CITY COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 20, 2007 ITEM NUMBER:

SUBJECT: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GP-07-04 FOR WEST SANTA ANA HEIGHTS
DATE: NOVEMBER 7, 2007

FROM: PLANNING DIVISION/DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT

PRESENTATION BY: REBECCA ROBBINS, ASSISTANT PLANNER

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: REBECCA ROBBINS, ASSISTANT PLANNER
(714) 754-5609

RECOMMENDATION

The Planning Commission recommends that City Council take the following action:
Approve General Plan Amendment GP-07-04 by adopting the attached resolution.

BACKGROUND

On July 18, 2007, the Orange County Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO)
approved an application to annex West Santa Ana Heights to the City of Newport Beach.
The area approved for annexation totals approximately 60 acres and is generally bound
by Santa Ana Avenue to the west, Mesa Drive and Irvine Avenue to the south, Newport
Beach Golf Course to the east, and Santa Ana Delhi Channel fo the north. (See “Exhibit
B” of the attached resolution.)

On September 24, 2007, Planning Commission adopted a resolution recommending
that City Council approve the General Plan Amendment (Commission Resolution,
Attachment 3).

ANALYSIS

To reflect LAFCQO’s approval, Costa Mesa’s General Plan Land Use Element and Land
Use Map need to be amended to remove West Santa Ana Heights from the City’s
Sphere of Influence. The effective date for the annexation is set for January 1, 2008.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

Pursuant to the Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, this project
required a Negative Declaration that had been previously prepared by the City of Newport
Beach and was adopted by LAFCO in conjunction with the reorganization action of West
Santa Ana Heights.



FISCAL REVIEW

Fiscal review is not required for this item.

LEGAL REVIEW

The City Attorney’s office has approved the resolution as to form.

CONCLUSION

The removal of the West Santa Ana Heights from the City of Costa Mesa’s 2000 General
Plan is consistent with LAFCO's recent action. The effective date for the annexation is
set for January 1, 2008; therefore, the attached resolution correspondingly sets the
effective date of this General Plan amendment as January 1, 2008.

REBECCA ROBBINS DONALD D. LAMM, AICP
Assistant Planner Deputy City Mgr. — Dev. Svs. Director
Attachments: 1. Draft City Council Resolution

Exhibit “A” — General Plan Land Use text
Exhibit “B” ~ General Plan Land Use Map
2. Negative Declaration
3. Planning Commission Resolution, Minutes, and Staff Report

cc.  City Manager
Assistant City Manager
City Attorney
Associate Engineer
City Clerk
Staff (4)
File (2)

| Fite: 112007GP0704 | Date: 110707 [ Time: 9:45a.m.




ATTACHMENT 1

City Council Resolution



RESOLUTION NO. 07-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
COSTA MESA, CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING GENERAL PLAN
AMENDMENT GP-07-04 TO REMOVE WEST SANTA ANA
HEIGHTS FROM THE GENERAL PLAN LAND USE
ELEMENT AND GENERAL PLAN LAND USE MAP.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COSTA MESA DOES HEREBY RESOLVE AS
FOLLOWS:

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Costa Mesa adopted the 2000
General Plan on January 22, 2002;

WHEREAS, the General Plan is a long-range, comprehensive document that
serves as a guide for the orderly development of Costa Mesa;

WHEREAS, by its very nature, the General Plan needs to be updated and

refined to account for current and future community needs;

WHEREAS, the Orange County Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO)
approved the annexation of West Santa Ana Heights to the City of Newport Beach on
July 18, 2007;

WHEREAS, to reflect LAFCO’s approval, the City initiated General Plan
Amendment GP-07-04, to amend the City of Costa Mesa’'s General Plan Land Use
Element and Land Use Map to remove West Santa Ana Heights from the City's Sphere

of Influence;

WHEREAS, public hearings were held on September 24, 2007 by the Planning
Commission and November 20, 2007 by the City Council in accordance with Section
65355 of the Government Code of the State of California, with all persons having been
given the opportunity to be heard both for and against said Amendment GP-07-04 to
the General Plan. The Planning Commission recommended to City Council approval of
said Amendment by adoption of Resolution PC-07-69;

WHEREAS, the effective date for the West Santa Ana Heights annexation to the
City of Newport Beach is January 1, 2008; and
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WHEREAS, the environmental review for the project was processed in
accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
the State CEQA Guidelines, and the City of Costa Mesa Environmental Guidelines, and
a previously prepared Negative Declaration adopted in conjunction with LAFCO’s action
(Resolution No. RO 06-25, July 18, 2007); and

WHEREAS, the City Council deems General Plan Amendment GP-07-04 it to be
consistent with LAFCO’s reorganization action which removed West Santa Ana Heights

from the City’s Sphere of Influence.

BE IT RESOLVED that the Costa Mesa City Council does hereby adopts
General Plan Amendment GP-07-04, that amends text of the 2000 General Plan as set
forth in Exhibit “A” and amends the map of the 2000 General Plan as set forth in Exhibit

“B”, which is attached to this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the effective date of GP-07-04 shall coincide
with the official date of the annexation of West Santa Ana Heights to the City of
Newport Beach. This effective date is January 1, 2008

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 20th day of November, 2007.

Allan Mansoor, Mayor
City of Costa Mesa



STATE OF CALIFORNIA)
COUNTY OF ORANGE ) ss.
CITY OF COSTA MESA )

l, Julie Folcik, City Clerk and ex-officio Clerk of the City Council of the City
of Costa Mesa, hereby certify that the above and foregoing Resolution No. _ was duly

and regularly passed and adopted by said City Council at a regular meeting thereof
held on the ___ day of , 2007.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereby set my hand and affixed the Seal
of the City of Costa Mesa this __ day of , 2007.

City Clerk and ex-officio Clerk of the City Council of
the City of Costa Mesa



EXHIBIT “A”

facilities. Standards for population density and building intensity in each planning
district are also required.

2.2 RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER GENERAL PLAN ELEMENTS

The Land Use Element serves as the primary means of integrating the policies in
other elements of the 2000 General Plan with the proposed pattern of land uses
designated on the General Plan Land Use Map. The Housing Element contains
policies for residential development, which also are considered in the Land Use
Etement. The Circulation Element provides for the maintenance of a
transportation network that will support the ultimate land uses established on the
Land Use Map. The Safety Element identifies hazards that need to be
considered in land use planning for the City. The noise contours in the Noise
Element are used as a quide to establish the land use patterns to ensure that
future development minimizes exposure of residents to excessive noise. The
Open Space and Recreation Element designates sites for community open
space uses which are considered along with cther provisions of the Land Use
Element. The goals and policies of the Community Design Element establish
crileria for quality development, which are also coordinated with development-
oriented policies of the Land Use Element.

