CITY OF LONG BEACH H-1

DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

333 West Ocean Blvd., 3rd Floor Long Beach, CA 90802  (562) 570-5237  Fax: (562) 570-6205

May 6, 2014

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL
City of Long Beach
California

RECOMMENDATION:

Receive the supporting documentation into the record, conclude the public
hearing, consider the appeals from John LaBelle, Carolyn LaBelle, Anita
Hrishikesan and Jeff Bovernam, and Mark Nevin with 56 others, and uphold the
decision of the Planning Commission to approve a Categorical Exemption (CE13-
095), Site Plan Review and Conditional Use Permit to allow the demolition of two,
one-story commercial buildings, and the construction of a 1,899-square-foot
Dunkin’ Donuts ready-to-eat establishment with a drive-thru lane, located at 5560
East 7" Street in the CCA zoning district. (District 3)

DISCUSSION

On February 6, 2014, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on the Site
Plan Review and Conditional Use Permit request for the demolition of two, one-story
commercial buildings and the construction of a 1,889-square foot, one-story Dunkin’
Donuts ready-to-eat establishment with a drive-thru lane (Exhibit A —~ Plans and
Photographs). After considering testimony from the public and applicant, the hearing was
continued to March 6, 2014. On that date, the Planning Commission received the
supporting documentation into the record, concluded the hearing, and voted 5-2 to accept
the Categorical Exemption (CE 13-095) (Exhibit B — Categorical Exemption), and approve
the Site Plan Review and Conditional Use Permit, subject to conditions (Exhibit C —
Findings and Conditions of Approval). Four separate appeals to the Planning
Commission’s decision were filed within the 10-day appeal period. One appeal formhad a
primary appellant, Mark Nevin, with 56 other co-appellants listed on the form (Exhibit D —
Appeals). Issues raised in the appeals related to potential traffic impacts due to the project
and its configuration on the site, the City’s definition of the use as a “ready to eat’
establishment, and issues with the City’s approach to reviewing the project in conjunction
with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). '

The subject site is located on the southwest corner of Flint Avenue and 7™ Street in the
Community Commercial Automobile-Oriented (CCA) zone (Exhibit E- Location Map), and is
currently developed with two, one-story commercial buildings; .a,1,100-square-foot retail
liquor store and an 864-square-foot coffee shop ‘with two"drive-thru lanes, including a
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distinctive donut-shaped pole sign. The liquor store is vacant and the coffee shop is
currently occupied. According to building permit records, both commercial buildings were
constructed in 1958. Since the City did not keep building permit records for signs back in
1958, staff assumes that the sign, which is constructed through the roof of the coffee shop,
was constructed at the same time the building was constructed in 1958.

The CCA zoning district permits retail and service uses for an entire community, including
convenience and comparison-shopping goods, restaurants, and associated services. The
CCA zone allows ready-to-eat establishments as of right. A ready-to-eat establishment
with a drive-thru lane is allowed with the approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) when
special development standards can be met. Special development standards prohibit fast
food restaurants abutting a residential zone (Section 21.52.231), but a ready-to-eat
establishment with a drive-thru lane is allowed with a CUP. A ready-to-eat establishment is
defined as a use that sells food in a form that is ready to eat at the time of sale, and is
primarily designed for takeout, with on-site service area limited to one hundred fifty square
feet of dining/in front of counter area. While the proposed use exceeds this limitation,
other features of the proposed floor plan, such as the lack of a full kitchen, support the
definition as a ready-to-eat establishment as opposed to a fast food restaurant or a sit-
down restaurant. Full service kitchens are not allowed in ready-to-eat establishments.
Uses such as bakeries, delicatessens, donut shops, ice cream shops, and yogurt shops
are common ready-to-eat establishments, and staff has consistently defined such
businesses as Starbuck’s and It's a Grind, as ready-to-eat establishments. The lack of a
full kitchen significantly minimizes the potential impact to adjacent properties as there will
be no smoke or odors typically associated with fast food restaurants. In this case, the
project meets all other applicable zoning regulations, including parking requirements and
drive-thru queuing standards. Additionally, the applicant originally considered placing the
drive-thru lane adjacent to the nearest resrdentral property Based on staff discussions, the
site plan oriented the drive thru lane along 7" Street and away from the resrdentral
neighbors to reduce potential nuisances associated with cars idling, noise from the speaker
box at the point of ordering, and other issues associated with a drive-thru.

At the February 6, 2014 Planning Commission hearing, many speakers testified to the
importance of retaining the giant donut sign on site. The donut sign is a prime example of
thematic architecture popularized in the late 1950’s. As a result of the public testimony and
at the direction of the Planning Commission, staff added a Condition of Approval requiring a
separate permit under the Creative Sign regulations, which will retain the donut sign on site,
and allow corporate branding to be incorporated into the design. The Planning Commission
approved this Condition of Approval as part of their March 6, 2014 approval of the overall
project.

Also in February, many speakers testified about potential traffic impacts, issues with
queuing on and off site, accessibility to and from 7" Street, and the potential for cut-through
traffic to utilize the adjacent neighborhood streets or alley to bypass 7" Street. As
proposed, the project includes a five-foot dedication along the western property line to
widen the throat of the alley, and will remove exrstrng nonconforming curb cuts on 7" Street
and consolidate traffic to one access point on 7" Street and one access point on Flint
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Avenue. Staff subsequently added a Condition of Approval providing the City Traffic
Engineer with the ability to require traffic improvements if traffic impacts materialize after
the business operations have commenced. The Planning Commission approved this
Condition of Approval as part of their March 6, 2014 approval of the overall project.

Subsequent to the Planning Commission decision, corrections were made to the findings
and conditions of approval removing any references to restaurant and replacing them with
ready-to-eat establishment. This was done to be consistent with the decision of the
Planning Commission to avoid confusion moving forward. The changes to the findings and
conditions are shown as strikethroughs and underlined text in the attachments.

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), a Class 3 (new
construction of small projects), Categorical Exemption (CE13-095) was prepared. The
project is not increasing density or overall building square footage on the site as compared
to existing conditions, does not require a zoning or General Plan land use modification, is
replacing a similar use, and the site is considered an infill site. For these reasons and
more, a Categorical Exemption is the appropriate level of environmental review under
CEQA for this project.

The proposed development will significantly improve the property with a new one-story
commercial building, new block walls along property lines to provide better separation from
adjacent residential uses, new paving, curbs and landscaping. Further, the project Wl||
remove two outdated commercial buildings, remove two existing curb approaches on 7"
Street and provide for improvements to the alley along the entire depth of the site. The
proposed Dunkin Donuts will be one of the first stores built in Southern California by this
national franchise. Staff feels the project will significantly improve a very busy and
prominent corridor in the City with a contemporary building and new landscaping. Thus,
with the revisions to the design and improvements to the lot, along with the incorporated
Conditions of Approval, staff is recommending approval of this project and a denial of the
appeals.

This matter was reviewed by Assistant City Attorney Michael Mais on April 22, 2014 and by
Budget Management Officer Victoria Bell on April 16, 2014.

TIMING CONSIDERATIONS

Section 21.21.504 of the Long Beach Municipal Code requires City Council action within 60
days of receiving an application for appeal. The first of the four appeals was received on
March 13, 2014,

FISCAL IMPACT

There is no fiscal or local job impact as a result of the recommended action.
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SUGGESTED ACTION:

Approve recommendation.
Respectfully submitted,

J. BODEK, AICP
ECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
APPROVED:

<l

PATRICK H. WEST
CITY MANAGER

AJB:JW:SV
P:\ExOfc\CC\2014\5.06.14 Dunkin Donuts Appeal v5.doc

Attachments:  Exhibit A: Plans and Photographs
Exhibit B: Categorical Exemption CE 13-095
Exhibit C: Revised Findings and Conditions of Approval
Exhibit D: Appeal Applications
Exhibit E: Location Map



EXHIBIT B
NOTICE of EXEMPTION from CEQA

DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES | PLANNING BUREAU
333 W. OceaN BLVD.. 5™ FLOOR. LONG BEACH. CA 90802
(562) 570-6194 Fax: (562) 570-6068
Ibds.longbeach.gov

TO: [] Office of Planning & Research FROM: Department of Development Services
1400 Tenth Street. Room 121 333 W. Ocean Blvd. 5" Floor
I‘z/%cramento. CA 95814 Long Beach. CA 90802
L.A. County Clerk

Environmental Fillings
12400 E. Imperial Hwy. 2" Floor. Room 2001
Norwalk. CA 90650

Categorical Exemption CE- fg'oq‘s

Project Location/Address: 5560 E. 71"‘\ <§TM¢T

Project/Activity Description: Demotisn —hm:' w-?ﬁow Comwebe tar Bw(dms'_x GRD
Cosrrvet @ Ote-sWIy (59 square foor peady-to-eat Errablcment | (v
ConTinenan  wtth a  Grive-Thy [ane .

Public Agency Approving Project: City of Long Beach, Los Angeles County, California

Applicant Name: __Tow CA:Q«VTER/ | Feanmier Tavegtinent €
Mailing Address:__ (510 NEUPWET Cerleh Diwe Svite U0 ;| WewZT Beach, A Q2660

Phone Number: Applicant Signature:

BELOW THIS LINE FOR STAFF USE ONLY

Application Number: i10-11 Planner’s Initials: S‘/ ,
Required Permits: Clde Plan Peview A Conothoval 86 Yepmrt

THE ABOVE PROJECT HAS BEEN FOUND TO BE EXEMPT FROM CEQA IN ACCORDANCE WITH
STATE GUIDELINES SECTION /5307, (lass Z, Lery Coprirvtign of Sma)) Sprvctyies

Statement of support for this finding: (245 reijon &7 feitav eyt Jess o
2 -
{l f&&’ )7 /f 1’}', //;‘J'/ @Y 24

Contact Person:_ 72, /// 4 /:*(%;:eé,/ Contact Phone: _£4Z~ z /‘&"'65{ 7
Signature: /7 £ [{/{Z‘ Date: 7/ 18109

Revised December 2013
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EXHIBIT C

SITE PLAN REVIEW AND CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
5560 E. 7th Street
Application No. 1310-11
Date: May 6, 2014

1. A Site Plan Review and Conditional Use Permit aproval to allow the
demolition of two one-story commercial buildings and construction of a
one-story, 1,889-square-foot ready-to-eat establishment restaurant, in
conjunction with a Conditional Use Permit request for a drive thru lane at
5560 E. 7th Street in the CCA zoning district.

2. This permit and all development rights hereunder shall terminate one year
from the effective 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.

3. 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 Acknowledgement Form supplied
by the Planning Bureau. This acknowledgment must be submitted within
30 days from 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).

Special Conditions:

4. Subject to a separate Creative Sign Application, the existing donut sign
shall be evaluated and brought up to current standards. This will include
the addition of signage consistent with the applicant’s intended use which
will be integrated into the sign to the satisfaction of the Director of
Development Services. The sign will be placed in a location on site to the
satisfaction of the Director of Development Services.

5. Prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, the applicant shall
provide traffic counts and a corresponding traffic report, to the satisfaction
of the City Traffic Engineer, explaining current turning movements into and
out of the site from Flint Street, 7" Street, and the portion of the alley that
directly abuts the adjoining residential properties during typical morning
and afternoon time periods Traffic counts and corresponding reports shall
also be provided by the applicant at six months and at one year after the
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy. All traffic counts and
corresponding traffic reports will be reviewed and analyzed by the City
Traffic Engineer. Should the City Traffic Engineer determine that the
project has caused a significant change in traffic patterns that negatively
impact the surrounding neighborhood, the City Traffic Engineer may
require that the applicant develop and implement traffic control changes
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10,

11.
12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

on site, potentially including, but not limited to, pavement markings,
channelization, and signage to address the impacts at the applicant's cost.

