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CITY OF /1IOI\TEIIEY PARK
32O west newmork ovenue. monterey pork. colifornio 91754

' municipol services center

/LTu¿'-1"lr.¿
UIIRREN K. FUNK' City Clerk
o{ the City of Monterey Park

Dear Registered Voter,

lhc concopt of voiinç is, by relative stancjarcis, a siranç¡o one in the uorlcj as

Lre knor¡ it today. I'lany countnies have the r,¡ili of diciators lnposed upon the
peopie, othcrs have a centnal committee r¡hich decides the 1'ate of ihe
citizens. Ëven those uho profess to have a vote often have only one choice on
the bal1ot. Urite-in alternatlves ane out of the qtrestion.

The United States is blesscd today bcca,rge of the r¿isdoñ of its founding
f athens oven 2øø years ago. lrle not only consider the voto as our "righi",
r¡hich it i5, but the privilege of voting is often takEn for granted. Ïhus, in
an election in a city at IØ,060 people, possibly oniy 7.,ûØØ have taken the iipre
ancj tnouble to register. lìn election r¡ith 5øf. of the registereci voters
actually voting nðy be conEidered high. If thosc condÍtions exiEt, one-tenih
of the people detcrmine r.¡hat happens to the rest.

This $ctoben |øth, proposals are on the ballot r¡hich may deterrqine a portion o{
ihe futune of the City of l,lontercy Park. If you are ã reglstered voter, You

have--and should have--a voice in that future. I urge you to use that right
and that pntvilege. Vote N0 or vo'ùe YES--BUT V0Ï8.

Sincerely,
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VOTING
INSTRUCTIONS

Remove ballot card
from gray envelope

Step l. Using both
hands, insert the ballot
card all the way into
the Vote Recorder.

Step 2. Be sure the two
slots in the end olyour
card fit down over the
two red pins.

Step 3. To vote, hold
the voting instrument
straight up. Punch
straight down through
the ballot card for the

candidates olyour
chclice. Do not use

pen or pencil.

Step 4. Vote all pages.

Step 5. After voting,
remove the ballot cartl
from the Vote
Recorder.

Step ó. Turn ballot card
over and COMPLETE-
LY REMOVE ALL
HANGING CHAD lrom
each voting hole you
punched.

Step 7. Put ballot card
back in gray envelope.

INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS:

To vote on any measure, punch the ballot card through the hole
by the arrow next to the word .'YES" or the word "NO".

All distinguishing marks on the ballot card are forbidden and make
the ballot void.

If you wrongly punch, tear or deface tire ballot card, return it to
the precinct board member and otrtain.another.

VOTE ALL PAGES

NOTE :ll you make a

mistake, return your
ballot car<J and obtain
another.

2

{0'- v
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OFFICIAL BALLOT . CITY OF MONTEREY PARK
SPECIAL MUNICI PAL ELECTION

ocToBER 20,1987

MEASURES SUBMITTED TO VOTE OF VOTERS

4* O

5* O

8* O

9* O

12* O

13* O

15* O

16* O

YES

A Shall an Ordinance of the City of
Monterey Park Approving Zoning Map and
Zoning Text Amendments for Property in the
Central Commercial Community Design plan
area be adopted? NO

YES

NO

B Shall an Ordinance of the City of
Monterey Park Approving General Plan, Zoning
Map and Zoning Text Amendments for
Property in the Mid-Atlantic and South Garfield
Community Design Plan area be adopted?

YES

C Shall an Ordinance of the City of
Monterey Park Approving General Plan, Zoning
Map and Zoning Text Amendments for
Property in South Atlantic and other Selected
Areas Commmunity Design Plan area be
adopted?

NO

YESD Shall an Ordinance of the City of
Monterey Park Restricting Height Variances
within the City be adopted? NO

BALLOT ENDS THIS PAGE
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VOTER INFORMATION
PAMPHLET

The followlng pages contaln

BALLOT MEASURES, ANALYSES,
ARGUMENTS AND REBUTTALS

Argum€nls in support of or in oppos¡tion 1o the propos€d laws are the op¡nions of the
authors and have not b€€n checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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YES

NO

\'

Exhibit A

Exhibit B ZONING

I ll I

A Stralt an Ordinance of the City of Monterey
Park Approving Zoning Map and Zoning Text
Amendments for Property in the Central
Commercial Communlty Design Plan area be
adopted?

4* O

5* O

CENTBAT COMMERCIAL
COMMUNITY DESIGN PLAN

COHI'ITRCIAL SERVICTS

c-P COI'!I,?TRCIAL / PROFESSIONAL

c-B CTNTRAL BUSINESS COiIIIERCIAL

REGIONAL SPECIATIY CEIITE!ì

SHOPPING CENTER

R-S
to

c-B

c

B-S

s-c

s-c
to

R-S

R-S
to

c-B
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CIW OF MONTEREY PARK
APPROVING ZONING MAP AND ZONING TEXT
AMENDMENTS FOR PROPERW IN THE CENTRAL
COMMERC¡AL COMMUNITY DESIGN PLAN AREA
The people of the City of Monterey Park do hereby ordain as follows:

_ Section 1. There is hereby established for identification purposes only the Central
Commercial Community Design Plan Area (the "Plan Area"), as set forth on the map attached heieto as Exhibit
"4" and incorporated herein by this reference. A full legal description of said Plan Area is on file in the office of
the City Clerk of the City of Monterey Park.

_ Section 2. Pursuant to Monterey Park Ordinance No. 1687, certain property within the
Plan Area was rezoned, as set forth on the map attached hereto as Exhibit "8" and incorporated herein bythis
reference, and as more specifically described in Ordinance No. 1687. Such zone changes are hereby
approved.

Section3. Pursuant to Monterey Park Ordinance Nos. 1699, 1701, 1702 and 17Q5,
Sections 21.16.090, 21.24.090,21.26.090 and 21 .22.100 of the Monte¡ey Park Municipal Code were amended
to change height requirements for all property within the Plan Area, as summarized bèlow. Such amendments
are hereby approved for the Plan Area.
ZONE HEIGHT (MAXIMUM)*
CommerciaUProfessional O stories or 40'
Regional Specialty Center 4 stories or 50,; and 75,within 200' of

Atlantic/Hellman intersection
Commercial Services 3 stories or 40'
Central Business 3 stories or 40'

* Lower near residential zone
Section4. Pursuant to Monterey Park Ordinance No. 1690, Sections 21.24.070 and

21.26.A70 of the Montereyfark Municipal Code were amended to change lot size requirements for property
zoned Regional Specialty Center or Commercial Services within the Plan Area, as summarized below. Sucñ
amendments are hereby approved for the Plan Area.
ZONE LOT SIZE (MINIMUM)
Regional Specialty Center 3O,OOO square feet
Commercial Services 1O,OO0 square feet

Section 5. This ordinance shall become effective November 6, 1987.

IMPART¡AL ANALYSIS OF PROPOSITION A
_This proposition geelg approval of various land use decisions made by the City Council for property in

the Central Commercial Design Plan Area (located generally on Atlantic and on Garfield, botir between
Hellman and Newmark, and on Garvey between Atlantic and New). Pursuant to Proposition L, adopted in
1982, these decisions are not valid or effective until approved by a majority of the voters.

The decisions include_d a change of zoning for certain parcels from Shopping Center (for community
retail shopping needs) to Regio_nal Specialty Center (to accommodate regionai retail sales), and for othei
parcels from Regional Specialty Centerto Commercial Business (the City's dówntown businesé districQ.