2.3 SUMMARY OF EXISTING CONDITIONS

This section provides an overview of existing land use patterns throughout the
City. Statistical land use information is summarized in Table LU-1, Land Use
Designations (2001). Vacant parcels in the City as of September 2001 are
shown in Exhibit LU-1, Vacant Land.

RESIDENTIAL AREAS

The Low-Density Residential land use designation covers 26.8 27percent of the
net acreage of the City and its sphere of influence. This high percentage of low-
density is not unigue to Costa Mesa, but is found (hroughout several
communities in Orange County. The accelerated demand for suburban homes
experienced in the mid 1950s and 1960s resulted in the conversion of thousands
of agricultural acres to large single-family housing tracts. Today this use remains
predominant in Costa Mesa. New opportunities for large-scale, single-family
development are limited with less than two acres of undeveloped Low-Density
Residential land remaining. Recent single-family construction has taken the form
of in-fill development, especially in the area east of Newport Boulevard but at a
higher density than traditional single-family neighborhoods.

Medium and High-Density Residential Land Uses account for 20.9- 21 percent of

the net acreage of the City. In many instances, existing residential development
density exceeds the allowed number of dwelling units per acre

PAGE LU-2 +« LAND USE ELEMENT
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Costa Mesa General Plan

TABLE LU-1: LAND USE DESIGNATIONS

Land Use Residential
H H (]
Designation Density Floor Area Ratio Deﬁg{gsed Undeveloped ;Icc:)rt::; giff
DU/Acre* P {1999) Y
Low-Density <8 Same as 2,143.4 18 2.145.2 26.6%
Residential = Neighborhood Commercial 24683 . o4 26-8%
Medium-Density «12 Same as 776.5 20.7 807.2 10.0%
Residential™ " = Neighborhood Commercial 7945 : 8252 10-2%
High-Density <202 Same as 824.1 420 866.1 10.7%
Residential"® = Neighborhood Commercial 8363 : 8783 10-8%
Commercial- 0.20/High Traffic
Residential <17.4 0.30/Moderate Traffic 42.6 09 43.5 0.5%
0.40/Low Traffic
0.15Migh Traffic
Neighborhoad 0.25Moderate Traffic
Commercial® - 0.35/tow Traffic 424 25 4.9 0.6%
0.75/\Very Low Traffic
0.20/High Traffic
General <20 0.30/Moderate Traffic 605.9 20.8 626.7 7.7%
Commercial® = .40 Low Traffic 6407 - 8345 7.8%
0.75/\Very Low Traffic
<20 0.25/High Traffic
<40 site- 0.35/Maderate Traffic
Commercial - 0.45 Low Traffic
Center’ Pt | 0.75/Very Low Traffic 294 63.3 927 11%
19;1“§;‘V o+ | 0.70 Site-Specific FAR for
SWPOTL | 1901 Newport Blvd®
Bilvd
Regional 4 o
Commercial =20 0.852/0.89 114.7 0.0 114.7 1.4%
<20°
<100 Sile- 0.50 Retail
Urban Center Specific 0.60 Office o
Commercial Density for (.79 Site-Specific FAR for 134.2 262 1604 2.0%
South Coast | South Coast Melro Center®
Metro Center °
Cultural Arts Center Varies’ 1.77 49.0 50 54.0 0.7%
0.20/High Traffic
. 0.30/Mcderate Traffic
Induslrial Park <20 0.40/Low Traffic 696.5 17.7 7142 8.8%
0.75/Very Low Traffic
0.15/High Traffic
. & 0.25Moderate Traffic o,
Light Industry <20 0.35/ ow Traffic 375.5 6.6 3821 4,7%
0.75Nery Low Traffic
Public/ 15.9%
Institutional - 0.25 1.281.3 0.5 1,281.8 15-8%
Golf Course - <0.01 560.1 0.0 560.1 6.9%
Fairgrounds - <0.10 146.4 0.0 146.4 1.8%
7.822.0 218.0 8,040.0
Total | 73319 217.6 20905 | 1000%
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Costa Mesa General Plan

within Medium and High-Density Residential designations. This is primarily the
result of changes in the 1990 General Plan that reduced residential densities.
This change was primarily a reflection of the community’s concerns for quality of
life issues related to traffic and a more appropriate balance between the amount
of land devoted to multi-family and single-family development. The density of
these existing legal, non-conforming residential developments is accounted for in
the growth and traffic projections of this 2000 General Plan.

COMMERCIAL AREAS

Commercial land use designations encompass 43-4_13 percent of the City's land
area. The 1,086 acres designated for commercial uses contain approximately
16.6 million square feet of cormmercial space. These uses are spread throughout
the City, divided into seven commercial designations and one mixed-use
designation (Commercial-Residential) (refer to Table LU-1}. South Coast Plaza
contains the largest single concentration of retail uses in the City. It accounts for
30 percent of the City’s commercial square footage and 25 percent of the retail
sales. Within this same area, the development in the Town Center area contains
20 percent of the City's office space.

The Harbor Boulevard commercial district encompasses almost one-third of
Costa Mesa's commercial [and. The district is responsible for 40 percent of the
City’s retail sales, indicating that Harbor Boulevard’s trade area is of a regional
scale. The major factor for this is the concentration of new car dealerships on
Harbor Boulevard.

The 92-acre East 17" Street commercial district contains a variety of commercial
uses, including retail, service, and office. The area generally serves local
residences and businesses. One-lenth of the City's retail sales is attributable to
East 17" Street businesses.

INDUSTRIAL AREAS

Industrial land use designations encompass 1,097 acres of land in Costa Mesa.
These uses are primarily concentrated in three major districts: the Southwest
District, the Airport Industrial District, and the North Costa Mesa Industrial District
(refer to Table LU-2). The Southwest District is the City's oldest industrial area
and the two other areas are more recently developed industrial parks located in
the northwest and northeast sections of the City.

The Southwest District contains 312 acres and represents 83 percent of the
City's land designated for Light Industry. This area contained a substantial
amount of industrial development before the City was incorporated. The area
contains several large manufacturing firms as well as a high percentage of
smaller industrial operations, frequently in multi-tenant sfructures. The Southwest
District is one of Costa Mesa’s major employment centers employing
approximately one-fourth of the City's employees engaged in manufacturing-
related jobs. Forty-one (41} percent of the manufacturing employers are located
in this district.