The applicant shall replace the existing wood fence located at the alley
with a six-foot-tall block wall.

A five-foot-wide landscape buffer shall be provided along Flint Avenue,
along the rear property line, and at the public alley. One tree and three
shrubs shall be planted for every 15 linear feet of the property line. All
landscaping shall be drought tolerant. The use of palm trees is prohibited.

The building shall be constructed as shown on the approved plans on file
with the City of Long Beach, except as modified by said conditions. The
Site Plan Review Committee shall approve any alterations or modification
to the plans.

The north facing elevation shall be modified by incorporating faux
windows, landscaping, or commercial identification signage to the
satisfaction of the Director of Development Services.

Signage shall be placed at the driveway entrance at the alley and at the
exit to the drive-thru to direct customers to the exits and drive-thru
entrance.

Installation of any exterior newsstands, pay phones or vending machines
shall be prohibited.

Video or coin operated games and the like shall be prohibited on site so
as to discourage loitering on the premises.

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.

An attendant shall monitor the drive-thru lane when more than ten vehicles
are stacked in the drive-thru lane to mitigate potential traffic issues on 7"
Street and Flint Avenue.

The parking lot and building shall be significantly lit to reduce loitering.
The lights shall be limited_to 15-feet in height and contain glare shields.
The lighting plan shall be approved to the satisfaction of the Chief of
Police.

The hours of operation for the business and drive-thru lane shall be limited
to 5 a.m. — 10:00 p.m., Monday-Sunday.
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17.

18.

Security cameras shall be installed along the exterior of the building to
monitor the business on a 24-hour basis. The cameras should monitor all
portion of the property, to the satisfaction of the Director of Development
Services.

The speakers associated with the drive thru lane shall not face the
residential properties to the south. Additional landscaping shall be added
along the south property line, to reduce the potential noise from the
speaker, to the satisfaction of the Director of Development Services.

Standard Conditions:

19.

The developer shall complete the following requirements to the
satisfaction of the Director of Public Works:

GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

a. Prior to the start of any on-site/off-site construction, the Developer shall
submit a construction plan for pedestrian protection, street lane
closures, construction staging, shoring excavations and the routing of
construction vehicles (excavation hauling, concrete and other
deliveries, etc.).

PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY

b. The Developer shall construct all off-site improvements needed to
provide full ADA accessibility compliance within the adjacent public
right-of-way to the satisfaction of the Director of Public Works. If a
dedication of additional right-of-way is necessary to satisfy ADA
requirements, the right-of-way dedication way shall be provided to the
satisfaction of the Director of Public Works.

c. The Developer shall dedicate and improve 5 feet of right-of-way for
alley purposes and relocate existing facilities as necessary to
accommodate the alley widening.

d. The Developer shall dedicate and improve 5 feet for sidewalk purposes
along 7" Street adjacent to the project site resulting in a 10.5 —foot-wide
public walkway. Improvements shall be constructed with Portland
cement concrete to the satisfaction of the Director of Public Works.

e. The Developer shall reconstruct the full width of existing alley
pavement adjacent to the project site and construct the alley curb return
at 7" Street to align with the new alley widening to the satisfaction of
the Director of Public Works.

ENGINEERING BUREAU

f. The Developer shall be responsible for the maintenance of the off-site
improvements during construction of the on-site improvements. All off-
site improvements found damaged as a result of construction activities
shall be reconstructed or replaced by the Developer to the satisfaction
of the Director of Public Works.
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g. The Developer shall construct a new 4-foot-wide parkway within the

public walkway along 7th Street fronting this project site. The parkway
shall be located south of the curbface and the 6.5-foot widened
sidewalk to the satisfaction of the Director of Public Works.

The Developer shall improve the parkway with drought-tolerant accent
shrubbery and permeable groundcover such as decomposed granite as
described in Section 21.42.060 of the Municipal Code, to the
satisfaction of the Director of Public Works.

The Developer shall provide for new street trees with root barriers and
irrigation within the treewalls where a tree is missing adjacent to the
project site on Flint Avenue. The Developer and/or successors shall
privately maintain all street trees, landscaping and sprinkler systems
required in connection with this project.

The Developer shall contact the Street Tree Division of the Department
of Public Works, at (562) 570-2770, prior to beginning the tree planting,
landscaping, and irrigation system work. The Street Tree Division will
assist with the size, type and manner in which the street trees are to be
installed. The use of palm trees is prohibited.

The Developer shall provide for the resetting to grade of existing
manholes, pullboxes, and meters in conjunction with the required off-
site improvements to the satisfaction of the Director of Public Works.
The Developer shall repair the cracked, uplifted, asphalt patched and/or
deteriorated sidewalk pavement adjacent to the construction site along
Flint Avenue. Sidewalk improvements shall be constructed with
Portland cement concrete to the satisfaction of the Director of Public
Works. All sidewalk removal limits shall consist of entire panel
replacements (from joint line to joint line).

. Public improvements shall be constructed in accordance with approved

plans. Detailed off-site improvement plans shall be submitted to the
Department of Public Works for review and approval.

TRAFFIC & TRANSPORTATION BUREAU

n. The Developer shall remove the driveways along 7" Street adjacent to

the project site and replace with full-height curb, curb gutter, sidewalk
and parkway as required in line items “g”. Sidewalk improvements shall
be constructed with Portland cement to the satisfaction of the Director
of Public Works. Ingress and egress for the drive-through and parking
lot shall be from Flint Avenue or the north/south alley west of the
development site. Contact the Traffic and Transportation Bureau at
(562) 570-6331 to request additional information regarding driveway
construction requirements.

The Developer shall salvage and reinstall all traffic signs that require
temporary removal to accommodate new construction within the public
right-of-way. All traffic signs shall be reinstalled to the satisfaction of the
City Traffic Engineer.

The Developer shall replace all traffic signs and mounting poles
damaged or misplaced as result of construction activities to the
satisfaction of the City Traffic Engineer.
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20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

g. The Developer shall repaint all traffic markings obliterated or defaced
by construction activities to the satisfaction of the City Traffic Engineer.

r. All traffic control device installations, including pavement markings
within the private parking lot, shall be installed in accordance with the
provisions of the Manual On Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD),
2012 edition (i.e., white parking stalls, stop signs, entry treatment
signage, handicapped signage, etc.).

s. The Developer shall contact the Traffic & Transportation Bureau, at
(562) 570- 6331, to modify the existing curb marking zones, adjacent to
the site.

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 shall 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 approval is required to comply with these conditions of approval as
long as the use is on the subject site. As such, the site shall allow periodic
re-inspections, 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 City Council (Sec.
21.25.412, 21.25.212).

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

page.

The Director of Development Services is authorized to make minor
modifications to the approval design plans or any of the conditions of
approval if such modifications shall not significantly change/alter the
approved design/project. Any major modifications shall be reviewed by
the Planning Commission, respectively.

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 all public
parkways).
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26.

27.

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

As a condition of any City approval, the applicant shall defend, indemnify,
and hold harmless the City and its agents, officers, and employees from
any claim, action, or proceeding against the City or its agents, officers, or
employees to attack, set aside, void, or annul the approval of the City
concerning the processing of the proposal/entittement or any action
relating to, or arising out of, such approval. At the discretion of the City
and with the approval of the City Attorney, a deposit of funds by the
applicant may be required in an amount sufficient to cover the anticipated
litigation costs.



EXHIBIT C

2" Revision
SITE PLAN REVIEW

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FINDINGS
5560 E. 7" Street
No. 1310-11
March 6, 2014

Pursuant to Section 21.25.206 of the Long Beach Municipal Code, a Conditional Use
Permit can be granted only when positive findings are made consistent with the
following criteria set forth in the Zoning Ordinance. These findings and staff analysis are
presented for consideration, adoption and incorporation into the record of proceedings:

1. 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;

The subject site is located in Land Use District 8N — Shopping Nodes and within
the Community Automobile-Oriented (CCA) zoning district. The CCA zoning
district allows retail, ready-to-eat restaurants_establishment, office and service
related uses by right. The operation of a drive-thru lane requires approval of a
Conditional use Permit (CUP). A CUP is consistent when it carries out the intent
of the land use district in which is located, and otherwise complies with the
required findings of the Zoning Regulations. Approval of a Conditional Use
Permit would allow a commercial use with conditions of approval required.

The Land Use Element designation of LUD 8N — Shopping Nodes was created to
accommodate retail and service uses exclusively, primarily in small clusters. It is
widely dispersed in the form of numerous clusters of neighborhood-serving uses.
The district requires adequate off-street parking, minimization of curb cuts,
maximization of side street access, and de-emphasis of curbside parking. The
proposed drive-thru and ready-to-eat restaurant establishment- will operate on the
project site and, as conditioned, will eliminate two curb approaches, thereby
emphasizing side street access, while at the same time de-emphasizing curb side
parking by providing adequate off-street parking. Furthermore, the construction
and operation of the drive-thru lane is designed to allow exiting from the
north/south alley and Flint Avenue. As such, all customers visiting the site will be
directed by signage to exit the site at either Flint Avenue or the public alley. The
customers visiting the site are expected to come eastbound on 7" Street, since
accessibility from 7" street heading westbound is not allowed. With incorporated
conditions of approval, which includes adequate directional signage, the proposal
is consisted and carriers out the intent of the General Plan.

The subject site is not within the Coastal Zone.
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2,

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

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act and the CEQA
Guidelines, a Categorical Exemption (CE 12-032) was prepared for this project
and is attached for your review.

The propose use ‘is not anticipated to be detrimental to the surrounding
community as the proposed drive-thru design far exceeds the required queuing
distance for drive-thru lanes. Furthermore, with the closure of two curb
approaches on 7™ Street and the utilization of the alley and Flint Avenue as exits,
the traffic flow and potential backups will be reduced.

It is anticipated that the peak hours of drive-thru usage and functionality will be
from 6:00 a.m. — 9:00 a.m., and 4:00 p.m. — 6:00 p.m., Monday thru Friday, with
a gradual decline in traffic thereafter. These peak hours occur before most
businesses are open. Thus, the drive-thru functionality is not expected to
increase the amount of trips in the areas, as it will service commuters that are
already established. However, to address potential issues with vehicles traveling
into the residential neighborhood to the south, conditions of approval are
incorporated to address potential negative impacts. Conditions of approval will
require the applicant to provide traffic counts before the building is constructed,
6-months and one-year after issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy. The traffic
counts will be used to determine what impacts need to be mitigated, per the City
Traffic Engineer. In addition to traffic counts, the hours of operation were limited,
directional signage required, and compliance with all applicable standards of the
Health Department. Approval of such requested Conditional Use Permits
enables the City to enforce these conditions and address potential nuisances that
may arise in the future.

THE APPROVAL IS IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE SPECIAL CONDITIONS
FOR THE USE ENUMERATED IN CHAPTER 21.52

Chapter 21.52 has standards pertaining to restaurants and fast food eating
facilities. The following conditions shall apply to fast-food restaurants. Although
the proposed use is not defined as a fast food restaurant, staff provided these
conditions to show how the use was being defined.

