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MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING 
OF THE TORRANCE CITY COUNCIL 

OPENING CEREMONIES: 

1. CALL TO ORDER: 

November 15, 1988 

The Torrance City Council convened in regular session at 
5:35 p.m. on Monday, November 15, 1988, in the Council Chambers 
at Torrance City Hall, 3031 Torrance Boulevard. 

2 . ROLL CALL: 

Present: Councilmembers Applegate, Hardison, Mock, 
Nakano, Walker, Wirth and Mayor Geissert. 

Absent: None. 

Also present: City Manager Jackson, 
City Attorney Remelmeyer, 
Deputy City Clerk Hong, and 
Department Representatives. 

* * * 

The Mayor announced with sadness the recent passing of a 
gentleman who was a custodian for the City for several years and 
a loyal employee: 

Max (Maximiliano) Larin 

It was Mayor Geissert's request that the meeting be adjourned in 
memory of this individual. 

* * * 

3. FLAG SALUTE/INVOCATION: 

The Flag salute was led by Mr. James Amato. 

Fire Chief Scott Adams provided the invocation for this 
meeting. 
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4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES/MOTION RE FURTHER READING: 

MOTION: Councilman Applegate moved to approve as recorded 
the minutes of October 11, 1988. There was a second to the 
motion by Councilwoman Hardison and roll call vote was 
unanimously favorable. 

MOTION: Councilman Applegate, seconded by Councilwoman 
Hardison, moved that after the Deputy City Clerk has assigned a 
number and read title to any resolution or ordinance on the 
agenda for this meeting, the further reading thereof be waived, 
reserving and guaranteeing to each member of Council the right to 
demand the reading of any such resolution or ordinance in regular 
order. The motion passed by unanimous roll call vote. 

5. MOTION RE POSTING OF AGENDA: 

MOTION: Councilman Applegate moved to accept and file the 
report of the Deputy City Clerk on the posting of the agenda for 
this meeting. His motion was seconded by Councilman Mock and 
carried by unanimous roll call vote. 

6. WITHDRAWN OR DEFERRED ITEMS: 

The City Manager advised of a request from the appellant 
for the postponement of: 

7. 

15b. EA 88-17 
(See page 

Gordon F. Sadkin/Home Club, Inc. 
9 for formal action.) 

City Manager Jackson also announced two addendum matters: 

21a. Proclamation re "Scouting for Food Day." 
(See page 4.) 

24a. Recommendation re adjournment of Council. 
(See page 37.) 

COUNCIL COMMITTEE MEETINGS: 

Councilman Nakano announced that there would be a meeting 
of the Finance Committee on November 29, 1988 at 4:30 p.m. to 
discuss the First Quarter Budget Review. 
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8a. 

--
COMMUNITY MATTERS: 

PRESENTATION OF SERVICE AWARD TO RUBEN GARNICA: 

It was with expressed great pleasure that Mayor Geissert 
reviewed Fire Fighter Ruben Garnica's 30 year career with the 
City and presented this dedicated employee with a clock in 
recognition of his service to the community. 

This honor was graciously accepted by Mr. Garnica, who took 
this opportunity to introduce his family members to those 
present. 

8b. INTRODUCTION OF GRADUATE FIRE FIGHTERS: 

The Mayor called upon Fire Chief Adams to introduce and 
welcome aboard the following graduates of the 1987-88 rookie fire 
fighters training course: 

David A. Dumais 
Ron R. Bone 
Randy S. Burdick 
Scott A. Kahn 

Michael Hansen 
Keith L. Pickett 
David D. Winkler 

Speaking on behalf of the entire City Council, Mayor 
Geissert expressed pride in the achievement of these young men. 

8c. PRESENTATION OF SERVICE AWARD TO JAMES AMATO: 

A community service award in the form of a plaque was 
presented by the Mayor to retiring Civil Service Commissioner 
James Amato in appreciation of his years of service to the City. 

This award was gratefully accepted by Mr. Amato, who 
expres~ed his desire to return to public service in the future. 

8d. PROCLAMATION RE "NATIONAL ARTS WEEK": 

November 13 to November 19, 1988 was proclaimed by Mayor 
Geissert as "National Arts Week." 

Parks and Recreation Director Barnett was present to accept 
this proclamation and to thank the Mayor and Council for their 
continued support in allowing his department to provide "a 
quality art program" for the residents of the City. 
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While at the podium, Mr. Barnett reported that the 
architectural plans for the new Theatre and Arts Center were 
proceeding on schedule. It was his hope that he would be able to 
provide the Council with an update on this project by the middle 
of December. 

8e. PROCLAMATION RE "GREAT AMERICAN SMOKEOUT DAY": 

The Mayor proclaimed Thursday, November 17, 1988, as 
"Great American Smokeout Day" and encouraged all residents to 
participate in this program. 

Mr. Seymour Uberman was present to accept the proclamation 
on behalf of the American Cancer Society. He thanked the Mayor 
and Council for formally recognizing this nationwide celebration. 

Heard out of order 

21a. PROCLAMATION RE "SCOUTING FOR FOOD DAY": 

The 19th of November, 1988, was proclaimed by Mayor 
Geissert as "Scouting for Food Day" in the City of Torrance. 

This proclamation was accepted by Ms. Marilyn Kunz, Leader, 
Boy Scout Troop 706, who urged participation in this food 
collection program aimed at putting an end to hunger. 

Returning to regular agenda order . . . 

9. LIBRARY/PARKS AND RECREATION MATTERS: 

9a. AGREEMENT WITH DEL AMO FASHION CENTER FOR TEMPORARY 
USE OF THE PARKING LOT AT CHARLES H. WILSON PARK: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is the recommendation of the Parks and Recreation 
Director that the Council grant permission to the 
Del Amo Fashion Center for use of the northeast 
parking area at Wilson Park for offsite holiday 
parking for their employees from November 25 through 
December 26, 1988 and authorize the City Attorney to 
sign the letter agreement between the City of Torrance 
and Del Amo Fashion Center. 
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Parks and Recreation Director Barnett responded to 

questions from individual Council members regarding the status of 
parking lot paving and security measures to be taken by Del Amo 
Fashion Center. He also reviewed information contained in the 
agenda item regarding the location to be used and access for 
Farmers' Market patrons and staff. 

MOTION: Councilwoman Hardison moved to concur with the 
staff recommendation on Agenda Item 9a. The motion was seconded 
by Councilman Walker. 

City Attorney Remelmeyer advised the Council that the City 
Manager would be the proper official to sign this Agreement. The 
City Manager indicated his concurrence. 

Roll call on the motion was unanimously favorable. 

10. TRANSPORTATION/PUBLIC WORKS MATTERS: 

10a. APPROVAL OF PAYMENT FOR REFUSE DISPOSAL: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The Street Department recommends that the City Council 
approve payment of funds at the end of a 30-day period 
for the Street Department to dispose of some solid waste 
at the City of Long Beach South East Resource Recovery 
Facility (SERRF). 

MOTION: Councilman Wirth moved to concur with the staff 
recommendation on Item 10a. Councilwoman Hardison seconded the 
motion, which carried by unanimous roll call vote. 

11. POLICE AND FIRE MATTERS: 

lla. AWARD OF CONTRACT - CONTINUATION OF ANNUAL SOFTWARE 
MAINTENANCE SERVICES REQUIRED FOR THE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT'S COMPUTER SYSTEM: 

ANNUAL EXPENDITURE: $21,960.00 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is the recommendation of the Chief of Police that 
Council approve the award of a contract to Command Data 
Systems of Dublin, California for the continuance of an 
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annual software maintenance agreement with the Torrance 
Police Department in the amount of $21,960.00. 

MOTION: Councilman Applegate, seconded by Councilman 
Walker, moved to concur with the Police Chief's recommendation on 
Agenda Item lla. Roll call vote was unanimously favorable. 