The 390-acre Airport Industrial Area is a portion of the much larger Irvine
Industrial Complex, which extends into the cities of Irvine and Tustin. This area
is characterized by large parcels and wide landscaped setbacks. Several firms
have located their main or regional headquarters in the area and are often the
single tenants in large structures.

9
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Exhibit “B”

.. John Wayne Rulnuray
~._Protection Zone
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NEWPORT
BEACH

Wast Santa AnaHeights Annexation Area

LEGEND

Il City of Costa Mesa
Bl Arcato Remain in Costa Mesa SOI

IR Areato go to Newport Beach N
«"s,” Costa Mesa City Boundary
N Area to be Removed from

Costa Mesa’s SOl -
Effective January 1, 2008
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Negative Declaration

//



City of Newport Beach
3300 Newport Boulevard - P.0. Box 1768

Newport Beach, CA 92658-3915
(949) 644-3208

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

To:

From: City of Newport Beach
Office of Planning and Research i

Plmming Depatment
Iz 1400 Tenth Street, Room 121 3300 Newport Boulevard - P.O, Bax 1768

Sacramento, CA 95814 Newpost Beach, CA 92658-8915

{Orange County)
County Cletk, County of Orange

b+ § Public Services Division

P.O. Box 233

Sagta Ans, CA 92702 Date received for filing st OPR/County Clesk

o { C TTACHMENT 1

I— Public Review Period: July 12 to dugust 11, 2003

Name of Project: Project PA 2003-149: General Plan Amendment GP 2003-005 and Code

Amendment CA 2003-006 (Area 7 Annexation)

Project Location: South of Bristol Street, west of Irvine Avenue and the Newport Beach Golf

Course, north of the Costa Mesa city boundary, and east of the 55 fireeway.

o

Project Description: General plan amendment, prezoning, sphere of influence amendment, and

annexation of West Santa Ana Heights, the Santa Ana Country Club and the area

south of Mesa Drive to the City of Newport Beach

Finding: Pursuant to the provisions of City Council Policy K-3 pertaining to

procedures and guidelines to implement the Californis Environmental
Quality Act, the City has cvaluated the proposed project end determined that
it would not have a significant effect on the environment.

AoopyofﬂlelnitillSmdymhin;lhemlyﬂsnmpmh;ﬂzhmdinghlﬂmdmdmﬁlenﬂwthh;
wmmmemmmmmmmamMummm
eavironmental impacts. This document will be considered by the decision-makers prior to final action on the
proposed project,

Addilimulplam,smdiuandfwwﬁbisrelnhgtothewoposedpmjmmyhem'hblefumblkmiew. Ifyou
ww[dmwmmm&,ywmhvmdmmmeumineilfmwishmwm

mmmmmwmmﬁmmmmwmmmmmmmmmm
beadopﬂdlaelimimkwmdum&mhnpm%hmfuforthﬁappul]ﬁpuﬂkhwhg will be held, you
urealsoinviwdtoattendandteuilyumﬂnappropu-mmofﬂﬁsdocumem.lfyouhavemyquuMorwuuld
like frther information, plesse contact Lamry Lawrence, project manager for the City, st %49-661-8175.

Date: Julv ], 2003

Patricia L. Terople,
Planning Director

| A



, . INITIAL STUDY AND ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

l'

3

°.

CITY OF NEWPORT BEACH

Lead Agency Name and Address;

Contact Person and Phone No.:

Project Location:

Project Sponsor's Name/Address:

General Plan Designations:

Zoping:

Description of Project:

Project PA 2003-149, including General Plan
Amendment GP 2003-085 and Code Amendment CA
2003-006: Gegeral Plan Amendwment, Prezoning, Sphere
of Inflaence Amendment and Annexation of West Santa
Aux Heights, the Sants Ars Country Club, and the area
south of Mesa Drive (for reference purposes, the entire
mmﬁmamhnfmedtohereinu“hu?"(ug
map at end of document)

City of Newport Beach
Planping Department

3300 Newport Boulevard
Newport Beach, CA 92658-3915

Larry Lawrence, Project Manager for City,
Lawrence Associates
949-661-8175

South of Bristol Street, west of Irvine Avenue and the
Newport Beach Golf Course, north of the Costn Mesa city

boundary, and east of the 55 freeway. (see map at end of
document)

City of Newport Beach
3300 Newport Boulevard
Newport Beach, CA 92658-8915

Various residential, commercial, and open space
designations under County of Orange General Plan.

Sauta Ana Heights Specific Plan, and various residentisl,

commercial, aud open space designations, under County
of Orange

General plan amendment, prezoning, sphere of inflaence
amendment, and anpexstion of approximately 277 acres,
described as Arca 7,

Prior to review of the annexation by the Local Agency
Formation Commission, the City of Newport Beach
Intends to process s genera) plan amendment snd a
Zoning amendment.
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2y and Residential in the of Costa Mesa

To the north B;ismlSMJohnWayneAﬁ'pm,CmddMuﬁmy,mdhﬁnmpa&
uses in the City of Cosia Mesa

 To the cast: The Newpart Beach Golf Course and office uses in the City of Newpart Beach

To the south: Residential uses in the City of Costs Mesa

10. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement):

Orange County Local Agency Fonmation Commissiost (LAFCO) and County of Orange.

. P
Froa-an a3t ME VA o mm emd

11. Existing Conditions:

Lapd Use And Development

With the exception of a few vacsut infill Jots, the annexation area is builé out. Current Iand uses
in the ares include single family and multiple family residental, professional office,
horticultural nursery, the Santa Ana Country Club, and accessory equestrian and kennel uses.

The General Plan and Zoning Code for the City of Newport Beach do not cover the proposed
annexation ares. Therefore, Jand nse and circulation designations and specific plan pmkinn.

must be adopted by the City in conjunetion with snnexation. Thus, general plan and prezoning
smendments are part of the present annexation packsge.

Public safety and other services for the annexation area are currently provided by the County of
Orange, the Orange County Sheriff’s Department, acd the Orange County Fire Authority,

Utiliéen and Servie Svs

Sewage collection is provided by the Costa Mesa Saritary District while sewage treatment is
pruvided by the Orange County Sanitation Districts. Water facilities and service are provided
by the Irvine Ranch Water District (IRWD). Solid waste is collected by Waste Management

Inec.

