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333 W. Ocean Boulevard  Long Beach, CA 90802 (562} 570-6194 FAX (562) 570-6068

October 21, 2004

CHAIRMAN AND PLANNING COMMISSIONERS
City of Long Beach

California

SUBJECT: Conditional Use Permit request to allow the Sales of Beer and Wine
for Off-premises Consumption at a 7-Eleven Convenience Store.
(Council District 7).

LOCATION: 3410 N. Long Beach Boulevard

APPLICANT: Colomia investment Company LTD.
James Shabani
122 Robertson Boulevard
Suite 200
Los Angeles, Ca. 90048

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the Conditional Use Permit subject to conditions.

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATION

1. Operational conditions of approval relating to maintenance, loitering, hours, etc., will
ensure that the proposed project will have minimal negative impacts on adjacent
land uses.

2. Positive findings can be made to support the Conditional Use Permit.

BACKGROUN

The subject site is located within a new retail strip center located at 3410 Long Beach
Boulevard, at the northeast corner of Long Beach Boulevard and Wardlow Road. The
applicant is proposing to occupy a 2,106 sqg. ft. tenant space located at the northwestern
most corner of the strip center. The subject site has a zoning designation of CCA
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{(Community Automobile Oriented), which allows alcoholic beverage sales subject to the
approval of a Conditional Use Permit. Surrounding land uses include commercial uses to
the north, south and west, and residential uses to the east. Currently, there are 51 off-
street parking on the subject site.

The applicant is seeking to operate a 7-Eleven convenience store. The store will offer a
variety of convenience items such as fresh produce, daily delivered deli items and baked
goods, ready to eat foods and groceries, and beer and wine for off-premise consumption.

In considering a Conditional Use Permit application for the sale of alcoholic beverages,
staff evaluates the number of existing alcoho! licenses in the subject site Census Tract as
well as the total number of reported crimes in the subject Police Reporting District. The
subject site is within Reporting District 224, which is not a high-crime reporting district.
According to the most recent crime statistics, Reporting District 244 had 181 reported
crimes, which is lower than the number that defines high crime, (high crime is defined as
more than 212 reported offenses). The Police Depariment reviewed the application and
had no objection to the granting of the alcohol licenses provided that the applicant abide
with the attached operational conditions as noted in attachment 1. (Conditions # 14 a. -
m.).

The second criterion is the concentration of alcohol licenses in the subject census tract.
The subject site is within Census Tract 5720.02, which has a population of 4,519 persons.
Based on the ratio of ane license per 1,177 residents, the Depariment of Alcoholic
Beverage Control recommends 3 off-sale alcohol licenses. Currently, 2 off-sale licenses
are active in the census tract. Therefore, the tract is not over concentrated for off sale
licenses.

CURRENT ACTION REQUESTED

Approve the Conditional Use Permit request, subject to conditions.

In order to approve the abovementioned request, the Planning Commission is required to
make certain findings in support of an approval decision. These findings along with staff
analysis are presented below for consideration, adoption and incorporation into the record
of proceedings.

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FINDINGS

A. THE APPROVAL IS CONSISTENT WITH AND CARRIES OUT THE GENERAL
PLAN, ANY APPLICABLE SPECIFIC PLANS SUCH AS THE LOCAL COASTAL
PROGRAM AND ALL ZONING REGULATIONS OF THE APPLICABLE DISTRICT;
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The subject site has a General Plan designation of LUD #8, major commercial
corridor, which allows retail uses. A retail convenience store is consistent with the
uses allowed in LUD #38R.

The subject site has a zoning designation of CCA, which allows the proposed use
subject to a Conditional Use Permit. Conditional Use Permit requests are
considered “consistent” when it is determined that they can operate in a manner that
is compatible with the surrounding land uses.

B. THE PROPOSED USE WILL NOT BE DETRIMENTAL TO THE SURROUNDING
COMMUNITY INCLUDING PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY OR GENERAL WELFARE,
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY OR QUALITY OF LIFE; AND

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA
Guidelines, a Categorical Exemption (CE 04-160) was prepared for this project and
is attached for your review.

With the conditions of approval incorporated, the use will not be detrimental to the
surrounding community. The conditions of approval incorporate a number of
operational requirements that address potential negative impacts from the proposed
use. Such conditions include, but are not limited to:

¢ Limited hours of operation for alcohol sales (Cond. # 14 a.).
The applicant shall be required to provide a security guard to prevent
loitering and vandalism (Cond # 14 c.).

¢ The dispiay of alcoholic beverages shall be limited to not more than 5% of
the Gross Floor area (Cond # 14 e.).

¢ The sale of individual cans of beer and single servings of wine shall be
prohibited (Cond. # 14 i.).

¢ Advertisement of alcoholic beverages in storefront windows shall be
prohibited (Cond.# 14 1.).

o Check cashing operations shall be prohibited prior to the approval of a
conditional use permit for such operations (Cond. # 14 m.).

Approval of the requested Conditional Use Permit will enable the City to enforce
these approval conditions and address potential nuisances that may arise in the
future.

C. THE APPROVAL IS IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE SPECIAL CONDITIONS FOR
SPECIFIC CONDITIONAL USES, AS LISTED IN CHAPTER 21.52.

In addition to the above general findings, the following specific conditions pursuant
to Zoning Code Section 21.52.201 apply to alcoholic beverage sales use:
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A. The operator of the use shall provide parking for the use equivalent to the

parking required for new construction regardless of the previous use as to
legal nonconforming rights.

The subject site has 51 off-street parking spaces on site, providing a surplus to
the required 47 parking spaces. Per current zoning code requirements, a
commercial retail strip center of this size (9,292 sq. ft.) requires 47 on-site
spaces.

The operator of the use shall provide night lighting and other security
measures to the satisfaction of the Chief of Police.

The requirement for night lighting and security measures has been incorporated
as a condition of approval for the proposed project.

The operator of the use shall prevent loitering or other activity in the
parking lot that would be a nuisance to adjacent uses and/or residential
neighborhoods.

This requirement has been incorporated as a condition of approval for the
proposed project.

The use shall not be in a reporting district with more than the
recommended maximum concentration of the applicable on or off-premise
sales use, as recommended by the Long Beach Police Department, except:
(1) locations in the greater downtown area; or (2) stores of more than
20,000 square feet floor area, and also providing fresh fruit, vegetables,
and meat, in addition to canned goods.

The reporting district serving the subject site is not one that contains more than
the recommended maximum concentration of the applicable off-premise sales
use as recommended by the Long Beach Police Department. The site is located
within Census Tract 5720.02 where the number of licenses allowed is 3. The
number of existing licenses within the Tract is 2.

The use shall not be located within 500 feet of a public school or public
park, except: (1) locations in the greater downtown area; or (2) stores of
more than 20,000 square feet of floor area, and also providing fresh fruit,
vegetables, and meat in addition to canned goods.

No school or park is within 500 feet of the subject site.
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PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE

A total of 123 Public Hearing Notices were mailed on August 17, 2004 to all owners of
properties within a 300’ radius of the pro%ect site, as required by Zoning Code section 21.31
and: the elected representative of the 7 P Council District.

REDEVELOPMENT REVIEW

The project site is not located in a Redevelopment Project Area.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA
Guidelines, a Categorical Exemption (CE-04-160) has been prepared for this project, and
is attached for your review.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION:
Approve the Conditional Use Permit, subject to conditions.

Respectfully submitted,

By: _ XAk 74 Approved:
VICKIE BECKER

GREG ZARPENTER

PLANNER PLANNMING BUREAU MANAGER

GC:vb
Attachments:

1. Conditions of Approval

2. Site Plan/Floor Plan

3. Photographs

4, Letters in opposition

5. Categorical Exemption



CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
Case No. 0408-05
Date: October 21, 2004

This permit and all development rights hereunder shall terminate one
year from the effective date (final action date or, if in the appealable area
of the Coastal Zone, 21 days after the local final action date) of this permit
unless construction is commenced or a time extension is granted, based
on a written and approved request submitted prior to the expiration of the
one year period as provided in Section 21.21.406 of the Long Beach
Municipal Code.

The use permitted on the subject site (3410 Long Beach Blvd), in addition
to other uses permitted in the CCA district, shall be a retail convenience
store with the sale of beer and wine for off-premise consumption.

