Planning Commission Meeting

City of Santa Fe Springs

AGENDA

REGULAR MEETING
PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS

August 11, 2014
4:30 P.M.

Susie Johnston, Chairperson
Michael Madrigal, Vice Chairperson
Louie Gonzalez, Commissioner
Frank Ybarra, Commissioner
Joe Angel Zamora, Commissioner

Public Comment: The public is encouraged to address
the Commission on any matter listed on the agenda or
on any other matter within its jurisdiction. If you wish to
address the Commission, please complete the card that
is provided at the rear entrance to the Council Chambers
and hand the card to the Secretary or a member of staff.
The Commission will hear public comment on items listed
on the agenda during discussion of the matter and prior
to a vote. The Commission will hear public comment on
matters not listed on the agenda during the Oral
Communications period.

Pursuant to provisions of the Brown Act, no action may
be taken on a matter unless it is listed on the agenda or
unless certain emergency or special circumstances exist.
The Commission may direct staff to investigate and/or
schedule certain matters for consideration at a future
Commission meeting.

Americans with Disabilities Act: In compliance with the
ADA, if you need special assistance to participate in a City
meeting or other services offered by this City, please
contact the City Clerk’s Office. Notification of at least 48
hours prior to the meeting or time when services are
needed will assist the City staff in assuring that reasonable
arrangements can be made to provide accessibility to the
meeting or service.

Please Note: Staff reports are available for inspection
in the Planning & Development Department, City Hall,
11710 E. Telegraph Road, during regular business hours
7:30 a.m. — 5:30 p.m., Monday — Friday (closed every
other Friday) Telephone (562) 868-0511.



Planning Commission Meeting August 11, 2014

CALL TO ORDER
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ROLL CALL
Commissioners Gonzalez, Johnston, Madrigal, Ybarra, and Zamora.

ORAL COMMUNICATIONS

This is the time for public comment on any matter that is not on today’s agenda.
Anyone wishing to speak on an agenda item is asked to please comment at the time
the item is considered by the Planning Commission.

MINUTES
Approval of the minutes of the July 14, 2014 Regular Planning Commission Meeting.

PUBLIC HEARING - Continued from July 14, 2014 Planning Commission Meeting
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT Case No. 750 and Environmental Documents
(Mitigated Negative Declaration/Initial Study)

A request to allow the construction and operation of a new 50-foot tall digital
billboard with display area of 14'x48' on property located at 13711 Freeway Drive
(APN: 8069-015-055), zoned FOZ, Freeway Overlay Zone. (Bulletin Displays, LLC).

PUBLIC HEARING - Continued from July 14, 2014 Planning Commission Meeting
ZONE VARIANCE Case No. 76

A request to allow a reduction of the 5-acre minimum size requirement as set forth in
Section 155.384 (H)(7) of our zoning regulations for property’s with a digital billboard
and specifically for property located at 13711 Freeway Drive (APN: 8069-015-055),
zoned FOZ, Freeway Overlay Zone. (Bulletin Displays, LLC).

PUBLIC HEARING

Revocation of Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 49

Revocation of Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 49, which granted
approval to allow the operation and maintenance of a warehouse use involving the
storage of alcoholic beverages at RPM located at 13225 Marquardt Avenue, within
the M-2, Heavy Manufacturing Zone. (City of Santa Fe Springs)

PUBLIC HEARING

Conditional Use Permit Case No. 748 and Environmental Documents
(Mitigated Negative Declaration/Initial Study)

A request to allow the establishment, operation and maintenance of a new parcel
delivery service / ground distribution facility use on the subject 15.74-acre property
located at 11688 Greenstone Avenue (APN: 8026-018-022). The subject site is dual
zoned; the first 340+ ft. off Shoemaker Avenue is zoned M-1, Light Manufacturing
with the remaining portion zoned M-2, Heavy Manufacturing. The site is also located
within a Methane Zone. (Pancal 11525 Shoemaker LLC)
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PUBLIC HEARING

Conditional Use Permit Case No. 756

A request to allow the operation and maintenance of a service station and
convenience market on property located at 11651 Telegraph Road (APN: 8005-002-
045), within the ML-D (Limited Manufacturing Administration and Research - Design)
Zone. (Telegraph 76 Station)

Development Plan Approval No. 882
A request to allow construction of a 2,496 sq. ft. convenience food mart building and
a 3,458 sq. ft. fueling canopy. (Telegraph 76 Station)

Modification Case No. 1242

A request to allow for the reduction in required landscape area from 7,250 sq. ft. to
1,471 sq. ft., reduction in number of required parking spaces from 11 parking spaces
to 6 during fuel delivery operations, and to allow a 4’-2” canopy projection beyond
the 30’ building setback along Alburtis Avenue. (Telegraph 76 Station)

PUBLIC HEARING

Conditional Use Permit Case No. 757

A request for approval to allow the establishment, operation and maintenance of a
temporary wireless telecommunications facility and related equipment on property
located at 10821 Orr and Day Road (APN: 8017-001-038), within the C-4,
Community Commercial, Zone. (Connell Design Group LLC for AT&T Mobility)

Modification Permit Case No. 1245

A request to allow the proposed temporary wireless facility to be designed in a
manner that is deem not stealth, as per required in the Wireless Telecommunication
Antennas Guidelines. (Connell Design Group LLC for AT&T Mobility)

CONSENT AGENDA

Consent Agenda items are considered routine matters which may be enacted by one
motion and roll call vote. Any item may be removed from the Consent Agenda and
considered separately by the Planning Commission.

A. CONSENT AGENDA
Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 27
Compliance review of Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 27-2
to allow the continued sales and serving of alcoholic beverages for onsite
consumption at a family restaurant known as Taco Town located 10941
Norwalk Boulevard within the C-4, Community Commercial, Zone.
(Isela Rivero - Owner)

B. CONSENT AGENDA
Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 33
Compliance review of Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 33 to
allow the continued maintenance and operation an alcoholic beverage sales
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use for off-site consumption by Target located at 10621 Carmenita Road
and within the Gateway Plaza shopping center. (Target Corporation)

C. CONSENT AGENDA

Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 44

Compliance review for Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 44 to
allow the continued operation and maintenance of an alcoholic beverage
use permit involving the storage and wholesale distribution of alcoholic
beverages involving Von's Distribution Center located at 12801 Excelsior
Drive, in the M-2, Heavy Manufacturing Zone and within the Consolidated
Redevelopment Project area. (Safeway, Inc.)

D. CONSENT AGENDA
Conditional Use Permit Case No. 559-3
A compliance review of a use involving the manufacturing, storage and
distribution of sodium hypochlorite at 9028 Dice Road, in the M-2, Heavy
Manufacturing-Buffer, Zone and within the Consolidated Redevelopment
Project Area. (KIK Custom Products)

E. CONSENT AGENDA
Conditional Use Permit Case No. 669-1
A compliance review of a public safety training center located at 11401
Shoemaker Avenue, in the M-2-BP, Heavy Manufacturing-Buffer Parking,
and Zone and within the Consolidated Redevelopment Project Area.
(Rio Hondo College)

ANNOUNCEMENTS
Commissioners
Staff

ADJOURNMENT

I hereby certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California, that the foregoing
agenda has been posted at the following locations; 1) City Hall, 11710 Telegraph Road; 2) City
Library, 11700 Telegraph Road; and 3) Town Center Plaza (Kiosk), 11740 Telegraph Road, not
less than 72 hours prior to the meeting.

Tevesa Cavallo August 7, 2014
Commission Secretary Date




MINUTES
REGULAR MEETING
SANTA FE SPRINGS PLANNING COMMISSION
July 14, 2014

CALL TO ORDER
Chairperson Ybarra called the meeting to order at 4:30 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Chairperson Ybarra called upon Teresa Cavallo to lead the Pledge of Allegiance.

ROLL CALL

Present: Commissioner Gonzalez
Commissioner Madrigal
Commissioner Zamora
Vice Chairperson Johnston
Chairperson Ybarra

Staff: Wayne Morrell, Director of Planning
Steve Skolnik, City Attorney
Cuong Nguyen, Senior Planner
Rafael Garcia, Planning Consultant
Kristi Rojas, Planning Consultant
Luis Collazo, Code Enforcement Officer
Teresa Cavallo, Planning Secretary

Absent: None.
ORAL COMMUNICATIONS
Oral Communications were opened at 4.31 p.m. There being no one wishing to speak, Oral

Communications were closed at 4:31 p.m.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Minutes of the June 8, 2014 Pianning Commission Meeting

Commissioner Gonzalez moved to approve the minutes of the June 9, 2014 meeting;
Commissioner Madrigal seconded the motion. The minutes were unanimously approved and
filed as submitted.

ELECTION OF OFFICERS FOR 2014-2015
The bylaws require the election of Planning Commission Officers.

City Attorney Steve Skolnik explained the process of the election of officers for the Planning
Commission and instructed Chairperson Ybarra to open the nominations for Chairperson.

Chairperson Ybarra opened the nominations for Chairperson. Commissioner Madrigal nominated
Vice Chairperson Johnston for Chairperson. Vice Chairperson Johnston accepted the nomination
and no objections were received. Vice Chairperson Johnston was voted the new Chairperson.



City Attorney Steve Skolnik furthermore instructed Chairperson Johnston to open the nominations
for Vice Chairperson.

Chairperson Johnston opened the nominations for Vice Chairperson. Commissioner Zamora
nominated Commissioner Madrigal for Vice Chairperson. Commissioner Madrigal accepted the
nomination for Vice Chairperson and no objections were received. Commissioner Madrigal was
voted the new Vice Chairperson.

PUBLIC HEARING — Continued from June 9, 2014 Planning Commission Meeting

ZONING TEXT AMENDMENT — Private Educational and Recreational Uses

Ordinance No. 1058, an ordinance of the City Council of the City of Santa Fe Springs, amending
Section 155.183, Section 155.204, Section 155.213, Section 155.234, Section 155.243, Section
155.264, and Section 1565.377 of Chapter 1565 of the City’'s Municipal Code to include private uses
of an educational or recreational nature as conditionally permitted uses in the following zones: ML,
Limited Manufacturing Administration and Research Zone District; M-1, Light Manufacturing Zone
District; M-2, Heavy Manufacturing Zone District; F-O-Z, Freeway Overlay Zone; and along the
Telegraph Road Corridor.

Chairperson Johnston opened the Public Hearing at 4:44 p.m. following the presentation by
Jennifer Lilley of Lilley Planning Group.

Commissioner Madrigal inquired if non-profit businesses would be harmed with this code change
since private businesses seem to have more funding sources than non-profit businesses.

City Attorney Steve Skolnik responded that this code change is merely designed to include private
uses in the various zones indicated within the amendment.

Commissioner Yharra asked about City events being affected by this code change. Director of
Planning Wayne Morrell responded by indicating that PF Zone (Public Uses Facilities Zone) is not
affected by this code change.

Having no further questions or comments, Chairperson Johnston closed the Public Hearing at
4:44 p.m. and requested a motion.

Commissioner Zamora moved to recommend that the City Council approve and adopt Crdinance
No. 1058; Vice Chairperson Madrigal seconded the motion, which carried unanimously,

PUBLIC HEARING

2013 General Plan Housing Element Annual Progress Report

City of Santa Fe Springs General Plan Housing Element Annual Progress Report and
Environmental Document.

Chairperson Johnston opened the Public Hearing at 4:48 p.m., following the presentation of ltem
No. 8 by the Director of Planning YWayne Morrell.

Vice Chairperson Madrigal inquired if the Villages were a part of this progress report. Director of
Planning Wayne Morrell confirmed that the Villages were a part of this progress report.

City Attorney Steve Skolnik stated that the 2013 General Plan Housing Element Annual Progress
Report is a State requirement to update the City's housing statistics.
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Having no further questions or comments, Chairperson Johnston closed the Public Hearing at
4:48 p.m. and requested a motion.

Commissioner Zamora moved to approve ltem No. 8; Vice Chairperson Madrigal seconded the
motion, which passed unanimously.

PUBLIC HEARING

Revocation of Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 38

Revocation of Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 38, which granted approval to allow
the operation and maintenance of warehouse and distribution use involving alcoholic beverages at
Sun Lee Incorporated located at 12029 Telegraph Road, within the M-2 (Light Manufacturing}
Zone. (Sun Lee, Incorporated)

Chairperson Johnsten opened the Public Hearing at 4:50 p.m. after the presentation of ltem No. 8
by Code Enforcement Officer Luis Collazo.

Having no questions or comments, Chairperson Johnston closed the Public Hearing at 4:50 p.m.
and requested a motion.

Commissioner Zamora moved to approve Item No. 9; Commissioner Ybarra seconded the motion,
which was passed unanimously.

PUBLIC HEARING

Revocation of Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. §5

Revocation of Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 55, which granted approval to allow
the operation and maintenance of a warehouse and distribution use involving alcoholic beverages
at Approved Freight Forwarders located at 11630 Pike Street, within the M-2, Heavy
Manufacturing Zone. (City of Santa Fe Springs)

Chairperson Johnston opened the Public Hearing at 4:51 p.m. after the presentation of ltem No.
10 by Code Enforcement Officer Luis Collazo.

Having no questions or comments, Chairperson Johnston closed the Public Hearing at 4:51 p.m,
and requested a motion.

Commissioner Gonzalez moved to approve Item No. 10; Commissioner Ybarra seconded the
motion, which was passed unanimously.

PUBLIC HEARING

Revocation of Conditional Use Permit Case No. 668

Revocation of Conditional Use Permit Case No. 668, which granted approval for the operaticn and
maintenance of a private biodiese! production facility at the property located at 12345 Lakeland
Road in the M-2, Heavy Manufacturing Zone, due to inactivity of more than a year.

(Doug Bean, Ridgeline Energy Services Inc.)

Chairperson Johnston opened the Public Hearing at 4:54 p.m. after the presentation of ltem No.
11 by Planning Consultant Rafael Garcia.

Having no questions or comments, Chairperson Johnston closed the Public Hearing at 4:54 p.m.
and requested a motion.
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Commissioner Gonzalez moved to approve Item No. 11; Commissioner Ybarra seconded the
motion, which was passed unanimously.

PUBLIC HEARING

Revocation of Conditional Use Permit Case No. 697

Revocation of Conditional Use Permit Case No. 697, which granted approval for the operation
and maintenance of a private non-sectarian school for children with special needs at the property
located at 9280 Santa Fe Springs Road in the M-2, Heavy Manufacturing Zone, due to inactivity
of more than a year. (Progressive Resources)

Chairperson Johnston opened the Public Hearing at 5:02 p.m. after the presentation of Item No.
12 by Planning Consultant Rafael Garcia.

Vice Chairperson Madrigal asked if this use was anything like WAPADH (Whittier Area Parents’
Association for the Developmentally Handicapped). Planning Consultant Rafael Garcia indicated
that Progressive Resources still provide one-on-one counseling services just not a school use.

Vice Chairperson Madriga!l inquired about the applicant indicating that they are not operating a
school use; however, how does having students on site work under this revocation.

City Attorney Steve Skolnik indicated that there are State agencies that regulate these programs.

Director of Planning Wayne Morrell also explained that the City conducted an inspection to ensure
that the school use was no longer existent.

Having no further questions or comments, Chairperson Johnston closed the Public Hearing at
5:02 p.m. and requested a motion.

Commissicner Gonzalez moved to approve ltem No. 12; Commissioner Ybarra seconded the
motion, which was passed unanimously.

PUBLIC HEARING

Conditional Use Permit Case No. 750

A request to allow the construction and operation of a new 50-foot tall digital billboard with display
area of 14'x48' on property located at 13711 Freeway Drive (APN: 8069-015-055), zoned M-2-
FOZ, Heavy Manufacturing-Freeway Overlay Zone. (Bulletin Displays, LLC).

*** Please See Item No. 14 ***

PUBLIC HEARING

Zone Variance Case No. 76

A request for a reduction of the 5-acre minimum size requirement as set forth in Section 155.384
(H)(7) of the Zoning Regulations for properties with a digital billboard and specifically for the
property located at 13711 Freeway Drive (APN:. 8069-015-055), zoned M-2-FOZ, Heavy
Manufacturing-Freeway Overlay Zone. (Bulletin Displays, LLC).

City Attorney Steve Skolnik indicated that Item Nos. 13 and 14 have been noticed for a Public
Hearing and gave instruction to Chairperson Johnston to open the Public Hearing, etc.

Chairperson Johnston opened the Public Hearing at 5:03 p.m. and asked if anyone was present to
comment on [tem No. 13 and 14.
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Moshe Sassover requested to speak before the Planning Commission and express his concerns
regarding Item Nos. 13 and 14. Mr. Sassover was concerned about the reduction of the 5-acre
minimum size requirement as set forth within the Zoning Regulations. Mr. Sassover also indicated
that allowing a reduction would set a precedent to allow more properties that do not meet the 5-
acre minimum to build billboard signs and that would lower the value of current billboards within
the properties that do meet the requirements. Mr. Sassover also disclosed that he is a business
owner whom was recently granted a CUP for a static and digital billboard down the street.

A discussion followed amongst the Planning Commissioners and staff. Commissioner Gonzalez
requested that staff provide a plan to analyze existing and potential billboard locations along
Interstate 5 north and south within Santa Fe Springs.

Having no further questions or comments, Chairperson Johnston requested a motion to continue
ltem Nos. 13 and 14.

Vice Chairperson Madrigal moved to continue Item Nos. 13 and 14 to the August 11, 2014
meeting; Commissioner Zamora seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.

PUBLIC HEARING

Conditional Use Permit Case No. 754

A request for approval to allow the establishment, operation and maintenance of a trade school
use on property located at 11843 Smith Avenue {(APN: 8005-009-005), within the M-L (Limited
Manufacturing Administration and Research) Zone. (David Romero of Southern California
Resilient Floor & Decorative Covering Crafts Joint Apprenticeship and Training Committee)

Chairperson Johnston opened the Public Hearing at 5:16 p.m. after the presentation of ltem No.
15 by Planning Consultant Kristi Rojas. Present in the audience was David Romero,
Representative on behalf of Southern California Resilient Floor & Decorative Covering Crafts Joint
Apprenticeship and Training Committee.

Having no questions or comments, Chairperson Johnston requested a motion on ltem No. 15.

Commissioner Gonzalez moved to approve ltem No. 15; Vice Chairperson Madrigal seconded the
motion, which passed unanimously.

PUBLIC HEARING

Development Plan Approval Case No. 883 & Modification Case No. 1244

A request for approval to allow the construction of an 11,378 sq. ft. freestanding building adjacent
to the existing warehousing facility as well as two new mezzanines (3,131 & 2,890 sq. ft.) within
the interior of the existing beverage distribution facility located at 12065 Pike Street (APN 8002-
017-027 & 8002-017-028), in the M-2, Heavy Manufacturing Zone, and within the Consolidated
Redevelopment Project Area. (Triangle Distribution Company)

Chairperson Johnston opened the Public Hearing at 5:29 p.m. after the presentation by Planning
Consultant Rafael Garcia. Present in the audience on behalf of Triangle Distribution Company
were Chris Mann, Regiona! VP of Primus Builders, Inc., Bruce D. Gillings, AlA, Principal of ATI
Architects and Engineers, and Peter Heimark, President of Triangle Distributing Company.

Commissioner Ybarra inquired if any of Triangle’s products are transported by railroad, if there are
parking restrictions along Pike Street and if there was any method to monitor employee parking.
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Vice Chairperson Madrigal also inquired if the new building is being added for more employees.

Both Rafael Garcia and Wayne Morrell responded by indicating that a majority of Triangle's
product is transported by truck and that Pike Street does not have any parking restrictions.

Planning Consultant Rafael Garcia further indicated that street parking is not taken into
consideration only on-site parking when considering a Development Plan Approval. Also, thatno
new employees are expected to be hired as a result of the expansion; however, 150 employees
are on-site at one point and time, primarily the morning shift, but that this project would not lead to
an increase in employee parking.

Planning Director Wayne Morrell noted that Condition 29 is being reworded and all the details
have been worked out amongst the City Attorney, the Applicant and staff.

Bruce Gillings, Principal of ATl Architects and Engineers noted that he is grateful for staff on
coming up with a solution with regards to this project and thanked everyone involved.

Commissioner Gonzalez expressed his gratitude to Triangle for all their contributions and support
to various organizations within the City.

Having no further questions or comments, Chairperson Johnston closed the Public Hearing at
5:31 p.m. and requested a motion for Item No. 16,

Commissioner Ybarra moved to approve ltem No. 16; Commissioner Gonzalez seconded the
motion, which passed unanimously.

CONSENT AGENDA

Consent Agenda items are considered routine matters which may be enacted by one motion
and roll call vote. Any item may be removed from the Consent Agenda and considered
separately by the Planning Commission.

A. CONSENT AGENDA
Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 54-1
Compliance review for Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 54-1 to allow the
operation and maintenance of an alcoholic beverage use involving the storage and
wholesale distribution of alcoholic beverages at 13017 La Dana Court, in the M2, Heavy
Manufacturing Zone, located within the Consolidated Redevelopment Project Area.
(Specialty Cellars/Robert Castellani)

B. CONSENT AGENDA
Conditional Use Permit Case No. 625-3
A compliance review of a meat processing facility at 13565 Larwin Circle, in the M-2, Heavy
Manufacturing, Zone and within the Consolidated Redevelopment Project Area.
(Lawrence D. Whittet, American Relocation & Logistics).

City Attorney Steve Skolnik asked the Planning Commissioners if they required a presentation or if
the staff reports were sufficient.

With no one requesting a presentation, Chairperson Johnston requested a motion.
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Commissioner Ybarra moved to approve ltem No. 17A — B; Commissioner Gonzalez seconded
the motion, which unanimously passed.

ANNOUNCEMENTS
+ Commissioners

None. N
+ Staff

Planning Director Wayne Morrell announced that this Planning Commission meeting would
be Planning Consultant Rafael Garcia’s last meeting since he has accepted a position with
the City of Manhattan Beach.

Planning Consultant Rafael Garcia announced that he appreciated everyone’s help and
guidance and that it has been a pleasure working with everyone here at the City of Santa
Fe Springs. Rafael especially wanted to thank Wayne, Cuong and Teresa.

ADJOURNMENT _
Chairperson Johnston adjourned the meeting at 5:34 p.m.

Chairperson Johnston
ATTEST:;

Teresa Cavallo, Planning Secretary
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PUBLIC HEARING (Continued from July 14, 2014 PC Meeting)

Conditional Use Permit Case No. 750

A request to allow the construction and operation of a new 50-foot tall digital billboard
with display area of 14'x48' on property located at 13711 Freeway Drive (APN: 8069-
015-055), zoned M-2-FOZ, Heavy Manufacturing-Freeway Overlay Zone. (Bulletin
Displays, LLC).

Zone Variance Case No. 76

A request for a reduction of the 5-acre minimum size requirement as set forth in
Section 155.384 (H)(7) of the Zoning Regulations for properties with a digital billboard
and specifically for the property located at 13711 Freeway Drive (APN: 8069-015-
055), zoned M-2-FOZ, Heavy Manufacturing-Freeway Overlay Zone. (Bulletin
Displays, LLC).

RECOMMENDATION

Staff is recommending a continuance of Conditional Use Permit Case No. 750
and Zone Variance Case No. 76 to the next regularly held Ptanning Commission
meeting on September 8, 2014,

BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL

On July 14, 2014, at the applicant’s request, the Planning Commission opened and
continued the subject CUP and ZV to the next regularly held Planning Commission
meeting on August 11, 2014, The continuance was requested by the applicant to
allow additional time to work with staff and obtain consensus on the conditions of
approval and also finalize the Development Agreement associated with the proposed
digital billboard.

Unfortunately, neither items are considered resolved at this time. The applicant is
therefore requesting a continuance to the next regularly held PC meeting on
September 8, 2014. The applicant is confident, and staff concurs, that an agreement
on both items can be achieved prior to the next PC meeting.

b o

Wayne M. Morreli
Director of Planning

Attachment
1. Continuance Letter from Applicant

Report Submitted By: Cuang Nguyen Date of Report: August 7, 2014

Planning Departmient
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August 4, 2014

Mr. Wayne Morrell
Planning Director

Mr, Cuong Nguyen
Planner

City of Santa Fe Springs
Telegraph Road
Santa Fe Springs, CA

Dear Wayne and Cuong,
| am requesting that my case CUP 760 & ZV 76 (Gilbert Blank LLC) being heard before
the Planning Commission on August 11th be tabted until the September meeting.

There are two reasons for Bulletin Displays requesting this postponement, The first is
that Bulletin Displays and the City of Santa Fe Springs are still negotiating the
Development Agreement. We believe that we can come toc an agreement prior to the
September Planning Commission meaeting. This will ensure that the Development
Agreement, CUP and Variance will be running simultaneously thru the Planning
Commission and City Council.

Bulletin Displays is working with staff in Santa Fe Springs to amend the language in the
Conditions of Approval provide by the city. We betieve that this will be achieved prior to
the next meeting.

Thank you for your understanding, we look forward to meeting with you In the near
future,

Thank you
Andy Goodman

Vice President Real Estate
Bulletin Display

bulletindisplays. com

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: August 7, 2014
Planning Department
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PUBLIC HEARING

Revocation of Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 49

Revocation of Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 49, which granted
approval to allow the operation and maintenance of a warehouse use invelving the
storage of alcoholic beverages at RPM located at 13225 Marquardt Avenue, within
the M-2, Heavy Manufacturing Zone. (City of Santa Fe Springs)

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. That the Planning Commission find that the use involving the warehousing
of alcoholic beverages is no longer doing business in the City of Santa Fe
Springs and therefore the activities to which Alcohol Sales Conditional Use
Permit Case No. 49 was granted have ceased. Consequently, the action to
revoke and nullify this Permit complies with the requirements and provisions
under Section 155.811(D).

2. That the Planning Commission revoke and nullify Alcohol Sales Conditional
Use Permit Case No. 49,

BACKGROUND

RPM is a trucking and distribution company that was operating within a warehouse
in the Golden Springs Development. Around 2009, RPM was contracted to
warehouse excess storage of alcoholic beverages and therefore signed a lease with
Golden Springs Development to occupy a warehouse commonly known as Building-
Q at 13225 Marquardt Avenue.

Accordingly, the business obtained an ABC License and at their respective meetings
of May 28 and June 14, 2009, the Planning Commission and the City Council
granted Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 49 to allow the operation
and maintenance of a warehouse storage use involving alcoholic beverages.

In the early part of 2013, the business needed more warehouse space and truck
storage room as their business was growing. Unable to use the existing facility, in
August 2013 they moved to a new building within the City of Fullerton. The new
tenant of the building is involved in the manufacturing of light fixtures and therefore
is not interested in maintaining this Permit.

The property owner was contacted to see if they were interested in maintaining the
Permit, but also declined.

Report Submitted By: L. Collazo, Dept. of Police Services Date of Report: June 23, 2014
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[n accordance with Section 155.811(D), Staff is recommending to the Planning
Commission to revoke and nullify Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 49
because the use for which approval was granted has ceased to exist.

ZONING ORDINANCE REQUIREMENTS
Section 155.811 provides that any variance, modification, permit or other approval
may be revoked and nullified if it is found that any one of the following conditions

apply:

(A)  That the approval was obtained by fraud or faulty information.

(B)  That the permit or variance has been or is being exercised contrary to the
terms or conditions of approval, or is in violation of any statute, ordinance,
law or regulation.

(C) That the use is being exercised in such a way as to be detrimental to the
public health or safety or in such a manner as to constitute a nuisance.

(D)  That the use for which approval was granted has ceased to exist or has
been suspended for one year or more.

Staff finds that Section 155.811(D) applies because the use and business involved
in the warehousing and storage of alcoholic beverages, for which approval was
granted, has ceased to exist at the subject site.

LEGAL NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

This matter was set for Public Hearing in accordance with the requirements of
Sections 65090 and 65091 of the State Planning, Zoning and Development Laws
and the requirements of Sections 155.860 through 155.864 of the City's Municipal
Code.

In accordance with Section 155.813 a letter (copy attached as Exhibit A) was mailed
to the business owner via Certified Mail ten days or more prior to the date of this
hearing to revoke and nullify ASCUP Case No. 49. The property owner was also
notified of the hearing and provided an opportunity to maintain the Permit. However,
the property owner chose to decline the opportunity.

Legal notice of the Public Hearing to revoke and nullify Alcohol Sales Conditional
Use Permit Case No. 49 was also sent via first class mail to all property owners
whose names and addresses appear on the latest County Assessor's Roll within 500
feet of the exterior boundaries of the subject property on July 31, 2014, The legal
notice was also posted in Santa Fe Springs City Hall, the City Library and Town
Center on July 31, 2014, as required by the State Zoning and Development Laws

Report Submitted By: L. Collazo, Dept. of Police Services Date of Report: June 23, 2014
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and by the City’'s Zoning Regulations. As of August 6, 2014, Staff has not received
any inquiries regarding the proposal, and Applicant did not submit a formal appeal.

Dind Torres
Director of Police Services

Attachment: Exhibit A

Report Submitted By: L. Collazo, Dept. of Police Services Date of Report: June 23, 2014
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| Exhibit A

CIiTY OF
SANTA'FE SPRINGS
LISTE Tedograph foad  £A 90ROV (SAT) MO0 1850 Fax G420 40U 1854 waansnidabespslogyong

POLICE SERVICES CENTER

July 17, 2014 —
IV VIA CERTIFIED MAIL ]

RPM Consolidated Services
1801 Raymer Avenue
Fullerlon, CA 92833

Subject: Alcoliel Sales Conditional Use Permll Case No. 49
13226 Marquardl Ave, Santa Fe Springs

The Plannlng Commisslon and the Cily Council, al thelr reapective meetings of May 28
and June 14, 2005, approved your request for Alcoho! Sales Conditional Use Permit
(ASCUP) Case No. 48 for the properly located at 13225 Marquardt Avenue. Wa
recently learned ihal you are no longer occupying thls praperty and are no longer
utlizing the Permit. To avold any further cosls charged lo you In regards to the Permit,
wa will be requesling that tha Ptanning Commission terminate {revoke) ASCUP Casa
No. 48,

If you feel that this Permit shall not be revoked, please conlact us immediately.
Otherwise, this matter will be placed on the Planning Commission's agenda for thelr
rmeeting of August 11, 2014, with a recommendatlon for tarmlnalion.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesltate to call me at
(562) 409-1850, extension 3320.

Depaiigaeg! of Police Servicas

cc:  Margarita Munoz, Management Asslstant
Flle :

Report Submitted By; L. Collazo, Dept. of Police Services Date of Report; June 23, 2014




@2 Planning Commission Meeting . _ August 11, 2014

PUBLIC HEARING

Conditional Use Permit Case No. 748 and Environmental Documents

A request for approval to allow the establishment, operation and maintenance of a
new parcel delivery service / ground distribution facility use on the subject 15.74-
acre property located at 11688 Greenstone Avenue (APN: 8026-018-022). The
subject site is dual zoned; the first 340x ft. off Shoemaker Avenue is zoned M-1,
Light Manufacturing with the remaining portion zoned M-2, Heavy Manufacturing.
The site is also located within a Methane Zone. (Pancal 11525 Shoemaker LLC)

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission take the following actions:

1.  Open the Public Hearing and receive any comments from the public
regarding Conditional Use Permit Case No. 748, and thereafter close the
Public Hearing.

2. Find that the proposed parcel delivery service / ground distribution
facility, if conducted in strict compliance with the conditions of approval,
will be harmonicus with adjoining properties and surrounding uses in the
area and therefore will not be detrimental to persons or property in the
immediate vicinity and will not adversely affect the city in general.

3. Find that the applicant's request meets the criteria set forth in §155.716
of the Zoning Regulations, for the granting of Conditional Use Permit.

4.  Approve and adopt the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration which,
based on the findings of the Initial Study and the proposed mitigation
measures, indicates that there is no substantial evidence that the proposed
project have a significant adverse effect on the environment.

5. Adopt the proposed Mitigation and Monitoring and Reporting Program
(MMRP) for the proposed project in order to mitigate or avoid significant
effects on the environment, and that the Planning Commission attach the
mitigation measures to the conditions of approval for Conditional Use
Permit Case No. 748.

6. A‘pprove CUP No. 748, subject to the conditions of approval as stated
within the staff report.

Report Submitted By, Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: August 7, 2014
Planning and Development Department
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LOCATION / BACKGROUND

The subject site is located between Greenstone Avenue (on the west) and
Shoemaker Avenue (on the east), south of Lakeland Road and north of Imperial
Highway at 11688 Greenstone Avenue (APN: 8026-018-022). The subject site
measures 15.74 acres and is currently developed with a new concrete tilt-up
industrial building totaling 327,934 sq. ft. Industrial land uses are located to the
north, south, and west. Properties to the east are within the area of the County of
Los Angeles known as South Whittier and consist of residential dwellings.

In March of 2012, the Planning Commission approved Development Plan Approval
(DPA) Case No. 876 to allow the construction of a 328,378 sq. ft. industrial building;
and Modification Permit (MOD) Case No. 1225 to reserve and not provide 226, or
50.1%, of the 451 total required off street parking spaces (225 total spaces to be
provided). It should be noted that the original DPA included the approval for a
| second 36,171 sq. ft. building with the decision to construct the second building

being dependent upon the occupant of the larger building and their operational
needs. Since the applicant, FedEx Ground, is proposing to occupy the site and they
prefer a truck yard over a second building; a second building will not be constructed
at this time.

I DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

% The applicant, FedEx Ground, is a shipping company that is a subsidiary of the

FedEx Corporation. It is a leading provider of ground small-package deliver services,
providing services to U.S. and Canada. FedEx Ground was founded in 1985 as
Roadway Package System (RPS), the company was purchased by FedEx
Corporation and was re-branded as FedEx Ground in 2000 when FedEx re-branded
| all of its subsidiaries.

FedEx is currently negotiating a long-term lease to occupy the subject site and utilize
the 328,378 sq. ft. building as a FedEx Ground parcel delivery service / ground
distribution facility. The proposed parcel delivery service / ground distribution facility

use will involve the sorting of packages, and both incoming and outgoing freight.
| This will involve loading trailers (at the exterior loading docks) and loading of delivery
vehicles (inside the building).

Hours of Operation
The hours of operation for the proposed facility are as follows:
» The proposed parcel delivery service / ground distribution facility use is
proposing to operate 24-hours a day, seven days a week.

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
Planning Department
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Employee Count

According to the applicant, and based on a 2-year projection plan, FedEx Ground is
expecting a total of approximately 410 employees and contractors working at the
subject facility. However, at peak employment levels (see Table 1 below), FedEx
Ground anticipates approximately 230-239 employees (part-time and full-time) and
i contractors (delivery drivers).

Table 1
Penk Fedlix Santa IFe Springs Employments Levels

-
5 g = =] e = | [ b Bl = = - - vt
2 |95%52|3]7 %% 33|55\ £|2|E| 5|2 5| LE ECE
3 81818/ 8/ 9|8l2|8|8e|lgl¢elc|e Bl ls e slslse
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Conlractors 144 sontenctors (lelivers delviers)
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Trull-tim
| Employ;:s i employess (Shift 1) s ppnplisvecs (51 1) i employees (Bhilf 111)
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As depicted in the Table above, FedEx is projected to have the following
employment levels by the end of year two:

e 42 Fuli-Time Employees
e 225 Part-Time Employees
* 144 Contractors (delivery drivers)

Parking
Based on the expected employment levels, peak on-site parking demand will occur
between 7:00-8:00am where FedEx Ground will need to provide a total of 239

parking stalls. Please note that this is assuming the worst case scenario whereby
everyone drives to work alone.

I According to the proposed site plan (see attachment provided — Proposed Site

Plan), a total of 256 automabile parking stalls (207 standard, 9 handicap accessible,
19 carpoolfvanpool, and 21 fuel efficient) will be available for employees. However,
in addition to automobile parking stalls for employees, FedEx Ground will also
provide 125 trailer stalls (17 — 11-6" x 28-0" and 108 — 11-6" x 53-0") to
| accommodate the anticipated facility trucking demand.

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report; January 21, 2014
| Planning Department
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Future Satellite Parking Sites

Although, the subject property is expected to meet the parking demands for the
initial two year projection, the applicant is already seeking to purchase or lease
additional properties south of the subject property to provide additional satellite
parking to accommodate the anticipated future growth. Currently six potential sites
are being considered for acquisition or lease.

The six potential satellite parking sites are as follows:

¢ 11720 Greenstone Avenue (2.38-acres)
* 11809-11829 Shoemaker Avenue (1.19-acres)
s 11813 Greenstone Avenue (.90-acres)

» 11741 Greenstone Avenue (.29-acres)
o 11735 Greenstone Avenue (.26-acres)
» 12017 Greenstone Avenue (1.84-aces)

If successful, the applicant will secure an additional 6.86-acres for satellite parking
purposes. It should be noted that the current conditions of approval for the subject
CUP do not address these potential satellite parking sites. Once the sites have
been secured by the applicant, they will need to obtain Planning Commission
approval to amend the existing CUP and include the new satellite parking sites.
The CUP amendment will likely include new conditions to address any potential
issues related to the proposed satellite parking sites.