12. PLANNING AND ZONING MATTERS: 

12a. OPERATING AGREEMENT WITH SECURITY PACIFIC BANK: 

At the Mayor's request, Deputy City Clerk Hong read number 
and title to: 

RESOLUTION NO. 88-279 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF TORRANCE, CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING AND 
DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE THE OPERATING 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF TORRANCE AND 

SECURITY PACIFIC NATIONAL BANK 

MOTION: Councilman Nakano moved to adopt Resolution 
No. 88-279. The motion was seconded by Councilman Walker and 
unanimously approved by roll call vote. 

MOTION: Councilwoman Hardison moved to approve amendments 
to the program guidelines consistent with the operating 
agreement. Councilman Mock seconded the motion and approval was 
unanimous by roll call vote. 

12b. MODIFICATION OF PROCEDURAL GUIDELINES FOR THE 
RESIDENTIAL REHABILITATION LOAN PROGRAM: 

~n response to questions by Councilwoman Hardison, 
Principal Planner Mike Bihn elucidated: that applications for the 
Residential Rehabilitation Loan Program exceed available funding; 
that applications will be handled as they have been in the past, 
on a first-come, first-serve basis, according to the date of 
filing; and that he anticipated there would be a recommendation 
in next year's budget for additional program funding. 

MOTION: Councilman Wirth moved to concur with the staff 
recommendation on Agenda Item 12b. His motion, seconded by 
Councilman Mock, carried by unanimous roll call vote. 
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15 . HEARINGS: 

15a. CUP 88-26, ABBOTT-MARSHALL ARCHITECTS: 
{Continued from September 13, 1988 to allow the 
applicant to modify the original submittal in 
light of Council concerns.) 

Mayor Geissert announced that this was the time and the 
place for a public hearing for continuation of City Council 
consideration of an appeal of a Planning Commission Approval of a 
Conditional Use Permit to allow the construction of a 
three-story, four-unit apartment building in the R-3 zone at 
2756 Gramercy Avenue, CUP 88-26: ABBOTT-MARSHALL ARCHITECTS. 

Although he was absent during the first hearing session on 
this matter, Councilman Applegate announced that he had 
familiarized himself with the item and would participate in this 
consideration. 

Proof of publication was provided by the Deputy City Clerk 
and it was filed without objection. 

The staff presentation was provided by Principal Planner 
Jeff Gibson, who, with the aid of transparencies, noted the 
following modifications made by the proponent to address the 
Council's concerns regarding the overall height of the project, 
excessive use of exterior stairs and walkways and architectural 
style: 

Surface garage chang.ed to a semi-subterranean 
garage to reduce the appearance of height from 
the street. 

Overall height of the building reduced from 
35 feet down to 32 feet from the lowest level 
of the semi-subterranean garage {approximately 
30 feet from the street 1 evel) . 

Internal floor plans modified to provide access 
to the living area from the second floor, thereby 
eliminating exterior walkways and stairways up to 
the third floor and reducing the square footage by 
approximately 55 feet overall. 

Redesign of building exterior to provide relief and 
a change in the use of exterior materials. 
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The Planning Department's recommendation for approval of 
the request, as modified, was also designated by Mr. Gibson, 
whereupon he responded to Council inquiries. 

The proponent or his representative was invited to speak. 

Mr. Dean Abbott of Abbott-Marshall Architects, office 
address 3127 Santa Monica Boulevard, Santa Monica, described 
efforts to lower the height of the building by two and one-half 
feet and redesign the project to be more of a "townhouse" type of 
apartment unit in order to address Council concerns. It was 
explained by this speaker that one level of exterior corridor had 
to be maintained to meet Code requirements. Council approval was 
urged by this speaker. 

* * * 

Mayor Geissert called a brief recess at 6:13 p.m. At 
6:22 p.m. the Council reconvened and continued its consideration 
of Item 15a. 

* * * 

Members of the audience were invited to speak. There being 
no response to this invitation, Councilman Applegate MOVED to 
close the public hearing. Councilwoman Hardison seconded the 
motion, which passed by unanimous roll call vote. 

Councilwoman Hardison and Mayor Geissert both agreed their 
concerns regarding t&e original design of this project had 
essentially been addressed in the redesigned plans and that the 
proponent had at least made a "good faith'' effort to reduce the 
height of the building. 

MOTION: Councilman Wirth moved (in the matter of 
CUP - ~8-26: Abbott-Marshall Architects [Item 15a]) to deny the 
appeal and approve the project. His motion, seconded by 
Councilman Mock, passed with unanimous approval by roll call vote 
with Councilwoman Hardison voting "yes" with a comment. 

Councilwoman Hardison conveyed her appreciation to staff 
for information concerning recent projects. It appeared to her 
that more recent R-3 requests were more in the "spirit" of what 
Council intended when it enacted changes to R-3 requirements. 
However, in the event staff found it difficult to deal with the 
"spirit'' of what Council passed, she indicated her willingness to 
make more stringent changes relative to the R-3 zone. 
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At the Mayor's request, Deputy City Clerk Hong read number 

and title to: 

RESOLUTION NO. 88-280 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF TORRANCE, CALIFORNIA, APPROVING A CONDITIONAL 
USE PERMIT TO ALLOW THE CONSTRUCTION OF A THREE
STORY, FOUR-UNIT APARTMENT BUILDING IN THE R-3 
ZONE ON PROPERTY LOCATED AT 2756 GRAMERCY AVENUE 

CUP 88-26: ABBOTT-MARSHALL ARCHITECTS 

MOTION: Councilman Nakano, seconded by Councilwoman 
Hardison, moved to adopt Resolution No. 88-280. Roll call vote 
was unanimously favorable. 

15b. EA 88-17 (CUP 88-53, PP 88-30, D 88-27) GORDON F. SADKIN/ 
HOME CLUB , INC.: 

It was announced by the Mayor that this was the time and 
the place for Council consideration of an appeal of the 
determination of the Environmental Review Board (ERB) that a 
Negative Declaration be issued for environmental issues regarding 
a Conditional Use Permit, a Precise Plan of Development and a 
Division of Lot to allow the construction of a 109,968 square 
foot retail building in the C-3 and C-3(PP) zones on the north 
side of 190th Street, east of Hawthorne Boulevard, at 4343 West 
190th Street. EA 88-17 (CUP 88-53, PP 88-30, D 88-27): GORDON 
F. SADKIN/HOME CLUB, INC. 

Proof of publication was provided by the office of the City 
Clerk and it was filed without comment. 

Background to this case (per agenda material of record) was 
provided by Principal Planner Woodward, who related the 
recommendation of the Environmental Review Board and Planning 
Department that the finding of the Board for a Negative 
Declaration be allowed to stand and that the appeal be denied. 

During her presentation, Ms. Woodward explained the basis 
of the appeal, advising that the appellant, Major Paint Company, 
feels that further traffic information is needed and that a 
six-week delay should be granted so that a traffic study may be 
prepared by a consultant to be hired by the appellant. 

The appellant's request for a postponement (see Page 2) was 
noted by Mayor Geissert. 
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Major Paint Company was represented by Mr. Owen Petersen, 
21515 Hawthorne Boulevard, who said he was not prepared to rebut 
information contained in addendum agenda material (of record) 
which was handed to him earlier in the evening. Mr. Petersen 
advised the Council that Donald Frischer and Associates had 
already been retained to conduct a traffic study and respectfully 
requested a postponement until January 3, 1989 for completion of 
the same. 

This speaker submitted that a continuance would be 
appropriate in light of the fact that the Chamber of Commerce was 
in the process of considering a regional traffic plan 
(clarification regarding the plan in question was provided by 

members of staff during discussion) and because he wanted the 
opportunity to present testimony from a recognized traffic 
engineer to support their position that this project would have a 
significant impact on the environment. 

Reporting that his legal counsel was detained, the 
proponent, Mr. Gordon Sadkin, 18600 Hawthorne Boulevard, 
requested the hearing be deferred. Having been informed by the 
Mayor that the hearing was already in progress, Mr. Sadkin stated 
his opposition to the request for a continuance on the basis: 

That the issues brought forth by the appellant 
in his letter of appeal had been addressed by 
CALTAP as set forth in the supplementary agenda 
material (both documents of record). 