A. The site shall not adjoin or abut a residential use district;

The property is abutting a residential use district. Although the standards
prohibit fast-food restaurants near residential districts, the use is by definition
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not considered a fast-food establishment. A "Ready-to-eat restaurant"
establishment is a use, whether it meets the definition of "restaurant” or not,
that sells food in a form that is ready to eat at the time of sale, and is primarily
designed for takeout, with on-site service area limited to one hundred fifty
(150) square feet of dining/in front of counter area. Full service kitchens are
not allowed in "ready-to-eat restaurants_establishments". Such uses as
bakeries, delicatessens, donut shops, ice cream shops, and yogurt shops are
common ready-to-eat restaurants_establishments. The proposed Dunkin’
Donuts will provide coffee, donuts, and breakfast sandwiches to their
customers. The coffee and sandwiches sold will be prepared off-site and
delivered to the store for consumption. To demonstrate they are a ready-eat-
restaurant—establishments the proposed floor plan does not show a full
kitchen or a bakery. Only microwaves and sinks will be provided. The
definition also states that, such uses as donut shops, delicatessens, and
bakeries are common ready-to-eat restaurants_establishments. The proposed
use offers donuts, coffee and breakfast sandwiches (delicatessens), and
operates very similar to Starbucks. The proposed use clearly meets the
definition of a ready-to-eat restaurant establishment, with the exception of the
150 square feet of dining limitation. The 150 square foot limitation of dining
areas was implemented to allow for the conversion of existing retail
establishments into ready-to-eat restaurants_establishments, since parking
standards are the same for both (4 per 1,000). The intent was not to limit the
square footage of new ready-to-eat restaurants—establishments when
adequate parking could be provided. There are numerous examples
throughout the city, where a ready-to-east restaurant—establishment was
approved with a dining area more than 150 square feet in size. A couple of
examples are the Starbucks in Belmont Shore and 7" Street and Park
Avenue. Another example of ready-to-eat establishments is Subway and
Togo’s restaurants.

B. The proposed site shall not interrupt or intrude into a concentration of
retail uses and shall not impede pedestrian circulation between retail
uses;

The proposed ready-to-eat restaurant-_establishment and drive thru lane will
not interrupt or intrude into a concentration of retail uses and will not impede
pedestrian circulation between retail uses. With the improvements to the lot,
the site will be improved, alleyways and sidewalks widened and circulation
improved between adjoining retail uses.
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C. The use shall not constitute a nuisance to the area due to noise, litter,
loitering, smoke or odor; and

Operational conditions of approval were added to address potential issues
with noise, litter, smoke and odor.

D. Order board speakers shall be oriented and directed away from adjacent
residential uses

A condition was added, requiring the menu board to be re-oriented away from
adjacent residential uses. Furthermore, additional landscaping and a new
block wall will be required, which will help reduce the potential impact that the
noise emanating from the menu board may have.



EXHIBIT C

2"4 Revision
SITE PLAN REVIEW FINDINGS

App. No. 1310-11
Date: Mar 6, 2014

Pursuant to Chapter 21.25, Division V of the Long Beach Municipal Code, the Site Plan
Review Committee or City Planning Commission shall not approve a Site Plan Review

unless positive findings are made consistent with the criteria set fourth in the Site Plan

Review regulations.

1. THE DESIGN IS HARMONIOUS, CONSISTENT AND COMPLETE WITHIN
ITSELF AND IS COMPATABLE IN DESIGN, CHARACTER AND SCALE, WITH
NEIGHBORING STRUCTURES AND THE COMMUNITY IN WHICH IT IS
LOCATED;

The proposed demolition of two one-story commercial buildings and construction
of a one-story ready-to-eat is located in LUD No. 8N - Shopping Nodes and
within the Community Automobile-Oriented (CCA) zoning district. The CCA
zoning district allows retail, restaurant_establishment, office and service related
uses by right. The construction of a ready-to-eat restaurant- establishment with a
drive-thru lane is allowed with the approval of a Conditional Use Permit and Site
Plan Review application in the CCA zone.

The project was found to have a promotional relationship to the site and its
surroundings. The project design is contemporary in style and is also
harmonious, consistent, and complete within itself through the use of similar
materials, a variety of compatible colors and varying heights. The building design
has ample articulation through the use of projections, and is similar in style to the
adjacent Vitamin Store. The ready-to-eat restaurant- establishment is consistent
with other uses in the area and is sensitive to nearby uses through the
incorporation of landscaping buffers and block walls.

A fast food restaurant, according to the Conditional Use Permit findings, is not
allowed adjacent to a residential zone. Although the use is adjacent to a
residential zone to the south, the restaurant-_establishment is not defined as a
fast food establishment because a full kitchen is not provided, and only pre-
packaged sandwiches, coffee, and donuts are provided. The Site Plan Review
Committee recommended approval on the location, layout and design of the
building on November 15, 2013. The Site Plan Review Committee at that time
defined the proposed restaurant-use as a ready-to-eat restaurant- establishment
and not a fast food establishment given the use is very similar to a Starbucks, a
delicatessen, and a donut shop, and given that no kitchen is provided. As a
ready-to-eat operation, the use is allowed by right in the CCA zone and is in
compliance with CUP standards, regulations and guidelines.
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2.

THE DESIGN CONFORMS TO THE “DESIGN GUIDELINES FOR R-3 AND R-4
MULTI-FAMILY DEVELOPMENT, THE “DOWNTOWN DESIGN GUIDELINES”,
THE GENERAL PLAN, AND ANY OTHER DESIGN GUIDELINES OR
SPECIFIC PLANS WHICH MAY BE APPLICABLE TO THE PROJECT;

The proposed project is consistent with the intent of the LUD #8N — Shopping
Nodes in that a ready-to-eat restaurant-_establishment use is allowed by right in
the CCA zone. There are no design guidelines or specific plans that apply to this
location.

THE DESIGN WILL NOT REMOVE SIGNIFICANT MATURE TREES OR
STREET TREES, UNLESS NO ALTERNATIVE DESIGN IS FEASIBLE;

The proposed project is consistent with the intent of LUD #8N and WI|| not result
in the removal of mature trees.

THERE IS AN ESSENTIAL NEXUS BETWEEN THE PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT
REQUIREMENTS ESTABLISHED BY THIS ORDINANCE AND THE LIKELY
IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT; AND

The street and alley dedication required by this project are directly related to the
proposal, and are necessary to allow for a better, safer entry to the alley, and
property. The widening of the sidewalk to a width required by the General Plan
is necessary to ensure a safe and improved pedestrian flow in front of the
project.

THE PROJECT CONFORMS TO ALL REQUIREMENTS SET FORTH IN
CHAPTER 21.64 (TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT)

The conditions of approval require compliance with Chapter 21.64.



EXHIBIT D
CITY OF LONG BEACH

DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

333 West Ocean Blvd., 8" Floor Long Beach, CA 90802 (562) 570-6194 FAX (662) 670-6068

‘APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

PLANNING BUREAU. .

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

[

[ Planning Commission
]
o

Project Address: 5560 E. 7th street Long Beach, CA

on the 6 day of March, 2014

Reasons for Appeal: The propose Dunkin Donut site plan currently directs the take-out window traffic
down our narrow alley. The alley currently only has 14 motor vehicles a day going down it (weekly averages).
The Dunkin Donut take-out window alley traffic will exceed 14 cars in a few hours of operation during the
morning rush hours. The take-out window traffic will find using 7th st. to exit nearly impossible because

of heavy 7th st. traffic in the morning. Some small changes to the site/building plans couid be made that
would prevent take-out window traffic from using our alley (curbing, bollards or fencing). If, for any reason,
take-out window traffic cannot be prevented from using our alley, the hours take-out window operation
should be limited to 6:00AM to 9:00PM. This will prevent the quality of our sleep and lives from suffering

for the Dunkin Donuts take-out window operation,

Your appellant herein respectiully requests that Your Honorable Body reject the
decision and [_] Approve /E Deny this application.

Appellant 1 | Appeliant 2
Name: | John LaBelle
Organization
Address: | 636 Ultimo Ave
City/ZIP. | Long Beach, CA 90814

Phone: (662) 498-39Z7 .,
Signature: %%/1 P anyyZz=
—__Datet 302 /2 00K
o A separate appeal forfh is re/u1red for each appellant party, except for appellants from
the same address, or those representlng an organization.
e Appeals must be filed within 10 days after the decision is made (LBMC 21.21.502).
s You must have established aggrieved status by presenting oral or written testimony at the
hearing where the decision was rendered;.otherwise, you may not appeal the decision.
o See reverse of this form for the statutory provisions on the appeal process.

- o e
——— e e

(Below This Liréf///gStaﬁ‘ Use Only)
[] Appeal by Applicant, or [ Appeal by Third Party
Received by: _S App.-No.: 1210~ 1] Filing Date: "@%% yﬁ%
Fe@%@q@@ %ee Paid  Project (receipt) No.: ?m%%%ﬁ ?;?;

Revised November 2011




LICENSED CONTRACTORS DECLARATION

WORKER'S COMPENSATION DECLARATION

| hereby affirm > licensed under provisions of Chapter 9 {Commencing with

Section 7000; . 2 of the Business and Professional Code, and my license is

License L onse

Blgss No. Contract

€ OWRER-BUILDER DECLARATION

{ hereby affrm that | am exempt from the Contractors License Law for the following
reason {Sec.7031 Califomia Business and Professional Code: Any City which requires
a permit to construct alter, improve, demolish or repair any structure  prior to its

{ssuance also requires the applicant for such permit to fle a signed statement that he Is
a licensed contractor pursuant to the provisions of the Contractors License Law (Ch.S}
{Commencing wilh Sec.7000 of Div.3 of the B. & P. C} or that he Is exempt therefrom
and the basis for the alleged exemption. Anr violation of Sec.7031.5 by any applicant
for a permit subjects the applicant to a civil penally of nol more than five hundred
doflars {$500.00}.:
° | as owner of the property, or my employees with wages as their sole

compensation, will do the work and the structure is not intended or offered for sale
{Sec.7044, B. & P. C. : The Contractors License Law does not apply to an owner of
property who builds or improves fhereon, and who does such work himself or through
his own employees, provided that such improvements are not intended or offered for
sale, If, however, the building or improvements Is sold within one year of completion,
the owner-builder will have burden of proving that he did not build or improve for the

o | am exemptunder ,B.&P. C. for this
Bep: OvRgson
r - IMPORANT -

e
Application is hereby made fo the Superintendent of Building and Safety for a permit

1 have and will maintain workers' compensation insurance, as required by Section
3700 of the Labor Code, for the performance of the work for which this permit is
issued. My workers' compensation insurance carrier and policy number are:

Carrier: Policy
Number:

{This Section need not be completed if the permit is for one hundred dollars ($100) or less}

—| cerify that in the performance of the work for which this permit is issued, | shall

not employ any person in any manner so as lo become subject to the workers'
compensation laws of California, and agree that if | should become subject to the
workers' compensation provisions of Section 3700 of the Labor Code, | shall

Dat Applica
e nt

WARNING: FAILURE TO SECURE WORKERS' COMPENSATION COVERAGE IS
UNLAWFUL, AND SHALL SUBJECT AN EMPLOYER TO CRIMINAL PENALTIES
AND CIVIL FINES UP TO ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS, IN ADDITION
TO THE COST OF COMPENSATION DAMAGES AS PROVIDED FOR IN SECTION

| hereby state that there is a construction lending agency for the performance of the
work for which this permit is issued {Sec.3907, Civ. C.}).

