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To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission 

77 Fair Drive, Costa Mesa, CA 92626 

Planning Division (714) 754-5245, Fax (714) 754-4856 

PlanningCom m ission@costamesaca.gov 

Attn: Chair: Jim Fitzpatrick 

Re: 

Project: 

Vice Chair: Robert Dickson 

Commissioners: Colin McCarthy, Jeff Mathews, and Tim Sesler 

Second Amendment to Planning Application No.: PA-88-134 A2 

Applicant: Dennis Flynn Architects 

Site Address: 2600 Harbor Boulevard 

Zone: Cl 
Orange Coast Buick/GMC/Cadillac: 

Hearing Date: Monday, September 8, 2014, Meeting begins at 6:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers 

I am a resident of College Park and do not support the expansion plans for the Orange Coast Buick GMC 

Cadillac: 

1. To construct a 34,000 square foot second floor parking deck over the previously 

permitted 52,779 square foot automotive dealership building, as well as a portion of the 

proposed parking lot. 

2. Administrative adjustment to deviate from rear yard setback requirements for the 

second floor parking deck (50-foot rear yard setback; 32-foot setback proposed). 

date: 

9-[i'"-if 
address: 
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COLGAN, JULIE 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Follow Up Flag: 
Flag Status: 

Dear Mel, 

Nina Patel <goshiva@pacbell.net> 
Thursday, July 10, 2014 3:14 PM 

LEE, MEL 
PLANNING COMMISSION 

Orange Coast Dealership Renovation 

Follow up 

Flagged 

I have lived at 438 Princeton Dr for over 15 years. I love my home, 
ne ighborhood and city. However , I am highly concerned and unhappy about 
the potential development of the Orange Coast dealership o n Harbor Blvd. 
My home shares a wall with the dealership. Over the years, Ive deal t with 
the previous dealerships speaker system, b odyshop and service stat ion 
noise and d ebris but I've been okay with it. 

I recently was informed by my neighbor that the remodel includes a two 
story building across the entire p roperty. This I am not okay with. I find 
this to be threatening to my privacy and takes away from our beautiful 
r esidential neighborhood . I do not feel comfortable knowing that a local 
business can potential look into my property, and I'm not comfortable with 
the hazardous material that will be used to construct the bui lding which 
wi ll u l timately reach my prope rty. Lastly, having a b ig commercial 
building behind our neighborhood hinders t he v a lue, beauty and charm of 
our ne i ghborhood . 

The purpose of this message is to express my wishes to petition against 
t he city permitting this development and asking the ci ty authority to hear 
the vo ice o f the res idents. Please let me know how I can help p r event the 
d evelopment of thi s building and how I can help my neighbors. Furthermore, 
please le t me know how I can obtain information regarding the deve lopment 
of the deale rship. 

Respectful ly , 
Nina Patel 

- \23·-



Jim Fitzpatrick 
Chair, Planning Commission 
Planning Division 
77 Pair Drive 
Costa Mesa, CA 92626 

Chairman Fitzpatrick and commissioners; 

July 14, 2014 

Application: PA-88-134 A2 

I urge you to deny application PA-88-134 A2. 1 have lived at 448 Princeton Drive since College Park 
was built: 1956. As an original owner with pride in my home and Costa Mesa, I supported the 
redevelopment of the Orange Coast Buick/GMC/Cadillac dealership. Rut the trust I placed in this 
pn~ject proceeding responsibly has evaporated - and this second amendment to the project adds insult 
to injury. 

This amendment allows rooftop parking on structures that are closer to residences than the required 50 
foot setback. I strongly oppose this aniendment for the following reasons: · 

1. Loss of faith in project proceeding as promised. 

a. Destruction of property. Already this project has not lived up to promises. Some of my 
personal property was damaged during the demolition phase. While some was replaced, 
some was not - even after repeated calls, and a letter. How can I trust this project will 
proceed responsibly and in good faith? 

h. Major change in scope & impact. I applaud the Planning Commission for bringing this to 
a public hearing. But this is such a major change in scope and impact on residents, it is 
wrong to have this as a little-discussed amendment rather than being included in the 
original plan and discussed as prut of a larger audience. 