Aﬂ?ml

INITIAL STUDY
Page 2
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12. Environmental Factors Potentially Affected:

D Aesthetics O Geology/Soils O Noise

I Agricultural Resources (3 Hazards/Hazardous Materials 8 Population/Housing
0O Air Quality 0 Hydrology/Water Quality 1 Public Services

3 Biological Resources O Land Use/Planning O Recreation

3 Cultural Resources I3 Mineral Resources 3 Transportation/Traffic

O Utilities & Sexvice Systems [J Mandstory Findings of Significance

Impact”
theCouﬂyotOmgebﬁoﬁqolepoﬂ.Buchwiﬂnotmullinny significant environmental
eﬂecl.Anyimpnehinthelreuufplbﬂeurvieumdnﬁﬂﬁu,suehupoﬁce,ﬂre.nm.md
sewer, will be lesy Mstgniﬂ:mtAho,uyhnpuhmairqnﬂky,binbg&ulrumu,wa&r
qmﬂly,oruthermﬁmhlmugoﬂum&emnhafubthg development or of previgusly.

appmeddwdopmfp!ms,whiehwﬂlnotehngenlmhofﬁeehmgeinjurhdieﬂon

13. Determination. (To be oomplcwd by the Lead Agency.) On the basis of this jnitial evaluation:

I find that aithough the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect
on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 7

I find that althaugh the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
cnvitonmenl,therewiﬂnotbcuigniﬁmmdfectinthiscasebeeauscthc
uﬁﬁgxﬁonmeasumdeem‘bedonmaﬁachedshoethavcheenaddedwﬂm

project. ANEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. o
IﬁndthattbeproposedpmjectMAYhnveasigniﬁcant effect on the
eavironment, and ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 0

IﬁndmntﬂwepmposedprojectMAYhnveasigniﬁemneﬁ'ect(s)onﬂ:e

environment, but et least one effect 1) bas been adequately analyzed in an

earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been

addressed by mitigation measures based on the earfier analysis as described

on attached sheets, iftheeﬁ'octiu'potenﬁallysigniﬁcamimpam' or "patentially

significant unless mitigated.” An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
ismquhrd,bmitmuaanalyzson]ytheeﬁ‘wtstbntmmainmbeaddm o

Area 7 Anneution
INITIAL STULFY

Page3
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I find that although the proposed project could bave a significant effect

om the environment, there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case becmse
all potentially significant effects (s} have been analyzed sdequately in an earlier
Emmummqpﬁmblemndndsmd(b]mmm&dormiﬁm
mmmmmmmummmmm
imposed upon the proposed project.

Printed Name

16
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SECTIONS: A, ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
B. EXPLANATION OF CHECKLIST RESPONSES

E CHECKLI

The Environmental Checklist provides a prefiminary analysia of the propased project's patential for
signmwammenwmchSmdhhnmﬁmhraﬂmmmsmspedﬂedmmtdy
following the checkiist.

The Initial Study Indicates that the project may result in significant environmental tmpacts but that
those impacts will be reduced to a less.than-significant level through the implementation of
mitigation meastres identifled In the Study.

slln Mitigation Im
pact pact
IMPACT CATEGORY I tad

a)

‘b)

€)

i

a)

b)

I. AESTHETICS.

Woukt the preject:

Have a substantial adverse effect on a a (m] O [ 1,34
scenlc vista?

Substantialy damage scenk: resources, O 0 (] 7 | 134
including, but not limitad to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic builldings within a

state scenic highway?
Substantially degrade the existing visual O O g 7] 13458
character or quality of the site and its

surroundings?

Create a new source of substantial (3 | a & 13458

light or glare which would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the
area?

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES.
Would the project

Conveit Prims Farmland, Unique Farmiand, [} O a 7 134
or Farmiand of Statewide Importance, as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to

the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the Calfifornia Resources
Agency, o non-agricultural use?
Conflict with existing zoning for agricuitural n) O (m] o | 1,3458
use, or 3 Williamson Act contract?
Arcx 7 Annexaikn
INITIAL STUDY
Page 5
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IMPACT CATEGORY

c)

a)

b)

¢}

d)

e}

involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due fo their location or
nafure, could result in conversion of

Farmiand, to non-agricultural use?

. AIR QUALITY.

Would the project

Conflict with or obmtruct implementation of
tha applicable air quality plan?

Viclate any air quafity standard or contribute
o an axisting or projectad air quality
violation?

Resuk in 8 cmulatively considerabie net
increass of any criteria pollutant for which
the projact region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state emblent air quality
siandard {including releasing emissions
which axcead quantitative thresholds for
QZONG precursors)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
palivtant conicentrations?

Create objectionabla odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

' V. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.

a)

Would the project:

Have a subsiantlal adverse affact, either
direclly or throtigh habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations or by
the California Dept. of Fish and Game or
LLS. Fish and Whdiife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse eflect on any

riparian habitet or other sensitive natural
cammunity identified in local or reglonal
plans, policies, regulations or by the
Califoenia Dapartiment of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service?

* See Source Refarences al the end of this Chacidist,

0

|

13456

12481011

13401011

1.34.9,10,11

1.34,9,10,11 } I

1,3,4,8,10,11

13411

13411

/T

Arn?Am'm.

INITIAL STUDY
Page §
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IMPACT CATEGORY

~ Polentially
Potentislly Significant Less than
Significant Unisas
impact Mitdgation
Incorporated

knpact

No
Impuct SOURCES*

d)

)

C

L)
b)
©

d)

€) Have a substantiel adverse effact on

federally protactad weitands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
{inciuding, Hut not imited to, marsh, vemnal
pool, coastal, stz.} through direct removal,
ﬁltng.at‘l?ydrobgmlm:pﬁm.orother
mean

Interfere substantiatly with the movement of
any native residant or migratory figh or
wildife species or with established native
resident or migralory wildtife corridors, or
impeded the use of native wikiffa nursery
Sies?

Conflict with any iocal policies or ordinances

pratacting biological msouwrces, such as a
tree preservation policy ar ordinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservalion Plan, or other
approvad local, regional, or state habitat
congervation plan?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES.

Would the project:

Cause 3 substantial adverse change in the
significance of a hisforical resource as
defined in §15084.57

Cause a substantial advarse changa in the
significance of an archaeclogical resource
pursuant to §15084.57

Direclly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic featura?

Disturb any human remains, including thosa
Interred outside of formal cemeteries?