Lender's
Name
Lender's
Address :
| certify that | have read this application and state that the above information is

?UbleC“E thﬁconditions and rest:lictionsbs?\lfl?dhthqn mefrlpntﬁfaceg ofthiasd applic%tion X ¢ wh correct. | agree to comply with all City and Stale laws relaing to the building
. ach person upon whose behalf this application is made and each person at whose ructi b . .
benefit work is performed under or pursuant to any permit issued as a result of ihis constuction, - and  hereby  authorizo  representatives of fhis oy o enler upon the
application agrees to and .shall indemnify and hold harmless the City of Long Beach
its officers, agents, and employees from any liability arising out of the issuance of
any permit from this application.
2. Any permit issued as a result of this application becomes null and vold if work Is Signature of Owner or Contractor Date
JOB ADDRESS RECEIPT NO. DATE PROJECT NO.
55660 7TH ST 02066523 3/14/14 | PLNB31422
JOB DESCRIPTION AREA .
An appeal of the Planning Commissions decision to approve a Conditional Use Permit an 0
OWNER OCCUPANCY PLANNING
SHOPPING NODES
ADDRESS ASSESSOR NO. ZONE
CCA
CITY STATE Z|P CODE FSB S RSB CENSUS TRACT
577603
APPLICANT
John John LaBelle
CONTRACTOR
ADDRESS
ciTY STATE ZIP CODE PHONE NO.
STATE LICENSE NO. CITY LICENSE NO.
. ARCGHITECT/ENGINEER LICENSE NO.
ADDRESS
CITY STATE ZIP CODE PHONE NO.
VALUATION PRESENT BLDG USE PROPOSED BLDG USE BLDG HEIGHT TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION
0.00 0 APPTHPTY
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Paid by: JOHN AND CAROLYN LABELLE CK 9125

$50.00 Check (CK)

Page 1 of 2




CITY OF LONG BEACH

DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

333 West Ocean Blvd., 5% Floor Long Beach, CA 90802 (562) 570-6194 - FAX (562) 670-6068

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

PLANNING BUREAU

An appeal is hereby made to Your Honorable Body from the decision of the
[] Zoning Administrator
PA.Planning Commission

[] Cultural Heritage Commission
[] site Plan Review Committee

on the !% day of [Lare ' .20 14

Project Address: STho @ FH Stceet

Reasons for Appeal:

The proposed site of the Dunkin Donut drive-thru is 25 ft from current CA Regional Water Board cleanup site at
5600 E. & 7th [T0603762297]. Giving so quickly a CUP and exemption from EIR will impact the health & safety
of the neighborhood during the time of demolish & construction of the existing site and could involve asbestos
release, benzene fumes, MTBE. This plume will also affect our drinking water supply.

Please deny this until an EIR Is required and available to the public & agencies.

Your appellant herein respegtfully requests that Your Honorable Body reject the
decision and [_] Approve / [ fi\Deny this application.

/
Appellant 1 Appellant 2
Name: | (Guralezer Lo 2/ Ce

Organization

Address: | .3 & Lﬁ&ﬁxma L e
CitylZIP. | Longa Beach Fo &/

_Phone: | 542/ Q%E,gf ¢T
Signature: .,6///, A
Date: | < 3//7/ 1¢

o A separate appeal form is requured for each appellant party, except for appellants from
the same address, or those representing an organization.

o Appeals must be filed within 10 days after the decision is made (LBMC 21.21.502).

e You must have established aggrieved status by presenting oral or written testimony at the
hearing where the decision was rendered; otherwise, you may not appeal the decision.

e See reverse of this form for the statutory provisions on the appeal process.

(Below This LiWStaﬁ Use Only)
[:] Appeal by Applicant, or [V Appeal by Third Party

Received by: VY App. No.: {»0-th Filing Date: %/‘7/‘“{
@ ED0.00. Fee Paid  Project (receipt) No.: &M%"DM“&O

Revised November 2011




LICENSED CONTRACTORS DECLARATION

WORKER'S COMPENSATION DECLARATION

| hereby affirm that | am licensed under provisions of Chapter 9 {Commencing with
Section 7000} of Division 3 of the Business and Professional Code, and my license is

License License
Contract

Blass No.

e ) OWRER-BUILDER DECLARATION

| hereby affirm that | am exempt from the Contractors License Law for the following
reason {Sec.7031 Califomia Business and Professional Code: Any City which requires
a permit to construct alter, improve, demolish or repair any structure prior fo its
issuance also requires the applicant for such permit to file a signed slatement that he is
a licensed contractor pursuant to the provisions of the Contractors License Law {Ch.9)
{Commencing with Sec.7000 of Div.3 of the B. & P. C} or that he is exempt therefrom
and the basis for the alleged exemption. Anr violation of Sec.7031.5 by any applicant
for a permit subjects the applicant to a civil penaly of not more than five hundred
doltars {$500.00}.:
° | as owner of the property, or my employees with wages as their sole
compensation, will do the work and the structure is not intended or offered for sale
{Sec.7044, B. & P. C. : The Contractors License Law does not apply to an owner of
property who builds or improves thereon, and who does such work himself or through
his own employees, provided that such improvements are not Intended or offered for
sale.  If. however, the bullding or improvements is sold within one year of completion,

the ownerbuilder will have burden of proving that he did not bulld or improve for the

o | am exempt under ,B.&P. C. for this

Bp- oo

r - IMPORANT -
the Superintendent of Building and Safety for a permit

8
Application Is hereby made to

——I have and wil maintain workers' compensation .insurance, as requiied by Section
3700 of the Labor Code, for the performance of the work for which this permit is
issued. My workers' compensation insurance carrier and policy number are:

Carrier: Policy
Number:

{This Section need not be completed if the permit is for one hundred dollars ($100) or less}

——| cerify that in the performance of the work for which this permit is issued, | shall
not employ any person in any manner so as fto become subject fo the workers'
compensation laws of California, and agree that if | should become subject to the

workers' compensation provisions of Section 3700 of the Labor Code, 1 shall
Dat Applica
e ot
WARNING:  FAILURE TO SECURE WORKERS' COMPENSATION COVERAGE IS
UNLAWFUL, AND SHALL SUBJECT AN EMPLOYER TO CRIMINAL PENALTIES
AND CMIL FINES UP TO ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS, IN ADDITION
TO THE COST OF COMPENSATION DAMAGES AS PROVIDED FOR IN SECTION

| hereby state that there is a construction lending agency for the performance of the
work for which this permit is issued {Sec.3907, Civ. C.}.

Lender's
Nams
Lender's
Address
| certify that | have read this application and state that the above information is

?ubject%)thﬁcondiﬁons and feStﬂCﬁonSbse?‘”ﬁml‘hQﬂ thefrlpntuface§ofthi§dapplicgﬁon A uh correct. | agree to comply with all City and Stale laws relatng lo the building
. ach person upon whose behalf this application is made and each person at whose iructi . ) o
benefit work is performed under or pursuant to any permit issued as a result of this consirucon,  and  hereby  authorize  representatives of fhis cly o enter upon  the
application agrees to and shall indemnify and hold harmless the City of Long Beach
its officers, agents, and employees from any liability arising out- of the Issuance of
any permit from this application.
2. Any permit issued as a result of this application becomes nuli and void if work is Signature of Owner or Contractor Date
JOB ADDRESS RECEIPT NO. DATE PROJECT NO.
5560 7TH ST 02068154 3/17/14 | PLNB31440
JOB DESCRIPTION ] AREA
An appeal of the Planning Commission's decision to approve a Conditional Use Permit|an 0
OWNER OCCUPANCY PLANNING
SHOPPING NODES
ADDRESS ASSESSOR NO. ZONE
CCA
CITY STATE ZIP CODE FsSB S RSB CENSUS TRACT
577603
APPLICANT
Carolyn LaBelle
CONTRACTOR
ADDRESS
cITY STATE ZIP CODE PHONE NO.
STATE LICENSE NO. CITY LICENSE NO.
ARCHITECT/ENGINEER LICENSE NO.
ADDRESS
CITY STATE ZIP CODE PHONE NO.
VALUATION PRESENT BLDG USE PROPOSED BLDG USE BLDG HEIGHT TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION
0.00 0 APPTHPTY
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Paid by: CAROLYN LABELLE CK 1026

$50.00 Check (CK)

Page 1 of 2




DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT SERVIC

333 West Ocean Blvd., 5 Floor Long Beach, CA 90802 (562) 570-6194 FAX (562) 570-6068

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

PLARNNING BUREAU

An appeal is hereby made to Your Honorable Body from the decision of the
[] Zoning Administrator

X Planning Commission on the 4447 day of Mm 20 /f't

[] Cultural Heritage Commission ~—  —
[] site Plan Review Committee

Project Address: 5660 &. T of, Lﬂlﬂ) Geraph 9434

Reasons for Appeal: H‘L(MO{VI/S OFCAV:'? MSH’M DMI\I LIN DRIVE THRoUGH
waltivg o entey will muse 1+h ST ‘e back Up, o -2
caxs _able 1o Lyik tp 148 ST fom Elint pir s1analchange.
Pack ap will canse RIGHT H”PrfJb Lant of Pt vivHually [MPASSABLE,
VCut Hirpuah “ traffic make dur sireets "WNSAPE fix CHILDREN rynners
blke viderd, [mervase (u kas*/nau;e Doblh Hon frowm

»ollfnn Cavs  yadios, svdin s pealetr. Two [4cad Stavbucics

Do NdT e DRWE THRIUGH Seviwes. Do Not ALLow A
PRWE THROUGH (v ouUY ¥LSidlut'al hemh bevheed.

Your appellant herein respectfully requests that Your Honorable Body reject the
decision and Kj Approve /[_] Deny this application.
Appellant 1 . Appellant 2
Name: | AdA Rrishikesan Jeft Boverman
Organization Residint CIResident
Address: | [1p5s [IHimo Av. o5 Ulbvme AV
CityizIP: | (one, Plath /90914 Lone Brackh /98814
Phone: | (204 %03 - Y 1s” (NI %6724y 9
Signature: A L /a’/ﬂ/m,/ A
Date: /?)//A//‘% 2107 /) 2

¢ A separate appeal form is requlred for each appellant party] except for appellants from
the same address, or those representing an organization.

« Appeals must be filed within 10 days after the decision is made (LBMC 21.21.502).

s You must have established aggrieved status by presenting oral or written testimony at the
hearing where the decision was rendered,; otherwise, you may not appeal the decision.

« See reverse of this form for the statutory provisi{gns on the appeal process.

(Below This Line for'Staff Use Only)
[ ] Appeal by Applicant, or L%i/ppeal by Third Party
Received by: 5V App. No.: MA@Q:QWM Filing Date: bq ;%‘%
ee 450,50 Mége Paid Project (receipt) No.: —42Q t}‘i’”/ g

Revised November 2011




LICENSED CONTRACTORS DECLARATION

WORKER'S COMPENSATION DECLARATION

| hereby affirm that | am licensed under provisions of Chapter 9 {Commencing with
Section 7000} of Division 3 of the Business and Professional Code, and my license is

License License

Bigss No. contract

& OWSER-BUILDER DECLARATION

| hereby affirm that { am exempt from the Conlractors License Law for the following
reason { 7031 Califomia Business and Professional Code: Any City which requires
a permit to comatrdber mrogd ewli b o repar ay stud we gior to its

issuance also. requires the applicant for such permit to file a signed statement that he is
a licensed contractor pursuant to the provisions of the ContradBrsh License Law 9}
{@mmencilg wth 2¢.7000 of Div.3 of the B. &P . Clort i hei se enmpt t fefran
and the basis for the alleged exemption.  Any violation of Sec.7031.5 by any applicant
for a permit subjects the applicant to a civil penalty of not more than five hundred
dollars {$500.00}.:

° as owner of thgo mropesienpl ge &w ithwags & the ir sde
compensation, Wl | dottewakan te drw ture is mtinted @ a o flered fo rs de
{$c.7044,B . &P . C. : The Contractors License law does not apply fo an owner of
property who builds or improves,didbren cdes suhiw ok G melf o tiroug h

his own employems vdde dt hd such imroem ets aen d itendedo rd fere dfa
sale. If tovever e bui ldim o inprvere rts is old wth in mey arpf @np letion
the owner-builder will have burden of proving that he did not build or improve for the

o | am exempt under ,B. &P. C. for this

Beg- odfgsn

e r - IMPORANT -
Application is hereby made to the Superintendent of Building and Safety for a permit
subject to the conditions and restrictions set forth on the front faces of this application

Each person upon whose behalf this applicaion is made and each person al whose

— have and will maintain'ovorpers sti o in wjamreq ire dly Bclia
3700 of the Labor Céderth eperf o manc eof the workfor vh ich thi s pa dt s
issued. My workers' compensalion insurance carrier and policy number are:

Carrier: Policy
Number:

{This Section need not be completed it the permit is for one hundred dollars ($100) or less)

| cetify that in the performance of the work for which this,peshdl is issued
not employ any person in any manner so as to become subject to the workers
compensation laws of Califpasd agreeth 4if | dold romesu ljed fothe
workers' corpersa tion proviso mof Seti @ 3700 of the Labor,ICodtal |

Dat Applica

e nt

WARNING: FAILURE TO SECURE WORKERE Al O COVE RGE IS
UNLAWFUL, AND SHALL SUB ECT A NEMALOY R D CRMN A HENATES
AND CIVIL FINES UP TO ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND ADILARSE

TO THE COST OF COMPENSATION DAMAGES AS PROVIDED FOR IN SECTION

I hereby state that there is a construction lending agency for the performance of the
work for which this pérmit is issued {Sec.3907, Civ. C.).