2. Rooftop parking. I can attest having rooftop parking nearby is a huge negative impact on 
quality of life. 

a. Noise/Horns - Sound carries from above. Horn honking is common at dealerships (I know 
better than most). Having the honking come from above is bad for neighbors. 

b. Lights - Parking lot lights are a nuisance and an eyesore. While modem lighting 
technology is a huge improvement over older lights, it's still a problem. ·.111csc arc 15' tall 
light standards on top of a 25' building. There are 5 light standards with 4 I ights each 
which line the South side of the building next to Princeton. Bad for neighbors. 

c. Loss of privacy - I've had trash thrown down into my yard from an elevated parking 
structure. Water sprayed on me while in my back yard. Strangers calling out to me. This 
is disturbing, disrespectful and needless. Bad for neighbors. 

What value does this amendment bring to Costa Mesa? None. It was not irnpmiant enough to include 
in the original design - so its value to the dealership must be minimal as well. 

The negatives outweigh the positives. Please join me in opposing this amendment - and keep Costa 
Mesa a wonderful place to live and raise a family. Received 

Margaret C. Engard 
448 Princeton Drive 
Costa Mesa, CA 92626 

'/1) l'.5;~ ,,,./ 
1 

City ot Costa Mesa 
~ - r (}- ~Development Services Department 

« ~" JUL I 4 2014 
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-PH-L 
July 14, 2014 

To Whom It May Concern: 

My name is Janice Mullis and my family has lived at on Princeton Drive over 35 years. Our three 
children were born here, attended schools here, we all live and play here ... we are Costa Mesa. 

We have had a long history with the dealership and the local government. We have seen what 
power, money and deception can do to pit neighbor against neighbor. Life for a resident on this end of 
Princeton Drive has been tumultuous in the back and in the front. The front yard where people drive fast 
and furiously, where people pull over or park for all sorts of reasons {i.e., dealership employee parking, 
student & apartment parking, cars broken down, domestic disputes, vagrancy and traffic violations). But 
we are not here to discuss the front yard but the deceptions currently taking place in the back yard. It is 
my humble opinion, that this evening is part of a cursory process, in which the parties involved were 
hoping during the OC Fair & summer time, few if any folks would show up in opposition. I resent that I 
have to be here tonight. I resent the outright deception by the parties involved. This has all the earmarks 
of a political bait & switch. 

When we saw the first draft of the plans for the new dealership in October 2013, we were actually 
happy to see that there was a possibility there could at last be an improvement in the quality of life for my 
family that we had not seen in many years. No complaints from me, it looked like an improvement. 
Actually few objected to it. No one expects the dealership to go away, but we actually thought the new 
owners might be a good neighbor as well. No longer would the sorry excuse for privacy landscaping 
provide a haven for workers where they would gather to smoke and leer at the young women in my family 
while they sunbathed in the supposed privacy of our backyard. These same people also were fond of 
teasing our pets into a frenzy as well as throwing items into our backyard. 

And then July 1 rolls around and the truth comes out. But only to those few who found a reason to 
be dissatisfied initially. Those affected like myself who did not complain, and were reasonably satisfied yet 
highly impacted were strategically left out of the communications which can only be construed as a plan 
all along to lull the neighbors into a false sense of security and then blind side them with what they had 
really planned all along. We were all just pawns in their game. 

We have suffered in silence up to this point because we know at the end of the day, most don't 
care about the homeowners quality of life, or the inconveniences endured. The current construction has 
provided a constant barrage of dust, dirt and noise, early morning workers and heavy equipment every 
week day. My dogs have to be watched constantly so as not to escape through the fence. We are at the 
mercy of a timeline which we have had no say in, in which we have no benefit in, and which will continue 
to hurt our property values. 

In closing, I want you to know, that I have loved raising my family here, there are many things to 
love about this city, the lack of transparency just isn't one of them. I would hope that you would 
reconsider this current amendment and keep your word to the citizens of this city to be "California's most 
transparent city." Also from your website, the preamble to the Brown Act: "The people, in delegating 
authority, do not give their public servants the right to decide what IS good for the people to know and 
what is NOT good for them to know." 

Janice & Karl Mullis 
454 Princeton Drive 

Attached: Before and after pictures of wall/fence; videos of removing wall and landscaping. 

- \2'5-





:PH-2 
ROSALES, MARTHA 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Chau Vuong <cbtvuong@gmail.com> 
Monday, July 14, 2014 4:20 PM 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
Subject: Comments to Application No. PA-88-134 A2 

I am a resident at 458 Princeton Drive, Costa Mesa. 

