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Introduction
Froperty Owner:

Mariechelle Guinto, 21012 South Main Street, Carson CA 80745
Applicant:

Reggie Guinto, 21012 South Main Street, Carson CA 80745
Project Address:

21012 South Main Street, Carson CA 80745

Project Description

Conditional Use Permit (CUP) No. 831-10 was originally approved by the Planning
Commission on December 13, 2011. The approval allowed the existing auto repair
business located less than 100 feet from residential property to continue to operate
subject to certain conditions of approval. The conditions required the property owner
to demolish unpermitted structures or oblain proper permits within a given period of
time as described in the performance schedule (Exhibit 2).

On July 24, 2012, the Planning Commission considered reveking the CUP because
the applicant did not comply with the reguirements in the performance schedule.
Ultimately, the Planning Commission amended the conditions to allow additional
time, however, the applicant was unable to meet the exiended schedule and the item
was brought back again for consideration on October 9 and November 13, 2012.

On November 13, 2012, the Planning Commission granted the applicant a second
amendment of the performance schedule o comply with the approved conditions of
approval.

Background

The subject property is located at 21012 South Main Street. The applicant, Mr.
Guinto, leases the property to an operator to perform general repair and body work
including paint.

The Planning Commission has approved multiple amendments to performance
schedules o provide the applicant additional time to comply with conditions of
approval:

e Criginal approval — December 13, 2011
s 1% Amendment — July 24, 2012
2" Amendment — November 13, 2012
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In spite of the mulli-year extensions, the applicant has not completed all the
performance standards as approved by the Planning Commission on November 13,
2012.

In a letter dated June 23, 2014, staff informed the applicant that the deadline for
compliance has passed. On August 6, 2014, staff met with the applicant to discuss
the progress of the performance standards. bxhibit 1 provides the status for ali of the
performance standards. Below is a summary of the performance standards
completed by the applicant:

s Demolition of portion of the rear vard encroachrment (Jul 2012);

e  Submittal of a site plan, floor plan, and landscape plan (Jul 2012},

e FHecordation of a restrictive covenant limiting the use of the property to auto
rapair only (Jul 2012}

s Repair of concrete/asphalt damage (Jul 2012);

e Demolition of cancpy encroaching onic the neighbors property to the north
(Aug 2012}, and

e Application for building and demolition permits (Aug 2012; Aug 2014).

Exhibit 2 provides a list of performance standards reguired by the conditions of
approval that have not been completed. Below is a summary of items required by the
conditions of approval that have not been completed by the applicant:

= Demolition of unpermiited canopy and rear bathroom within the rear setback

s Construction of a two-hour fire-resistant wall along the eastern property line
(adjacent to existing residential use) and one-hour fire-resistant wall along the
northern property line (adjacent {o existing commercial use);

Obtain building permits for the unpermitted porticn of the canopy;

Obtain mechanical and electrical permits for the spray booth; and

Discontinue residential use in compliance with the signed covenant.
Completion of fagade improvements to improve the aesthetics of the property;
Modification of full bath to half bath to discourage residential use of the
property; and

e instailation of landscaping inconsistent with approved plans.

2 2 & @ @

Analysis

The applicant has prepared plans and obtained a building permit to correct many of
these deficiencies. However, the applicant has not initiated the construction of the
improvements. According to the applicant the cost of improvements are prohibitive
and at this time cannot be completed. The applicant has stated that they would like
to keep the property at its existing condition. However, staff has no choice but
recommend the revocation of the CUP since the applicant has not complied with the
conditions of approval adopted by the Planning Commission. CMC Section 9172.28
Fevocation stipulates that a Conditional Use Permit may be revoked through the
foliowing procedure:

Planning Commission Stafl Report

December 8, 2014
CUP No. 831-10




A. Initiation. Revocation proceadings may be initiated by the Council, Commission
or Director.

5. Commission Hearing and Notice. The Comrnission shall conduct a hearing with
notice in the same manner as for a Conditional Use Permit {CMC 9172.21C)),
except that notice to the owner of the subject property shall be given by service in
the manner of & summons or by registered mail.

