October 5, 2006

MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING OF

THE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY AND

ENERGY CONSERVATION COMMISSION

1.
CALL TO ORDER

The Torrance Environmental Quality and Energy Conservation Commission convened in a regular session at 7:00 p.m. on Thursday, October 5, 2006, in the West Annex Meeting Room at Torrance City Hall.

2.
ROLL CALL:


Present:
Commissioners Chim, Griffiths, Minter, Watson, and

Chairperson McCabe. 


Absent:
Commissioner Reilly.


Also Present:
Deputy Community Development Director Cessna and 




Senior Environmental Quality Officer Jones.


It was noted that Commissioner Reilly requested an excused absence for this meeting at the September 7, 2006 meeting. 

3.
SALUTE TO THE FLAG

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Chairperson McCabe.

4.
POSTING OF THE AGENDA



MOTION:  Commissioner Watson, seconded by Commissioner Minter, moved to accept and file the report of the secretary on the posting of the agenda for this meeting; a voice vote reflected unanimous approval (absent Commissioner Reilly).

5.
ORAL COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE PUBLIC


None.

6.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES

6A.
MEETING OF SEPTEMBER 7, 2006


MOTION:  Commissioner Griffiths moved to approve the September 7, 2006 Environmental Quality and Energy Conservation meeting minutes as submitted.  The motion was seconded the Commissioner Minter and passed by unanimous voice vote approval (absent Commissioner Reilly, abstention by Commissioner Chim).

7.
SIGN HEARINGS

Chairperson McCabe explained the policies and procedures of the Environmental Quality and Energy Conservation Commission, including the right to appeal decisions to City Council.


7A.
DISCUSSION OF ELECTRONIC READERBOARD GUIDELINES

Sr. Environmental Quality Officer Jones presented informal guidelines for electronic readerboards that address type of readerboard, type of use, and conditions of operation. She recommended that the Commission consider these guidelines when reviewing electronic readerboard signs for approval.  She shared information received from sign companies that include three types of readerboards, size, and capability to change intensity of illumination.

Deputy Director Cessna provided clarification that running, blinking, or flashing copy or graphics was specifically prohibited by Code and that is why all readerboard requests needed to come before the Commission.  She requested that Commissioners decide if readerboards are appropriate in any condition or if they are appropriate under certain conditions.  

Chairperson McCabe questioned how the community feels about readerboards.

Commissioner Watson stated that readerboards are coming and are in some ways more cost effective and environmentally better than older types of signage but questioned why use should be limited to ground signs.

Staff explained that use of readerboards for wall and window signage could lead to the proliferation and overuse of this type of sign, noting that a ground sign is the logical choice for a readerboard.

When Commissioner Minter expressed concern about lack of control over content placed on readerboards, Deputy Director Cessna stated that the same issue exists with manual readerboards and temporary wall signage without the technology.  She added that readerboards generally have a center identifier including address numerals built into a sign cabinet and, that if a store is open 24 hours, it would be required to dim the intensity of brightness at night.

A brief discussion centered on conditioning an applicant to allow a percentage of time to display civic announcement and events.

Commissioner Chim suggested adding an eighth guideline that states that the Commission and staff would be looking at the totality of circumstances surrounding a request for an electronic readerboard.

Commissioner Chim expressed concern that the recommendation to limit readerboards to developments with at least 20 tenants could lead to manipulation.  Staff explained that the guidelines are a flexible outline and Commissioners do not need to stick to exactly 20 tenants if the request seems appropriate.

Commissioner Griffiths stated that electronic readerboards serve a good purpose when utilized properly.  He received clarification from staff that some readerboards are capable of displaying video.  

Deputy Director Cessna confirmed that there are two readerboard requests pending and that policy guidelines would allow staff to discourage applicants who do not meet the necessary criteria.  She explained that the Commission is not a quantifiable body but a body that makes value judgments, and that the guidelines are factors to consider.

Commissioner Watson stated that she was supportive of the guidelines because they would give applicants an indicator when their requests were not suitable.

Commissioner Chim suggested adding a policy regarding proximity to residences.

It was decided that staff would revise the guidelines per input from Commissioners and bring the item back to the Commission at the November 2, 2006 meeting.

7B.
SNP06-00004:  COSMETIC DENTAL GROUP – 17311 YUKON AVENUE

Request:
One 1’4” high x 8’ wide electronic cabinet wall sign with moving, changeable copy.  The sign will be installed under an existing cabinet wall sign on the south elevation.  The sign is being proposed to advertise various specials and information associated with the dental office.





    TOTAL REQUEST:  10.6 SQUARE FEET

Recommendation:

Staff recommends denial of the electronic wall sign.  Staff would like to work with the business owner to explore alternative signage.