Lender's
Name
Lender's
Address
I certify that |
correct,

have read this application and state that the above Information is
| agree to comply with all City and Stale laws relating to the building

, ’ : . "
benefit work is performed under or pursuant to any permit issued as a result of this constructon, end feelyau thor izerep wmsaitdiv @of thisdty lo de um e

application agrees to and shall indemnify and hold harmless the City of Long Beach

its officers® tsa emoyess froman yli &i lity ar idng out d this waceo f

any permit from this application.
2. Any permit issued as a result of this application becomes null and void if work is Signature of Owner or Contractor Date
JOB ADDRESS RECEIPT NO. DATE PROJECT NO.
5560 7TH ST 02069182 3/17/14 | PSPR30524
JOB DESCRIPTION AREA
A SPR request to allow the removal of two one-story building, and the construction of g one 0
OWNER OCCUPANCY PLANNING

SHOPPING NODES
ADDRESS ASSESSOR NO. ZONE
CCA
cITYy STATE ZiP CODE FSB S RSB CENSUS TRACT
577603
APPLICANT
Andrew Brack
CONTRACTOR
ADDRESS
CITY STATE ZIP CODE PHONE NO.
STATE LICENSE NO. CITY LICENSE NO.
ARCHITECT/ENGINEER LICENSE NO.
ADDRESS
ciTY STATE ZIP CODE PHONE NO.
VALUATION PRESENT BLDG USE PROPOSED BLDG USE BLDG HEIGHT TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION
0.00 0 PCOMAPPR

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Paid by: JEFFERY L. BOVERMAN

$50.00 Credit or Debit Card (PC)

Page 3 of 4




From:
To:

Cc:

Subject:

Date:

jeff boverman

gary@GaryDelong.com; cityattorney@longbeach.gov; amy.bodek@longbeach.gov;

Jﬁﬁmmmnklgnlssk@lgngmmgx Julie. Maleki@longbeach.goy; memmaum;
teresa.dennis@longbeach.gov; steven.valdez@longbeach.gov

thawley50@gmail.com; evm562@chat‘cer net; ronancohen@yahoo.com; garymorrison@verizon.net;
cj.labelle@verizon.net; kikaram@amail.com; jax.humphrey@amail.com; anewland@atlantictrust.com;

supe[deluxmom@_xahoo.com; sallymeyerhofer ail.com
Notice of Appeal: PSPR 30524 for Application 1310-11 Drive-thru Lane at 5560 E. 7th Street

04/17/2014 07:51 PM

We have filed a PSPR No. 30524 to bar a Drive-Thru at 5560 E. 7th Street by Frontier Real Estate

Investments and will be presenting this appeal before the Long Beach City Council on May 6th,

2014

CE and CUP issues:

1.

Decision DID NOT take into account impact to LBT services southbound on 7' between
Santiago and Pacific Coast Highway: LBT lines 81, 91, 92, 93, 94 and 96
CE/CUP decision DID NOT take into account PROPOSED conditions — it was based on
EXISTING business volume/conditions.
Decision DID NOT take into account greatly INCREASED VOLUME of business at proposed
site.
Decision DID NOT take into account impact to PUBLIC TRANSIT for Southbound LBT lines
81, 91, 92, 93, 94, 96
7™ STREET SOUTHBOUND RIGHT LANE WILL BE EFFECTIVELY BLOCKED due to back-up at
proposed drive-thru FROM 6AM — 10AM Monday-Friday at car 9 in drive-thru queue

a. WILL IMPACT access to: 605, 405, CSULB, VA, PCH and Bellflower Blvd

b. WILL IMPACT 2,750 cars per hour (CPH) and 28,500 cars per day (AADT)
{source: 2014 by Given Place Media)

Decision DID NOT take into account that residents WILL BE UNABLE to
access garage and parking spaces in Flint/Ultimo alley at the following
locations

a. Hudavi Wellness Spa 5550 7th st.
b. Ultimo Ave homes: 676, 674, 670, 660
¢. Flint Ave. homes: 667, 659, 653

Email from Amy Bodek, AICP to Mark Nevin 03/13/14 09:00am
Subject: RE: 5560 E. 7th Street - Categorical Exemption

“The CE was completed by a planner. who has significant training in: CEQA
and NEPA clearances. He handles most of the CEs for the department, as
well as oversees preparation of Negative Declarations, EIRs, and NEPA

clearances for federal projects.

The CE was issued based on existing conditions, as compared to the
proposed conditions. The current configuration includes similar square
footage of buildings and also includes an existing drive-thru. The drive-thru




on its own would not trigger anything higher than a CE. The CUP for the
drive-thru-allows us to ensure that conditions are placed on a project that will
protect the environment, which also allows us to rely on a CE for appropriate
CEQA clearance. A CE was also considered the appropriate environmental
clearance given the level of development that is being proposed, which is not

significant.”

Amy J. Bodek; AICP

Director

Long Beach Development Services
March 13, 2014

Current operation: Daily

Proposed Development with

Grind
Peak Sales Time: 6:00am — 10:00am

Drive-thru
Peak Sales Time: 6:00am —
10:00am

Average drive-thru @ peak: 25 cars

per hour
(90 day sales cycle audit 02/02/14 — 04/14/14)

Average drive-thru @ peak: 144
cars per hour*

Average sale: $3.85

Average sale: § $5.92%

Register Receipts per hour @ peak:
$130

Register Receipts per hour @
peak:
$ 852.48*

Daily totals: 144 customers, $556 (90
day sales cycle audit 02/02/14 - 04/14/14)

Daily totals: 579 customers,
$3,427%

Number of employees per operation
cycle:
4

Number of employees per
operation cycle: 18*

Hours of operation: 5:30 am— 7pm
Does not include pre and post operations

Hours of operations: 5am — 11pm
Does not include pre and post operations

Hours of delivers: 4:30 am & 6:30am

Hours of Deliveries: 24 hours

Method of delivery: car & van

Method of delivery: Semi trailer
truck

Route of deliveries:

Right turn on 7t street at Flint into
parking lot

Route of deliveries:
Off-load from Flint

(*sources: 2008 & 2013 Dunkin’ Donuts Non-Disclosure Document,
Disclosed information by Frontier Development,
The National Employment Law Project, Technomic, Inc., geezeo.com, Spack
Consuiting, QSR Archive Resources)

1. Environmental and current Traffic Conditions as Basis for Appeal
a. On any average day 7th street south has 2,750 cars per hour (CPH) and 28,500 cars

per day cross Pacific Coast Highway Annual Average Daily Total (AADT). (source: 2014
by Given Place Media)



b. On any average day 90,000 cars traverse the intersection of Pacific Coast Highway

and 7th street.
(source: 2014 loopNet.com)

c.  Within a 5 mile radius of this point there are 435,900 people. (source: 2014 loopNet.com)
Average service time for a Dunkin' Donuts drive-thru is 187 seconds — as menu
items are increased (currently there are menu 51 items)

e. Single Line Multiple Phase: Drive Thru -> Order -> order decision pre-made+
Pay/Pickup, with no obstructions, i.e. sales dispute, payment slowdown, temporal
distribution of traffic; time to place order; time at service window; number of
people at drive-through window.

(sources: 2012 QSR Drive-Thru Study: Average Service Time and By Cory Greene, P.E., PTOE and Vijay
Kannan, P.E..)

2. Based on this traffic and Trip Generation Vehicle Queuing

a. LBPC the 9th car in the drive-thru will block the right lane of 7th street south

(sources: A Trip Generation Study of Coffee/Donut Shops in Western New York: By Cory Greene, P.E., PTOE and
Vijay Kannan, P.E.)

b. THERE WILL BE significant Impact to public transit services southbound on 7th LBT
lines 81, 91, 92, 93, 94, 96 between Santiago Ave interchange and Pacific Coast
Highway

7t street between

c. THERE WILL BE significant loss of right lane use on southbound
Santiago Ave. and Pacific Coast Highway

3. Based on existing conditions (current site plan and business volumes), as compared to

the proposed conditions and business volume requirements, in developer’s submission
for LBPC conditional approval.

Residents WILL BE UNABLE to access garage and parking spaces in
Flint/Ultimo alley at the following locations (non-compensated
encroachment on private property)

a. Hudavi Wellness Spa 5550 7t st,
b. Ultimo Ave homes: 676, 674, 670, 660
¢. Flint Ave. homes: 667, 659, 653

This appeal will bar any drive-thru lane in proposed project
application No. 1310-11
“1889-square-foot fast food restaurant with a drive-thru lane 5560 E.

Street
in the CCA zoning district”.

7th

If significant environmental effects have been identified as a result of the
proposed conditional use permit, have conditions been required, or has
the project been redesigned, to mitigate those effects?

Source: CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT CHECKLIST, Governor’s Office of Planning
and Research, Sacramento, CA




Jeffery L. Boverman

Anita G. Hrishikesan

655 Ultimo Ave

Long beach, ca 90814 i
(GMT-08:00) Pacific Time (USA)
Phone: 714.267.9449
Email: jeff@boverman.com




CITY OF LONG BEACH

DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

333 West Ocean Blvd., 5" Floor Long Beach, CA 90802 (662) 570-6194 FAX (562) 570-6068

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

PLANNING BUREAU

An appeal is hereby made to Your Honorable Body from the decision of the
[] Zoning Administrator
Planning Commission

[] Cultural Heritage Commission
[] site Plan Review Committee

onthe ~ 6th day of March .20 14

Project Address: 5560 E. 7th Street

Reasons for Appeal: We are appealing all of the Project Entitiements granted by the

Planning Commission on March 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categorical Exemption. With the drive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the
project as a "Drive-in Restaurant”. Title 21 states that a "drive-in restaurant” is a "fast-food
restaurant”. Title 21 states that "fast-food restaurants” shall not abut a residential district.

The project meets all the requirements of a "fast-food restaurant”. With the drive-through,

the project will have multiple negative impacts on the neighborhood and will not be consistent
with the General Plan. Title 21 states that the project must not be detrimental fo the surrounding
community and be consistent with and carry out the General Plan.

Your appellant herein respectfully requests that Your Honorable Body reject the
decision and [_] Approve / [X] Deny this application.

Appellant 1 Appellant 2
Name: | Mark Nevin SEE ATTACHMENT FOR
Organization ADDITIONAL APPELANTS

Address: | 653 Flint Ave
City/ZIP: | Long Beach 90814
Phone: | 562-537-8233
Signature: | _ .~ -
Date:| -/3-/¢ -
s A separate appeal form is recﬁuired for each appellant party, except for appellants from
the same address, or those representing an organization. » ‘
o Appeals must be filed within 10 days after the decision is made (LBMC 21.21 .502).
o You must have established aggrieved status by presenting oral or written testimony at the
hearing where the decision was rendered; otherwise, you may not appeal the decision.
o See reverse of this form for the statutory provisions on the appeal process.