0

* Sse Source References at the and of this Chackist

a

o

13411

1-314»11

1.34.11

134,11

13411

134,11

1,34,11

13411

/7

Ara 7 Anncation
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IMPACT CATEGORY

Potsrtialy
Polartially Significant Lams than
Significant  Unless  Significant h’:u SOURCES*
tmpact  Miigalion  Impact
Incorporated

2)

b)

<)

e)

a)

V1. GEOLOGY AND SOLLS.

Wouki the project:
Expose psople or structures o polential

Prioio Esrthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the
ares or hased on othar substantial
evidence of g known fault? Refer to
Division of Mires and Geolagy Special
Pubiication 42

) Strong selsmic ground shaking?

il} Selsmic-related ground faliure,
including liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

Result in substantial so? arosion or the loss
of topsoil?

Be located on a geologic unit or soll thatis
unstable, or that would become unstable as
a result of ihe project and potentiafly resukt
in on- or off-site tarisiide, [ateral spreading,
subsidence, fquefaction or colapse?

Be located on axpansive soil, as defined in
Tabia 18- 1-B of the Uniform Buflding Code
(1684), creating substantial risks to kfe or
property?

Have solls incapable of
supporting the use of saptic tanks or
altemetive waste water disposal systems
where sawers are not available for the
dispossat of wasle water?

HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS,
Wauld the project:

Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through routine transport,
use, cr disposal of hazardous matarials?

“ Ses Source References at the end of thiy Checilist.

0 O O 17 134,11

o (] (] [~ 1,341

(] iJ | &1 1,34.11

a O 0 (] 134711
Q 0 0 1,3.4711
O 0 a %]

134,711 .

0 ] a ] 13411

0 O | = 2,3456.11

Area 7 Anpexation
INETIAL STUDY
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IMPACT CATEGORY

Potantiaily
mpact Mitigation impact
Incorporated

\ -

Lesa than
Sigmificant

No
impact

SOURCES"

b}

<}

d)

e)

g}

h)

Creats a significant hazand 1o the public or
the environment through reasonebly
foresesabla upset and actident candtiions
Involving the releass of hazardous materials
Info the snvironmant?

hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
subsiances, or waste within one-quarter mile
of an axisling or proposed school?

Be located on & akke which is inciuded on a
fist of hazardous metasrials sites which
campbiad pursuant to Government Code
Ssction 85082.5 and, me & resul, would It
create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment?

For a project within an alrport land use plan
of, where such a plan has not been edopted,
within two mlies of a public alrport or public
use airport, would the project resukt in a
safety hazard for people residing or workirg
in the project area?

For a project within tha vicinfty of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working it the
project area?

Impair implementation of or physically
interfare with an adopted emergancy
mpgnsc plan or emeargency evacuation
plan

Exposs people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving widland
m:.knbdlngwhemwﬂdlmdsmad]am
to urbanized areas or where residences are
Intermixed with wildfands?

VIil. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.

a)

Would the project:

Violate any water qualily standards or waste
discharge requirements?

* Ses Source Reforences at the end of this Checkiist,

a

a

a

2345811

234.56,11

234561

23,4586,11.12,
<]

2345811

234581

34,11

A/

Ara T Annaation
INITIAL STUDY
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IMPACT CATEGORY

b}

€}

d)

e)

9

h)

B

Substantiakly deplets groundwatsr supplies
or interfers substantially with groundwater
recharge such that thare would be g net
deficit in aquiler voluine or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g., the
production rate of pre-axisting nearby walis
wmuddropb:mwhichmldnot
support uses or planned uses
Iammp'mhmbmgmhd)?

Substanl!aﬂyalhrmeuisﬂmdrainage
paitem of the sits or area, including through
the alteration of tha cowrse of a stream or
river, in 2 manner which would rasult in
substantial erosian or siitation on- or off-site?

Subsunﬂnlyaltarﬂleeﬁsﬂngdmhngo
patiern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of a coursa of a stream or
river, or substantially Increase the rate or
amount of surface runcff in a manner which
would result in flooding on or off-glta?

Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capachty of existing or
plannadawnnwm&ainmsyshmsor
provide substantial additional scurces of
polivted runc?

Otherwise substantialy degrade water
quality?

Ptace housing within & 100-ysar flood
hazard araa as mapped on » fedaral Ficod
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate
Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

Place within @ 100-year flood hazard ares
structures which would impede or redirect
flocd flows?

Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of logs, injury or death involving flooding,
inciuding Booding as a result of the faiure of
a levee or dam?

Inundation by seiche, tsunami. or mudfiow?

* Ss# Source References at the and of this Chackiiat
0 o o & 3411

) 0 ju %] 341

a (] a B 34.11

0 u] O (7} 34N

(&} d (] ] 3411

a 0 (] (] 34,11

0 a 0 @ 3

0] 0 O 7} 34,11

Am?m.

INITIAL STUDY
Page 10
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Poluntially Significant Less than
SigniScant  Uniess  Signifiomt Vo sources*
IMPACT CATEGORY mpact  Mwaetion  impact

* See Source Refexences st the end of this Chackisl.

DL LAND USE AND PLANNING.
Woukd the project

a) Physically divide an established community? 0 a 0 & 1,2345811

b) Conflict with any appiicabie land use plan, n a [ (] 12345811,
policy, or regulation of an agency with 213
jurisdiction over the project (including, but
not EmRed to the general plan, specific plan,
local caastal program, or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

c) Conflict with any appficable habitat 0 O 1 %] 12345811
conssfvation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

X. MINERAL RESOURCES.
Would the project

a) Resultin the loss of availabllity of a nown | N ] O 0 7| 134,11
mineral resource that would be of vaiue to
the region and the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally- | (m] 0 7] 1,34,11
importan mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a focal genaral plan, spacific

plan, or other land use plan?
XL NOISE.
Would the prolact rasuit in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of 0O O O & 1234811,
nolse leveis in excess of standards J213
established in the local general plan or noise
crdinance, or appficable standards of other
agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of O O i b 1234811
axcessive groundborne vibration or
groundbome noise levels?

c) A substantial parmanent increass in ambient (| (| [m] I 1234811,
noisa lsvels in the project vicinity above 1213
levels existing without the project?

d) A substantial or periodic increase a 1,2,34811,
in ambiant noiummlwelsm the project vicinity = o & 2 1213

‘ above levels existing without the projsct?
Ane T Ammeadion
INITIAL STUDY
Page 11

A




- E o aagPen e N e T R g SR 1 s e,
g NG N T AR e g e S T P o e Wi Lt e g onay <

IR O

Polantially Significant Less then No
bt Mitgation iwpet  mpact .
IMPACT CATEGORY Inconmorsted
* See Souste References st the snd of this Checkisi,

o) Fora pmject located within an sirport land |m] |m ] a 7 123481,
use land uss pian or, where such & plan has 213
not been adopted, within two miles of &
publc akport or public use airport, would the
pmjectexpoapoopbulfdhgorworkhgh
the project area to excessive nolsa levels?

f  Foraproject within the vicinity of a private O () (m] [ s

airstrip, would the project axpose psople
residing or working In the project area to
excessive noive levels?