Other decisions modified height requirements for buildings in the Area, to be as follows:
ZONE HETGHT (MAXIMUMì*
CommerciaUProfessional 3 stories or 40'
Regional Specialty Center 4 stories or 50'; and 75'within 200' of

Atlantic/Hellman intersection
Commercial Services 3 stories or 40'
Central Business 3 stories or 40'

* Lower near residential zone
Finally, the decisions also amended the minimum lot size in certain zones, to be as follows:
ZONE LOT SIZE (MtNtMUMl

Regional Specialty Center 30,OOO square feet
Commercial Services 10,000 square feet
These decisions will become effective November 6, 1987, if the proposition is approved.
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ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION A
CENTRAL COMMERCIAL COMMUNITY DESIGN PLAN

ln the last few years, residents of Monterey Park have watched in dismay as both North Atlantic Boulevard and
the downtown Garvey/Garfield areas have declined. Specifically,

- !arge_, weil-known businesses such as Alpha Beta and Safeway left town, and the former Monterey
Park Bowling Alley was converted into an indoor "swêp meet."

- Garvey Avenue deteriorated into a stretch of small, run-down businesses.with unattractive storefronts
and haphazard signage.

- lnstead of businesses for Monterey Park residents, we now have a mishmash of used car lots, mini-
malls, and look-alike restaurants.

Thgqq areas have giv_en.Monterey Park an unattractive and degrading appearance. Residents are forced to go
outsìde of Monterey Park to do the bulk of their shopping, leading to a staggering loss of sales tax revenue.-lt
is this type of revenue which Monterey Park needs to afford police, fire and other City services.
The Central Commercial Community Design Plan will answer these concerns and help put these areas back
on the right track.
THIS PI.AN WILL:

- Reduce building heights to 3 STORIES ONLY within the C-8, C-P and C-S zones, 4 STORIES ONLY
within the R-S zone, and 75 ft. at the key intersestion of Hellman and Atlantic.

- Attract large, high-quality retailers into a major new shopping area along North Atlantic.
- Create a downtown Garvey Avenue with wide, well-landscaped sidewalks, ample parking, outdoor

dining and entertainment.
- Require specific street widening and intersection improvements before major development occurs.

Monterey Park has everything going for it: a wealthy, well-educated population, great location, and investment
potential. All we need to bring it together is a plan to harness these rèsóurces. THIS lS THE PLAN.
VOTE UYES'' ON PROPOSITION A AND LET'S HELP BUILD A MONTEREY PARK THAT WE CAN ALL BE
PROUD OF!

CHRIS HOUSEMAN PATRICIA REICHENBERGER
Mayor Pro-Tem Council Member
BARRYLHATCH KENFONG
Council Member Member, planning Commission

YUKIO KAWARATANI
Chairperson, Plannin g Commission

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
PROPOSTTTONS A, B, C, D

We homeowners and taxpaye.rs .oppos.e all four propositions comprising Community Design plan. lt
allows the massive redevelopment of Monterey Park, pèrmits seven Ëtory Éuildings, cáuses iezoning ot
ggln_qe_rciq! areas, sales tax loss and devaluation of propérties, gs admitted by consunänis wnom Cóunó¡i pa¡O
$250'000.00. lt will also involve the City in numeroüs láwsuits'from property'owners wittr-Oevãlueã proöäh¡es
that we taxpayers will have to pay for.

We defeated Proposition { jn 198.0. and.passed Proposition K in 1982 to prevent Council from
overbuilding condos. We passed Propositio_n.L in 1982 takinþ away Council's power to rezone commercial
þld !g^s!qp rapid overdevelopment.of Mini-Malls and commerc-ial deietopments, an¿ wãr"¡"ði"ã Þroöäõition
Q in 1984 to prevent seven story buildings in Monterey park.

The Council didn't hear us in 1980, 1982, and 1984. Design. Plan seeks to reverse our ban on rezoning
and undo everything Ye'v9. won.by ou.r votes. Let's not be fooléd. Don't give ihe Council Oa* tfre pãier torezone and overdevelop the city. The Design Plan nullifies.Propositioñ t- ãnã ls anothãr piôójs¡tion Omultiplied many time^s: We voted against rezoning and overbuildinþ by passing Þropositiòns rc aï¿ L,-vóteO
"No" on Proposition Q to prevent seven story buildiñgs.

. .. .Vote l'ftlO"..-qgain on rezo.ning, overdevelopnle¡t, land. de_valuation, sales tax loss and seven storybuildings. Vote "No" again on all four propositioné of commun¡tv oesigñÞiän.- 
-- --

CONCERNED CITIZENS AGAINST
REZONING AND OVERDEVELOPMENT

GEORGE LOPEZ
700 W. Emerson, Apt. #1
Monterey Park

DAVID PEDROZA
534 S. Garfield
Monterey Park
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ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITIONS A, B, C, D

We, homeowners and taxpayers, oppose the Community Design Plans as a farce and a cruel hoax on the
people. ln.passing Props. K and L in 1982 we took away the Council's power to approve overbuilding of
condos and rezoning of larger commercial tracts because of previous and potential abuse in development.
We are now asked to approve extensiúe rezoning so that grandiose development plans may proceed.

Such wholesale rezoning is wrong and will not get us the quality development we deserve. We'll end up
paying more taxes or receiving less services, including police and fire protection, because of loss of
substantial sales tax revenue. We have already lost J.C. Penney, Alpha Beta and other prized stores. We are
about to lose Superior Pontiac, biggest sales tax producer. We cannot afford further loss of revenue the
Community Design Plan willcause.

The Council, in trying to persuade us to pass these measures, has already spent over g600,000.00 of our tax
money to pay for the plan related costs. That will approach $1,000,000.00 when the process is completed. lt's
an irresponsible waste of our money, especially since they drastically changed the original plans prepared by
expensive consultants.

Monterey Park's people rejected Prop. Q in 1984 because it allowed six story buildings on North Ailantic
Boulevard. These Community Design Plans allow seven story high rise buildings on North Ailantic and in our
city's Southwestern area.

Let's reject this massive, expensive and wasteful Design Plan that will give us seven story buildings, greafly
reduce our property values, discourage quality development and embroil us in untold numerous lawsuiti
which we'll be unable to pay. This is another Prop. Q multiplied severaltimes. WE VOTED ,,NO,,ON pROp. e.
VOTE ''NO'' AGAIN ON REZONING.

CONCERNED CITIZENS AGAINST REZON ING

GEORGE LOPEZ DAVID PEDROZA
700 W. Emerson, Apt. #1 S34 S. Garfield
Monterey Park Monterey park

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT AGAINST
PROPOSITIONS A, B, C, D

Monterey Park residents witnessed what can happen in 12 years to a City that has no Design plan, no
clear direction or standards. Major name department and chain stores leave, aîd ne* ones don't even think
about coming here. The purpose of the Community Design Plan is to reverse that trend and increase
revenues.

There is no cheap way to upgrade our City so residents and major stores find it attractive. However, we
estimate the costs to.be_half of the grossly exaggerated figures of oui opponents. lnitial costs are necessary,
but imagine costs in the future if we wallow around for another 12 years beiore we act.

The Design Plan has been very sensitive to residents' concerns about building heights. On only 2 sites
does it allow negotiations with major companies that may require up to 7 stories to lòcate here. One síte ¡s tne
southeast corner lots of Atlantic and Hellman; the other is Corporate Center along the Long Beach Freeway.
City-wide building heights have been severely restricted to 3-4 stories with no allowãble variañces.

We who are committed to controlling growth and upgrading Monterey Park believe we have the trust and
supportof theresidents.. WeheardyouinApril, 1986,andJune, 1987. ltisoursincerebelief yoursupportat
this time will make our City.'s future great. Quality, convenience, and services will be ours. Mosi importänt, the
residents' pride will skyrocket.

VOTE "YES" ON ALL FOUR PROPOSITIONS. LET'S MAKE OUR CITY GREAT!
CHRIS HOUSEMAN PATRICIA REICHENBERGER
Mayor Pro-Tem Council Member

BARRY L. HATCH
CouncilMember

KEN FONG
Planning Commission
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MID.ATLAI{TIG SOUTH GARFI
Exhibit A

B Stratt an Ordinance of the City of Monterey
Park Approving General Plan, Zoning Map and
Zoning Text Amendments for Property in the
Mid-Atlantic and South Garfield Community
Design Plan area be adopted?