This permit shall be invalid if the owner(s) and/or applicant(s) have failed
to return written acknowledgment of their acceptance of the conditions
of approval on the Conditions of Approval Acknowledgment Form supplied
by the Planning Bureau. This acknowledgment must be submitted within
30 days form the effective date of approval (final action date or, if in the
appealable area of the Coastal Zone, 21 days after the local final action
date). Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the applicant shali submit
a revised set of plans reflecting all of the design changes set forth in the
conditions of approval to the satisfaction of the Zoning Administrator.

If, for any reason, there is a violation of any of the conditions of this
permit or if the use/operation is found to be detrimental to the surrounding
community, including public health, safety or general welfare,
environmental quality or quality of life, such shali cause the City to initiate
revocation and termination procedures of all rights granted herewith.

In the event of transfer of ownership of the property involved in this
application, the new owner shall be fully informed of the permitted use and
development of said property as set forth by this permit together with all
conditions that are a part thereof. These specific requirements must be
recorded with all title conveyance documents at time of closing escrow.

This approved land use is required to comply with these conditions of
approval as long as the use is on the subject site. As such, the site shall
be available for periodic re-inspections, conducted at the discretion of
City officials, to verify compliance. The property owner shall reimburse the
City for the inspection cost as per the special building inspection
specifications established by the City Council.
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10.

11,

12.

13.

14.

All operational conditions of approval for this permit must be posted in a
location visible to the public in such a manner as to be readable when the
use is open for business.

All conditions of approval must be printed verbatim on all plans submitted
for plan review to the Planning and Building Department. These
conditions must be printed on the site plan or a subsequent reference

page.

The Director of Planning and Building is authorized to make minor
modifications to the approved design plans or to any of the conditions of
approval if such modifications shall not significantly change/alter the
approved design/project. No substantial changes shall be made without
the prior written approval of the Site Plan Review Committee and/or
Planning Commission.

Site development, including fandscaping, shall conform to the approved
plans on file in the Department of Planning and Building. At least one set
of approved ptans containing Planning, Buiiding, Fire, and, if applicable,
Redevelopment and Health Department stamps shall be maintained at
the job site, at all times for reference purposes during construction and
final inspection.

The property shall be developed and maintained in a neat, quiet, and
orderly condition and operated in a manner so as not to be
detrimental to adjacent properties and occupants. This shall
encompass the maintenance of exterior facades of the building,
designated parking areas serving the use, fences and the perimeter of the
site (including ail public parkways).

Exterior security bars and roll-up doors applied to windows and pedestrian
building entrances shall be prohibited.

Any graffiti found on site must be removed within 24 hours of its
appearance.

The operator of the use shall be subject to the following conditions subject
to the review and approval of the Director of the Planning and
Building Department and the Chief of Police.

a. The hours of alcohotl sales shall be limited to 11:00 a.m. thru 10:00
p.m. only.
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All display areas and coolers containing alcoholic beverages
shall be locked and/or secured from access by the public between
the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 11:00 a.m.

The operator of the use shall provide a uniformed and licensed
security guard on-site between the hours of 11:00 a.m. and
10:00 p.m. to prevent loitering and vandalism.

Prior to the issuance of any building permits it shali be required that
the applicant provide an on-site security fighting and surveillance
plan for approval from the Long Beach Police Department.

The display of beer and wine and alcohol related products shalil
be limited to 5% of the Gross Floor Area, or not more than 80
square feet. Prior to the issuance of any building permits the
applicant shall be required to submit a revised floor plan indicating
that the display area designated for such use does not exceed this
requirement.

Prior to the issuance of any building permits it shall be required that
the applicant submit a new parking layout plan to include an
increased landscaped buffer at the Long Beach Boulevard
entryway, adjacent to the proposed lease area. It shall be required
that the landscape buffer be a minimum of 20’ wide to allow for an
increased on-site stacking area for incoming cars.

There shall be no can or cabinet signs permitted on site.

Prior to establishment of this use, the driveway apron entering
from Long Beach Boulevard shall be expanded to 28’ in width.
All necessary submittals and permits shall be obtained from the
Department of Public Works.

The sale of individual cans of beer and/or single servings of wine
shall be prohibited.

There shall be no exterior payphones permitted on-site.

Storefront windows shall remain free of obstruction to allow for
visibility throughout the store from the exterior of the building.

Advertisement of alcoholic beverages in storefront windows
shall be prohibited.
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

m. Check cashing operations shall be prohibited prior to the
approval of a conditional use permit for such operations.

The operator of the approved use shall prevent loitering and loud
noises around the project site, and in all parking areas serving the use
during and after hours of operation. No loitering signs shall be posted
around the property to the satisfaction of the Long Beach Police
Department. Failure to comply with this condition shall be grounds for
permit revocation. If loitering and/or noise problems develop, the Director
of Planning and Building may require additional preventative measures
such as, but not limited to, additional lighting, private security guards
and/or alteration of business hours.

The operator of the approved use shall remove all litter and debris from
the public sidewalk abutting the subject site, and from the parking lot on
the site, on a daily basis to the satisfaction of the Director of Planning and
Building.

Energy conserving equipment, lighting and construction features shall
be utilized on the buildings.

An adequately sized trash enclosure shall be designed and provided for
this project as per Section 21.45.167 of the Long Beach Municipal Code.
The designated trash area shall not abut a street or pubiic walkway and
shall be placed at an inconspicuous location on the property to the
satisfaction of the Director of Planning and Building.

All structures shall conform to the Long Beach Building Code
requirements. Notwithstanding this subject permit, all other required
permits from the Building Bureau must he secured.

Separate building permits are required for any signs, fences, retaining
walls, trash enclosures, flagpoles, pole-mounted yard lighting foundations
and planters, as applicable.

Approval of this project is limited to the sale of beer and wine for off-
premise consumption. The sale of other alcoholic spirits for on or
off-premise consumption shall be prohibited.

Approval of this project is expressly conditioned upon payment
(prior to building permit issuance or prior to Certificate of
Occupancy, as specified in the applicable Ordinance or Resolution
for the specific fee) of impact fees, connection fees and other similar
fees based upon additional facilities needed to accommodate new
development at established City service level standards, including,
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23.

but not limited to, sewer capacity charges, Park Fees and
Transportation Impact Fees.

The applicant shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City of Long
Beach, its agents, officers, and employees from any claim, action, or
proceeding against the City of Long Beach or its agents, officers, or
employees brought to attack, set aside, void, or annul an approval of the
City of Long Beach, its advisory agencies, commissions, of legislative
body concerning this project. The City of Long Beach will promptly notify
the applicant of any such claim, action, or proceeding against the City of
Long Beach and will cooperate fully in the defense. If the City of Long
Beach fails to promptly notify the applicant of any such claim, action or
proceeding or fails to cooperate fully in the defense, the applicant shall
not, thereafter, be responsibie to defend, indemnify, or hold harmless the
City of Long Beach.
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Case no: 0408-05
JOHN R. PDEATS

3600 Pacific Avenue
Long Beach, California 90807
(562) 424-6896

Qctober 7, 2004

Planning Commission

City of Long Beach

333 West Ocean Boulevard — 7" Floor
Long Beach, CA 90802

Subject: Appilication for Conditional Use Permit for the sale of Beer and Wine {for
off-site consumption) Case Number: 0408-05

Dear Chairman Greenberg and Planning Commissioners:

It is with extreme regret that I find myself unable to attend the hearing on the
aforementioned case and am therefore, unable to give sworn oral testimony.,

The issue is not whether 7-11 has the right open a store at 3410 Long Beach Boulevard or
whether they have the right to operate 24 hours per day, 7 days per week. I understand
that both of these are absolutely allowed “by right.”

The real issue for me and my neighbors is whether 7-11 should be granted a Conditional
Use Permit (CUP) to facilitate the sale of beer and wine for off-site consumption. While
the applicant will argue that based on certain factors the State of California Alcoholic
Beverage Control (ABC) will allow an additional license in our census tract, I find no
merit in the argument that this in any way is a mandate for local government to have to
accommodate this. The Planning Commission and the City Council have the discretion
to deny the CUP that would be required for licensing this establishment based on findings
that it would be detrimental to public safety and quality of life.