C. Commission Decision. After the hearing, the Commission may, by resolution,
revoke the permission for the use or development if any of the following are
found:

1. Approval was obiained by fraud, deceil or misrepresentation.

2. The property is or has in the recent past been used or deveioped in
violation of the conditions of approval or of other laws or regulations.

3. The property is or has in the recent past been used or developed in a
manner materially detrimental to public health, safety or welfare, or
constifutes a public nuisance.

in reference fo finding number 2 above, as summarized in Exhibit 2, the property has
been used in viciation of the conditions of approval. in addition in reference to finding
number 3 above, many of the performance standards that have not been completed
pose a health and safety risk to the community. For example, the unpermitted
canopies, which represent approximately half of the entire building, present a hazard
to the auto repair workers that must work beneath the unpermitied canopy.
Furthermore, the walls holding up the canopy do not meet building code standards
and need to be replaced with fire-resistance rated wails. The building code requires
these walls to profect the adjacent properties and their ocoupants from an auic repair
use.

In addition, Conditions 38 and 40 staie:

30. The Planning Commission may revoke this conditional use permit pursuani
io this resolution if the application fails fo satisfy the performance standards
within the allotted time.

40. The applicant may not submit for an extension of time.

Staff has followed the revocation process procedure. As described in Condition 40 above,
an exiension of time may not be granted because of the prior history, lack of good-faith
compiiance by the applicant, and applicant’s statement that the improvement costs are
beyond what he can and is willing to spend in the near future, the only option is revocation.
It is staff's opinion that the Commission has provided the applicant with ample time to bring
the property into compliance with the conditions of approval. Staff believes the Planning
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Commission has sufficient cause to revoke the CUP at this time and forward the outstanding
violations o code enforcement for abatement.

i, Recommendation

That the Planning Commission:
REVOKE Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10; and

WAIVE further reading and ADOPT Resoclution No. 14- . entitled “A
RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
CARSON REVOKING APPROVAL OF CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO.
831-10 FOR A VEHICLE SERVICE AND AUTO REPAIR USE LOCATED AT
21012 SOUTH MAIN STREET

Y. Exhibite

Status of Performance Standards

Performance Standards Not Completed

Diraft Resolution for Revocation

Approved Resclution No. 11-2412

Planning Commission Minutes, dated November 8, 2011
Planning Commission Minutes, dated December 13, 2011
Planning Commission Minutes, dated July j &, 2012
Planning Commission Minutes, dated July 24, 2012
Planning Commission Minutes, dated Ociober 8, 2012

0. Planning Commission Minutes, dated November 13, 2012
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Exhibit 1 — Status of Performance Standards (Amended 7/24/12,

11/13/12)

COA | Deadiine Performance Standards Status
B
20- 12413 Submit CUP o Planning for full review Enc@mpi@te - CUP has not been presented for
22 full review.
. L Complete - Copy of signed and recorded
23 7i26/12 Sign and record a restrictive covenant covenant (dated 7/23/12) received on 8/2/12.
24 8/24/12 Remove unpermitted signs Lomplete ~ Unpermitted signs removed
Submit to B&S for demo and/or building Complete — Demo permits submitted on
permits for unpermitted structures (rear B/21/12 (expired). Demo/Building permits re-
55 10144142 additions, rear bathroom, submitted on 8/25/14
removal/maodification of front full bath to half
bath, side {north} addition:, unparmitied roof,
canopy addition, and intericr improvemernds.
Remove unpermitied structures {rear Incomplets ~ Unpermitted structures have not
26 4124113 additions, rear bathroom, and side (north) been removed
addifion.
Submit & floor plan, site plan, and Complete — Floor plan, site plan,
27 10111112 | landscapefirrigation plan to the Planning landscapelirrigation approved
Division for review and approval.
Repair ali broken concrete/asphalt on-site Complete — All concrete/asphalt on-site
28 10/24/12 ; ) .
and level the parking area. repaired and parking area has been leveled.
Instail landscaping according to the Complete ~ Landscaping instalied according
29 10/2412
approved plan to the approved plan
30 | 42413 | Modifylremove the full bath to a half batn | Inoormplete ~ Ful bath has not been modified/
Stripe parking spaces and provide bumper Incomplete — Bumper stops not provided.
31 412413 stops :
32 4/24/13 Submit requirements to B&S for spray booth incompiemj ~ Requirements for B&S have not
been submitted.
. . Incomplete — Air quality, mechanical electrical
33 42413 Obtain all permits for the spray booth. permits have not been issued.
. - . . Incomplets — Building permits for the
Obtain buiiding permiis for the unpermitted . ”
34 4{24/13 roof and canopy addition, unperm:ttgd roof and canopy addition have not
been obtained.
Obtain demclition permits for the removal of | Complete ~ Demo penmits submitted on
35 10/11/12 | the partitions within the building and addition | 8/21/12 {expired}. Demo/Building permits re-
within the rear yard setback. submitted on 8/25/14
Complete construction and tenant incomplete — Construction and tenant
36 7124113 . .
imnrovements (doors, walis) improvements not completed
B Complete {facade improvements (gaies, Incomplete — Facade improvements not
37 7i24713 L . ;
fences, painting) affected by construction cornpleted
38 7124{13 Request and pay for final inspection Incomplete ~ Final inspection not requestad
PC may revoke CUP i the applicant fails io
39 7124113 satlisly the performance standards within
zliotted time.
40 The applicant may not submit for an