XI. POPULATION AND HOUSING.
Would the projfect:

a) Induce substantial poputation growth in an o] O O & 234,11
area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or
Indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing u| W O =] 23411 P :
housing, necaasitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere? I

¢} Dispiace substantial numbers of people, 0 0 O || 2.34.11
necessiating the construction of

Xiil. PUSLIC SERVICES
Would the project result in substantial
adverse phyaical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically aftered
govemmend facilities, need for new or
physically allerad government facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
snvironmanin! impacts, in order to maintain

accepiable service raics, rasponse times or

other perfonmance objectives for any of the

following public sesvicas:

Fire protection? O 0 & (] 234,11

Police protection? 0 | 7 O 234,11

Parks? o] 0 O M 23411 !
Aral Nm.
INITIAL STUDY 4
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IMPACT CATEGORY

Impact

a)

b)

b)

<)

e)

Schoola?

Other public faciities?

XIV. RECREATION

Would the project increasa the use of
existing neighbathood and regional parks of
ofiver recreational facilities such that
substantial physical detarioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?

Does the project include recreational
faciitics or require the construction of or
expansion of recreational faciities which
might have an adverea physical effect on the
environmant?

. TRANSPORTATIONTRAFFIC

Would the project

Cause gn Increasa in traffic which is
substantial in relation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system (i.e.,
result In a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, tha volums to
capacily ratic on roads, or congastion at
intersections)?

Exceed either individually or cumulatively, a
level of service standard establishied by the

county congastion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

Result in 2 change in alr traffic pattemns,
including either an increase In traffic levels
or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

Substantially increase hazerds due to a
design featurs (s.g., sharp curves or
dangerous Intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)? :

Result in inadequate emergency access?
Result in inadaquats parking capacity?

* Ses Source References st the and of thiz Checidist,

0 o
o 0

(m)
|

")
O

=

23411

23411

2340

12348

2348

2348

234811

2348

2348
23458

AS

Area T Antecation
INITIAL STUDY

Page 13




o] |
Potentislly Significant Less tan

mpsct Mitigation impact “'::“ b
IMPACT CATEGORY o
* See Sourcy Referances at tha end of this Checidist

g} Confiict with adopted poiicies, plans, or a (m | i ] 7] 23408
programs supporting awmnative tranz-
poitation (e.g., bus tunouts, blke racks)?

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Would the project:

a) BExceed wasiewatesr treatment requirements ] O 0 & 2,348
of the appiicable Regional Water Quality -
Control Board?

b) Raquire or result in the construction of new (m| O =] [ 2348
water or wastewater treatment facilites or
expansion of adsting facllities, the
construction of which coukd cause significant
enviranmental effects?

¢} Regquire or result in the construction of new O (] 0 2348
storm waler drainage facilities or expansion
of existing facilities, the construction of which
could causa significant anvironmental
effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to 0O 0 n| =] 2348 b
serve the praject from existing entittements
and resources, or sra new of expanded
entitemonts needod?

€) Result In a determination by the wastewater 0O 0 ] [ | 2,348
treatment provider, which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate
capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand In addition to the provider's existing
commitments?

f) Beserved by a landfif with sufficient a O a = 2348

permitted capaclly to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, stats, and local statutes ] O | 2348
and regulation refated to solid waste?

Ares 7 Annexation
INITIAL STUDY

Page 14
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Polentiaily
Potentially Significant Less than
Significst  Unises  Sigrificant h’;:d SOURCES®
IMPACT CATEGORY Impact Migation impact

3)

b)

c)

XVil. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF

* Sos Source References at the and of this Checiklist.

SIGNFICANCE,

Does the project have the polential to o | 0 B 1-13
degrade the quality of the snviconment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildiifs species, causs o fish or wildife
poputation to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to siminate @ plant or animal
community, reducs the number or restrict the
range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or efiminats important exgmples of a
major period of Cafornla history or
prehislary?

Does the project have Impacts that are 0 ] (W = 13
individually limied, but cumulativaly con-

siderable? ("Cumulatively considerable”

meaans that the incremental effects of a

project are considerable when viewed In

connection with the effects of past projects,

the effects of other cument projects, and the

effects of probable future projects.)

Does the project have snvironmental effects 0 a O H 1-13
which will cause substantial adverse effecis

on humar beings, erher directly or

indlrectly?

XVIN. EARLIER ANALYSES,

Earller analyses may be used where, pursuant to the flering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, one or more effects have besn adequately snalyzed in an earlisr EIR or negative
declaration (CEQA Guidelines Section 15063). For the present annexation project, no significant
impacts have been identified. All earier analyses ars listed under Source References, below,

XiIX. SOURCE REFERENCES,

Documents fisted below ars avaliable at the offices of the Clty of Newport Beach, Planning
Department, 3300 Newport Boulevard, Newport Beach, California 92660 (Note: Reference No. 1
denotes a physical inspection and therefore is niot in the forny of & written document).

1. Site visits to annexation area by Larry Lawrence, project manager for City of Newport.

Asen 7 Annexation
INITIAL 5TUDY
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2. Report to Newport Beach City Council re Annexation of Ares 7, by Dave KIff, Assistant City
Manager, March 11, 2003.

Final Program EIR - City of Newpoit Beach General Plan. .

a.
4. General Pian, Including all Elements, Clty of Newport Beach.

5. Zoning Code, Tithe 20 of the Newport Beach Municipal Code.

6. Santa Ana Heights Specific Plan, County of Orange.

7. City Excavation and Grading Code, Newport Beach Municlpal Code.

8. Community Noise Ordinance, Chapter 10.28 of the Newport Beach Municlpal Code.

9. Alr Quality Mansgement Plan, South Coast Alr Quality Managemaent District, 1957.

10. Alr Quaiity Management Pian EIR, South Coast Alr Quality Management District, 1997.

11. FEIR No. 508, John Wayne Airport Master Plan and Sants Ana Hoeights Land Use
Compatibility Program, County of Orangs, February 1985.