Site Improvements

The new parcel delivery service / ground distribution facility use will involve the
installation of a new guard house, a locker shelter, perimeter fencing, the re-striping
of the rear parking area, as well as various interior tenant improvements to ensure
the building Is suitable for a parcel delivery service use.

Terminal Access Route (TAR)

Concurrent with the applicant's request for a CUP to allow their parcel delivery
service / ground distribution facility use, the applicant has also requested that
Caltrans and the City approve a Terminal Access Route (TAR) which would allow
the facility to accommodate certain types of trucks (i.e. STAA trucks) within
specifically designated and previously analyzed roadways (see affachment
provided — Truck Route Analysis).

It should be noted that the TAR designation process is hot a discretionary process.
The designation of these routes require the City to evaluate the proposed TAR
roadway segments and the intersections to ensure that the STAA trucks can be
accommodated. The City is then to notify Caltrans of their findings. Final approval
of the TAR is ultimately subject to Caltrans approval.

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
Planning Department



Conditional Use Permit Case No. 748 Page 5 of 31

To date, the City’s Engineering Department has reviewed the proposed TAR roads
and intersections and have found that the proposed terminal access route does
meet the geometric criteria for STAA trucks. The City sent our findings to Caltrans
on June 25, 2014 (see atfachment provided — Letter from Direclor of Public Works).

ZONING CODE REQUIREMENT

In accordance with Section 155.243(J)(20) of the City's Zoning Regulations, a
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) is required for the establishment of a parcel delivery
service use when such use is conducted within a completely enclosed building and
primarily consisting of step vans, parcel trucks or similar non-trailered vehicles.
However, since FedEx Ground will primarily utilize large trucks with trailers, staff is
classifying the proposed use as a trucking facility in accordance with Section
155.243(1)(4) of the City's Zoning Regulations. Nevertheless, a Conditional Use
Permit (CUP) is still required for the establishment of a trucking facility.

S —

Code Section: | ¢ hgitional Uses

155.243 (1) Section 155.243
Notwithstanding the list of uses set forth in Section 155.243, the
following are the uses permitted in the M-2 Zone only after a valid
conditional use permit has first been issued:

(I} Trucking, transit and transportation facilities of the following kinds:
(4) Trucking facilities, except where incidental to a permitted use
servicing only such permitted use and on the same premises of
such permitted use.

FedEx Ground is, therefore, seeking approval of the subject CUP, to allow the
establishment, operation and maintenance of their parcel delivery service / ground
distribution facility use on the subject property.

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

The subject site has frontage on both Shoemaker Avenue and Greenstone Avenue.
Shoemaker Avenue is designated as a “Secondary Highway” within the Circulation
Element of the City's General Plan. Greenstone Avenue is a local street.

ZONING AND LAND USE

The subject site is dual zoned; the first 340z ft. off Shoemaker Avenue is zoned M-1,
Light Manufacturing with the remaining portion zoned M-2, Heavy Manufacturing.
The entire property, however, has a General Plan Land Use designation of
Industrial.

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report; January 21, 2014
Planning Department
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Properties to the north and south are dually zoned in the same manner as the
subject site. Properties to the west are zoned M-2 with a Land Use designation of
Industrial. Properties to the east are within Los Angeles County and consist of
residential dwellings.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS

An Initial Study was prepared to determine the project’'s impact on the environment
and the appropriate environmental document. Based on the Initial Study, it was
determined that there were no potentially significant impacts that could not be
mitigated to a level of insignificance; consequently, a Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) was prepared. The reasons to support the determination to prepare an MND
are contained in the Initial Study which is provided as an attachment to this report. It
should also be noted that the MND was prepared through collaborate efforts
between the applicant, various staff members from the City of Santa Fe Springs, and
the City’s environmental consultant — Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning.

Potentially Affected Environmental Factors:

Although a separate analysis was done for the proposed parcel delivery service /
ground distribution facility use, based on the draft Initial Study/MND, the proposed
use is not expected to result in any new impacts that was not already consider in the
original Initial Study/MND that was prepared and adopted for the existing 327,000+/-
sq. ft. industrial building (11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center).

The following factors were identified as having a potentially negative effect on the
environment, if not properly mitigated: Light and Glare, Air Quality, Hazardous
Materials, Hydrology, Noise and Traffic. A detailed analysis of these factors and their
respective pertinent issues are discussed and further analyzed within the Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (see attachment — Proposed Mitigated
Negative Declaration and Initial Study).

The Planning Commission should note that the existing cross-dock building was
specifically designed for a distribution center, thus the original environmental
analysis and mitigation measures had already considered above-average traffic.
Nevertheless, the recent IS/IMND is recommending that four (4) new mitigation
measures be implemented to address potential concerns with access and parking
commonly associated with a parcel delivery service use.

Below are the four (4) new mitigation measures recommended as a means to
reduce potential parking and access related impacts associated with the proposed
parcel delivery service use:

New Mitigation No. 25 (Access /mpacts). All access to any future remote
parking areas must be limited to Greenstone Avenue. No access (ingress or
egress) to Shoemaker Avenue will be permitted.

Report Submilted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
Planning Department
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New Mitigation No. 26 (Access Impacts). The new sidewalk and parking way
landscaping must be consistent with that provided for the 11688 Greenstone
Avenue development.

New Mitigation No. 27 (Parking Impacts). In the event parking demand is
exceeded, FedEx Ground must consider the following strategies to
accommodate this additional parking demand.

= The business operatoer may adjust shift change times so that the
parking demand during the peak parking demand periods (shift
changes) is lessened.

* A local job fair must be held to facilitate the hiring of local residents as
a means to reduce worker commutes and further reduce potential
parking demand.

e The business operator will purchase bus passes for workers to
promote the use of public transit.

e The business operator will not be permitted to use Greenstone or
Shoemaker for employee parking at any time.

e The business operator must provide carpool incentives for the
employees.

New Mitigation No. 28 (Parking Impacts). The existing alley that will provide
access to Greenstone Avenue and the potential new remote surface parking
areas must be paved and striped to the satisfaction of the City of Santa Fe
Springs.

Mitigation Monitoring:

The monitoring and reporting on the implementation of the 28 project mitigation
measures, including the period for implementation, monitoring agency, and the
monitoring action, are identified in attached Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program (MMRP). Although all former mitigation measures previously included in
the original MMRP for the existing industrial building was made part of the current
MMRP, it should be noted that mitigation measure no. 2, 4, 5, 6,7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12,
13, 14, and 15 (as noted on the MMRP document) are no longer applicable since the
design and construction phases have been completed.

Draft MND Review:

When reviewing the Mitigated Negative Declaration/Initial Study, the focus of the
review should be on the project's potential environmental effects. If persons believe
that the project may have a significant effect, they should: (a) ldentify the specific
effect; (b) Explain why they believe the effect would occur, and; (¢) Explain why they
believe the effect would be significant.

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014

Planning Department
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Individuals who believe there are significant effects as outlined above, should also
explain the basis for their comments and submit data or references offering facts,
reasonable assumptions based on facts, or expert opinion supported by facts in
support of the comments. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, an effect shall not be
considered significant in the absence of substantial evidence.

Responses to Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration:

The completed draft Initial Study/MND was circulated for the required 30-day public
review and comments from July 11, 2014 to August 10, 2014. The Notice of Intent
(NOI} to adopt a MND was posted with the Los Angeles County Clerk. Also,
pursuant to Section 15072 of the CEQA Guidelines, the notice was posted in Santa
Fe Springs City Hall, the City Library, and Town Center Hall Kiosk on July 11, 2014.
A copy of the Initial Study/MND, including the NOI was also mailed to surrounding
cities for their review and comment. A Notice of Intent (NOI) was also sent to all
responsible and trustee agencies.

To date, staff has not received any correspondence nor has anyone called or came
to the counter to provide comments or stating concerns relating to the proposed
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration.

LEGAL NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

This matter was set for Public Hearing in accordance with the requirements of
Sections 65090 and 65091 of the State Planning, Zoning and Development Laws
and the requirements of Sections 155.860 through 155.864 of the City's Municipal
Code.

Legal notice of the Public Hearing for the conditional use permit was sent by first
class mail to all property owners whose names and addresses appear on the latest
County Assessor's Roll within 500 feet of the exterior boundaries of the subject
property on July 31, 2014. The legal notice was also posted in Santa Fe Springs
City Hall, the City Library and the City's Town Center on July 31, 2014, and
published in a newspaper of general circulation (Whittier Daily News) on August 1,
2014, as required by the State Zoning and Develcpment Laws and by the City's
Zoning Regulations.

CONMMISSION’S CONSIDERATIONS

Conditional Use Permit

As mentioned previously, Section 155.243(l)(4) of the Zoning Regulations, states
that trucking facilities, except where incidental to a permitted use servicing only such
permitied use and on the same premises of such permitted use, shall be allowed in
the M-2 Zone only after a valid conditional use permit has first been obtained.

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
Planning Department
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—

The Commission should note that in accordance with Section 155.716 of the City's
Zoning Regulations, before granting a Conditional Use Permit, the Commission

shall;

1) Satisfy itself that the proposed use will not be detrimental fo persons or property

in the immediate vicinity and will nof adversely affect the city in general and

2} Give due consideration fo the appearance of any proposed structure and may

require revised architectural treatment if deemed necessary fo preserve the

general appearance and welfare of the community.

Staff believes that the applicant’s request meets the criteria required by Section
155.716 of the City’s Zoning Regulations for the granting of a Conditional Use

Permit.

The reasons for the findings are as follows:

1. That the parcel delivery service / ground distribution facility will not be
detrimental to persons or property in the immediate vicinity, nor the
welfare of the community for the following reasons:

The subject site is located within the M-2-BP (Heavy Manufacturing)
Zone and also has a General Plan land use designation of Industrial.
A parcel delivery service / ground distribution facility use will be
consistent with the current zoning and land use designation.

The existing cross-dock building was specifically designed for a
distribution center or similar type of use.

The applicant has demonstrated that adequate on-site parking will be
provided to meet the anticipated parking demand for the initial 2-year
projection. Additionally, the applicant is committed to either purchasing
or leasing nearby properties to provide additional off-street parking to
accommodate future growth.

As proposed, Greenstone Avenue serves as the only vehicular access
to the site. This will help minimize any potential traffic related impacts
along Shoemaker Avenue,

If conducted in strict compliance with proposed conditions of approval,
the City's municipal code, and additional mitigation measures within
the proposed CEQA document, staff finds that the parcel delivery
service / ground distribution facility use will be harmonious with
adjoining properties and surrounding uses in the area and thus will not
be detrimental to persons or property in the immediate vicinity.

Report Submitted By, Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
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2. That the parcel delivery service / ground distribution facility has been
designhed to preserve the general appearance and welfare of the
community for the following reasons:

= The existing cross-dock building was developed less than two years
ago. No major modification are proposed along the exterior of the
building.

e Aside from a new guard house and a locker shelter, the site
characteristics will remain practically unchanged.

s The proposed guard house and locker shelter, nevertheless, has been
designed with colors, materials and architectural features to be
consistent with the general appearance of the existing building.

e For the reason mentioned, staff finds that the proposed parcel delivery
service / ground distribution facility has been designed preserve the
general appearance and welfare of the community.

STAFF CONSIDERATIONS:

Staff is recommending approval of the CUP request to establish, operate and
maintain a parcel delivery service / ground distribution facility on the subject
property. However, staff also recommends that it be subject to a CUP amendment,
on or before 2-years, to verify and ensure that additional parking for employees and
contractors may be accommodated beyond the initial 2-year projection provided by
applicant.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL:

ENGINEERING / PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT:
(Contact: Robert Garcia 562-868-0511 x7545)

1. That adequate “on-site” parking shall be provided per City requirements, and
all streets abutting the development shall be posted “No Stopping Any Time
(NSAT).” Seven (7) NSAT signs will be posted on the Shoemaker Avenue
street frontage. The City will install the offsite signs and the owner shall pay
the actual cost of sign installation

DEPARTMENT OF FIRE - RESCUE (FIRE PREVENTION DIVISION)
(Contact: Brian Reparuk 562.868-0511 x3716)

2. That fire lanes and fire access shall be provided and maintained at all times.

3. That signs and markings required by the Fire Department shall be installed
along the required Fire Department access roadways.

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report; January 21, 2014
Planning Department
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4.

That prior to submitting plans to the Building Department, a preliminary site
plan shall be approved by the Fire Department for required access roadways.
The site plan shall be drawn at a scale between 20 to 40 feet per inch.
Include on plan all entrance gates that will be installed.

POLICE SERVICES DEPARTMENT:

(Contact: Luis Collazo 562.868-0511 x3320)

5.

10.

11,

12.

13.

That the required off-street parking areas, as approved under the final parking
plan, shall not be encroached on, reduced or used for outdoor storage of
trucks, equipment or any other related material.

That the applicant shall comply with Section 155.483(B) regarding substitute
parking should off-site parking be required.

That the applicant shall maintain the parking areas and the surrounding
landscaping areas in compliance with Section 155.493 of the Zoning Code
and 95.03 of the Property Maintenance. Ordinance.

That the applicant shall submit a Site Photometric plan to the Department of
Police Services for review and approval. Said plan shall comply with Section
155.496 of the Zoning Code in regards to reflecting the light away from the
residential properties across Shoemaker Avenue.

That vending machines, water machines, pay telephones and other similar
equipment shall not be placed outdoors whereby visible from the street or
adjacent properties.

That all buildings, structures, walls, fences, and similar appurtenances shall
he maintained in good appearance and condition at all times.

That the applicant shall receive written approval by the Director of Public
Works and the Director of Police Services for any installation of mailing boxes
or similar drop off boxes within the public right-of-way.

That the applicant shall receive written approval by the Director of Police
Services and all other applicable Departments for the location and installation
of any guard shelter(s).

That the applicant shall maintain digital video cameras and shall allow the
Director of Police Services, Whittier Police Officers, and any of their
representatives to view the security surveillance video footage immediately
upon their request.

Report Submitted By, Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
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14.  That the applicant shall not install razor or harbed wire on the any part of
walls, fences or other structures.

15,  That all other applicable requirements of the City Zoning Ordinance,
California Building Code, California Fire Code, Business & Professions Code,
the determinations of the City and State Fire Marshall, and all other applicable
regulations shall be strictly complied with.

16. It is hereby declared to be the intent that if any provision of this Permit is
violated or held to be invalid, or if any law, statute or ordinance is violated, the
Permit shall be subject to the revocation process and the privileges granted
hereunder shall lapse.

WASTE VIANAGEMENT:
(Contact: Teresa Cavallo 562.868.0511 x7309)

17.  That the applicant shall comply with Section 50.51 of the Municipal Code
which prohibits any business or residents from contracting any solid waste
disposal company that does not hold a current permit from the City.

18.  That all projects over $50,000 are subject to the requirements of Ordinance
No. 914 to reuse or recycle 75% of the project waste. Contact the Recycling
Coordinator, Teresa Cavallo at (562) 868-0511 x7309.

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT:
(Contact: Cuong Nguyen 562.868-0511 x7359)

19.  This approval allows the applicant, FedEx Ground Package Systems, Inc., to
establish, operate and maintain a parce! delivery service / ground distribution
facility use at 11688 Greenstone Avenue (APN 8026-018-022).

20.  That the applicant understands that all employees and contractors parking will
be limited to the project site. This requirement also applies to the number of
employees and contractors that will be required at peak operational periods
(i.e. holiday).

21.  That the proposed distribution facility use shall otherwise be substantially in
accordance with the proposed site plan submitted by the applicant and on file
with the case.

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
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22, That all new parking stalls shall he striped as shown on the proposed site
plan prior to commencement of activities. All truck and van stalls shall be
further identified by having the words "truck stall’ and "van stall” or
comparable wording legibly written on the pavement, wheel stop, on a clearly
visible sign, or on a map that is both provided to on-site security personnel
and also distributed to all drivers.

23.  That truck, trailer, van, and automobile parking shall only be conducted within
the designated area or stalls as shown on the proposed site plan submitted
and on file with the case.

24.  That no portion of the required off-street parking and driveway areas shall be
used for outdoor storage of any type or for special-event activities, unless
prior written approval is obtained from the Planning Director, Director of
Police Services, and the Fire Marshall.

25.  That all vehicles associated with the businesses on the subject property shall
be parked on the subject site at all times. No on-street parking by employees
or patrons is permitted on either Greenstone Avenue or Shoemaker Avenue
and violations to this rule would result in the restriction or revocation of
privileges granted under this Permit.

26.  That the applicant shall not allow commercial vehicles, trucks and/or truck
tractors to queue on Greenstone Avenue, use street as a staging area, or to
back up onto the street from the subject property. In addition, any vehicles
associated with the property shall not obstruct or impede any traffic.

27.  That the applicant understands that the use of WB23 and STAA trucks on the
proposed Terminal Access Route (TAR) is subject to prior approval by
Caltrans — State of California Department of Transportation.

28. That the applicant understands the proposed truck, trailer, and van storage
areas shall be completely screened from public view. Prior to occupancy, the
applicant shall provide plans to the Planning Department to demonstrate that
said storage areas will be adequately screened.

29. That all fences, walls, gates and similar improvements for the proposed
development shall be subject to the prior approval of the Fire Department and
the Department of Planning and Development.

30.  That the applicant shall provide 24-hour on-site security to monitor the subject
property.

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
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31.  That the proposed guard station and locker station shall be constructed of
quality material and designed with colors and materials to match the existing
concrete tilt-up building.

proper, safe, and aesthetically pleasing manner at all times; any such
landscape, equipment, structure, parking area, etc. in need of paint, repair, or
replacement as determined by the Planning Director (or designee) shall be
resolved in a timely manner.

i 32.  That the applicant shall ensure the subject site is continually maintained in a

33. That the applicant shall ensure that the site is continually maintained free of

I trash, junk, debris, etc., and in an otherwise neat and orderly manner.

34. That no outdoor speakers, loudspeaker intercom systems, bells, horns, or
other audible notification systems, other than those audible systems required
for emergency or safety warnings, shall be used in the day to day operations

I of the facility.

35. That the proposed distribution facility use shall comply with Section 1565.424
of the City’s Zoning Ordinance regarding the permitted noise levels. If there
is a violation of this aforementioned Section, the property owner/applicant
shall take whatever measures necessary to reduce or otherwise eliminate
said noise source from the operation immediately.

36. That the Department of Planning and Development shall first review and
approve all sign proposals for the development. The sign proposal (plan) shall
include a site plan, building elevation on which the sign will be located, size,
style and color of the proposed sign. All drawings shall be properly
dimensioned and drawn to scale on 24" x 36" maximum-size paper. All signs
shall be installed in accordance with the sign standards of the Zoning

| Ordinance and the Sign Guidelines of the City.

37.  That the applicant shall comply with the City's "Heritage Artwork in Public
Places Program” in conformance with City Ordinance No. 9009.

38. That all other requirements of the City's Zoning Regulations, Building Code,
| Property Maintenance Ordinance, State and City Fire Code and all other

applicable County, State and Federal regulations and codes shall be
complied with.

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
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39.

40.

41.

42.

That the applicant shall require and verify that all contractors and sub-
contractors have successfully obtained a Business License with the City of
Santa Fe Springs prior to beginning any construction activities associated
with the subject project. A late fee and penalty will be accessed to any
contractor or sub-contractor that fails to obtain a Business License and a
Building Permit final or Certificate of Occupancy will not be issued until all
fees and penalties are paid in full. Please contact Cecilia Pasos, Business
License Clerk, at (562) 868-0511, extension 7527 for additional information. A
business  license  application can also be downlocaded at
www.santafesprings.orqg.

That CUP Case No. 748 shall be subject to review in two (2) years, on or
before August 11, 2016, to verify compliance with the established conditions
and also analyze the future satellite parking areas provided for employee and
contractors to meet the parking demands beyond the existing 2-year
projection provided by the applicant. The applicant understands that future
amendments of the subject CUP will be contingent upon the applicant’s ability
to provide additional parking for employees and contractors, as well as their
related vehicles, beyond the 2-year projection.

That the applicant, FedEx Ground Package Systems, Inc., agrees to defend,
indemnify and hold harmless the City of Santa Fe Springs, 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 an approval
of the City or any of its councils, commissions, committees or boards arising
from or in any way related to the subject CUP, or any actions or operations
conducted pursuant thereto. Should the City, its agents, officers or
employees receive notice of any such claim, action or proceeding, the City
shall promptly notify the owner/developer of such claim, action or proceeding,
and shall cooperate fully in the defense thereof.

That if there is evidence that any of the conditions of approval have not been
fulfilled or the use has or have resulted in a substantial adverse effect on the
health, and/or general welfare of users of adjacent or proximate property, or
have a substantial adverse impact on public facilities or services, the Director
of Planning and Development may refer the use permit to the Planning
Commission for review. Upon such review, if the Commission finds that any
of the results above have occurred, the Commission may modify or revoke
the subject use permit.

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
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43. That it is hereby declare to be the intent that if any provision of this Approval
is viclated or held to be invalid, or if any law, statute or ordinance is violated,
this Approval shall be void and the privileges granted hereunder shall lapse.

(_;ijm M _,;-{-f{ el

Wayne M. Morrell
Director of Planning

ttachments:

Aerial Photograph

Proposed Site Plan

Truck Route Analysis

Letter from Director of Public Works

CUP Application

Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study

Proposed Mitigation and Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP)

TJF"S"PP’N.—“i
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AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH
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PROPOSED SITE PLAN
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TRUCK ROUTE ANALYSIS
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TRUCK ROUTE ANALYSIS (Cont.)
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TRUCK ROUTE ANALYSIS (Cont.)
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TRUCK ROUTE ANALYSIS (Cont.)
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TRUCK ROUTE ANALYSIS (Cont.)
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TRUCK ROUTE ANALYSIS (Cont.)
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l Conditional Use Permit Case No. 748

LETTER FROM DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS

L |
-
i

CITY OF
SANTA FE SPRINGS
e X T R 7 v U i

B el e A [ Wk 1n

A el phace [0 e, WaNs, il Failed

June 25, 2004

Caltrims —Stale of CA Depl. al Transporialion
106 S, Main Sireet, MS A9
Los Anpeles, CA 40012

Altention: Tona Hun

Subject: Terminal Access Roule Application

D My, e

The City al’ Santa Fe Springs requests that o Terminal Aceess Route (TAR) be approved for a
develapment site locuted at Greenstone Avenue in the City of Sauta Fe Speings. Note 1ha Wis

approval will be dope in coordinalion with the City ol Saoi e Springs final approval ol the
developuent,

All Toeal voads und interseetions on the proposed Tocal terminal aecess route meet the peomelric
eriteria Tor STAA truchs refened won page 368 of the 2312 Califormin Mununl on Uniform Trallic
Contra) Devices (CA MLUITCD).

Aachied please sec the routes Trom the 1-5 Freeway 10 and from the subject site aleng with the
teuelk torning templates, B yan ove any guestions, ploise contact me al 362-868-051 1 extension

011,

Sineorely,

-7 ’_/;-" F
’ /
7 7
MNoc Negrele
Dirvectar al Public Works

e Wayne Morrell, Discetor of Plinmuog and Development

Junntin Trajllle, Mayer = Laarle M. Rlos, Mayor Pro Tem
City Couneidl
Rietard J, Moo = Willisn 1K Jounds « Jay S
Cliy Murager
Havddeas MeCornuwk
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CUP APPLICATION

City of Santa Fe Springs
Application for

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT (CUP)

Applicallon Is horaly made by the undersignad for a Condllional Use Permil on the property located at
(Provide sirect addressor, if no address, glve distance from nearesl erogs streal): The #itn Ip lncalad
batwenn Groeastons Avaniis fon fhe west and Shotmaker Avinue {on the gesl, Vehlcular sccess
|s_provided by driveway conneciions with Greenstone Avenus, The prolasl site's legal sadress 1
11088 Gresnslone Avenue, The assagsor's paroel pumber (APK) el s spplicable to e gie s
8025-010-022, The glle s localad approximately 1.870 feal soulh of e Interssclion of Shiemaker
Avenua and Lakeland Road,

Glva the correct legal description of the property Involved (Include only the portlon to be
utllized for the Condltional Use Permil. If description Is lengthy, attach supplemental sheet

it necessary) Plense refer to tha attached leaal description of the property,
Record Owner of the property: PANCAL 11525 SHOEMAKER LLC, o Delaware [imited

labllity company

Namo: Willlam Bullap, Vice Praaldant Phone Ne: {303) 846-6807
Malling Addrese: Y887 E. Belleviaw Ave,, Sulln 475, Doniver, CO 80111 Date of Purchase: §/3/2012
Fax Ne: {303} 790-4722 _ E-mall: bpulleng@panaltonl.com

I this application belng flled by the Record Ownar? No
(il lled by anyaone ather than the Rocerd Owner writlen mfr.homuuon srgned by the Owner

mist be aftached lo the applicotion).
Reprasenlativo autherized by the Record Ownar 10 flle this applicallon:

Narne: Mark Payne, Partiiar. Panallon] Development, as Agent For Owner Phone No: {213) 266-8862
Malllng Address: 20411 SW Birch S, 5TE 200, Newport Beach, CA §2660

Fax No: (916} 660-4841 E-mall: mpayne@panaltonj.com

Descrlbe any ensemenls, covenanle or dead rosiriclions controlling the use of the property.

None knewn lo thn best of my knowledga.

The Condlllonal Use Permilt s requeslag for 1ha following usa {Describe in detall the nefwre of the
proposad use, the bullding and other tmprovements proposod):

Corporato Doserlptlen: FadEx Ground s a leading North Amerlcan provider of ground
pmall-packanes dallvery garvioss, providng servico to the U.S. and Canada, FedFEx Hem,
Deliyery, (he indusiey's firsl ground service dedicated 1o rasidentlal dollvery, s pyaliaile
from FedEx Ground mid 18 basked by a mopey-pnok gunranize. Foundad In 1965 us RPS,
the company was puroftasad by FedEx Corporallen and re-brandsad aa FedEx Ground in

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
Planning Department



Conditional Use Permit Case No. 748 Page 27 of 31

CUP APPLICATION {Cont.)

2000. Cuirent revenue [s over 10 blillon wiih 8 workforce of 70,000 and an_av
valiiine of 4 milllon packagos

Use gl 11608 Gresnstone Property; Primary function is for sertation of packaaees bolh Inooming anck
outgolng (relaht, This will require loading of (rallars (axterisr) and loading of drllyery vehlclas (inlarkery,

Employsie Count: The facilily [s estinntad (0 employ 230 employee r
Shiff ;. _3:00 AM (0 10:00 AM_. B0 emplovees
Shifl II: 4:30 PM 1o 8:30 PM 75 egiployees

Shiftll: D;30 PM g 12:30 AM 75 amployees
HouraiDays of Operalion
Manday; — 5 AM 1o 1:00 PM
Ui 0 Eriday: 24 hour opsqath
Salurday; 3;00 AM 1o 6:00 PM
Sunday: Closed
in I
s 7053 Trallers — Sta s fine
« 30 Traclors - Parking Spaces for Tractora fra tvpleally 12'%30°
+ 30 HD Vana - Paklng speces for MO vans arg ypleally 10'x22!

NOTE; Misopplication must be accompunled by the filing foe, map nnd ather dnta
apeelflesd in the form entitled "Checkllst for Conditlonal Usa Permits.”

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
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CUP APPLICATION (Cont.)

CUP Applleatian
Pnge2of3

JUSTIFICATION STATEMENT

ANSWERS TO THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS MUST BE C LEAR AND COMPLETE THEY SHOULD
JUSTIFY YOUR REQUEST FOR A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

1. Explaln why the proposed use Is essenllal or desirable In tha localion requoslod.

The proposed uip will socupy a recently construated warahouae distdbiion bullding that was deslgned for
Taclitles such ua thal belng proposed,

2. Explain why the proposed use wlll not be detrimental lo peraons and properlies In the vicinlty, nor to
tho welfare of the community In general.

The.pronegad yse will occupy a recenlly consirusbed winehnyge disidbullon bullding thed wan dealdgnad for
facililles such as thal being proposed. The proposed e (s condltionally permilted wilhin tha M1 and M2
zanes.  The facllily will ba bwokiad In package deliveries con the FodEx Ground Pa
Hyslem, Inz, business plan, Trucks will use this Gresnatong Avenug speess so 05 lo efiminala afllc nolee
npagts on Shoemaker Avanile

3. Whal sleps will be taken to ensure Ihat thero wlll bo no harmiul nolse, dust, odors or other
undeaslrable features That might alfecl ndjoining proparlles?

No manufaciur aul olentially generaie fugitive duysl emisslons or odors will ogour on-slie.
Pally_operailons wlll conform lo all perlinapt CRly_code requirements refated 1o noelis sgnlrol. . The
cllity's oporations will also co wiih Civ requlremonls associaled with the previous enyironmental

documents,

4. Explaln why the proposed use wiil not In the future becoma a hindranca lo quallty developmant or
redevelopment of adjolnng proparties.

Tha prolect site Is eell contacter ang does nol rogulre any reclpreeal agreement for acooss andfor
panking. Al of the {agllliv's aperelions will be conflned o il subjact proparty,

5. Explaln whal measures will be taken to ensure thal lhe propoged use will not Imposa lreffic burdens
or cause tralflo hazards on adjoining slreats,

Greanalong Avenua serves as fhe only wvebioular access to tha glle a0 as o avold (rafflc Imparis on
Ghoamaker Avenue, Al parking and (ruck maneuvering will ooaur p-lle. Mo truck parklng or ausulng
will be permitted on Gireenslong Avenug.

8. If the operalor of the requested condltional use wlil be somcone olher than the properly owner,
stale name and addrass of the pperator.

adEx Ground Packans Syslam, ng.. 1000 FedEx Drive, Moon Townahlp, PA 15108 USA,

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report, January 21, 2014
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CUP APPLICATION (Cont.)

CIP Application
Fage s ofy

PROTERTY OWNERS STATEMECNT

We, the underslgnaod, atate that we nire the ownors of all of the propurty Involved n this petitlon
{Attnch o supplainental sheet il neeessary):

Nnme (plense print): Wiiam Dullen, Yies Proaldeiit. PANCAL L1525 SHOEMAKRIL LLE
Mailing Address: z887 L. lalluviovw Ave., Sulte 475, Denyver, G0 Boill

Phane No: (402} Bal-5R07
Fnx No: (302) 700-4722
E-mall: hbaullen@pannitoni.opii
aignature:

Nume {please print):
Mnillng Addresa: —
Phona No: _
Fax No: _ E-mall:,

signnture: = ol
E——————— =SS
CERTIFICATION

STATE OF CALIPORNIA 1
COUNTY OF LOSANGELES PELE

1, Mark Payoe, Pactoce, Panattont Developmant Company, Juc., as.Agent for Qwigr being duly sworn,
depose und soy thnt T am the petitioner In this application for u Conditlonal Use Permit, and |
hereby cevtily under penalty of Inw that the foregolng stataments and oll statements, innps,
plans, drawings and other dnta made o port of this appliention nre in nll respects true nnd
corract to the hest of my knowledge and bellef. .

Signed:
{If signed by other than the Record Owner, wrltten
authovlzation must be attneliex] 1o this appileat lon)

ou bafora ma, _

Yovronally nppenrod 1= ) z . reveonolly kown te ma {or proved to mo on the
Lasis of satlifaclory evidencu) 1o b the pemon(s) whose pumo(g) [8/ava subscribod ta the withln Inatvument nnd
acknowledgod 1o ma thal hefsheftbey axpouied thu some fu hlafher/hsle nethorlzed cnpncltr (in0s). nnd that b

Wlsfhierfllialr eipualure(s} on tha {nstrmment, the person(s) o the entity npen hehull af whilch the persents) acled,
oxeculed tho Ingnnent,

WITRESS my innd nnd offlelnyseat
FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

CASE NO:

Nolary Publle DATE FILED:

FILING FELR: _

RECEIPT NO: _ e — ,
APPLICATION COMPLETE? 3
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CUP APPLICATION (Cont.)

LEGAL DESCR|PTION
11688 Grasnslone Ave, Sante Fe Sprindgs, CA
PN: 8026-018-022

Parcel 1:
Tha East 10 acres of the Norlh 20 acres of the South 41 acres of (ha Easl 65 acres of tho South half of the

Northwast quarter of Seclion 8, Townshlp 3 South, Rango 11 Wost, In lho Clly of Sanla Fe Springa, Counly of
Los Angsles, Siate of Caltfornla, as shown upon a map of the Southweslera porllon of the Ranche Santa
Gertrudes, recarded In Book 1 Paga 602 of Mlsoellaneeus Records, In the offico ef tho County Recordar of sald
County.

EXCEPT ono-half Interest In alt oll, gas and other hydrooarbon substances In and under sald land, bul with no
right of enlry upon 1ho surface of sald land, as rasarved by Dell Yandoll, In Deed recordsd June 13, 1950, In
Boole 33368 Page 361, Offlclal Records.

el 2

The Northorly 2-1/2 acres of lhe Westerly & acres of the Easlorly 10 acres of Southeily 21 acros of tho
Easlerly 66 acraa of the Soulherly ¥ of the Norihwest % of Secllon 8, Townshtp 3 Soulh, Ranga 11 West, In
Iha Rnncho Santa Garrudes, In the City of Santa Fa Springs, Counly of Los Angelos, Slate of Callfernla, as
shown on a map of the Souhweslern portlon of {ho Rancho Sanlo Gerrudes, recorded In Book 1 Page 502 of
Miscellaneous Racords, in the offica of tho Counly Recorder of sald Counly.

Parcel 3;

Tho Norih 2-1/2 acres of the Easl § aores of the Easl 50 acras of fha Soulh 21 acres of tha Easl 66 aares of
the South half of the Norlhwes! quartar of Seollen 8, Township 3 South, Range 11 Wesl, In the Clly of Santa
Fe Springs, Counly of Los Angeles, Stale of Callfornla, as shown on a8 map of the Soulhwestern porllon of the
Rancho Santa Gerlrudes, recorded In Book 1 Page 602 of Miacollaneous Records, In the office of the Counly
Recorder of sald County.

Parce} 4:

Tha Soulh 2-1/2 ecres of tho Eesl & acres of the Easl 10 acres af the South 24 acros of lhe Easl &5 acres of
iha Soulh half of the Northwes! quarter of Section 8, Township 3 South, Range 11 Wesl, [n the Clly of Sanla
Fe Sprinps, County of Los Angeles, State of Callfornla, as shown on a map of tho Southweslern porllon of tho
Rancho Sanle Gerirudes, recorded In Bopk  Page 502 of Miscollaneous Records, In the offlce of the County
Recordar of sald County,

EXCEPTING THEREFROM unto the Grantors hereln, tholr halrs, successors or assigns, all minerels, gas, oll,
patrolaum, naplha and olher hydeocarbon subslances ln and under the above-described proparty, logethar
with all necessary and convenlent rights to explora for, develop, produce, exlract and lake tha samoe, Including
the axcluslve right (o directionaily drill Into and through sald fand from olhor lands and Into the subsuriace of
olhar lands, subjeol to the expresa limitatlon that any and all operatlons for the exploration, devalopmont,
productian, exlraction, and laking of eny of sald eubslences shall ba carrlod on at levels below the depth of
500 feel from Ihs surface of lhe above-doscribad properly by means of minas, wells, derrloks, and/or olher
equlpment from surface looatlons on adjolnlng or neighboring land lylng outslde of the above-descilbed
propsrly, and subjeot furlher te ihe expraas limilallon thal the loregolng reservallon shall In no way be
Intorpreted to Includa any right of anlry in and upon the surface of the above-described land, as reserved In
the Deed racorded January 14, 1868 as Insltumenl No. 724, Officlal Recards.

Report Submitted By: Cucng Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
Planning Department
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CUP APPLICATION (Cont.)

PanCal 11525 Shoemaker LLC

July 25, 2014

i, Mark D Payne

Partner

Panattoni Development Company
20411 SW Birch Street, Sulte 200
Newport Beach, CA 92660

Re: 11688 Greenstone Ave., Santa Fe Springs, CA
APN: 8026-018-022
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT Application
FedEx Ground Paclkage Systems, Inc.

Dear Mark:
PanCal 11525 Shoemaker LLC Is the Record Owner of the above referenced property. Pursuant to our
conversatlon, PANCAL 11525 SHOEMAKER LLC, authorizes you to be the Representative authorized by the

Record Owner to flle the CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT Application for the potentlal tenant, FedEx Ground
Package Systems, Inc.

Please keep me apprised of your progress and let me know If we can be of any assislance,

Sincerely,

Bill Bullen
Vice President

PANCAL OPPORTUMITY LLC / 7887 E, Belleview Ave. Sulte 475. Englewood, CO 80111
Tel 303.790.4737 Fax 303.790.4723

Report Submitted By: Cuong Nguyen Date of Report: January 21, 2014
Planning Department
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
11710 TELEGRAPH ROAD
SANTA FE SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA 90670

JULY 11, 2014

Ssr a1

PaGE1



Crry or Sanra FE Sruncs
MITIGATED NEGATTVE DECLARATION AND INITIAL STUDY 11688 GREENSTONE AVENUL @ FiED EX GROUND FACILITY

THIS PAGE HAS BEEN INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK.