My wife and I spent an evening surveying “Greater Bixby Knolls” to ascertain just how
thoroughly the area is presently served by establishments selling beer and wine for offsite
consumption, Before I go any farther, let me give the commonly accepted boundaries of
“Greater Bixby Knolls.” They are: Wardlow Road on the south, Cherry Avenue on the
east, Del Amo on the north and the LA River on the west. We found that there are at
least twenty-four (24) such establishments at the present time, well dispersed throughout
Greater Bixby Knolls. There may be another six (6} such outlets in the form of mini-
markets/convenience stores associated with gasoline stations (I did not get out of the car
and enter those six stores to investigate whether they sold beer and wine.) This survey
proved to me that the residents of Greater Bixby Knolls are already very adequately
served by the existing establishments. There is plenty of competition so no one is being
“gouged” on prices. These businesses are well dispersed geographically so no one is
inconvenienced by excessive travel. Based on the prolific window banners displayed by
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virtually all existing establishments (probably in gross violation of Long Beach’s signage
ordinance) there is very adequate brand selection (at least in beer). Three corporate
entities had two store fronts cach; only 7-11 was represented by three (3) storefronts. If
you deny the CUP, 7-11 certainly can not claim they are being deprived of market share.

The data from our survey is not appended to this letter, but will be provided to the City
Council should an appeal be necessary.

The argument that this use would be detrimental to quality of life stems from existing
aggressive panhandling at the intersection of Long Beach Boulevard and Wardlow Road
which would be greatly exacerbated if beer and wine were available right at said
intersection. I have personally been fighting this problem since former Councilwoman
(and former Mayor) Eunice Sato was in office. The City of Long Beach and/or Cal Trans
have not been able to get control of this situation for over twenty years. The idea that not
selling “singles” will somehow mitigate this is foolish. All the “drunks” already know
that the most cost effective way to get soused is by consuming “40Q ouncers” or the like.
A good many of “our panhandlers” live under the freeway over crossings and some pilfer
our recyclables and/or trash; others have been bold enough to steal from our porches and
yards. Frankly, I ceased calling the Long Beach Police Department to report aggressive
panhandling because my calls were never dispatched or were assigned such a low priority
that if they ever did get dispatched it was not on the same day that I called the
Communications Center.

The argument that this use would be detrimental to public safety derives from its
proximity to both Interstate 405 and 710 and the extreme ease in going in either direction
on either freeway. While I am concerned that this will contribute to an appreciable
increase in drinking and driving, I am far more concerned that this provide the best of all
possible “escape routes” and serve as an invitation for armed robbery. There have
already been homicides at the 7-11 at San Antonio and Long Beach Boulevard
perpetrated so no witness would be left. My best friend is an Orange County Deputy
Sheriff fraud investigator. Before being assigned to fraud, he was exposed to other duties
including the retrieval of dead bodies (the Orange County Sheriff is also the Coroner). In
referring to convenience stores in general that sell alcoholic beverages and to 7-11’s in
particular, he says, and 1 quote “We don’t call them ‘Stop and Robs’ for nothing.” He has
also shared his knowledge with me that the better the available “escape routes”, the
greater the number of times an establishment will be robbed.

My basic request is that you, the Planning Commission, deny the CUP outright.
However, [ am aware of a staff recommendation for a security officer to be on site, but I
am vague in details for lack of having the staff report. Should you choose not to deny the
CUP, I certainly hope that you will support the staff recommendation for an armed
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security guard and that said officer be mandated to be present any time the 7-11 is open
for business. In my mind this officer need not be dedicated exclusively to the 7-11;
he/she could be cost shared on an hours-weighted basis by all the tenants in the new
development. If the developer is determined to create a robbery magnet, the least the
Planning Commission can do is to see to it that this risk is mitigated to the greatest extent
possible.

Rumor also has it that staff is recommending a 10PM “curfew” on the sale of beer and
wine (if the CUP is to be granted). While not at all in keeping with my fundamental
request for denial of the CUP, again I hope you will support this staff recommendation
should you choose to approve the CUP. Anything that will make this critical gateway
intersection safer will benefit all who reside in Greater Bixby Knolls and the city as a
whole.

In closing I again ask you to deny the CUP for the sale of beer and wine (for off-site
consumption) at 3410 Long Beach Boulevard.

As always I know this issue will receive thoughtful debate and consideration by the
Planning Commission, and for that [ am grateful.

Thank you,

-
(/ John Deats
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Planning Commission

City of long Beach

333 West Ocean Boulevard
Long Beach, CA 90802

Subject:  Application for Conditional Use Permit for the sole of Beer and Wine
(For off-site consumption} case number: 0408-05.

Dear Planning Commissioners:

Please note for the record, my objection to the granting of a Conditional Use
Permit (CUP) for the sale of beer and wine ot the proposed 7-Eleven store at 3410
Long Beach Boulevard. | am asking the Planning Commission to deny the CUP because
of the detrimental impacts on nearby neighborhoods. Some of these impads are:

Reduce Quality of Life

Increase Aggressive Panhandling (which includes disrupting traffic)
Increase liter discarded in residential areas

Increase traffic congestion ot key gateway intersection

Disrupt orderly movement of traffic onto and off of 1-405 Freeway
Reduce Public Safely (Increased Crime: likelihood of armed robberies)

Your thoughtful consideration in this matter is greafly oppreciated.

/E;spech(uﬂy submilted,

Woiure

Bodpors V2, 7
/ ' /

Your Name [printed]

AN Ceclor

Address

1B, CA 903_(___9_é

{ ) —
Phone number

Case Number: 0408-05



C.A. M. C. SEnwcss, Inc.

Community Association Management Consulting

3423-3425 Orange Avenue ® Lohg Beach, CA90807
1-888-312-CAMC » Tel. 562/424-4026 « Fax 652/424-9292 < E-Mail cameservices @ Aol.com

¥ Sanple Lcter Case No ; 0408-05

Regnest for conditional uye permit

‘2{( (\(’ ‘/[( < ( )\ for sale of Heer and Wine

(for off-site consuription)

August 18, 2663

Planuing Commission

€ itv of Loag Beach

333 West Ocean Boulevard
L.ong Beach, CA 99802

Deur Maaning Comamissioners:

Far the record, 1 ehject to the gezating of a Conditicual Use Permeit (CUP) for the sale of
beer and wine at the pyopesad 7-Eleven stare at the vorib-cast corner of Long Beach
LBoulevard and Wardlow Road (address: 3410 - 3d14: oka 3400 Lang Beach Bowlevard).
toam respesifuily requestiag that the Plavnioy Commission deny the CUP bocause of the
frppucis on the surronnding neightorhoods, These impacty include, hut ace not Himited ro:

Tsicreasced Aggressive Panhandling
Litter

¢ Increased Crime (vulnerability to robbery with proximity to 1-405 & 1-710 Freeways)
resualting in reduced property values in neighborhoods

e (ut of character for neighborhood and office corridor at gateway intersection
Disruptive and ingress/egress to 1-405 Freeway

¢  Traffic congestion

Thank you for your cousideration in the above referenced matter.,

Sincerely, j

Sign your name

ERAKE CoobE

Prin: vour rame

3 35— 7 ﬁﬂs’ﬂ DEN/ ﬂ VE L. 6 . Long Beach, CA 90807

¥ aur Amf“ AN

583 TXE~8S7 3

Your phone number
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CITY OF Categorical Exemption CE- |{p0 -04
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To: Office of Pianning & Research
1400 Tenth street, Room 1271
Sacramento, CA 95814

From: Department of Planning & Building
333 W. Ocean Blvd., 5th Floor
Long Beach, CA 90802

_X_ L. A County Clerk
Environmental Filings
12400 E. Imperial Hwy. 2nd Floor, Rm. 2001
Norwalk, CA 80650 .