(Below This Lie : aff Use Only)

[[] Appeal by Applicant, o Mppeal by Third Party
Received by: _ ’;’ pp. No.: i 3[0/1 g Filing' Date: 3 I? / (‘{ / l’ "‘f

Fee: %Szz / Fee Paid Project (receipt) No.: ?J/NI ;6 ,2? 9{ b}“

Revised November 2011




LICENSED CONTRACTORS DECLARATION

WORKER'S COMPENSATION DECLARATION

| hereby affirm that | am licensed under provisions of Chapter 9 {Commencing with
Section 7000} of Division 3 of the Business and Professional Code, and my license is

License —— \License

Bigss No. . Contract

e OWRER-BUILDER DECLARATION

| hereby affim that | am exempt from the Contractors License Law for the following
reason {Sec.7031 California Business and Professional Code: Any City which requires
a permif to construct, aler, improve, demolish or repalr any structure prior fto s
issuance also requires the applicant for such permit fo file a signed stalement that he Is
a licensed contractor pursuant fo the provisions of the Contractors License Law {Ch.9}
{Commencing with Sec.7000 of Div.3 of the B. & P. C} or that he is exempt therefrom
and the basis for the alleged exemption.  Any violation of Sec7031.5 by any applicant
for a permit subjects the applicant to a civil penalty of not more than five hundred
dollars {$500.00}.:
° I as owner of the propety, or my employees with wages as thelr sole
compensation, will do the work and the structure is not intended or offered for sale
(Sec.7044, B. & P. C. : The Contractors License Law does not apply to an owner of
property who builds or improves thereon, and who does such work himself or through
his own employees, provided that such improvements are not intended or offered for
sale.  If however, the building or improvements is sold within one year of completion,

the owner-builder will have burden of proving that he did not bulld or improve for the

e | am exempt under , 8, &P. C. for this
Bep- OvRgson

e r - IMPORANT -

Application is hereby made to the Superintendent of Building and Safety for a permit
subject to the conditions and restrictions set forth on the front faces of this application

1. Each person upon whose behalf this application is made and each person at whose

benefit work is performed under or pursuant to any permit issued as a result of this
application agrees to and shall indemnify and hold harmless the City of Long Beach
its officers, agents, and employees from any Mability arising out of the issuance of
any permit from this application.

—1 have and will maintain workers' compensation insurance, as required by Section
3700 of the Labor Code, for the performance of the work for which this permit is
issued. My workers' compensation insurance carrier and policy number are:

Carrier. Policy

Number:
(This Section need not be completed If the permit is for one hundred doltars ($100) or less)

— 1 cedify that in the performance of the work for which this permit is issued, ! shall
not employ any person in any manner so as lo become subject lto the workers'
compensation laws of California, and agree that if | should become subject to the

workers' compensation provisions of Section 3700 of the Labor Code, | shall
Dat Applica
e nt

WARNING: FAILURE TO SECURE WORKERS' COMPENSATION COVERAGE IS
UNLAWFUL, AND SHALL SUBJECT AN EMPLOYER TO CRIMINAL PENALTIES
AND CIVIL FINES UP TO ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS, [N ADDITION
TO THE COST OF COMPENSATION DAMAGES AS PROVIDED FOR IN SECTION

| hereby state that there is a construction tending agency for the performance of the
work for which this permit is issued {Sec.3907, Civ. C.).

Lender's
Name
Lender's
Address
| certify that | .have read this application and state that the above information is
correct. | agree to comply with al City and State laws relating to the building
construction, and  hereby authorize representatives of this city to enter upon the

2. Any permit issued as a result of this application becomes null and void If work Is Signature of Owner or Contractor Date
JOB ADDRESS RECEIPT NO. DATE PROJECT NO.
5560 7TH ST 02067589 3/14/14 | PLNB31433
JOB DESCRIPTION AREA
3rd Party Appeal of App. No. 1310-11 0
OWNER OCCUPANCY PLANNING -
SHOPPING NODES
ADDRESS ASSESSOR NO. ZONE
CCA

CITY STATE ZIP CODE FSB S RSB CENSUS TRACT

. 577603
APPLICANT
MARK NEVIN
CONTRACTOR
ADDRESS
CiTY STATE ZIP CODE PHONE NO.
STATE LICENSE NO. CITY LICENSE NO.
ARCHITECT/ENGINEER ) LICENSE NO.
ADDRESS
ciTY STATE ZIP CODE PHONE NO.
VALUATION PRESENT BLDG USE PROPOSED BLDG USE BLDG HEIGHT TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION

0.00 0 APPTHPTY

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Paid by: MARK NEVIN
$50.00 Cash (CA)

Page 1 of 2




ATTACHMENT NO.1

ADDITIONAL APPELLANTS

Page _\ of \%

PROJECT ADDRESS: 5560 E. 7T STREET

We, the undersigned, being residents of Alamitos Heights, are appealing all of the Project Entitlements
granted by the Planning Commission on Match 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categorical Exemption. With the dtive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the project as a
“Dtive-in Restaurant”. Title 21 states that a “Drtive-in Restaurant™ is a “‘fast-food restaurant”. Title 21
states that “fast-food restaurants” shall not abut a residential district. The project meets all requirements of
a “fast-food trestaurant”, With the drive-through, the project will have multiple negative impacts on the
neighbothood and will not be consistent with the General Plan. Title 21 states that the project must not be
detrimental to the surrounding community and be consistent with and carry out the Genetal Plan.

Name: (?A%"'/ /’)/}oglgf's@;z./ OW’W(/ M%ﬁ
Address: | 305 Fliud Avenlue 37 bt ?{W
City/Z1P: Lol [Besct é/"&@/%’ &fﬁ% &P/f&’ ]
Phone: | 542 569 3H/SS fé? ‘4&9&(?[7
Signature: W Oﬁﬁ/n_— /)/%
Date: | £ /Y 3/14/ 14 O3y
— 7
Name: %MZZ‘@% @é/@/z(/’ // L/l/?/&l_, 7(7( P~
Address: /356\/?@{/714&4@ 3 b FL. SN A\/?
Cy/zip: | LB GpfOY L QoFi4
Phone: 5@2?3?7@77 Vﬁ:éz*l% '9Z7Lj
Signature: = (/ 44 pi M %( cg)f/ﬁ/
Date: ‘/// 5//(./% J/i) > - / L} - \,7L ©
Name: /7%@%’ 45/)/ B CBL N DDTRAESDS
Address: 3 7;% F/{/hﬁl 4@/&? '7\ Bl i NT A\}ﬁ/
City/ZIP: | Lonlér Beach  To#/Y v Poevon Gewi
Phone: 5@2 %{»j YASY o, ‘ ) é);la 5@\8@\’1
Signature: %ﬂ/f&ﬁ/ %@M Q’\J\W
Date: v—%/iL’/ﬂ(_f ko) l\‘q’/ \%’
Name: 6(.{? /V;yﬂ. A@pd Z Mf»EL, = RIND A d
Address: | B9 Clu il Aue 384 FLINT AVE
City/ZIP: | [oattn Beach  AOFNY Lovg, Benc Ch 0874
Phone: 6{@@ L/ZOQ 2520 L7 W({y/ 7(?77/
signanure: | M, & Wipin (SSC/Je/Z & Aondossf
e Bl

5 Vakyika




ATTACHMENT NO.1 ADDITIONAL APPELLANTS Page 2 of \'%
PROJECT ADDRESS: 5560 E. 7T STREET

We, the undersigned, being residents of Alamitos Heights, are appealing all of the Project Entitlements
granted by the Planning Commission on March 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categorical Exemption. With the dtive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the ptoject as a
“Drive-in Restaurant”, Title 21 states that a “Drive-in Restaurant” is a “fast-food testaurant”, Title 21
states that “fast-food testaurants” shall not abut a residential disttict. The project meets all requirements of
a “fast-food restaurant”’. With the drive-through, the ptoject will have multiple negative impacts on the
neighbothood and will not be consistent with the General Plan. Title 21 states that the project must not be
detrimental to the surrounding community and be consistent with and carry out the General Plan.

Name: | (fpar7 T Landspy

Address: d’pz/ /f/ a /JVé

City/ZI%: | [ pwge Gentdl (o) G181

Prove | Sl 76 7602

Signatute: Cﬁé/ //7"’%/0/7 Z//)

Date: | Z //2;16/ /%

Name:

Addtess:

City/ZIP:

Phone:

Signature:

Date:

Name:

Addtess:

City/ZIP:

Phone:

Signature:

Date:

Name:

Address:

City/ZIP:

Phone:

Signature:

Date:




ATTACHMENT NO.1 ADDITIONAL APPELLANTS Page D of 1D
PROJECT ADDRESS: 5560 E. 774 STREET

We, the undersigned, being residents of Alamitos Heights, are appealing all of the Project Entitlements
granted by the Planning Commission on March 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categorical Exemption. With the drive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the project as a
“Drive-in Restaurant”. Title 21 states that a “Drive-in Restautant” is a “fast-food restaurant”. Title 21
states that “fast-food testaurants” shall not abut a residential disttict. The project meets all requirements of
a “fast-food restaurant”. With the drive-through, the ptoject will have multiple negative impacts on the
neighbothood and will not be consistent with the General Plan. Title 21 states that the project must not be
detrimental to the surrounding community and be consistent with and catty out the General Plan.

Name: | K AREEM 3. K;&Q&M

Address: | (p(gO ULTIMO AJE..

City/ZIP: | { njen REACH | CA A0BIH

Phone: | =y 52 — 2D - 000

Signatute:

Date: | B Jik /1

Name: | Lgliri L. LU(%(,LW.S

Address: | (,{, 0 U“HMU A’V@.

City/ZIP: LQV”‘J BéaCl",CA ‘7081‘1‘

Phone: (3],’0) “"l’3 “t - %C’((o%

Signature: oy A E2g A0 I

Date: Z)a/["{/"fv

Name:

Address:

City/ZIP:

Phone:

Signature:

Date:

Name:

Address:

City/ZIP:

Phone:

Signature:

Date:




ADDITIONAL APPELLANTS Page Y of 1%

PROJECT ADDRESS: 5560 E. 772 STREET

ATTACHMENT NO.1

We, the undetsigned, being tesidents of Alamitos Heights, are appealing all of the Project Entitlements
gtanted by the Planning Commission on Match 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categotical Exemption. With the dtive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the project as a
“Dtive-in Restaurant”. Title 21 states that a “Drive-in Restautant” is a “fast-food restaurant”. Title 21
states that “fast-food restaurants” shall not abut a residential disttict. The ptoject meets all requirements of
a “fast-food restaurant”. With the drive-through, the project will have multiple negative impacts on the
neighbothood and will not be consistent with the General Plan. Title 21 states that the project must not be
detrimental to the suttounding community and be consistent with and carty out the Genetal Plan.

Name: ALLLE DEERN G Krishi “lingd
Address: b53 FLINTAVE (s FUNT AVE,
City/ZIP: LONG BEALH,CA AD3IY Lo NG Berebt | (i
Phone: CS@’):) G513 bb /@ZJ) 7,901-"’?\@0@
Signature: Q/\/p% W«)\ .
Date: BV/XBII‘"f V\)Z//%//’—:[
Name: // é F@X M \ Y‘RE T
Address: éé 7 ﬁ/j\/f%l/{ G\tS \:’L WA AV
cioy/21: | Jgp/g— LAACH), CA- ToF]L | Lore  werdt (R 70EN
Phone: | (4, 5;; ) Mgggj \¢a6) DeS-SsCl
Signature: //MjZ‘
Date: é}//s %)’51/\:’/
Name:
Addtess:
City/ZIP:
Phone:
Signature:
Date:
Name:
Address:
City/Z1P:
Phone:
Signature:
Date:




ATTACHMENT NO.1

ADDITIONAL APPELLANTS

Page 5 of 13

PROJECT ADDRESS: 5560 E. 77H STREET

We, the undersigned, being residents of Alamitos Heights, are appealing all of the Project Entitlements
granted by the Planning Commission on Match 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categotical Exemption. With the drive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the project as a
“Drive-in Restaurant”. Title 21 states that a “Drive-in Restaurant” is a “fast-food restaurant”. Title 21
states that “fast-food restaurants” shall not abut a residential district. The project meets all requirements of
a “fast-food restaurant”. With the drive-thtough, the project will have multiple negative impacts on the
neighborhood and will not be consistent with the Genetal Plan. Title 21 states that the ptoject must not be
dettimental to the sutrounding community and be consistent with and catry out the General Plan.