PagEz



Crry OF SANTA FE SPRINGS
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND IRITIALSTUDY ® 11088 GREENSTONE AVERUL ® FD EX GROUND FACILITY

TABLE OF CONTENTS
Section Page
1. Introduction £0 ThiS REPOTT ..ccviiiiieiciecie e itn e e et e e eebe s e e s e e ans e
2. Project LOCATION .ot ee et imrs s e
3. ENvIronmental SETHIIE oo riee e s e riee e res e s nrr s mven s s emirane s
4. Project DescriPiiON . i e e b se s e e eee et ee e
5. DISCIEHTONALIY ACHOMS cuvieieieieiieesiierei s srnn s saiee e stre e s esesntenserar e e s e e snbeeasareresaenen
6. Environmental ANalYSiS ..o creeere st e
7. Project Mitigation and MONItOTING ....ccciiiiieiiie e ree et e e e
Appendix Truck ROULE ANalYSiS...ec.coviiciioiriieieseee i s es e s e es s sanse e e sae e

PaGE3



Criy oF Sawa FE SrrRINGS
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND IRITIAL STUDY @ 11088 GREENSTONE AVENUE @ FED EX GROUND FaCILITY

THIS PAGE HAS BEEN INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK,

PAGE 4



Crry or SANTA FL SPRINGS
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND [NITIAL STUDY @ 11688 GREENSTONE AVENUL ® FED BX GROUND FACILITY

1. INTRODUCTION TO THIS REPORT

The City of Santa Fe Springs Planning and Development Department (referred to hereinafter as the Lead
Agency) is reviewing a request to obtain a Condilional Use Permit (CUP) to operate a Federal Express
{Fed Ex) distribution facility in the City of Santa Fe Springs. The proposed use will occupy a recently
constructed 327,934 square-foot building located at 11688 Greenstone Avenue.! This new building was
approved by the City of Santa Fe Springs on March 12, 2012.2 The Applicant is now seeking to obtain the
approval for the use of the facility as a package processing and delivery facility within the 15.74 acre property.
The proposed delivery use is subject to a CUP and thus, is also subject to the requirements of the
California Envirorumental Quality Act (CEQA).3

The Applicant is presently investigating the feasibility of acquiring a number of additional properties located
to the south of the main building as a means to provide additional parldng for employees and trucks. This
additional parking would augment the parking that is presently provided within the 15.74 acre property
located at 11688 Greenstone Avenue. The candidate properties being considered include five parcels that are
located to the south of the new building that will be occupied by FedEx (11688 Greenstone Avenue). Letters
of intent to purchase these additional parcels have been provided though none of the five properlies have
been acquired. The environmental analysis included in this Initial Study focuses on the potential iinpacts
associated with the use of the aforementioned 11688 Greenstone Avenue facility as a package distiibution and
delivery facility. The project Applicant is Mark Payne, Panaltoni Development, 20411 SW Birch Street, Suite
200, Newport Beach, California, g2660.

2. PROJECT LOCATION

The project site is located within the corporate boundaries of the City of Santa Fe Springs. The City is
located approximately 16.4 miles southeast of downtown Los Angeles and 13.6 miiles northwest of
downtown Santa Ana. Santa I'e Springs is hounded on the north by Whittier and an unincorporated
County area (Weslt Whittier), on the east by Whittier, I.a Mirada, and an unincorporated County area
(Bast Whittier), on the south by Cerritos and Norwalk, and on the west by Pico Rivera and Downey. The
location of Santa Fe Springs in a regional context is shown in Exhibit 1. A City-wide map is provided in
Exhibit 2.

' Clty of Santa Te Springs. Draft Application for a Conditional Use Permit {completed by the Applieaut). September 2013. The
previous nddress for this property was 11525 Shoemaker Avenue.

2 City of Snnta Fe Springs. Mitigated Neguttve Declaration and mitial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemaker
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California. Muy 15, 2012,

3 Two development scennvios were annlyzed in the previous Initial Study and Mitigated Nepative Declaration. The frst seenario
ineluded a single lavge building sith teailer stovage with a total floor aven of 328,378 square feel. The seeond seenario Included the
conslruction of a lavger building and a sinaller building with no truck storage with a1 combined total floor nrea of 364,549 squnye feet,
The building that way ullimately construeted bas 397,934 siquune feel of floor nrea which is q44 square feet less than the one-
bullding seenavio and 36,615 square feet legs than 1he two-huilding scenavio,

TNITIAL STUDY S Pacrs
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A vicinity map is provided in Exhibit 3. The Applicant is presently seeking to purchase or lease additional
properly to the south of the main building to provide future surface parking. The acquisition or lease of one
or inore of the ncarby pareels will further augment the pavldng that is presently provided within the 15.74 acre
property located at 11688 Greenstone Avenue, The five paicels that are being considered for acquisition or
lease ave located adjacent to the aforementioned building (on the south) between Greenstone Avenue (on the
west) and Shoemaker Avenue (on the east). The five parcels that ave being considered for additional surface
parking ave identified below:

» 11720 Greenstone Avenwe. This potential sirface parking area will consist of 102,464 squave feet
(2.38-acres) of land area.

e 118009-11829 Shoemaler Avenue. This potential surface parking area will consist of 51,989 square
feet (1,19-acres) of land area.

s 11813 Greenstone Averue. This potential surface parking area will consist of 39,035 square {eet
(0.90-acres) of land arvea,

s 11741 Greenstone Avenue, This potential surface parking area will consist of 11,250 square feet
(0.29-acres) of land area.

s 11735 Greenstone Avenue. This potential surface parking avea will consist of 11,250 squave feet
(0.26-acres) of land area.

In addition to the above remote sutface parking candidates, the following additional parking area is being
considered:

e 12017 Greenstone Avenue. This 1.84 acres has also been identified for a five year lcase. The use
of this site for remote parking would require a Variance pursuant to Municipal Code Section
155.403 because the site is located more than 400 feet from the primary use.

3. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The predominant land uses in the City, in terms of total land area are manufacturing and industrial uses
though residential development in the City provides housing for approximately 17,029 personss The
project site is located within the central portion of the City within an industrial district that extends
southerly from Florence Avenue between Bloomfield Avenue (on the west) and Shoemalker Avenue (on
the east). Industrial and distribution land uses ave located to the north, south, and west (along the west
side of Greenstone Avenue) of the proposed project site. Residential development is located opposite the
project site along the east side of Shoemaker Avenue. This residential development is located within the
Los Angeles County unincorporated area of South Whittier.

1 HPA Architecture. Gresnstone Avenye Project (CUP Submittal) Sheal Arz. April1, 2014.

5 State of Culifornia. Department of Finance, Demographie Unil. Table 2, Report B-5. City und County Populution and Housing
Estinates. Junuary 2010,
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4. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The City of Santa Fe Springs Planning and Development Department (referved to hereinafter as the Lead
Agency) is reviewing a requlest to obtain a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to operate a Federal Express
(Fed Ex) distribution facility in the City of Santa Pe Springs. The proposed use will occupy a recently
constructed 327,034 square-foot building located at 11688 Greenslone Avenue.® This new building was
approved by the City of Santa Fe Springs on March 12, 20127 Nevertheless, the proposed use is a
“project” pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) since the requested CUP is a
discretionary project. The proposed use will occupy a recently constructed warehouse distribution
building that was designed for uses such as that being proposed. The proposed package distribution use is
conditionally permitted within the M1 and M2 zones.

The proposed CUP will permit Fed Ex Ground to occupy and use a vecently construeted huilding located
at 11688 Greenstone Avenue in the City of Santa Fe Springs. FedEx Ground is a North American provider
of ground small-package delivery services, providing service to the U.S. and Canada. FedEx Home
Delivery, the industry's first ground service dedicated to residential delivery, is available from FedEx
Ground. Founded in 1985 as RPS, the company was purchased by FedEx Corporation and ve-branded as
FedBx Ground in 2000.8 The proposed Fed Ex Ground facility will be involved in package deliveries
consistent with the FedEx Ground Package System, Inc., business plan. The proposed Fed Ex Ground use
will involve the sorting of packages both incoming and outgeing freight. This will involve loading of
trailers (at the exterior loading docks) and loading of delivery vehicles (inside the building).

No manufacturing activities that would potentially generate fugitive dust emissions or odors will oceur
on-site. Daily package loading and unloading operations will conform to all pertinent City code
requircments related to noise control. The facility's operations will also comply with City requirements
associated with the previous environmental decuments.? The project site is currently self contained and
does not require any reciprocal agreement for acecess and/or parking. All of the facility's operations will
be confined to the subject property. FedEx is seeking to obtain additional parking through purchase or
reciprocal access/parking agreements with neighboring property owners to accommodate future growth.

Greenstone Avenue serves as the only vehicular access to the site so as to avoid traffic impacts on
Shoemalker Avenue, This was a mitigation measure that was included in the previously prepared Initial
Study and Mitigated Negative Declavation. All parldng and truck maneuvering will also occur on-site. As
a result, no truck parking or queuing will be permitted on Greenstone Avenue.

o City of Santa Fe Springs. Droft Applieation for a Covditionn] Use Permit (completed by the Applicant). September 2013. The
previous adddress for this property was 11525 Shoemaker Avenue.

» City of Santa Fe Springs. Mitigated Negative Declaration and Inftial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemaker
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California. May 15, 2012,

U City of Sunta Fe Springs. Droft Application for a Candilional Use Permit (completed by the Applicant). Seplember 2013,

9 1bid,
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For purposes of analysis as it relates to parking demand, a number of independent variables were
reviewed, These included the projected on-site employee and contractor projections for the second (2)-
year and the employee and contractor figures for the existing Pomona and Whittier facilities that will be
replaced by the new projeet in Santa Fe Springs. The employment and contractor characteristies for the
two existing facilities that will he replaced by the new Santa Fe Springs facility are deseribed below:

o Pomona Home Delivery, This facility employs 6 full-time and 21 part-time personnel. The 21
part time employees work a 4:30 AM to 7:30 AM shift, Tuesday- Saturday. The total employment
at this [acility is 27,

o Whittier Ground. This facility employs 14 ft1ill-tinie and 57 part-time personnel. The first half of
the 57 part time employees work a 3:30 AM to 8:30 AM shift, Tuesday-Saturday. The other half
of the part time employees work either a 4:30 PM o 12:00 AM shift ov an 8:00 PM to 12:00 AM
shift, Monday-Friday.

Assuming that all of these positions are transferred to the new Santa I'e Springs facility, a total of 98
persons will transfer te the facility. The on-site parking (256 spaces} is more than adequate to
accommodate this employment. Over time, the opetation will be anticipated to expand to correspond to
the FedEx marleting plan, market conditions, and the advantages provided by the larger more modern
Santa Fe Springs facility. According to FedEx's operational projections for the first year and the second
year of operations, the following on-site employees and contractors ave anticipated:re

e Year 1. Tull time employees ave projected at 40 persons, part time employees are projected to be
211 persons, and independent contractors are projected to be 135 persons. The total parking need
projected for Year 1is 386 including full-time employees, part-time employees, and contractors.

o Year 2. Full time employees are projected at 42 persons, part time employees are projected to be
224 parsons, and independent contractors arve projected to he 144 persons. The total parking
need projected for Year 2 is 410 including full-time employees, part-time employees, and
contractors.

The employee and contractor levels per shift ave illustrated in Table 1 on the following page for the
projected parking need for Year 2. The numbers and types of employee and contractor levels assume the
hours identified for the existing facility located in Pomona. As indicated in Table 1, the peak on-site
parking demand for 230 vehicles will occur during 7:00 AM mouvning period and the afterncon and
evening period between 4:00 PM and 8:00 PM. Using this methodology, the assumed total patking need
15 410 with 42 full-time employees, 224 patt-time employees and the 144 independent contractors. The
proposed site plan, shown in Exhibit 4, indicates that the following parking demand may be met with the
following parking shown: 256 vehicle parking spaces, 108 large (53') trailer stalls, and 17 smaller (257
truck stalls,

w The pumber of fnll time and part-time cmployees and independent contractors shown for Year 1 and Year 2 nssumed maximutn
prejections,
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EXHIBIT 4
SITE PLAN WITH ALL OF THE PARKING ALLOCATED ON-SITE

(THIS PARKING LAYOUT SHOWN FOR THE PROJECT SITE WILL BE REQUIRED TF NO REMOTE PARKING AREAS ARE AVAILABLE)

Source: HPA 2014
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The following peak truck and trailer parking demand projected by the applicant is 70 parking spaces for
53-foot trailers; 30 parking spaces for tractors; and 30 parking spaces for heavy duty Vans (typically 10
feet by 22-feet). The parking layout shown in Exhibit 4 assumes that no additional off-site parking will be
provided. The 8 additional surplus parking stalls for large trucks may be utilized to accommodate the
parking demand for the heavy duty delivery vans.

The existing building and surface parking area that will be provided at the 11688 Greenstone Avenue facility
will total 256 vehicle spaces and 125 trailer parking spaces. These figures will accommodate the projected
demand cited previously. Table 1 indicates the projected vehicle parking demand for vehicle parking
associated with the part-time employees, full-time employees, and contractors. The review of the
projected employees and contractors (refer to Table 1) indicated that the 256 vehicle spaces will meet the
projected employee and contractor parking demand. The parking demand analysis assumes an absolute
worse case where all of the employees and contractors travel to work in their personal vehicle.
Furthermore, the worse case figure assumes all of the arriving cars will be single-occupant. The existing
facility provides parking to accommodate the parking demand for 108 larger trailer spaces (53 foot) while
the projected demand will be 70 spaces for these trailers and 3o spaces for tractor parking,

Table 2 0
Peak FedEx Santa Fe Springs Employments Levels
B
a9 0 | e b = = b= 5 = B =
2 |2 3|52\ 3|33\ %5 3|3 G E|E|E|E|E|E|E E|EEEE
o B 8l ol of | gf| ef | | 2| 2| &| | 8| ¢| e| 2| e| ¢| | | 2| ¢| &§| &
a2 | 81 el el el elel el elelel 2 el glel e el el el gl g e
EgSj:olmwmoﬂmmﬁzﬂﬂ:\]mvm\ohwog:::
—l
Contractors 144 eontroctors (delivery delvers)
Pari-time
Emplayees 5 employees 75 employees 5 employees
Full-time 1 »
Employces 11 employees (Shift 1) 2o cmployees (Shily 1) v employees (Shift 11E)
Total cl o
Employces 1 BG ol B 164 230 R7
On-site

The Applicant has requested that Caltrans and the City to approve Terminal Access Routes (TAR) that
would allow the facility to accommedate certain types of trucks. The Surface Transportation Assistance
Act (STAA) of 1082 allows large trucks, referred to as STAA trucks, to operate on routes that are part of
the Intevstate Freeway Network. The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) provides standards for
the TAR trueks which are based on the Code of T'ederal Regulations Title 23 Part 658. These standards
designate the minimum truck sizes that all states must allow on the National Network. The National
Network includes the Interstate System and other designated highways which were a part of the Tederal-
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Aid Primary System on June 1, 1991. These other designated highways are listed in Title 23 Pairt 658,
appendix A. Individual states are encouraged to allow access for STAA trucks on all highways.

The Applicant is presently seeling to purchase or lease additional property to the south of the main building
to provide future surface parking. The acquisition of one or more of the nearby parcels will further augment
the parking that is presently provided witbin the 15.74 acre property located at 11688 Greenstone Avenue,
The acquisition of the following parcels is not part of the project since there iz sufficient on-site parking to
accommodate the project Year 1 and Year 2 demand. The following parcels that are being considered for
acquisition orlease to supply additional surface parling are listed below:n

s Loti, 12720 Greenstone Avenue. This siiface parking avea will consist of 102,464 square feet (2.38-
acres) of land avea. This new surface parking lot will accommodate 97 vehicle parking spaces.

o Lot 2, 11809-11829 Shoemaker Avenue. This surface parking area will consist of 51,08¢ square feet
(1.19-acres) of land area. This new surface parking lot will accominodate 117 vehicle parking spaces.

o Lot 3, 11813 Greenstone Avenue. This surface parking avea will consist of 39,035 square feet (0.90-
acres) of land area. This new surface parking lot will accommodate 120 vehide pavking spaces.

s Lot 4, 11741 Greenstone Avenue. This surface parking avea will consist of 11,250 square feet (0.29-
acres) of land area. This new surfuce parking lot will accommodate 40 vehicle parking spaces.

s Lot 5, 11735 Greenstone Avenue, This sucface parking area will consist of 11,250 square feet (0.26-
acres) of land area. This new surface parking lot will accommodate 22 vehicle parking spaces.

s 12017 Greenstone Averie. This 1.84 acres has also been identified for a five year lease. The use
of this site for “remote” parking would require a Variance pursuant to Municipal Code Section
155.403 because the site is located more than 400 feet from the primary use,

The successful long-term lease or acquisition of Lot 1, Lot 2, or Lot 3 would allow for substantial expansion
in empioyee and contractor levels above and beyond that projected for the end of Year 2. Exhibit 4 depicts
the parking plan forthe main facility without the remote packing.

5. DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS

The proposed project will require the Santa Fe Springs Planning Commission to approve the CUP and the
appropriate CEQA findings. As indicated previously, the Applicant requested approval from Caltrans’ for
the designation of certain roadways to be designated as Terminal Access Routes {TAR). The TAR
designation process is not a discretionary approval The designation of these routes reguires the City to
evaluate the candidate TAR roadway segments and the intersections to ensure that the STAA trucks can
be accommodated. The City is then required to notify Caltrans. The documentation regarding the STAA
desiguation is included in the Appendix (Truck Route Analysis).

Y HPA Architecture. Greenstone Avenve Project (CUP Submitial) Sheat Ar.r. April 1,2014.
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6. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This section analyzes the potential envivonmental Impacts that may result from the proposed project’s
implementation. The issue areas evaluated herein includes the following:

o Aesthetics; e Land Use & Planning;
e Agricultural & Forestiy; s Mineral Resources;

e Air Quality; & Noise;

s Biological Resources; s Population & Housing;
o Cultural Resources; s Public Services;

o Geology & Soils; e Recreation;

s Greenhouse Gas Emissions; & ‘[ransportation; and,
e [Hazards & Hazardous Materials; e Utilities.

¢ Hydrology & Water Quality;

The environmental analysis included in this seclion considers the following potential outcomes:

e No Impact. The proposed project will not have any measurable environmental impact on the
environment.

e Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project nay have the potential for affecting the
environment, although these impacts will be below levels or thresholds that the City of Santa Fe
Springs or other vesponsible agencies consider to be significant.

e Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. The proposed project may have the potential to
generate impacts that will have a significant impact on the environment, However, the leve] of
impact may be veduced to levels that are less than significant with the implementation of

mitigation measures.

s Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project may result in impacts that are significant.
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Aesthetic Impacts

Less Than

Significant
Less Than

Impact
Mitigation

Potentially

Significant

Significant
Impact
Neo Impact

Impact With

A. Wonld the project have a substantial adverse affect on a
scenic vista?

M

B. Would the project substantially damage scenic resources,
including but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and X
historic buildings within a State scenic highway?

C. Would the project create a new source of substantial light
or glare thal would adversely affect day- or night-lime X
views in the area?

Environmental Determination

A, No scenic highways or cotridors arve located in the immediate area. The proposed Fed Ex Ground
distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not alveady considered in the Initial Study
and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue
distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP
application would not require any addilional nitigation. The five parcels selected for the additional
surface parking areas are currently paved over and were previously developed. As a result, no impacts
will occur,

B. No new structural improvements, beyond limited interior tenant improvements will occur. In
addition, there are no natural views in the area that would be affected by the proposed use. The
proposed Fed Ex Ground distrihution facility would not result in any new impacts not alveady
considered in the I[nitial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. As a result, no significant
adverse immpacts on significant views will result.

C. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declavation prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed project will be
subject to the same mitigation that was identified for the distribution center which is now
constructed,

Mitigation Measures

The proposed Ted Ix Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
congidered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepaved and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. However, the following mitigation
measures identified in the study would continue to be applicable:
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Mitipation Measures (continued)

Mitigation Measure 1 (Light and Glare). The applicant must ensure that appropriate light shielding
is provided for the lighting equipment in the parking area, buildings, and security as a means to limit
glare and light trespass. The plan for the lighting must be submitted to the Chief Building Official for
review and approval prior to the issuance of any building permits.

Mitigation Measure 2 {Light and Glare). An interior paldng and stieet lighting plan indicabng
location, size and type of existing and proposed lighting shall be prepared by the applicant and submitted
for veview and approval by the Chief Building Official,

Mitigation Measure 3 (Light and Glare). Landscaping or fencing of sufficient height must be installed
along the site’s Shoemalker Avenue frontage as a means to obstruct headlight glave.

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemaker
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California. May 15, 2012.
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A. Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to X
the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
B. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for X
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act Contract?
C. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources X
Code 8$4526), or zoned timberland production (as defined
by Government Code §51104[g])?
D. Would the project result in the loss of forest land or the X
conversion of forest land to a non-forest use?
E. Would the project involve other changes in the existing
chvironment that, due to their location or nature, may X
result in conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use or
the conversion of forestland to non-forest land use?

Environmental Detevmination

A.

No agricultural uses are located on-site or in the vicinity of the site. The five parcels selected for the
addiional stface parking areas are currently paved over and weve previously developed. The
proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is
subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional mitigalion. As a result, no
impacts associated with the conversion of farmland to non-farmland are anticipated.

No eetive agricultural activities are located within the project site nor are any such uses found in the
adjacent parcels. The City's applicable General Plan and Zoning designations do not contemplate
agricultural land uses on-site or in the swrrounding area. In addition, the project site is not subject to
a Williamson Act Contract. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any
new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared
and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The
proposed use that is subject to the curvent CUP application would not require any additional
nitigation. As a result, no impacts on existing or future Williamsen Act Contracts will result from the
approval and suhsequent construction of the proposed project.
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Environmental Determination (continued)

C. The City of Santa Fe Springs and the project site is located in the midst of a larger urban area and no
forest lands are located in the City or within this portion of Los Angeles County. As indicated in the
previous response, the City's General Plan and Zening Ordinance do not specifically provide forr any
forest land preservation, The proposed Fed Ex Ground distiibution facility would not result in any
new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Dectaration prepared
and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The five
parcels selected for the additional surface parking areas are currently paved over and were previously
developed. As a result, no impacts on forest lands or timber resources will result from the approval
of the proposed project.

No forest lands are found within Santa Fe Springs and no loss or conversion of existing fovest lands
will result from the implementation of the preposed project. The proposed Fed Ex Ground
distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study
and Mitigated Negative Declavation prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue
distribution center which is now constructed. As a result, no significant adverse impacts are
anticipated with the proposed project’s implementation.

=

E. No agricultwral activities or farmland uses are located in the City. The proposed Fed Ex Ground
distribulion facility would not result in any new impacts not alveady considered in the Initial Study
imd Mitigated Negative Declavation prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue
distribution center whieh is now constructed. The proposed use would not result in any significant
adverse impacts.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution ecnter which is now constructed. As a result, no additional mitigation
will be required.

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemalcer
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California. May 15, 2012,
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A, Would the project conflict with or obstiruct iinplementation X
of the applicable air quality plan?
B. Would the project violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing or projected air X

quality violation?

C. Would the project resnlt in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project
region is in non-attainment under an applicable Fedetal or X
Stote ambient aiv quality standard (including veleasing
emissions, which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

D. Would the project expose sensilive receptors to substantial X
pollutant concentrations?

E. Would the project create abjectionable odors affecting a X
substantial number of people?

Environmental Determination

A. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution [acility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is
subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional mitigation. As a result, the
project would not be in conflict with, ot result in the obslruction of, an applicable air quality plan
and no adverse impacts are anticipated.

B. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new immpacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declavation prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The mobile and stationary
emissions from the proposed use will be less than the SCAQMD's daily significance thresholds (refer
to the Appendix). As a result, the impacts ave less than significant and no additional mitigation will
be required.

C. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is
subject to the curvent CUP application would not require any additional mitigation.
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Environmental Determination (continued)

D. Sensitive receptors refer to land uses and/or activities that are especially sensitive to poor air
quality. The proposcd Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new irmpacts not
already considered in the Initial Study and Miligated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted
for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use
that is subject to the current CUP application would not requive any additional mitigation. 4s a
resull, no significant adverse impacts are anticipated.

E. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is
subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional mitigation. As a result, no
odor-related impacts are anticipated.

Mitigation Mcasures

The propeosed Fed Ex Ground distrihution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. However, the following mitigation
measures identified in the study would continue to be applicable:

Mitigation Measure No. 4 (Alr Quality Impacts). During demolition, clearing, grading, and
excavation operations, excessive fugitive dust emissions shall be controlled by regular watering or
other dust preventive measures using the applicable procedurcs outlined in the SCAQMD's Rules
and Regulations,

Mitigation Measure No. 5 (Air Quality Impacts), Ozone precursor emissions from construction
equiptment vehicles shall be controlled by maintaining equipment engines in good condition and in
proper tune per manufacturer's specifications.

Mitigation Measwre No. 6 (Air Quulity Iinpacts). All trucks hauling demolition debris or graded
material shall comply with State Vehicle Code Section 23114, with special attention to Sections
23114{B)(F), (e)(2) and (e)(4) as amended, regarding the prevention of such material spilling onto
public streets and roads.

Mitigation Measure No. 7 (Alr Quality I'mpacts). The applicant shall ensure that the grading and
building contractors must adhere to all pertinent provisions of Rule 403 pertaining to the
generation of fugitive dust during grading and/or the use of equipment on unpaved surfaces. The
contractors will be responsible for being faniliar with, and implementing any pertinent best
available control measures,

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemaler
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California, May 15, 2012,
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A. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect either
divectly or through habitat medifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive or special status specics X
in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U. S. Fish and
Wwildlife Service?

B. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any
vipavian habitat or other sensitive natuval community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or X
by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish
and wildlife Service?

C. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on
Federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, X
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrelogical interruption, ov other means?

D. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect in
interfering substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with X
established native resident or migratory life corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

E. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect in
conflicting with any local policies or ordinances, protecting X
biclogical resources, stich as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

F. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect by
conflicting with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, X
or other approved local, regional, ¢r State habitat
conservation plan?

Environmental Determination

A. The City of Santa Fe Springs is urbanized and plant life is limited to non-native, introduced, and
ornamental species that ave used for landscaping. The site does not contain, nor is it located
adjacent to, any suitable habitat for any sensitive species, The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution
facility would not result in any new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study and
Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution
center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application
would not require any additional mitigation. Thus, the proposed use will not have an adverse
impact on sensitive plants or animals and no impacts are anticipated.
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Environmental Determination (eontinued)

B. The City does not contain any Federal or State jurisdictional areas, The proposed use will not impact
any Waters of the [1.S. The surrounding area is presently developed, with no natural comnmunities
ar habitats on-site or in the adjacent properties. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility
would not result in any new impacts not already congidered in the Initial Study and Mitigated
Negative Declaration prepared and adopled for the 11688 Greenstone Avenuce distribution center
whicbh 1s now constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would
not require any additional mitigation. As a result, no impacts are anticipated.

C. No wetland or riparian aveas are found on-site or in the adjacent properties. The proposed Fed Ex
Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already considered in the Initial
Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration preparved and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue
distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP
application would not require any additional mitigation. Therefore, no impacts on wetlands are
expected with the proposed development.

&

The animal species common to the site and the surrounding avea are typical of those found in an
urbanized setting. No areas of the City function as a wildlife movement corridor. No locally
designated species are located within the City. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility
would nol result in any new impaets not already considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated
Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center
which is now constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP applieation would
nat require any additional mitigation.

E. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Inilial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is
subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional mitigation, Thus, no
impacts on locally-designated species will occur as part of the proposed project.

F. As indicated previously, the project site is not located within an avea governed by a habitat
conservation or community conservation plan. As a result, no adverse impacts on local, regional, ot
State habitat conservation plans will result from the proposed project’s implementation.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed Fed Lx Ground distribution facility would not vesult in any new impacts not already
consideved in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepured and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. No mitigation is requived.

Sources:

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study, Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemaler
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California. May 15, 2012,
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A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in §15064.5 X
of the CEQA Guidelines?

B. Would the project canse a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeoclogical vesource pursuant to X
£15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines?

C. Would the project divectly or indirectly destroy a unique X
paleontological resouree, site or unique geologic feature?

D. Would the project disturl any human remains, including X
those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Environmental Determination:

A, There are no historic structures or objects within the proposed project site or in the adjacent areas.
The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution use will oceupy an existing building. ‘The proposed
project will not have an adverse impact on any historic site or other historic structures in the City.

B. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. As a result, no impacts arve
anticipated,

C. No excavation or grading will oceur since the proposed use will occupy an existing building. The
proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new tinpacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adepted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. Thus, the proposed use will
not adversely impact any paleontological resources.

D. There are no cemeteries located in the immediate avea that would be affected by the proposed use.
In addition, the project site does not contain any religious or sacved structure. Thus, no impacts on
existing religious facilities in the City will oceut with the implementation of the proposed use.

Mitigation Mcasures

The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. No mitigation is required.

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study. Distvibution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemaker
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California, May 15, 2012.
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A. Would the project result in or expose people to potential
impacts involving the exposure of people or structures to
potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of X
loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a kuiown
earthquake fault, ground-shaking, liquefaction, or
landslides?

B. Would the project result in or expose people to potential
impacts involving substantiai soil erosion or the loss of X
topsoil?

C. Would the project result in or exposc people to potential
impacts involving the location on a geologic unit or a soil
that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result X
of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or
collapse?

D. Would the project result in or expose people to potential
impacts involving the location on expansive soil, as defined X
in California Building Code (2012), creating substantial
risks to life or property?

E. Would the project result in or expose people to potential
impacts involving soils incapable of adequately supporting
the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal X
systems wheve scwers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

Environmental Determination

A. There are a number of active faults located in the surrounding region that could contribute to
localized seismic effcets, No active faults ave known o exist in the City and no areas are included
within an Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zone. Ground motion from local blind thrust faults would
potentially affect the City. According to the Seismic Zones Hazard Map prepared for the Santa Fe
Springs 72 Minute Quadrangle, the projeet site is located within an arca wheve there is an elevated
risk for liquefaction. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new
impacts not already considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and
adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed, The
proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional
mitigation.

B. As indicated previously, no excavation wiil be required since no new building construction will
occur. Given the developed character of the project site and the survounding area, no significant
adverse impacts related to expansive soil erosion ot loss of topsoil are anticipated.

GROLOGY & S01.8 IMPACTS® PAGE 25 .



Crry oF SANTA FE SPRINGS
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND INTTIAL STUDY # 11688 GREENSTONE AVENUE & FED EX GROUND FACILITY

Environmental Determination (continued)

C. Recent studies completed by the California Geological Survey (CGS) Seismic Hazavd Zones
Mapping Program indicate the project area is not located within an area subject to potential slope
failure. As indicated previously, the project site is located within an avea that may be subject to
potential liquefaction visk. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in
any new impacts not alveady considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration
prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now
constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the curcent CUP application would not require any
additional mitigation. As a result, no impacts due to potential unstable soils are anticipated.

D. Given the developed character of the surrounding parcels, no significant advevse constraints related
to expansive soils ave anticipated. Furthermore, no new butlding construction will oceur, The
proposed Fed Ix Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is
subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional mitigation. As a result, no
impacts are anticipated.

E. No septic tanks will be used as part of the proposed project. As a resull, no impacts associated with
the use of septic tanks will occur with the implementation of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measures

The proposcd Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepaved and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. No mitigation is vequired.

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study, Distribution and Corpotrate Center 11525 Shoemaker
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California. May 15, 2012,
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A. Would the project result in the generation of greenhouse
gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

>

B. Would the project increase the potential for conflict with an
applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the X
purpose of reducing emissions of greenhouse gases?

Environmental Determination

A. The passage of Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006,
established the California tavget to achieve reductions in GHG to 1990 GHG emission levels by the
year 2020. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution use will occupy an existing building. No new
structural improvements will occur. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility weuld not
result in any new impacts not alveady considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative
Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is
now constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the cuurent CUP application would not
require any additional mitigation. As a result, no impacts related to additional greenhouse gas
emissions will result from the proposed project’s implementation.

B. The proposed project will not involve or require any variance from an adopted plan, policy, or
regulation governing GHG emissions. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distitbution facility would not
result in any new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative
Declaration prepaved and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is
now constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would not require
any additional mitigation. As a result, no significant adverse impacts related to a potential conflict
with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing emissions of
greenhouse gases are anticipated,

Mitigation Mcasures

The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution f{acility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. No mitigation is required.

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemaker
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California. May 15, 2012,
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A, Would the project create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through the routine transport, use, or X
disposal of hazardous materials?

B. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment or result in reasonably foreseeable X
upset and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

C. Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous naterials, substances, or X
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school?

D. Would the project be located on a site, which is included on
a list of hazardous material sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5, and as a result, would it X
create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

E. Would the project be located within an aivport land use
plan, or where such a plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or a public use airport, would X
the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
worldng in the project area?

¥. Would the project be located within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, result in a safety hazard for people residing or X
working in the project area?

G. Would the project impair implementation of, or physically
interfere with, an adopted emergency response plan or X
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

H. Would the project expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wild lands X
fire, including where wild lands are adjacent to urbanized
areas or where residences ave intermixed with wild lands?

Environmental Determination

A. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facilily would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is
subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional initigation.

IMazaRDS & HazZARDOUS MATERIALS IMPACTS® PaGE 28



Crry oF SANTA FE SPrINGS
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DICLARATION AND INITIAL STUDY ® 11688 GrEENSTONE AVENUE @ FED EX Grounn Facn.ry

Environmental Determination (continued)

B. The proposed Ied Ex Ground distribution facility would not vesult in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is
subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional mitigation,

C. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution use will occupy an existing building. No new structural
improvements will occur. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any
new impaclts not already considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration
prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now
constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the current CUD application weould not require any
additional mitigation beyond that identified in the previous Initial Study. As a result, no significant
adverse impacts are anticipated froin the proposed use,

D. The Environmental Protection Agency’s (RPA’s) Environfucts Database was consulted to identify
EPA-regulated facilities within the project area. Four Cortese sites are located in the Cily and
include the following: Neville Chemical Company (12800 Imperial Highway), McKesson Chemical
Company (9005 Sorenson Avenue), Waste Disposal, Inc. (12731 Los Nietos Road), and Angeles
Chemical Company, Inc. (8915 Sorenson Avenue). The project site is not included on any of these
Cortese sites lisling nor will it affect any so designated site.

E. The project site is not located within two miles of an operational public airport. Fullerton Airport is
located approximately 8.4 miles to the scutheast of the project site. The Los Alamitos Airfield is
located approximately 11.5 miles southwest of the project site. The El Monte Airport is located
approximately 10 miles to the nouth of the site. The Long Beach Airport is located approximately
12,2 miles to the southwest, Finally, the Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) is located
approximately 19.6 miles to the northwest. As a result, no impacts related to the operation of a
public use airport will occur.

F. The project site is not located within two miles of an operational private airport or airstrip. As a
result, the proposed project will not present a safety hazard related to aircrafl or aivport operations
of a private aivstrip to people residing or working in the project area.

G. The proposed Fed Ex Ground facility will occupy an existing, recently constructed building. No
new structural improvements will occur, The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would
not result in any new impacts not alveady considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative
Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is
now constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would not
require any additional mitigation. As a result, no impacts on emergency response or evacuation are
expected with the implementation of the proposed project.

H. The City of Santa Fe Springs is fully developed with no risk of wild fire associated with natural
vegetation. The site is covered over by asphalt and the adjacent areas are improved. No areas of
native vegetation are found in the surrounding paveels and, as a result, there is no wildfive risk from
off-site locations.
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Mitigation Measures

The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would nol result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. However, the following mitigation
measures identified in the study would continue to be applicable:

Mitigation Measure No 8 (Hazardous Materials Impacts). A soil management plan must be
implemented during the demolition and development phases. The soil management plan should
include provisions for soil monitoring activities and protocols and procedures to he employed
should unexpected soil conditions or subsurface features be encountered during demolition and
construction activities,

MiHgation Measure No 9 (Hazardous Materials Impacts). Should any hazardous materials be
encountered during the building demolition, the contractors shall comply with existing regulations
regarding the proper removal, handling, and disposal to prevent undue risks to the publie,

Mitigation Measure No 10 (Hazardous Materiols Impacts). The building contractors must
adhere to all requirements governing the handling, removal, and disposal of asbestos-containing
materials, lead paint, and other hazavrdous substances and materials that may be encountered
during demolition activities.

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemaker
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California, May 15, 2012.
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A. Would the project violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements?

.

