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CALL AND NOTICE OF A SPECIAL MEETING 

TO THE MEMBERS OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE ROSSMOOR COMMUNITY 
SERVICES DISTRICT: 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the President has called a Special Meeting of the Board to 
be held in the West Room at Rush Park, 3021 Blume Drive, Rossmoor, California at 8:00 
a.m. on Tuesday, November 27, 2018.  The agenda for the meeting is set forth below: 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
ROSSMOOR COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 

 SPECIAL MEETING 

RUSH PARK  
WEST ROOM 

3021 Blume Drive 
Rossmoor, California  90720 

Tuesday, November 27, 2018 

8:00 a.m. 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

A. ORGANIZATION 

1. CALL TO ORDER: 8:00 a.m. 

2. ROLL CALL: Directors Casey, Kahlert, Maynard, Nitikman 
President DeMarco 

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

B. PUBLIC COMMENT 

C. REGULAR AGENDA 

1. POTENTIAL AMENDMENT AND/OR UPGRADE TO SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
EDISON STANDARD LIGHTING AGREEMENT 

D. ADJOURNMENT 

It is the intention of the Rossmoor Community Services District to comply with the 
Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) in all respects.  If, as an attendee or a 
participant at this meeting, you will need special assistance beyond what is normally 
provided, the District will attempt to accommodate you in every reasonable manner. 
Please contact the District Office at (562) 430-3707 as soon as possible prior to the 
meeting to inform us of your particular needs and to determine if accommodation is 
feasible.  Please advise us at that time if you will need accommodations to attend or 
participate in meetings on a regular basis. 
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ROSSMOOR COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 
 

AGENDA ITEM C-1 
 
 

Date:  November 27, 2018 
 
To:  Honorable Board of Directors 
 
From:  General Manager 
 
Subject: POTENTIAL AMENDMENT AND/OR UPGRADE TO SOUTHERN 

CALIFORNIA EDISON STANDARD LIGHTING AGREEMENT 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
At the November 13, 2018 Regular Board Meeting, the Board of Directors reviewed 
and discussed the upcoming Rossmoor community-wide streetlights upgrade of 796 
Southern California Edison (SCE)-owned High Pressure Sodium Vapor (HPSV) 
streetlights on all District residential and arterial streets with newer Light Emitting 
Diode (LED) streetlights, scheduled for December 2018/January 2019.  The 
discussion centered around 3000 Kelvins (K) versus 4000K and the variation of color 
tones and temperatures related to each. The District is currently scheduled for 4000K 
with varied wattage. Southern California Edison has stated that we can vary from the 
standard and amend the installation of Kelvins and wattages. The Board reviewed 
information provided that included a list of cities that have converted to LED 
technology and identified the colors and wattages that each city selected for their 
residential and arterial streetlights. The Board discussed several options for 
Rossmoor areas that included:  residential streets, streets around schools and parks, 
and streetlights on the main thoroughfares of Orangewood, Montecito Road (26), St. 
Cloud and Bradbury Road, as well as the 113 lights, designated for upgrades, 
outlined in the attached Rossmoor Lighting and Illumination Upgrade Chart  
(Attachment 1). 
 
Information about the City of Cerritos’ LED conversion evaluation process had been 
provided to the Board, including identification of a test area demonstrating 3000K 
versus 4000K and various wattages that was used to survey their residents.  Some 
members of the Board had visited the test area and shared their thoughts.  
 
In further discussion Director Nitikman presented the Board with a Report of the 
Council on Science and Public Health – Human and Environmental Effects of Light 
Emitting Diode (LED) Community Lighting - 2016 American Medical Association 
(Attachment 2).  The report outlines potential health and environmental effects of 
LED lighting and provides recommendations by the Council on Science and Public 
Health regarding LED lighting. The report specifies that “That our AMA encourages 
the use of 3000K or lower lighting for outdoor installations such as roadways.  All 
LED lighting should be properly shielded to minimize glare and detrimental human 
and environment effects”. 
 
In a November 14, 2018 email to the District General Manager, John King, BCD 
Manager of Street Light Projects for Southern California Edison, has stated that 
4000K and 3000K both are on the warm side of the light spectrum.  However, he 
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noted that if there is any concern at all from the Board, he suggests selecting the 
3000K.  Most of the coastal communities have chosen 3000K according to Mr. King. 
 