On March 21, the car dealership behind our house, without notice or warning, tore down our 
surrounding shared walls to do construction. While I was at work that day, I received a calJ from our 
neighbor telling me that he had found my dog wandering precariously around the debris of the 
construction site. He had to take my dog into his own home so that she would not be harmed by the 
ac tive hulldozcrs m1d the rubble. The dealership had taken no measures to inform us of when and how 
they were beginning the constn1ction, and put my dog in danger as they blithely demolished part of our 
home. The dealership eventually erected a poorly constructed fence that left many gaps and holes. 

During the next couple of months, I had to find many alternatives to keep my dog barricaded and safe in 
the backyard while J. was at work. We blocked her off into a small section of the hackyard, had to 
conslruct a metal pen for her, but these were not the ideal options as they didn't provide her any 
comfortable shade, grass or space during the hours while I was at work. l did the best I could to block 
off any openings, but the dealership wouJd periodically move the fence (again, without notice) and 
expose more gaps for my dog to escape through. On the night of May 10 while I was out, I received a 
call from Costa Mesa Animal Services. My dog bad escaped through an unseen gap and was been hit by 
a car off Merrimac and Harbor. I was devastated. The dealership's negligence caused the death of one of 
my best friends. No amotmt of money or consolation will ever bring her back to us. 

Chau Vuong 
cbtvuong@gmai I. com 
562/253/6220 
http://www.linkedin.com/in/chauvuong 

-\2ri-
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Brad & Jennifer Doane 
\ 437 Princeton Drive, Costa Mesa, CA 926~ 1 

City of Costa Mesa Planning Commission 
Meeting Date: July 14, 2014 
Item# PH-2 

Dear Planning Commission, 

Heceived 
City of Costa Mesa 

Development Services Department 

JUL 1 4 l014- a.,t- f :4 !JP"""- 9c, 
We are Brad and Jennifer Doane and we live at 437 Princeton Drive with our 4-yr 
old son, Logan. We are asking that the Planning Commission not approve the 
second amendment to Planning Application PA-88-134. The proposed addition of a 
second floor parking deck over the previously permitted dealership building and 
parking lot will negatively affect our guality of li fe and our grogerty value. 

The lighting for the second floor parking lot will be towering almost 40 feet in the 
air and in direct line-of-sight into our home. More disturbingly, it will pour into our 
young son's bedroom window all night long, making it difficult for him to get a 
much-needed night of sleep. This direct line-of-sight into our home will also allow 
anyone with access to that lot to be able to look down into our son's bedroom at any 
time. 

After speaking with several local real estate agents, there was unanimous consensus 
that the sight of the parking structure and the light pollution it will create, will most 
definitely have a negative impact on our property's re-sale value. Some estimates 
put it over -$60,000. 

Additionally, the drawing provided to give us perspective and scale of the project 
from the street level (see Exhibits) was grossly inaccurate in its scale and 
completely left out the perspective from those of us living on the south side of 
Princeton Drive. Re-scaling and the addition of our houses on the drawing (see 
Exhibits) clearly show the inadequate buffer between the proposed second floor 
parking lot and our neighborhood. 

What was also not provided or mentioned, and we are therefore not aware was ever 
performed, is a photometric study of the effects of the lighting pollution from this 
second floor parking lot now that the fixtures would no longer be at ground level, 
but instead over 25 feet higher and already way above the houses of our neighbors 
across the street. There is also the question as to whether this amendment falls 
under the new Title 24 requirements. If so, those lights will be LEDs and will be 
considerably brighter than standard florescent fixtures. And again, has a 
photometric study of the effects of these brighter fixtures been performed and if so, 
what were the results? 

We hope that you will understand the very real negative impact that this "last
second change" will have on our and our neighbor's lives. And we hope that you will 
see that the only positive (dealership saves a little money on inventory storage) is 
not worth the hurt it will put on the families on our little street, and the animosity it 
will create between the City of Costa Mesa, its citizens, and their business neighbors. 