=

Would the projeet substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge in such a way that would cause a net deficit in
aquifer volume or a loweving of the local groundwater table X
level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells
would drop to alevel which would not support existing land
nses or planned uses for which perinits have been granted)?

C. Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including the alteration of the X
course of a stream or river, in a manner, which would result
in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

&

Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including the alteration of the X
course of a stream or river, in a manner that would vesult in
flooding on- or oft-site?

E. Would the project create or contribute runoff water, which
would exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm X
water drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoft?

. Would the project substantially degrade water quality? X

G. Would the project place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a Federal Flood Hazard X
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood
hazard delinealion map?

H. Would the project place within a 100-year flood hazard X
area, structures that would impede or redirect flood flows?

I. Would the project expose people or structuves to a X
significant risk of flooding because of dam or levee failure?

J. Would the project result in inundation by seiche, tsunami, X

or mudflow?

Hyprovtogy & Warer Quaniry IMpacTse PasGk 31



Crry OF SanTa FE Sriunes
MTITIGATED NECATIVE DECLARATION ANL INITIAL STUDY @ 11688 GREENSTONE AVENUE @ Fin EX GROUND FaCiLrTy

Environmental Determination

A. The proposed Fed Ex Ground use will oceupy an existing, recently constructed building. No new
structural improvements beyond lunited interior tenant improvements will occur. No new
impervious sutfaces will be created by the proposed use. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution
facility would not result in any new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study and
Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue
distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is subjecl to the current CUP
application would not require any additional mitigation. As a result, no impacts will result from
the proposed project’s implementation.

B. No new impervious surfaces will be created by the proposed project. No new struclural
improvements heyond limited interior tenant improvements will occur. As a result, no
groundwater impacts will result.

C. The project site is presently developed and covered over with impervious swfaces. No new
impetrvious surfaces will be created by the proposed use. No new structural improvements, beyond
limited interior tenant improvements will occur, The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility
would not result in any new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated
Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center
which is now constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the curvent CUP application would
not require any additional mitigation. As a result, the proposed project’s implementation will not
result in any soil erosion or loss of topsoil following development.

D. There are no lales or streains within the area that would be affected by the proposed project. No
natural stream channels remain within the immediate area. The proposcd Fed Ex Ground
distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study
and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue
distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that iz subject to the current CUP
application would not require any additional mitigation, As a vesult, no impacts will occur as part
of the proposed project’s implementation.

E. No surface water bodies are found within the adjacent parcels that would be affected by the
proposed project. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new
impacts nol already considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared
and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution eenter which is now constructed. The
proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional
mitigation. In addition, no water wells will be affected by the proposed project. As a result, no
impacts are anticipated. .

F. Storm water runoff will not significantly increase from the site ov the surrounding area. No new
structural improvements, beyond limited interior tenant improvements will occur. As a result, no
impacts fromn the proposed project will result.

G. The proposed project will not impede ov redirect the flows of potential floodwater. Furthermore,
the project site is not located within a designated flood hazard area, as defined by FEMA's Flood
Insuvrance Mapping Program (FIRM). Therefore, no impacts related to flood flows are associated
with the proposed project’'s implementation.
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Environmental Determination (continued)

H. As indicated previously, the project sitc is not located within a designated flood hazard area as
identified by FEMA. The proposed project will not impede or redivect the flows of potential
floodwater. Therefore, no flood-related impacts are associated with rhe proposed project’s
implementation.

I. The Santa Fe Springs General Plan and the City's Flazard Mitigation Plan indicates the greatest
potential for dam failuve and the attendant inundation comes frown the Whittier Narrows Dain
Jocated approximately five miles northwest of the City. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution
Taeility would not result in any new impacts not already considered in the Imitial Study and
Mitipated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue
distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP
application would not require any additional mitigation.

J. The City of Santa Fe Springs is located inland from the Pacific Ocean, and thus, the project site will
not be exposed to the effects of a tsunami. No dams, reservoirs or volcanoes ave located near the
City that would present seiche or volcanic hazards. As a result, no impacts related to seiche,
tsunami or mudflow would result.

Mitigation Measnres

The proposed Fed Ex Ground distiibution facility would not result in any new impacts not alveady
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declavation prepared and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed, However, the following mitigation
measures identified in the study would continue to be applicable:

Mitgation Measure No 11 (Hydrology Impacts). The plans and specifications shall require the
contractors to implement the Best Management Practices (BMPs) identified in Section IV of the
Water Quality Management Plan, as well as be the responsible party for inspection and
maintenance as identified in Section V of the Water Quality Management Plan.

Mitigation Measure No 12 (Hydrology Impacts). During construction, disposal of refuse and
other materials should ocewr in a specified and controlled temporary area on-site physically
separated from potential storm water runoff, with ultimate disposal in accordance with loeal, state
and federal requirements.

Mitigation Measure No 13 (Hydrology Impacts). Sediment from areas disturbed by construetion
shall be retained on site using structural controls to the maximum extent practicable.

Mitigation Measure No 14 (Hydrology Impacts). Stockpiles of soil shall be properly contained to
eliminate or reduce seciment transport from the site to the streets, drainage of facilities or adjaeent
properties via runoff, vehicle tracking, or wind.

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoernaler
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California. May 15, 2012.
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A. Would the project physically divide an established
community, or otherwise result in an incompatible land X

use?

B. Would the project conflict with an applicable lang use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the X
project adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

C. Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation or natural community conselvation plan?

Environmental Determination

A. The proposed use will oceupy an existing building that was recently constructed. The proposed Fed
Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not alveady consideved in the
Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declavation prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone
Avenue distribution center wbich is now constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the current
CUP application would not require any additional mitigation. As a result, no impacts will oceur.

B. The City of Santa Fe Springs General Plan and Zoning Ordinance dafine the permitted land uses and
the corresponding development standards within the city. The General Plan designation that is
applicable to the project site is Fndustrial. The western half of the project site is zoned M2 (Heavy
Industrial) while the eastern half is zoned M-r {Light Industrial). These designations permit a wide
range of industrial activities, The proposed use is conditionally permitted with the approval of a
CUP. No change in the general plan or zoning designations will be required to implement the
proposed project and no significant adverse impacts will result.

C. Tbere are no Los Angeles County designated Significant Ecological Areas (SEAs) located within the
City of Santa TFe Springs that would be potentially affected Dby the proposed project’s
implementation. As a result, no impacts on habitat conservation plans or community conservation
plans will occur.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impuets not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. No mitigation is required.

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemaker
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California, May 15, 2012.
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A, Would the project result in the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource that would be of valuc to the X
region and the residents of the State?
B. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a
locally important mineral vesource recovery site delineated X
on a local general plan, specific ptan, or other land use
plan?

Environmental Determination

A. The site is not located over any ail field or oil wells, though the City does contain numerous oil wells.
The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility weould not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Grecnstone Avenue dishribution centet which is now constructed. The proposed use that is
subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional mitigation, No significant
construction materials will be used since no new huilding constiuction will occur. Thus, the project
will not result in any significant adverse effects on mineral resources in the region and no impacts
will oceur,

B. The resources and materials used in the proposed project will not include any materials that ave
considered rave or unique. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any
new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared
and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The
proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional
mitigation. Thus, the propeosed project will not result in any significant adverse effects on mineral
resources in the region.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not alveady
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution center whieh is now constructed. No mitigation is required.

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Tnitial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemaker
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California. May 15, 2012.
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A. Would the project result in exposure of persons to, or the
generation of, noise levels in excess of standards x
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of ather agencies?
B. Would the project result in exposure of people to, or the X
generation of, excessive ground-hoine noise levels?
C. Would the project result in a substantial permanent
increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above X
noise levels existing without the project?
D. Would the project result in substantial temporary or
periodic increases in ambient noise levels in the project X
vieinity above levels existing without the project?
E. For a project located with an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles
of a publie airport or public use airport, would the project X
expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?
E. Tor a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would
the project expose people residing or working in the project X
area to excessive noise levels?

Enviromnental Determination

A. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution use will occupy the recently constructed huilding located
on the project site. No new structural improvements beyond limited interior tenant improvements
will occur. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution Eacility would not result in any new impacts
not already considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and
adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The
proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would not vequire any additional
mitigation. As a result, no operational noise impacts to sensitive receptors are anticipated.

B. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution eenter which is now constructed. The proposed use that is
subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional mitigation.

NOISE IMPACTSe
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Environmental Determination (conlinued)

C. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution use will occupy an existing building. No new structural
improvements beyond limited interior tenant improvements will occur. The proposed Fed Ex
Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already considered in the
Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone
Avenue distribution center which is now constructed, The propesed use that is subject to the
current CUP application would not require any additional mitigation. As a result, no significant
adverse impacts ave anticipated.

D. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution use will occupy an existing building that was vecently
constructed. No new structural improvements beyond limited interior tenant improvements will
oceur, Asa result, no construetion (short-term) noise impacts will result and no impacts will occur,

E. The project site is not located within two miles of an operational public aivport. Fullerton Airpout is
located approximately 8.4 miles to the southeast of the project site. The Los Alamitos Airfield is
located approximately 11.5 miles southwest of the project site. The El Monte Airpert is located
approximately 10 miles to the north of the site. The Long Beach Airport is located approximately
12.2 miles to the scuthwest, Finally, the Los Angeles International Aivport (LAX) is located
approximately 19.6 miles to the northwest. As a result, no significant aircraft noise exposure
impacts will cceur.

F. There ave no private use airports or airstrips located within two miles of the project site (refer to
previous section “E”). As a result, the proposed project will not expose persons 1o excessive aireraft
noise from operations at any private airport in the avea.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed Fed Fx Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. However, the following mitigation
measures identified in the study would continue to lie applicable:

Mitigation Measure No 15 (Noise Dnpacts). The contractors shall only be permitted to conduct
demolition, grading, and construction activities between the hours of 7:00 AM and 7:00 PM on
weekdays and 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM on Saturdays, with no construction allowed on Sundays or
helidays.

Mitigation Measure No 16 (Noise Impacts). The applicant will ensure that the hours for lot
sweeping, landscape maintenance, and trash pick-ups ave limited to the hours of 7:00 AM to 8:00
PM, Monday through Friday,

Mitigation Measure No 17 (Noise Impacts). The applicant shall be required to screen the
building's equipment (air conditioning, refrigeration, etc.} as necessary to attenuate noise. A solid
wall must be provided along Building A’s east property line as a means to altenuate noise from the
loading and truck maneuvering areas.

Mitigation Measure No 18 (Noise Impacts). All trucks must use the designated parking and
loading areas during hours that are in conformance to the city’s noise control ordinance. The
engines of trucks must be turned off during unloading.
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Mitigation Measures (continned)

Mitigation Measure No 19 (Noise Impacts). The roll-up doors must consist of materials and be
designed to minimize noise associated with their use. These may include enclosing motars, using
materials that reduce the noise related to the open and closing of the roll-up doors, and other

measures.

Mitigation Measure No 2o (Noise Inpacts). The use of exterior public address systems must
conform to the city’s noise control requirements.

Sourees

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemalker
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California, May 15, 2012,
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A. Would the project induce substantial growth in an area
either directly or indirectly {e.g., through projects in an X
undeveloped area ol extension of major infrastructure)?

B. Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of replacemnent X
housing elsewhere?

C. Would the project displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing X
clsewhere?

Envivonmental Determination

A. The preposed Ted Ex Ground distribution use will occupy an existing building that was recently
constructed and no new structural improvements, beyond limited interior tenant improvements
will occur. As a result, no growth inducing impacts that would affect the area’s population will
oceur.

B. Thete are no dwelling units located on, or persons residing within, the project site. The site is
currently occupied by a recently constructed industrial and warehouse building that will be
oceupied by the proposed use. As a result, the proposed project will not involve the removal of any
housing units and no housing digplacement will ooceur,

C. No housing units will be displaced as part of the proposed project’s implementation, As aresult, no
persons will be displaced as part of the project’s implementation and no replacement housing will
be required.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. No mitigation is required,

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemalcer
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California. May 15, 2012.
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A. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which X
would cause significant environmental impacts in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times ot other
performance objectives in fire protection services?

B. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts assaciated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which X
would cause significant environmental impacts in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance cbjectives in police protection services?

C. Would the project vesult in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which X
would cause significant environmental impacts i1 order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives in school services?

=

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which X
would cause significant environmental impacts in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives in other governmental services?

Environmental Determination

A. The City of Santa Fe Springs Fire Department provides fire prevention and emergency medical
services within the City. The Depariment consists of three separate divisions: Operations, Fire
Prevention and Environmental Protection. The Operalions Division provicies fire suppression,
emergency medical services (EMS), hazardous malcerials response, and urban search and rescue.
The Fire Prevention Division provides plan check, inspections and public education. Finally, the
Environmental Protection Division is responsible lor responding to emergencies involving
hazardous materials. The Fire Department operates from four stations: Station No. 1 (11300
Greenstone Avenue), Slation No. 2 (8634 Dice Road), Station No. 3 (15517 Carmenita Road), and
Station No. 4 (11736 Telegraph Road). The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would
nol result in any new impacts not alveady considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative
Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is
now constructed, The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would not
require any additional mitigation. As a result, nc impacts on the Fire Department will result
{rom the proposed projeet’s implementation.

PunLi¢ SERVICE IMPACISe PAGE 40



Crry OF SaNTA FESPRINGS
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND JNITIAL STUDY # 11688 GREENSTONE AVENUE ® FFED EX GROUND FaCILIIY

Environmental Determination (continued)

B. The City of Santa Fe Springs Department of Police Services (DPS) is responsible for the
management of all law enforcement services within the City. The DPS is staffed by both City
personnel and officers from the City of Whitlier Police Department (WPD) that provide contract
law enforcement services to Santa Fe Springs. The police services contract between the two cities
provides for a specified number of WPD patiolling officers, though the DPS has the ability to
requeslt an increased level of service. WPD law enforcement personnel assigned to the City
includes 34 officers and seven civilian employees, The proposed Fed Ex Ground distiihution
facitity would not result i1 any new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study and
Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue
distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP
application would not require any additional mitigation. As a result, no impacts on law
enforcement services will result from the proposed project’s impleinentation.

C. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distvibution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is
subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional mitigation. No new
building construction other than interior tenant improvements will occur. As a result, no
significant adverse impacts on schools are anticipated to result froin the proposed project’s
implementation.

D. No new governmental services will he needed to serve the proposed project. As a result, the
proposecl project will not result in any impact on existing governmenlal services,

Mitgalion Measures

The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not alteady
considered in the Tnitial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. No mitigation is required.

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study, Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemalker
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California. May 15, 2012,
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. Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational X
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would cceur or be accelerated?

B. Would the project affect existing recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of recreational X
facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

Environmental Determination

A. The project site is privately owned and is nol being used for publicly sanctioned recreational
activities. The City of Santa Fe Springs Parks and Recreation Services operate six public patks. In
addition, there are a number of “parkettes” that are more passive in nature. No parks or related
recreational facilities are located in the vicinity of the project site. In addition, the proposed project
would not resolt in any development that would potentially increase the demand for public park
facilities and setvices. Thus, no impacts on park facilities are expected.

B. 'The proposed project will not affect existing park facilities in the City. The proposed project site is
not located immediately adjacent to any existing park, nor is it utilized for any recreational use. As
a result, no impacts upon recreational facilities are anticipated,

Mitigation Measures

The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Tnitial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688
Grecenstone Avente distribulion center which is now conslructed. No initigation is required.

Sourees

Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study, Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemaler
Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, California. May 15, 2012.
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A. Would the project cause a conflict with an applicable plan,
ordinance, or policy establishing ineasures of effectiveness
for the performance of the civeulation system, taking into
account all inodes of transportation including mass transit X
and non-motorized travel and relevant components of the
circulation system, including hut not limited to,
intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian
and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

=

Would the project exceed, either individually or
cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the <
County Congestion Manageinent Agency for designated
roads or highways?

C. Would the project result in a change in alr traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in X
the location that results in substantial safety risks?

D. Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous X
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

E. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? X

F. Would the project contlict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety
of such facilities?

Environmental Determination

A. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution use will occupy an existing building that was recently
constructed. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts
not already considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and
adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The
proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional
mitigation. No new structural improvements beyond limited interior tenant improvements will
oceur. As aresult, the potential traffic impacts are less than significant.

B. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not
already considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and
adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed.
The previous I'TW facility that was demolished to accominodate the eurrent development had a trip
generation of approximately 806 daily trips, with 154 trips during the AM peak hour and 154 trips
during the PM peal hour,
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Environmental Determination (continued)

Under the one building scenario consisting of 328,378 square feet, the project was forecast to
generate 463 daily trips, with 30 trips during the AM peak hour and 36 trips during the PM peak
hour. The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would not be expected to
exceed the worst case trip generation nor require any additional mitigation. As a result, no impacts
are anticipated. As indicated previously, the Applicant requested approval from Caltrans’ for the
designation of certain roadways to be designated as Terminal Access Routes (TAR). The TAR
designation process is not a discretionary approval. The designation of these routes requires the
City to evaluate the candidate TAR roadway segments and the intersections to ensure that the STAA
trucks can be accommodated. The City is then required to notify Caltrans, The documentation
regarding the STAA designation is included in the Appendix (Truck Route Analysis).

C. The proposed use would not result in any changes in aiv traffic patterns. As a result, no significant

adverse impacts will result.

. The overall local circulation system will temain unchanged. The proposed Fed Ex Ground

distribution use will cccupy an existing building that was recently constructed, No new structural
improvements, beyond limited interior tenant improvements will occur. The proposed use that is
subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional mitigation as it relates to
this issuc. As a result, the potential impacts are less than significant,

E. The existing huilding and surface parking area that will be provided at the 11688 Greenstone Avenue

facility will total 256 vehicle spaces and 125 truck/trailer parking spaces. The following peak truck and
trailer pavking demand is projected by the applicant: 70 parking spaces for 53-foot trailers; 30
parking spaces for tractors; and 3o parking spaces for heavy duty Vans (typically 10 feet by 22-feet).
The review of the projected employees and contractors (vefer to Table 1) indicated that the 256
vehicle spaces will meet the projected demand for this parking. The parking demand analysis
assumes an absolute worse case where all of the employees and contractors travel to work in their
personal vehicle, Furthermore, the worse case figure assumes all of the arriving cars will be single-
occupant. The Applicant is seeking to acquire additional surface parking to augment the parking that is
presently provided within the 15.74 acre property located at 11688 Greenstone Avenne. The acquisition
of Lot 1, Lot2, or Lot 3 would be designed to meet any future year parking demand. Finally, the
proposed project will be required to adhere to the requirements of the City’s Transportation Demand
Management (TDM) Ordinance which will include the maintenance of the bicycle racks and lockers,
preferential parking for van pools/caipools, etc.

The Metropolitan Transit Authority (MTA) provides bus service on most of the adjacent arterial
roadways in the City. Public transit service in the project vicinity is provided by the Los Angeles
County Metropolitan Transportation Anthority {(MTA). The proposed project will not impact any
existing hus stops,

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measures identified in the study would continue to be applicable:

Mitigation Measure No 21 (Parking Impacts). No on-street parking by employees or patrons of the
proposed project will be permitted on either Greenstone Avenue or Shoemalker Avenue.

Mitigation Measure No 22 (Parking Impacts). No trailer drop offs or truck parking will be
permitted within the public right-of-way. All truck queuing must occur on-site,
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Miligation Measures (continued)

Mitigation Measure N¢ 23 (Parking Impacts). Parking spaces must not obstruct truck
maneuvering areas (for example, a number of parking spaces are shown west of Building B opposite
the trucl loading areas).

Mitigation Measure No 24 (Parking Impacts). No on-street parking by employees or patrons of the
proposed project will be permitted on either Greenstone Avenue or Shoemaker Averue. Mitigation
Measure No 22 (Parking Impacts). No teailer dvop offs or truck parking will be permitted within
the public right-of-way. All truck queuing must occur on-site. Mitigation Measure No 23 (Parking
I'mpacts). Parking spaces must not obstruct truek maneuvering arveas (for example, a number of
parking spaces are shown west of Building B opposite the truck leading areas). Mitigation Measire
No 24 (Parking Impacts). The Parking Modification will be reviewed within a 3 to 12 month period
following the commencement of operations. In the event the packing is clearly insufficient resulting
in congestion ov overflow patking, remote parking solutions shall be immediately considered.

In addition, the following new mitigation will be required as a means to further reduce potential
parking-related and access inpacts:

New Mitigation No 25 (Access Impacts). All access to any future remote parking arcas must be
limitedd to Greenstone Avenue. No access (ingress or egress) to Shoemaker Avenue will be
permitted.

New Mitigation No 26 (Access Iimpacts}. The new sidewalk and pavking way landscaping must be
consistent with that provided for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue development.

New Mitigation No 27 (Parking Impacts). In the event parking demand is exceeded (refer to
Mitigation No. 24), FedEx must consider the following strategies to accommodate this additional

parking demand.

e The business opevator may adjust shift change times so that the parking demand duving the
peak parking demand periods (shift changes) is lessened.

e Aloccal job fair must be held to facilitate the hiving of local residents as a means to reduce
worker commutes and further reduce potential parking demand.

s The business operator will purchase bus passes for worlters te promete the use pulilic transit.

s The business operator will not be permitted to use Greenstone otv Shoemaker for employee
parking at any time.

e The business operator must provide carpool incentives for the employees.
New Mitgation No 28 ((Parking Impacts). The existing alley that will provide access to

Greenstone Avenue and the potential new remote surface parking aveas must be paved and striped
to the satisfaction of the City of Santa Fe Springs.

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declavation and Initial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemalker
Avenne, Santa Fe Springs, California. May 15, 2012.
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A. Would the project exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality X

Control Boavd?

B. Would the project require or result in the construction of
new water or wastewaten trealment facilities or expansion X
of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts?

C. Would the project require or result in the construction of
new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing X
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

D. Would the project have sufficient water supplies available
to serve the project from existing entitlements and X
Lesourees, or ale new or expanded entitlements needed?

E. Would the project result in a determination by the provider
that serves or may serve the project that it has inadequate X
capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition
to the provider’s exdsting commitments?

F. Would the project be served by a landfill with insufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid X
wasle disposal needs?

G. Would the project comply with Federal, State, and local X
statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Environmental Determination

A. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution use will occupy an existing building that was recently
constructed. No new structural improvements, beyond limited interior tenant improvements, will
ocenr. The wastewater that will be generated by the proposed project will be related to the use of
the restroom facilities. The actual quantity will be nominal and the proposed project is not
anticipated to exceed the wastewater trealment requirements of the applicable Regional Water
Quality Control Board. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any
new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration
prepated and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center wbich is now
constracted. The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would not require
any additional mitigation.

UriLyvies IMracrss PAGE 46



Cr1y oF SaNTA FESPRINGS
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND TNITIAL STUDY @ 11688 GREENSTONE AVENUE @ Fep Bx Grounp FaciLiy

Environmental Determination (continued)

B. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not result in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center which is now constructed. The proposed use that is
subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional mitigation. No significant
quantities of additional effluent will be generated by the proposed project. Thus, no new water or
wastewater infrastructure will be required to sevve the project, and no impacts are expected.

C. The proposed Fed Ex Ground distuibution use will occupy an existing huilding that was recently
caonsltructed. The proposed use would not resull in any new impacts not already considered in the
Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and acopted for the 11688 Greenstone
Avenue distribution center. The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would
nol require any additional mitigation. No new hinpervious surfaces will be created by the proposed
use. No change in the quantity of storm water ranoff will result from the proposed project and no
impacts will resull.

D. The project area is served by the San Gabriel Valley Water Company (SGVWC), a private water
purveyor that serves communities throughout the San Gabriel Valley, All of SGVWC supplies arc
drawn from local groundwater sources while most of the SGVWC scrvice area is supplied by
groundwater provided by the Central Basin and the Main San Gabriel Basin. The proposed Fed Ex
Ground distribution use will occupy an exdsting building that was recently constructed. No new
structural improvements will oecur. Any change in the water consumption rate will not require any
upgrading of existing facilities or the construction of new facilitics. As a result, no impacts are
anticipated.

E. No new structural improvements, beyond limited intevior tenant improvements, will oceur. No
additional treatment capacity will be required as part of the proposed project’s operation. As a
result, no significant adverse impacts are anticipated.

F. Trash collection is provided by the Consolidated Disposal Service, CR & R Waste and Recycling,
and Serv-Well Disposal Company for disposal into the Commerce Incinevator or the area landfills,
The proposed use would not result in any new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study
and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepaved and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue
distribution center, The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would not
require any additional mitigation. As a resull, no significant adverse impacts are anticipated.

G.The proposed project, Iike all other developient in Santa Fe Springs, will be required to adhere to
City and County ordinances related to waste reduclion and recycling. The proposed project will he
required to comply with all pertinent City reguiations concerning trash removal and recycling. Asa
result, no impacts are anticipated.

UTILITIES IMPACISE PaGI 47



Crry OF SANTA FE SPRINGS
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND [NITIAL STUDY @ 11688 GREENSTONE AVENUL & FED X GrOunDd FaCILUTY

Mitigation Measures

The proposed Fed Ex Ground distribution facility would not vesult in any new impacts not already
considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration preparved and adopted for the 11688
Greenstone Avenue distribution ¢center which is now constructed. No mitigation is required.

Sources

Mitigated Negative Declaration ane Initial Study. Distribution and Corporate Center 11525 Shoemaker
Avenue, S8anta Fe Springs, California, May 15, 2012.
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7. PROJECT MITIGATION

The proposed use would not result in any new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study and
Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenne distribution
center., The proposed use that is subject to the current CUP application would not require any additional
mitigation. The Initial Study prepared for the previously entitled project that ritigation would be
required to address the potential environmental impacts for a number of issue aveas. As aresult, the City
made the following findings that will continue Lo he applicable to the eurrent CUP application:

& A mitigation reporting or monitoring program will be required;

s Site plans and/or building plans, submitted for approval by the responsibile monitoring agency,
shall inelude the required standard conditions; and,

s An accountable enforcement agency or monitoring agency shall be identified for the mitigations
adopted as part of the decision-maker’s final determination.

This section identifies those measures that will continue to be relevant to the current CUP application.
The mitigation measures are identified according to the key issue areas.

Mitigation of Acsthetic Impacts

The analysis considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for
the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center determined that the proposed project would potentially
result in light and glare impacts, For this reason, the following mitigation measures are required:

Mifigation Measure 1 (Light and Glare). "The applicant must ensure that appropriate light shielding
is provided for the lighting equipment in the parldng area, buildings, and security as a means to limit
glave and light trespass. The plan for the lighting must be submitted to the Chief Building Official for
review and approval priov to the issuance of any building permits. This mitigation measure will be
reviewed to ensure it has been implemented pursuant to the City's requirements.

Mitigation Measure 2 (Light and Glare). Aninterior parking and street lighting plan indicating location,
size and type of exisling and proposed lighting shall be prepared by the applicant and subimitted fov review
and approval by the Chief Building Official. This mitigation measure is no longer applicable since
the design and censtruction phases have been completed.

Mitigation Measure 3 (Light and Glare). Landscaping ov fencing of sufficient height must be installed
along the site’s Shoemaler Avenue frontage as a means to obstruet headlight glare. This mitigation
measure will be reviewed to ensure it has been implemented pursuant to the City's requirements.

, 1A
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Mitigation of Air Quality Impacts

The Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepaved and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone
Avenue distribution center determined that the following mitigation measures ave required as a means to
further reduce potential construction-related emissions.

Mitigation Measwre No. 4 {(Air Quality Impacts). During demolition, clearing, grading, and
exeavation operations, excessive fugitive dust etnissions shall be controlled by regular watering or
other dust preventive measures using the applicable procedures outlined in the SCAQMD's Rules and
Regulations. This mitigation measure is no longer applicable since the design and construction
phases have been completed.

Mitigation Measure No. 5 (Air Quality Impacts). Ozone precursor emnissions from construction
equipment vehicles shall be controlied by maintaining equipment engines in good condition and in
proper tune per manufacturer's specifications. This mitigation measure is no longer applicable sinee
the demnolition and construction phases have been cormnpleted.

Mitigation Measure Nu. 6 (Air Quality Impacts). All trucks hauling demolition debris or graded
material shall comply with State Vehicle Code Section 23114, with special attention to Sections
23114(b)(F), (e)(2) and (e)(4) as amended, regarding the prevention of such material spilling onto
public streets and roads. This mitigation measure Is no longer applicable since the demolition and
construction phases have been completed.

Mitigation Measure No. 7 (Air Quality Impacts). The applicant shall ensuve that the grading and
building contractors must adheve to all pertinent provisions of Rule 403 pertaining to the generation
of fugitive dust during grading and/or the use of equipment on unpaved surfaces. The contractors
will be responsible for being familiar with, and implementing any pertinent best available control
measures. This mitigation measure is no longer applicable since the demelition and construction
phases have been completed.

Mitigation of Hazardous Materials Impacts

The Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration preparcd and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone
Avcnue distribution center determined that the following mitigation measures are required to ensure that
materials that may be encountered during the interior improvements acve properly handled:

Mitigation Measure No 8 (Hazardous Materials Impacts). A soil management plan must be
implemented during the demolition and development phases. The seil management plan should
include provisions for soil monitoring activities and protocols and procedures to be employed should
unexpected soil conditicns or subsurface features be encountered during demolition and construction
activities. This mitigation measure 1s no lenger applicable since the demolition and construction
phases have been completed.

o r ey e .
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Mitigation Measure No ¢ (Hazardous Materials Impacts). Should any hazardous materials e
encountered during the building demolition, the contractors shall comply with existing regulations
regarding the proper removal, handling, and disposal to prevent undue risks to the public. This
mitigation measure is no longer applicable since the demolition and constructon phases have been
completed.

Mitigaton Measure No 10 (Hazardous Materials Impacts). The building contractors must adhere to
all requirements governing the handling, removal, and disposal of asbestos-containing materials, lead
paint, and other hazardous substances and materials that may be encountered during demolition
activities. This mitigation measure is no longer applicable since the demolition and construction
phases have been completed.

Mitigation of Water Quality and Hydrological Impacts

The Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone
Avenue distribution center determined that the following mitigation measures are required as a means to
ensure that water quality impacts are mitigated.

Mitigation Measure No 11 (Hydrology Impacts). The plans and specifications shall require the
contractors to implement the Best Management Practices (BMPs) identified in Section IV of the
Water Quality Management Plan, as well as be the responsible party for inspection and maintenance
as identified in Section V of the Water Quality Management Plan. This mitigation measure is no
longer applicable since the design and constriction phases have been completed.

Mitigation Measure No 12 (Hydrology Impacts). During construction, disposal of refuse and other
materials should occur in a specified and contrelled temporary area on-site physically separated from
potential storm water runoff, with ultimate disposal in accordance with local, state and federal
requirements, This mitigation measure is no longer applicable since the demolition and
construction phases have been completed.

Mitigaion Measure No 13 {(Hydrology Impacts), Sediment from areas disturbed by construction
shall be retained on site using struciural controls to the maximum extent practieable. This mitigaton
measure is no longer applicable since the demolition and construction phases have been completed,

Mitigation Measire No 14 (Hydrology Impacts). Stoclipiles of soil shall be properly contained to
eliminate or reduce sediment transport from the site to the streets, drainage of facililies ot adjacent
properties via runoff, vehicle tracldng, or wind, This mitigation measure is no longer applicable
since the demolition and construction phases have been completed.

Mitigation of Noisc Impaets
The Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone

Avenue distribution center determined that the following mitigation measures are required to ensure that
noise impacts are mitigated.

> ol 3 '
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Mitigation Measure No 15 (Noise Impacts). The contractors shall only be permitted to conduct
demolition, grading, and construction activities between the hours of 7:.00 AM and 7:00 PM on
weekdays and 8:00 AM to 5:.00 PM on Saturdays, with no construction allowed on Sundays or
holidays. This mitigation measure is no longer applicable since the demolition and construction
phases have been completed.

Mitigation Measure No 15 (Noise Impacts). The applicant will ensure that the hours for lot sweeping,
landscape maintenance, and trash pick-ups are limnited to the hours of 7:00 AM to 8:00 PM, Monday
through Friday. This mitigation will continue to be applicable ta the proposed use.

Mitigation Measure No 17 (Noise Impuacts). The applicant shall be requived to screen the building’s
equipment (air conditioning, refrigeration, etc.) as necessaty to altenuate noise. A solid wall must be
provided along Building A’s east property line as a means to attenuate noise from the loading and
truck maneuvering areas. This mitigation nteasure will be reviewed to ensure it has been
implemented pursuant to the City’s requirements.

Mitigation Measure No 18 (Noise Impacts). All trucks must use the designated parking and loading
aveas during hours that are in conformance to the eity’s noise control ordinance. The engines of
trueks must be turned off during unloading. This mitigation measure will be reviewed to ensure it
has been implemented pursuant to the City'’s requtirements.

Mitigation Measure No 19 (Noise impacts). The roll-up doors must consist of materials and be
designed to minimize noise associated with their use. These may include enclosing motors, using
materials that reduce the noise related to the open and closing of the roll-up doors, and other
measures. This mitigation measure will be reviewed to ensure it has been implemented pursuant to
the City’s requirements.

Mitgation Measure No 20 (Noise Impacts). The use of exterior public address systems must
conform to the city’s noise control requivements. This mitigation will continue to be applicable to the
proposed use.

Mitigation of Traftic Impacts

The analysis of potential impacts related to traffic and circulation indicated that no impacts would result
from the proposed project’s approval and subsequent implementation. The following mitigation will
address potential parking related impucts.

Mitigation Measure No 21 (Parking Impacts). No on-street parking by employees or patrons of the
proposed project will be permitted on either Greenstone Avenue or Shoemaker Avenue. This
mitigation will continue to be applicable to the proposed use.

Mitigation Measure No 22 (Parking Impacts). Notrailer drop offs or truck parking will be permitted
within the public right-of-way. All truck queuning must occur on-site,

PROJECT MITIGATION Page 52



Crry OF SANTA 'E SPRINGS
MITICATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION ANP [NVIIAL STUDY @ 11688 GREENSTONK AVENUE @ FER EX GROUND FACILITY

Mitigation Measure No 23 (Parking Impacts). Parking spaces must not obslruct truck maneuvering
areas (for example, a number of parking spaces are shown west of Building B opposite the truck
loading aveas).

Mitigation Measure No 24 (Parking Impacts), No on-street parking by employees or patrons of the
proposed project will be permitted on either Greenstone Avenue or Shoemaker Avenue. Mitigation
Measure No 22 (Parking Impacts). No trailer drop offs or truck parking will be permitted within the
public right-of-way. All truck queiling must occur on-site.

Mitigation Measure No 23 (Parking Impacts), Parking spaces must not obstruct truclk maneuvering
avcas (for example, a number of parking spaccs are shown west of Building B opposite the truck
loading areas). Mitigation Measure No 24 {(Parking Impacts). The Parking Modification will be
reviewed within a 3 to 12 month period following the commencement of operations. In the event the
parking is clearly insufficient resulting in congestion or overflow pacvking, remote parking solutions
shall be considered.

In addition, the following new mitigation will he required as a means to further reduce potential parking-
related and access impacts:

New Mitigation No 25 (Access Impacts). All access to any {uture remote parking areas must be
limited to Greenstone Avenue. No access (ingress or egress) 10 Shoemaker Avenue will be permitted.

New Mitigation No 26 (Access Impacts). The new sidewalk and parling way landscaping must be
consistent with that provided for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue development.

New Mitigation No 27 (Parking Impacts). In the event parking demand is exceeded (refer to
Mitigation No. 24), Fedlx must consider the following strategies to accornmodate this additional
parking demand.

e The husiness operator may adjust shift change times so that the parking demand during the
pealc parking demand periods (shift changes) is lessened.

s A local job fair must be held to facilitate the hirving of local residents as a means to reduce
worker commutes and further reduce potential parking demand.

o The business operator will purchase hus passes for workers to promote the use public transit.

o The business operator will not be permitted to use Greenstone or Shoemalier for employee
parcking at any time.

o  The husiness operator must provide cavpool incentives for the employees.
New Mifigation No 28 (Parking Inpacts). The existing alley that will provide access to Greenstone

Avenue and the potential new remote surface parling areas must be paved and striped to the satisfaction
of the City of Santa Fe Springs.
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April 14, 2014

Tuan Hua

Caltrans — State of CA Dept. of Transportation

100 S. Main Street, MS #9

Los Angeles, CA 90012

213-897-0352

Re: Terminal Access Route Application

Dear Tuan;

The Cily of Santa Fc Springs requests that a Terminal Access Route (TAR)be approved for a
development site located at Greenstone Avenue in City of Santa Fe Springs.

All local roads and intersections on the proposed local terminal access route meet the geometric
criteria for WB23 trucks referred in 2012 California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(CA MUTCD), page 568.

Attached please see the routes from the I-5 Freeway to and from the subject site along the truck
turning templates. If you have any questions, please contact me..