Project Tite: - ¢ 4 e CubD % Atcolrol Sl oy
Project Location — Specific: __ S/ /\/ LON 260014 BIND.
Project - City: __ LY\ B f e H Project Location - County: Los Angeles

Activity Description;

Name of Public Agency Approving Project: C/A‘U\ & | o e @CLLV\

N
Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project:  * 7-'— %/ Exn) T rC
(Printed Name)

bttt TC 230 LABERT 2D, Fréa CA
- , {Mailing Address)

~ (1) 529 ) %‘K’% Z{jﬂéf\ﬂf}

o

(Telephone) AD Y METZ (Signature)

LONG BEACH CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

£

Statement of Support for this finding: __ V1 } "\ QiZQthQQ OF Xy 2@68_5%(65
Lead Agency
ADOKLM_Q&%@OJQE._ Area CoderTelephone: “AG2YSTO - )

The ﬁve project [as been found to be exempt from CEQA in accordance with the State Guidelines Section
X | SED(

Contact Person:

Signature: W@ Date: lO!z; 2‘2 4 Tive: _ ADYCVI(O A PLCLV]WQ%(
2 ; Signed by Lead Agen%@,ecg %L’Z’r&
& Signed by Applicant -




DRAFT

Commissioner Sramek made a motion to continue the item to the Planning
Commission hearing of November 18, 2004. Ccmmissioner Winn seconded the
motion, which passed 6-0. Commissioner Rouse was absent.

CONTINUED ITEMS

2. Case No. 0408-05, Conditional Use Permit, CE 04-160
Applicant: Colonia Investment Company, Ltd.
Subject Site: 3410 Long Beach Boulevard
Description: Request for the approval of a Conditional Use

Permit for the sale of beer and wine for off-premise consumption
at a 7-Eleven convenience store.

Vickie Becker presented the staff report recommending approval of the
Conditional Use Permit at a 7-Eleven convenience store. Ms. Becker also
stated that a change to Condition #14C had been recommended to provide
for an altermative security plan subject to review and approval from
the Long Beach Police Department, rather than providing a uniformed

security guard.

In response to a query from Commissioner Greenberg regarding the number
of limitations placed on the business in the Conditions of Approval,
Mr. Carpenter responded that while the project meets criteria for
approval, staff had received approximately 165 letters in opposition to
the approval of the project. Staff therefore took a conservative
approach in coming up with conditions that addressed the community’s
reasons why the project should be denied.

In response to a query from Commissioner Sramek regarding the removal
of a parking space, Mr. Carpenter responded that by removing the
parking space it would allow cars to enter and exit the parking lot
without causing traffic to back up on the street.

Ira Handelman, representative for the applicant, 20528 Vista de Oro
Place, Woodland Hills, commented that they accepted the conditions

recommended by staff.

Mr. Handelman stated that the proposed interactive security plan would
be more effective than a security guard. Westec Security was able to
monitor the store 24 hours a day, provide interactive voice control to
make audible announcements and if necessary call the police if there
was a problem. The plan for this site would also include eight security

cameras.

In response to a query from Commissioner Greenberg regarding
panhandlers, Mr. Handelman stated that the conditions prohibited the
sale of individual cans of beer and wine bottles under 750 ml. and that
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through good management and the interactive voice control pecple would
be encouraged to move on.

Steve Bigelow, 1449 Bryant Avenue, Tustin, loss prevention manager for
7-Eleven, stated that the interactive security system was present in 5
other Southern California locations and 25 locations nationwide. The
security plan keeps store employees from having to leave the store and
get involved in situations through the use of two-way speakers and
cameras that put them in direct contact with Westec Security.

Mr. Handelman commented that the program would be reviewed after ¢
months to see if there were any problems or areas that needed work. He
also remarked that they would be working with the Police Department on
the locations of camera placement in the parking lot to determine the
most effective spots for capturing license plate information.

Mike Weber, Long Beach Police Department, Planning & Research Section,
stated that he initially had concerns with the project due to its close
proximity to the freeway, however after discussing the interactive
security plan with the applicant’s representative he was willing to
preliminarily accept this plan over a security guard.

Officer Weber remarked that having security guard intervention
sometimes causes small incidents to escalate into larger situations. He
further stated that the amount of cameras and the angles of cameras
could provide information regarding vehicles coming to and from the
property and provide good descriptions of people on the site. The
interactive system could also pick up statements made by perpetrators
during crimes and later be used for prosecution.

Mike Cole, 3756 Pine Avenue, Board Member of the Los Cerritos
Improvement Association, stated that there was a lot of anxiety and
concern over having another liquor outlet in his neighborhood. Although
meetings with Mr. Handelman and Mr. Bigelow addressed many concerns of
the community, no neighbeorhood group or business was willing to endorse
the project.

Richard Ivey, 242 E. Bixby Road, stated that he was against the project
because of its proximity to the 710 and 405 freeway onramps. He
commented that the council office had been working to keep alcchol
sales away from that particular intersection and that an alcohol permit
had previcusly been denied to a gas station at the same intersection.

Mr. Ivey also stated that it was his understanding that the North Long
Beach Police Substation was so understaffed that they could not respond

to panhandling calls the same day that they were received.

Christine Stangeland, 3423 Orange Avenue, representing the Kensington
Green Condominium Owners Association, presented petitions from tenants
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that objected to the sale of alcohol at that location. She stated that
the tenants enjoyed the fact that the crime statistics were considered
low in their neighborhood and didn’t want to see that change because of
alcohol sales at that site.

Mr. Attiyah, owner of Liquor Land at 2580 Long Beach Boulevard, stated
that in the seven years that he had owned his business, he had seen the
demographics of the location change. He remarked that his business had
been broken into 5 times and held up twice, one of which was near
fatal. He stated that he was concerned that adding more alcohol
licenses in the area would cause an increase in crime.

In response to a query from Commissioner Greenberg, Mr. Attiyah
remarked that his business did not have much of a problem with
loitering.

In response to a query from Commissioner Winn, Mr. Attiyah stated that
alcohol sales made up 30-40% of his business, however he dealt mainly

in high-end wines.

In response to a query from Commissioner Greenberg, Mr. Attiyah, stated
that approximately 30% of his floor area was comprised of alcchol

display.

Samir Rosca, 4446 Linden Avenue, employee of Liquor Land, stated that
he got shot during a hold-up at Liquor Land. He stated that he did not
think that another alcohol license in the neighborhood was good for the
community and asked that the Commission deny the request.

Albert Gerra, 900 E. 36" Street, President of the Cal Heights
Neighborhood Association, stated that he did not have a problem with a
‘7-Eleven at the site, but he was against a liquor license. He remarked
that in his neighborhoocd there were 4 bars, 2 liguor stores and a Sav-
on and a Rite Aid, which also sold alcohol. The consensus in his
neighborhood was that they did not need another outlet for alcohol.

Mr. Handelman, responded that alcohol constituted only 15% of store
sales at 7-Eleven and only 5% of the store’s display area was for

alcohol.

In response to a query from Commissioner Stuhlbarg, Mr. Handelman
stated that almost all 7-Eleven stores had alcohol licenses and many of
those stores did not have the strict conditions that were required for

this project.

In response to a guery from Commissioner Gentile regarding why the gas
station was denied a permit to sell aleohol, Mr. Carpenter stated that,
to the best of his knowledge, the operator had made inquiries to the
City and to the neighborhood associations, but never filed an
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application for the alcohol license due to negative feedback from the
neighborhood dgroups.

In response to a query from Commissioner Gentile, Officer Weber stated
that a combination of proximity to the freeway, hours of operation and
alcohol sales made it necessary for the store to have a security plan

in place.

Commissioner Greenberg made a motion to approve the Conditional Use
Pexmit with a change in the Conditions of Approval regarding cthe
interactive security plan.

Commissioner Sramek stated that he wunderstood the neighborhood’s
concern that a 7-Eleven located near freeway onramps would create an
attractive nuisance for transients and therefore could not support the
project.

Commissioner Winn remarked that it was not the Commission’s job to
determine the market conditicns of the area and that the ABC’s criteria
regarding alcochol sales had been met for that site. He also remarked
that conditions were provided to address the concern of loitering.

The question was called and Commissioner Winn seconded the motion,
which pagsed 5-1. Commisgioner Rouse was absent.

REGULAR AGENDA

3. Case No, 0303-35, Site Plan Review, Vesting Tentative Tract Map,
Finding of General Plan Conformity for Right-of-Way Vacation,
ND 07-04
Applicant: Ben Besley, The Qlson Company
Subject Site: 133 The Promenade North
Description: Request for approval of S5ite Plan Review, Vesting

Tentative Tract Map No. 61304, and Finding of General Plan
Conformity for Vacation of Right-of-Way, to construct a five-
story mixed-use development with 97 residential condominium
units, 13,133 square feet of commercial space and 322 parking
spaces in a two-level subterranean garage.