Sincerely, 

Brad and Jennifer Doane -\3() 



July 14, 2014 

Leslie R. Sterrett 
Nancy Honda-Sterrett 
442 Princeton Dr. 
Costa Mesa, CA 92626 

Mr. Chairman / Commissioners 
Planning Department/ Development Services Division 
Costa Mesa, CA 

Planning Meeting 
Planning Application PA-88-134 A2: 
Second Amendment for the Orange Coast Buick/GMC/Cadillac Dealership 

Dear Sirs: 

It has come to our attention that an amendment to Planning Application PA-88-134 
for the Orange Coast Buick/GMC/Cadillac dealership has been submitted to 
construct a 34,000 square foot second floor parking deck over the dealership 
building, as well as over most of the proposed parking lot. This second level deck is 
intended for vehicle inventory storage. 

I have been a resident of Costa Mesa since 1961 and at this address since 1964. My 
wife has resided in Costa Mesa since 1983 with a business here since 2008. 

Let the record state that Nancy and I are opposed to the addition of the second floor 
parking deck. 

According to the blueprints provided by the planning office, this new structure for 
the second story parking deck will be 25'4" tall and set back 52'3" from the 8' block 
wall behind our property. The additional 17 vertical feet will be an eyesore for 
many homeowners in the immediate area of Princeton Dr. Additionally the 15' light 
stanchions on the deck of the structure will bathe our property and that of my 
neighbors in bright light all through the night. This will negatively impact our 
quality of life in the evening and sleep at night. 

In addition this parking structure will impact our privacy by providing a 22' high 
platform for people at the dealership to look down into our kitchen, living room and 
outdoor living area. Noise and noxious fumes from cars will also waft down from 
the deck into our living spaces. In the past we have seen people at the dealership on 
the parking structure, heard them making unacceptable comments to the 
homeowners below and smelled their cigarette smoke. We are afraid these actions 
will continue on the new deck. Any semblance of privacy in the aforementioned 
backyard zone will be forsaken. Our quality of life will be substantially downgraded. 

-\3\-



Our pet's privacy and health are of primary concern to us as well. Noises emanating 
from the structure or any visual sightings of people will trigger our dogs' natural 
protective instincts, i.e. Barking. Excessive barking is stressful on pets as well as 
neighbors. Our pets are all rescue animals having been saved from stressful 
situations. It is important to their health that any additional stressors be mitigated. 

We are also concerned of a possibility of theft as people on the dealership deck will 
see into our home and backyard and target our property. 

Lastly our property values will surely be degraded and a potential buyer would be 
less likely to purchase the property with the view of the parking structure. This is a 
definite and unacceptable. 

In summary we have various rights including the right to privacy, the right to own 
property for our benefit, right to good health and the right to good will. Citing the 
aforementioned concerns we are in opposition to this plan to add a second floor 
parking deck to Orange Coast Buick/ GMC/Cadillac. 

Sincerely, 

Leslie R. Sterrett 
Nancy Honda-Sterrett 



Exhibit A: 

Dashed line approximates height of canopy addition with setback at 50' as seen 
from back yard at 442 Princeton. Block wall height is 8'. Light stanchions will be an 
additional 15' above the dashed line. 



Scott Nguyen 
458 Princeton Dr 
Costa Mesa, CA 92626 

To Costa Mesa City Planning Committee, 

... 

As a resident of College park and living only a few feet away from the car dealership, I 
urge the planning committee to allow residents more time to review the plans in detail 
and be part of the discussion with the owners of the dealership. 

We are not against remodeling the dealership to make our city better. However, there 
are several issues and concerns that the public do not know about. I and the rest of my 
household are concerned about the following several issues which we still need more 
clarification on. 
For example, this is a drastic change to the original plan. 
- Why the increased building size now? 
- The added height close 8' from our property increases the amount of lighting visible will 
still expose many neighbors to the light from the dealership 
This height will also increase the effects of noise and lighting from the dealership since 
the new wall will only be 8' tall. 

Being an outdoorsman, I'm afraid of the effects of the increase building size affecting the 
wildlife in around the area. 

Another big concern for me is that the taller building may be seen from the neighborhood 
and will devalue the houses in the area. Residents so not know what the building will 
look like so as there are no renderings from the College Park side. 
In addition, there has been a serious lack of community inclusion in the stages planning 
of the development. This lack of community communications has increased the impact 
on our quality of life. - Privacy and enjoyment is gone. Because of this lack of 
communication on the scheduling, I was not able to secure my dog when the fence 
came down. Unfortunately with the commotion and unsecured temporary fencing, she 
ran out. We were able to retrieve her. However, when it happened again, she was hit 
by a car and died. 
Since the start of construction we have had 
- Trespassing by construction crew and equipment 
- Destruction and vandalism of personal property / landscaping / lighting I sporting 
equipment 
- Structural damage to dwelling and other structures 
- Littering and increase trash from dealership activities 
And I am now getting threats of Retaliation for sending communicating to owner(s) of 
dealership 

The biggest concern for me is that the dealership has mentioned they "potentially" will be 
building a wall that is 3' closer to my home closer. 1 was notified of that only a few days 
ago by that this may be happening because of the cease and desist letter I sent to the 
dealership. 