The Board did not take action and encouraged one another to tour the City of 
Cerritos demonstration site.  They further directed staff to conduct a survey of cities 
to ask the following questions: 
 

1. What was the rationale with going with the color ___000K/wattage you 
chose? 

2. Have you had any complaints regarding the difference in color and wattage 
between residential streets and arterial streets? 

3. If you had to do it over again, would you still choose the color (K) and 
wattage originally selected? 

4. When making the decision, were you aware of any American Medical 
Association (AMA) reports regarding health issues associated with LED 
streetlights (i.e. sleeping pattern disturbances, etc.) 

 
FINDINGS 
 
District staff conducted a phone survey of 15 cities that were identified on the 
“Survey of California Cities with Conversion” that was included in the November 13, 
2018 agenda report.  The City of Cerritos was added to the list.  Attachment 3 is 
the “Survey of Cities with Conversion and Follow Up Questions”.   
 
In summary, staff found that each city is unique in their approach and that 3000K 
versus 4000K was very similar in lumens.  In selecting Kelvins and wattages, overall 
very few complaints had been received by any of the cities surveyed.  Based on the 
feedback staff received, the cities contacted were all pleased with their selection and 
would not change their decision.  The majority of cities stated that they were aware 
of the AMA report, but that it had not affected their decision.  Additionally, the larger 
cities varied in wattage in order to provide additional lighting in blighted areas that 
were subject to gang violence and graffiti.  Therefore, each agency is unique in their 
decision-making process to meet the needs of their respective community. 
 
In retrospect, the conversions the Board had chosen are consistent with the findings 
and we have identified residential, schools and parks, and main arterials as being 
different in needs.  The Board is to be commended for being critical in their thinking 
and for seeking as much information as possible to make an informed decision for 
the Rossmoor Community Services District. 
 
To proceed with the LED conversion project, it is imperative that the Board at this 
special meeting makes a decision.  The General Manager has made repeated 
requests of John King of SCE for a timeline and deadline for our final decision, and 
has not been successful in getting answers. Staff was informed on November 14, 
2018 by Mr. King that Rossmoor is the second community queued up for 2019 so 
they will be ordering materials quickly, however, again no date was provided.  Mr. 
King indicated at that time that if a decision is not made, we will be passed by and 
postponed to later in 2019 when they can work Rossmoor back into their schedule.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Based on the research and feedback from other municipalities, staff recommends 
selecting only one uniform color temperature throughout the community and 
increasing the wattage where additional brightness is desired. 
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Staff recommends that the Board consider the following options: 

Option A – 3000K 
Residential:  70W 
Schools and parks:  100W 
Arterial Streets:  150W (Orangewood, Montecito Road, Bradbury Road, 
St. Cloud) 

Option B – 4000K 
Residential:  70W 
Schools and parks:  100W 
Arterial Streets:  150W (Orangewood, Montecito Road, Bradbury Road, 
St. Cloud) 

Option C – Direct staff with alternatives the Board determines other than 
Options A or B.   

* The 26 upgraded light poles located on Montecito Road are 150w and will be
salvaged for future District use. 

Attachments: 

1. Rossmoor Lighting and Illumination Upgrade Chart
2. Report of the Council on Science and Public Health – Human and

Environmental Effects of Light Emitting Diode (LED) Community Lighting -
2016 American Medical Association

3. Survey of Cities with Conversion and Follow Up Questions
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ROSSMOOR STREET LIGHT UPGRADES 

70 WATTS – RESIDENTIAL 

 Rossmoor Community:   683* (Resident Side)
*Includes 6 on Wallingsford Rd

100 WATTS – PARKS & SCHOOLS 

 Rush Park:  12   (Resident Side) 
o Blume    4  
o Main Way 4 

o Chianti  2  
o Silver Fox  2 

 Rossmoor Park: 13   (11 Park Side / 2 Resident Side)

o Hedwig/Foster 6 

o Pemberton 3 

o Kerth 2  
o Baskerville 2   (Resident Side) 

 Lee Elementary: 11   (Resident Side)

o Shakespeare 2 
o Wembley 4 
o Silverwood 2 
o Foster 3 

 Weaver Elementary: 14   (Resident Side) 
o Piedmont 2 
o Wembley 5 
o Bostonian 2 
o Foster 5 