That their plans and drawings had been modified 
pursuant to the recommendations in the original 
CALTAP transportation report and every effort 
was made to deal with planning issues. 

This speaker indicated his concurrence with the staff 
report and asked that the project be allowed to go forward to the 
Planning Commission at this time. 

Called upon to clarify the content of addendum material, 
Traffic Manager Vance explained that the transportation report 
satisfies the task assigned to CALTAP for a qualitative analysis 
of the environmental impact of this project. A standard traffic 
report, as proposed by Mr. Petersen, would require more involved 
studies, he said. 
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Responding to Councilwoman Hardison's inquiries, Traffic 

Manager Vance reported that City traffic counts for 190th Street 
and Hawthorne Boulevard were used in the transportation study. 
To his recollection, these counts were conducted in 1986-87 and 
did not include a growth factor. 

In favor of having a full range of options in terms of 
traffic studies, Councilman Mock recommended a continuance and 
offered the following motion. 

MOTION: Councilman Mock moved to continue Item 15b to 
January 3 (1989). His motion died for lack of a second. 

Councilman Wirth said he was not in favor of holding the 
item, particularly for the purpose of awaiting input from the 
Chamber of Commerce regarding transportation and/or traffic 
issues. (This councilman emphasized that while he would welcome 
Chamber participation regarding such matters, it is the City 
Council and staff who make decisions regarding the transportation 
and traffic matters that face the City.) It was Mr. Wirth's 
opinion that more than enough information had been provided to 
make a decision and he was in favor of taking action at this 
time. 

Councilman Walker agreed there was sufficient information 
to make a decision. It was his belief the appellant was 
attempting to delay the project with unnecessary documentation 
and that objections would be more appropriately aired before the 
Planning Commission. 

Were the appeal to be denied, Planning Director. Ferren 
advised Councilwoman Hardison the project would probably go 
forward to the Planning Commission in 30 days. Mr. Ferren agreed 
with Councilwoman Hardison's observation that any information 
obtained in the meantime could be presented to the Planning 
Commission at the time of this review. 

Mrs . Hardison said she had environmental concerns about the 
project, but felt these concerns were obvious -- she did not need 
an EIR to tell her the project is too big for the lot size when 
half the parking had to be provided on the roof of the building. 
For that reason, she was not in favor of holding this item for 
additional information. 

Back at the podium, Mr. Petersen explained that his 
comments about the Chamber were not intended to suggest that the 
City Council would receive guidance in its decision by any study 
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---
made by the Chamber. He deferred to Mr. Abrams, president of the 
Major Paint Company and vice president of the Chamber of 
Commerce, to address this issue. 

Mr. Robert Abrams, 4300 W. 190th Street, residence at 
4714 Via Corona, explained that he is vice president of economic 
development for the Torrance Chamber of Commerce. Hoping to 
correct what he felt might be a misconception, Mr. Abrams 
clarified the Chamber's role with regard to the regional 
transportation study and stressed that the Chamber was not 
involved in this particular project or in the request for an 
extension. 

City Attorney Remelmeyer assured Councilman Applegate of 
the admissibility of any information developed by Major Paint 
Company~ consultant during the Planning Commission process. 
Knowing the appellant could still have his forum before the 
Planning Commission, Councilman Applegate said he did not see any 
logic in delaying the project. 

At the Mayor's request, Mr. Abrams clarified that the 
traffic study he is proposing would take between six and eight 
weeks according to his consultant. Traffic Manager Van~e stated 
his opinion that a standard traffic study could be accomplished 
in a lessor period of time and Director of Transportation Horkay 
later noted that the CALTAP transportation report was completed 
in approximately two weeks. 

Attorney Petersen returned to the podium to request, at the 
very least, that a continuance be granted for the purpose of 
having his traffic consultant present to give his expert opinion 
as to the adequacy of the CALTAP transportation report. This 
speaker submitted for the record a letter sent to Major Paint 
Company from Donald Frischer, the traffic consultant, setting 
forth the information related. 

~ddressing allegations by Commissioner Walker (see Page 11) 
Attorney Petersen maintained that they were not trying to delay 
the project, but rather had hired a traffic engineer to address 
the environmental aspects of the project -- not planning issues 
-- and they were merely asking for the amount of time their 
consultant told them it would take to complete the report. 

The appellant's reasons for believing a full Environmental 
Impact Report should be required for this proposal were reviewed 
by Mr. Petersen. He submitted: that this "massive" project would 
be next to a public park; that it would attract traffic down 
Hawthorne Boulevard and 190th Street; and that it would require a 
lot of truck deliveries throughout the day. Additionally, 
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Mr. Petersen questioned the accuracy of the Home Club's figures 
with regard to the average purchase and the number of customers. 
The validity of the traffic study was also challenged by this 
speaker, and he encouraged the Council to consider these concerns 
at the environmental level of review. 

MOTION: Councilman Applegate moved to close the public 
hearing. His motion was seconded by Councilman Walker and 
carried by unanimous roll call vote. 

MOTION: Councilman Walker moved to deny the appeal and 
concur with the decision of the Environmental Review Board for a 
Negative Declaration (in the matter of EA 88-17, [CUP 88-53, PP 
88-30, · D 88-27]: GORDON F. SADKIN/HOME CLUB, INC.). The motion 
was seconded by Councilman Wirth. (This motion ultimately 
carried by majority vote with Councilman Mock voting "no;" see 
formal action on Page 14.) 

Council discussion continued. 

Councilwoman Hardison supported the motion; however, it was 
her opinion that the material to be provided by the appellant 
would be of value and that a realistic amount of time should be 
allowed in scheduling this matter before the Planning Commission 
so this information would be available. 

Of concern to Councilman Applegate was the issue, as 
Mr. Petersen presented it, that they wanted time for 
their consultant to determine the adequacy of the information 
submitted by the City's consultant . He clarified that the job of 
the Council is to determine whether there is sufficient 
information for this project to go forward -- not to determine 
the adequacy of the transportation report. Upholding his 
conviction that there was adequate information for this project 
to go forward, Mr. Applegate suggested that it should be up to 
the appellant to present his supplemental material in sufficient 
time for the Planning Commission hearing knowing that the hearing 
would be held in one month (per staff). 

The motion for denial was supported by Mayor Geissert, _who 
agreed any questions could be adequately addressed by the 
Planning Commission or by the City Council upon appeal. The 
Mayor said she placed her confidence in staff's ability to 
determine the adequacy of the information and to request a 
continuance to gather more material when deemed necessary. The 
Mayor reminded those present that Council was not making a 
decision on the project itself at this time. 
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The motion to deny the appeal and uphold the Environmental 
Review Board's recommendation regarding EA 88-17, Gordon F. 
Sadkin/Home Club, Inc. carried by majority roll call vote, with 
Councilman Mock voting "no." 

Councilman Walker clarified that it was his intent, as part 
of his motion, to deny the request for a continuance. Councilman 
Wirth, who seconded the motion, agreed this was also his intent. 

15c. PCR 88-6, NEIL STANTON PALMER: 

Mayor Geissert announced that this was the time and the 
place for Council consideration of an appeal of a Planning 
Commission denial of a Planning Commission Review to allow 
construction of a 4,450 square foot office building in the C-2 
zone at the southwest corner of Crenshaw Boulevard and Sonoma 
Street at 1605 Crenshaw Boulevard. PCR 88-6: NEIL STANTON 
PALMER. 

Proof of publication was provided by the City Clerk's 
office and it was received and filed without objection. 

During his presentation of background information, 
Principal Planner Gibson clarified that staff was not necessarily 
opposed to an office structure at the subject location, but did 
object to certain design elements of this project and therefore 
recommended denial of PCR 88-6. 

Mayor Geissert invited the proponent to speak. 

