
ABSENT: COUNCI LMEMBERS:

ABSTAI N: COUNCI LMEMBERS:

PATRICK J. MELIA, CTY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM

ANDREW V. ARCZYNSKI ,
CI TY ATTORNEY

Ordi nance No. O 2012- XX 4
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RESCLUTI ON NO. PC-2012-09
AMENDMENT NO. 2012-01

A RESCLUTI ON OF THE PLANNI NG COW SSI ON OF THE
C TY OF PLACENTI A RECOMVENDI NG THE CI TY COUNCI L
ADOPT AN ORDI NANCE ( AMENDMENT NO. 2012-01) ADDI NG
A NEW SECTI ON 23. 90. 045 TO CHAPTER 23.90 OF TITLE
23 (ZONI NG ORDI NANCE) OF THE PLACENTI A MUNI Cl PAL
CODE PERTAI NI NG TO SI GNS UTI LI ZI NG NON-

LATI N ROVAN ALPHABET.

A Reci t al s.

(i). On Novenber 13, 2012, this Planning Conmm ssion
conducted a duly noticed public hearing, as required by
law, to consider Amendnent No. 2012-01 with said public
heari ng having been concluded prior to adoption of this
Resol uti on.

(1i). This Planning Commi ssion has reviewed and
considered all elenments of proposed Amendnent No. 2012-01,
including witten staff reports and verbal testinony
presented during the above-referenced public hearing.

(rii). Al legal prerequisites to the adoption of
this Resol ution have occurred.

B. Resol uti on.

NOW THEREFORE, the Pl anning Conm ssion of the City of
Placentia does hereby find, determne, and resolve as
fol |l ows:

1. This Comm ssion hereby specifically finds that
all the facts as set forth in the Recitals, Part A., of
this Resolution are true and correct.

2. This Comm ssion finds, and recommends the City
Council find, that Anmendnent No. 2012-01 is in confornmance
with the Placentia General Pl an.

3. This Comm ssion finds, and recommends the City
Council find, that Amendnent No. 2012-01 specified wthin
the proposed Ordinance attached hereto as “Exhibit A’ and
made a part hereof, will pronote the orderly devel opnent of
the Gty and the public health, safety and welfare.

Resol uti on No. PC-2012-09 1
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4. This Comm ssion finds, and recommends the City
Council find, that Anmendnent No. 2012-01 wll not have a
detrinental effect upon |and available for housing wthin
the City.

5. Amendnment No. 2012-01 responds to requirenents of
State and other laws, and provides findings, definitions,
procedures and standards which support proactive |and use,
code enforcenent and developnent activities wthin the
Cty.

6. Amendnment No. 2012-01 pronotes inplenentation of
the goals and policies set forth in the General Plan.

7. Amendnent No. 2012-01 will not be (a) detrinenta
to the health, safety or general welfare of the persons
residing or working within the nei ghborhood of the proposed
amendnent or within the Cty, or (b) injurious to property
or inprovenents wthin the neighborhood of the proposed
amendnment or within the Gty. Amendnent No. 2012-01 allows
for greater public safety of individuals due to the
requi renent to have signs be interpreted by many persons in
the comunity in order to tinely identify a business or
structure where energency responders are required to assi st
in the event of fire, |life threatening energency or
crim nal conduct.

8. The Planning Commi ssion hereby makes, and
recoomends the Cty Council mneke, the follow ng finding:
That there is no possibility that the anendnents set forth
in “Exhibit A" my have a significant effect on the
environnent and said anendnents are therefore not subject
to the requirenents of the California Environmental Quality
act pursuant to the provisions of 8§ 15061(b)(3) of Division
6 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, and
the Gty of Placentia Environnental Guidelines.

9. The Planning Comm ssion hereby recommends that,
upon adoption of Anmendnent No. 2012-01, a Notice of
Exenption be filed with the Oange County C erk/Recorder
as required by |aw.

10. This Comm ssion finds, and recomends the Cty
Council find, that the facts supporting the above specified
findings are contained in the staff report and exhibits,
and information provided to this Planning Conm ssion during

Resol uti on No. PC-2012-09 2

Page 2 of 3
PC Meeting Packet Page 72



the public hearing conducted with respect to Amendnment No.
2012-01.

11. This Conmm ssion hereby recommends that the Gty
Council of the Cty of Placentia approve Anmendnent No.
2012-01 as set forth in “Exhibit A’ attached hereto.

12. The Secretary of this Comm ssion shall:

a. Certify to the adoption of this
Resol ution; and

b. Forthwith transmt a certified copy of
this Resolution to the Cty Council of the Cty of
Pl acentia together with all docunents prepared with respect
to these considerations and transcripts of any and al
heari ngs conduct ed W th respect to t he Or di nance
recommended for approval herein.

PASSED AND ADOPTED t his 13'" day of Novenber,
2012, by the follow ng vote:

AYES: COWM SSI ON MEMBERS:
NCES: COWM SSI ON MEMBERS:
ABSENT: COWM SSI ON MEMBERS:
ABSTAI NED: COWMM SSI ON MEMBERS:
Chai r man
ATTEST:
Secretary

APPROVED AS TO FORM

ANDREW V. ARCZYNSKI
Cl TY ATTORNEY

Resol uti on No. PC-2012-09 3
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