ATTACHMENT 1
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 Hopkinson Elementary:  14   (13 Resident Side / 1 School Side)

o Argyle 3 
o Salmon 4 
o Kensington    4 
o Gertrude 3   (1 on School side)

 Rossmoor Elementary:  7 (6 Resident Side / 1 School Side)

o Shakespeare 4 
o Bostonian 3   (1 on School side) 

150 WATTS – ARTERIAL 

 Bradbury: 5   (Apt/Condo Side)

 St. Cloud: 5   (Resident Side)

 Orangewood: 8

 Montecito:   24   (21 Resident Side)(3 Apt/Condo Side)

683 
   71   

RESIDENTIAL 
PARKS & SCHOOLS 
ARTERIAL  42 

TOTAL=  796 

(Upgrades)

(Upgrades)
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SURVEY OF CITIES WITH CONVERSION AND FOLLOW UP QUESTIONS 

City Year 

Residential 
Color/HPSV 
Equivalent 
Wattage 

Arterial 
Color/HPSV 

Equivalent Wattage 

What was your rationale with going 
with the color (__000K)/wattage you 

chose? 

Have you had any complaints 
regarding the difference in 
color and wattage between 

residential streets and arterial 
streets? 

If you had it to do 
over again, would 
you still choose 

the color (K) and 
wattage originally 

selected? 

When making the decision, were you 
aware of any American Medical 

Association (AMA) reports regarding 
health issues associated with LED 
streetlights (i.e. sleeping pattern 

disturbances, etc.) 
Anaheim 2016-

2017 
3000K 
100W 

3000K 
150W or greater 

Fred Baryarz—714-765-5176—PW 
Our demographics and input from the Sheriff’s Dept. 
Wattage varies throughout 

No complaints Very satisfied with 
3000k—4000k were too 
white 

No the issues were consistency; AMA recommendations 
were secondary 

Cerritos 2018 4000K
100W 

4000K 
150W 

Ramzi—860-0311 Staff recommended 
3000k/100w;after demo residents voted 
4000k/100w; 4000k/150w 

No complaints; residents are very 
complimentary 

No change. Very happy! Yes, but all reports read “maybe” have an impact with no 
definitive information. AMA recommended 3000k 

Claremont 2016 4000K 
70W 

4000K 
150W or greater 

N/A 

Downey 2017 4000K
100W 

4000K 
150W or greater 

N/A 

Fontana 2017 4000K
70W 

4000K 
150W or greater 

N/A 

 Fullerton 2017 3000K 
70W 

3000K 
150W or greater 

Dana Hoffman—Bldg/Fac Spvsr 714-758-6371 GE 
Phillips were considered; 
3000K popular/4000k & 5000k also good.Four 
different wattages helped;Tanko Lighting 
recommend S. Francisco 

Not many at all—surprisingly little. Either 3000k or 4000k Usually 5000k or above 

Huntington 
Beach 

2017 3000K 
70W 

3000K 
150W or greater 

George Ruff—Crew Ldr/Traffic Light Coordinator 
714-536-5530  
Chose 3000k—aesthetically pleasing 

Yes, but very few Yes Yes, but it didn’t affect decision. 3-4 year project—bought 
out 11,000 streetlights 

LADWP 2017 4000K
W – varies 

4000K 
150W or greater 

Pending/Sent email 

Lakewood 2017 4000K 
100W 

4000K 
150W or greater 

Pending—Jack Wopschall-PW Director 562-866-9771 
left vm 

La Palma 2017 4000K 
70W 

4000K 
150W or greater 

Mike—No other choice available at the time—only 
4000k 

None Yes, Everyone seems to 
be happy  

No 

Long Beach 2015 4000K 
70W 

4000K 
150W or greater 

Out of Office for holiday-Mark Whitaker-562-570-
6468 left vm 

Oakland 2013-
2014 

4000K 
W – varies 

4000K 
150W or greater 

510-238-3961—left vm w/PW 

Oceanside 2015 3000k 
W – varies 

4000K 
150W or greater 

Jeff 760-435-5323—left vm 

Rancho 
Cucamonga 

2017 4000K 
100W 

4000K 
150W or greater 

Fred Lyn—909-774-4035—left vm 

Rosemead 2017 4000K 
100W 

4000K 
150W or greater 

N/A 

San Diego 2011-
2015 

4000K 
W – varies 

4000K 
150W or greater 

N/A 

ATTACHMENT 3
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