;._134-



Luminoire Schedule [LED] 20140703 
Symbol Qty Label Arrangement Lum. Lumens LLF 

0 36 G-CADILLAC SINGLE 7588 0.750 

+ 4 XSB-5X-qua 4 @ 90 DEGREES 31023 0.900 

EJ 8 XSB-FTAX-W SINGLE 2901 4 0.900 

8 18 XSB-FTX-ca SINGLE 29185 0.900 
I · I s XAWM3-2-W ,SINGLE 11960 0.900 
{·J 26 I-CADILLAC SINGLE 2378 0.750 

0 15 H..CADILLAC SINGLE 5242 0.750 

0 13 H-BUICK_l SINGLE 5242 0.750 

~ 18 XSB-FTAX-t TWIN 29014 0.900 

EJ 23 A2 SINGLE 28558 0.900 

c 5 A2-Twin TWIN 28558 0.900 

Luminaire Sd ORANGE COAST C/\DJLLAC - ROO;:: P1:..RKING - rev7 - MG.AGI 
Symbol Description 

Q AMERLUX LIGHTING: RD6-100-T6-E-FL (RD6 series 6 incg ROUND METAL HALIDE DOWNLIGHT) 

+ LSI INDUSTRIES: XSB-5X-LED-HO-CW-UE 
~~~~it-;-:::-::-:-;::-;-;;:;:;:;-:=-:=:-=::-:-:-:--:-:=-:-c=-=.,--,-,-~~~~~~~~~~~~~-EJ LSI INDUSTRIES: XSB-FTAX-LED-HO-CW-UE 

(] LSI INDUSTRIES: XSB-FTX-LED·HO-CW-UE 
CJ LSI INDUSTRIES: XAWM3-2-LED-119-450-CW-UE 

'·' AMERLUX LIGHTING: RD6-39-T6-E (RD6 series 6 inc g ROUND METAL HALIDE DOWNUGHT) 
Q AMERLUX UGHflNG: RD6-70-T6-E-Fl (RD6 series 6 incg ROUND METAL HALIDE DOWNUGHT} 

AMERLUX LIGHTING: RD6-70-T6-E-FL [RD6 series 6 incg ROUND METAL HALIDE DOWNLIGHT) 

~~Ci--~Jf"":":LS~l ~IN~D~U~ST~R~IE~S:7.X~S~B-=FT~A~X=·L~E~D~-H_O~·~C~W~-U~E.:..,...,...~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--l:..../ 
EJ LSI INDUSTRIES XSB-FTX-LED-HO-CW-UE-HSS 

C- LSI INDUSTRIES XSB-FTX-LED-HO..CW-UE-HSS 
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City of Costa Mesa 

Development Services Department 
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Calculation summary 
Lobel 
Ground Level Parking 
Residenliol - Ground Level 
Roof Parking 

Cale Type 
llluminance 

llluminance 
llluminonce 

. - l3S-

I 

I 

Units Avg Max 
Fe 21.66 74.0 
Fe 0.08 0.9 
Fe 9.58 30.9 

bJ• ~:. 

UJl u ~ 

1.1 C'.~1 :~ ~o ~·; nu ni; 

·:io '.n O'l ~~ '.o ~ o ry~ 

_JL 
ROOF SITE PHOTOMETRIC p~~ CD 

Min Avg/Min Max/Min 
0.0 N.A. N.A . 

0.0 N.A. N.A . 

1.1 8.71 28.09 
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DENNIS J. FLYNN 
ARCH ITECTS, INC. 
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APPROVED -~----1,,L.' ---I ... ._ PROPOSED 
BUILDING ADDl fDN 

OPEN PARKING AREA~ 
ON ROOF TOP ~ 

ENCLOSED SERVICE SHOP 

ORANGE COAST CADILLAC - ADDITION 
TYPICAL CROSS SECTJON LOOKING EAST 

LIGHT POLES ON THE 
ROOF TOP 

OPEN PARKING· AREA 
S

0

ELOW ROOF 

-13<o--

52'-0" 
REQUIRED 
SETBACK 

L ;. 

l~PROPER7Y 
LINE 

I 

7YPICAL RESIDENCE 

HI 

DENNIS J. Fl YNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

~.~DOI 

Oll'J llCtt~ fM p14 .C..._.., 

TO THE SOUTH ON PRINCETON --~--
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APPROVED BUILDING ...,.~it----,1r' ----1~-.PROPOSED ADDTION 
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APPLICANT'S REVISED PROJECT 
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DENNIS J. FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS INC. 

August 18, 2014 

Planning Commission 
City of Costa Mesa 
77 Frur Drive, CA 92626 

RE: Orange Coast Buick/GMC/Cadillac 
Planning Commission July 14, 2014 - initial presentation 
Request for reconsideration at September 8, 2014 

Honorable Chairman, Mr. Jim Fitzpatrick, members of the Planning Commission, 
Director of Economic & Development Services/Deputy CEO, Gary A1mstrong 

On behalf of the Buick, GMC, Cadillac Dealership at 2600 Harbor Blvd. Costa Mesa, I 
would like to take this opportunity to thank you and members of the community for valuable 
insight and discussions relative to our proposed project at your meeting of July 14, 2014. 