8* O

9* O

COMMUNITY DESIG}I PLAN

Exhibit B LAND USE

e/

SII.ICLE- FÂi'!ILY
RES I DENTI AL

TO

c0t'lrltncl AL

1

R-S

c-P

N-S

PIGIOI]AL SPTCIALTY CTNTTR

COI1IlIRCIAL / PRf)FESSIO¡]AL

NI I GIIBOfII]OOD SHOPP I NC

Exhibit C ZONING

R-S

R-S/C-D
to

c-P /c-D

e/

R.S

o

t.

YES

NO

R-S

pom
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MONTEREY PARK
APPROV¡NG GENERAL PLAN, ZONING NIIÃP AND
ZONING TEXT AMENDMENTS FOR PROPCNW Iru rNE
MID-ATI.ANTIC AND SOUTH GARFIELD COIr¡NNUN¡W
DESIGN PLAN AREA
The people of the City of Monterey Park do hereby ordain as follows:
Section 1' There is hereby established for identification purposes only the Mid-A¡antic

and South Garfield Community Design Plan Area (the "Plan Area"), as set forth'on in" r"p attached hereto asExhibit "A" and incorporated herein by this reference. A full legal description of said plan Area is on file in the
office of the City Clerk of the City of Monterey park.

Section 2' Pursuant to Monterey Park City Council Resolution No. 90g2, the land usedesignation on the Land Use Map of the Monterey Park GeneraÍ Plan was amended for certain property withinthe Plan Area, as set-forth on the map attached hereto as Exhibit "B" and incorporated herein by thisreference. Such amendment is hereby aiproved.
Section 3. Pursuant to Monterey Park Ordinance No. 1685 and Monterey park Ordinance

N^o' 1686, certain property within the Plan Area was rézoned, as set forth on the map attached hereto as Exhibit
"C" and incorporated herein by this reference and as more specifically described in Ordinance Nos. 16g5 and1686. Such zone changes are herebyapproved.

Section 4. Pursuant to Monterey Park Ordinance Nos. 1699 and 1700, Sections21'16'090 and 21.18.090 of the Monterey Park Municipál Code were amended to change height reduirementsfor alf property within the Plan Area, as summarized 
-below. 

Such amendments are hereby approved for thePlan Area.

zoNE HETGHT (MAXIMUMì*
CommerciaUProfessional 3 stories or 40'
Commercial/Professional-Civic District 3 stories or 40,
Neighborhood Shoppin g 2stories or 2g,

* Lower near residential zone
section5. Pursuant to Monterey Park ordinance No. 16g0, section 21.1g.070 of theMonterey Park Municipal code was amended to provide a minimum lot size of s,000 square feet for propertyzoned Neighborhood shopping within the Plan Area. such amendment is hereby âpproveo for the plan Area.
Section 6. This ordinance shall become effective November 6, 1gg7.

IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS OF PROPOSITION B
This proposition seeks approval of various land use decisions made by the City Council for property inthe Mid-Atlantic and South Garfield Community Design Plan Area (locateä genãratty on A¡antic betweenHarding and Sevilla and on Garfield from Floral tó eomJna¡. Pursuant to proposition L, adopted in 19g2, thesedecisions are not valid or effective until approved by a majórity of the voters.
The decisions included an amendment to the Land use Map of the General plan to change certainproperties from single-family residential use to commercial ,se. ihey also changed the zoning on ceftainparcels from Regional Specialty Center (which accommodates regional retail sales) to eithercommercial/Professional (a mix of office and retail commercial) or Neighborhood shopping (to serve theimmediate vicinity).

Other decisions modified height requirements for buildings in the Area, to be as follows:
zoNE HEtcHT (MAXIMUM)*
CommerciaUProfessional 3 stories or 40,
Commercial/Professional - Civic District 3 stories or 40,
Neighborhood Shopping 2stories or 2g,

* Lower near residential zone
Finally, the minimum lot size for property in the Neighborhood shopping zone was also amended to be5,000 square feet.

These decisions will become effective November 6, 1g87, if the proposition is approved
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.ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION B
MID.ATLANTIC AND SOUTH GARFIELD

COMMUNITY DES¡GN PLAN

The Mid-Atlantic and South Garfield areas are two of Monterey Park's unique neighborhood areas. The Mid-
Atlantic area is a small commercial district rtear the geographic center of the Gity. lt contains the City's most
important historical and cultural landmark, the Cascades Waterfall. The South Garfield area is a neighborhood
shopping district serving the residents of the southern part of the City. Although both of these areas have
great potential, they are in need of better planning and revitalization.

ln the Mid-Atlantic area, the Cascades Waterfall is in need of restoration, and the stores and shops along
Atlantic Boulevard have a cluttered and unattractive appearance. The South Garfield area contains an
inappropriate, unattractive motel and several unsightly vacant lots. The Community Design Plans will enable
both of these area to capitalize on their excellent locations within well-established neighborhoods.

These Plans will:
- Reduce building heights to THREE STORIES in Mid-Atlantic and TWO STORIES in South Garfield.

- Ensure better architectural design.
- lmprove alley-ways with safer, more aüractive lighting.
- Provide for better traffic circulation.
- Require extensive landscaping, and new street furniture (bus shelters, benches and artwork).

New uses will include outdoor cafes, garden offices, and ample, convenient parking.

Vote "YES" on the Mid-Atlantic and South Garfield Community Design Plan and ensure that these unique
neighborhood districts will prosper in the future.
VOTE UYES' ON PROPOSITION B AND LET'S HELP BUILD A MONTEREY PARK THAT WE CAN ALL BE
PROUD OF!

CHRIS HOUSEMAN PATRICIA REICHENBERGER
Mayor Pro-Tem Council Member
BARRYL.HATCH KENFONG
CouncilMember Member, Planning Commission

YUKIO KAWARATANI
Chairperson, Planning Commission

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
PROPOSTTIONS A, B, C, D

We homeowners and taxpayers oppose all four propositions comprising Community Desígn Plan. lt
allows the massive redevelopment of Monterey Park, permits seven story buildings, causes rezoning of
commercial areas, sales tax loss and devaluation of properties, as adm¡tted by consultants whom Council þaid
$250,000.00. lt will also involve the City in numerous lawsuits from property owners with devalued propeities
that we taxpayers will have to pay for.

We defeated Proposition A in 1980 and passed Proposition K in 1982 to prevent Council from
overbuilding condos. We passed Proposition L in 1982 taking away Council's power to rezone commercial
lglO !o stop rapid overdevelopment of Mini-Malls and commercial developments, and we rejected Proposition
Q in 1984 to prevent seven story buildings in Monterey Park.

The Council didn't hear us in 1980, 1982, and 1984. Design Plan seeks to reverse our ban on rezoning
and undo everything v.ve've won by our votes. Let's not be fooled. Don't give the Council back the power to
rezone and overdevelop- the city. The Design Plan nullifies Proposition L and is another Proposition e
multiplied many time.e: We voted against rezoning and overbuilding by passing Propositions f and L, voted
"No" on Proposition Q to prevent seven story buildings.

. Vote ''NO" again on rezoning, overdevelopment, land devaluation, sales tax loss and seven story
buildings. Vote "No" again on allfour propositions of community Design plan.

GEORGE LOPEZ
700 W. Emerson, Apt. #1
Monterey Park

CONCERNED CITIZENS AGAINST
REZONING AND OVERDEVELOPMENT

DAVID PEDROZA
534 S. Garfield
Monterey Park
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ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITIONS A, B, C, D

We, homeowners and taxpayers, oppose the Community Design Plarrs as a farce and a cruel hoax on thepeople. ln passing ProPs. K and L in 1982 we took away thaCouncil's power to approve overbuilding of
_condos and rezoning of larger commercial tracts becauss of previous and potentia¡ änuse in development.
We are now asked to approve extensiVe rezoning so that grandiose developmbnt plans may proceed.

Such wholesale rezoning is wrong and will. not get us.the quality development we deserve. We'll end uppaying more taxes or receiving less services, including policé and firê protection, because of loss of
substantial sales tax revenue. We have already lost J.C. Pónney, Alpha Beta änd other prized stores. We are
about to lose Superior Pontiac, biggest sales tax producer. We cannot afford further loss of revenue the
Community Design Plan willcause.