An attorney representing the Jackson Family Trust (property 
owner), Mr. Don Pearson, 801 South Flower Street, Los Angeles, 
identified himself as a Planning Commissioner for the City of 
Glendale. Mr. Pearson submitted that there were only three 
issues: 

l. The proximity of the driveway to Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

2. Dead end aisles and/or lack of circulation. 

3. Landscaping on the Sonoma frontage. 

It was stressed by this speaker that a number of 
alternatives to providing required parking were considered in 
arriving at the present plan. He asked the Council to keep in 
mind the fact that the issues involved exceptions to department 
policies, not exceptions to standards in the Code. 
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Mr. Neil Palmer, the architect, business address 
2601 Airport Drive, confirmed that a number of parking solutions 
(14 in all) were entertained before deciding on the plan under 
consideration, which provides access from Sonoma Street. 
Schemes with access from Crenshaw Boulevard, identified as Nos. 4 
and 5, were reviewed by this speaker with the aid of a site plan. 

Also presented by Mr. Palmer at this time were 10 slides of 
existing facilities in the general area of the project with 
parking arrangements similar to the one proposed. 

Mr. Palmer responded to inquiries following his 
presentation, advising Councilwoman Hardison that the most square 
footage that could be obtained with exterior parking is 2,800 
square feet. Even with exterior parking, this speaker maintained 
that there would still not be sufficient space to allow vehicles 
to turn around. 

The property owner's representative, Attorney Pearson, 
returned to the podium to argue the merits of the project as 
proposed and to offer to make parking assignments that would 
limit the use of the easterly-most driveway. 

Architect Neil Palmer and Principal Planner Gibson 
addressed the issue of landscaping setback. 

Mr. Palmer pointed out that the garage on the adjacent 
residential lot abuts the property line, not the house, and that 
compact size parking spaces proposed at that location would 
facilitate the planting of trees to shield the parking area. 
It was noted by this speaker that there was an existing six foot 
high block wall. 

Mr. Gibson pointed out that, although there is a 19 foot 
setback on the west, parking spaces are approximately five feet 
from the property line and there would be approximately two and 
one-half feet of vehicle overhang in order to meet the parking 
depth, ·leaving approximately three feet, depending on fencing 
used, to install landscaping. 

Members of staff responded to questions by Councilwoman 
Hardison. Director of Transportation Horkay clarified that 
staff's concern was with the parking lot design rather than with 
access from Sonoma Street. Regarding the possibility of ingress 
off of Sonoma and egress onto Crenshaw, as suggested by 
Ms. Hardison, Principal Planner Gibson advised that staff 
discourages the use of one-way driveways, particularly on major 
arterials, to avoid the conflict of wrong-way traffic. 
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Back at the podium, Mr. Don Pearson, representative for the 
property owner, addressed the side-yard setback (west side of 
project) and re-emphasized that significantly more landscaping 
would not change the character of the property with respect to 
the neighbors. He maintained that the distance between the 
building and the neighbor would have the greatest effect and 
noted that the neighbor's garage is on that corner. 

Mr. Douglas Arthur Jackson, 4000 Palos Verdes Drive North, 
Suite 108, identified himself as the owner of the property in 
question and submitted copies of initial drawings of the building 
and parking lot layouts. 

Relating the history of the property since he acquired 
ownership in 1979, Mr. Jackson stated that the parcel was reduced 
from 9,000 square feet to 7,200 square feet when Crenshaw 
Boulevard was enlarged and that he removed two homes previously 
on the lot in contemplation of building offices for his real 
estate and accounting activities. 

Mr. Jackson then referenced the drawings he submitted to 
Council and described the office building as it was originally 
conceived for a 9,000 square foot lot. The subsequent evaluation 
of some 14 different plans culminating in this proposal was 
recounted by this speaker. 

The property owner related the following information: 

- "--.. ·:.. .. ... .--.,: 
.: _:-, ... :. . 

. -. 

That there were two driveways on the property 
from the inception -- one to the house previously 
located on Crenshaw Boulevard and another to the 
house previously located on Sonoma Street. 

That the architect located both driveways for 
this project on Sonoma Street because of the 
heavy traffic on Crenshaw Boulevard. 

That (with reference to staff's concern that 
people may have to back their vehicle out of the 
parking area and onto the street) every car that 
leaves a driveway on Sonoma Street backs out onto 
the street. 

That if he is not allowed to meet parking requirements 
in the manner proposed, an alternate plan would 
result in a substantial reduction in the size of the 
building to between 2,400 and 2,800 square feet, 
which would not be a viable project, in his opinion. 

... 
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That he discussed, to no avail, the possibility of a 
joint venture with an adjacent commercial property 
owner and also the possibility of shared parking. 

That both the commercial property owner on the south 
and the owner of residential property on the west favor 
the project and feel it will enhance the neighborhood. 

In closing, Mr. Jackson solicited approval of the project. 

MOTION: Councilman Applegate moved to close the public 
hearing, there being no one else from the audience who wished to 
speak. The motion was seconded by Councilman Walker and 
unanimously approved by roll call vote. 

Comments from the Council followed. 

Although he lauded the work of the architect, Councilman 
Applegate deemed this project a "little too large for the 
property." He felt there was a safety factor involved, in that 
the parking lane status on Crenshaw Boulevard would soon be 
removed resulting in three lanes of traffic at that location. 
Also of concern to this speaker was the prospect of increased 
ingress/egress from Sonoma Street; the "dead end" aspect of 
driveways; landscaping to the rear of the property -- "everything 
is crammed in;" and his belief that the City would be building in 
a potential problem relative to trees overhanging adjacent 
property. Based on his concerns, Mr. Applegate offered the 
following motion: 

MOTION: Councilman Applegate moved for denial of the 
appeal in the matter of PCR 88-6: NEIL STANTON PALMER. The 
motion was seconded by Councilman Walker. (This motion was later 
amended to denial without prejudice and the amended motion 
carried by unanimous roll call vote.) 

Council discussion continued. 

Although she admired Mr. Palmer's design, the Mayor also 
felt the proponent's expectations exceed the capacity of the . lot 
and said she would "reluctantly" support the motion for denial. 

Although he felt the project was "beautifully done," 
Councilman Walker said he concurred with the comments made by 
Councilman Applegate. Mr. Walker perceived that the architect 
was right in taking access from the side street and he had no 
objection to the two driveways. This Councilman suggested the 
motion be made without prejudice to allow the applicant an 
opportunity to modify his proposal to address concerns. 
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AMENDED MOTION: Councilman Applegate amended his motion to 

add the designation "without prejudice" as suggested by 
Councilman Walker. Mr. Walker indicated his concurrence as 
seconder of the original motion. Roll call vote on the amended 
motion was unanimously favorable. 

15d. CONSIDERATION OF DEVELOPMENT STANDARD CHANGES TO 
THE R-2 TWO-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT: 

Mayor Geissert announced that this was the time and the 
place for a public hearing on Council consideration of 
development standard changes to the R-2 two-family residential 
district. 

Proof of publication, as provided by the office of the City 
Clerk, was received and filed without objection. 

Background information (of record) was provided by Planning 
Associate Janet Pryor, who, aided by the use of slides and 
transparencies, related the recommendation of both the Planning 
Commission and Planning staff that changes be made to R-2 
parking, open space, height requirements and an additional 
recommendation by the Planning Commission for a .65 floor area to 
lot area limitation. 

Referring to the comparison of R-2 Residential Development 
Standards on page 5 of the agenda item, speaker Pryor set forth 
the recommendations as follows: 

...... -·. 
. \.,, ..... : 

Recommendations of the Planning Commission and . 
Planning Staff: 

1. Open space reguirement of .5; preferably 
half of the open space to be provided as private area 
with direct access to the unit; to be calculated the 
same as for R-3 developments except that the R-3 
maximum cap of 600 square feet would be eliminated. 

2. Height limitation of 27 feet, two-stories. 

3. Minimum parking requirement of two spaces per unit 
plus one guest space per lot. 

Planning Staff Recommendation for Calculation: 

Calculation based upon the number of bedrooms 
consistent with the R-3 requirements to simplify 
administration. 
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Planning Commission Recommendation for Calculation: 

Calculation based upon number of bedrooms or 
square footage, whichever is greater; would 
require that a fourth space be provided when there 
are three or more bedrooms or when there is 4,000 
square feet or more. 