Carclyne Bihn presented the staff report, recommending approval of the
mixed-use development. Ms. Bihn explained that the Redevelopment Agency
Design Review Subcommittee was acting as the lead agency in reviewing
the design of the project, while the Planning Commission was assuming a
supporting role in the design review when considering the entitlements.
She further stated that the agency had previously approved the
schematic design of the project on August 23, 2004.

Long Beach Planning Commission Minutes October 21, 2004 Page 9
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= § Attachment 3
=25 CITY OF LONG BE/
J!,f-'/’ DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BU
Aﬁﬁ 333 West Ocean Boulevard - 5th Floor e Long Beach, CA 80802 = (582) 570-8134

FAX (582) 570-80858

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

An appeal is hereby made to Yousr_‘_Honorable Body from the decision of the
(FEomirgAdrrmistrator on the 2 l day of Ocqrgep 1 << q-
Wﬁ’tanmng Comm:ssnon

APPELLANT. __ IO H DEwTs

APPL?CANT:;TAMSS%ZA/W (c;/ﬁz &aom‘m TnvEsT Gé')MPAf\/Y’ L‘TDJ
Project address: 21 C | onig BerAcdt BouceVALD

permits requested: (oaD/ 77enhe. (ST FerTeShce oF Eepe mmid s E
Project descﬁption:/R_iE‘(Q(.tES’T FTR., THE APPRGVAL oF A ﬂ,ewf)t‘ﬂoa/ L(FE‘ PEQM/T
Fo® THE SALE OF ResR AND WINE FR  SFF ~ PREMISE CoNSAMPTION AT

A E-ElevieN  conllENIENCE STORE,

Reason for appeal: 'ﬂé SALE g Bepr oD e AT THLS
CRYUTICAL. G ATAIAY s NTERSECTIOV  WILL  HAVE

ADVERSE s MPATS. o Vi ¢ Sarzry mn(Jusci v el dFie

Your appellant herein respectfully requests that Your Honorable Body reject the decision of the ()
-ZonirgAdministrater or (Y Planning Commission and ( )-eppeeve or {rdeny this application.

Signature of Appeliant; 7T ;

>nnt name of Appeffant:— gf‘\*\} Dm
Aailing Address: B0 PAC( F/C_//d([,f}\kz[ Z_@Y\E @5&\6‘1@4 C%‘ C?OSO?‘
‘hone No. 6_@@4_2—4 GETG6 Heme //{%L) 272 ~ 265 &2l

ote: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this form. A filing
‘e may be required.

=======czo=========STAFF USE O NLY=========ssssssss=====

wnter Staff:\_?{ﬂ_ Case No. O:}% "05 Date: ID’ Z@‘ 04/

ing Fee Required: {) Yes () No Application complete: (7(Yes () No
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CITY OF LONG BEACH

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

233 West Ocean Boulevard - 5th Fioor e Long Beach, CA 308C2 Py (562 5703754
FAX (582) 570-5058

)

:

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

An appeal is hereby made to Your Honorabie Body from the decision of the
( )Zoning Administrator onthe ="' dayof % 42019 i *
{4 Planning Comm:ssuon

B
APPELLANT: ' )’ AN ’ oo & ) ‘ .
APPLICANT: fm T (/;;,()\ v LT A} ] RO NS § \»/f f“
<zl 2 Y- j
Project address: _/_x’é‘, () /; f /?, i C:( X
D Lty i lic W] .
Permits requested: _\. ! [ SN AL S SN y A / ZQ I NG
T A T P N AT P
Proje description: R AR SR A PP ATy P LR VA
LT S o U 7 Nes
C\(i; S LN "A"& GO0 A AN e T A AN~ [CARESTRa AN
U gde €0 T ) R
W,}ch/ﬂf\( \*l\-"- !| - 53.*-}— .‘, - | [ ’—‘"TT’S.('"X .
o R Y S
Reasgm for appeali' ‘(*‘/ (AT e TRALO N G T AL L Ay N l\i
, : ;:L-‘f ; ,\ -

B . -
-

:
J\? i {7 A ,ﬁiv);“ll‘{" EEAREER 1L O {0 ey 4 VNN AL m V<

' R
Your appellant herein respectfully requests that Your Honorable Body reject the decision of the ()

Zoning Administrator or F?lqnnmg Commrs\smn’_hd’g approve or Jhdeny this application.
/' / / e P

Signature of Appellant: /\‘~ /7 A \ o T

Print name of Appellant: “ ] A 'l'\ VU
T3 et e A Y e

Mailing Address: Lo - ) L / ’ !

Phone No.

Note: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this form. A filing
fee may be required.
S==== =======8STAFF USE ONLY_ T T r TR

Counter Staff_?@ Case No. W’O% Date: ZOZZ@
Filing Fee Requnred () Yes?()' No Application complet;&) Yes () No



CITY OF LONG BEACH

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

333 Nest ocean Boulevard - Sth~icar e Lang Beach, CA 303C2 .

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

AN arpeal is hereby made to Your Honoratle Body from the decision of the
' ( )Zoning Administrator on the __Z fz-f/\ day of ¢ fefi, 8 20044
{(XPlanning Commission

Nt Aichard L. Toy

APPLICANT: II (DES 5/]/1}70,"1;7 (Pgﬁ) i L/uhn/ hjf')cfk;}rnrm ( L(A ff))
Project address: __ Z4/(/ Xﬂm rgfsm% gﬂ:jﬁmn\/

Permits requested: ({;ﬂrl.h'r'nfz/ Uow  Pornid dor thy Sk of Bior gl

2 £ . J .
Preject deSCﬂ'PTiOHLL_/ 4 PDiermit for  Soly ﬁf Decr qndd vy

APP

m

—

an (- - i . B - . 3 - I r -
‘Er’* ‘ L( 7[471’}",7343;’ Lo et o) ]gr’ VR a4 Q ,/;’f'f}w?»—-ral / -

Llevin  Store
Reascn fcr appeal: _6 Lvey dn{‘/ I/ yars éﬂ, /p_ 1, i ,[ jAl;__L 1’}«7/("/}/'( N )
_ Lg{f / 0‘(&”/"5 P/;[ 0 [Iz; F Ar /’J'{?f;}/?by'/éwn/ . Cf/;mlgz_

ﬁL Z {: , Jlx;{f /7;1 A}. « ‘:Jn[;/}/

Your appeliant herein respectfully requests that Your Honorable Body reject the decision of the ()

Zoning Administrator or () P| ing Co mj and (} approve or t)(deny this application.
Signature of Appellant: M AL '
. 7
Print name of Appellant: gt(«Aﬂ/(]/ Z. - P A
i WA A G5,
Mailing adaress: YR Cad i y (J./ A g 4 "’1“'(4, (B G5
Phone No. ( WRJ (15- 9503 / L

Note: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this farm. A filing
fee may be required.

Counter Staff; Case NO.M Date: /O

Filing Fee Required’ () Yes%c Application compietj{‘(es () No
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CITY OF LONG BEACH

DERPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
335 West Ocean Boulevard - Sth Flocer e {ong Beach, CA 90802 .
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APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

An a“peal is hereby made to Your Honorable Bedy from the decision of the

st r on the day of W Lot
(f Planning C'ommlssaon

APPELLANT, Aristine 13 S'i'?cw\qe-’]m\({;

appLcanT _amwes Shaban (DBAY Coloniel Tavestine st Co (4T0)
Project address: ;%’“/j 0 Lon q ffx(\(h Bl .

Permits requested: (,(‘H(l "{*l\o» {a | L Se f”)( 40 {”TL ﬁa ~the Sa [t‘.

o4 Beer & (Line.
Project deszription: !—?pc: ye st oy fht[kn.f)i AT e (‘hrf -t I\Ollfvt TR o

D&rlhl+ '\(‘r" {iie ;u‘(q (“‘ B&urq‘ LLin e ‘F‘({“ Gk - DH’vaC

C‘L\\Sun‘\}"ﬁt-t y oG R L Jein -STI’.-&*‘('-

Reason for appeal: ”\(‘ Sade, o e & Wene at-this interge He H

| 1uiﬂ [\m,. e ;_,-_(;l Ve SE E]-npad“& (oY ”i'f"l? (:QLL('L('l_f_L;{) C“f /;l‘-wtc: ;n"f I\ ©
dldjﬁ(‘f-*n"l‘ '|')€‘i'c\\l'hber/\c31d £ Riblic Sﬁw{’e{'—\.&

Your appellant herein respectfully requests that Your Honorable Body reject the decision of the ()
Zaning Administrator or { ) Planning Commission and () approve or () deny this applicauon.