The Council, in trying to persuade us to pass these measures, has already spent over g600,000.00 of our tax
money to pay for the plan related costs. That will approach $1,000,000.00 when the process 'rs completed. lt's
an irresponsible waste of our money, especially since they drastically changed the ôriginal ptans prepared by
expensive consultants.

Monlerey.Plt'" pe_ople rejected Prop. Q in 1984 because it allowed six story buildings on North Ailantic
Boulevard. These Community Design Plans allow seven story high rise buildingi on North A¡antic and in our
city's Southwestern area.

Let's reiect this massive, expensive and wasteful Design Plan that will give us seven story buildings, greatly
re.duce our property values, discourage quality develòpment and embroil us in untold numerous lawsuits
which we'll be unable to pay. This is another Próp. Q muìtiptied severaltimes. WE VOTED "NO', ON pROp. e.
VOTE "NO'' AGAIN ON REZONING.

CONCERNED CITIZENS AGAINST REZONING

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT AGAINST
PROPOSITIONS A, B, C, D

. Monterey Park residents witnessed what can happen in 12 years to a Gity that has no Design plan, no
clear direction or standards. Major name department'and chain siores leave, and ne* ones don't even thinkabout coming here. The purpose of the Community Design Plan is to rãverse that trend and increase
revenues.

There is no cheap way to upgrade our City so residents and major stores find it attractive. However, we
estimate the costs to.be-half ofthe grossly exagge_rated figures of oui opponents. lnitial costs are necessary,
but imagine costs in the future if we wallow arouñð for anotñer 12 years bêîore we act.

. T.hg.Design Plan has been very sensitive to residents' concerns about building heights. On only 2 sites
doe.s it allow negotiations-with maior companies that may require up to 7 stories to lòcate here. One site is the
southeast corner lots of Atlantic and Hellman; the othei is iorporäte Center along the Long Beach Fiá"*"y.
City-wide building heights have been severely restricted to 3-4 stories with no allowable variances.

We who are committed to controlling growth and upgrading Monterey Park believe we have the trust andsupport of the residents.. We-heard you in April, 1986, anã June-, 1987. lt is our sincere belief your support at
this time will make our City.'s future great. Quality, convenience, and services will be ours. Mosi importaht, ttreresidents' pride will skyrocket.

VOTE UYES" ON ALL FOUR PROPOS¡TIONS. LET'S MAKE OUR CITY GREAT!
CHRIS HOUSEMAN PATRICIA REICHENBERGER
Mayor Pro-Tem Council Member

GEORGE LOPEZ
700 W. Emerson, Apt. #1
Monterey Park

BARRY L. HATCH
GouncilMember

DAVID PEDROZA
534 S. Garfield
Monterey Park

KEN FONG
Planning Commission
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NO

G Stratt an Ordinance of the City of Monterey
Park Approving General Plan, Zoning Map and
Zoning Text Amendments for Property in
South Atlantic and other Selected Areas

Commmunity Design Plan area be adopted?

12* O

13- O

SOUTII ATtAllTlG and other SELECTED AREAS COlvrMUìllTY DESIGN PLAN

Exhibit A

.c

oc
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MONTEREY PARK APPROVING GENERAL
PI.AN. ZONING MAP AND ZONING TEXT AMENDMENTS FOR PROPERW IN
THE SELECTED AREAS COMMUNIW DESIGN PLAN AREA

The people of the City of Monterey Park do hereby ordain as follows:
Section 1. There is hereby established for identification purposes only the Selected

Areas Community Design Plan Area'(the "Plan Area"), as set forth on the map attached hereto as Exhibit "4"
and incorporated herein by this reference. A full legal description of said Plan Area is on file in the office of the
City Clerk of the City of Monterey Park.

Section 2. Pursuant to Monterey Park City Council Resolution No. 9082, the land use
designation on the Lamt Use Map of the Monterey Park Genera[ Plan was amended for certain property within
the Plan Area, as set forth on the map attached hereto as Exhibit "8" and incorporated herein by this
reference. Such amendment is hereby approved.

Section 3. Pursuant to Monterey Park Ordinance No. 1686 and Monterey Park Ordinance
No. 1688, certain pñþerty within the Plan Area was rézoned, as set forth on the map attached hereto as Exhibit
"C" and incorporated herein by this reference, and as more specifically described ín Ordinance Nos. 1686 and
1 688. Such zone changes are hereby approved.

Section4. Pursuant to Monterey Park Ordinance Nos. 1699, 1700, 1702 and 1706,
Sections 21.'16.090, 21.18.090, 21.26.090 and 21.20.090 of the Monterey Park Municipal Code were amended
to change height requirements for allproperty within the Plan Area, as summarized below. Such amendments
are hereby approved for the Plan Area.
zoNE HETGHT (MAX|MUMT*
Commercial/Professional æfJ,r:të"ffi "nO 

75' or more with CUP for

Neighborhood Shopping 2stories or 28'
Shopping Center 3 stories or 40'
Commercial Services 3 stories or 40'

* Lower near residential zone
Section 5. Pursuant to Monterey Park Ordinance No. 1690, Sections 21.18.070,

21.20.070 and 21.26.070 of the Monterey Park lt4unicipal Code were amended to change lot size requirements
for property zoned Neighborhood Shopping, Shopping Center or Commercial Services within the Plan Area,
as summarized below. Such amendments are hereby approved forthe Plan Area.
zoNE LOTSTZE (M|N|MUM)
Neighborhood Shopping 5,000 square feet
Shopping Center 15,000 square feet
Commercial Services 10,000 square feet

Section 6. This ordinance shall become effective November 6, 1987.
IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS OF PROPOSITION C

This proposition seeks approval of various land use decisions made by the City Council in the South
Atlantic and Selected Areas Community Design Plan Area (located generally on Atlañtic from Brightwood to
the Pomona Freeway, and in other small areas on Potrero Grande, Monterey Pass, Garfield, Garvey, New, and
Orange). Purs-uant t'o Proposition L, adopted in 1982, these decisions are ríot valið or effeitive uniii apprôved
by a majority of the voters.

The decisions included an amendment to the Land Use Map of the General Plan to change ceftain
properties from public/semi-public use to high-density residential uée; from industrial use to commércial use;
and from industrial use to high density residential use. They also changed the zoning on certain parcels from
Regional Specialty Center. (which acóommodates regìonal ietail salesfto either Neilhborhood Shopping (to
serve the immediate vicinity), Shopping Center (used for community retail shopping needs), or Coirimeicìal
Services (for commercial shopping services including automobile-iejlated usés); and from
Commerciai/Professional (a mix of offïce ãnd retail sales) to Shopþing Center.

Other decisions modified height requirements for buildings in the Area, to be as follows:
zoNE HEtcHT (MAXIMUM)*
Commercial/Professional 3 stories or 40'; and 75' or more with conditional

use permit for Corporate Center
Neighborhood Shopping 2stories or 28'
Shopping Center 3 stories or 40'
Commercial Services 3 stories or 40'

Finauy, the decisions atso amended the minimur lo, 
"¡=" 

¡nLlåIÏ:'lrt"iff#':fi:ffi*r,
ZONE LOT SlzE (MINIMUMì
Neighborhood Shopping 5,000 square feet
Shopping Center 15,000 square feet
CommercialServices 10,000 square feet
These decisions will become effective November 6, 1987, if the proposition is approved.
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ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION C
SOUTH ATLANTIC AND SELECTED AREAS

COMMUNITY DESIGN PI.AN

The South Atlantic Boulevard area includes Atlantic Square, Prado Center, and the surrounding commercial
area. This important shopping areâ, which for years was the most important revenue producing area in
Monterey Park, has deteriorated considerably in the last few years. Major stores like J.C. Penney, Market
Basket, and Anita Shops have left the area. A number of stores are vacant and boarded up.