Planning Commission Recommendations: 

l. Floor area ratio of .65 

(On the basis that the recommended changes 
to open space, parking, and height requirements 
in combination with an alley access requirement 
would automatically limit the floor area, staff 
offers no recommendation for an FAR.) 

2 . Storage area of 500 cubic feet. 

3. Roll-up doors. 

4. Automatic openers. 

It was explained by Planning Associate Pryor that Planning 
Commission recommendations 2, 3 and 4, are similar to 
requirements for R-3 developments and are designed to encourage 
the use of garage areas for their intended purpose. 

In closing, Planning Associate Pryor noted the intent to 
apply these recommendations to all R-2 parcels city-wide. 
Additionally, she conveyed the recommendation of the Planning 
Commission that Council consider amending the usable open space, 
parking and maximum height allowances in the R-2 zone 
commensurate with those of the R-3 development standards in order 
to narrow their comparative differences. 

Planning Associate Pryor provided needed clarification upon 
request by individual Councilmembers. 

Members of the audience were invited to speak. 

Mr. W. A. Pollock (an architect in the City of Torrance for 
27 years), 1960 Del Amo Boulevard, whose project at 2007 Gramercy 
would be before the Planning Commission the following evening, 
related the status of his proposal and expressed concern that 
adoption of recommendations might "redesign his project." 
Mr. Pollock suggested certain issues be taken into consideration 
with regard to the design of smaller lots; such as: 
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That some of the lots on Gramercy Avenue are 40 x 127.5 
rather than 40 x 140; therefore, if only alley access 
is allowed, the result would be a turning radius 
of 25 feet of asphalt between the two units and 
a reduction in buildable space at ground level. 

That lot size should be considered in relationship 
to access on Gramercy Avenue because parcel depth 
impacts the turning radius, open space and patio 
areas. 

Next at the podium was Mr. Patrick Choy, 2545 West 
237th Street, Suite No. 1, who discussed an area in North 
Torrance bordered by 182nd Street and 186th Street where lots are 
40 x 112.5 deep with no alley access and houses are in need of 
recycling. It was this speaker's concern that the standards 
under consideration would pose a particular hardship for 
homeowners in this area relative to the design limitations for 
two units and that "it would be almost impossible to develop on 
these small, narrow lots." 

Mr. Charles Belak-Berger, an architect whose business 
address is 423 South Pacific Coast Highway, Redondo Beach, 
indicated that at least six projects currently under 
consideration by the City were filed by him. This speaker 
challenged the concept that R-3 standards should be "brought to 
bear on R-2" and stated his opinion that the tendency to build 
large buildings on small lots could be controlled by way of the 
FAR. 

Although Mr. Belak-Berger said he did not have a problem 
with recommendations for open space (.5) or the .65 floor area 
ratio, he predicted the parking recommended would result in a 
down scaling of three bedroom units to two bedroom units on 40 
foot lots; would necessitate placement of living space on the 
second floor, making units "top heavy;" would make it difficult 
for designers; and would result in unsightly, complex 
architecture. 

Responding to questions by Councilwoman Hardison, 
Mr. Belak-Berger addressed parking requirements recently 
established for the Downtown Overlay District and submitted that 
the regulations imposed have resulted in small units with 
inverted floor plans. He noted that these properties have the 
benefit of alley access. 

In response to further questioning by Ms. Hardison, 
architect Belak-Berger stated his opinion that people are finding 
that condominiums are basically the only type of new, affordable 
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housing that can be provided. Given the current development 
trend, he felt there was a demand for small, single-family 
residences that the medium-income family may be able to afford. 

It was Mr. Belak-Berger's opinion that designers would 
prefer to provide green space whenever possible. The ability to 
get curb cuts is an important factor in this regard, he said, 
explaining that with both a curb cut and alley access, garages 
can be accessed from the front and rear allowing for a green belt 
between units. 

Mr. Greg Schneider, 1902 Spar Lane, Redondo Beach, related 
his concerns regarding the impact of proposed changes on the four 
pending projects he has in the City. This speaker agreed with 
the comments of the two architects, Messrs. Pollock and 
Belak-Berger (see pages 19, 20 and above.) 

With the requirements proposed, Mr. Schneider predicted: 
that the bulk and mass of units would be on the second level; 
that this configuration would make them appear larger; that 
condominiums would be too small to be marketable; and that the 
trend would be toward building apartments. 

This speaker suggested requirements be geared toward 
condominiums with more living area (2,000 plus square feet versus 
the 1,600 square feet that would be possible with the changes 
proposed) to allow for better projects and to attract occupants 
with an investment in the City who would care for their property. 

Based on his knowledge as a realtor in the area, Mr. ~ohn 
Hartley, 1747 Hickory Avenue, stated his opinion that people look 
at condominium living because they do not particularly want the 
responsibility of a large yard and because the most important 
thing to them is size. Units in the 2,000 plus square foot range 
are the most desirable in this speaker's opinion. 

Mr. Robert Garstein, 2545 West 237th Street, Suite I, 
identified himself as the architect for Mr. Choy's project on 
Grevillea Avenue where the lots are only 112.5 feet deep and do 
not have alley access. Mr. Garstein discussed the particulars of 
this project, noting that it meets current R-2 design standards, 
and urged Council to maintain existing R-2 standards for below 
standard lots in that area. 

As no one else from the audience indicated a desire to 
speak at this time, Councilman Applegate MOVED to close the 
public hearing. His motion, seconded by Councilman Walker, 
passed by unanimous roll call vote. 
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Clarification as requested was provided by cognitive staff 
members, whereupon individual members of Council voiced their 
opinions. 

Councilwoman Hardison commented: 

That she was bothered by the complexities of 
the parking issue, particularly with regard 
to substandard lots, and was not sure in her 
own mind how much parking is needed. 

That she agreed with recommendations for the 
two-story, 27 foot height limitation, but did 
not want to have the CUP process for over two 
stories. 

That she concurred with recommendations for 
.5 open space, minimum yard size, 500 cubic 
feet of storage, and .65 FAR. 

That she had no problem with allowing over 
.65 FAR and condominiums under the CUP process. 

That she did not want to provide for too many 
exceptions through the CUP process because she 
wanted to avoid the misconception experienced 
with changes to the R-3 zone where requirements 
were viewed as starting minimums rather than 
the maximum allowed. 

That she would like to address the issues of 
alley access and curb cuts as City-wide 
concerns to be dealt with separately. 

Concerned that there may be a flood of R-2 development 
proposals on R-3 lots in the interim period before changes are 
enacted, Councilwoman Hardison requested that staff keep the 
Council apprised in this regard (her request was appropriately 
noted by appropriate staff members). 

Ms. Hardison suggested providing an open guest parking 
space per unit in lieu of requiring a fourth space with three or 
more bedrooms - an idea previously considered by staff and deemed 
to have merit, per Planning Associate Pryor. 

.. ,. 

Expressing his opinion, Councilman Walker stated: 

That he found acceptable the recommendations for 
.65 FAR and two stories/27 feet height limitations. 
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That he did not think both the open space and 
parking recommendations could be achieved. 

That in R-2 areas he felt parking is more 
valuable than open space (having lived in 
condominiums for a good period of time). 

That although he feels that parking is the 
biggest problem the City has, at the same time 
he did not see how a requirement for seven parking 
spaces for two three-bedroom units could be 
justified. 

That guest parking spaces are never used by 
guests and therefore different terminology 
should be used to designate these spaces. 

That he agrees with recommendations regarding 
garage access from the alley, the ten foot alley 
setback, roll-up garage doors, automatic garage 
door openers, and 500 cubic feet of garage storage. 

That he believed there should be the flexibility 
to allow for consideration of exceptional projects 
under the CUP process. 

Councilman Applegate stated that he agreed with recommenda
tions for .65 FAR; two-stories, 27 feet; .5 open space, and 500 
cubic feet of garage storage. The importance of maintaining 
enough open space for residential uses was noted by this 
Councilman. 