extension of ime




Exehibit 2 - Performance Standards Nof Completed

COA | Deadiine Parformance Standards Status
Na.
20, Incomplete - CUP has not been presernted for
21, TI24/13 Submit CUP o Planning for full review full review.
22
Remove unpermitted structures (rear Incomplete ~ Unpermitted struciures have not
26 A{24/13 additions, rear bathroom, and side (north) | been removed.
addition.
30 | 4/2413 | Wiodifyiremove the full bath to a half bath i‘;ﬁ}‘:}ff‘f{;&m ~ Full bath has not been modified/
Stripe parking spaces and provide Incomplete — Bumper stops not provided.
31 4124113
bumper stops
29 42415 Submit requiremnents to B&S for spray Incomplate — Requiremenis for B&S have not
booth been submilted.
e e . . Incomplete - Alr quality, mechanical electrical
33 412413 Obtain all permits for the spray booth. permits have not been issued.
. - . fncomplete — Building permits for the
Obtain building parmits for the 4 9
34 4124113 unpermitted canapy and roof addition. unpe;’mtt{e_d roof and canopy addition have not
been obtained.
. Complete construction and tenant incompiets -~ Construction and tenant
36 712413 . .
improvements (doors, walls) improvements not completed.
37 712413 Complete fagade improvements (gates, Incomplete — Facade improvements not
fences, painting) affected by construction | completed.
38 7124113 Request and pay for final inspection incomplete — Final inspection not requested.
BC may revoke CUP if the applicant fails
3¢ 712413 to satisfy the performance standards
within allotied time.
40 The applicant may not submit for an

axtension of time




CITY OF CARSON
PLANNING COMMISSION
RESOLUTION NO. 14-

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF CARSON REVOKING CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
NO. 831-10 FOR A VEHICLE SERVICE AND AUTO REPAIR
USE LOCATED AT 21012 SOUTH MAIN STREET

THE PLARNNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF CARSON, CALIFORNIA,
HEREBY FINDS, RESOLVES AND ORDERS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. An application was duly filed by Reggie Guinte, with respect {o real
oroperly located at 21012 South Main Street, and described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto,
requesting the approval of Conditional Use Permit (CUP) No. 831-10 fo authorize the
continued operation of an existing auto repair use in the ML-D (Manufacturing, Light - Design
Overlay) zoning district. The use is within 100 feet of a residential zone and thus requires
approval of a CUP per Saction 9138.2 of the Carson Municipal Code (CMC).

On December 13, 2011, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing at 6:30
p.m. at City Hall, Council Chambers, 701 East Carson Street, Carson, California. The
Flanning Commission opened the public hearing, received public testimony, considered the
issues discussed, and at the conclusion of the public hearing adopted Resolution No. 11-
2412 approving CUP No. 831-10. The approval included conditions of approval that required
certain performance standards be met within an allotted period of time. Failure to meet those
performance standards are grounds for revocation.

On July 24, 2012, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing. The Planning
Commission opened the public hearing, received public testimony, considered the issues
discussed, and at the conclusion of the public hearing approved Modification No. 1 to CUP
No. 831-10 by minute resolution. The maodification included amending the conditions of
approval to allow the applicant additionat time to meet requirements.