Sincerely
City of Santa IFe Springs

Tom Lopez
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CITY OF
SANTA'FE SPRINGS

A greal plaoce todve, waork, and play

June 25, 2014

Callems = Slate of CA Dept, ol Tesnsportalion
100 8, Main Street, MS 10
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Aliention: Tunn Hua
Subject: Terminal Acecss Route Applicntion
Deay Mr, Hua:

The City of Sasln Fe Springs requests that s Terminal Aceess Route (TAR) be approved for o
development site located af Greenstone Avenue 1o the City of Santa Fe Springs. Note thal this
approvel will be done in coordinulion with the City of Smta Fe Springs final approval of the
development,

All Toeal roads mud intersectivns on e proposed local termingd aecess route meel the geometric
orilerin for STAA trucks referred Lo on page 568 of the 2012 Califoruin Manual on Unilorm TralTic
Control Devices (CA MUTCD).

Attached please see the routes from the -3 Irecway to and from the subject site along with the
truck turning templates. IF you e amy questions, please contict me nl 562-868-031 1 extension
7611,

Sincerely,
- s i‘l
Noc Negrele
Directar af Public Warls

e Wayne Marrell, Director of Planning awd Developmant

Juanita Trujillo, Miyor Lourle M. Rios, Mayor Pro Tem
Clly Councll
Rlchnrd J. Moore « Williun £. Rounds = Jay Sarno
Cly Maonger
Thaddeos MeCornmek
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1. OVERVIEW QF THE PROJECT

The Applicant is presently investigating the feasibility of acquiring a number of additional properties located tothe
south of the main building as a means to provide additional parking for employees and trueks. This additional
parking would augment the parking that is presently provided within the 15.74 acre property located at 11688
Greenstone Avenue. The candidate properties being considered include five pareels thalare located to the south of
the new building that will be occupied by FedEx (11688 Greenstone Avenue). Letters of intent to purchase these
additional parcels have been provided though none of the five properties have been acquired. The enviromnental
analysis included in this Initial Study focuses on the potential impaets associated with the use of the
aforementioned 11688 Greenstone Avenue facility as a package distribution and delivery facility. The project
Applicant is Mark Payne, Panattoni Developinent, 20411 SW Birch Street, Suite 200, Newport Beach, California,
92660,

2. FINDINGS OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

The Initial Study prepared for the proposed project indicated that the proposed project is not expected to
vesult in significant adverse environmental impacts, upon implementation of the required mitigation
measures. The following Mandatory Findings of Significance can be made as set forth in Section 15065 of the
CEQA Guidelines, as amended, based on the results of this environmental assessrnent:

e The proposed project will not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment;

& The proposed project will not have the potential to achieve short-term goals to the disadvantage of
long-term environmental goals;

e The proposed project will not have impacts, that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable;

s The proposed project will not have environmental effects that will adversely affect humans, either
directly or indirectly.

3. FINDINGS RELATED TO MITIGATION MONITORING

The proposed use would not result in any new impacts not already considered in the Initial Study and
Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center.
The proposed use that is subject Lo the curvent CUP application would not require any additional mitigation.
The Initial Study prepared for the previously entitled project that mitigation would be required to addressthe
potential environmental itnpacts for anumber ofissue areas. Asaresult, the City made the following findings
that will continue to be applicable to the current CUP application:

e A nitigation reporting o1 monitaring program will be required,

e Site plans and/or building plans, subinitted for appraval by the responsible monitoring agency, shall
include the required standard conditions; and,

e An accountable enforcement agency or monitoring agency shall e identified for the mitigations
adopted as part of thie decision-maker’'s final determination.
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4. MITIGATION MEASURES
Mitigation of Aesthelic Iinpacts

The analysis considered in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the
11688 Greenstone Avenue distribution center determined that the proposed project would potentially resultin
light and glare impacts. For this reason, the following mitigation measures are required:

Mitigation Measure 1 (Light and Glare). The applicant must ensure that appropriate light shielding is
provided for the lighting equipment in the parking avea, buildings, and security as a means to limit glare
and light trespass. The plan for the lighting must be submitted to the Chief Building Official for review
and approval prior to the issuance of any building permits. This mitigation measure will be reviewed to
ensure it has been implemented pursuant to the City’s requirements.

Mitigation Measwre 2 (Light and Glare). Aninterior parking and street lighting plan indicating location, size
and type of existing and proposed lighting shall be prepared by the applicant and submitted for review and
approval by the Chief Building Official. This mitigation measure is no longer applicable since the design
and construction phases fiave been completed.

Mitigation Measure 3 (Light and Glare). Landscaping or fencing of sufficient height must beinstalled along
thesite’s Shoemaker Avenue frontage as a means to obstruct headlight glave. This mitigation measurewifl be
revieiwed to ensure it has been impleinented pursuant to the City's requirements.

Mitigation of Air Quality Impacts

The Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopled for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue
distribution center determined that the following nitigation measures are required as a means to further
reduce potential construction-related emissions.

Mitigation Measure No. 4 (Alr Quality Impacts). During demolition, clearing, grading, and excavation
operations, excessive fugitive dust emissions shall be controlled by regularr watering or other dust
preventive measures using the applicable procedunres outlined in the SCAQMD's Rules and Regulations.
This mitigation measure is no longer applicable since the design and construction phases have been
completed.

Mitigation Measure No. 5 (Air Quality Impaets). Ozone precursor emissions from construction
equipment vehicles shall be controlled by maintaining equipment engines in good condition and in proper
tune per manufacturer's specifications. This mitigation measure is no longer applicable since the
demelition and constiruction phases have been completed.

Mitigation Measure No. 6 (Air Quality Iimpacts). Alltrucks hauling demolition debris or graded matertal
shall comply with State Vehicle Code Section 23114, with special attention to Sections 23114(b}(F), (e)(2)
and (e)4) as amended, regarding the prevention of such material spilling onto publie streets and roads.
This mitigation measure isno longer applicable since the demolition and construetion phases have been
completed,

Mitigation Measitre No, 7 (Alr Quality linpacts). The applicant shall ensure that the grading and building
contractors must adhere to all pertinent provisions of Rule 403 pertaining to the generation of fugitive
dust during grading and/or the use of equiptment on unpavecd surfaces. The contractors will be
responsible for being familiar with, and implementing any pertinent best available controlmeasures. fis
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mitigation measure is no longer applicable since the demolition and construction phases have
been completed.

Mitigation of Hazardous Materials Impacts

The Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue
distribution center determined that the following mitigation measures are required to ensure that materials
that may be encountered during the intertor improvements are properly handled:

Mitigation Measure No 8 (Hazardous Materials Impacts). A soil management plan must be
implemented during the demolition and development phases. The seil inanagement plan should include
provisions forsoil monitoring activities and protocols and procedures to be employed should unexpected
soil conditions or subsurface features be encountered during demolition and construction activities. This
mitigation measure is no longer applicable since the demolition and construction phases have
been completed,

Mitigation Measure No o (Hazardous Materials Impacts). Should any hazardous materials be
encountered during the building deinqlition, the contractors shall comply with existing regulations
regarding the proper removal, handling, and disposal to prevent undue risks to the public. This
mitigation measure is no longer applicable since the demolition and construction phases have
been completed.

Mitigation Measure No 10 (Hazardous Materials Impacts). Thebuilding contractors must adhere to all
requirements governing the handling, retnoval, and disposal of asbestos-containing materials, lead paint,
and other hazardous substances and materials that may be encountered during demolition activities. This
mitigation meastre is no longer applicable since the demolition and construction phuses have
been completed.

Mitigation of Watcr Quality and Hydrological Impacts

The Initial Study and Mitigated Ncgative Declaration prepared and adopted forthe 11688 Greenstone Avenue
distribution center determined that the following mitigation measures are required as ameans to ensure that
water quality impacts ave mitigated,

Mitigation Measure No 11 (Hydrology Impacts). The plans and specifications shall require the
contractors to implement the Best Management Practices (BMPs) identified in Section IV of the
Water Quality Management Plan, as well as be the responsible party for inspection and
maintenance as identified in Section V of the Water Quality Management Plan. This mitigation
measure is no longer applicable since the design and construction phases have been completed.

Mitigation Measure No 12 (Hydrology Impacts). During construction, disposal of refuse and other
materials should oceur in a speeified and controlled temporary area on-site physically separated from
potential storm water runoff, with ultimate disposal in accordance with local, state and federval
requirements. This mitigation measure is no longer applicable since the demolition and construction
phases have been completed.

Mitigation Measure No 13 (Hydrology Impacts). Sediment from areas disturbed by constructian shall be
retained on site using structural controls to the maximum extent practicable, This mitigation measureis
no longer applicable since the demolition and construction phases have been completed.

Pagrg
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Mitigation Measure No 14 (Hydrofogy Impacts). Stoclpiles of soil shall be praperly contained to
eliminate or reduce sediment transport from the site to the streets, drainage of facilities or adjacent
properties via runoff, vehicle tracking, or wind. This mitigation ineasure is no longer applicable since
the demolition and construction phases have been completed.

Mitigation of Noise Impacts

The Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue
distribution center determined that the following mitigation measures are required to ensure that noise
impacts are mitigated.

Mitigation Measure No 15 (Noise Impacts). The contractors shall only be permitted to conduct
demolition, grading, and construction activities between the hours of 7:00 AM and 7:00 PM on weelkdays
and 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM on Saturdays, with no construction allowed on Sundays or holidays, This
mitigation measureis no longer applicable since the demolition and construction phases have
been completed.

Mitigation Measure No 16 (Noise Impacts). The applicant will ensure that the hours for lot sweeping,
landseape maintenance, and trash pick-ups are limited to the hours of 7:00 AM to 8:;00 PM, Monday
through Friday. This miHgation will continue to be applicable to the proposed use.

Mitigation Measure No 17 (Noise Impacts). The applicant shall be vequired to screen the building’s
equipment (air conditioning, refrigeration, ete.) as necessary to attenuate noise. A solid wall must be
provided along Building A’s east property line as a means to attenuate noise from the loading and truck
maneuvering areas. This mitigaHon measure will be reviewed to ensure it has been implemented
pitrsuant to the City's requirements.

Mitigation Meastire No 18 (Noise Impacts). Alltrucks must use the designated parking and loading areas
during hours that are in conformance to the ¢ity’s noise control ordinance. The engines of truclks must be
turned off during unloading. This mitigation measure will be reviewed to ensire it has been
implemented pursuant fo the City’s requirements.

Mitigation Measure No 19 (Noise Impacts). The roll-up doors must consist of materials and be designed
to minimize noise associated with their use. These may include enclosing motors, using materials that
reduce the noise related to the open and elosing of the roll-up doors, and other measuves. This mitigation
measure will be reviewed to ensure it has been implemented pursuant to the City's requirements.

Mitigation Measure No 20 (Noise Impacts). The use of exterior public address systerms must conforin to
the city’s noise control requirements. This mitigation will continue to be applicable to the proposed use.

Mitigation of Traffic Impacts

The analysis of potential impacts related to tralfic and cireulation indieated that no impacts would result from
the proposed project’s approval and subsequent implementation. The following mitigation will address
potential parking related impaets,

Mitigation Measure No 21 {Parking Impacts). No on-street parking by employees or patrons of the
proposed project will be permitted on either Greenstone Avemie or Shoemaker Avenue. This mitigation
will continue to be applicable to the proposed use.
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Mitigation Measure No 22 (Parking Impacts). No trailer drop offs or truek parking will be permitted
within the public right-of-way. All truck quening must occur on-site,

Mitigation Measure No 23 (Parking Impacts). Parking spaces must not obstruct truck maneuvering areas
(forexample, a number of parking spaces are shown west of Building B opposite the truck loading areas).

Mitigation Measure No 24 (Parking Impacts). o on-street parking by employees or patrons of the
proposed project will be permitted on either Greenstone Avenue or Shoemaker Avenue. Mitigation
Measure No 22 (Parking Impacts). No trailer drop offs or truck parking will be permitted within the
public right-of-way. All truck queuing must oceurr on-site,

Mitigation Measure No 23 (Parking Iinpacts). Parking spaces must not obstruct truck maneuvering areas
(forexample, a number of parking spaces are shown west of Building B opposite the truck loading areas).
Mitgation Measure No 24 (Parking Impacts). The Parking Modification will be reviewed withina 3 to12
month period following the commencement of operations. Inthe event the parking is clearly insufficient
resulting in congestion or overflow parking, remote parking solutions shall be considered.

In addition, the following new mitigation will be required as a means to further reduce potential parking-
related and aceess impacts:

New Mitigation No 25 (Access Impacts). All access to any future remote parking areas must be limited to
Greenstone Avenue. No access (ingress or egress) to Shoemalker Avenue will be permitted.

New Mitigation No 26 {(Access Impacts). The new sidewallk and parking way landscaping must be
consistent with that provided for the 11688 Greenslone Avenue development.

New Mitigation No 27 (Parking Impacts). In the event parking demand is exceeded (refer to Mitigation
No. 24), FedEix must consider the following strategies to accommodate this additional parking demand.

e The business operator may adjust shift change times so that the parking demand during the peals
parking demand periods (shift changes) is lessened.

s Alocal jol fair must be held to facilitate the hiring of local residents as a means to reduce worlker
comimutes and further reduce potential parking demand.

s The business operator will puichase bus passes for workers to promote the use public transit.

e The business operator will not be permitted to use Greenstone or Shoemalker for employee
parking at any time.

e The business operator must provide carpool incentives for the employees.
New Mitigation No 28 (Parking Impaets). The existing alley that will provide access to Greenstone Avenue

and the potential new remote surface parking areas must be paved and striped to the satisfaction of the City of
Santa Fe Springs.

5. MITIGATION MONITORING

‘The monitoring and reporting on the implementation of these measures, including the period for
implementation, monitoring agency, and the monitoring action, are identified in Table 1 provided on the
following pages. The mitigation monitoring matrix is applicable to the new mitiyation ondy. The mitigation
for the existing Greenstone development will continue to apply,
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Table 1

Mceasure

Mitigation-Menitoring Program

Enforcement
Arency

Monitoring
Phase

—

New Mitigation No 25 (Access Impacts). All access to
any future remote parking areas must be limited t-o
Greeustone Avenue. No access (ingress or egress) to
Shoemaker Avenue will be permitted.

Dept. of Planning
and Develapment
(appleant is
rasponsible for
implementation)

Ovar the project’s operational
fifetime
L]
Mltigation is applicable ence the
project is operational.

— =
New Mitigation No 26 (Access Impacts). The new
sidewalk and parking way landscaping must be consistent with
that provided for the 11688 Greenstone Avenue development.

Dept. of Planning
and Developmient
{applicant is
responsible for
implementation)

Ouver the praject’s oporational
lifetime
L]
Miligation is applicable onee the
project is operalional.

New Mitigation No 27 (Parking Impacts). In the event
parking demand is exceeded, FedTx must cousider the
following sirategies to accommodate this additional parking
detnand.

e The business operalor may adjust shift change times
so that the parking demand during the peak parking
deinand periods (shift changes) is lessened.

e Alocal job fair inust be held Lo facilitate the hiring of
local residents as a means to reduce worlier commutes
and further reduce potential parking demand.

e The business operator will purchase bus passes for
workers to promote the use public transit.

e The business operator will not be permitted to use
Greenstone or Shoemaker for employee parking at
any time.

e  The business operator musl provide carpool
incentives for the employees.

Dept. of Planning
and Development
{opplicant is
responsible for
implementation)

Ouer the project’s operationul
lifetime
L]
Mitigation is applicable once the
preject is operational.

New Mitigation No 28 (Parking Impacts). The existing
alley that will provide access to Greenstone Avenue and the
potential new remote surface parking areas must be paved and
striped to the satisfaction of the City of Santa Fe Springs.

Dept. of Planning,
and Devetopment
(applicant is
responsible for
implementation)

Quer the praject’s operational
lifetime
-
Mitigation is applicable onee the
preject is operational.
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City of Santa Fe Springs

Planning Commission Meeting August 11, 2014

PUBLIC HEARING

Conditional Use Permit Case No. 756

A request to allow the operation and maintenance of a service station and
convenience market on property located at 11651 Telegraph Road (APN: 8005-002-
045}, within the ML-D (Limited Manufacturing Administration and Research - Design)
Zone. (Telegraph 76 Station)

Development Plan Approval No. 882
A request to allow construction of a 2,496 sq. ft. convenience food mart building and a
3,458 sq. ft. fueling canopy.

Modification Case No. 1242

A request to allow for the reduction in required landscape area from 7,250 sq. ft. to
1,471 sq. ft., reduction in number of required parking spaces from 11 parking spaces
to 6 during fuel delivery operations, and to allow a 4'-2” canopy projection beyond the
30" building setback along Alburtis Avenue,

RECOMMENDATIONS

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission take the following actions:

1. Open the Public Hearing and receive any comments from the public
regarding Conditional Use Permit Case No. 756, Development Plan
Approval Case No. 882 and Modification Permit Case No. 1242, and
thereafter close the Public Hearing.

2.  Find and determine that the proposed project will not be detrimental to
persons or properties in the surrounding area or to the City in general, and
will be in conformance with the overali purpose and objective of the
Zoning Regulations and consistent with the goals, policies and program of
the City's General Plan.

3.  Find that the applicant’s request meets the criteria set forth in §155.739 of
the Zoning Regulations, for the granting of Development Plan Approval.

4. Find that the applicant’s request meets the criteria set forth in Sections
155.695 of the City Zoning Regulations for the granting of a Modification.

Report Submitted By: Kristi Rojas Date of Report: August 7, 2014

Planning and Development Department
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RECOMMENDATIONS (Cont.)

5. Find that the project meets the criteria for "In-Fill Development Projects”,
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); specifically,
the proposed project is categorically-exempt project, pursuant to Section
15332 — Class 32 of CEQA; consequently, no other environmental
documents are required by law.

6. Approve Conditional Use Permit 756, Development Plan Approval Case

No. 882 and Modification Permit Case No. 1242, subject to the conditions
of approval as contained within this staff report.

BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

The subject property is located at 11651 Telegraph Road (APN: 8005-002-045 and
8005-002-051), northwest corner of Telegraph Road and Alburtis Avenue. The
property is approximately 20,643 sqg. ft. (0.47 acre) and is located within the ML-D
(Limited Manufacturing Administration and Research - Design) Zone.

Leon Felus, architect and the authorized agent of the owner, is requesting approval of
Conditional Use Permit (CUP 756) and Development Plan Approval (DPA 882) to
allow the operation and maintenance of a service station and convenience market on
the subject property. The existing on-site improvements, consisting of a service
station with service bays and fueling canopy, will all be demolished.

Concurrently with the CUP and DPA request, the applicant is also seeking approval
for a Modification Permit (MOD 1242) to allow for the reduction in required
landscape area from 7,250 sq. ft. to 1,471 sq. ft., reduction in number of required
parking spaces from 11 parking spaces to 6 during fuel delivery operations, and to
allow a 4'-2" canopy projection beyond the 30 building setback along Alburtis
Avenue as required by the Santa Fe Springs Zoning Regulations.

It should also be noted that the subject site is made up of two separate lots.
Although not part of the subject request, the applicant understands that a Tentative
Parcel Map will be required to merge the two lots into one, prior to issuance of
building permits for the construction of the proposed project (see Condition #8).

DEVELOPNMENT PROPOSAL — DPA 882 AND CUP 756

Proposed Site Plan (Sheet A.1): According to the proposed site plan, a 2,496 sq. ft.
convenience store will be built in the northwest corner of the subject site and a 3,458

Report Submitted By: Kristi Rojas Date of Report: August 11, 2014
Planning and Development Department
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sq. ft. fueling canopy along the central portion of the site. The development will
occupy 29% of the subject site. The proposed convenience store will be oriented
towards Telegraph Road and setback approximately 100 feet from the front property
line and approximately 77.5 feet from the side property line along Alburtis Avenue.

Parking {Sheet A.1):

The proposed development requires one parking space for every 250 sq. ft. of the
retail establishment. The proposed convenience store is 2,496 sqg. ft. and requires ten
parking spaces, which is the parking proposed on the site plan. However, the
applicant has requested a Modification Permit to allow for a temporary reduction in
parking due to delivery of the fuel trucks, which will temporary eliminate five parking
spaces.

Floor Plan (Sheet A2): The floor plan shows the 3,496 sq. ft. building divisible into
customer arealretail, storage/utility room, walk-in coolers, restrooms and office space.
There may be future potential to allow a fast food tenant to occupy a portion of this
building; however, the applicant has not provided additional documentation of that
potential floor plan.

Elevations (Sheet A3.1): The elevations indicate that the proposed convenience store
will have a contemporary architectural design. The view of the building from the
Telegraph Road will be the main focal point for the store. To provide additional
architectural detail and visual interest to the building, the architect used glazing,
variations in the building materials, and variations to the building height. It should be
noted that consistent with other buildings and monument signs along Telegraph
Road, the proposed building will also provide Honey Mountain ledge stone.

Landscaping: The applicant is proposing to incorporate new landscaping within the
existing landscape to help soften the visual aspect from the intersection. The plans
show that 1,557 sq. ft. of landscaping is provided, which is an increase of 165 sq. ft.
of landscape from what currently provided. It should be noted that the applicant’s
proposal is less than the required 7,250 sq. ft. required by the Zoning Regulations
and therefore, a Modification Permit is also part of the applicant’s request.

Driveway. On-site circulation will be provided by three existing driveway approaches
that range in width of 34 ft. and 38 ft. One existing driveway along Telegraph Road
(closet to the corner) will be removed and replaced with landscaping.

Trash Enclosure: One trash enclosure will be constructed along the northeast
property line. In addition, a propane tank enclosure will be located just west of the
proposed trash enclosure.

Bike Racks: Bike racks are proposed east of the proposed convenience store.

Report Submitted By: Kristi Rojas Date of Report: August 11, 2014
Planning and Development Department
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MODIFICATION REQUEST — MOD 1242

The applicant is requesting a modification of property development standards to allow
for the reduction in required landscape area from 7,250 sqg. ft. to 1,471 sq. ft,
reduction in number of required parking spaces from 11 parking spaces to 6 during
fuel delivery operations, and to allow a 4’-2" canopy projection beyond the 30’ building
sethack along Alburtis Avenue as required by the Santa Fe Springs Zoning
Regulations.

Landscape:
In accordance with Section 155.260 (A) of the City's Zoning Regulations, the subject

property shall be provided with a minimum of 7,250 sq. ft. of landscaping. Said
landscape requirement is based on a requirement to provide 25 sq. ft. of landscaping
for each foot of frontage. Since the site is a corner lot, the property fronts onto two
streets. Both streets combined for a total of 290 lineal feet which equates to a
requirement to provide 7,250 sq. ft. (290 x 25 sq. ft.) of landscaping. As shown, the
proposed project will be deficient by 5,693 sq. ft. The applicant is, therefore,
requesting approval of a Modification Permit (MOD 1242) to allow a reduction to the
City’s landscape requirements as set forth in Section 155.260 (A) of our zoning
regulations.

Parking:
Per Section 155.480(C)(12) of the City's Zoning Regulations, the subject use of the

retail component requires one parking space for every 250 sq. ft. of the retail
establishment. The proposed convenience store is 2,496 sq. ft. and requires ten
parking spaces, which is the parking proposed on the site plan. However, there is a
temporary reduction in parking while deliveries occur. Fuel is delivered to the site
approximately twice each week. The applicant states that scheduled fuel deliveries
can be requested for a four hour window of time, but fuel terminal operations are not
guaranteed the window and is frequently late with deliveries. The applicant states that
the duration of the fuel delivery truck on site is approximately 20 minutes each trip.
The temporary blockage of parking spaces is common to most fueling stations when
fuel is being delivered. Potential deliveries related to convenience markets occur in
the late night and/or early morning hours.

Setback:

According to Section 155,189, there is no side yard setback for a structure, unless it
is adjoining an agricultural or residential zone, school or park or a dedicated street, in
which case a side yard of not less than 30 feet shall be required. For this subject site,
the side yard is abutting Alburtis Avenue and the applicant is proposing the fueling
canopy to project 4'-2" into the required setback. The proposed encroachment is
merely a projection and serves to protect customers from the elements during poor
weather conditions.

Report Submitted By: Kristi Rojas Date of Report: August 11, 2014

Planning and Development Department
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COMMISSION'S CONSIDERATION

Development Plan Approval

Pursuant to Section 155.739 of the Zoning Regulations, in studying any application
for development plan approval, the Commission shall give consideration to the
following:

(A} That the proposed development is in conformance with the overall objectives
of this chapter.

Findings:

The proposed project is located within the ML-D, Limited Manufacturing
Administrative and Research — Design, Zone. Pursuant to Section 155.180 of the
Zoning Regulations “The purpose of the ML Zone is to provide an environment
suitable for the establishment of administrative offices of business and industrial
concerns, scientific research offices and laboratories, restricted manufacturing and
appurtenant uses compatible to the development of an industrial park, and to provide
for special needs housing in the form of emergency shelters. The restrictions and
conditions applied to this zone shall be those designed to develop a park-like
atmosphere which will be conducive to the erection of industrial buildings pleasing in
appearance and which will harmonize with other surrounding land uses.” Pursuant to
Section 155.345 of the Zoning Regulations “The purpose of the Design Zone shall be
to promote the orderly harmonious development of areas of the community adjacent
to the town center, parks, or other huildings or areas of special interest to the public,
and to insure that the appearance of the areas surrounding such facilities shall he
maintained at a high standard”.

The proposed development is consistent with the purpose of the ML-D Zone in the
following manner:

1. The land is appropriate to support the proposed service station and
convenience market uses based on its zoning, ML-D, Limited Manufacturing
Administrative and Research — Design and its General Plan Land Use
designation of Business Park.

2. Since the proposed development (a convenience store with a service station)
is industrial, rather than residential or commercial in nature, the land is being
preserved for industrial uses.

3. Because the project involves demolishing old buildings and construction of
new structures, the assessed value of the property is likely to change, leading
to an increase in property values for the subject property and likely neighboring
properties.

4. The construction of a new service station and convenience store (with potential
square footage to designate for a fast food tenant) building provides an

Report Submitted By: Kristi Rojas Date of Report: August 11, 2014
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opportunity to attract and encourage potential new businesses to the City.

(B)  That the architectural design of the proposed structures is such that it will
enhance the general appearance of the area and be in harmony with the intent
of this chapter.

Findings:

The new development will represent a significant enhancement in the appearance of
the subject site, which is currently improved with one convenience store with a
service bay and a fueling canopy that were all constructed in mid 1960s.

Compared to the architecture for most of the surrounding buildings, the architectural
elevations for the proposed building is contemporary and attractive in desian.
Elements used to achieve this look are: glazing, variations in the building materials,
and variations to the building height. It should be noted that the building will be
provided with Honey Mountain ledge stone and consistent with the theme along the
Telegraph Road Corridor.

(C)  That the proposed structures be considered on the basis of their suitability for
their intended purpose and on the appropriate use of materials and on the
principles of proportion and harmony of the various elements of the buildings
or structures.

Findings:

The proposed buildings have been designed to serve as service stations, which use
is allowed in the ML zones with a Conditional Use Permit. Furthermore, the design of
the new building represents a higher quality architectural design (demonstrated by
glazing, variations in the building materials, and variations to the building height).
These architectural design elements break up the mass of the building, and present
an attractive, distinctive fagade to visitors as well as those traveling along Telegraph
Road. Therefore, as designed, the new building is completely suitable for all of its
intended uses, and the distinctive design of the building represents the architectural
principles of proportion and harmony.

(D)  That consideration be given to landscaping, fencing and other elements of the
proposed development to ensure that the entire development is in harmony
with the objectives of this chapter.

Findings:

Consideration has been given to numerous elements of the proposed project to
achieve harmony with the City’'s zoning regulations. Aithough a majority of the
landscaping has been provided along the front of the building for maximum value, the
proposed landscape areas does not meet the minimum requirements set forth by the
City's Zoning Regulations. Therefore, MOD Case No. 1242 has been submitted and
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analyzed below to ensure that the proposed project meets the objectives of this
chapter. The proposed trash enclosure has been strategically place where it is
potentially least visible and have the least impact on adjacent properties. And lastly,
tc encourage alternative transportation and also reduce trip generation related to the
project, bike racks are provided for the development.

(E)  Thatitis not the intent of this subchapter to require any particular style or type
of architecture other than that necessary to harmonize with the general area.

Findings:

The majority of the surrounding buildings were constructed decades ago, and as a
result are not contemporary in design. Therefore, by design, the architecture of the
proposed building intentionally does not harmonize with the architecture of the
buildings in the general area. Rather than achieve harmony, it was staff's goal to
obtain an attractive and contemporary building that would set the tone for future
developments within the area.

(F) That it is not the infent of this subchapter to interfere with architectural design
except to the extent necessary to achieve the overall objectives of this chapfer.

Findings:

Pursuant to § 155.736 of the Zoning Regulations “The purpose of the development
plan approval is to assure compliance with the provisions of this chapter and to give
proper attention to the sitting of new structures or additions or alterations to existing
structures, particularly in regard to unsightly and undesirable appearance, which
would have an adverse effect on surrounding properties and the community in
general.”

The proposed building replaces two existing structures (convenience store and
fueling canopy) that were constructed approximately in 1964, Staff finds that the new
contemporary industrial building is very attractive and thus will be an enhancement to
the area. Staff believes that proper attention has been giving to the location, size,
and design of the building. This is evident in the project's general compliance with
the Code.

Conditional Use Permit

As mentioned previously, Section 155.183(F) of the Zoning Regulations, states that
service stations shall be allowed only after a valid conditional use permit has first
been obtained. The original Conditional Use Permit (CUP No. 31) was issued
November 23, 1964 to construct, operate and maintain a service station on the
subject site. It also allowed for the incidental servicing of motor vehicles including tire
repairs, battery charging, lubrication racks and sales of supplies related to the
servicing of motor vehicles.
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Additionally, the Commission should note that in accordance with Section 155.716 of
the City’'s Zoning Regulations, before granting a Conditional Use Permit, the
Commission shall:

1) Salisfy itself that the proposed use will not be detrimental to persons or
property in the immediate vicinity and will not adversely affect the city in

general; and

2) Give due consideration to the appearance of any proposed structure and may
reqguire revised architectural treatment if deemed necessary o preserve the
general appearance and welfare of the community.

Staff believes that the applicant’'s request meets the criteria required by Section
155.716 of the City's Zoning Ordinance for the granting of a Conditional Use Permit.

The reasons for the findings are as follows:

1. That the proposed service station use will not be detrimental to persons
or property in the immediate vicinity for the following reasons:

The subject site is located within the ML-D (Limited Manufacturing Administration and
Research - Design) Zone and also has a General Plan land use designation of
Business Park. The existing and proposed use are consistent with the current zoning
and land use designation.

Therefore, if conducted in strict compliance with the conditions of approval and the
City's municipal code, Staff finds that the proposed service station use will continue to
be harmonious with adjoining properties and surrounding uses in the area and,
therefore, will not be detrimental to persons or property in the immediate vicinity.

2. That the proposed service station use has been designed to preserve the
general appearance and welfare of the community for the following
reasons:

The proposed use is the same use that has occupied the subject site since 1964;
however, the proposed layout is different to allow for more convenience store square
footage, removal of the service bays and additional pump stations that are oriented
toward the access from Telegraph Road. The general appearance will he a significant
upgrade from the current architectural design of the site.
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Modification Permit

Pursuant to Section 155.695 of the Zoning Regulations, before any modification shall be
granted, the Planning Commission shall satisfy itself that the applicant has shown that
all of the following conditions apply:

1. That the granting of the modification would not grant special privileges to the
applicant not enjoyed by other property owners in the area.

The following tables show that the Planning Commission has granted similar
reductions in parking, landscape, and setback reduction requests in the past.
Granting of the modification would not grant special privileges to the applicant not
enjoyed by other property owners in the area.

Table 1 — Recent Parking Reduction Approvals*

Case Location | Approval Date o
MOD 1241 9306 Sorensen Avenue June 2014

MOD 1222 8201 Sorensen Avenue November 2011

MQOD 1144 | 13539 Freeway Drive September 2003

*This request is only for a temporary reduction in parking that varied due to delivery of
the fuel trucks.

Table 2 — Recent Landscape Reduction Approvals

Case Location == Approval Date

MOD 1243 10200 Matern Place | June 2014

ZV 71 13630 Firestone Blvd. May 2011 i
MOD 1230 13203 Telegraph Road May 2012

Table 3 — Recent Setback Reduction Approvals

Case | Location | Approval Date |
MOD 1246 11527 Buell Street June 2014 i
MQOD 1238 11344 Davenrich Street July 2013
MOD 1234 10612 Longwaorth Avenue January 2013
2, That the subject property cannot be used in a reasonable manner under the

existing regulations.

It would not be possible to adhere to the development standards. The existing lot is
fairly small to develop a feasible service station and would significantly restrict the
amount of fueling tanks to provide to customers. Currently, the site has four fueling
stations that can service up to eight cars, but with the proposed development the site
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will be able to house six fueling stations that service up to twelve cars. Also, the
existing service station development does not abide by the development standards
and the fueling canopy extends into the front yard setback. Therefore, the subject
property cannot be used in a reasonable manner under the existing reguiations.

Strict adherence to the Code, would potentially eliminate the convenience market, an
element that is now required to make gas stations profitable given taxes and high oll
prices.

3. That the hardship involved is due to unusual or unique circumstances.

Corner parcels have significantly more street frontage, thus requiring more landscape
than interior lots. However, the proposed development is providing 165 sq. ft. more
landscaping than what is currently provided.

A unigue circumstance related to this project is that this subject site has been
developed as a service station since 1964. The developer is attempting to continue
the use, but also meet the current demands of the customers while also making
positive improvements to the site.

4, That the modifications, if granted, would not be detrimental to other persons or
properties in the area, nor be detrimental to the community in general.

The Planning Commission has granted similar modification requests in the past and
the overall proposal would be a welcomed improvement on a main corridor in the
City. Moreover, if required, the conditions set for in this proposal would ensure that
the use will not be detrimental to the community. Based on these factors, Staff
believes that the modifications, if granted, would not be detrimental to other persons
or properties in the area, nor be detrimental to the community in general.

STAFF REMARKS

Based on the findings set forth in the staff report, Staff finds that the applicant's
request meets the criteria set forth in Sections 155.695, 155.716, 155.739 of the City
Zoning Regulations for the granting of a Modification Permit, Conditional Use Permit
and Development Plan Approval, respectively.

Staff, therefore, finds that the proposed project will not be detrimental to persons or
properties in the surrounding area or to the City in general, and will be in conformance
with the overall purpose and objective of the Zoning Regulations and consistent with
the goals, policies and program of the City's General Plan, and is, therefore,
recommending approval of CUP 756, DPA 882 and MOD 1242, subject to the
conditions of approval as contained within the staff report.
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

The subject site has frontage on Telegraph Road and Alburtis Avenue. Telegraph
Road is desighated as a "Major Highway” and Alburtis Avenue is a "local industrial
street” within the Circulation Element of the City's General Plan,

ZONING AND LAND USE

The subject property is zoned ML-D (Limited Manufacturing Administration and
Research - Design) with a General Plan Land Use designation of Business Park. The
zoning, General Plan and land use of the surrounding properties are as follows:

Table 4 — Current Zoning, General Plan and Land Use

Surrounding Zoning, General Plan Designation, Land Use

— —_—

General | Land LI Sz(ﬂad re?s? El[lsmess

Direction | Zoning District Plan Name)

ML-D (Limited Manufacturing

Business | Light Manufacturing

North g:g;gnristrahon and Research - Park (9915 Alburtis Ave /Rev-Co Spring)
Manufacturing & Packaging of Ol
South M-2 Heavy Manufacturing Industrial | Products
(9313 John St/Valvoline, Inc.)
ML-D (Limited Manufacturing Business Bank Facility
East Administration and Research - Park {11701 Telegraph Rd.MVells Fargo)
Design)
ML-D (Limited Manufacturing Business Light Manufacturing
Waest Administration and Research - Park {11643 Telegraph Rd/Orthopedic

Design) Solutions)

LEGAL NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

This matter was set for Public Hearing in accordance with the requirements of
Sections 65090 and 65081 of the State Planning, Zoning and Development Laws and
the requirements of Sections 155.860 through 155.864 of the City’s Municipal Code.

Legal notice of the Public Hearing for the proposed Development Plan Approval and
Modification Permit was sent by first class mail to all property owners whose names
and addresses appear on the latest County Assessor's Roll within 500 feet of the
exterior boundaries of the subject property on July 31, 2014. The legal notice was
also posted in Santa Fe Springs City Hall, the City Library and Town Center on July
31, 2014, as required by the State Zoning and Development Laws and by the City's
Zoning Regulations.
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To date, staff has not received any correspondence from the surrounding property
owners that received the notice nor has anyone called or came to the counter upon
viewing the posted noticed mentioned abaove.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUNMENTS

Staff finds that pursuant to Section 15332, Class 32 (In-Fill Development Projects), of
the California Envircnmental Quality Act (CEQA), this project is categorically exempt
and has determined that additional environmental analysis is, therefore, not
necessary to meet the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA).