With regard to parking, Mr. Applegate felt it should be 
based on the square footage formula of one space per 1,000 square 
feet of building with a two-per-unit minimum and one bonus space 
per lot. The bedroom formula, he opined, becomes a deterrent to 
the development of family housing and would result in 
construction of predominantly two-bedroom units. (Mr. Applegate 
referred to remodeled units on the corner of 220th Street and 
Arlington Avenue and pointed out that this development, which 
received a Beautification Award from the City, may not have come 
to pass with the parking requirements proposed.) 

Relative to the CUP process, Councilman Applegate said he 
did not want to see rules so rigid that requests cannot be dealt 
with on a case-by-case basis and preferred to have the ability to 
deal with exceptions through the CUP process. 
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Recalling comments by Mr. Pollock (see page 19), an 
architect who spoke earlier in the evening, Mr. Applegate 
suggested the need to listen to the people who build the units 
relative to what is desirable. 

His exceptions having been noted, Councilman Applegate 
applauded the job done by the Planning Commission and staff. 

Councilman Wirth agreed with the need to provide housing 
for "first time buyers'' and felt that parking restrictions of 
greater than one space per bedroom could be a detriment in that 
regard. This speaker said he favored the square footage formula 
for parking relative to condominium developments; the bedroom 
formula for parking relative to apartments, and all other 
requirements as recommended. 

Following discussion, the Council agreed by consensus to 
the following development requirements for the R-2 zone, which 
were outlined by Planning Director Ferren at this time: 

Floor area ratio of .65 

Two stories/27 feet maximum building height 

Open space ratio of .5 to 1.0 

One parking space per each 1,000 square feet 
of living area, with a minimum of two parking 
spaces per unit, plus one parking space per lot. 
Such requirement to apply to all R-2 developments. 

Garage setback and alley access to be determined 
at a later date in conjunction with the issue 
of curb cuts. 

Storage area of 500 cubic feet per unit 

CUP required for Condominiums and projects over 
the two-story/27 foot height limit or the .65 FAR. 

During final discussion of the above issues, Councilman 
Walker disagreed with the open space requirement; Councilwoman 
Hardison was opposed to allowing more than two stories in the R-2 
zone by Conditional Use Permit; Councilmen Applegate and Walker 
argued in favor of design flexibility by CUP; Planning staff 
provided clarification as needed and asked that exceptions to the 
.65 FAR be allowed by CUP in addition to previous recommenda-
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tions; and Councilman Wirth voiced his concerns relative to 
having like parking requirements for both condominiums and 
apartments. 

Discussion then turned to the issue of whether or not to 
require an emergency ordinance and at what point to allow pending 
projects to be grandfathered in under existing requirements. 
City Attorney Remelmeyer provided options and legal guidance 
relative to the latter issue and indicated that he would be able 
to return with an ordinance at the next meeting if necessary. 

Councilman Applegate offered direction to Planning staff 
relative to plans submitted to the City during the interim 
period. 

Mayor Geissert suggested the proper time to address such 
issues would be when the ordinanca is brought before Council for 
consideration. 

Councilman Walker favored processing the ordinance on an 
emergency basis and felt that it should be returned in one week. 

MOTION: Councilman Walker moved to approve changes to the 
R-2 rules as outlined by Planning Director Ferren (page 24) and 
to direct staff to return with an emergency ordinance. 
Councilwoman Hardison offered a second to his motion and roll 
call vote was unanimously favorable. 

* * * 

The Mayor called a recess at 9:10 p.m. At 9:33- p.m., the 
Council reconvened and returned to regular agenda order. 

* * * 
17. ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS : 

17a. ASSIGNMENT OF SOUTHERN PACIFIC PIPE LINE FRANCHISE: 

At the Mayor's request, Deputy City Clerk Hong read number 
and title to: 

.. ... ., 

. 
•, 

RESOLUTION NO. 88-281 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF TORRANCE CONSENTING TO THE ASSIGNMENT OF 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC PIPE LINES, INC. PIPELINE 
FRANCHISE NO. 2027 TO SOUTHERN PACIFIC PIPE 
LINES PARTNERSHIP, L.P., A DELAWARE LIMITED 

PARTNERSHIP 
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MOTION: Councilman Nakano moved to adopt Resolution No. 
88-281. The motion was seconded by Councilman Mock and passed by 
unanimous roll call vote. 

17b. CONSULTING SERVICE AGREEMENT WITH STANLEY E. REMELMEYER: 

RESOLUTION NO. 88-282 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF TORRANCE APPROVING AN AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN THE CITY OF TORRANCE AND STANLEY E. 
REMELMEYER FOR CONSULTING SERVICE AFTER 
RETIREMENT, FOR THE PERIOD OF DECEMBER 1, 
1988 THROUGH NOVEMBER 30, 1989, AND 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK TO 
EXECUTE AND ATTEST THE SAID AGREEMENT 

MOTION: Councilman Nakano moved to adopt Resolution 
No. 88-282. His motion, seconded by Councilman Mock, was 
approved by unanimous roll call vote. 

17c. EXTENSION OF MOBIL OIL PIPELINE FRANCHISE NO. 1435: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is the recommendation of the City Attorney that the 
Ordinance extending the term of the Mobil Oil Corporation 
Franchise No. 1435 for six months, to expire on June 19, 
1989, be adopted. 

Relating the reasons for his recommendation, City Attorney 
Remelmeyer stated his belief that the six-month extension is 
necessary in order for the City to thoroughly examine the issues 
involved in Mobil's request for a new franchise. 

It was Mayor Geissert's concern that there be no new 
construction permitted during the six-month time period. 

Deputy City Clerk Hong read number and title to: 

.r• ~· •. , 

ORDINANCE NO. 3242 

AN ORDINANCE .OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF TORRANCE EXTENDING FOR SIX MONTHS 
THE TERM OF A PIPELINE FRANCHISE ORIGINALLY 

GRANTED BY ORDINANCE NO. 1435 
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To address the Mayor's concern, the City Attorney suggested 

an addition to Section l of the Ordinance to state: 

Provided, however, that no new construction shall 
be undertaken by Mobil during the extension period. 

There was a MOTION by Councilman Nakano, seconded by 
Councilman Walker, to approve Ordinance No. 3242 as amended by 
the addition suggested by Mr. Remelmeyer. Roll call vote was 
unanimously favorable. 

17d. AMENDMENT TO COMPUTER SOFTWARE CONTRACT WITH CYCOM 
DATA SYSTEMS: 

The Mayor asked the Deputy City Clerk to assign a number 
and read title to: 

RESOLUTION NO. 88-283 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF TORRANCE APPROVING AN AMENDMENT 
TO THE CONTRACT WITH CYCOM DATA SYSTEMS, 
INC. TO PROVIDE FOR DEVELOPMENT, INSTAL
LATION AND IMPLEMENTATION OF A CIVIL 
LITIGATION CASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM AND 
A MULTI-STATION NETWORK FOR CRIMINAL 

PROSECUTION CASE MANAGEMENT 

MOTION: Councilman Nakano moved to adopt Resolution 
No. 88-283. Councilman Mock seconded the motion, which 
ultimately carried by unanimous roll call vote. 

At the Mayor's request, there was an explanation by City 
Attorney Remelmeyer of the term ''networking" as it applies to 
this matter. Per Mr. Remelmeyer, the enhancements proposed would 
allow different stations in the City Prosecutors' office to 
access the same data base at the same time thereby increasing the 
efficiency of the office. He assured the Mayor that these 
improvements would not impinge upon the computer system in the 
Police Department, which has its own security program. 

Roll call vote on the motion was unanimously favorable. 

17e. RESIGNATION OF CITY CLERK DONALD E. WILSON: 

Deputy City Clerk Hong read number and title to: 

27 

., 

City Council 
November 15, 1988 

~· 



--
RESOLUTION NO. 88-284 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF TORRANCE RECEIVING AND ACCEPTING 

THE RESIGNATION FROM THE OFFICE OF 
CITY CLERK DONALD E. WILSON 
EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 11, 1988 

MOTION: Councilman Nakano moved to adopt Resolution 
Councilman Walker seconded the motion and roll call No. 88-284. 

vote proved to be unanimously favorable. 