Signature of Appellant: C,[L u\;ﬁlé) -B J}U’w‘iﬁn ed

Print name of Appellnt: C l\ ristine = %T&na eland

Mailing Adcress: 3923 Chran gL Fue L(n\n 36 (ICA (A—ch 50
Phene No. S56)- Yrd-go e

Note: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this form. A filing
fee may be required.

=s===ms===m==mz=m===STAFF USE ON[_Y === =mzzzozzas
Countgr Staff: Case No._{_ O% QFO Date: O Z(ﬁ

Filing Fee Required: () Yes M\io Application complete}ées () No




CITY OF LONG BEACH

b W DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

i
ol LTSRN

:

LoV 333 Wwesl Ocean Boulevard - 5t Fioar  Long Beach, CA 308C2 .

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

AN appeal is hereby made to Your Honorable Body from the decision of the
( }Zoning Administrator on the day of 19
Planning Commission

APPELLANT: M/{"/’u?p" / L&l\fé\,/
APPLICANT: _Ja// ¢4 Sh 4 hin g EA /QQ//DI?_/C( 14&’4)/‘74’1//7/'
rope sosress __ SYL Ly (3each (fvd,

! Permits requested:’ C (_,{_

Project description: j,-// Shie vath Lo ll’v?!‘hv deles

' Reason for appeal: B///L_ ‘l\ LN - .I/Z/ﬂ }’ //ﬂ) /ﬂ(‘{}/“’l [.Jf//
i thM/i(/L%Le IMPZH—'//J‘VL%{ ﬂb“C &4?‘4 Q'ltj

01; “/ I(fe ﬁ./ [2e 4 ] w/ﬂ@lq}a

Your appellant herem resoectful requests that our Honorable Body reJect the decision of the {)
Zoning Administrator or { nin Commt Wrove or { ) deny this application,

| Signature of Appellant:

I Print name of Appeliant: jl/y Cz'l d”\£ / UU‘
! Maiiling Address: 7\) (ﬁ IH -6 ﬁ’ufﬂt N

Phone No. L((J)/) Lg(id d ’21‘\

Note: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this form. A filing
fee may be required.

Counter Staff: 7&) Case No. /04‘06'06 Date: }D{Z@

Filing Fee Requirg( ) Ye%o Application complet_e)ées () No




CITY OF LONG BEACH

(HEHN
ol T
LT

) W DERPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
oy 2D Soue . CA30802 = 552 50ETS
A 73 Mee ocean 3culevard - S Ficar Lang 3each, 3 (SCZ) 537087354
FAX 282) 57050682

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

An appeal 1s hereby made to Your Honorable Body from the decision of the

{ 1Zoning Admlmstratqr cn ﬁ'*e day of 19
{ ) Planning Commlssnj ‘_7__ 5
APPELL ':' i /!!f’/" {

S

APPLICANT: JE AP )J' (s /m yed K/)ﬂﬂ/j] /ﬁ{m(/v }*\/ie’}if/ﬂr-( ?
Project acdress '\Z/_/(]‘fécﬂ ‘[ ¢ }["/f/'j %{(7 3
Permits requested: /ﬁr/{ %:r\‘ / /,(,;s ] ] ’

rolect descnptlon g W /’T/fjfw\ ,Lf LendsA /7[' L : /.' et —::1'/
’Huz Al f"'\ m’“ (’1" f{ " 2 U%J/ﬁ[ wVP’U{‘ znujm ﬂ/q//,m(b /cf &
/
a2 I’/ LT - " g b
D st fln b T W b
Reason for appeal | ] L{ SIRANAE RO f U, v A Toathing 1 e diled
- i - ‘ e - y
O3 &N RN %1P 'f/ b L v 2 A \EAA M i7 o LA G TUd L, e e
] U - ‘ i ' . ~
\)(‘W‘ A, 4 X."'*‘; ) P__’y : .’("\!'1_.&-” -‘({L-"u { "Y:x,-\ﬂ{—f—ff-'mfl’l* u ["-L'LC:{.’VD?L ff\fny\(%‘c‘u {0 v L

Your appellant herein respectfully requests that Youro-(onorabie Body reject the decision of the ()
Zoning Administrator or { ) Plannm,g.)Co mission and { ) approve or { ) deny this application.

.
“/)} £ o/ Lt

Print name of Appellant: 2Ll

Mailing Acdress: ‘311—/70 YL /‘)j/lf/// /J«g/

Pheone No. Sg 2- /’f”Z’fJ BQQQ

Note: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this form. A filing
fee may be required.

Counter Staff: % }2 Case No. m(ﬁ’% Date: \Ol 2@

Filing Fee Pequinéd: () Yes %No Apgiication complete/:D(Yes () No

Signature of Appellant:

A
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CITY OF LONG BEACH

J”}'}; DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
/9)’9,/9 3323 West Ccean Boulevard - 5th #icer . Long Beach, CA 20802 . (3G2; 370A1754
FAX {2E2) 570-5084

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

An appeal is hereby made tc Your Honorable Body from the decision of the
( )Zoning Administrator on the day of ® oo 74
(4 Planning Commission

APPELLANT. _~ § e?\»’f A\\T\\\i A =N

APPLICANT: ..Tpanes Sk B\m (:Db‘-\) (Zf(tfm(’( LuicyFome T (C' Uﬁ)
Project agdress: Ty f¢  lav-y B et hrvn LR Ca 5009
Permits requested: C G yidi Vo o 6 (¢ 1)4’ A~ ] AL Jh s & /6’%

"I-JJG-A

Project description: B Chut ¢ ik ge~Jo poilrsved o f Congly 1 (O o LS
P §ie Tl Sl e f Bewn of b gane ol ~pas
(Cwletyn )'»"fﬂ" v o7 A Lt Loy 22 vt £ one

Reason for appeal: _Z/:q. S A ‘/ A ~ Al e d /3/ 77»«:,7‘ Lo }r",-'_jr_’-('.r/'/c:.

Z /’// /?/vu_ e €5 o //p, Ty p 772_ //)c::/)'(’r:; )ﬂfi_‘;_

/% Q,Né«—ﬁ /{“74—&-

Your appellant herein respectfully request jt Your Honorable Body reject the decision of the ()
m

Zoning Administrator or { ) Planning Commjss prove or () deny this appiication.
Signature of Appellant: Z Z /

Pnnt name of Appeliant: . Q v V ;L'Jﬁ \lJ;LH
! “
Mailing Acdress: 953 ¢ L é’n }_JS f'(*‘---’/ bi Z- J3 (’,ﬂ_%, Ce ¢ ‘?d7
7 . o y
Phone No. fjd 2 724 _5/5 72.,—

Note: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this form. A filing
fee may be required.