The South Atlantic and Selected Areas Community Design Plan is an aggressive program which willturn this
situation around. This Plan will attract to this well-established area new supermarkets, drug stores and major
name retailers.

ln addition, the new design guidelines will require:
- Strict signage and architectural design controls;
- Street improvements to be made before major development occurs;
- Preservation of existing mature trees and addition of new landscaping.

Selected areas of the City are proposed to be changed in zoning to allow appropriate levels of development in
various geographical areas of the City. The areas of Potrero Grande and Monterey Pass will be zoned for retail
and service uses. The Monterey Park Mall shopping center on Atlantic at Newmark will be zoned for Shopping
Center uses. The existing commercial areas at Garfield/Graves and New/Hellman will be zoned for
neighborhood shopping uses.

ln all of these areas, with the exception of the Los Angeles Corporate Center, BUILDING HEIGHTS WILL BE
LIMITED TO THREE STORIES AND IN SOME CASES TWO STORIES FOR THE NEIGHBORHOOD SHOPPING
ZONES.

VOTE IIYEStr ON PROPOSITION C AND LET'S HELP BUILD A MONTEREY PARK THAT WE CAN ALL BE
PROUD OF!

CHRIS HOUSEMAN PATRICIA REICHENBERGER.
Mayor Pro-Tem Council Member
BARRYL.HATCH KENFONG
CouncilMember Member, Planning Commission

YUKIO KAWARATANI
Chairperson, Planning Commission

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
PROPOSITIONS A, B, C, D

We homeowners and taxpayers oppose all four propositions comprising Community Design Plan. lt
allows the massive redevelopment of Monterey Park, permits seven story buildings, causes rezoning of
commercial areas, sales tax loss and devaluation of properties, as admitted by consultants whom Council paid
$250,000.00. lt will also involve the City in numerous lawsuits from property owners with devalued properties
that we taxpayers will have to pay for.

We defeated Proposition A in 1980 and passed Proposition K in 1982 to prevent Council from
overbuilding condos. We passed Proposition L in 1982 taking away Council's power to rezone commercial
land to stop rapid overdevelopment of Mini-Malls and commercial developments, and we rejected Proposition
Q in 1984 to prevent seven story buildings in Monterey Park.

The Council didn't hear us in 1980, 1982, and 1984. Design Plan seeks to reverse our ban on rezoning
and undo everything we've won by our votes. Let's not be fooled. Don't give the Council back the power to
rezone and overdevelop the city. The Design Plan nullifies Proposition L and is another Proposition Q
multiplied many times: We voted against rezoning and overbuilding by passing Propositions K and L, voted
"No" on Proposition Q to prevent seven story buildings.

Vote "NO" again on rezoning, overdevelopment, land devaluation, sales tax loss and seven story
buildings. Vote "NO" again on allfour propositions of Gommunity Design Plan.

CONCERNED CITIZENS AGAINST
REZON ING AND OVERDEVELOPMENT

GEORGE LOPEZ
700 W. Emerson, Apt. #1
Monterey Park

DAVID PEDROZA
534 S. Garfield
Monterey Park

3550-1 I
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ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITIONS A, B, C, D

We, homeowners and taxpayers, oppose the Community Design Plans as a farce and a cruel hoax on the
people. ln passing Props. K and L in 1982 we took away the Council's power to approve overbuilding of
condos and rezoning of larger commercial tracts because of previous and potentia! abuse in development.
We are now asked to approve extensive rezoning so that grandiose development plans may proceed.

Such wholesale rezoning is wrong and will not get us the quality development we deserve. We'll end up
paying more taxes or receiving less services, including police and fire protection, because of loss of
substantial sales tax revenue. We have already lost J.C. Penney, Alpha Beta and other prized stores. We are
about to lose Superior Pontiac, biggest sales tax producer. We cannot afford further loss of revenue the
Community Design Plan will cause.

The Council, in trying to persuade us to pass these measures, has already spent over $600,000.00 of our tax
money to pay for the plan related costs. That will approach $1,000,000.00 when the process is completed. lt's
an irresponsible waste of our money, especially since they drastically changed the original plans prepared by
expensive consultants.

Monterey Park's people rejected Prop. Q in 1984 because it allowed six story buildings on North Atlantic
Boulevard. These Community Design Plans allow seven story high rise buildings on North Atlantic and in our
city's Southwestern area.

Let's reject this massive, expensive and wasteful Design Plan that will give us seven story buildings, greatly
reduce our property values, discourage quality development and embroil us in untold numerous lawsuits
which we'll be unable to pay. This is another Prop. Q multiplied severaltimes. WE VOTED "NO" ON PROP. e.
VOTE "NO'' AGAIN ON REZONING.

CONCERNED CITIZENS AGAINST REZON ING

DAVID PEDROZA
534 S. Garfield
Monterey Park

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT AGAINST
PROPOSITIONS A, B, C, D

Monterey Park residents witnessed what can happen in 12 years to a City that has no Design plan, no
clear directíon or standards. Major name department and chain stores leave, and new ones don'ieven think
about coming here. The purpose of the Community Design Plan is to reverse that trend and increase
revenues.

There is no cheap way to upgrade our City so residents and major stores find it attractive. However, we
estimate the costs to.be_half of the grossly exaggerated figures of our opponents. lnitial costs are necesiary,
but imagine costs in the future if we wallow around for another 12 years before we act.

The Design Plan has been very sensitive to residents' concerns about building heights. On only 2 sites
does it allow negotiations with major companies that may require up to 7 stories to lõcate here. One site is the
southeast corner lots of Atlantic and Hellman; the other is Corporate Center along the Long Beach Freeway.
City-wide building heights have been severely restricted to 3-4 stories with no allowãble variaãces.

We who are committed to controlling growth and upgrading Monterey Park believe we have the trust and
support of the residents. We heard you in Âpril, 1 986, and June, I987. lt is our sincere belief your support at
this time will make our City.'s future great. Quality, convenience, and services will be ours. Mosi importänt, tfre
residents' pride will skyrocket.

VOTE UYES'' ON ALL FOUR PROPOSITIONS. LET'S MAKE OUR CITY GREAT!
CHRIS HOUSEMAN PATRIoIA REIcHENBERGER
Mayor Pro-Tem Council Member

GEORGE LOPEZ
700 W. Emerson, Apt. #1
Monterey Park

BARRY L. HATCH
CouncilMember

KEN FONG
Planning Commission

3550-1 I



YESD Stral¡ an Ordinance of the City of Monterey
Park Restricting Height Varíances within the
City be adopted? NO

r:::.:-.:

il

15+ O

16+ O

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MONTEREY PARK
RESTRICTING HEIGHT VARIANCES WITHTN THE CITY

The people of the City of Monterey Park do hereby ordain as follows:

Section 1. No height variance shall be granted within the City of Monterey Park which
would permit the construction of an additional story above the number of stories which is permitted by the
Monterey Park Zoning Code or would allow construction to exceed the maximum heights permitted by the
Monterey Park Zoning Code by more than six (6) feet.

Section 2. This ordinance shall become effective November 6, 1987.

IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS OF PROPOSITION D

This proposition would enact an ordinance to prohibit any variance from building height
requirements if the variance would allow construction of an additional story on a building or allow the building
to be more than six (6) feet higherthan the maximum allowed bythe Monterey Park Zoning Code.
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ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION D
VARIANCES

The best interests of the residents of Monterey Park have continually been put aside by granting variances to
private developers in this City. THIS SITUATION MUST STOP! Monterey Park can no longer allow variances
from its legally adopted Zoning Code requirements to be granted every time a new pet project comes before
the City. Height variances will no longer be granted, under any circumstances -- THIS MEASURE WILL

ASSURE THAT.

VOTE "YES" ON PROPOSITION D.

CHRIS HOUSEMAN
Mayor Pro-Tem

BARRY L. HATCH
CouncilMember

GEORGE LOPEZ
700 W. Emerson, Apt. #1
Monterey Park

PATRICIA REICHENBERGER
CouncilMember

KEN FONG
Member, Plannin g Commission

YUKIO KAWARATANI
Chairperson, Plannin g Commission

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
PROPOSITIONS A, B, C, D

We homeowners and taxpayers oppose all four propositions comprising Community Design Plan, lt
allows the massive redevelopment of Monterey Park, permits seven story buildings, causes rezoning of
commercial areas, sales tax loss and devaluation of properties, as admitted by consultants whom Council paid
$250,000.00. lt will also involve the City in numerous lawsuits from property owners with devalued properties
that we taxpayers will have to pay for.