The Deputy City Clerk then read number and title to: 

RESOLUTION NO. 88-285 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF TORRANCE COMMENDING RETIRING CITY 
CLERK DR. DONALD WILSON FOR HIS LIFETIME 
OF SERVICE TO THE CITIZENS OF TORRANCE 

MOTION: Councilman Nakano, seconded by Councilman Walker, 
moved to adopt Resolution No. 88-284. The motion carried by 
unanimous roll call vote. 

Discussion turned to the issue of the method to be used to 
fill the vacancy created by Dr. Wilson's resignation. 

Taking into consideration the great expense involved in 
holding a special election and the fact that the person elected 
would only serve for approximately one year before the term 
expires, Councilman Nakano voiced his preference for making an 
appointment. 

Councilman Mock shared Mr. Nakano 1 s concern regarding the 
expense of an election it being his feeling that this money could 
be put .to other uses. He offered the following motion. 

MOTION: Councilman Mock moved to appoint a City Clerk for 
the tenure of Dr. Wilson's term with such appointment to be made 
no later than November 29, 1988. For the sake of discussion, 
Councilman Wirth seconded the motion. (This motion ultimately 
carried; see page 30.) 

Although she supported the motion, Councilman Hardison said 
it would have been her preference to hold a special election if 
there were more time involved and the process was less costly. 

28 

City Council 
November 15, 1988 

.. . ,··. . . . ".:" . .. ·... ~ ' 

..... 
.. ~· . ,• .. 
. .~ . .. 

~-



-· 

---
The cost of a special election relative to the period of 

time involved was of great concern to Councilman Applegate. He 
inquired about the possibility of leaving the office vacant until 
the next general election. 

Pursuant to his interpretation of the City Charter, City 
Attorney Remelmeyer advised Mr. Applegate that if the City does 
not make an appointment within 30 days, an election must be set 
for the earliest legally possible date.) 

Mr. Remelmeyer also provided clarification to the Mayor 
regarding the acceptability of using notarial acknowledgment in 
lieu of attesting documents in the absence of the Deputy City 
Clerk. 

Councilman Applegate e~pressed his concern rel3tive to the 
freedom of the people to make a choice. It was his belief that 
the person appointed would be given a "tremendous leg up" as the 
incumbent at the time of the next election. For this reason, 
Councilman Applegate said he would be willing to consider an 
appointment only if he knew the person appointed would make a 
"free and willing" commitment not to seek re-election to that 
office before the appointment is made. 

Councilman Walker agreed that an appointment shuuld be 
made. He read aloud the minimum requirements for a person 
seeking the office (Sections 601 and 620 of the City Charter) as 
set forth on page 2 of agenda material: 

1. He or she must be an elector of the City, and 
have resided in the City for thirty (30) days. 

2. He or she must be prepared to devote his or 
her entire time to the interests of the City. 

It was his opinion that it would be grossly unfair to the Council 
and the people of the City to select the most capable individual 
for the job under these minimum requirements and tell this person 
he would only be allowed to perform in this function for a year. 
This decision, he felt, should be made by the people. 

Describing the type of individual he would like to see as 
City Clerk, Mr. Walker said he would prefer an individual who 
would want the job and would be willing to prove himself to the 
people of the City and be accepted or rejected at the polls if, 
in fact, he chooses to run for re-election. This Councilmember 
did not want to have any type of requirement that would prohibit 
the person selected from running for re-election. 
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Because of the factors involved, Councilman Wirth felt an 

appointment would be appropriate. In his opinion, the people of 
the community would make the ultimate judgment by ensuring that 
the appointed individual is well qualified for the job. 

Given the apparent direction of his colleagues, Councilman 
Applegate reverted to his earlier position in favor of the 
elective process. The integrity of the position and the ability 
of the people to ultimately make the choice without giving 
someone what he deemed to be an "unfair advantage" outweighed the 
expense of of a special election in this Councilman 1 s opinion. 

If Council favored an appointment, Mayor Geissert said she 
would like to see the word get out, with the assistance of the 
press, that the City would entertain letters of application for 
appointment to this .position. She suggested asking for 
applications and resumes to be submitted to the Mayor and the 
Council in a sealed envelope in order to allow each member of 
Council the individual discretion to contact applicants and 
arrive at some judgments. 

The Mayor indicated that she favored making an appointment, 
the short time frame for service after the election (at most 12 
months in this instance) being an important factor. 

In favor of generating as much interest in this position as 
possible, Councilman Mock said he liked the idea of advertising 
by newspaper, and offered to amend his motion to include this 
requirement. 

Councilman Walker suggested bifurcating the issues of 
appointment and advertising. 

For the benefit of Councilman Applegate, City Attorney 
Remelmeyer confirmed that the Council could retain the right to 
hold a special election in the event a qualified applicant is not 
found. 

Roll call vote on the original motion to appoint a City 
Clerk by November 29 indicated majority approval as shown below: 

AYES: Councilmembers Hardison, Mock, Nakano, Walker, 
Wirth and Mayor Geissert. 

NOES: Councilman Applegate (for reasons noted). 

It was generally agreed, per a suggestion by Councilman 
Walker, that there should be appropriate ads placed in the two 
major newspapers. 
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There was a lengthy discussion regarding the method of 

accepting applications suggested by the Mayor (see page 30). 

Councilman Applegate challenged the acceptability of using 
sealed envelopes in applying for a public office relative to the 
Brown Act. Even though applicants would be talking to individual 
members of the Council, it was his concern that the public might 
perceive that this was not done in the public process. 

City Attorney Remelmeyer felt there could be some merit to 
Mr. Applegate's concerns and offered to look into the matter and 
respond to the Council within 24 hours. 

17f. RESOLUTION RE - SEISMIC SAFETY ASSESSMENTS: 

Responding to the Mayor's request, Deputy City Clerk Hong 
read number and title to: 

RESOLUTION NO. 88-286 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF TORRANCE, AI1ENDING AND RESTATING RESOLUTION 
NO. 88-164, DECLARING ITS INTENTION TO ESTABLISH 
COLLECTION OF ASSESSMENTS TO FINANCE SEISMIC SAFETY 
REHABILITATION IMPROVEMENTS TO CERTAIN BUILDINGS IN 
THE DOWNTOWN AREA, AND PROVIDING FOR OTHER MATTERS 

RELATED THERETO 

MOTION: Councilman Nakano moved to adopt Resolution No. 
88-286. His motion was seconded by Councilwoman Hardison. 

Director of Building and Safety Ralph Grippo noted 
supplementary agenda material (of record) correcting the date of 
the public hearing in Section 11 of the Resolution to 
December 20, 1988 (instead of December 13, 1988). Mr. Grippo 
mentioned that bond information was also provided. 

AMENDED MOTION: Councilman Nakano amended his motion, to 
include the above noted amendment. Councilwoman Hardison, who 
seconded the original motion, indicated her concurrence. 

At the Mayor's direction, Director of Building and Safety 
Grippo remarked about the reaction of the people in the downtown 
area, illuminating that they had no problem with the amendments, 
but were not enthusiastic about the program itself and were 
looking to other sources of funding. 

Roll call on the amended motion was unanimously favorable. 
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20. CONSENT CALENDAR: 

20a. RELEASE OF SUBDIVISION GUARANTEE - TRACT NO. 44090 

Subdivider: 
Engineer: 
Location: 
No. of Lots: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

J. F. E. Development Corporation 
Cheng and Associates 
4021 - 4027 West 182nd Street 
1 (16 unit condominium) 

The Engineering Department has verified with each 
department that all subdivision requirements have 
been completed and accepted and recommends that 
the subject cash deposit be released. 

20b. SALE OF USED FURNISHINGS - EL RANCHO MOTOR LODGE: 

High Bid Offer: $2,500.00 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The Director of General Services recommends that 
Council authorize the sale of all of the El Rancho 
Motor Lodge furniture to the Gardena Auction, Inc. 
company in the total amount of $2,500.00. (Since 
this is for resale, no sales tax is involved.) 

MOTION: Councilman Applegate moved to approve the 
recommendations of staff on Consent Calendar Items 20a and 20b. 
The motion was seconded by Councilman Mock and carried by 
unanimous roll call vote. 