==========z========STAFF USE ONLY— == ‘k‘;—.'========

Counter Staff: Case No. O‘['@g /OS Daffﬁ%

Fiting Fee Required: (} Yes () No Application comple(e: ()Yes () No




CITY OF LONG BEACH

Hinn
e LLTTTTTHEER
} Lt hi

/-1/,,3{,3‘ DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
‘ A" 331 \West Ccean Boulevard - St ricor e Long Beacnh, CA 30802 s (3823703154
FAX (2G2) 570-8063

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

An appeal is hereby made to Your Honorable Body from the decision of the
()Zoning Administratar on the day of 8w 2ca Y
() Planning Commission

APPELLANT. Np 21 /) $/<e —

APPLICANT: _ Jay+ 28 (lgﬂbnm [qu) (144«%‘( )i i(sh L7
(J /( {{_- _P)

Project address' 1T |2 Lé'*'i ‘, Bty bU g ec. //J
| Ce (u&\ ”-)(/'7' M L Z.t-n.z_g Z /['e"_r &‘Ll

! Permits requested: {/)s'\él “)(a
Project descnpnonz Gue }7— pare /""7-( v el f;Zﬂ N et he e (0 LA S

Porr d] S A ok f P losin M P,
(o 5&_77“-' “F o 7 /TN R

Reason for appeal /4 lc. 4«4{ A A "’"5 ,ALcCu log i ( Lo - % () zu/'“
Tl Aeeifiin tugld p/vers. .,,5(’ B ~ Jo df‘-ué-ul
L Lhe fpn AUiCHer Zav, %d Culats ] wjaas Couse.) ReCoers

'
Your appeliant herein respectfully requests that Your Honorable Body reject the dec)ég; of mle‘
! Zoning Administrator or () Planﬁ'&g—ﬁm) approve or { ) deny this application.

|: Signature of Appel[awK /L =
] Print name of Appeilant\/ Q):h Pt § A’{M‘f"—_ _#_L{
Mailing Address: _[/Z/(ﬁ f..[ vy g,fw\ BSL“( L J) €L 4 Z/ ;

Note: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this form. A filing
fee may be required.

s=================STAFF USE ONLY::::::""’ —1'—;' ====

Counter Staff: &/ Case NOM Date: JD’Zb

Filing Fee Requnred {) Yes}&}\io Application complete: Y4 Yes () No
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CITY OF LONG BEACH

/”A/’ DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
A

3733 West Ocean Boulevard - 5th Floor e Long Beach, CA 30802 e (582} 570-8154
FAX (562) 370-3068

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

An appeal is hereby made tc Your Honorable Body from the decision of the
{ YZoning Administrator on the day of 19 2004
M Ptanning Commission

APPELLANT: _. | &ottiea n‘-lCJ‘“.’C:E//KEpT" L e & AT

APPLICANT: JAME S o] [ DPA) Colomial iNVESTMENT co LTD

Project address: _ 2410 LONG BEACH PLNVD

Permits requested: €orDiTIORAL USE FoRl SALE OF PESS. ANND WINE

& oA L

Project description: RF GUAE @ T = A D00 e CF A oo a0l

MESE PERMI(T Fop THE SAHLE OF DEEe AniD WIKE Foe &FR-

PREMISE COMNGHUMPTICH AT A 7EEVEN % LikE Cld i

Reason for appeal THE A€ o BEER. AMND WINE CURBENTLY CCLLURS

‘A-T- MAIY LOCATICMNS (0 THE AREA AND MORE SuUcCH SHOLES ARS

MNUOT irnd JTI4E PEST IR TEREST OF OuUR. SAFETY e UALITY GF LIFE .

Your appellant herein respectfully requests that Your Honorable Body reject the decision cf the ()
Zoning Administrator or ( } Planning Commission and () approvefr {) deny Drs appiication

L

Signature of Appellant: 7 ] // Ll /%

< ' ;
Print name of Appellant: _Joui AL LEN ROYCE Fi.:,,..». 151 LOCKART

Mailing Address: _3LC1 CuVvE AVE LONEG SEACH GUBOT -A4152

T

PhoneNo(esLL) A% 7~-9¢C 54 , ﬁ'

Note: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this form. A filing
fee may be required.
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Counter Staff: \b Case No. %‘@ Date:‘l_QJ_Zﬁ
Filing Fee Requir@: () Yes (fNo Application complete: I)Qes {)No
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CITY OF LONG BEACH

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

WA 333 West Ocean Boulevard - 5th Floor e Long Beach, CA 30802 o (5962) 570-8154
FAX (582) 570-8068

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

An appeal is hereby made to Your Henorable Body from the decision of the
( )Zoning Administrator on the day of 19

\}D"lanmng Commission

APPELLANT: _ APEFPAT & urdes

APPLICANT: = Sxicborly (pBa) lelonw\  Weirent (o 4D
Project address: 3““0 Lot Bopc it BAVD

Permits requested: NPV Ll o€ Tkewiid YOU-THE Snle oF BEER AP WINE .
Project description: ATPUCAn - HAas BECQUSSTED A- LoNPItions) USE PEemir

. TihE Sree 2T Bose nV wONE 21 &FF =Siie wonseudmptin .

(O e 2aie oF BEEE Ak WINE A Tiis ubra'%aﬁw’i

Reason for appeal:

PS> e EiPuckion &F Qupidy, &7 aTe for zamcm
-l . T Aalso APYS At Ao e @%4\4 L CENS

|

|

|

I[ ' e L/a:omoo Q MD A?pvﬂ&nw A I AN %aaa D wws ng }
% Maam &104—@1\18& Wr?&p 1o "ﬂﬁ: LOZ AL B -

CON CEIN
Your appellant herein respectfulty requests that Your Honorable Body reject the decision of the ()

Zoning Administrator or () PIaWW&on and () approve or () deny this application.
Signature of Appeilant: jo

rl L
Print name of Appellant: AlBERT (CUERRA

Mailing Address: ACO £ - B ST~ LaNe Pomcih ﬁﬁ— TOE0D)
Phone No. L’@Zj AEL-12.577

5’ Note: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this form. A filing
fee may be required.
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Case No { 3!528 Date: 2 Z Z£2
es ()

() Yes No Application compfete
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Counter Staff:
Filing Fee Req
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CITY OF LONG BEACH

TG
ol T 10
LTI

/’QA/’ DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
/9//9’)/9’ 375 Aest ocean 2culevard - sth~icor e Long Beach, CA 308C2 « (26250534
FAX (362} 57C-5¢83

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

AN appeal is hereby made to Your Honorable Body from the decision of the
( YZoning Administrator cn the o~ day of (& 1 1R o ‘/
{ ) Planning Commission

SPOELLANT. (LA s b ) BELS

/ . - -~ <7 ; o . - ; F .
APPUICANT: _ JAantz = DU /g ny s (Lo lan 9. /,g, L1

. ! D -
Project address __ 1) Sl hopnvE SaiEA e /;./;’14’

' v i / e ‘-j’ ra - 4 g ’ e .
Permits requested: Cons oz o he HSE frphler /D/h. (G IS 4 Lt A
4

Project description: £'¢ oy~ /’ L AN Ie v R JF 4 (_3{_.{,[5 /L & AL af AEsu
v

Ao b s R gl G fp JUTENT S F e el i e, BT R 7S / SueE
7 - -

Reason for appeal: NECG A U AR T CA S A0 S A ET vooA A
OV SR ey DS g ST

Your appeliant herein respectfully requests that Your Honcrable Body reject the decision of the ()
.Zoning Administrator or () Planning Commission and ( } approve or () deny this application.

) -
Signature of Appellant: C‘L coi de o Py /IL "

Print name of Appeliant. _(C#(7) it s L1 TBjap s

Mailing Address: 270 e e B K /.: ot b LI A 2 e
/ Y i .
Phone No. f:’) o 7D -G 3 3G

Note: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this form. A filing
fee may be required.

Counter Staff: \/@) Case No. % ‘OZ) Date: )O 2@

Fiting Fee Required: () Yes jY/No Application compleWYes ()N




CITY OF LONG BEACH

I
ol A i
RUHEUHIT

)’QM DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
—_—— AAA ——— = Tz =T - — 0acz - TE o, SRS
Py 333 Jvest ocean Boulevarg - Sth Fioor Long Seach, CA 303C2 \38L) 37057534
FAX\882) 57253082

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

AN appeal is hereby made to Your Honoraoie Body frem the decisicn of the
{ }Zoning Administrator on the JJ day of Gofeby 4F200¢
{ ) Planning Commission

APPELLANT. ?aw? L CAw 74NC‘

APPLICANT: J,@W@c/ %M (DB8) Clponeld Sns Sl G (7D,
Project adcress: 3470 ;/;hc Al /,1.,!,....0

Permits requested: _ (rad.Feoma/ Lﬁa.{ @M’M\T quQLfZ,u{ Beew an e »

Prciect desgrption: Aw _An a.um..o /la QWM,L M Ié/

The Sl gﬁ,wumnﬁw lw{_ﬂm %Wﬁ()’//f‘hﬂl-

Reasor for appeal: _Mﬁﬁg&mﬁ_[ﬁﬁéd&lm afuel. Ty &:,4,%,
Al Ova. MMM

I o X dnfor T
Your appellant herein respectfully requests that Your Honorable Body reject the del ision of the ()
Zoning Administrator or { ) Planning Commission and () approve or { ) deny this appiication.