B. EXPLANATION OF CHECKLIST RESPONSES:

In all cases, the sslaction ofthechéddlltrupomuwasﬂnpmdumofmedatasoumuwmow.
followed by careful consideration of polential impacts from the project under the definitions and
procedures of the Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Statute and Guideiines.

No potentially significant impacts were found. “No Impact” and “No Significant Impact” responses
were given In all categories becaiuse the change [n jurisdiction from the County of Orange to the City
of Newport Baach will not result in any environmental effect. Any impacts on air quatity, blological
resources, water quality, or other categories are the result of existing developmant or of previousiy-
approved development plans, which will not change as a result of the change In jurisdiction. (Such
Impacts have besn analyzed In previous environmental impact reports available for Inspection at the
City of Newport Beach and the County of Orange.)

Notwithstanding the lack of significant impact found, the following sections contaln further explanations of
gspmeshthesalientamasdundUuandlenhg.PublicServlces,andUﬂitiasmSaMca
ystems. -

Area 7 Amexation
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The County’s Santa Ana Heights Specific Plan originally covers both east and west Santa Ana
Heights. The City of Newport Beach's Santa Ana Heights Specific Plan (Chapter 20.44 of the Zoning
Code) presently covers only east Santa Ana Heights, tha area recently annexed to the City. Other
differences between the two jurisdiction’s Santa Ana Helghts specific plans include the following:

1. The County plan format has four chapters: “Introduction”®, “The Plan”, “Community Design
Program®, and “Land Use District Regulations®, while the City version uses the ng Code's
“Specific Plan District” format, inserting similar provisions into one chapter of the Zoning Code,
with exhibits at the end of the chapter. _

2. The CO(:nty plan Includes the West Santa Ana Haights portion of the annexation area, i.e. the
area between the Newport Beach Golf Course and the Santa Ana Country Club, while the City
plan does not.

SMdy).ThemmOfﬂmuappﬁcathmiamMahﬂnwmmmdmmdmmWregulaﬁms
presently In effect under the County. Thus, in terms of land use and planning, the net result of the
annexation will be a less-than-significant anvironmental impact.

27




PUBLIC SERVICES:

1. w-mmnmwmw«mmomewmmmm
the Newport Beach Flre and Marine Department and police sarvices will transfer from the Orange
County Sheriff to the Newport Besch Pofica Department. The City’s Plans of Service for the
annexation area provides for the maintenance or improvement of existing lavels of service for

both fire and police protection.

2. Qther Services - Other public services and facilitles, such as administrative, racreation, code
enforcament, planning, public works and others will remain unchanged or possibly improve

jurisdiction.

From the above information, the net effect on public services from the annexation will be a
less-than-significant impact.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS:

Utlity systems are already in place for this built-out area. Water facilities and service are provided by
the Irvins Ranch Water District (IRWD). Sewage collection is provided by the Costa Mesa Sanitary
District. Sewage treatment Is provided by the Orange County Sanitation Districts. Sofid waste is
collectad by a private firn, Waste Management Inc.

It is inlended that these facilities and services remain with the current providers afler annexation,
Thus, there will be no impact on water, sewer, wastewater treatment, solid waste disposal, or othar
ufility systems as a result of the annexation, and service will continue uninterrupted. The net effect on
utilities and service systerns from the annexation will be a2 less-than-significant impact.

becausa of the closer proximity of City offices and facilitiea than is now the case under County .

Arca 7 Amexalion
INITIAL STUDY
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Patricia L Tempte, Planning Director
City of Newport Beach

3300 Newport Boulevard - P.O, Box 1768
Newpon Beach, CA 92658-8915

wi 12 M0
At PH
7,8,9,103L 1323456
3

RE: Comments on Witiol Study/Negative Declaration = General Plan
Amendment, Pre-zoning, Sphere of Influence Amendment and Annexation
of West Santa Ana Heighis, Santa Ana Countey Club, and the area south of

Mesa Drive to the City of Newpont Beach

Dear Mz, Temple,

Thank you for the vpportunity 1o comment on the above-referenced
environmental document. As a responsilile agency for the future annexation of
this area, LAFCO has reviewed the Initial Study/Negative Declaration and has the

lallowing comments,

1. For clarification and background for the reader, the “Existing Conditions -
Laad U'se and Devulopment™ section on Page 2 of the Initial Study should

reference that the subject propenty is currently located within the Costa

Mesa Sphere of Influence, and that a

ing annexation application for

the Wast Santa Ana Heights area w the City of Costa Mesa is currently on

file with LAFCO,

[

Portions of the subject temitory are located within the Sanis Ana Heights

Redevelopment Project Area. The Negative Declarstion should reference
this and discuss how potential arnexation would impact administration of

the redevelopment project area,

3 The proposed annexation and sphere of influence boundary included

within the Negative Declaration appears 10 include

located within

praperty
the northem portion of the Newport Beach Golf Course. This tesritory is
owned by the County of Orange/John Wayne Airport and is overlain by
ize airport’s Runway Protection Zone (RPZ), According to the Federal
Aviation Administration, an RPZ is Lenitory located beyond the end of an
airport rumway that is designed to protect pevple and property on the

ground in Lhe event of sircraft crashies.

This area is currently located within the Costa Mesa Sphere of Influence.

§2 Civae Center Plaza, Rbam 133, Sanis Ana, CA 92701

I D255 FAX (T13)11. 2640
bétpctwww.oange. Afco.cx pov
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August 8 2003 _
RE: Communts ~ Negative Declaration

Page2

%mevﬂmﬁn;mdmﬁbSphauufhﬂumMmmmlhamo
isshtntoﬂyrqulredmoomidu(Gov'!mmntCodnSec&onMj):

> Pmmwphmcdlaﬂmintbcmimlud'mgagﬁmhum:ndopeu
space lands.

> Prmandpmbubhnedkrmlichciﬁﬁumdwviminrhcm

#  Present capacity of public facilities and adequacy of public services that
the agency provides or s autharized 19 peavide.

> Existencs ol'any social or economic commnnities of interest in the area if
the commission determines that they are relevant 1o the ngency.

Including this area within the City’s proposed annexation appears (o conflict with the
County's Gutidelines for Annexations and Incorporarions, adopted by the Board of
Supervisors on October 7, (997, which oatlines the County"s inteation to oppose
aonexation requests which impact regional Facilities necessary for core business
fimetions.

If you have amy questions or concerns, please contact me either by email at
baldrich@orange.lafco.cp. gov or by phone at (714) 834-2556.