—

Ay

1Y

T

Nawe: | JOAVID M. Danad WLl FrTze <A
Address: 4*4’ ?" [ﬂ//é/// e A0 ﬁ///uf /%U"?/
Giy/ziv:| [ ong /BEACH, AU ks [0N e BAch oA Y

Phone: (?éé) é/f?"@‘ @ ¢5m_ W%/Zﬂ%/\ gqlg/ﬂ///

Signature: M Tk

Date: ""’/‘5"/%(/ ygi)%f-—if/u

Name | e blle O annty \ack [=iTe cedale]
Address: 7?‘/ F://‘/(AL /:}”I/'Q g(D S F:'L’/NT U% R )
City/ZIP: Long e F08/4 | [LoN & BeytcH 0879

Phone: 5023320 A5 S {98891
Signatute: ' S }W

Date: 3““/3/‘ %/({O 5“/5‘){/

Nne' | T2A  r2aera (A | sl SToa e
nddeess: | SO oy NT AVE. | 985 [l d 265~
cio/ate.| [ p Nb- Beell of1d| Lorey Bt So %1

Phone: @&d%g?ﬂ ” Qﬁi@ @(6@ szggf“*g
Signatute: M S /L/ Q\f % ,&przéz,_ﬂ %/sz/& yfw?

Due:| B — |2 -2 ¥ 22 ~Zeu

Name: 5%4 VA (f: ZKM%/IUQ Lé‘%c [ )“ﬁ"ﬁ/a @wél/

Address: | SO 2 //4,//\}5;“) UE. So<s /*”’///k}?& il
Ciy/71%: | [ 5 N b oAy G051Y| Lere &«»%4 o A

Phone: @9\) L{’ ﬁ(f Wli r%&le\i\g V{i)g{? G 4’}%@5 3
Signatute: gb ” % /74“ &,,(.;/ Zé% AL

Date: w"?a/’l “:m/l/( 2 37 ZolA




ATTACHMENL NO.1 ADDITIONAL APPELLANTS Page_b ot 15
PROJECT ADDRESS: 5560 E. 778 STREET
We, the undersigned, being residents of Alamitos Heights, are appealing all of the Project Entitlements
granted by the Planning Commission on March 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categorical Exemption. With the dtive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the project as 2
“Deive-in Restaurant”. Title 21 states that 2 “Drive-in Restaurant” is a “fast-food restaurant”. Title 21
states that “fast-food restaurants” shall not abut a residential district. The project meets all requirements of
a “fast-food restaurant”. With the drive-through, the project will have multiple negative irnpacts on the
neighborhood and will not be consistent with the General Plan. Title 21 states that the project must not be
detrimental to the surrounding community and be consistent with and carry out the General Plan.

Name: | Cleuv-e %??\ﬁg‘/\\

Address: | (OO Flivok Ao

Gity/ZIP: | | _esrdey .@m[\ Cf@ﬁ?i&?

Phone: | ZZ37( 8 3 2513

Signature:

Date: - 5F~[§-« igo [(7[

Name: WY JHTRTSH

Address: M ?///7,/ {fﬂ/@

City/ 2P| [ong Pecech  F05/7

Phone: 4/562/} 1/75

Signature:

Date: 3 / % //ﬁ

Name:

Address:

City/ZIP:

Phone:

Signature:

Date:

Name:

Address:

City/ZIP:

Phone:

Signature:

Date:




ATTACHMENT NO.1 ADDITIONAL APPELLANTS Page 1 _of 13
PROJECT ADDRESS: 5560 E. 77H STREET

We, the undessigned, being residents of Alamitos Heights, are appealing all of the Project Entitlements
granted by the Planning Commission on March 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categotical Exemption. With the drive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the project as a
“Drive-in Restaurant”. Title 21 states that a “Drive-in Restautant” is a “fast-food restaurant”. Title 21
states that “fast-food restaurants” shall not abut a residential district. The project meets all requitements of
a “fast-food restaurant”. With the drive-through, the project will have multiple negative impacts on the
neighborhood and will not be consistent with the General Plan. Tide 21 states that the project must not be
detrimental to the surtounding community and be consistent with and carry out the General Plan.

Name: | | yretta Hraw) eu

Address: | (51O u ’hmO IAV\IQ

City/ZIP: | | opg Beach, CA  A08Y

Phone: | 5,7 - £\0 -9\1-\59\

Sign'ature: ( ’9(@,(9/*(;@\ (L Q/LDW

Date: 05,\3,_0/)\014

Name: “ff;g-,LV[L\n B “Kem‘-l

Address: |, j) it Ave

Clty/ ZIP: yar, q/L_,r 6{ o A C 6 ¢7gz§"/</

Phone: & a8 (14 2

Ll

Signature: %,& Vg %M{M
- Date: | £/ 3 /ﬁz

Name: {”“E,?y"y_l,\ﬁ V&N\(”V(h\
Address: /:_‘ H ‘[z\c .,,,;\P /

City/ZIP: / \;,\Qt}p bl J\ c N

Phone: &f O S ; Y

Signature: k/\ Aﬁ%fk '\SQA l//\MMA/\v
Date: 2; /3 )‘{ W

V

Name:

Address:

City/ZIP:

Phone:

Signature:

Date:




ATVAUHMENT NOL

ADDITIONAL APPELLANLS

Page _2_ of ﬁ

PROJECT ADDRESS: 5560 E. 77 STREET

We, the undersigned, being residents of Alamitos Heights, are appealing all of the Project Entitlements
granted by the Planning Commission on March 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categorical Exemption. With the drive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the project as a
“Dyive-in Restaurant”. Title 21 states that a “Drive-in Restaurant” is a “fast-food restaurant”. Title 21
states that “fast-food restaurants” shall not abut a residential district. The project meets all requirements of
2 “fast-food restaurant”. With the drive-through, the project will have multiple negative impacts on the
neighborhood and will not be consistent with the General Plan. Title 21 states that the project must not be
detrimental to the surrounding community and be consistent with and catry out the General Plan.

Name:| Jounl WALYHE C ATHEUNG WS 6&
Address: Lﬂ 14 Fﬂ/lNT A’Vé/ W)) ( ?LI N( P‘w\lg//
City/ ZIP: L@ 09614 LD AL

Phone: 5(,,?7 5’};{”] S}i L} §Q7, e Lf /} Z iq
Signature: Ty A

Date: %!!;%/!!Ll; H-2 ]

Name | WP DRRSCN SHerla  Bed

Address: Co&'&} 1 O‘O{\)\é - 47‘45 FZn/ /%6

ciy/ze | Long, Bedch, 000 Loy Lond COA 054
Phone: %a\ 4\5\% TQ®\ S_ﬁ gj? @35‘7
Signature: Wi\ N )%U‘QAL Z;f“@é‘w /< L
pae: | P[4 2/13/44

Name:

Sl llecy K/iéﬁﬁ%m R

e Gistrfoon

Address: 5'/6_ Lfﬂ/, 9%-/4-./( /57{; :EZ// Fr A e
City/zIp: | LA 0%/ LD dogiA
phone: | (52:0) Fbo - 0OA44S /500 Ple- 0Ll F
SR L9 A B APPSO
| 3/
o[ Tornlr 21 SRl i
address: | £/ /) = finf- MWinuwe | 576 /*ém — 4‘1/«"
City/Z1P: %/A L9057 M 5@@7@ Ca_948/¢
Phone: 5}2 é < R — % {7/ = ,
Signature: Q(/MWM %(ﬁ M d W
Date:

0s-13214




ATTACHMENT NO.1 ADDITIONAL APPELLANTS Page A _of 1%
PROJECT ADDRESS: 5560 E. 7TH STREET

We, the undersigned, being residents of Alamitos Heights, are appealing all of the Project Entitlements
granted by the Planning Commission on March 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categotical Exemption, With the drive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the project as a
“Drive-in Restaurant”. Title 21 states that a “Drive-in Restaurant” is a “fast-food restaurant”. Title 21
states that “fast-food restaurants” shall not abut a residential district. The project meets all requirements of
a “fast-food restaurant”. With the dtive-through, the project will have multiple negative impacts on the
neighbothood and will not be consistent with the General Plan. Title 21 states that the project must not be
detrimental to the surrounding community and be consistent with and carry out the General Plan,

Name: L{jA \/\il(;kik

Addtess: | 3,5 F{ { nk A\(g .

City/ZIP: | ) png Besash 40814

Phone: |5 30) 4 4. - 44 -

Signature: % '3 A ’ w /V[/b/\

Date: Ué!l"f/l“’

Name:

Address:

City/ZIP:

Phone:

Signature:

Date:

Name:

Address:

City/ZIP:

Phone:

Signatute:

Date:

Name:

Address:

City/ZIP:

Phone:

Signatute:

Date:




ATTACHMENT NO.1

¢

ADDITIONAL APPELLANTS

Page LO_ of _&

PROJECT ADDRESS: 5560 E. 7TH STREET

We, the undersigned, being residents of Alamitos Heights, ate appealing all of the Project Entitlements
granted by the Planning Commission on Match 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categotical Exemption. With the drive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the project as a
“Drive-in Restaurant”, Title 21 states that a “Drive-in Restaurant” is a “fast-food restaurant”. Title 21
states that “fast-food restaurants” shall not abut a tesidential district. The project meets all requitements of
a “fast-food restaurant”. With the drive-through, the project will have multiple negative impacts on the
neighborhood and will not be consistent with the Genetal Plan. Title 21 states that the project must not be
dettimental to the surrounding community and be consistent with and catry out the Genetal Plan.

Name: \J)\y\f‘\)ﬂf\/\ A, Sm% A/\W(}{' /('/l S\%
Address: L/Y‘Z)L\ X:\\YV"_ AN S/b %LW—/%/W )
cy/zv | Long baoch  S6RIY | g back (A 7080

Phone: (\15(91> @O’:l_,, %8@ 5’292 "37{/ SM 7\5
Signature: | L (A CA % f}'\&’fh .74_[ ”/

Date: '5/ | %/ | q - L]l(\/ )

Name: (q/l/“/\,f"(’ll/lé, L . TO([JL/ K@/é\\ﬁmyr
Address: | ¢J24) [ [t A(/.{i .W‘f (M/\TF’

City/ZIP: | | s 4 Beachn , (& _ap§ 14 VS B

Phone: Y e

one| gy - gy - 9254
Signature: WM %@4/ .

Date:| 3 -2 — /Y 2

Name: | (Zratls W
Address: 725 Fé/;,;l Q/ue \—,u ﬂ r \\\/\Jé\f
City/ZIP: %,7,,,0 Beoach Go&rv \NW/\/\ ok b, C/%

Phone: | 56 ;zv v3e-3 664 \\(&(\/&/—-—-————

Signatute: M Q%%

Date: ﬁ(a‘, [%2—(q

Name: | 2, Aport= /= SehiBig }(g ﬂ/?ér”f %“;/’?/aiz//
Address: | 794 Elind are ?g% MJLF/{I/WI%//}%Q
/71| fomg Boach 90811 an4 Bf’m’% (@/f

Phone: | §69 - Y9g-306¢

Signature: | A Hveo— &_AHY Nﬂ/féﬁ/ f\ﬂfz L L/

Date: M&?[/ /:?)‘“/6/ “ Iy‘%iW}/L’{




ATTACHMENT NO.1 . ADDITIONAL APPELLANTS Page 1l _of 1%
PROJECT ADDRESS: 5560 E. 7T STREET

We, the undersigned, being residents of Alamitos Heights, ate appealing all of the Project Entitlements
granted by the Planning Commission on March 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categorical Exemption. With the drive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the project as a
“Dtive-in Restaurant”. Title 21 states that a “Drive-in Restaurant” is a “fast-food restaurant”. Title 21
states that “fast-food restaurants” shall not abut a residential district. The project meets all requirements of
a “fast-food testaurant”, With the drive-through, the project will have multiple negative impacts on the
neighbothood and will not be consistent with the General Plan. Title 21 states that the project must not be
detrimental to the surrounding community and be consistent with and carty out the General Plan.