Signature of Appellant: l 67@-Q A Cug Font
Print name of Appellant: Poul & Cfﬂcj'f@f
Mailing Address: 373y Pocd kf"*"(
Phone No. ( S | /26 -»}36@{’

Note: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this form. A filing
fee may be required.
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CITY OF LONG BEACH

R
ot
\_{THTTHY

-'!’AA DEFARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
. L W, e - A SEIS - T
Y 337 Nest ocean Baulevard - 5th Fioer e Laong 8each, C 2 {3827 3:05 34
FAX (882 57C-5082

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

An appeal is herspby made to Your Honorable Body from the decision of the
( \Zoning Administrator on the day of e QA2 7/(//

(4 Planning C.ommission

SPPELLANT: \Df,’f et hu V)’]ﬂ all, f({ J—L/F,V

APPLICANT: } ; T 1) ) C
Project address: /{/‘/’//' K/“)’ / /%h[{(ﬁ/g @/@/

Permits requested;

Project description L { G 1€ nmﬂﬁr i~ Cv(Z//é ol }J{{{i ¢ WINEs {0

—

&P DLC /S e. e NPt @t 7-LE ) Stere

Reason foraopeale 78 /p LJ{'A(,H” ayd e 017’%/16 //77.’(1‘66(/740

_tm\l EY{W (L udse- I//)}/J‘mrf’@//} JU[&&//()Q”:W\/CP/@] W/?
T

Your appellant herein resoec*Tur?y requests that Your Honorable Body reject the decision of the ()
Zoning Administrator or { } Planning C omy ISSlOH and () approye ory) deny this application.

Signature of Appellant: /[/!/@f A /////(////ff/ U/LC (/
Print name of Appellant: b{rj/\z[llf/ \76[ !)2[ ﬁ/['{ IL (.,

Mailing Address: Q

Phone No. &)ZQ) })5/ //réé’

Note: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this form. A filing
fee may be required. :

Case Nooq'og% Date: O ?@

Filing Fee Reqijséd: () Yes ?('No Application completey Yes () No

Counter Staff:
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== CITY OF LONG BEACH
ﬂ’/"/"’ DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
Aﬁ/’ 75 Mest ocean Boulevard - St Ficor e {ong Beach, CA 308C2 e {Zc2 370554
FAX 1382} 570-3053
APPLICATION FOR APPEAL
AN appeal is hereby made to Your Honorable Bedy from the decision of the
{ YZoning Administrator cn the cay of 19
{ ) Planning Commission
p— o g - ! Y 7
APPELLANT RV B T SV N SR \
ST oy : . A S i : o
APPLICANT: P S N RN WY L 1o Lt S AN i‘y VI TR PR t\i/ oo4bpe
Project aderess _ Ve Lo koo Yol
“ J ) . . . y !
Permits requestegy ;_‘")rl AT \\ \r AN A FIRTIE AT -'.,; o '/ J'(;U\-""{ *"LL”"\- e
B . s : ] \
FProject description; .'fj.c.;; .-;..,f T v A T VI TS < ¢ . /P’i
- : f I‘ T ‘l."
, . L N N - ' R .
O i vy S i 0 3 e e $ r"?‘)f...ﬂi"?uJLr{z Ty s,
. o ‘ [
(. ’l\' i “- \ T‘J,f i n‘ !_( . \"- - 1\1‘ [N

L . c . T \ ' \
Reason for appeal o N RSN IR jad {'43;;@,,\ ety idoe 4 TR T Y *h\if —‘.ﬁt"\@ﬁ,&:ﬂ.,’

I. {

. : ‘ '\\ — : ) R 0
RS U N U G W :Nﬁ--'l T L 1)\,{%{1('.1"\ YA ,,k “*3‘ SN ".J'r/

L]
1 ru/’

\u.th. [— " :Lé-a TR AT I l {LG&.{J t'\ kti\\’ L g o

TN } e ‘J { J»\(ﬁ\\l fva oty P \H;L 't’" K
Your acpaHam her‘e:r resoectfully requests that Yeur Hondrable Body FGJECT the decision of the ()

Zoning Administrator or () Planning Commission and () approve or { ) deny this application.
- [ 7

Signature cf Appellant:J__“_’_,__.'.,.._, \-:_nk.ffq o

e T i
Print name of Appellant: Y:d i "1')'\ ‘i{\ \ L LAY \

. N N A I
Mailing Address: _ =5 55 (. \1"');;&(:_;'(’\(' "“r\‘{; ¢

Phone No. 7 *5(- 2 .“., L‘/ 2/ ¢ (_/ ‘*7 s .

Note: Please be sure to review the filing instructions on the reverse side of this form. A filing
fee may be required,.

______________ ====STAFF USE ONLY= R S ——

Counter Staff: Case NOM Date: Z

Filing Fee Requirdd: () Yes o Application :omplete)(v?es () No
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CEC-£-20R4 @S:56A FROM: JANET DEATS 562 424-6B835 TO: 576783

JOHN R. PDEATS
3600 Pacific Avenue
Long Beach, California 90807

City of Long Beuch
333 W. Ocean Boulevard
Long Beach, California 90802

(562) 424-6896

-

-~

o)

=

December 6, 2004 i
o
=
Mayaor Beverly O'Niell &
an

RE: Item #3 on Council Agenda for December 7, 2004
Dear Mayor O'Neill:

To be perfectly honest T do not know whether { should be pleascd or pecved that the
above referenced item was agendized us:
3. ADVISORY BODY: PLANNING COMMISSION
SUBJECT: Appcals of John Dcats, ctal ......

It is imporant 1 note that this is not 1 Juhn Deats issuc, but rather a Greater Bixhy
Knolls neighborhoods ixsue.  For the record, | can claim partial authorship for both
versions of the form letter that many people (I have heard that it was vver 150) submitted
to the Planning Commission. At the outside I might be respoansible tor at most one-fourth
of those letters being signed and sent to city hall. I did explain Lo thosc people whom I
asked to sign a letrer that this would earn them “Aggrieved Stawus” should they wish to
file an appeal if they did not agree with the decision of the Planning Commission.

Tt is my understanding that over one dozen individuals have filed appeals. The only
appeal for which I am responsibie is my own. 1 was out ol the staic at the time of the
Planning Commission hcaring and did not return until well aller the cut-oft for filing
appeals. Anticipating that the Planning Commission would muke a decision that I would
object 1o, I packed a blank appcal form in my luggage. Upon confirming the oulcome of
the Planning Commission hearing by a Iong-distance phone call, T completed my appeal
form and submitied it by fax; the “ink-signed” criginal followed by U. S. mail.

There is absolutely no way that 1 can tuke credii for the vther people who filed appeals.
Since returning to Long Beach T have become uware of the identity of a few of the other
appcllants. The namcs that I do recognize are known to me as bright, intelligent. sirong-
willed, articulatc and caring citizens of Long Beach. Their appeals and their nights as
appellants should be &ivcn the same weight and consideration as mine. Everyone of them
who aliends on the 77 deserves 10 be heard in [ull.

DEC-26-2004 @9:34 SEZ 424-6396 97
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DEC-e-20R4 &9:36R FROM: JANMET DERTS 562 424-6836 TO: 5726789

Page 2
RE: ltem #3 on agenda
December 6, 2004

Reflecting on recent practices in conducting appeal hearings before the City Councl, it is
apparent that you prefer o have only one individual deliver the rebuttal [or the
appellant’s side. While it can probably be argued that each and cvery appellant has a
right to rebuttal under prevailing law, your method has certainly been more efficient.
Thercfore, I am volunieering 1o deliver the appellant rebuttal il you decide that only one
will suffice.

It is certainly cncouraging to me that su many of my fellow citizens from so many
neighborhoods have scen fit to weigh in on this matter. It has been a long and arduous
process. Thope and pray that the City Council will have the wisdom and the fortitude to
make the proper decision and the appropriate findings.

Sincerely,

John R. Deats X

C:  Robert Shannon, City Altormey
Larry Herrera, City Clerk

DEC-P6-28R4 @9:34 562 424-6896 967
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