lt was obvious that to be a good neighbor and a part of this community, we needed to further 
refine our approach, and make necessary revisions to our plans. 

Our outreach and communication consultant has since carefully reviewed the process, 
established direct contact with individual and interested residents. He has worked with us to 
provide the necessary changes so that we can re-present a project while functional and 
operationally effoctive, is also sensitive and more responsive to community concerns. 

The revisions to improve the plans include: relocation of the lights on the roof away from the 
residences, selection of a 1 ight fixtures with directional control to prevent 1 ight spillage off 
the property, development of a large landscape buffer with trees on south side adjacent to the 
residential dwellings, a large full scale "green living" wall on the south face of the building 
to screen the roof parking structure, security gates to control access, potential relocation of 
the large Harbor Blvd. pole sign to a point closer to Merrimac. Ave, as well as alternatives to 
provide "College Park" neighborhood identity monument entry structures and enhanced 
landscaping at both comers or if desired at the intersection of Princeton and Harbor. The 
revisions will also include other conductive and behavioral changes to assure that the safety 
and privacy of the neighborhood remains of utmost importance. 

The attached materials and renderings prnvide further details of the original dealership before 
demolition, the proposed project, as well as "before and after" views from some of the 
backyards that include the proposed project enhancements. 

190 S. GLASSELL STREET SUITE 200 • ORANGE, Ol 92866 aNJ 602-9300 • {7/4) 602-9307 FAX 



We respectfully request yom reconsideration of our improved and more conununity oriented 
project at yom meeting of Sept. 8, 2014, at which time more details on all aspects of the 
project will be presented. 

Again thank you for yom input, and we will continue to strive to remain a good neighbor to 
Princeton Dr. residents as well as a viable business and an effective tax generator to the City 
of Costa Mesa. 

Dennis Flynn, Architect 
President, Dennis J. Flynn Architects, Inc. 

Cc: 
Ron Maceachern, The Suburban Collection 
Tim Leroy, The Suburban Collection 
Peter Naghavi, In-Focus Consultants 

19() 5'. GLASSELL STREIJ.I SUITE 20/J • ORANGE, 0 1 92866 (714) 602-93011 • (714) f/02-9307 FAX 



Video 
Time Name 

Stamp First Last 
1 01 : 25: 25 Dennis Flvnn 
5 01 : 38: 30 Leslie Sterrett 

12 01 : 58: 25 Beth Refakes 
9 01 : 50: 05 Scott Nguyen 

15 02: 12: 47 JJ (Janice) Mullis 
6 01: 41: 08 Jay Humphrev 
4 01 : 36: 54 Alan Engard 
2 01 : 32: 14 Margaret Enr:iard 
13 02: 01 : 39 Brad & Jennifer Doane 

11 01 : 56: 41 Diane Liang 
7 01: 44: 13 Barbara Rattigan 

14 02: 09: 16 Theresa Drain 

10 01: 54: 06 Cindv Brenneman 
16 02: 14: 10 Elizabeth Rutledr:ie 
3 01 : 34: 42 Dan Huber 
8 01 : 47: 55 Chau VuonQ 

Nina Patel 
02: 16: 53 Alan Croal 

02: 21 : 58 Dennis Flynn 
02: 29: OB Jeff Matthews 
02: 35: 55 Colin McCarthy 
02: 39: 15 Robert Dickson 
02: 42: 53 Colin McCarthy 

Orange Coast Cadillac - Outreach.xis 
Video 
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Opening statement 
Rescue animals 
Does not live in area; comments· quality of monument sign sketches; 
Footings into property; CEQA; fence on his property; taking away 3 feet of his land; 
retaliation; Commissioner Dickson asked for clarification; someone from GC stated that they 
will move the fence 3 feet closer to his house 
Statement covered by Jetter. 