On Gcotober 9, 2012, the Flanning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing to consider
revocation of CUP No. 831-10 and at the conclusion of the public hearing approved
Modification No. 2 1o CUP Neo. 831-10 by minute resclution. The modification included
amending the conditions of approval o allow the applicant additional time to meet
requirements.

On December 9, 2014, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing o
consider revocation of CUP No. 831-10. A notice of time, place and purpose of the aforesaid
meeting was duly given.

Section 2.  Evidence, both written and oral, was duly presented to and considered
by the Planning Commission at the aforesaid meeting.

Section .3. The Planning Commission finds that:

a) Pursuant to Planning Commission Resolution No. 11-2412, the Planning
Commission may conduct a meeting for revocation if any of the conditions of
approval are found to be in violation. Included in the conditions are performance
standards that must be satisfied within an allotted time.

b} Pursuant fo Section 9172.28, The Planning Commissicn finds that the applicant
has been given ample time, but has failed to meet the regquirements in the
conditions of approval within the allotted time. Condition nos. 20, 21, 22, 26, 30, 31,
32, 33, 34, 36, 37, and 38 of Resclution No. 11-2412 state;
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20.

21.

22,

26.

30.

3.

32.

33.

34.

36.

C831-10 120914

Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10 shall be subject to a full review by the
Planning Commission no later than twelve (12) months from July 24, 2012,
The applicant shalt submit a request for review of the CUP. Review of the
CUP will be pursuant to CMC Section 9172.21(G) — Subsequent Modifications
of Conditions. The Planning Commission shall consider the continuation of the
auto repair use to determine compatibility and appropriate operating
conditions or standards after the 12-month period. A public hearing need not
be reguired unless requested by the applicant, Director, Commission or
Coungcil. Applicable fees shall apply.

If a reguest for review of the CUP is not submiited to the Planning Division
within fwelve (12) months from the date of Planning Commission approval, the
CUP pursuant to this resolution may become null and void and any auto repair
use on site must be vacated within 30 days from the date the CUP is deemed
invalid.

Upon activation, the conditional use permil pursuant to this resolution shall
become null and void if the applicant fails to satisfy the performance
standards within the allotted time. If the CUP is deemed null and void, all auto
repair activities must be vacated within 30 days from the date the CUP is
deemed invalid.

Within 80 days from the issuance of the building permit, the property owner
shall remove the unpermitied bathroom in the rear, remove the unpermitted
additions within the rear vard setback, and remove the addition to the nonh
that is extending to the neighboring property.

Within 90 days from the date of site plan approval, the applicant/owner shall
modify/remove the full bath to a half bath.

Within 180 days from the date of site plan and floor plan approval, the
ownerfapplicant shall stripe parking spaces for the appropriate number of
parking spaces and bumper stops per the approved site plan and as required
in the Carson Municipal Code. All ADA requirements must also be satisfied.

Within 60 days from July 24, 2012, the owner/applicant must submif remaining
requirements to the Building and Safety division fo obtain proper permits for
the unpermitied spray booth.

Within 12 months from July 24, 2012, the applicant must obtain a permit for
the spray booth from the Building and Safety division.

Within 12 months from July 24, 2012, the owner/applicant must submit
remaining reguiremenis o the Building and Safety division to obtain proper
permits for the unpermitted roof, canopy addition, and complete any remaining
construction.

Within 12 months from July 24, 2012, the owner/applicant must complete any
remaining construction and/or tenant improvements. All interior improvements
such as closing off doors, repairing walls must meet building code
reguirements.
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37. Within 12 months from July 24, 2012, the owner/applicant must complete any
necessary facade improvements, such as installing gates, fences,
repairing/painting areas that were affected by construction.

38. Within 12 months from July 24, 2012, the owner/applicant must request and
pay for a sile inspection to the Planning Division.

c)  Pursuant to Condition 40, the applicant may not submit for an extension of time.

d} The applicant was made aware of the required conditions of approval at the
Planning Commission hearing on December 13, 2011, July 24, 2012 and
November 8, 2012,

&) On November 19, 2014, planning staff notified the applicant and property owner
by registered mail of the violations and referral i the Planning Cormmission for
possible revocation.