Sincerely,

506~ U et

Bob Aldrich
Assistant Executive Oflicer
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Minutes, and Staff Report
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RESOLUTION NO. PC-07- (00(

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF
THE CITY OF COSTA MESA, CALIFORNIA,
RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OF GENERAL PLAN
AMENDMENT GP-07-04 TO REMOVE WEST SANTA ANA
HEIGHTS FROM THE GENERAL PLAN LAND USE
ELEMENT AND GENERAL PLAN LAND USE MAP.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF COSTA MESA DOES HEREBY
RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Costa Mesa adopted the 2000
General Plan on January 22, 2002; and

WHEREAS, the General Plan is a long-range, comprehensive document that

serves as a guide for the orderly development of Costa Mesa; and

WHEREAS, by its very nature, the General Plan needs to be updated and

refined to account for current and future community needs; and

WHEREAS, the Orange County Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO)}
approved the annexation of West Santa Ana Heights to the City of Newport Beach on
July 18, 2007; and

WHEREAS, to reflect LAFCO’s approval, the City initiated General Plan
Amendment GP-07-04, to amend the City of Costa Mesa’s General Plan Land Use
Element and the General Plan Land Use Map to remove West Santa Ana Heights from
the City’s Sphere of Influence; and

WHEREAS, the effective date for the annexation is January 1, 2008; and

WHEREAS, the environmental review for the project was processed in
accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
the State CEQA Guidelines, and the City of Costa Mesa Environmental Guidelines, and

a Negative Declaration was previously prepared by the City of Newport Beach and was
used for LAFCO’s recent action; and



WHEREAS, this Commission deems it fo be consistent with LAFCO's recent
action that said Amendment to the City of Costa Mesa's General Plan Land Use

Element and General Plan Land Use Map be adopted.

BE IT RESOLVED that the Costa Mesa Planning Commission does hereby
recommend to the City Council adoption of General Plan Amendment GP-07-04,
effective January 1, 2008, that amends text of the 2000 General Plan as set forth in
Exhibit “A” and amends the map of the 2000 General Plan as set forth in Exhibit “B”,

which is attached to this resolution.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 24th day of September, 2007.

LD

Don Hall, Chairman
Costa Mesa Planning Commission
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA)
)ss
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

|, Kimberly Brandt, acting secretary to the Planning Commission of the City of
Costa Mesa, do hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was passed and adopted at
a meeting of the City of Costa Mesa Planning Commission held on September 24,

2007, by the following votes:

AYES: COMMISSIONERS:
NOES: COMMISSIONERS:
ABSENT: COMMISSIONERS:

ABSTAIN: COMMISSIONERS:

HALL, FISLER, CLARK, RIGHEIMER
NONE
EGAN

NONE

Secretary, Costa Mesa
Planning Commission

S5



and Commissioner James Righeimer
Noes. None.
Absent. Commissioner Eleanor Egan

General Plan Amendment GP-07-04, to amend the General Plan
Land Use Flement and General Plan Land Use Map fo remove
West Santa Ana Heights from the City of Costa Mesa’s sphere of
influence. Environmental determination: Negative Declaration.

Planning Commission Secretary Kimberly Brandt
reviewed the informaticon in the staff report and there
were no questions asked of staff.

No one wished to speak and the Chair closed the public
hearing.

MOTION: Recommend to City Council, approval of
General Plan Amendment GP-07-04, by adoption of
Planning Commission Resolution PC-07-69.

Moved by Vice Chair James Fisler, seconded by
Commissioner Sam Clark.

The motion carried by the following roll call vote:

Ayes. Chair Donn Hall, Vice Chair James Fisler, Commissioner Sam Clark,
and Commissioner James Righeimer

Noes: None.

Absent. Commissioner Eleanor Egan

Planning Application PA-07-27, for Orrin Moore, authorized agent
for Penick Partners, for a conditional use permit to establish_an_
indoor electric kart race track for recreational purposes,
located at 1670 Sunflower Avenue, in an MP zone.

Environmental determination: exempt._

Associate Planner Wendy Shih reviewed the information
in the staff report and responded to questions from the
Commission regarding the go-cart facility in Irvine and
the number of parking spaces at that facility.
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PLANNING COMMISSION
AGENDA REPORT T .3

MEETING DATE: SEPTEMBER 24, 2007 ITEM NUMBER:

SUBJECT: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GP-07-04 FOR WEST SANTA ANA HEIGHTS

DATE: SEPTEMBER 12, 2007

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: REBEGCA ROBBINS, ASSISTANT PLANNER
(714) 754-5609

DESCRIPTION

The proposed project involves amending the City of Costa Mesa's General Plan Land
Use Element and General Plan Land Use Map to remove West Santa Ana Heights from
the City of Costa Mesa's Sphere of Influence.

APPLICANT
City of Cosia Mesa

RECONMMENDATION

Recommend that City Council take the following action: Approve General Plan

Amendment GP-07-04 by adopting the attached res%
e i 7 %W

REBECCA ROBBINS KIMBERLY BRANLH, AICP
Assistant Planner Principal Planner

o



GP-07-04

BACKGROUND

On July 18, 2007, the Orange County Locai Agency Formation Commission (LAFCQ)
approved an application to annex West Santa Ana Heights to the City of Newport Beach.
The area approved for annexation to the City of Newport Beach totals approximately 60
acres and is generally bound by Santa Ana Avenue to the west, Mesa Drive and Irvine
Avenue to the south, Newport Beach Golf Course to the east, and Santa Ana Delhi
Channel to the north. (See “Exhibit B” of the attached resolution.)

To reflect LAFCO’s approval, the City of Costa Mesa’s General Plan Land Use Element
and General Plan Land Use Map need to be amended to remove West Santa Ana
Heights from the City's Sphere of Influence. The effective dafe for the annexation is set
for January 1, 2008.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

Pursuant to the Califoria Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, this project
required a Negative Declaration that had been previously prepared by the City of Newport
Beach and was used for LAFCO’s recent action on West Santa Ana Heights.

CONCLUSION

The removal of the West Santa Ana Heights from the City of Costa Mesa’s 2000 General
Plan is consistent with LAFCO’s recent action. The effective date for the annexation is
set for January 1, 2008; therefore, the attached resolution correspondingly sets the
effective date of this General Plan amendment as January 1, 2008.

Attachments: ~brat-Blenning.Comnission.Rascluiicn.
Seiewntiver-Beeteration

cc:  Deputy City Manager-Dev. Svs. Director
Sr. Deputy City Attorney

City Engineer
Staff (4)
File (2)
| File: 092407GP0704 | Date: 091307 | Time: 10:00 a.m.
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