We defeated Proposition A in 1980 and passed Proposition K in 1982 to prevent Council from
overbuilding condos. We passed Proposition L in 1982 taking away Council's powerto rezone commercial
land to stop rapid overdevelopment of Mini-Malls and commercial developments, and we rejected Proposition
Q in 1984 to prevent seven story buildings in Monterey Park.

The Council didn't hear us in 1980, 1982, and 1 984. Design Plan seeks to reverse our ban on rezoning
and undo everything we've won by our votes. Let's not be fooled. Don't give the Council back the power to
rezone and overdevelop the city. The Design Plan nullifies Proposition L and is another Proposition Q
multiplied many times: We voted against rezoning and overbuilding by passing Propositions K and L, voted
"No" on Proposition Q to prevent seven story buildings.

Vote "NO" again on rezoning, overdevelopment, land devaluation, sales tax loss and seven story
buildings. Vote "NO" again on allfour propositions of Community Design Plan.

CONCERNED CITIZENS AGAINST
REZONING AND OVERDEVELOPMENT

DAVID PEDROZA
534 S. Garfield
Monterey Park
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ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITIONS A, B, C, D

We, homeowncrs and taxpayers, oppose the Community Design Plans.as a farce and a cruel hoax on the

peãpte. tn passing Èr;Ë". k 
"n'O 

I in 1982 we took away the Council's power to approve overbu.ilding of

condos and rezoning ot-tãrg"r commercial tracts because of previous.and potential abuse in development'

\,¡úe are now asked to""pprðuä extensive rezoning so that grandiose development plans may proceed'

Such wholesale rezcning is wrong and will not get us the quality development we deserve. We'll end up

paying rnore taxes or Ëceiving less services,-including policé and fire protection, because of loss of

subslantial sales tax revenue. we have already íost J.C. Pénney, Alpha Beta and other prized stores. We are

ánóuito lose superior pontiac, biggest saleitax producer. we cannot afford further loss of revenue the

Community Design Plan will cause'

The Council, in trying to persuade us to pass these measures, has already spent over $600,000.00 of our tax

îroney to pay tor ineþtan related costs. ttlat *ilt approach $.1,000,000'00 when the process is completed' lt's

an irresponsíble waste of our money, especially since they drastically changed the original plans prepared by

expensive consultants.

Monterey park's people rejected prop. Q in 1984 because it allowed six story buildings on North Atlantic

Boulevaid. These commuåity Design plans allow seven story high rise buildings on North Atlantic and in our

city's Southwestern area.

Let's reject this massive, expensive and wasteful Design Plan that will give us seven story buildings, greatly

reduce our property values, discourage quality develópment and embroil us in untold numerous lawsuits

which we'll be unabte to pay. This is añothèr Próp. Q muìtiptied severaltimes. WE VOTED "NO" ON PROP' O'

VOTE ''NO" AGAIN ON REZONING.

CONCERNED CITIZENS AGAINST REZON ING

GEORGE LOPEZ
700 W. Emerson, Apt. #1
Monterey Park

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT AGAINST
PROPOSITIONS A, B, C, D

Monierey Park residents witnessed what can happen in 12 years to a City that has no Design Plan, no

clear directioñ or standards. Major name department and chain stores leave, and new ones don't even think

about coming here. The purpóse of the Community Design Plan is to reverse that trend and increase

revenues.

There is no cheap way to upgrade our City so residents and maior stores find it attractive. However, we

estimate the costs to be háf of the grossly exaggerated figures of our opponents. lnitial costs are necessary!

but imagine costs in the future if we wallow around for another 12 years before we act'

The Design Plan has been very sensitive to residents' concerns about building heights. On only 2 sites

does it allow nãgotiations with majoi companies that may require up to 7 stories to locate here. One site is the

southeast cornel lots of Atlantic and Hellman; the other is Corporate Center along the Long Beach Freeway'

City-wide building heights have been severely restricted to 3-4 stories with no allowable variances'

We who are committed to controlling growth and upgrading Monterey Park believe we have the trust and

support of the residents. We heard you in April, 1 986, and June, 1987. lt is our sincere belief your support at

thii'time will make our City's future gieat. Quality, convenience, and services will be ours' Most important, the

residents' pride will skyrocket.

VOTE ''YES" ON ALL FOUR PROPOSITIONS. LET'S MAKE OUR CITY GREAT!

CHRIS HOUSEMAN PATRICIA REICHENBERGER
Mayor Pro-Tem Council Member

DAVID PEDROZA
534 S. Garfield
Monterey Park

KEN FONG
Planning Commission

BARRY L. HATCH
CouncilMember
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From: Postagc

Placs Stamp Hore

TO: WARREN K. FUNK, CITY CLERK

CITY HALL, 320 W. NEWMARK AVENUE

MONTEREY PARK, CALIFORNIA 91754
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WARREN K. FUNK, CITY CLERK
CITY HALL, 320 W. NEWMARK AVENUE
MONTEREY PARK, CALIFORNIA 91 754
(81 8) 307-1 359

BULK RATE
U.S. POSTAGE

PA¡D
Monterey Park, CA

Permit No.97

Ballot Type

POLLS OPEN AT 7 A.M. AND CLOSE AT 7 P.M.

WHEN POLLING PLACE IS INACCESSIBLE TO THE HANDICAPPED,
BALLOT MAY BE VOTED OUTSIDE THE POLLING PLACE*

I - - -TEAR oN eERFoRATED LINE AND ATTAoH posrAcE To REVERSE srDE- I

3550

APPLICATION FOR ABSENT VOTER'S BALLOT
DO NOT USE THIS FORM IF YOU HAVE ALREADY REQUESTE D AN ABSENTVOTER BALLOT FOR THIS ELECTION

I herebyrequestanabsentee ballotforthe
CITY OF MONTEREY PARK
SPECIAL MUNICIPAL ELECT]ON OCTOBER I3' 1987

vot€rs w¡th specif¡e d d¡sabi liti es may q uality as PE RMAN E NT AB S E NT VOTE RS. contact your local county clerk or registrar of voters for furth er ¡nformation

PHONE

MAILABSENTEE BALLOTTO

DA

ocToBER 20, 1987 LAST OAYAPPLICATION MAY BE RECEIVED BY CLERK

PRINT NAME AS REGISTEBEO

REGISTERÊO RESIDENCE AODRESS

CITY AN D ZIP

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT X

LocÂTto¡r 0t Y0uR
POLL!NG PLÀCE
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WARREN K. FUNK, CITY CLERK
CITY HALL, 320 W. NEWMARKAVENUE
MONTEREY PARK, CALIFORNIA 91754,
(818) 307-1359

BULK RATE
U.S. POSTAGE

PA¡D
Monterey Park, GA

Permit No.97

POLLS OPEN AT 7 A.M. AND CLOSE AT 7 P.M.