The project involves the construction of a 2,496 sq. ft. convenience store and a 3,458
sq. ft. fueling canopy. The proposed project is consistent with the general plan; the
project site is less than 5-acres; the project has no value as habitat for endangered,
rare or threatened species; the project will not result in any significant effects relating
to traffic, noise, air quality or water quality; and the site can be adequately served by
all required utilities and public services. In fact, the proposed development will be an
enhancement to the property and surrounding properties.

For the reasons mentioned, additional environmental analysis is, therefore, not
necessary to meet the requirements of the CEQA. In the Commission agrees, Staff
will file a Notice of Exemption (NOE) with the Los Angeles County Clerk within 5 days
of approval of the proposed project by the Planning Commission.

AUTHORITY OF PLANNING COMMISSION:

The Planning Commission may grant, conditionally grant or deny approval of a
proposed development plan or modification requests based on the evidence
submitted and upon its own study and knowledge of the circumstances involved and
subject to such conditions as the Commission deems are warranted by the
circumstances involved. These conditions may include the dedication and

- development of streets adjoining the property and other improvements. All conditions

shall be binding upon the applicants, their successors and assigns,; shall run with the
land; shall limit and control the issuance and validity of certificates of occupancy; and
shall restrict and limit the construction, location, use and maintenance of all land and
structures within the development.
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL.:

ENGINEERING / PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT:

(Contact: Robert Garcia ext. 7545)

1.

That the owner shall pay a flat fee of $24,727.00 to reconstruct/resurface the
existing street frontage to centerlines for Alburtis Avenue and Telegraph Road.

That the owner shall design and construct new full width sidewalk along
Telegraph Road and Aiburtis Avenue. The owner shall also remove the
southerly most driveway approach on Alburtis Avenue and replace with new
full width sidewallk and new curb & gutter per City Standard.

That adeguate “on-site” parking shall be provided per City requirements, and
all streets abutting the development shall be posted "No Stopping Any Time."
The City will install the offsite signs and the owner shall pay the actual cost of
sign installation.

Storm drains, catch basins, connector pipes, retention basin and
appurtenances built for this project shall be constructed in accordance with
City specifications in Telegraph Road and Alburtis Avenue. Storm drain plans
shall be approved by the City Engineer.

That the fire sprinkler plans, which show the proposed double-check valve
detector assembly location, shall have a stamp approval from the Planning
Department and Public Works Department prior to the Fire Department's
review for approval. Disinfection, pressure and bacteriological testing on the
line between the street and detector assembly shall be performed in the
presence of personnel from the City Water Department. The valve on the
water main line shall be operated only by the City and only upon the City's
approval of the test results.

The owner/developer shall have an overall site utility master plan prepared by
a Registered Civil Engineer showing proposed location of all public water
mains, reclaimed water mains, sanitary sewers and storm drains. This plan
shall be approved by the City Engineer prior to the preparation of any
construction plans for the aforementioned improvements.

That all point of access to the proposed development shall be reviewed and
approved by the City Engineer. Left turns may be prohibited as designated by
the City Engineer.
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10.

11.

12

13.

14,

15.

16.

17.

The owner shall produce and submit a New Parce!l map for approval, showing
the consolidation of the two parcels into one single parcel.

Final parcel map checking of $4,824 plus $285 per parcel shall be paid to the
City. Developer shall comply with Los Angeles County's Digital Subdivision
Ordinance (DSO) and submit final maps to the City and County in digital
format.

The owner/developer shali provide at no cost to the City, one mylar print of the
recorded parcel map from the County of Los Angeles Department of Public
Works, P.O. Box 1460, Alhambra, CA 91802-1460, Attention: Bill Slenniken
(626) 458-5131.

That the owner shall comply with Congestion Management Program (CMP)
requirements and provide mitigation of trips generated by the development.
The owner and/or developer will receive credit for the demolition of any
buildings that formerly occupied the site. For new developments, the owner
and/or developer cannot meet the mitigation reguirements, the owner and/or
developer shall pay a mitigation fee to be determined by the City Engineer for
off-site transportation improvements.

That the owner/developer shall comply with all requirements of the County
Sanitation District, make application for and pay the sewer maintenance fee.

That the owner/developer shall pay the water trunkline connection fee of
$3,250 per acre upon application for water service connection or if utilizing any
existing water service.

That a grading plan shall be submitted for drainage approval to the City
Engineer. The owner shall pay drainage review fees in conjunction with this
submittal. A professional civil engineer registered in the State of California
shall prepare the grading plan.

That a hydrology study shall be submitted to the City if requested by the City
Engineer. The study shall be prepared by a Professional Civil Engineer.

That upon completion of public improvements constructed by developers, the
developer’s civil engineer shall submit mylar record drawings and an electronic
file (AutoCAD Version 2004 or higher) to the office of the City Engineer.

That the owner/developer shall comply with the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) program and shall require the general contractor
to implement storm water/urban runoff pollution prevention controls and Best
Management Practices (BMPs) on all construction sites in accordance with
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current MS4 Permit. The owner/developer will also be required to submit a
Certification for the project and will be required to prepare a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SYWPPP).

DEPARTMENT OF FIRE —~ RESCUE (ENVIRONMENTAL DIVISION):

18.

18.

20.

(Contact: Tom Hall 562-868-0511 x3715)

That all abandoned pipelines, tanks and related facilities shall be removed
unless approved by the City Engineer and Fire Chief. Appropriate permits for
such work shall be secured hefore abandonment work begins.

That the owner/developer shall comply with ail Federal, State and local
requirements and regulations included, but not limited to, the Santa Fe Springs
City Municipal Code, California Fire Code, Certified Unified Program Agency
(CUPA) programs, the Air Quality Management District's Rules and
Regulations and all other applicable codes and regulations.

That the owner/operator shall submit plumbing plans to the Fire Department
Environmental Protection Division (EPD) and, if necessary, obtain an Industrial
Wastewater Discharge Permit Application for generating, storing, treating or
discharging any industrial wastewater to the sanitary sewer.

POLICE SERVICES DEPARTMENT:

21.

22.

(Contact: Margarita Munoz at 562-409-1850 x3318)

That the owner/developer shall submit and obtain approval of a proposed
lighting (photometric) and security plan for the property from the City's
Department of Police Services. The photometric plan shall be designed to
provide adequate lighting (minimum of 1 foot candle power) throughout the
subject property. Further, all exterior lighting shall be designed/installed in such
a manner that light and glare are not transmitted onto adjoining properties in
such concentrationfquantity as to create a hardship to adjoining property
owners or a public nuisance. The photometric and security plans shall be
submitted to the Director of Police Services no later than sixty (60) day from
the date of approval by the Planning Commission.

That the owner/developer shall provide an emergency phone number and a
contact person to the Department of Police Services and the Fire Department.
The name, telephone number, fax number and e-mail address of that person
shall be provided to the Director of Police Services and the Fire Chief no later
than 60 days from the date of approval by the Planning Commission.
Emergency information shall allow emergency service to reach the applicant or
their representative any time, 24 hours a day.
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23.

26.

24.

25.

That in order to facilitate the removal of unauthorized vehicles parked on the
property, the applicant shall post, in plain view and at each entry to the
property, a sign not less than 17" wide by 22" long. The sign shall prohibit the
public parking of unauthorized vehicles and indicate that unauthorized vehicles
will be removed at the owner's expense and also contain the California Vehicle
Code that permits this action. The sign shall also contain the telephone
number of the local law enforcement agency (Police Services Center (562)
409-1850). The lettering within the sign shall not be less than one inch in
height. The applicant shall contact the Police Services Center for an
inspection no later than 30 days after the project has been completed and prior
to the occupancy permit being issued.

That the proposed buildings, including any lighting, fences, walls, cabinets, and
poles shall be maintained in good repair, free from trash, debris, litter and
graffiti and other forms of vandalism. Any damage from any cause shall be
repaired within 72 hours of occurrence, weather permitting, to minimize
occurrences of dangerous conditions or visual blight. Paint utilized in covering
graffiti shall be a color that matches, as closely possible, the color of the
existing and/or adjacent surfaces.

That the owner/developer shall test the proposed telecommunication system to
make sure that it does not interfere with the Police, Fire, and City
communications systems. This testing process shall be repeated for every
proposed frequency addition and/or change. Should any medification be
required to the Police, Fire, or City communications system, the applicant shall
pay all costs associated with said modifications.

That the owner/developer shall provide a 24-hour phone number to which
interference problems may be reported to the Director of Police Services,
Director of Planning and Development and Fire Chief.

WASTE MANAGEMENT:

(Contact: Teresa Cavallo 562.868-0511 x7309)

27.

28.

That the applicant shall comply with Section 50.51 of the Municipal Code which
prohibits any business or residents from contracting any solid waste disposal
company that dees not held a current permit from the City.

That all projects over $50,000 are subject to the requirements of Crdinance
No. @14 to reuse or recycle 75% of the project waste. Contact the Recycling
Coordinator, Teresa Cavallo at (562) 868-0511 x7309.
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT:

31.

35.

36.

37.

29.

30.

32.

33.

34.

(Contact: Kristi Rojas at 562-868-0511 x7451)

The delivery trucks used for food products and/or fuel shall be limited to the
hours that least impact visitors on-site, Prior to operation, the owner/applicant
shall submit to the Planning Department a tentative delivery schedule for
approval.

The dispensing of diesel fuel shall not be permitted.

That all stone veneer used in the project shall be El Dorado "honey mountain
ledge stone.”

That the proposed fuel tank risers and tank canisters shall be located as close
to the west property line as possible.

That the propane tank shall not extend beyond the 6’ high walf enclosure.

That the final plot plan, floor plan and elevations of the proposed development
and all other appurtenant improvements, textures and color schemes shall be
subject to the final approval of the Director of Planning and Development.

That all other requirements of the City's Zoning Ordinance, Building Code,
Property Maintenance Ordinance, State and City Fire Code and all other
applicable County, State and Federal regulations and codes shall be complied
with.

That the applicant shall comply with the City's "Heritage Artwork in Public
Places Program" in conformance with City Ordinance No. 909.

That prior to submitting plans to the Building Division for plan check, the
owner/developer shall submit Mechanical plans that include a roof plan that
shows the location of all roof mounted equipment. All roof-mounted mechanical
equipment and/or duct work which projects above the roof or roof parapet of
the proposed development and is visible from adjacent property or a public
street at ground level shall be screened by an enclosure which is consistent
with the architecture of the building and approved by the Director of Planning
and Development or designee.

a. To illustrate the visibility of equipment and/or duct work, the following
shall be submitted along with the Mechanical Plans:
1. A roof plan showing the location of all roof-mounted equipment;
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38.

40.

| 39

41,

42.

2. Elevations of all existing and proposed mechanical equipment;
and
3. A line-of-sight drawing or a building cross-section drawing which
shows the roof-mounted equipment and its relation to the roof
and parapet lines.
NOTE: line-of sight drawing and/or building cross section must be scaled.

That the Owner shall submit for approval a detailed landscape and automatic
irrigation plan pursuant to the Landscaping Guidelines of the City. Said
landscape plan shall indicate the location and type of all plant materials,
existing and proposed, to be used and shall include 2 to 3 foot high berms (as
measured from the parking lot grade elevation), shrubs designed to fully
screen the interior yard and parking areas from public view and 24" box trees
along the street frontage. Said plans shall be consistent with AB 1881
(Model Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance).

That the landscaped areas shall be provided with a suitable, fixed, permanent
and automatically controlled method for watering and sprinkling of plants. This
operating sprinkler system shall consist of an electrical time clock, control
valves, and piped water lines terminating in an appropriate number of
sprinklers to insure proper watering periods and to provide water for all plants
within the landscaped area. Sprinkiers used to satisfy the requirements of this
section shall be spaced to assure complete coverage of all landscaped areas.
Said plan shall be consistent with AB 1881 (Model Water Efficient
Landscape Ordinance).

That upon completion of the new landscaping and landscape upgrade, the
required landscaped areas shali be maintained in a neat, clean, orderly and
healthful condition. This is meant to include proper pruning, mowing of lawns,
weeding, and removal of litter, fertilizing, and replacement of plants when
necessary and the regular watering of all plantings.

That all activities shall occur inside the building(s). No portion of the required
off-street parking and driveway areas shall be used for outdoor storage of any
type or for special-event activities, unless prior written approval is obtained
from the Director of Planning, Director of Police Services and the Fire Marshall.

That all vehicles associated with the businesses on the subject property shall
be parked on the subject site at all times. Off-site parking is not permitted and
would result in the restriction or revocation of privileges granted under this
Permit. In addition, any vehicles associated with the property shall not obstruct
or impede any traffic,
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48.

47.

48.

49,

43,

44,

45,

That the Department of Planning shall first review and approve all sign
proposals for the development. The sign proposal (plan) shall include a site
plan, building elevation on which the sign will be located, size, style and color
of the proposed sign. All drawings shall be properly dimensioned and drawn to
scale on 24" x 36" maximum-size paper. All signs shall be installed in
accordance with the sign standards of the Zoning Ordinance and the Sign
Guidelines of the City.

That a sufficient number of approved outdoor trash enclosures shall be
provided for the development subject to the approval of the Director of
Planning or designee. The calculation to determine the required storage area
is: 1% of the first 20,000 sq ft of floor area + 2% of floor area exceeding
20,000 sq ft, but not less than 4 2 feet in width nor than 8 feet in height.
(Calculations are subject to change)

That the service station use shall comply with Section 155.420 of the City's
Zoning Ordinance regarding the generation of objectionable odors. If there is a
violation of this aforementioned Section, the property owner/applicant shall
take whatever measures necessary to eliminate the objectionable odors from
the operation in a timely manner.

That the owner shall not allow vehicles, trucks andfor truck tractors to queue
on Telegraph Road and Alburtis Avenue, use street(s) as a staging area, or to
back up onto the street from the subject property.

That the proposed building shall be constructed of quality material and any
material shall be replaced when and if the material becomes deteriorated,
warped, discolored or rusted.

That approved address numbers shall be placed on the proposed building in
such a position as to be plainly visible and legible from the street fronting the
property. Said numbers shall contrast with their background. The size
recommendation shall be 12" minimum.

That prior to issuance of building permits, the applicant shall comply with the
following conditions to the satisfaction of the City of Santa Fe Springs:

a. Covenants.

1. Owner/developer shall provide a written covenant to the Planning
Department that, except as may be revealed by the environmental
remediation described above and except as applicant may have
otherwise disclosed to the City, Commission, Planning
Commission or their employees, in writing, applicant has
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i

investigated the environmental condition of the property and does
not know, or have reasonable cause to believe, that (a) any crude
oil, hazardous substances or hazardous wastes, as defined in
state and federal law, have been released, as that term is defined
in 42 U.S.C. Section 9601 (22), on, under or about the Property, or
that (b) any material has been discharged on, under or about the
Property that could affect the guality of ground or surface water on
the Properly within the meaning of the California Porter-Cologne
Water Quality Act, as amended, Water Code Section 13000, et seq

Owner/developer shall provide a written covenant to the City that,
based on reasonable investigation and inquiry, to the best of
owner/developer knowledge, it does not know or have reasonable
cause to believe that it is in violation of any notification,
remediation or other requirements of any federal, state or local
agency having jurisdiction concerning the environmental conditions
of the Property.

Owner/developer understands and agrees that it is the
responsibility of the applicant to investigate and remedy, pursuant
to applicable federal, state and local law, any and all contamination
on or under any land or structure affected by this approval and
issuance of related building permits. The City, Commission,
Planning Commission or their employees, by this approval and by
issuing related building permits, in no way warrants that said land
or structures are free from contamination or health hazards.

Owner/developer  understands and agrees that any
representations, actions or approvals by the City, Commission,
Planning Commission or their employees do not indicate any
representation that regulatory permits, approvals or reguirements
of any other federal, state or local agency have been obtained or
satisfied by the applicant and, therefore, the City, Commission,
Planning Commission or their employees do not release or waive
any obligations the applicant may have to obtain all necessary
regulatory permits and comply with all other federal, state or other
local agency regulatory reqguirements. Applicant, not the City,
Commission, Planning Commission or their employees will be
responsible for any and all penalties, liabilities, response costs and
expenses arising from any failure of the applicant to comply with
such regulatory reguirements.
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50. That if there is evidence that conditions of approval have not been fulfilled or
the use has or have resulted in a substantial adverse effect on the health,
and/or general welfare of users of adjacent or proximate property, or have a
substantial adverse impact on public facilities or services, the Director of
Planning may refer the use permit to the Planning Commission for review. |If
upon such review, the Commission finds that any of the results above have
occurred, the Commission may maodify or revoke the use permit.

51.  That the facility operator(s) shall be sfrictly liable for any and all sudden and
accidental pollution and gradual pollution resulting from their use within the
City, including cleanup, and injury or damage to persons or property.
Additionally, operators shall be responsible for any sanctions, fines, or other
monetary costs imposed as a result of the release of pollutants from their
operations. “Pollutants” means any solid, liquid, gaseous or thermal irritant or
contaminant, including smoke, vapor, soot, fumes, acids, alkalis, chemicals,
electromagnetic waves and waste. “Waste” includes materials to be recycled,
reconditioned or reclaimed.

52.  That prior to occupancy of the property/building, the applicant, and/or his
tenant(s), shall obtain a valid business license (AKA Business Operation Tax
Certificate), and submit a Statement of Intended Use. Both forms, and other
required accompanying forms, may be obfained at City Hall by contacting
Cecilia Pasos at (562) 868-0511, extension 7527, or through the City’s web
site (www.santafesprings.org).

53.  That the owner/developer shall be responsible for reviewing and/or providing
copies of the required conditions of approval to hisfher architect, engineer,
contractor, tenants, etc. Additionally, the conditions of approval contained
herein, shall be made part of the construction drawings for the proposed
development. Construction drawings shall not be accepted for Plan Check
without the conditions of approval incorporated into the construction
drawings.

54.  That the owner/developer shall require and verify that all contractors and sub-
contractors have successfully obtained a Business License with the City of
Santa Fe Springs prior to beginning any work associated with the subject
project. A late fee and penalty will be accessed to any contractor or sub-
contractor that fails to obtain a Business License and a Building Permit final or
Certificate of Occupancy will not be issued until all fees and penalties are paid
in full. Please contact Cecilia Pasos, Business License Clerk, at (562) 868-
0511, extension 7527 for additional information. A business license application
can also be downloaded at www.santafesprings.org.
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55. That the owner/developer shall not sublet, lease or rent the proposed
development without prior approval from the Director of Planning.

56.  That the development shall otherwise be substantially in accordance with the
plot plan, floor plan, and elevations submitted by the owner and on file with the
case.

57.  That CUP Case No. 756 shall be valid for a period of one (1) year, until August
11, 2015. Approximately three (3) months before August 11, 2015, the
applicant/owner shall request, in writing, an extension of the privileges granted
herein, provided that the use has been continuously maintained in strict
compliance with these conditions of approval.

58. That the owner, Santa Fe Energy, LLC., agrees to defend, indemnify and hold
harmless the City of Santa Fe Springs, 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 an approval of the City or any of
its councils, commissions, committees or boards arising from or inh any way
related to the subject CUP or DPA or MOD, or any actions or operations
conducted pursuant thereto. Should the City, its agents, officers or employees
receive notice of any such claim, action or proceeding, the City shall promptly
notify the owner/developer of such claim, action or proceeding, and shall
cooperate fully in the defense thereof.

59. That itis hereby declare to be the intent that if any provision of this Approval is
violated or held to be invalid, or if any law, statute or ordinance is violated, this
Approval shall be void and the privileges granted hereunder shall lapse.

D@ 1, M /wlwﬂ\

Wayne’ M Morrell
Director of Pianning
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Aerial Photo
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Site Photos

1—VIEW OF SITE FROM THE SOUTHWEST

2 —VIEW OF SITE FROM SOUTHEAST
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Site Photos (Cont.)

3- VIEW FROM SITE TO THE WEST

4 - VIEW FROM SITE TO THE SOUTH
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Proposed Site Plan
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Proposed Elevations
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Proposed Site Details

CUP Case No. 756, DPA Case No, 882 & MOD Case No. 1242

=d = il

FANSOTONT MNVL INYdOdd NV HSVHL NOIS LNIFWNNOW INLLSIXE

) vEsid ARy (D AL e
AU S Sl TR e, Gl
o S T
) &._.._«.. OFEETI, AT mrm 3
EET g S w3 [—
AOUYATTE LSVE - : Tors
ol |< S0 EOMUIA ISV SALILYAZ A JS3M

AT Y 5357 YN ST

Date of Report: August 11, 2014

WHEl TERLITS wh —ted _
A =
L ﬁﬂsﬁn iunr'nu.-.u. .m. _ .TI(-??.
Saos O REDE  SETAR WRETE 3 b . =
GEaa e, WS sohiE =
Vs OS] Sl TR0 OEFIEE ) ] A A
oA GEm G o ) / . | _
CouBal SR DOIRL § L |
ey i N ,nw.u\_ = b =
5 e I Skt i g
- W T ~ '
— - mu /l LT N e T
P, =i X IEey N33 MEH TR
ki - TVE D Dol e m LR Pl S e ek |
FINGEHSS Helk HOM3LG 5
e < i s Ty
THETY Wk 33040 T W Ut
o
HILSINYD HOdYA ANY SLINIA ONITIN
=z = .
“TLSG ALSHYS ROWLYASS 1573 ROUYAZTE IS2%

ir. a— !...H..%

4...||ul”n 04 mEEYT WO

.le..“‘unn.m T |
i

rms o -
AL N BB e i

Planning and Development Department

Report Submitted By: Kristi Rojas




CUP Case No. 756, DPA Case No. 882 & MOD Case No. 1242 Page 30 of 31

Proposed Canopy Elevations
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Color Samples

Oasis Image

EXTERIOR COLGR OPFTIONS

QASIS RER CASIZ WHITE DATE BILVER

CIAEg WL ARG LIEAT GRAY DALS DARRK GRAT

INTERIOR COLOR OPTIONS BUILDING FASCIA COLOR OPTIONS
{Image exceplion required)

OASIS LIGHT GRAY QASIS WHITE FUEBLD TAN TSANTA FE BROVYN
AGCENT 8TRIPE

DIEBEL ISLAND COLUMNS & CURBS DIESEL ISLAND CANODPY
BOLLARDS/SAFETY POLES UNDER DECHK CEILINGS
{OPTIONAL FOR FUEL ISLAND CURBS)

CHARCOAL BLACK

ACTUAL PAINT COLORS MAY VARY DUE TO AGE AND HEAT.
SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR MORE INFORMATION,

Optional - "Sanla Fa Brown Accent $lelpa can bo ysnd wilh Puablo Tan
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- August 11, 2014

Conditional Use Permit Case No. 757

A request for approval to allow the establishment, operation and maintenance of a
temporary wireless telecommunications facility and related equipment on property
located at 10821 Orr and Day Road (APN: 8017-001-038), within the C-4, Community
Commercial, Zone. (Coastal Business Group for AT&T Mohility)

Modification Permit Case No. 1245

A request to allow the proposed temporary wireless facility to be designed in a
manner that is deem not stealth, as per required by the Wireless Telecommunication
Antennas Guidelines.

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission take the following actions:

1. Open the Public Hearing and receive any comments from the public
regarding Conditional Use Permit (CUP) Case No. 757 and Modification
Permit (MOD) Case No. 1245, and thereafter, close the Public Hearing.

2. Find that the proposed wireless telecommunications facility use, if
conducted in strict compliance with the conditions of approval, will be
harmonious with adjoining properties and surrounding uses in the area
and, therefore, will not be detrimental to persons or property in the
immediate vicinity and will not adversely affect the city in general.

3. Find that the applicant's Modification Permit request meets the criteria set
forth in Section 155.695 of the City’s Zoning Regulation for the granting of a
Modification in nonresidential zones.

4.  Find that the proposed temporary wireless telecommunications facility
meets the criteria for “In-Fill Development Projects”, pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); specifically, the proposed
project is a categorically-exempt project, pursuant to Section 15332 —
Class 32 of CEQA; conseguently, no other environmental documents are
required by law.

5. Approve CUP No. 757 and MOD Case No. 1245, subject to the conditions
of approval as stated within the staff report.
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BACKGROUND

The subject property is located at 10821 Orr and Day Road (APN: 8017-001-038), in
the C-4 (Community Commercial) Zone. This is the southwest corner of Orr and Day
Road and Florence Avenue. This commercial center is in the process of being
demolished due to the expansion of the |-5 Freeway. As a result, the existing wireless
facility will be removed. In April of 1995, the Planning Commission originally approved
Conditional Use Permit (CUP} Case No. 517, to allow the construction of a 70 feet
high telecommunications antennae clock tower structure and related improvements
on the subject property.

DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

The applicant is requesting approval of the subject CUP to allow construction of a 65
feet high temporary wireless facility. The proposed facility will be located
approximately 21 feet away from the front property line along Orr and Day Road. It
should be noted that the proposed facility will be approximately 98 feet away from the
nearest residential property.

The proposed temporary telecommunications facility will be a monopole design which
is not consistent with the stealth and setback requirements set forth in the City’s
Wireless Telecommunication Antennas Guidelines. According to the Guidelines,
wireless facilities that cannot comply with the stealth design shall not be located
within 300 feet of a public street. It should be noted, however, that the applicant
intends to build a permanent wireless facility at a later date when the freeway
expansion is complete. Staff has informed the applicant that only a stealth design
would be supported by Staff for said permanent wireless facility. Staff has obtained a
copy of the lease agreement between Cal Trans and AT&T to ensure that it is limited
to two years.

DETAILS OF PROPOSED USE

Antennas

s Panel antennas - AT&T Is proposing to locate twelve 8-foot panel antennas
configured in of three sectors. Each sector will include four antennas
(measuring 12"W x 8"D x 96"H) and will be mounted approximately 61'-0” above
the ground (to centerline of antenna). Additionally, twenty four RRUs (8 per
sector) will be mounted directly behind each panel antenna;

o Dish antennas — AT&T is proposing to locate one microwave dish measuring 24"
in diameter. It will be installed approximately 52'-0" above the ground; and

s  GPS antenna — AT&T is proposing to locate one GPS antenna directly on one of
the proposed equipment cabinets.

Report Submitted By: Kristi Rojas Date of Report: August 7, 2014
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Equipment
The leasing area for the proposed facility will be 18" x 24’ (approx. 414 square feet).

The leasing area includes the monopole and equipment area. Specifically, AT&T is
proposed to install four Purcell cabinets and an Alpha cabinet. Additionally, the
equipment area will house an AT&T cam lock, PPC Panel, and AT&T fiber cabinet.

It should be noted that the proposed equipment and monopole will be located within
the lease area and will be provided with a &' high chain link fence with slats around
the perimeter.

Vehicular Access Route
Access to the AT&T lease area will be from the existing driveway off Orr & Day Road.
Said access is labeled on the provided plans as a 12’ non-exclusive access route.

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

The subject property is located on the southwest corner of Orr & Day Road and
Florence Avenue. Both Orr & Day Road and Florence Avenue are classified as Major
Arterials within the Circulation Element of the City’s General Plan.

ZONING AND LAND USE

|  The subject property is zoned C-4 (Community Commercial). The property also has a
General Plan Land Use designation of Commercial.

The zoning, General Plan and land use of the surrounding properties are as follows:

W | Direction | Zoning District | General Plan | Land Use
North R-1 Single Family Single Family
| Residential Residential | Residential Parcels
South C-4 Commumty Commercial Soon-to-be Demolished Shopping
Commercial o _ Center
East R-1 Single Family Single Family
Residential Residential Residential Parcels
I-6 Freeway — City of "
s Norwalk (Residential) Gl Evesway Freeway

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS

I Upon review of the proposed project, staff finds the project would qualify for a
categorical exemption pursuant to Section 15332, Class 32 (In-Fill Development
Projects) of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
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The project entails the installation and operation of a new telecommunications facility
which helps fill a temparary coverage void in the area that will be left by the removal
of the existing cell site that has been displaced by the I-5 Freeway expansion project.
Additionally, AT&T has provided the city with data to support that the proposed
project will comply with Federal Communications Commission’s RF exposure rules
and therefore would not result in any significant risks with respect to human exposure
to radio frequency fields emitted by the proposed telecommunications facility.

For the reasons mentioned, staff believes the project would not be detrimental to
persons or property in the immediate vicinity. Consequently, additional environmental
analysis is therefare not necessary to meet the requirements of the CEQA. If the
Commission agrees, Staff will file a Notice of Exemption (NOE) with the Los Angeles
County Clerk within 5 days of approval of the proposed project by the Planning
Commission.

LEGAL NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

In addition, to the public review period for the proposed environmental documents,
the Conditional Use Permit (CUP) was set for Public Hearing in accordance with the
requirements of Sections 65090 and 65091 of the State Planning, Zoning and
Development Laws and the requirements of Sections 155.860 through 155.864 of the
City's Municipa!l Code.

Legal notice of the Public Hearing for the CUP was sent by first class mail to all
property owners whose names and addresses appear on the latest County
Assessor's Roll within 500 feet of the exterior boundaries of the subject property on
July 31, 2014. The legal notice was also posted in Santa Fe Springs City Hall, the
City Library and the City's Town Center on July 31, 2014, and published in a
newspaper of general circulation (Whittier Daily News) August 1, 2014, as required by
the State Zoning and Development Laws and by the City's Zoning Regulations.

As of date of this report, staff has not received any comments and/or inquiries
regarding the proposal.

ZONING CODE REQUIREMENT

In accordance with Section 155243 (J}22) of the City's Zoning Regulations, a
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) is required for the establishment of any radio
transmitter towers higher than 50 feet above the ground level when property is
located within the M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing) Zone.
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Section 155.243 (J)(22)

Section 155.243

Notwithstanding the list of uses set forth in Section 155.243, the following are the
uses permitted in the M-2 Zone only after a valid conditional use permit has first
been issued:

{J) Also the foliowing:

(22) Radio transmitter towers higher than 50 feet above ground level.

The applicant is, therefore, seeking approval of the subject CUP, to allow the
establishment, operation and maintenance of a 65 high temporary wireless
telecommunications facility on the subject property. It should be noted, however,
that since the proposed temporary wireless facility is designed in a manner that is
deem not steaith, as required in the Wireless Telecommunication Antennas
Guidelines, approval of a Modification Permit is also required for the proposed
project.

CONMISSION'S CONSIDERATIONS

Conditional Use Permit

As mentioned previously, in accordance with Section 155.243 (H){(8) of the Zoning
Regulations, a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) is required for the establishment of any
radio transmitter towers higher than 50 feet above the ground level when property is
located within the M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing) Zone.

The Commission should note that in accordance with Section 155.716 of the City’s
Zoning Regulations, before granting a Conditional Use Permit, the Commission shall:

1) Satisfy itself that the proposed use will not be detrimental to persons or
property in the immediate vicinity and will not adversely affect the city in

general: and

2) Give due consideration to the appearance of any proposed structure and
may require revised architectural treatment if deemed necessary to
preserve the general appesarance and welfare of the community.

Staff believes that the applicant's request meets the criteria required by Section
155.716 of the City’s Zoning Regulations for the granting of a Conditional Use Permit.
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The reasons for the findings are as follows:

1.

That the proposed wireless telecommunications facility use will not be
detrimental to persons or property in the immediate vicinity, nor the welfare
of the community for the following reasons:

Staff finds that the proposed use will not be detrimental for the foliowing reasons:

Although the proposed 65-foot high mono-pole and related equipment is
setback approximately 21 feet from Orr and Day Boulevard, the proposed
structure is temporary and will only be in this location and design for two
years.

The radio frequency emissions emitted by the proposed facility will fall within
the portion of the electromagnetic spectrum that transmits non-ionizing
electromagnetic emissions. At the low levels associated with this type of
wireless technology, these emissions are not harmful to living cells.

The telecommunication facility will be unmanned, thus it will not generate
additional vehicular traffic above the occasional visit from the maintenance
crew. The majority of any potential vehicular traffic will be a result of the -5
Freeway Expansion.

That the proposed wireless telecommunications facility use has been
designed to preserve the general appearance and welfare of the community
for the following reasons:

Staff finds that the proposed use will preserve the general appearance and
welfare of the community for the following reasons:

The proposed 65-foot high mono-pole and related eguipment will not be
stealth; therefore, the general appearance of the community will be
impacted. However, this structure is solely temporary and will be removed
within two years.

The AT&T lease area will be screened with a six foot tall chain link fence
with slats to help screen from public view.

The applicant has been informed that permanent structure proposed would
need to be a stealth design.

Modification Permit

in accordance with Section 155.695 of the City's Zoning Regulations, a Modification
Permit request by an applicant in non-residential zones may be granted by the Planning
Commission if the applicant shows the following conditions apply:

(A) That the granting of the modification would not grant special privileges fo the

Repart Submitted By: Kristi Rojas
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The Planning Commission would not be granting special privileges to the
applicant to allow the installation of a non-stealth wireless facility to be
constructed because the proposal is a result of the |I-5 Freeway expansion. The
temporary wireless facility will only be located and designed in this manner for a
maximum of two years. As agreed upon with staff, the applicant will remove the
structure after the two years and service will be moved into a permanent structure
that will meet the Wireless Telecommunication Antennas Guidelines.

(B) That the subject property cannot be used in a reasonable manner under the
existing regulations.

The on-site commercial building has already been demolished and the larger
commercial building located southwest of the site will soon be demolished to
allow for the |-5 Freeway expansion. Both sites will be used by Caltrans’
equipment and staging for the expansion. Given the impact of the freeway
expansion and the planned equipment and staging area to be used by Caltrans,
it is not possible to locate a wireless facility to meet the 300 foot setback
requirement. Moreover, it simply is not feasible to provide a stealth design that
would eventually need to be re-located once the freeway expansion is complete.

(C) That the hardship involved is due to unusual or unique circumstances.

The unique circumstance related to this project is the I-5 Freeway Expansion
that causes the demolition of the existing stealth wireless tower and the need for
a temporary wireless structure.

(D) That the modification, if granted, would not be detrimental to other persons or
properties in the area nor be detrimental to the community in general.

The temporary wireless facility will only be located and designed in the non-
stealth manner for a maximum of two years. Therefore, if the modification is
granted the structure will not be a permanent detriment to the community and
surrounding neighborhood. Given the impact of the freeway expansion and the
planned equipment and staging area to be used by Caltrans, it is not possible to
locate a wireless facility to meet the 300 foot setback requirement. Moreover, it
simply is not feasible to provide a stealth design that would eventually need to
be re-located once the freeway expansion is complete.

STAFF REMARKS

For the reasons stated within the report, staff finds that if the proposed wireless
telecommunications facility use operates in strict compliance with the required
conditions of approval, it will be compatible with the surrounding properties and will
not be detrimental or pose a nuisance risk to persons or property in the immediate

Report Submitted By: Kristi Rojas Date of Report; August 7, 2014
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vicinity. Staff is, therefore, recommending approval of the proposed temporary
wireless telecommunication facility with the understanding that said approval would
be for a maximum time period of two (2) years and subject to the conditions of
approval as stated within the staff report.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL:

ENGINEERING / PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT:
(Contact: Robert Garcia ext. 7545)

1. That a grading plan shall be submitted showing elevations and drainage
pattern of the site. The improvements shall not impede, obstruct or pond water
onsite. The grading plan shall be submitted for drainage approval to the City
Engineer. The owner shall pay drainage review fees in conjunction with this
submittal.

POLICE SERVICES DEPARTNENT:

(Contact: Luis Collazo at 562-409-1850)

2. That the proposed wireless facility, equipment cabinets, and fencing shall be
maintained in good repair, free from trash, debris, litter and graffiti and other
forms of vandalism. Any damage from any cause shall be repaired within 72
hours of occurrence, weather permitting, to minimize occurrences of
dangerous conditions or visual blight.

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT:

(Contact: Kristi Rojas at 562-868-0511 x7451)

3. That all fences, walls, gates and similar improvements for the proposed
development shall be subject to the prior approval of the Fire Department and
the Department of Planning and Development.

4. That no signs, advertisements, logos, messages, banners, clocks or similar

identification improvements, except FCC required signage, shall be permitted
on the antenna structure, wall, fences, equipment cabinet or enclosure.

5. That the telecommunication facility shall be continually operated in accordance
with all applicable Federa!l regulations governing such operations.

6. That if there is evidence that conditions of approval have not been fulfilled or

the use has or have resulted in a substantial adverse effect on the health,
and/or general welfare of users of adjacent or proximate property, or have a
substantial adverse impact on public facilites or services, the Director of
Planning and Development may refer the use permit to the Planning
Commission for review. If upon such review, the Commission finds that any of

Report Submitted By: Kristi Rojas Date of Report: August 7, 2014
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10.

1.

the results above have occurred, the Commission may modify or revoke the
use permit,

That the temporary wireless telecommunications facility shall otherwise be
substantially in accordance with the plot plan, floor plan, and elevations
submitted by the owner and on file with the case.