Lives in Mesa Verde area; Dust issue 

4 y.o .. son; increase footprint by over 75%; 25' higher and 100' closer; erected steel columns 

Submitted pictures; killed koi; dog death 
General traffic count up; Dealer test drives; Unclear of setbacks/heights; deck use?; dog 
death 
College Park owner 1998; zero lot lines; PA-88-134; street closed; underhanded tactics: buy 
residential lot to park cars; deception, veiled threats: meetings with police and transportation 
about traffic; 
Property owner not resident; enforcing road test route?; how are conditions enforced? 

42' super structure: 
3/21 fence torn down with out notice: dog wanderinr:i construction site; 5/10 dOQ killed; 
Did not soeak 
4/23 Cease & Desist Jetter received; Devon Lucas, Esq.; 5/7 last contact with attorney; 

07:52 
8/18/2014 
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Aerial - existing -15'\- DENNIS J. FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

160 8. GLASSE~L, SUITE & 
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Aerial -proposed looking east - 1s 2-
DENNIS J. FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 
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e new trees at 1 O' on center 
e new landscape buffer - no landscape prior 

Looking south from dealership DENNIS J. FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

190 S. OLASSELI , SUITE B 
O~Al'tGE, CAllFORtllA. 92800 

(T141 602·~3GO • ll1.11111l~f@di&rch.11ot 



e building on the property line 
e 26' to top of pilasters 

,.,. . 

458 Princeton - existing -154-

stucco wall 

DENNIS J. FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

190 S. Gt.A$SELL. SUITF. B 
ORANGE, CALIFORNIA, 92866 

(11") 6C)2.•9300. de"ni&f@d(:uc,ll,"•l 



458 Princeton - proposed ·-\ f:IS·- DENNIS J . FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

19Q S. GLASSEl.l, SUITE B 
ORANGE. CALIFORNIA, 92866 

(1141 $02..,300 • dennt~f~dfu~h.net 
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448 Princeton - existing -1s0-
DENNIS J. FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

·~o s. GLASSELL. surre 8 
ORANGE, CALIFORNIA, 92666 
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448 Princeton - proposed -\Sr') - DENNIS J . FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

1no s. GLASS ELL, SUITE 8 
ORAtlGE, CAllFO!INIA. 92866 

{'714) 6()2-9300. denni&f'@dfo.rcll.n•t 
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437 Princeton - existing -1S8-- DENNIS J. FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

HO S. OLASSELL, SUITE B 
ORANGE, CALIFORNIA, UZ066 

(114) 6G2·93UO ~ dennis ftlidh11t:-h.riet 



e property line trees at 1 O' on center 
e trees 25' tall after 5 years - estimate 
e previously 18' on center 

437 Princeton - propos_ed landscape 
- \~~-

DENNIS J. FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

190 S, GLASSELL, SIJITF. B 
ORANGE, CALIFORNIA, 92866 

l714) 602-~JOO • 1J•111113r~rlfRreh.ntl 



e new living wall on south face of building 
e property line trees at 1 O' on center 
e trees 25' tall after 5 years - estimate 
e previously 18' on center 

- proposed living wall 
- 1 lpO--

DENNIS J . FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

1~0 5. GLASSELL, SUITE B 
ORAl'IGE. CALlFORNll\, 92866 

{1141 1502~300 - denni&f@dfl'rch,llel 



0 Harbor looking at living wall 
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DENNIS J . FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

190 S .OLASSEll. SUITE B 
ORANGE, CALIFORNIA, 92808 

(71• ) 60W300 • d• nnlgf@dfarch.net 



Harbor street scape DENNIS J. FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