WHEN POLLING PI.ACE IS INACCESSIBLE TO THE HANDICAPPED,
BALLOT MAY BE VOTED OUTSIDE THE POLLING PI.ACE'K

Ballot Type

,t - -TEAR oN eERFoRATED LINE AND ATTAoH posrAcE To REVERSE srDE- - - - --. -J

APPLICATION FOR ABSENT VOTER'S BALLOT
DO NOT USE THIS FOFM IF YOU HAVE ALREADY REQUESTEO AN ABSENTVOTER BALLOT FOR THIS ELECTION

I hereby rêquestan absentee ballot forthe
CITY OF MONTEREY PARK OCTOBER 13, 1987
SPECIAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION

Voters with sPec¡fied disa bi lities may q ual¡fy as PE RMAN E NT ABS E NT VOTE RS, Contact your local county clsrk or registrar of voters for furth er informat¡o n

PRI NT NAM E AS RE G ISTE RE D

PHON E

MAILABSENTEE BALLOTTO

DA

ocToBER 20, 1987 LAST OAYAPPLICATION MAY BE RECEIVED BY CLËRK

REGISTEREO RESIDENCE AODRESS

CITYAND ZIP

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT X

FoR oFFrctÀL,uSE oNLy

Dàte gallot fltäilôd tocÁTlof,l 0t YoUR
PO!I!NG PLÀCÊ
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Rts0Lt,T I0N N0" 9766

A RTSOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL i)F THE CITY OF

MONTERTY PARK CALIFORNIA, RTCITING THT FACT OF THE

SPTCIAL MUNICIPAL TLECTION HTLD (^)N OCTOBER 20, 1987,
I]TCLARING THT RTSIJLT AND SUCH OTHER MATTTRS AS

PROVIDID BY LAhl"

WHEREAS, a Specìal Munìcìpa'ì tlection was held and conducted jn the
C.ity of Monteney Pank Califor"nia, on Tuesday,October 20, 1987, as requìred by
I aw; and

WHEREAS, notice of the elect'ion was g'iven in time, ofrm ancl manner
as pnov'iderl by I aw; that voti ng preci ncts wene properìy establ i shecl; that
election officens were appoìnted and that jn all respects the electjon was
held and conducted and the votes wene cast, receivecl and canvassecl and the
retunns nade and declared in time, form and manner as required by the
provisions of the (Electjons Code of the State of California fon the holding
of el ect'ions 'i n genenal I aw ci ti es ) ; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution No.9126 adopted Juìy 28,1987, the
C'ity Clerk canvassed the retunns of the election and has certified the results
to the City Council, the results ane neceived, attached and made a part hereof
as "Exhibit 4."

N0l^,, THEREF0RE, THE CÌTY COIJNCIL 0F THt CITY 0F M0NTEREY PARK,
cALIt-ORNIA, DOES RES0LVt, DECLARt, IJETERMINT ANll ORDER AS F0LL0l^lS:

SECTI0N 1. That the whole numben of votes cast in the Cìty except
absent voter ballots was 2825. That the whole numben of absent voter ballots
cast .in the City was 323, mak"ing a total of 3i4B votes cast jn the City.

SECTI0N 2. That the measure voted upon at the election are as
fol I ows :

(A) Shall an Ordinance of the City of Monteney Park Appr"ovìng
Zonìng Map and Zoning Text Amendments for Property in the Central Commercial
Community Des"ign Plan area be adopted?

(B) Shall an Ordinance of the City of Monteney Park Approv'ing
General P'ìan, Zoni ng Map and Zoni ng Text Amendments for Pr"operty 'in the
Mid-Atlant'ic and South Garfjeld Community Design Plan area be adopted?

(C) Shal I an Ord'inance of the City of Monteney Park Approv'ing
General P'lan, Zoning Map ancl Zonìng Text Amendments for Property in the South
At.lantic and other Selected areas Communìty Desìgn Plan area be adopted?

(n) Shall an 0rcljnance o.f the City of Monterey Park Restricting
Height Variances within the City be adopted?
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RTSOLUTION NO.

PAGT 2
9L66

SECTION 3. That the numben of votes given at each precinct and the
number of votes given in the City fon and aga'inst the measune were as l'isted
i n txh'ib"¡t "A'r attached.

SECTION 4. The City Counc'i'l does declare and determine that as a

result of the election, a majority of the voters vot'ing on the measures
relating to Zoning Amendments did vote in favor of it, ancl the propositions
were canried, and shall be deemed adopted and ratifjed.

/)

SECTION 5. The City Cler"k shal I enter. on the records of the Ci
Council of the City, a statement of the result of the e'lec'iton, showing:
The whole number of votes cast in the City; (2) The measures voted upon;
The numben of votes given at each pnec'inct for and against each measure;
The numben of votes given for and aga'inst each measure.

ty
( 1)

)

)

(3
(4

) SECTION 6. That the Cjty Clerk shall certify to the passage and
adoption of this resolution and enten it into the book of orjginal
resolutions

PASSED APPROVTD AND ADOPTTD ON OCtobCT 27 1987.

)

)

\-,,)
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RTSOLUTION NO.

PAGE 3

ATTI ST:

cï t:

9L66

\
I

¡\-i TCI
IFt)RN IAMONTEREY AL

sTATt 0F CATIFORNIA\ )

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

CITY 0F MONTEREY PARK )

) the city c
27th

mnãiT:

I, do
oun ci l
day of

hereby certify that the foregoing Resoìution was adopted by

of the Cìty of Monterey Par"k at a regtrìar meeting held on the
ocrober , 1987, by the fol]owing votes of the

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAI fII:

ABS INT:

Reichenberger, Hatch, llouseman
None
None
Manibog, Briglio

Dated this 2Bt¡- day of October 19 B7t
¡

K

MONTIREY PARK|, CAL IFORN IA
J

\j
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EXHIBIT "A"
CITY CLERK'S CERTIFlCATE OF CANVASS

I, WARREN K. FUNK, City Clerk of the City of Monterey Park, CA, County of Los Angetes, State of California, authorized by Resolutìon
No. 9126, adopted by-the City Counciì on July ?8, L987, do certify that I have canvassed the returns of the Special Municipaì Election
held on October 20, 1987, and find that the number of votes given al each precinct and the number of votes given in the City for and
agaìnst the measures were as follows:

) SPECIAL MUNICiPAL ELECTION

Dated:
OcToøeP. L3 t?81

ocroBER 20, 1987 PRECINCT RETURNS

T0TAL VOTES CAST: 3148 TOTAL REGISTERED V0TERS: 23,308 VOTER

l2?r.'"-- Z--g-r*¿
r

TURN0UT: i3.57" tbnterey Park, CaU-fornia

TOTAL

25t0

606

2490

618

2485

627

2583

528

3148

*AV

233

86

232

86

233

84

244

75

323

90

53

25

52

25

48

30

56

22

79

s2

159

22

158

22

i5B

23

160

?0

183

44

t20

29

t22

27

119

30

126

23

149

42
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ORDIìIANCE NO. 173rA

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CTTY OF
MONTEREY PARK APPROV]NG ZONING
MAP AND ZONTNG TEXT AMENDMENTS
FOR PROPERTY IN THE CENTRAL
COMMERCIAL COMMUNITY DESTGN
PLAN AREA

The people of the
hereby ordain as follows:

City of Monterey Park do

índentifi".tio,,ffi.""T}.ffi.'ã"1ï:î'":ff:i:î:1.å"Í:'
munity Design PIan Area (the "plan Area"), as set forth on
the map attached hereto as Exhibit '|tA'' and. incorporated
herein by this reference. A fulr legaI description of said.
Plan Area is on file in the office of the city clerk of the
City of Monterey Park.

Section 2. Pursuant to Mont,erey park Ordi-nanceNo.1687'-ffiinpropertywithintheP1anAreawas
rezonedr âs set forth on the map attached hereto as ExhibitItBrr and incorporated herein by tlris reference, and as morespecifically described in ordinance No. L697. such zone
changes are hereby approved.

Section 3. Pursuant to Monterey Park Ordi-
nance Nos. L699, 0 ,2I.24.090, 2I.26.090 and
Municipal Code were amended
for all property within the
Such amendments are hereby approved for the Plan Area.

02 and 1705,
2L.22.100 of

to change
Plan Area,

Sections 2L.16.090,
the Monterey Park
height requirements
as summari-zed below.

ZONE

Commerc i aL / P rof es s iona I
Regional Specialty Center

Commercial Services

Central Business

HEIGHT (¡laXr¡lU¡,1) *

3 stories or 40f

4 stories or 50' ; and
75t within 200 ' of
Atlantic/HeIlman inter-.
section

3 stories or 40'

40 |

residential

3 stories or
* r,ot¡/er near

zone

APPROVED AND ADOPTED AT lTE OCTOBER 20, Ig87
SPECIAL UTINICIPAL ELECTION IN THE CITY OF UONTERET PARK



J' onDnuÀncE No. 1731A
. p¡e¡b, z

Section 4. Pursuant to Monterey park Ordi-
nance No. 1690,8m-n-s zr.z4.07o and 2t.26. o7o of theMonterey Park Municipar code were amended to change lot sizerequirements for propgrty zoned Regional speciart! center or
commerciar services within the ptan Area, á" summãrízedberow. such amendment.s are hereby approved for the pran
Area.