That all other requirements of the City's Zoning Ordinance, Building Code,
Property Maintenance Ordinance, State and City Fire Code and all other
applicable County, State and Federal regulations and codes shall be complied
with.

That the applicant, AT&T, agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the
City of Santa Fe Springs, 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 an approval of the City or any of its councils,
commissions, committees or boards arising from or in any way related to the
subject CUP, or any actions or operations conducted pursuant thereto. Should
the City, its agents, officers or employees receive notice of any such claim,
action or proceeding, the City shall promptly notify the owner/developer of such
claim, action or proceeding, and shall cooperate fully in the defense thereof.

That it is hereby declare to be the intent that if any provision of this Approval is
violated or held to be invalid, or if any law, statute or ordinance is violated, this
Approval shall be void and the privileges granted hereunder shall lapse.

That the temporary wireless facility, equipment and screening shall be
removed within two years of the approval date.

Dw/m M. Mngll

Wayne M. Morrell
Director of Planning

Attachments:

. Aerial Photograph

Site Plan

Caltrans Cverall Site Plan (Existing)

Caltrans Overall Site Plan (Proposed)

Elevations

CUP Application

MOD Application

Leller from AT&T Mobility = RF Safety Compliance

PNDOR NS
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AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH
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CUP APPLICATION

City of Santa Fe Springs
Application for

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT (CUP)

I Application is hereby made by the undersigned for a Conditional Use Permil on the
property located al (Provide street address or, If no address, give distance from neares!

cross slreet): _ 10KOS Orr il Day Roa, Sanie Fe Springs, CA906470

Give the correc! legal description of the property Involved (include only the porlion to
be utlized for the Conditional Use Permit. if description is lengthy. attach supplemenial
shest If necessary) __Abbrevisied Deseriplion- Sce | Twn 35 BRNG 12W MR 32-184
I POR of SE 1/4 of SW 1/4 of SW I/ 0f Sec 1 TISR 12W

ion/Cluster: 27/27/27

City/Mumni/Twyp: Re

Record Owner of the property: _Califormin Depariment of Transporiaiion

Name; Respresentutive- Jim 5. L Phone No: 21 1.He7-1151]
Malling Address: LIS Madnt Streel, Los Angpeles Date of Purchase: 1031713
Fax No: E-mall; _Jimay=ll Do e, iy

Is this applicalion being flled by the Record Cwnery No- AT&T
{if fled by anyone other than the Record Owner, wiltten avthorlzation signed by the
I Owner must be attoched to the appilcafion.}

Representative outhorized by the Record Owner fo file this opplicofionften- Brittany Petl-

Name: AT&T Mobility Phone Neo: (9493-336-1550

Mdalling Addrass: 12900 Payk Plaza Ih ive, Corvitoy, CA 90703

Fax Na:_ 9493366665 E-mall: _BPelli@Coastal BusinessGroup nel
Describe any easements, covenants or deed restriciions cantroling the use of the

I property: At eneroachment permil will be obigined by AT&T from the California

Depnriment ol Transportalion (o copstruct wireless facility o the subjeet proper I}

The Coendifionol Use Permit is requesiad for the followlng use [Describe in deltall the
I nr:lfUrP of fhe- proposed use, the bun‘dmg ond ather Jmprovemenfs proposed):
T&ET nunmapnued lelecommumpici tions
facility on the subjoct property. Ilu\ mu]mn;tl Gacility '.'.'I" be n 65" lempovary sile,
All eguipment and wiilities will be nbove ground; non-penetration,

NOTE

This applicalion must be accompanied by the filing fee, map and ather data
specified In the form entilled "Checklis! for Condifional Use Permils.”

Report Submitted By: Kristi Rojas Date of Report: August 7, 2014
Pianning Department
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| CUP APPLICATION (Cont.)

Justification Statement

W Proposed ATET Mobillty Wireless Facllity
ELOS519-91 Temp Site

10805 Orr and Day Road, Santa Fe Springs
APN: 8017-001-03S

1. Explain why the proposed use Is essentlal or deslrable in the locatlon requested.
The proposed location Is essentlal to AT&T’s network because ATET has an existlng site located
approximately 300 feet from the proposed locatlon that must be demolished due to the Cal Trans I-5
freeway expanslon, If ATET’s existing site Is demolished without a temporary site to replace the existing
site, AT&T would have a gap In coverage. This means AT&T waould not be servicing the area surrounding the
site's proposed locatlon.

2. Explaln why the proposed use will not be detrimental to person and propertles in the vicinlty, nor to
the welfare of the community In general.
The proposed temporary site wlll not be detrlmental to the persons and properties In the vicinity, nor to the
welfare of the community In general, the temporary slte will instead benefit the community by providing
every day communication as well as in emergency sltuatlons.

3. What steps will be taken to ensure that there will be no harmful noise, dust, odors, or other
undesiralile features that might affect adjoining propertles?
ATRT ensures they wlill design thelr temporary site to comply with all standards and code set forth by the
City of Santa Fe Springs. The proposed project wlll be outdoor equipment; therefora there will not be any
harmful nolses {outdoor equipment does not reguire an Alr Conditioning unit}. There will not be any dust,
odors or other undesirable features; this site is designed In a way that Is non-invasive and Is all above
pround; no ground penetration,

4. Explain why the proposed use will not in the future become a hindrance to quality development or
redevelopment of ad]ointng properties.
The proposed project will not become a hindrance to guality development or redevelopment of ad|oining
properties because the proposed project will only be a temporary facility. Due to the I-5 freeway expansion,
Cal Trans has forced AT&T to relocate their existing wireless facility, Cal Trans must demolish the exlsting
buildings on the property, complete the |-5 expanslon, then will allow AT&T to construct a permanent site In
a more sultahle location.

5. Explain what measures wlll be taken to ensure that the proposed use will not Impose traffic burdens or
cause trafflc hazards on ad]olning streets.
The proposed project Is an unmanned telecommunlcations temporary fadlllty. There will not be any
imposition on trafficas there will be minimal visits to the proposed project. The only human occupancy of

LEAHD Wk Pariowsy = Sule D00 # tpeine, CA B2 LE = Phope: B4 536 1550 @ Fax; 549,330 B0
E-MailL infn@canitalbininesgraup e = waowcasalinabieisgroupnet
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CUP APPLICATION (Cont.)

Justification Statement {Cont.}

Proposed ATAT Mobllity Wireless Facllity
EL0519-91 Temp Site

10805 Orr and Day Road, Santa Fe Springs
APN: 8017-001-035

the site will be If and when AT&T |s servicing the facility for any malntenance that needs to be made to the
site’s equipment or antennas. The site itself, afthough near the street, will not cause any hazards to
pedestrlans or drlvers.

6. If the operator of the requested condtional use will be someone other than the property owner, state
name and address of the operator.
The operator of the requested conditional use permit will be AT&T Mobllity (someone other than the
property owner). ATET Mobility's address Is- 12900 Parl Plaza Drlve, CerrTtos, CA 90703,

ThMED Bake Pallovsy ® Suile JOG * Idne, CASTEID » Phisne: 949336 1550 % Fay: B8R IT06685
E-BAallt hifosfite oot ilkn

groufisEl ® veww Consialbusbiesgrnjm
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CUP APPLICATION (Cont.)

CUr Applicalloa
Pags Jof 3

PROPERTY OWNERS STATEMENT

We, the undersigned, state thal we are the owners of all of the properly involved In this petilion
{Allach a supplemenicl sheed If necessary):

Nama (please print): _ Gl a4 Dol el O Salnic i ol fed i
Mailling Address: __7) =, Afsjea’ o Y ERrLd L Pnsed 1 Trpld Arzal AU
Phone No: £f#3) 47 f43u . s

FoxNo.____ E mcn VLTINS G (LA LN N 2X e T 5] -
Slgnature:; :

e b Ay b= fesTiray X & .

Name (plecase print): ¢
Mailng Addrass:

Phone No;

Fox No: E-moill;
Slgnature:

_ — _____ ____ — — —— — _____— ]
CERTIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss.

I, — i oy ST LR A l , being duly sworn, depose and say that | am

the petifionar in this cppllccllon for a Condlllonal Use Permil, and | heraby cerllly under penalty
af law that the faregolng steiements and all sictements, maps, plans, drawings and other data
made o part of this opplcation are In all respecis true and corect to the best of my knowledge

and belief,
: X il o
Signed: AR e Y
(It signedl sy other than Jkeé Record Owner, wrillen
aviharizallon must be ditached to this opplicolion)
I i :j
On L2205 vetare me. | Magis. Solagawiabe . imiey e DALA MATL MWTAMILLO
Pulsonully cppumuu wLiddimiay oy S ! Gommisslon ¢ 1038061
Notary Public - Callfornla

parsonolly known to me |-':rr pm'.-ed la me on he bosis of
salistoclory avidenca) 10 ba Ine parsen(s) whosa nome(s} is/ale
subscribed to the wilhn Inslument and acknowledged lo me
ihal he/she/they oxeculed the same In hls/her/thalr outherized
capocly(les), and ihal by his/her/ihelr dgnolurels}) on the
instrurment, tha parsen(s) or ihe entlly upon behall of which the
person{s] acled. execuled the Instrument.

Los Angalos Gounly

FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

g

o

WITNESS my hand and olliclol secl CASE NO:
DATE FILED:
. If':-' ..".I' il PP I._f:-_: FILING FLE;
s L o T RECEIPT NO:

Notary Public APPLICATION COMPLETE?
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MOD APPLICATION

City of Santa Fe Springs

Application for

MODIFICATION PERMIT (MOD)

The Undersigned hereby pelitions for a Modification of one or more properly
development requirements of the Zoning Ordinance.

Location of properly {ies) involved [Provide slreel address or if no address, give
distance from nearesl streel Infersection): 10 r & Doy foad

Begrest Interseckion- O & Doy Road & Florence Avenie

Legal description of properly: Abhreviated Descr ec 1 Twi 35 RNG 12W M B 12-18*

“BOR of SE 1/ nf S0 of SW 1A ol Sor 1 T35 B 12W
City/ Muni/ Twip: Reglon/Cluster; 27/27/27

Record Owner of Pro er'y: Califormia hnmﬂmt‘m of fmnspnrl;ltlan
Name: Repsresentative- Jim 5. U Phone No: 213-857.0530
Mailing Address: _ 100 5. Main Street, Los Angeles

Fax No: E-malf: _limmy-l@Dot.cigoy
The application Is being filed by:
Record Owner of the Property
W Authorized Agent af the Owner
{Wiitlen authorizotion musl be atlached lo applicotion)

Status of Authorized Agent {engineer, altorney, purchaser, lessee, elc.):

ATET Mabllity (lessee) |5 leasing a portion of the property from Cal Trans to construct a
wireless faclity.

Describe the modification requesied; ATET Mability is proposing to construct and

operate an unmanned telecommunications fadlity on the subject propedy. The proposed
facliity will be G5' In height. All equipment and utilities will be above ground, non-penetration.
The facility will not be stealthed in accordance with the City of Santa Fe Spring wireless
guldelines diie ta the facllity belng a temporary wiveless Tacility.

NOTE

This opplicolldn must be accomponled by the filing fee, detdiled plo
plan, and other dala specified In the form entifled “Information on
Modlification of Properly Develapmeni Standards”

Report Submitted By: Kristi Rojas Date of Repart: August 7, 2014
Planning Department
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MOD APPLICATION (Cont.)

Mod Permit- lustification Statement

Proposed ATET Mobllity Wireless Facllity
ELO519-91 Temp Site

10805 Orr and Day Road, Santa Fe Springs
APN: 8017-001-035

3. Explain why the subject properly cannot be used in a reasonable manner under the exIsting regulations.
The proposed project |s o temporary wivebess facility to sorvice ATET customars, Due to the Interstate 5-
freeway expanslon, ATET Mobility's exlsting wireless facillty must be decommissioned and relocoted. The
Department of Transportation has notlifed ATET the site must be relocated as soon as possthle, Cal Trans
will need to demolish the existing bulldings including ATET's eéxisting slte, therefore while Cal Trans is
constructing the Interstate S-lreeway expanston, ATET's wireless Facllity must be relocated. Once Cal Trans
has completed this portion of the freeway expansion, ATET will construct a new wireless facility odjacent 1o
the freeway, The subject temporary wireless facllity will not meet the City of Santa Fe Springs’ wireless
puldelines- Sectlon A3, “a wireless telecommunltation antenna should not be located within a residential
ar commuercial irea of the City unbess the antenna structure can be aesthetically Integrated with the
surrgunding environment” or Section B. “Wireless telecommunication antennas or simliar structures over
fifty (50) feet in helght that cannot comply with Section A shall comply with the fallowling condition:
Yillreless telecommunication antennas structures shall not be located within 3200 feet of a public street,”
The proposed wireless facllity will not be able to meet the City of Santa Fe Springs wireless guldelines for
the following reasons: this is a temporary wireless facility, dus to the time constraints en the relocation of
the existing facllity to the temporary facility o fully stealthodd site is not possible, financially it Is not feasible
to stealth a temporary site, Cal Trans has not detarmined the location of the permanent site for ATET, and
the selocted locatlon was chosen so ATET s site would not Interfore with the reeway expanslion
construction.

4, Explaln the unusual or unlque circumstances Involved with the subject property, which would cause
hardshlp If compllance with the existing regulations were requlred,

The propasod location Is essenthal to ATET's network because ATET has an existing site located
approsimately 300 feet from the proposed location that must be demaolished due to the Cal Trans |-5
lrewway axpansion. If ATET's existing site s demofished without a temporary site to replace the existing
shte, ATET would have a gap in coverage. This means ATET would not be servicing the area surrounding the
site’s praposed location. This [s a very unlgue clrcamstance, as €l Trans needs the existing wiraless facility
to temporarily be relocated while the freeway expansion is bullt, and themn Cal Trans will provide o
penmanent location for ATET. The following hardships would be caused If ATET complied with the existing
regulations: time restraints on the relocation of the existing wireless facility to the temporary location, Cal
Trans has not provided & permanent location for ATET to relocate, ATET must locate tha temporary site in
the selected location so that ATET s site would not Interfere with the staging and construct of the fresway

expansion,
1GAGD Bk Packway @ Sulte 100 = livine, CADZEIE = Phow; 940,336, 1550 & Fae: 049,330 6665
E-Adadl Infa@eosstalbivabng sy grosip and @ waldecoasiallinpinauigrmigi e
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MOD APPLICATION (Cont.)

e 1]

[ff5
R Mod Permit- Justification Statement

Proposed AT&T Mohility Wireless Faclllty
EL0519-91 Temp Slte

10805 Orr antt Day Road, Santa Fe Springs
APN; 8017-001-035

5. Explain how the approval of the requested maodificatlon would not grant special privileges, which ave not
enjoyed by other property owners In the area.

The pranting of the requested madilimtion would ensure the surrounding property owners in the area
collular coverage. Many people depend on thelr cell phone, and ATETs cellular notwork for phione and data
usage, Especially in emergency sltuations, the surrounding property owners would not only enjoy the use of
the wiialess Facllity, but alse | could save llves,

6. Describe how the requested modlfication would not be detrimental to other persons ar properties In the
arga, nor to the public welfare In general,

The proposed wireless facllity/requested modification will not be detrimantal to ether persons or
propertles In the area, nor the public welfare In general Instead (F will benefit the community by providing
every day communication as well as [n emergency situatlons,

IREED Amba Parkway ® Salin 300 ® lpying, CA S0 1R # Phone: Q00336 1550 ® Fer 9493306665
E-#nle: info@costalbaisnsaigioig nil ® Wi comil il uin e ol nnt
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LETTER FROM AT&T MOBILITY — RF SAFETY COMPLIANCE

- atat
1/14/14

ELO519- CALTRANS LOCATION #1
10821 ORR AND DAY ROAD
SANTA FE SPRINGS, CA 90670

Purpose

This letter provides an averview of the Federal Communications Commission’s (IFCC)
rules governing permissible exposure levels to rndiofrequency (RF) emlssions at FCC
licensed facilitles and atlests to AT&T Mobility's commitment to comply with those RF
exposure rules at all lts sltes.

IFCC’s Bxposure Rules

The FCC's RF exposure rules, which stem from requirements set forth in the National
Envirenmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), are published in the Title 47 of Code of
Federal Regulations (47 CFR) §1.1310, “Radiofrequency radiation exposure |imits.”
Radiofrequency exposure at levels below those maximuny permissible exposure {(MTE)
levels defined in FCC rules are deemed to pose no hazard to human health. These rules
limit exposure to emissions. Thus, n cell site may have high emissions, but comply with
FCC rules by effectively limiting exposure.

Inits rules, the FCC defines lwo exposure environments and the MPE limits within those
envirommnents that are established with a large margin of safety.

* General Publte/Uncontrolled —This environment applies to locations where the
general public may be exposed, or where persons exposed as a consequence of
their employment may not be fully aware of the potential for exposure or can nol
exercise control over their exposure, The MPE limits for this environment are 5
times more restrictive than those for the Oceupationnl/ Controlled) environment
described next,

¢ QOcenpatignal/Contrclled —This environment applies to Ineated where persons
are cxposed as a conscquence of their employment provided they nre fully aware
of the poteatlal for exposure and ean exercise control over their exposure, The
MPE limits for this environment also apply where an individual is transient,
provided they are ninde aware of the potential for exposure.

ATT Nelulsithy - 12900 Pk Plaza Drive. Cerdlos, CA 50703
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LETTER FROM AT&T MOBILITY — RF SAFETY COMPLIANCE (Cont.)

S atat

The chart below shows the most restrictive FCC MPE limits for each exposure
environment in AT&T's frequency bands.

FOC MPE Limits anW/em?) for 700 MMz, Cellular, AWS, and WCS

requency Band
Exposure Envivonme it PCS/IAWSI/WCS
700 MHz| Cellular 1710 MHz- 2360 MHz
General Population/Uncontrolled 047 0.60 1.0
Occupational/Controlled 2.33 2.90 5.0

ATE&T’s RF Safety Compliance
ATE&T’s cell sites transmit and recelve radio signals 1o and from wireless phones and
I other wlreless devices.

ATE&T’s nationnl RF safety program policy requires all of its siles to be in compliance
with the FCC's RF exposure rules. Ordinarily, AT&T approaches RF safety compliance
conservatlvely, using the imore restrictive Genernl Populatlon/ Uncontrolled MPE limits.

AT&T uses both specially-trained employees and carelully-selected RF sufety
constltants to assess exposure levels and recommend appropriate mitlgation o limit
exposure. Basad on the assessments, RIF safety signage and barriers may be deployed to
protect persons from entering arveas where exposure levels could exceed the applicable
MPE limits. AT&T’s use of RF salety signs, barriers, and other protective methods are
guided by the FCC’s publication OET Bulletin 65.

Sincerely,

Essic Polard
Scnior RF Safety Engineer
12900 Park Plazn Drive, Cerritos, CA 90703

AT Moldiity « 12900 Purk Pl Dilvu, Currlios, CA 90703

Report Submitted By: Kristi Rojas Date of Report: August 7, 2014
Planning Department




City of Santa Fe Springs

Planning Commission Meeting August 11, 2014

CONSENT AGENDA

Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 27

Compliance review of Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 27 to allow
the continued sales and serving of alcoholic beverages for onsite consumption at a
restaurant known as Taco Town located at 10941 Norwalk Boulevard within the C-
4, Community Commercial, Zone. (Isela Rivero - Owner)

RECONMMENDATIONS

That the Planning Commission, based on Staff's compliance review report,
find that the subject use is in compliance with all of the conditions of approval
and request that this matter be brought back before August 11, 2019, for
another compliance review report. The Planning Commission shall note that
this matter may be brought back to the Commission at any time should the
applicant violate any conditions of approval or any City Codes, or should
there be a need to modify, add, or remove a condition of approval.

BACKGROUND

At their respective meetings of March 8 and March 11, 2004 the Planning
Commission and City Council granted Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit
(ASCUP) Case No. 27. During this time, the restaurant was operating under a
different ownership, and under the business name of Guadalajara Restaurant. In
2011, the business was sold to Isela Rivero, and the name of the restaurant
changed to Taco Town; Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 27 was
transferred to the new owner.

Taco Town continues the Mexican restaurant theme and provides a variety of
Mexican delicacies. This matter is before the Planning Commission because, under
the last approved conditions of approval, a compliance review status report is due to
determine if the use is being maintained and operated in compliance with the City’s
Codes and in compliance with the approved conditions of approval.

The applicant currently holds a valid Type 41 license issued by the Depariment of
Alcoholic Beverage Control. An inquiry of the license revealed that there has not
been any incidents reported to ABC which could require additional investigation.

Report Submilted By: L. Collaze, Department of Police Services Date of Report: July 28, 2014
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CALLS FOR SERVICE

Within the past twelve months there have been a total of two calls for service, both
related to suspicious subjects on the premises of the location. No calls were related
to alcohol sales at the restaurant.

COMPLIANCE REVIEW REPORT

As part of the permit review process, Staff conducted a walk-through of the subject
site to ensure compliance with regulatory ordinances, conditions and codes, and
found the property and business operation in full compliance.

Staff has not received any complaints stemming from the use or from the sale of
alcoholic beverages. Staff further contacted the management of the mobile home
park adjacent to the west of the property, and they stated that they have not received
any complaints nor have witnessed any unusual circumstances as a result of the on-
site sale of alcoholic beverages. Staff also checked with the Alcohol Beverage Control
(ABC) and found that the establishment is in full compliance with all of the ABC
regulations and there has not been any incident to require further ABC investigation.

Considering this favorable track record, and the fact that the applicant has complied
with all of the conditions of approval, Staff believes that changes to the conditions are
not warranted at this time. Staff is recommending another compliance review and
status report in five years, by August 11, 2019. It should be noted that this matter may
come back to the Planning Commission should violations occur and cannot be
resolved by the business owners, or if any modification of the approved conditions of
approval is warranted.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
Modifications to the existing conditions of approval have not been made, except for
Condition No. 17 which references the new compliance due date.

1. That the Type 47 Alcoholic Beverage Control license allowing on-site
consumption of beer and wine and distilled spirits in connection with a bonafide
eating place shall be restricted to the sale for consumption of alcoholic
beverages on the subject site only; the use shall not sell alcoholic beverages for
transport and\or consumption off the subject premises.

2. That the Type 47 Alcoholic Beverage Control license allowing the sale of
alcoholic beverages only in conjunction with a bonafide public eating place shall
not be exchanged for a public premises type license, nor operated as a public
premises; thus, alcoholic beverage sales shall not comprise more than 25% of
gross sales.

3. That alcoholic beverages shall not be consumed on any other property than the
subject licensed premises under the control of the licensee/applicant.

i ,
Submitted By: L. Collazo, Department of Police Services Date of Report: July 28, 2014
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4. That the Applicant shall be responsible for maintaining control of litter on the
subject property generated by or originating from the subject restaurant use.

5. That solicitation of drinks is prohibited; that is, an employee of the licensed
premises shall not solicit alcoholic beverages from customers. Refer to Section
303 of the California Penal Code and Section 25647 of the Business and
Professions Code.

6. That there will be a corporate officer or manager, twenty-five years of age or
older, on the licensed premises during all public business hours who will be
responsible for the alcohol sales activity. The general manager and any
newly/subsequent hired manager(s) of the licensed premises shall obtain an
ABC Manager's Permit, and the City of Santa Fe Springs Director of Police
Services shall be provided a copy of said Manager's Permit, including the name,
age, residential address and related work experience of the intended manager
prior to the manager assuming manager's responsibilities.

7.  That the maximum number of occupants shall be established by the City Fire
Marshall according to a floor plan of the restaurant use. A maximum occupancy
placard shall be posted in a conspicuous place on the premises. This occupancy
limitation shall not be violated.

8. That it shall be unlawful for any person who is intoxicated or under the influence
of any drug tc enter, be at, or remain upon the licensed premises as set forth in
Section 25602(a} of the Business and Professions Code.

9. That the operation shall abide by all Building Codes, Fire Codes, Business and
Professions Codes and other applicable Codes, and any other local
governmental regulations.

10. That in the event the owner(s) intend to sell, lease or sublease the subject
business operation or transfer the subject permit to another owner/applicant or
licensee, the Director of Police Services shall be notified in writing of said
intention not less than 60 (sixty) days prior to signing of the transfer agreement.

11. That a copy of these conditions shall be posted and maintained with a copy of
the City Business License and Fire Department permits in a place conspicuous to
all employees of the location.

12. That vending machines, water machines, pay telephones, newspaper racks and
other similar equipment shall not be placed outdoors where visible from the street
or adjacent properties. The location of said items shall be subject to the review
and approval of the Director of Planning and Development.

Submitted By: L. Collazo, Department of Police Services Date of Report: July 28, 2014
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.
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13. That streamers, banners, pennants, whirling devices or similar objects that wave,

float, fly, rotate or move in the breeze shall be prohibited unless approved by the
Director of Planning and Development.

That live entertainment, amplified music, or dancing shall be prohibited on the
premises at all times. The applicant shall apply for an Entertainment Conditional
Use Permit with the Department of Police Services if such entertainment is
desired.

That pool tables or coin-operated games shall not be maintained upon the
premises at any time.

That there shall be no bar or lounge area upon the licensed premises maintained
for the primary purpose of alcohol sales or consumption of alcoholic beverages
directly to patrons for consumption.

That this Permit shall be subject to a compliance review in five years, no
later than August 11, 2019, to ensure the alcohol beverage storage activity
is still operating in strict compliance with the original conditions of
approval. At which time the applicant may request an extension of the
privileges granted herein, provided that the use has been continuously
maintained in strict compliance with these conditions of approval

That all other applicable requirements of the City Zoning Ordinance, Uniform
Building Code, Uniform Fire Code, the determinations of the City and State Fire
Marshall, the security plan and all other applicable regulations shall be strictly
complied with.

It is hereby declared to be the intent that if any provision of this Permit is violated
or held to be invalid, or if any law, statute or ordinance is violated, the Permit
shall be void and the privileges granted hereunder shall lapse.

Dino res
Director of Police Services

Attachment(s)

Submitted By: L. Collazo, Depariment of Police Services

1.

Location Map

Date of Report: July 28, 2014
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Location Map
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Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 27
Located at:
10941 Norwalk Blvd.
Santa Fe Springs

Submitted By: L. Collazo, Depariment of Police Services Date of Report: July 28, 2014



City of Santa Fe Springs

Planning Commission Meeting August 11, 2014

CONSENT AGENDA

Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 33
Compliance review of Aicohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 33 to allow
the continued operation and maintenance of an alcoholic beverage sales use for off-
site consumption by Target located at 10621 Carmenita Road and within the
I Gateway Plaza shopping center. (Target Corporation)

RECOMMENDATIONS
That the Planning Commission, based on Staff's compliance review report, find
I that the subject use is in compliance with all of the conditions of approval and
request that this matter be brought back before August 11, 2019, for another
compliance review report. The Planning Commission shall note that this matter
may be brought back to the Commission at any time should the applicant violate
any conditions of approval or any City Codes, or should there be a need to
| modify, add, or remove a condition of approval,

Target, the applicant and owner, has operated and maintained a store at 10621
Carmenita Road since 1978. In 2004, Target made a corporate decision to stock and

i BACKGROUND
sell alcoholic beverages (wine only} to its customers for off-site consumption.

In compliance with Section 155.628 of the City Zoning Code, Target requested and
was granted Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit (ASCUP) Case No. 33 to allow
the sale of alcoholic beverages for off-site consumption.

This Permit has been granted several time extensions since it was initially approved
in 2004. This matter is now before the Planning Commission because the last time
extension requires a compliance review and report to determine if the business and
the alcoholic beverage use is being conducted in compliance with the conditions of
approval and all applicable laws.

CALLS FOR SERVICE

Within the past twelve (12) months, there have been 74 calls for service at the store.
The majority of the calls were related to petty theft calls. It should be noted that
Target Corporation manages its own security and loss prevention division that
| handles the surveillance and apprehension of shoplifting suspects. The call for
service history is associated with the entire Target property including the parking lot
area surrounding the store. After reviewing the crime data information Staff found

Report Submitted By: L. Collaze Dept. of Police Services Date of Report; July 30, 2014



Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 33 Page 2 of
e —  ——) —

that the high volume of calls is not a result of the alcoholic beverage sales.

COMPLIANCE REVIEW REPORT

As part of the permit review process, Staff conducted a walk through of the subject
site to ensure compliance with regulatory ordinances, conditions and codes, and
found the property and business operation in full compliance.

Staff has not received any complaints stemming from the use or from the sale of
alcoholic beverages. Staff further contacted the management for the Gateway
Shopping Center which stated that they have not received any complaints nor have
witnessed any unusual circumstances as a result of the sale of alcoholic beverages.
Staff also checked with the Alcoho! Beverage Control (ABC) and found that the
establishment is in full compliance with all of the ABC regulations and there has not
been any incident to require further ABC investigation.

Considering this favorable track record, and the fact that the applicant has complied
with all of the conditions of approval, Staff believes that changes to the conditions
are not warranted at this time. Staff is recommending another compliance review
and status report in five years, by August 11, 2019. It should be noted that this
matter may come back to the Planning Commission should violations occur and
cannot be resolved by the business owners, or if any modification of the approved
conditions of approval is warranted.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
Modifications to the existing conditions of approval have not been made, except for
Condition No. 18 which references the new compliance review due date.

1. That any graffiti directly on the property located at 10621 Carmenita Road shall
be removed within 24 hours of the graffiti being reported. This includes
surrounding walls and light poles that are part of the property.

2, That the sale of alcoholic beverages shall be permitted only during business
hours or as indicated by the Alcoholic Beverage Control.

3. That the Type 20 Alcoholic Beverage Control Iicense allowing offsite sale of
general sales of beer, wine and liquor shall be restricted to the sale for
consumption of alcoholic beverages off the subject site only.

4. That it shall be the responsibility of the ownership and/or its employees to
assure that no alcoholic beverages purchased on the subject site shall be
consumed on the subject site or any adjacent property within the applicant’s
control.

5. That the applicant and/or his employees shall be responsible for maintaining
control of litter on the subject property.

Report Submitted By: L Collazo Dept. of Police Services Date of Report: July 30, 2014
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

That the applicant and/or his employees shall not allow any person who is
obviously intoxicated or under the influence of any drug to enter, be at, or
remain upon the licensed premises as set forth in Section 25602(a) of the
State Business and Professions Code.

That the applicant and/or his employees shall not sell, furnish or give any
alcohol to any habitual drunkard or to any obviously-intoxicated person, as set
forth in Section 25602 (a) of the State Business and Professions Code.

That the applicant shall not have upon the subject premises any alcoholic
beverage(s) other than the alcoholic beverage(s) which the licensee is
authorized to sell under the licensee's license as set forth in Section 25607 (a)
of the State Business and Professions Code.

That the applicant and/or his employees shall not sell, furnish or give any
alcoholic beverage to any person under 21 years of age as set forth in Section
25658 (a) of the State Business and Professions Code.

That the applicant and/cr his employees shall not permit any person under 18
years of age to sell alcoholic beverages.

That there will be a corporate officer or manager on the licensed premises
during all public business hours that will be responsible for alcohol sales
activities.

That the applicant and/or his employees shall not allow any person to loiter on
the subject premises, shall report all such instances to the City’'s Police
Services Center and shall post signs, approved by the Department of Police
Services, prohibiting loitering.

That the applicant must receive approval from the Department of Police
Services for any installation of pay telephones outside of the premise, and
such phones shall not be capable of receiving incoming calls.

That the owner, corporate officers and managers shall cooperate fully with all
city officials, law enforcement personnel and code enforcement officers and
shall not obstruct or impede their entrance into the licensed premises while in
the course of their official duties.

That vending machines, water machines, soda machines and other similar
equipment shall not be placed outdoors visible from the street, parking lot or
adjacent properties.

' Report Submitted By: L Collazo Dept. of Police Services Date of Report: July 30, 2014
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

That a copy of these conditions be maintained with a copy of the City Business
License and Fire Department Permits in a place conspicuous to all employees
of the location.

That in the event the owner(s) intend to sell, lease or sublease the subject
business operation or transfer the subject Permit to another owner/applicant or
licensee, the Director of Police Services shall be notified in writing of said
intention not less than (60) days prior to signing of the agreement to seli lease
or sublease. »

That this Permit shall be subject to a compliance review in ten years, no
later than August 11, 2019, to ensure the alcohol beverage storage
activity is still operating in strict compliance with the original conditions
of approval. At which time the applicant may reguest an extension of the
privileges granted herein, provided that the use has been continuously
maintained in strict compliance with these conditions of approval.

That all other applicable requirements of the City Zoning Ordinance, Uniform
Building Code, Uniform Fire Code, the determinations of the City and State
Fire Marshall, and all other applicable regulations shall be strictly complied
with.

That failure to comply with the foregoing conditions shall be cause for
suspension and/or revocation of this Permit,

That it is hereby declared to be the intent that if any provision of this permit is
violation or held to be invalid, or any law, statue or ordinance is violated, the
Permit shall be subject to the revocation process if the voluntary corrective
action is not implemented.

Ding Torres
Director of Police Services

Attachment(s)

1.

Vicinity Map

Report Submitted By: L Collazo Dept. of Police Services Date of Report: July 30, 2014
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Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 33
Located at
10621 Carmenita Road

Date of Report: July 30, 2014
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City of Santa Fe Springs

Planning Commission Meeting August 11, 2014

~ CONSENT AGENDA

Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 44

Compliance review for Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit Case No. 44 to allow the
continued operation and maintenance of an alcoholic beverage use permit
involving the storage and wholesale distribution of alcoholic beverages involving
Von's Distribution Center located at 12801 Excelsior Drive, in the M-2, Heavy
Manufacturing, Zone and within the Consolidated Redevelopment Project area.
(Safeway, Inc.)

RECOMMENDATION

That the Planning Commission, based on Staff's compliance review report,
find that the subject use is in compliance with all of the conditions of approval
and request that this matter be brought back before August 11, 2019, for
another compliance review report. The Planning Commission shall note that
this matter may be brought back to the Commission at any time should the
applicant viclate any conditions of approval or any City Codes, or should there
be a need to modify, add, or remove a condition of approval.

BACKGROUND

Vons Distribution Center, a Safeway Company, has operated in Santa Fe Springs
since 1961. The primary operation of this facility is to warehouse and distribute
grocery goods to all of the Vons stores throughout California and Nevada. This facility
does not conduct any retail business with the general public; it is strictly a distribution
center/warehouse for its grocery stores.

In 2008, Safeway management moved their alcohol warehousing portion of the
business from their El Monte warehouse facility to the warehouse in Santa Fe
Springs. As is required by Section 155.628 of the Zoning Regulations, Vons
Distribution Center applied for and was granted Alcohol Sales Conditional Use Permit
Case No. 44 to allow the distribution and storage of alcoholic beverages at the above
location.

| This Permit has been granted several extensions since it was initially approved in

2008. This matter is now before the Planning Commission because the last time
extension requires a review to determine if the business and the alcoholic beverage
use has been conducted in compliance with the conditions of approval and all
applicable laws.

|Report Submitted By: L. Collazo, Dept. of Police Services Date of Report: July 30, 2014
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CALLS FOR SERVICE
No calls for service are on file for the location. It should be noted that the operation
has security personnel at each truck entry to discourage any unpermitted entry.

COMPLIANCE REPORT

As part of the compliance review process, staff conducted an inspection of the subject
alcohol sales use to ensure compliance with the regulatory ordinances and codes.
Staff found the business and its alcohol warehouse/storage activity in full compliance
with the conditions of approval and with the ABC regulations. Staff further found that
the use and/or the storage of alcoholic beverages has not posed a problem or a
negative impact to the general area. Staff also checked with the Alcohol Beverage
Control (ABC) and found that the establishment maintains a valid license and there
has not been any incident needing an ABC investigation.

Considering this favorable track record, and the fact that the applicant has complied
with all of the initial conditions of approval, Staff is recommending another compliance
review by August 11, 2019. Moreover, Staff believes that changes to the conditions
are not warranted at this time. It should be noted that this matter may come back to
the Planning Commission should violations occur and cannot be resolved by the
business owners, or if any modification of the approved conditions of approval is
warranted.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
Madifications to the existing conditions of approval have not been made, except for
Condition No. 12 which references the new compliance review due date.

1. That the applicant shall be responsible for maintaining control of litter, debris,
boxes, pallets and trash on the subject property.

2 That the required off-street parking areas shall not be encroached on, reduced
or used for outdoor storage of trucks, equipment or any other related material.

3. That the applicant and/or his employees shall prohibit the consumption of
alcoholic beverages on the subject property at all times.

4, That the alcoholic beverages shall not be sold to the general public from the
subject site at any time.

5. That the alcoholic beverages shall be shipped to the applicant’'s customers by
the applicant's commercial trucks and/or other licensed commercial
transportation companies and not by personal passenger-type vehicles.

6. That it shall be unlawful for any person who is intoxicated or under the
influence of any drug to enter, be at, or remain upon the licensed premises as
set forth in Section 25602(a) of the State Business and Professions Code.

Submitted By: L. Collazo, Dept. of Police Services Date of Report: July 30, 2014
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IF

7.

10.

11.

13.