With the aid of signs, Sr. Environmental Quality Officer Jones introduced the request.  She noted that the dental office currently has two cabinet wall signs on the east and south elevations, and wanted to add an electronic readerboard on the south elevation under the cabinet sign.  She acknowledged that, due to its location on a lot with three buildings, there were visibility issues; however, staff believes that a readerboard is not appropriate for a single-tenant dental office and recommends refacing existing signs, reducing the amount of copy, or using individual channel letter signs instead of cabinets. She noted that the best alternative would be to share the ground sign at the intersection but that the owner does not wish to do so.  


In response to Chairperson McCabe’s inquiry about the telephone number on  existing signage, Deputy Director Cessna explained that it was “as built” sign that was installed prior to inspection. 


MOTION:  At 8:10 p.m., Commissioner Watson, seconded by Commissioner Griffiths, moved to open the public hearing; a voice vote reflected unanimous approval.


Robert Mondavi, Yukon Avenue, applicant, stated that a lower, brighter electronic readerboard with larger letters would attract customers to his business and increase visibility from the street.  He agreed with staff’s recommendation to reduce the number of words on his existing signage.

Responding to Commissioner Griffiths’ inquiry, Mr. Mondavi indicated that most of his business comes from “walk ins”, referrals, and direct mail.

Commissioner Griffiths questioned the manner with which the applicant thinks would make his business more visible and suggested individual channel letters spreading out farther along the building.  He received clarification from staff that there was 120 square feet allowable for signage.

Commissioner Minter stated that the proposed readerboard was not designed into the building and would not look professional.  

Commissioner Watson recommended redesign in a larger format utilizing deeper, taller individual channel letters.


MOTION:  Commissioner Minter, with a second by Commissioner Watson, moved to close the public hearing; a voice vote reflected unanimous approval.


MOTION:  Commissioner Minter moved to concur with staff recommendation to deny approval of SNP06-00004 and encouraged applicant to work with staff to find alternative signage to enhance visibility.  Commissioner Watson seconded the motion; a roll call vote reflected unanimous approval (absent Commissioner Reilly).

8.
NEW BUSINESS

8A.
DISCUSSION OF PRESENTATIONS FOR A JOINT MEETING WITH CITY COUNCIL AND TEQECC


Deputy Director Cessna advised Commissioners that November 21, 2006 was scheduled for a joint meeting with City Council and the Commission, and that the agenda would need to be finalized at the November 2, 2006 Commission meeting.  


Commissioner Chim stated that she might be unable to attend the joint meeting.


Commissioners expressed support for including the Torrance High School award recognition at the joint meeting.  


Chairperson McCabe suggested presenting a short overview of goals for the coming year regarding environmental issues, energy conservation, and signage. 


A brief discussion centered on ways to seek support for allocation of resources for environmental programs.  


Commissioners and staff made suggestions for topics of discussion that include presenting information about what other cities have done, adaptive reuse, establishing green building incentives, the Alameda County green building program, outreach and education, a “green” recognition program, an energy audit, and how the Commission has evolved in the last few years.


At Chairperson McCabe’s suggestion, an ad hoc subcommittee, consisting of Commissioners Reilly, Griffiths, and Chairperson McCabe, was formed to plan a draft agenda for the joint meeting.  

9.
ORAL COMMUNICATIONS
9A.
Deputy Director Cessna informed Commissioners that the tree planting memorial ceremony for former Commissioner Peggy Basile would be on October 20, 2006.

9B.
Commissioner Griffiths shared a September 16, 2006 environmental impact supplement in the Daily Breeze that announced two South Bay Energy Savings Center meetings on November 2, 2006 and information about the Puente Hills recycling center. 

9D.
Commissioner Minter announced a Green Port Day in Long Beach on October 7, 2006.

9E.
Commissioner Chim discussed a City of Los Angeles rebate program for low-flush toilets and her visit to Mattel headquarters.

9F.
Commissioner Watson encouraged Commissioners to attend the Torrance Historical Society home tour on October 14-15, 2006.

9G.
Commissioner Watson stated that there was a video available on the Puente Hills recycling center.

9H.
Commissioner Watson shared information about the Commissioner Orientation.

9I.
Chairperson McCabe stated that there was a solar home tour day this weekend, that he enjoyed this evening’s tour of the Recycling Center in Gardena, and thanked Commissioners for their support and assistance.

9J.
Chairperson McCabe distributed a Regional Comprehensive Plan, Solid and Hazardous Waste, from the Southern California Association of Governments meeting on October 5, 2006. 



10.
ADJOURNMENT

MOTION:  At 9:38 p.m., Commissioner Minter, seconded by Commissioner Watson, moved to adjourn the meeting to Thursday, November 2, 2006 at 7:00 p.m. in the West Annex Commission Meeting Room; a voice vote reflected unanimous approval.

Approved as Submitted

November 2, 2006

s/  Sue Herbers, City Clerk   (lc)
PAGE  
4
Environmental Quality and Energy

Conservation Commission

October 5, 2006