ZONE

Regional Specialty Center

Commercial Servíces

LOT STZE (MINTMUM

30r000 square feet
10,000 square feet

Section 5.
ef f ec tive oc tobõ-ZBl-fg-g Z .

This ordinance shall become

APPROVED AI'ID ADOPTED AT TEE OCTOBER 20, 1987
SPECIAL UI'NICIPAL ETECTION IN THE CIIY OF UONTERET PÄRK

2-
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ETHIBIT A

EXHIBIT B ZONING
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c- COMI'ITRCIAL SERVI CTS
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c-B CENTRAL BUS I NESS COII!.:ERC I AL
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s-c SHCPPING CTNTTP.

s-c
to

R-S

I ll I

R-S
to

c-B

r'

R-S
to

c-B



¡ - ) oRDrt{ANCE NO. l73lB
ÁN ORDTNANCE OF THE CITY OT .)

MONTEREY PARK APPROVTNG GENERAI,
PLAN, ZONTNG MAP AND ZONING
TEXT AMENDMENTS TOR PROPERTY
rN THE MID-ATLANTIC AND SOUTH
GARFIELD COMMUNITY DESIGN PLAN
AREA

The people of the City of Monterey park dohereby ordain as follows:

Section 1. There is hereby established foridentification puïþses-only the Mid-et1añtic and southGarfierd community Ðesign plan Area (the "plan Area") as setforth on the map attached hereto as Exhibit ,,A,r and ir.orpor-atgd herein by this reference. A full IegaI description õrsaíd Pran Area is on file in the office oi the city'clerk ofthe City of Monterey park.

Section 2. pursuant to Monterey park Citycouncil nesolutïõilióT9ogz I the tand use desi-gnation on theLand use Map of the Monterey park General plan was amendedfor certain property within the plan Arear âs set forth onthe map at.tached hereto as Exhibit 'B,r .ttà íncorporatedherein by this reference. such amendment is treräuy approved.

Sect,ion 3. pursuant to Monterey park Ordi-nance No. 1685 anffiõnEãrey park ordinance No. l_6g6, certainproperty within the plan Area was rezoned, as set forth onthe map attached hereto as Exhibit .c,, and incorporatedherein by this reference and as rnore specificatly describedin ordinance Nos. 1685 and 1696. such zone chanles arehereby approved.

Section 4. pursuant to Monterey park Ordi-nance Nos. 16998ñã-m, sections 2r.L6. o9o and 2r. rB.090of the Monterey park Municipal code r¡¡ere amended to changeheight requirements for all property within the plan Area,as summarized below. such amendments are hereby approvedfor the Plan Area

zoIüE

Commercial/Prof es s iona I
Commerc ia l,/Pro f es s iona I
Civic District

HEIGHT (MAXIMUM)*

3 stories or 40'

3 stories or 40'

2 stories or 28'

* Lower near residential
zone

Neighborhood Shopping

APPROVÐ AND ADOPTED AT TEE OCTOBER 20, Lg87
SPECTAT. MTINICIPAL ELECTION IN TEE CITY OF MONTERE"T PARK



*-bnnfxnncr No. r73tB.PÀGE 
2

Section 5. Pursuant to Monterey park Ordi-
nance No. 1690rTèãEÏõã"2I.18.070 of the Monteiey park
Municípar code was amended to provide a minimum lot size of
5r000 square feet for property zoned Neighborhood shopping
within the Plan Area. such amend¡nent is hereby approväa ior
the Plan Area.

Sect,ion 6 . This ordinance shall become
effectí ve October 28,'L987.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED AT TEE OCTOBER 20, 1987
SPECIAT MTINICIPAL ELECTION IN THE CITY OF }IONTERET PARK

2-
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The people of the City of Monterey park dohereby ordain as follows:

ORDIIIANCE NO. r73rc

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF
MONTEREY PARK APPROVING GENER.LL
PLAN, ZONING MAP AND ZONING
TEXT AMENDMENTS FOR PROPERTY
IN THE SELECTED AREAS COM¡4UNITY
DESIGN PLAN AREA

Section l.
ident.if icati on purposes onl
Design Plan Area (the "plan
attached hereto as Exhibit
this reference. A full 1eg
is on file in the office oi
Monterey Park.

There is hereby established fory the Selected Areas Community
Area") as set forth on the maprrArr and incorporated herein byaI d.escription of said plan Area
the City Clerk of the City of

Section 2. Pur suant to Monterey park Ci tyCouncil Resolu n No. 9082, the land use designation on theLand Use Map of the Monterey park General plan was amendedfor certain property within the plan Area, as set forth onthe map attached hereto as Exhibit rrB,, and incorporatedherein by this ref erence. Such amendment is hereby ap-proved.

Section 3. Pursuant to Monterey park Ordi-
nance No. 1686 ãrld-ffiõlErey Park ordinance No. 1688, certainproperty within the plan Area was rezoned, as set forth onthe map attached hereto as Exhibit "c,, and incorporatedherein by this reference, and as more specificariy describedin ordinance Nos. L686 and 1698. such äone changès are
hereby approved.

Section 4. Pursuant, to Monterey park Ordi-nanceNos.rcgg'W'lozand17o6,Sections21.I6.o9o,
21.18.090, 2L.26.090 and zL.zo.o90 of the Monterey park
Municipal code were amended to change height requirements
for alr property within the plan Arear âs-summaiized below.
such amendments are hereby approved for the pran Area.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED AT THE OCTOBER 20. Ig87
SPECIÄL MI'NICIPÄL ELECTION IN TTE CITY OF HONTEREY PARK



ORDI}IANCE NO. r731C

ZONE

Commerc i aL / Pr of es s iona 1

Neighborhood Shopping

Shopping Center

Commercial Services

Neighborhood Shopping

Shopping Center

Commercial Services

HETGHT (MAXTMUM )*

3 stories or 40 t ; and
75' or more with CUp
for Corporate Center

2 stories or 28'

3 stories or 401

3 stories or 40 '

* Lower near residential
zone

PAGE 2

Section 5. Pursuant to Monterey park Ordi-
nance No. 1690,-5æmJF 21.18.070, 2L.2o.o7o and 2r.26.070of the Monterey Park Municipal code rnrere amended. to change19t size requírements for property zoned Neighborhood shópping,
shopping center or commercial services within the pran Area,as summarízed beIow. such amendrnent,s are hereby approvedfor the Plan Area.

ZONE LOT SIZE (MINIMUM)

5r000

15,000

10,000

square

square

sguare

shall

feet

feet
feet

becomeSection 6. This ordinance
effective October 28, 1987.

ÄPPROVED AIÙD ADOPTED AT TEE OCTOBER 20, Ig87
SPECIAL MTINICIPAL ELECTION IN THE CITY OF HONTEREY PARK

2
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a

The people of the City of Monterey park dohereby ordain as follows:

ORDIIIANCE NO. r731I)

AN ORDTNANCE OF THE CITY OF
MONTEREY PARK RESTRICTING HEIGHT
VARIANCES WITHIN THE CITY

Section 2. This ordinance shall becomeeffecti ve October 28, I9BZ.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED AT THE OCTOBER 20. Tg87
SPECIAL }ITINICIPAL ELECTION IN TEE CITT OF MONTERET PARK

Section 1. No height variance shall begrantedwithin6ryofMont,ereyParkwhichwou1dpermit
the construction of an additional ètory above the numter ofstories which is permitted by the Montèrey park Zoning codeor would allow constructi.on to exceed the maxirnum rreigrrtsq95*itted by the Monterey park zoning code by more iñ.r, six(6) feet.