Name: PA/U\_,(K N Y @4_(;%(\3

Address: | i HNT AnE

City/ZIPs | (ON& AL Ciogwé Long Bau.h G %57]‘

Phone: || V\(QM% l %Q_O ,ﬂa—' 577"‘ /9 4L

Signature: ‘M \ﬁf %’ W
Date: 32 IL[./(-f .

Néme: M(PW\’Lés/ CO"‘C@J p@Vé #éW

Address: @50 E‘/{Z(»\LZ’ ME‘_ 435’ Fé/ﬁ?"/ff/é”
Gity/zIP: | (oNG RGACL ok 1¢ , PrI /4

Phone: 5&7 2 qu% \%6 =

Date: /Y (%Wi.‘ 2& (¢

| Name: Q(}M”@M (olle N

Address: | (ol T %«/"E

City/ZIP: | NG T 6 ﬁlggzq

Phone: ( <20

Signature:

Date: | Mae&c j i

Name: %ﬁaﬁep ..%— CZO"‘E?\"

Address: (50 F(u’\’l’

Gity/ZIP: |\, Baaaa~ (8. Ao

Phone: inﬁsLh? 7?9&

Signature:

Date: | 2 /3/ QL.




ATTACHMENT NO.1 ADDITIONAL APPELLANTS Page 12 of 13
PROJECT ADDRESS: 5560 E. 7' STREET

We, the undetsigned, being residents of Alamitos Heights, are appealing all of the Project Entitlements
granted by the Planning Commission on Match 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categotical Exemption. With the dtive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the project as
“Dytive-in Restaurant”. Title 21 states that a “Drive-in Restautant” is a “fast-food restaurant”. Title 21
states that “fast-food restaurants” shall not abut a residential district. The project meets all requirements of
a “fast-food testaurant”. With the dtive-through, the project will have mﬁltiple negative impacts on the
neighborhood and will not be consistent with the General Plan. Title 21 states that the project must not be
dettimental to the surrounding community and be consistent with and carty out the Genetal Plan.

Name: M :V\Q, H(A(’\\%U/\‘Q/(\

Address: | 339 1) nt AVQV\U{Q

City/ZIP: | Long beach, CA 90%14

Phone: C g 6% 9%1‘5"%’4—/4
Signature: /7/ W W

Date: }i 3’14

Name: | <=L vvena H‘ﬁfvéfv\

Address: | () 9 () r(lmd A/\/L{/

Ciy/ZIP: ] | g Qe | QOBLY

Phone: “Z\ 0D (,(% 8%867

Signature:

Date: *‘g/l( 2()/0 Lj.

Name:

Address:

City/Z1P:

Phone:

Signature:

Date:

Name:

Address:

City/ZIP:

Phone:

Signature:

Date:
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ATTACHMENT NO.1 ADDITIONAL APPELLANTS , Page 1% of 13
PROJECT ADDRESS: 5560 E. 778 STREET

We, the undersigned, being tesidents of Alamitos Heights, are appealing all of the Project Entitlements
granted by the Planning Commission on Match 6, 2014, including, but not limited to, the Site Plan Review,
CUP and Categotical Exemption. With the drive-through, Title 9 of the LBMC defines the project as 2
“Drive-in Restaurant”. Title 21 states that a2 “Dtive-in Restaurant” is a “fast-food restaurant”. Title 21
states that “fast-food restaurants” shall not abut a tesidential disttict. The project meets all requirements of
a “fast-food restaurant”. With the drive-thtough, the project will have multiple negative impacts on the
neighborhood and will not be consistent with the General Plan, Title 21 states that the project must not be
detrimental to the surtounding community and be consistent with and carty out the General Plan.

Name: |  JOHN W. HUMPHREY

Address: é 20 7 7Ll Wo AV Lnue

City/ZIP: LO,M Bodch., CA 90814

Phone: %ﬂ&f—?ﬁé 8656

Signature:

// 3258 7

Name: \/n///w A H;mPHRc:Y

Address: | [Lon (0 /ity Avesse.

City/Z1P: Lﬁ“q 5W Ch Q&&IJL‘

Phoner ﬁZl/ ‘f?h{ @%

Signature: ”Z/M b 47 ;/W¢
Date: 5//%/}0[4 (/j

Name:

Addtess:

 City/ZIP:

Phone:

Signature:

Date:

Name:

Address:

City/Z1IP:

Phone:

Signature:

Date:

y.awwm;wl
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H-1-Correspondence-Braum

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

A Site Plan Review, Catﬂorcial Exemption (13-095) and Conditional Use Permit
request to demolist two, one-story commerciatbuildings, and construct a one-
story, 1 ,SSQéaugeit)Ecg;%adv-to-eat establishment with a drive thru lane at 5560
a _ /i Streetinthe-CEAZ0ohIng district.  { .
(- g Le had Yo ooy

Project Title: Application No. 1310-11T UOGUL&C\ be o duuve,

Project Description: Deny the appeals of a Planning Commission recommendation
to approve a Site Plan Review and Conditional Use Permit to
construct a one-story,1,889-square-foot ready-to-eat
establishment with a drive thru lane.

Project Location: 5560 E. 7t Street (Council District 3)
Hearing Date: May 6, 2014 at 5:00 PM (City Council Meeting)
Project Applicant: Frontier Real Estate Investments

Project Appellants:  John LaBelle, Carolyn LaBelle, Mark Nevin, Jeff Boverman, and
56 others named on the appeal of Mark Nevin.

Hearing Location: City Counbil Chamber
City of Long Beach
333 W. Ocean Boulevard, Long Beach, California

A City Councilmréport will be available for your review oh or about April 28, 2014. This report
may be viewed on the City website at www.longbeach.gov.

If you have detailed questions about this notice or would like to determine if a hearing date
was postponed or continued, please contact Steven Valdez, Planner, at 562-570-6571.

At the above time and place anyone interested will be heard and all written testimony will
be considered.

Note: If you challenge the action in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues .
you or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or issues raised
via written correspondence delivered to the City Clerk Department at or prior to the public
hearing.
: Larry G. Herrera
City Clerk

Dated: April 10, 2014

Prepared by:
Steven Valdez

\ » 0cQ
e Lo not Loant the CuP fo loe approved).
Ok Not.a Geoat Sl €or oL nowonbor et
Loy ¢ o B sdo (5 ORI0S
Lorudn O Towost - 545 (05 Aotos



H-1-Correspondence-Tripodi

To:

Cce:

Bce:

Subject: Fw: Council ltem

Dear City Clerk,

Please see email below that was sent to councilmember Delong on April 10th. & his colleagues
on the City Council today.

Please confirm receipt.
Thanks

Bill Tripodi

530 Flint Ave. (3rd. District)

Long Beach, CA., 90814
(562) 743 7956

From: williamtripodi@msn.com

To: districtl@longbeach.gov; district4@longbeach.gov; district2 @longbeach.gov;
district5@longbeach.gov; districte@longbeach.gov; district7@longbeach.gov;
district8 @longbeach.gov; district9@longbeach.gov

CC: williamtripodi@msn.com

Subject: FW: Dunkin Donuts proposed development

Date: Mon, 28 Apr 2014 16:28:45 +0000

I wifl not be able to attend your May 6th. council meeting therefore I'm forwarding for your
review a copy of the email I sent to Councilmember Gary DeLong on April 10th. concerning the
Dunkin Donuts proposed development

Subject: Dunkin Donuts proposed development
Date: Thu, 10 Apr 2014 16:07:47 -0400

From: WilliamTripodi@MSN.com

To: District3@LongBeach.gov

Dear Gary,

I’'m writing in support of the proposed project at 5560 E. 7" Street. The site plan review and conditional

use permit approved at the planning commission March 6", meeting allowing for the demolition of two
one-story commercial buildings and construction of a one-store 1,899 square foot “ready-to-eat



restaurant” in conjunction with a single drive-thru lane known as Dunkin Donuts. We currently reside on
Flint Ave (have for over 25 years) approximately 1 block south of this location and feel that the planning
commission have successfully worked with the developer to address & mitigate most if not all issues
previously presented such as:

1. “All traffic counts and corresponding traffic reports will be reviewed and analyzed by the city traffic
engineer, should the city traffic engineer determine that the project has caused significant change in
traffic patterns that negatively impact the surrounding neighborhood, the city traffic engineer may require
the applicant develop and implement traffic control on site, potentially including, but not limited to,
pavement markings, channelization, and signage to address the impacts at the applicants cost”.

2. Landscaping on the property and surrounding the property will significantly be improved as detailed
in items 6 — 10 in the "conditions of approval”.

3. ltems 13 — 15 clearly address parking lot concerns that the developer has agreed to.

4. ltem 18 deals with the speaker associated with the single drive thru land and related issues as to
eliminate possible disturbing the adjoining residential neighborhood.

5.  The public right-of-way has been dealt with in item 19, C - E.

The conditions of approval item 20 states: “If, for any reason, there is a violation of any of the conditions
of this permit or it 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 shall cause the City
to initiate revocation and termination procedures of all rights granted herewith.

As residents of Alamitos Heights for over 25 years and someone who has patronized the current and past
businesses for over 50 years I'm very happy to see this developer willing to invest millions to modernize
and improve this property, provide jobs & sales tax revenue into our local economy.

| applaud our city in particular the planning commission, the city traffic engineer, the developer who
“wants to be a good neighbor” and ask that you and your colleagues on the city council agree with the

planning commission deny the appeals and grant the permit to develop the property at 5560 E. 7", Street.
Thank You,

Bill & Terry Tripodi

530 Flint Ave.

Long Beach, CA., 90814

----- Forwarded by Irma Heinrichs/CC/CLB on 04/28/2014 01:47 PM —--

From: William Tripodi <williamtripodi@msn.com>

To: "cityclerk@longbeach.gov" <cityclerk@longbeach.gov>,

Cc: Dan Almquist <dan@frontierrei.com>, Tom Carpenter <tom@frontierrei.com>
Date: 04/28/2014 12:49 PM

Subject: FW: [editor] Dunkin Donuts

Dear City Clerk,

Please see below regarding the proposed Dunkin Donuts in the 3rd. district. It'simportant to
note that there is neighborhood support for this project.

Thanks



Bill & Terry Tripodi

530 Flint Ave. (3rd. district)
Long Beach, CA., 90814
(562) 743 7956

From: editor@gazettes.com

Date: Mon, 28 Apr 2014 08:23:16 -0700
Subject: Re: [editor] Dunkin Donuts

To: williamtripodi@msn.com

Thank you for your submission.

On Mon, Apr 28, 2014 at 8:11 AM, William Tripodi <williamtripodi@msn.com> wrote:
Please confirm receipt

To the editor,

We have been residents of Alamitos Heights for over 25 years. When we bought our
home we knew there was a liquor store & donut shop at the corner and have enjoyed
both over the years and now a responsible developer will be opening a Dunkin Donuts
on this property. We are pro business and feel we should embrace a project that will
enhance our neighborhood & city. Some people in our neighborhood have
mis-information, we hope they get the facts straight so that we all can enjoy the new
Dunkin Donuts together.

Bill & Terry Tripodi
Alamitos Heights