190 $ , OLASSELL. SUITE B 
ORANGE, CALIFORNIA, 92890 

(114J 602,.1)300 4 dennl$f@dfarch.ntt 



Entry monument at Princeton 
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DENNIS J . FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

1DO S. GLASSELL, SUITE B 
ORANGE, CALIFORNIA, 92866 

(714) 602~300 . denn11f@d.ferc:h,net 



3 Entry monument at Princeton - 2 
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DENNIS J. FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS, INC. 

190 S. QLASSELL. SUITE 8 
ORANGE. CALIFORNIA, 92666 

(714} 602-9300 • dennisf@dfarch.ntt 



ATTACHMENT 5 
APPLICANT'S PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

AND EXHIBITS 
(PROPOSED SIGNS) 
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DFA 
DENNIS J. FLYNN 
ARCHITECTS INC. 

August 20, 2014 

Mr. Gary Armstrong 
Economic and Dev. Services Director/Deputy CEO 
City of Costa Mesa 
77 Fair Drive, CA 92628 

RE: Orange Coast Buick/GMC/Cadillac, Existing pole sign 

Dear Mr. Armstrong; 

Thank you for the opportunity to meet with you and Jerry on Monday to discuss details of 
our proposed project revisions. 

As you know, we will be sharing the subject revisions with the interested residents of 
Princeton Dr. this Friday in hopes of creating a more positive and reasonable approach 
towards potential solutions for their concerns. 

One of the issues raised by some residents as well as city staff, is the "unsightliness" of the 
existing "grand fathered in" business pole sign on Ilarbor Blvd. While tht! dealership prefers 
to keep this sign as is, in the spirit of working with the residents and the city, the owners are 
willing to consider potential re-configuration as well as relocation of the subject sign to a 
more suitable spot away from Princeton Dr. 

Per our conversation of Monday, please find attached a copy of a site "signage plan" and 
square footage calculations for the number and location of signs as proposed. We know this 
plan may not meet City's CutTent sign ordinance requirements, but it reflect a fair and 
reasonable compromise for changes needed to remove the existing large pole sign. 
Please call me ifl can assist in answering any questions. 

:z·~ 1c~-M ry 
Dennis Flynn, Architecttt/ ~ 
President, Dennis J. Flynn Architects, Inc. 

Cc: Jerry Guarracino, Mel Lee 
Ron MacEachem, The Suburban Collection 
Tim Leroy, The Suburban Collection 
Peter Naghavi, In-Focus Consultants 

190 S. GLASSEL/. STREET SUITE 200 •ORANGE, CA 92866 (7141 @2-9300 • (714) 602-9307 FAX 



SIGNF2· 
FREESTANDING ID 
BACKLIT 
HEIGHT: 23' • O' 
AREA: 71.55.F. 

MERRIMAC WAY 

F•TE PLAN - SIGN LOCATIONS 

+ 

iTnr1···1Trrm1 ,1 
SIGN 84 ·BUILDING SIGN 
BACK LIT CHANNEL LETIERS 
AREA: 36.8 S.F. 
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SITE ISOMETRIC 

SIGN F1 - 126.6 S.F. 
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SIGN 83 - 71.3 S.F. 

SIGN F2 - 71.5 S.F. SIGN 81 - 109.3 S.F. SIGN 82 - 26.6 S.F. 
Sign Area Calculations 

I Allowable 

I 352.0&' 
109.94' 

I I Front- 462.02' 1.0 IQ, ft POt llOe&I ft:>ol of lot Width a 46202' 
I ~lh .C00.00' 0.5 aQ. ft - uneal lcot ot IOl depth~ 20000' 

I 662 02' 
Maximum Awllablo signage aiea: 662a.r 

50% 

I Maximum A1ellablo area le( teos111lld1119 S!Qnage 331S.f 

Propo1ed 

ID HGT AREA AVALABLE 
F1 I HARBOR/MERRIMAC P137 36" 126.6s.f. 
F2 IHARSOR P92 23' 71.5 sf. 
81 8uta<GMC 109.3 $I 
82 ORANGE COAST 26.6 s.f. 
83 CAOtllAC 71 .35.f. 
84 CERTIFIED SERVICE 36.8 s.f. 

SIGN 84 - 36.8 S.F. PROPOSED lOTAL:! 496.0 sJ I 166.0 &.I 
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