12.

14.

That it shall be unlawful to have upon the subject premises any alcoholic
beverage other than the alcoholic beverage(s) which the licensee is authorized
by the State ABC to sell under the licensee's license, as set forth in Section
25607(a) of the State Business and Professions Code.

That the owner, corporate officers and managers shall cooperate fully with all
City officials, law enforcement personnel and code enforcement officers and
shall not obstruct or impede their entrance into the licensed premises while in
the course of their official duties.

That a copy of these conditions shall be posted and maintained with a copy of
the City Business License and Fire Department Permits in a place conspicuous
to all employees of the location.

That failure to comply with the foregoing conditions shall be cause for
suspension and/or revocaticon of this Permit.

That in the event the owner(s) intend to sell, lease or sublease the subject
business operation or transfer the subject Permit to party or licensee, the
Director of Police Services shall be notified in writing of said intention not less
than (60) days prior to signing of the agreement to sell or sublease.

That this Permit shall be subject to a compliance review in five years, no
fater than August 11, 2019, to ensure the alcohol beverage storage
activity is still operating in strict compliance with the original conditions
of approval, At which time the applicant may request an extension of the
privileges granted herein, provided that the use has been continuously
maintained in strict compliance with these conditions of approval.

That all other applicable requirements of the City Zoning Regulations, Uniform
Building Code, Uniform Fire Code, the determinations of the City and State
Fire Marshall, and all other applicable regulations shall be strictly complied
with.

It is hereby declared to be the intent that if any provision of this Permit is
violated or held to be invalid, or if any law, statute or ordinance is violated, the
Permit shall be void and the privileges granted hereunder shall lapse.

Dino Tolres
Director of Police Services

Attachment
Location Map

Submitted By: L. Collazo, Dept. of Police Services Date of Report: July 30, 2014
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=1 CONSENT ITEM

Conditional Use Permit Case No. 559-3 .

A compliance review of a use involving the manufacturing, storage and distribution of
sodium hypochlorite at 8028 Dice Road, in the M-2, Heavy Manufacturing-Buffer,
Zone and within the Consolidated Redevelopment Project Area.

(KIK Custom Products)

'RECOMMENDATIONS

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission take the following actions:

1. Find thal the continued operation and maintenance of a use involving the
manufacturing, storage, and distribution of sodium hypochlorite, if conducted in
strict compliance with the conditions of approval, will be harmonious with
adjoining properties and surrounding uses in the area and will be in
conformance with the overall purposes and objectives of the Zoning
Regulations and consistent with the goals, policies, and programs of the City's
General Plan.

2. Require that Conditional Use Permit Case No. 559-3, be subject to a
compliance review in five {5) years, on or before August 11, 2019, to ensure
the use is still operating in strict compliance with the conditions of approval as
contained within this staff report.

BACKGROUND

In accordance with Section 155.243 of the City's Zoning Regulaticns, uses involving
the manufacturing, storage, and distribution of sodium hypochlorite are required to
obtain a Conditional Use Permit prior to commencement of such activities. At its
meeting of November 14, 2001, the Planning Commission initially approved CUP
Case No. 559, to allow the operation and maintenance of the existing facility at 9028
Dice Road. The use was subsequently reconsidered by the Planning Commission at
its April 22, 2003 and May 11, 2009 meetings.

KIK Custom Products is one of the leading manufacturers of cleaning products in the
United States. They preduce laundry, household cleaners, pharmaceutical, and
beauty care products. To produce these products, KIK Custom Products stores a
substantial quantity of chloride to manufacture sodium hypochlorite, a pale greenish
liquid also known as soda bleach or liquid bleach. The bleach is manufactured
through the combination of water, chlorine gas, and sodium hydroxide to form the

Report Submitted By: R, Garcia Date of Report: August 7, 2014
Planning Department
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sodium hypochtorite. The bleach is bottled in smaller containers and sold as a
household product to Fortune 500 companies including Proctor & Gamble, SC
Johnson, 3M and others. The chlorine gas Is delivered to the plant via rail car and
trucks transport the bleach from the plant.

STAFF CONSIDERATIONS

As standard practice for all CUP compliance reviews, a walk-through inspection of the
subject property is performed by City staff to ensure continued compliance with the
conditions of approval prior to bringing the matter back to the Planning Commission.
No violations were discovered as part of the inspection.

The business operation is in full compliance with the existing conditions of approval.
Staff, therefore, finds that if the existing facility continues to operate in strict
compliance with the required conditions of approval, the use will continue to be
compatible with the surrounding developments and will not pose a nuisance risk to
the public or environment. Staff is, therefore, recommending that CUP 559-3, be
subject to a compliance review in five (5) years to ensure the use is still operating in
compliance with the conditions of approval as contained in this staff report.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

NOTE: Changes to existing conditions are provided as a strike-through or
bold.

1. That the loading and unloading of tank cars shall comply with the requirements
of Uniform Fire Code (UFC) 7904.5, including the installation of foam/water
sprinkler protection systems. (Ongoing)

2. That the Applicant shall maintain the manual and automatic fire suppression
systems for structures that provide coverage for all tank cars that contain Class
I flammable or Class Il combustible liquids, flammable gasses, toxic or highly
toxic liquids or gases, extremely hazardous substances as defined by 40 CFR,
Part 355, Appendix A, and any other chemicals deemed hazardous by the City
of Santa Fe Springs Fire Department that are plumbed for off-loading and/or
filling. Areas that are covered by weather protection structures used for
processing the above listed chemicals shall also be provided with an approved
fire suppression system. In certain instances, manually activated monitor
nozzles connected to the underground water supply may be provided in lieu of
an automatic fire suppression system for rail siding protection. An adequate
number of nozzles shall be provided such that all tank cars that are connected
for the unloading shall be protected. Nozzies shall be capable of remote
activation from a safe location. Automatic fire protection for the tank cars is not
required provided that tank cars are not loaded on-site and that unloading is
only conducted from the top of the tank car using suction methods. The

Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcia Date of Report: August 7, 2014
Planning and Development Department
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chlorine unloading operation at KIK Custom Products shall be exempted from
this requirement provided the unloading is performed within the railcar
containment housing. (Ongoing)

That the Applicant shall not load or unload tanks cars through pressurizing the
car, pumping the liquid under pressure or using the bottom connection unless
automatic and manual shut-off valves and secondary containment are
provided. (Ongoing)

That the Applicant shall use seismically activated automatic shut-off valves for
all in-use tank cars plumbed for off-loading and/or filling. (Ongoing)

That the Applicant shall provide and maintain secondary containment for all in-
use tank cars (rail cars), piping, pumps and related storage and use vessels.
Containment shall be provided for all hazardous and industrial grade liquids.
Fire suppression water and foam runoff shall also be contained. Piping utilized
for unloading tank cars and extending beyond the limits of areas provided with
secondary containment or drainage shall be provided with liquid receptors that
will capture leakage and re-route to an area provided with secondary
containment or drainage. Flexible connections used to connect to tank cars
shall be mounted at a level above fixed piping and above the top of tank cars
so that if a leak in such a connection occurs, liquid will drain from the
connecting line into the tank car upon loss of suction. Drainage shall be to an
approved location. (Ongoing)

That the Applicant ensures that all non-emergency vents from tank cars shall
be connected into an approved scrubber or vapor recovery system. Such
systems shall be provided with ORP, pH, combustible or other appropriate
sensors and those sensors shall be connected into an alarm system where
applicable. Where a scrubber or vapor recovery system is not required by
Code, the Applicant may perform an engineering analysis to show that the
operation of tank cars will not produce vapors, mists or fumes that exceed the
short term exposure limit (STEL) for any in-use or stored materials. With this
documentation, the requirement for a scrubber or vapor recovery system may
be waived provided all vents from tank cars are fitted with normally closed vent
devices. (Ongoing)

That the Applicant shall ensure that any connections for rail car chiorine
transfer are made in an exhausted enclosure that is connected to an
emergency scrubber engineered to handle a release of the entire contents of
the railcar. (Ongoing)

That loading and unloading of tank vehicles shall comply with the requirements
of UFC 7904.5 including the installation of foam/water sprinkler protection
systems. (Ongoing)

Report Submilted By: Rafael Garcia Date of Report: August 7, 2014

Planning and Development Department



Compliance Review- Conditional Use Permit Case No. 559-3 Page 4 of 9

10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

That the Applicant shall provide manual and automatic fire suppression
systems for structures that provide coverage for all tank vehicles (trucks) that
contain Class | flammable or Class Il combustible liquids; flammable gases;
toxic or highly toxic liquids or gases, extremely hazardous substances as
defined by 40 CFR Part 355 Appendix A; and any other chemicals deemed
hazardous by the City of Santa Fe Springs Fire Department that are plumbed
for off loading and/or filling. Areas that are covered by weather protection
structures used for processing the above listed chemicals be provided with an
approved fire suppression system. Ammonium hydroxide unloading by KIK
Custom Products shall be exempted from this requirement provided that the
facility has the capability to expeditiously remove the spilled material from the
site drainage system and into holding tanks. (Ongoing)

That tank vehicles shall be loaded and unloaded only in approved locations.
(Ongoing)

That the Applicant shall provide secondary containment for all in-use tank
vehicles, piping, pumps and related storage and use vessels. Containment
shall be provided for all hazardous and industrial grade liquids. Fire
suppression water and foam runoff shall also be contained. Drainage shall be
route to an approved location. (Ongoing)

That the Applicant ensures that all non-emergency vents from tank vehicles
shall be connected into an approved scrubber or vapor recovery system. Such
systems shall be provided with ORP, pH, combustible or other appropriate
sensors and such sensors shall be connected to an alarm system where
applicable. Where a scrubber or vapor recovery system is not required by
Code, the Applicant may perform an engineering analysis to show the
operation of tank vehicles will not produce vapors, mists or fumes that exceed
the short term exposure [imit (STEL) for any in-use or stored materials. With
this documentation, the requirement for a scrubber or vapor recovery system
may be waived provided all vents from tank vehicles are fitted with normally
closed vent devices. (Ongoing)

That the Applicant shall ensure that any connections for tank vehicle chlorine
transfer are made in an exhausted enclosure connected to an emergency
scrubber sized to handle a release of the entire contents of the tank vehicle.

{Ongoing)

That the Applicant shall install manual and automatic fire suppression systems
for structures that provide coverage for all tanks that contain Class | flammable
or Class Il combustible liquids, flammable gasses, toxic or highly toxic liquids
or gases, extremely hazardous substances as defined by 40 CFR, Part 355,
Appendix A, and any other chemicals deemed hazardous by the City of Santa

Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcia Date of Report: August 7, 2014
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Fe Springs Fire Department that are plumbed for off-loading and/or filling.
Areas that are covered by weather protection structures used for processing
the above listed chemicals shall alsc be provided with a fire suppression
system. (Ongoing)

That the applicant shall provide secondary containment for all in-use tanks,
drums, tote bins, piping, pumps and related storage and in-use vessels.
Containment shall be provided for all hazardous and industrial grade liquids.
Fire suppression water and foam runoff shall also be contained. Drainage
shall be to an approved location. {Ongoing)

That the Applicant shall ensure that all non-emergency vents from stationary
tanks and other related vents shall be connected into an approved scrubber or
vapor recovery system. Such systems shall be provided with ORP, pH,
combustible or other appropriate sensors and that such sensors or vapor
recovery system where applicable. Where a scrubber or vapor recovery
system is not required by Code, the Applicant may perform an engineering
analysis to show the operation of stationary tanks and other related vessels will
not produce vapors, mists or fumes that exceed the short term exposure limit
(STEL) for any in-use or stored materials. With the documentation, a scrubber
or vapor recovery system will not be required provided all vents from stationary
tanks are fitted with normally closed vents devices. (Ongoing)

That the Applicant shall complete a Spill Prevention Control and
Countermeasure (SPCC) Plan within six-months of facility operation if the
quantity of petroleum containing products in above ground tanks on site
exceeds 1,320 gallons. {Ongoing)

That the Applicant shall obtain approved plans for any Underground Storage
Tank installation prior to tanks being brought on-site. (Ongoing)

That the Applicant shall provide high level alarms and automatic shut-off
devices on all tanks that exceed 500 gallons. Alarms shall sound at 90 percent
capacity and shut-off devices shall initiate at 95 percent tank capacity.

(Ongoing)

That all tanks shall be seismically anchored in accordance with the Uniform
Building Code. (Ongoing)

That the Applicant shall provide an in-house emergency response system that
includes the following:

a. Visual and audible alarms connected to fire detection, hazardous gas
detection, leak detection, liquid level limit detection, seismic event
detection, fire protection systems and to manual emergency stations.

Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcia Date of Report: August 7, 2014
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b.  Liquid level limit alarms on stationary tanks.

Automatic shut-off valves on stationary tanks.

Back-up electrical power for emergency alarm systems and required

safety systems with a duration in accordance with NFPA 70, Section

701-11.

e. Adequately trained manpower and equipment.

f. Ammonia detectors at the ammonium hydroxide tank on the fence line
and at the other approved locations.

g. A chlorine and at the outlet of the chlorine scrubber system and at other
approved locations.

h.  Remote cameras (when applicable) at approved locations.

I A U.L. Listed central station shall monitor all alarms. Gas detection
sensors shall have a minimum of two set points. [nitial alarms shall be
internal to KIK Custom Products, and secondary alarms shall be to the
Central Station. Sensor alarms set points shall be approved by the Fire
Department. (Ongoing}

> L

22.  That the Applicant install and maintain windsocks and placards as required.
(Ongoing)

23. The Applicant shall submit an industrial wastewater discharge permit; said
permit shall include plans showing all proposed modifications to the
wastewater pretreatment system. (Ongoing}

24. The Applicant shall obtain permits for any current and/or future proposed
facility modifications and for the storage and use of materials that have
physical and/or health hazards as defined in the Uniform Fire Code. All
storage and use of hazardous chemicals shall meet the requirements of the
current Uniform Fire and Uniform Building Codes. (Ongoing}

25.  That the Applicant shall ensure that all drums of hazardous materials that are
stored in excess of 6 feet in height shall be secured together and to the pallet
on which they are stored. (Ongoing}

26. That the Applicant label piping conveying hazardous materials noting their
contents and direction of flow. (Ongoing}

27.  That the Applicant retain the services of an approved consultant to obtain a fire
department permit for high pile combustible storage per the 1994 Uniform Fire
Code. (Ongoing) :

28.  That the Applicant shall obtain a permit for the storage of liquefied petroleum
gas (LPG). (Ongoing}

Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcla Date of Report: August 7, 2014
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That the Applicant shall maintain the services of an approved consultant to
review the adequacy and coverage of the existing fire sprinkler system.

(Ongoing)

That the Applicant shall have a licensed contractor perform a five-year
sprinkler certification per Title 19 of the California Code of Regulations.

(Cngoing)

That no portion of the required off-street parking area shall be used for any
purpose other than vehicle parking and circulation, unless such alternate use is
granted prior written approval by the Director of Planning and Development.

(Ongoing)

That the subject property and use shall continuously be maintained in a neat
and orderly manner. (Ongoing)

That Conditional Use Permit Case No. 559 shall be valid for a period of five (5)
years, until August 11, 2019. Thirty days prior to the expiration date, the
applicant may request in writing that the Planning Commission review the
circumstances of this case to determine whether an extension of the privileges
granted under this permit are warranted. (Ongoing)

That Conditional Use Permit Case No. 558 shall not be effective for any
purpose until the applicant has filed with the City of Santa Fe Springs an
affidavit stating he is aware of and accepts the conditions of this approval.

(Ongoing)

That all other applicable requirements of the City Zoning Ordinance, Uniform
Building Code, Uniform Fire Code, and the determination of the City and State
Fire Marshall, and all other appllcable regulations shall be strictly complied
with. (Ongoing)

JD M. Mol

Wayne Morrell
Director of Planning and Development

Attachment(s)
1.

2.

Aerial Photograph
Letter Requesting Reconsideration

| Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcia Date of Report: August 7, 2014
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CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS

Aerial Photograph

Conditional Use Permit No. 559-3

9028 Dice Road (APN: 8168-007-029)

Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcia Date of Report: August 7, 2014
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LETTER REQUESTING COMPLIANCE REVIEW

) Rg
K ﬁ? A’{ My ZEIVBD

CUSTOM PRODUCTS »
fug

May 19, 2014

Mr. Cuong H. Nguyen

I City of Sanla Fa 5prings

Planning & Develapment |

11710 Telegraph Road

Santa Fe Springs, CA 906703679 |
|
I
1

Subject: Conditional Use Perim(t {CUP) Case No. 559

Dear Mr. Nguyen,

KIK Custom Products — SoCal js aware that the Canditlonal Use Permit # 559, for the plant located at
9028 Dice Road I Sonta Fe Springs, explres an May 11, 2014, We request to proceed with a five-year
extension at this time. '

¥IK Custom Products continues ta manufacture Sodlum Hypochlorite In strength of 12.5%. There have
been no changes to the current permit critesfa to date.

Thank you for your coaparation end If you hava any questians, feel free te contact me at 562-906-2215
244,

Slncerely,

Generat Manager
KiK Custom Products — 5oCal

Cc:  Richard Kallman SFSFD
Greg Wiese
Atom Love

Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcia Date of Report; August 7, 2014
Planning and Development Department



City of Santa Fe Springs
| Planning Commission Meeting August 11, 2014

~ CONSENT ITEM

Conditional Use Permit Case No. 669-1

A compliance review of a public safety training center located at 11401 Shoemaker
Avenue, in the M-2-BP, Heavy Manufacturing-Buffer Parking, and Zone and within the
Consolidated Redevelopment Project Area. (Rio Hondo College)

RECOMMENDATIONS

Staff recommends that the Pianning Commission take the following actions:

1. Find that the continued operation and maintenance of a public safety training
center, if conducted in strict compliance with the conditions of approval, will be
harmonious with adjoining properties and surrounding uses in the area and will
be in conformance with the overall purposes and objectives of the Zoning
Regulations and consistent with the goals, policies, and programs of the City's
General Plan.

2. Require that Conditional Use Permit Case No. 669-1, be subject to a
compliance review in five (5} years, on or before August 11, 2019, to ensure
the use is still operating in strict compliance with the conditions of approval as
contained within this staff report.

BACKGROUND

In accordance with Section 155.243 (J)}(4) of the City’s Zoning Regulations, business,
technical, trade or professional school uses are required to obtain a Conditional Use
Permit prior to commencement of such activities. At its meeting of October 13, 2008,
the Planning Commission initially approved CUP Case No. 669, to allow the operation
and maintenance of a fire training facility at the subject property.

The operator, Rio Hondo College, is a collaborative center of lifelong learning which
provides innovative, challenging, and quality educational offerings to its diverse
students and community. Rio Hondo College is especially renowned for its
outstanding public safety program. The Public Safety Division is committed to
providing excellence in training and degree programs for all areas of public service.
The facility located on-site operates as a regional public safety training center on the
grounds of its Fire Academy in Santa Fe Springs that provides emergency training for
first responders from all over Los Angeles County.

Report Submitted By: R. Garcia Date of Report: August 7, 2014
Planning and Development Department
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STAFF CONSIDERATIONS

As standard practice for all CUP compliance reviews, a walk-through inspection of the
subject property is performed by City staff to ensure continued compliance with the
conditions of approval prior to bringing the matter back to the Planning Commission.
Following the initial walk-through inspection by the Planning Department no violations
were witnessed on-site.

The operation is in full compliance with the existing conditions of approval. Staff,
therefore, finds that if the public safety training center continues to operate in strict
compliance with the required conditions of approval, the use will continue to be
compatible with the surrounding developments and will not pose a nuisance risk to
the public or environment. Staff is, therefore, recommending that CUP 669-1, be
subject to a compliance review In five (5} years to ensure the use is still operating in
compliance with the conditions of approval as contained in this staff report.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

NOTE: Changes to existing conditions are provided as a strike-through or
bold.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL:

ENGINEERING / PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT:
(Contact: Noe Negrete 562-868-0511 x7611)

1. That the owner/developer shall obtain a Storm Drain Connection Permit for any
connection to the storm drain system. (Ongoing)

2. That the owner/developer shall pay the water trunkline connection fee of
$3,380 per acre upon application for water service connection or if utilizing any
existing water service. (Ongoing)

3. That a grading plan shall be submitted for drainage approval to the City
Engineer. The owner shall pay drainage review fees in conjunction with this
submittal. A professional civil engineer registered in the State of California
shall prepare the grading plan. (Ongoing)

4. That a hydrology study shall be submitted to the City if requested by the City
Engineer. The study shall be prepared by a Professional Civil Engineer.

(Ongoing)

5. A reciprocal access easement Agreement covering each parcel of the subject
map shall be prepared, executed and recorded in the office of the Los Angeles

Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcia Date of Report: August 7, 2014
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County Recorder. Such Agreement and any CC&R's shall be subject to the
approval of the City Attorney. (Ongoing)

That the owner/developer shall comply with the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) program and shall require the general contractor
to implement storm water/urban runoff poliution prevention controls and Best
Management Practices (BMP) on all construction sites in accordance with
Chapter 52 of the City Code. The owner/developer will also be required to
submit a Certification for the project and may be required to prepare a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). Projects over five acres in size will
be required to file a Notice of Intent (NOI) with the State Water Resources
Confrol Board (SWRCB). The owner/developer can obtain the current
application packet by contacting the SWRCB, Division of Water Quality, at
(916) 657-1977 or by downloading the forms from their website at
hitp:/AMmww.swrebh.ca.gov/stormwtr/construction.html.  The project shall also
conform to Ordinance 915 regarding the requirements for the submittal of a
Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (*SUSMP”). The SUSMP
includes a requirement to implement Post Construction BMPs to infiltrate the
first 3/4" of runoff from all storm events and to control peak-flow discharges.
Unless exempted by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, a
Covenant and Restriction ensuring the provisions of the approved SWPPP
shall also be required. {Ongoing)

FIRE DEPARTMENT — FIRE PREVENTION DIVISION:

(Contact: Brian Reparuk 562.868-0511 x3716)

No conditions.

FIRE DEPARTMENT — ENVIRONMENTAL DIVISION:

(Contact: Tom Hall 562.868-0511 x3715)

7.

That the owner/developer shall record a land use covenant with the County
Recorder that limits the property to commercial/industrial use only. (Ongoing)

That the owner/developer shall prepare a Soil Management Plan and a Health
and Safety Plan before conducting any soil disturbing activities (e.g.,
excavation, grading, removal, trenching, filling, earth movement or mining).
The Soil Management Plan and Health and Safety Plan must be approved by
the appropriate oversight agency before development begins. (Ongoing)

POLICE SERVICES DEPARTMENT:

(Contact: Luis Collazo 562.868-0511 x3320)

9. That the applicant shall provide an emergency phone number and a contact
person to the Department of Police Services and the Fire Department. The
w Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcia Date of Report: August 7, 2014
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name, telephone number, fax number and e-mail address of that person shall
be provided to the Director of Police Services and the Fire Chief no later than
60 days from the date of approval by the Planning-Commission. Emergency
information shall allow emergency service to reach the applicant or their
representative any time, 24 hours a day. (Ongoing)

That all proposed structures, including any lighting, fences, walls, cabinets,
and poles shall be maintained in good repair, free from trash, debris, litter and
graffiti and other forms of vandalism. Any damage from any cause shall be
repaired within 72 hours of occurrence, weather permitting, to minimize
occurrences of dangerous conditions or visual blight. Paint utilized in covering
graffiti shall be a color that matches, as closely possible, the color of the
adjacent surfaces. (Ongoing)

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT:

11.

12.

K

15.

(Contact: Wayne M. Morrell 562 868-0511 x7362

That the Department of Planning and Development requires that all, double-
check detector assembly be screened by shrubs or other materials. The
screening shall only be applicable to the double-check detector assembly and
shall not include the Fire Department Connector (FDC). Notwithstanding, the
Fire Marshall shall have discretionary authority to require the FDC to be
located a minimum distance from the double-check detector assembly.

(Ongoing)

Fhat-all-projects—over-$50-000-are—subject-to the reguirerments—of Ordinansce
Ne—844-toredseorrecysle #a% of the- projeet-waste—Centact theReeyshng
Gooerdinater—-Anita-Jimenezat (662-868-0611-¢7364- (Completed)

. That the existing chain link fence, with bougainvillea, shall remain in place and

neither the fence nor the bougainvillea shall be removed. If either is removed,
the fence along the Shoemaker Avenue frontage shall be replaced by a
wrought-iron fence of the same height and similar to the wrought-iron fence at
the 11400 Greenstone Avenue facility. (Ongoing)

That the existing chain link gate, with slats, shall remain in place and shall not
be removed. All damaged and missing slats of the gate shall be replaced.

(Ongoing)

That the owner/applicant shall comply with Public Resource Code, Section
42900 et seq. (California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of
1991) as amended, which requires each development project to provide
adequate storage area for the collection, storage and removal of recyclable
and green waste materials. (Ongoing)

| Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcia Date of Report: August 7, 2014
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16.

Hrat—the—ownerappheartshal—comply—nith—the—City's—Heritage—-Artwork—in
Publie—Places Program™ in cenformanse with-—Gity—Ordinarce—No—000;
(Completed)

That the existing landscaped areas shall be provided with a suitable, fixed,
permanent and automatically controlled method for watering and sprinkling of
plants. This operating sprinkler system shall consist of an electrical time clock,
control valves, and piped water lines terminating in an appropriate number of
sprinklers to insure proper watering periods and to provide water for all plants
within the landscaped area. Sprinklers used to satisfy the requirements of this
section shall be spaced to assure complete coverage of all landscaped areas.

(Ongoing)

That the existing landscaping shall be upgraded to include additional
groundcover and shrubs, and the existing California Sycamores shall be
properly trimmed. Several of the tree limbs are extending over the sidewalk.
Upon completion of the installation of the groundcover, shrubs, and trimming of
the trees, all landscaped areas shall be maintained in a neat, clean, orderly
and healthful condition. This is meant to include proper pruning, mowing of
lawns, weeding, and removal of litter, fertilizing, and replacement of plants
when necessary and the regular watering of all plantings. (Ongoing)

That all vehicles associated with the businesses on the subject property shall
be parked on the subject site at all times. Off-site parking is not permitted and
may resuit in the restriction or revocation of privileges granted under this
Permit. In addition, any vehicles associated with the property shall not obstruct
or impede any traffic. (Ongoing)

That if electrical transformer(s) are required, the transformers shall be shown
on the electrical plans. The location of electrical transformer(s) shall be
subject to the prior approval of the Director of Planning and Development.
Transformers shall not be located within the front yard setback area and shall
be screened with shrubs. Shrubs shall be planted 8' away from the doors and
18" away from the sides as measured from the base of the transformer pad.

(Ongoing)

That all fences, walls, gates and similar improvements for the proposed
development shall be subject to the prior approval of the Fire Department and
the Department of Planning and Development. (Cngoing)

That the existing and partially damaged block wall, at the northwest corner of
the site shall be reconstructed. Doing so shall require a building Permit, plans
to be submitted and prior approval from the Director of Planning and
Development. (Ongoing)

| Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcia Date of Report: August 7, 2014
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23. That the Department of Planning and Development shall first review and
approve all sign proposals for the development. The sign proposal (plan) shall
include a site plan, building elevation on which the sign will be located, size,
style and color of the proposed sign. All drawings shall be properly
dimensioned and drawn to scale on 24" x 36" maximum-size paper. All signs
shall be installed in accordance with the sign standards of the Zoning
Ordinance and the Sign Guidelines of the City. (Ongoing)

Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcia

That prior to issuance of building permits, the applicant shall comply with the
following conditions to the satisfaction of the City of Santa Fe Springs:

a. Covenants.

1.

Owner/developer shall provide a written covenant to the Planning
Department that, except as may be revealed by the
environmental remediation described above and except as
applicant may have otherwise disclosed to the City, Commission,
Planning Commission or their employees, in writing, applicant
has investigated the environmental condition of the property and
does not know, or have reasonable cause to believe, that (a) any
crude oil, hazardous substances or hazardous wastes, as
defined in state and federal law, have been released, as that
term is defined in 42 U.S.C. Section 9601 (22), on, under or
about the Property, or that (b) any material has been discharged
on, under or about the Property that could affect the quality of
ground or surface water on the Property within the meaning of
the California Porter-Cologne Water Quality Act, as amended,
Water Code Section 13000, et seq.

Owner/developer shall provide a written covenant to the City that,
based on. reasonable investigation and inquiry, to the best of
owner/developer knowledge, it does not know or have
reasonable cause to believe that it is in violation of any
notification, remediation or other requirements of any federal,
state or local agency having jurisdiction concerning the
environmental conditions of the Property.

Owner/developer understands and agrees that it is the responsibility of
the applicant to investigate and remedy, pursuant to applicable federal,
state and local law, any and all contamination on or under any land or
structure affected by this approval and issuance of related building

permits.

The City, Commission, Planning Commission or their

employees, by this approval and by issuing related building permits, in no
way warrants that said land or structures are free from contamination or
health hazards.

Date of Report; August 7, 2014

Planning and Development Department
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30.

Owner/developer understands and agrees that any representations,
actions or approvals by the City, Commission, Planning Commission or
their employees do not indicate any representation that regulatory
permits, approvals or requirements of any other federal, state or local
agency have been obtained or satisfied by the applicant and, therefore,
the City, Commission, Planning Commission or their employees do not
release or waive any obligations the applicant may have to obtain all
necessary regulatory permits and comply with all other federal, state or
other local agency regulatory requirements. Applicant, not the City,
Commission, Planning Commission or their employees will be
responsible for any and all penalties, liabilities, response costs and
expenses arising from any failure of the applicant to comply with such
regulatory requirements. (Ongoing)

That the Mitigation Monitoring Program shall be made part of the conditions of
approval for Conditional Use Permit Case No. 669 and Zone Change Case No.
130. The Mitigation Monitoring Program is included in this staff report as
Appendix |. {Ongoing)

That the applicant/owner shall comply with all of the mitigation measures as
outlined in the Mitigated Negative Declaration (State Clearinghouse No:
2008081094) prepared for the proposed project. (Ongoing)

That a sufficient number of approved outdoor trash enclosure shall be provided
for the development subject to the approval of the Director of Planning and
Development. (Ongoing)

That approved suite numbers/letters or address numbers shall be placed on
the site in such a position as to be plainly visible and legible from the street
fronting the property. Said numbers shall contrast with their background. The
size recommendation shall be 12" minimum. (Ongoing)

That prior to occupancy, a business license application shall be submitted to
the Planning and Finance Departments for consideration of a Business
Operations Tax Certificate (BOTC). A Statement of Intended Use form shall
also be submitted to the Building and Fire Department for their approval.

(Ongoing)

That the applicant/owner shall be responsible for reviewing and/or providing
copies of the required conditions of approval to his/her architect, engineer,
confractor, tenants, etc. Additionally, the conditions of approval contained
herein, shall be made part of the construction drawings for the proposed
development. Construction drawings shall not be accepted for Plan Check
without the conditions of approval incorporated into the construction
drawings. (Ongoing)

| Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcia Date of Report: August 7, 2014
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31. That the owner/developer shall require and verify that all contractors and sub-
contractors have successfully obtained a Business License with the City of
Santa Fe Springs prior to beginning any work associated with the subject
project. A late fee and penaity will be accessed to any contractor or sub-
contractor that fails to obtain a Business License and a Building Permit final or
Certificate of Occupancy will not be issued until all fees and penalties are paid
in full. Please contact Cecilia Pasos, Business License Clerk, at (562) 868-
0511, extension 7527 for additional information and application. {Ongoing)

32 That since parking will occur on the site, the site plan shall be modified to
including striping for the maximum number of students and staff that will be at
the site at any given time. (Ongoing)

33. That because the site is adjacent to a residential neighborhood to the east, it
shall not be used or occupied in any manner so as to create any dangerous,
injurious, noxious or otherwise objectionable fire, explosion or other hazard,
noise or vibration; smoke, dust, odor or other form of air pollution; electrical, or
other disturbance; glare; liquid or solid refuse or wastes; or other substance,
condition, or element in such a manner or in such amount as to adversely
affect the surrounding area or adjoining premises. (Ongoing)

34. That the noise level caused by any device, instrument, vehicle, machinery,
operation, use or activity shall not exceed the maximum decibel {Db) level of
90 as set forth within the City’s Noise Level Table. (See attachment labeled
Exhibit “A") {Ongoing)

35. That the development shall otherwise be substantially in accordance with the
plot plan, floor plan, and elevations submitted by the owner and on file with the
case. (Ongoing)

36. That the final plot plan, and elevations of the proposed development and all
other appurtenant improvements, textures and color schemes shall be subject
to the final approval of the Director of Planning and Development. (Ongoing)

37. That all other requirements of the City’'s Zoning Regulations, Building Code,
Property Maintenance Ordinance, and City Fire Code and all other applicable
County, State and Federal regulations and codes shall be complied with.

{Ongoing)

38. That Conditional Use Permit Case No. 669 and Zone Change Case No. 130
shall not be effective for any purpose until Rio Hondo College has filed with the
City of Santa Fe Springs an affidavit stating they are aware of and agree to
accept all of the required conditions of approval. The affidavit shall be
submitted to the Department of Planning and Development within 30 days of

Report Submitted By: Rafael Garcia Date of Report; August 7, 2014
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39.

40.

41,

42.

1.
2.

receipt of the approval letter from the Director of Planning and Development.
(Ongoing)

That Rio Hondo College agree to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City
of Santa Fe Springs, 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 an approval of the City or any of its councils,
commissions, committees or boards concerning Conditional Use Permit Case
No. 669, when action is brought within the time period provided for in the City's
Zoning Ordinance, Section 155.865. Should the City, its agents, officers or
employees recelve notice of any such claim, action or proceeding, the City
shall promptly notify the owner/developer of such claim, action or proceeding,
and shall cooperate fully in the defense thereof. (Ongoing)

That Conditional Use Permit Case No. 669 shall be valid for a period of ere
year five years, until August 11, 2019 Octeber13,-2008. Approximately three
months before August 11, 2019 Oeteber13,—2068, Rio Hondo Community
College District/operator shall request, in writing, an extension of the privileges
granted herein, provided that the use has been continuously maintained in
strict compliance with these conditions of approval. (Revised Wording)

Notice is hereby given that any person violating a provision of the conditions of
approval for Conditional Use Permit Case No. 669 and Zone Change Case No.
130 is guilty of a misdemeanor. Notice is further given that the Planning
Commission may, after conducting a public hearing, revoke or modify the
conditions of Conditional Use Permit Case No. 669, if the Commission finds
that these conditions have been violated or that the Permit has been exercised
so as to be detrimental to the public’s health or safety or so as to be a
nuisance. (Ongoing)

It is hereby declared to be the intent that if any provision of this Permit is
violated or held to be invalid, or if any law, statute or ordinance is violated, the
Permit shall be void and the privileges granted hereunder shall lapse.

(Ongoing}
D&?w, M /%wﬂg
Wayne M. Morrell
Director of Planning
Altachment(s)

Aerlal Photograph
Letler Requesting Reconsideration
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CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS

Aerial Photograph
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Conditional Use Permit No. 669-1
11401 Shoemaker Avenue (APN; 8026-018-027)
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LETTER REQUESTING COMPLIANCE REVIEW

0™ june 24, 2014
TunFIa Darvrysi ﬂ'M -

SUFFAIERBEHIPACIDRNT "
e
Rafael Garcla, Contact Planner
DorAD wF THUSTRES Department of Planning and Bullding
Clly of Santa Fe Springs
11710 Telegraph Read
NemaColinGanch  Ganta Fe Springs, CA 90670

Gant Mitxocs Re:  Conditional Use Permit (CUP) Case No. 668
11401 Shoemaker Avenue, Santa Fe Springs, CA 80670

manr A Pacuco  Dear Ralael Garcla,

Wa have received your lelter regarding lhe above-referencaed CUR, Case No. 669.
Vi Sajisann Your letter slales thal the College shall provide a leller requesting a.compliance
raview Inspectlon and to provide a brief stalement describing any current acllvities;
MABELNE SHamRO and any particular changes or alterations to the use since the last review.
This letter will serve as our formal request for a compllance raview of the above noted
subjact property. If a slte vislt |s required, please contact James Poper, Diractor of
Facllitles at 562-908-3441 to coordinate ihe sita visit. Please note that the usa of this
property has not changed,

Report on aclivities on the slte: Current acllvitles Include the removal of three entry
door canopy covers at the main offlce/classroom bullding at the north-wesl end of the
property. This work will begln very soon, and Is a short term activity, Recent past
actlvilles at the slte Include the adjacent south proparty ownar constructed a block
wall fence on thelr side of the property line and disturbed the edge of our property.
We are currently negotiating with the property owner for thelr re-compaction of that
adge of our property lln@ on our side. This will be a fulure project and the task
duration Is not known at this {ime

Please contact Mr. Poper If you have any questions or raquire addltional information.

Sincerely,

|I 1!\/\/\/

Teresa Dreyfuss l
Superintendent/Prasidént
(562) 463-7099

{562) 908-3462 FAX
tdreyfuss@rlohonde.edu
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