* * * 

At 10:10 p.m., Councilman Applegate MOVED to adjourn as the 
City Council and reconvene as the Redevelopment Agency of the 
City of Torrance. His motion was seconded by Councilman Mock and 
unanimously approved by roll call vote. 

The meeting of the Redevelopment Agency adjourned at 
10:11 p.m. and the regular City Council agenda order was resumed. 

* * * 
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21 ADDENDUM MATTERS: 

21a. PROCLAMATION RE SCOUTING FOR FOOD DAY: 

Heard earlier; see page 4. 

22. ORAL COMMUNICATIONS: 

22a. City Manager Jackson read aloud an open letter {of record) 
signed by the executive staff, expressing appreciation to 
retiring City Clerk Donald E. Wilson for his service and many 
contributions to the City. 

22b. Having shared with those present a fond memory concerning a 
favor Dr. Wilson did for him some years before, City Attorney 
Remelmeyer deemed the retiring City Clerk a "splendid City Clerk 
and public servant," and also "a great human being" and a "nice 
man." 

22c. Adding his sentiments regarding the retiring City Clerk, 
Councilman Applegate credited Don Wilson with being "a gentleman 
in the truest sense of the word." 

22d. Councilwoman Hardison commented on Dr. Wilson's quality of 
facing each challenge with pride and perseverance. 

22e. Although he has not known Dr. Wilson for long, Councilman 
Mock expressed his gratitude to the retiring City Clerk for his 
accomplishments while in office and wished him well. 

22f. Councilman Nakano recognized the retiring City Clerk as a 
tremendous educator with humanistic qualities and found him to be 
helpful and "a wonderful person to know'' during the relatively 
short time they have been acquainted. 

22g. Reflecting upon his friendship with Don Wilson since they 
met in 1969, Councilman Walker recalled memorable occasions he 
shared with this "beautiful person" and expressed his personal 
good wishes. 
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22h. Concerns were voiced by Councilman Nakano regarding the 
lack of parking and long lines at his polling place in Park del 
Amo on election day. It was his request that the County 
Registrar's office be made aware of these problems. City Manager 
Jackson agreed to follow up on this matter. 

22i. Councilman Wirth recalled that as a younger person he 
looked up to Dr. Wilson as a "community leader and an institution 
in the community." He conveyed his appreciation for the time he 
served with, and learned from, this individual. 

22j. Councilman Wirth thanked everyone for their support and 
understanding over the last few months while he was pursuing 
"extra curricular political activities." 

22k. The diversity of Dr. Wilson's service and contributions to 
the community over the years was noted by Mayor Geissert. She 
commented on this individual's unwavering optimism and positive 
attitude and deemed him "a most unusual" and "truly good" person 
-- one who could take a great deal of pride in what he has 
achieved, particularly during his tenure on Council. Personal 
sentiments regarding Dr. Wilson's retirement were imparted by the 
Mayor. 

221. Stating that he was present on behalf of the Police 
Misconduct Lawyer Referral Service and several victims of police 
abuse in the City of Torrance, Mr. Don Jackson, 4430 West 140th 
Street, stated that that the behavior of some Torrance Police 
Officers had come to his attention over the last few months 
through abuse cases. His concerns involved the City's policy 
with regard to Police Officer training, the use of force, the use 
of choke holds and the Council's reason for remaining silent on 
these issues. 

Mr. Jackson commented on the number of Police Officers 
present at the meeting, a factor he felt may have driven away 
many of the victims who came to speak, and accused the Council of 
"stalling." 

Mayor Geissert addressed the accusation by Mr. Jackson, 
assuring this individual that the Council was tending to the 
business of running City government. The Mayor noted the fact 
that the City was not notified that there would be a 
demonstration staged in front of City Hall and that the police 
were present to protect the public because the City did not know 
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.-
what to expect. She also informed Mr. Jackson that, pursuant to 
State law, the Council could not take action on anything that has 
not been advertised 72 hours prior to the meeting. 

22m. Concerned about the families of victims of police abuse and 
the victims themselves, Mr. Don McCauley, 521 Calle Mayor, 
questioned the policy of the Council with regard to the use of 
force, deadly force, and the choke hold. 

Mayor Geissert Geissert assured Mr. McCauley that it was 
not the policy of this City Council to condone the use of force. 
It was noted that the Council had never voted on this issue; and 
given the City's involvement in pending law suits, the Mayor 
informed this resident that it would not be appropriate for the 
Council to respond to his inquiries at this time 

City Attorney Remelmeyer elucidated that this gentlemen was 
involved in a pending litigation with the City and advised the 
Council that his questions would be addressed in court. 

Before leaving the podium, speaker McCauley asked the 
Council to consider his recommendation for a civilian police 
review commission to handle complaints by citizens concerning 
Police Department matters covering topics of force, deadly force 
and choke holds and also to review such policies. 

Mayor Geissert informed Mr. McCauley that his 
recommendation would be taken under advisement by the Council. 

22n. Another person involved in litigation with the City, 
Mr. Cliff Shirk, 4779 Pacific Coast Highway, communicated the 
nature of his complaint against the City and expressed his 
dissatisfaction with Torrance police. Identifying himself as a 
victim of an assault, it was this speaker's recommendation that 
the Council get together with the Police Department to resolve 
problems related to the behavior of police officers. 
Mr. Shirk also commented on the time delay in being heard and the 
presence of police officers at the meeting. 

220. Mr. Mike Sandoval, 17126 Ermanita Avenue, who identified 
himself as a victim of police brutality currently involved in a 
litigation case with the City, reviewed the measures he took in 
an effort to resolve his concerns and urged the City to exercise 
care in the screening of police officers. This speaker made 
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allegations with regard to the psychological condition of certain 
Torrance police officers and related his definition of what a 
police officer's job should be. 

22p. Stating that she was new to the State and new to the City 
and came to the meeting as a concerned citizen, Ms. Jasminum 
Greenwood, 723 Sartori Avenue, related her dismay regarding news 
coverage and information regarding police brutality. 
Ms. Greenwood later returned to the podium to say that she 
witnessed police brutality in another area and therefore knows 
that it does happen. It was her expressed hope that the matter 
be quickly resolved. 

22q. Mr. Jim Delurgio, 4929 Calle de Arboles, said he observed 
on the news that there would be a demonstration and came to speak 
in support of the Torrance Police Department. This speaker 
related some of the positive experiences he has had with Torrance 
police officers. 

23. EXECUTIVE SESSION: 

23a. EXECUTIVE SESSION MATTERS: 

Mayor Geissert read the following statement into the record 
at this time: 

The City Council will now recess to closed session to 
confer with the City Manager and/or the City Attorney 
regarding salaries, salary schedules and compensation 
for certain unrepresented employees and represented 
employee groups as well as certain personnel matters. 
Authority for holding an executive session for this 
purpose is contained in Government Code Section 54957.6(a) 
and 54957. 

We will confer with the City Manager and the City 
Attorney regarding the lease of City-owned airport 
property to Real Property Resources, Inc.; this 
leasehold is currently held by Specialty Restaurants. 
Authority for holding an executive session for this 
purpose is contained in Government Code Section 54956.8. 

At 10:38 p.m., Mayor Geissert called a brief recess to be 
followed immediately by a closed executive session for the 
purposes noted above. The Council, with the exception of 
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Councilman Mock who left at approximately 11:18 p.m., reconvened 
at 11:19 p.m. There was no action taken as a result of this 
executive session. 

24. ADJOURNMENT: 

MOTION: At 11:20 p.m., Councilman Applegate moved to 
adjourn the meeting to November 22, 1988 at 5:30 p.m; -- the 
regular Council meeting to commence at 7:00 p.m.; the 5:30 p.m. 
meeting to be for purposes of an executive session. The motion 
was seconded by Councilman Wirth. Hearing no objections by those 
present (absent Councilman Mock), it was so ordered by the Mayor. 

Adjournment was dedicated to the memory of 

Max (Maximiliano) Larin 

Ma,rlene Lewis 
Minute Secretary 

* * * 
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