Section 4. Pursuant to Section 15321(a) of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines, the enforcement action by a regulatory agency to revoke entitlements is
categorically exempt.

Section 8. Based on the aforementicned findings, the Commission finds the
applicant is In violation of the conditions of approval included in Resolution No. 11-2412 and
hereby revokes approval of CUP No. 831-10 with respect to the property described in Section
1 hereof. The applicant shall cease all auto repair aciivilies and the property must be vacated
within 30 days of the adoption of this Resolution.

Section 6. The Secretary shall certify to the adoption of the Resclution and shaill
transmit copies of the same (o the applicant.

Section 7. This action shall become final and effective fifteen days after the
adoption of this Resolution uniess within such time an appeal is filed with the City Clerk in
accordance with the provisions of the Carson Zoning Ordinance.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS ¢" DAY OF December 2014

CHAIRMAN
ATTEST:

SECRETARY
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*Amended by the Planning Commission on July 24, 2072

CITY OF CARSON
PLANNING COMMISSION
RESOLUTION NO. 11-2412

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF CARSON APPROVING CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
NO. 831-10 TO PERMIT AN EXISTING VEHICLE SERVICE AND
REPAIR USE LOCATED AT 21012 SOUTH MAIN STREET

THE PLANNING COMBMISSION OF THE CITY .OF CARSON, CALIFORNIA,
HEREBY FINDS, RESOLVES AND ORDERS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. An application was duly flled by Marichelle Guinto, with respect o real
properly located at 21012 South Maln Street, and described in Exhibit "A" altached hereto,
requesting the approval of Conditional Uise Permit No. 831-10 to authorize the continued
operation of an existing auto repair use in the ML-D {(Manufacturing, Light - Design Overlay

FReview) zoning district.

A public hearing was duly held on December 13, 2011, at 6:30 P.M. at City Hall, Council
Chambers, 701 East Carson Street, Carson, California. A notice of time, place and purpose
of the aforesaid meeting was duly given. Evidence, both written and oral, was duly presented
to and considered by the Planning Commission af the aforesaid mesting.

Section 2.  The Planning Commission finds that:

a) The property lies within the area designated on the General Plan as available
for Light industrial uses and bears a consisteni zoning classification of ML-D
(Manufacturing, Light — Design Overlay). The existing auto repair business
adheres to the goals and policies described in the Land Use Element of the
General Plan for the Light Industrial designation and is also a permitted use in
the ML-D zone with the approval of a conditional use permil, subject 0 the
requirements of Carson Municipal Code (CMC) Section 8138.2.

The project site is located within 100 feet of residential uses, therefore under
CMC Section 9138.2 is reguired to oblain a conditional use permii.

b} The subject site is square, flal, and located within a buill and urbanized
environment with adeguate utilities to accommodate the existing use and
development. With the implementation of conditions of approval and correction
of code violations, the subject property will have sufficient space o
accommodate the proposed use and provide adequate driveways and access.

c) The project involves acquiring a CUP for the operation of an existing auto repair
facility. The site will continue to provide adequate street access and traffic
capacity. With the implementation of conditions of approval, the site will provide
adeguate parking spaces and not have a significant impact on fraffic.
Designated driveways and parking areas will provide adequate and safe
circulation of vehicles and pedesirians on site and serve the facility.
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“Amended by the Planning Commission on July 24, 2012

d} The applicant has submitted plans for improvements, which include repairing of
parking area, restriping of the parking areas, ramoval of unpermitted structures,
construction of landscaping, and removal of unpermitied signage. These
improvements will improve the general area and be compatible with the
intended character of the area.

e) The existing facility provides adequate access for emergency vehicles,
including the Fire Deparimeant and adequate waler supply is provided in the
area for fire protection.

f} Conditions of Approval are included in Exhibit "8” of this Resolution which
identify performance standards and a scheduie for implementation o improve
the site and meet &l cods requirements within twelve {12} monthe from the dafe
of gite plan aporoval,

g} The applicant acknowledges that § any performance standard s not satisfied
within the schedule time period or the site does not satisfy all requirements
within twelve (12} months from the date of sife plan approval, the CUP may
become null/void and any auto repair use on site must vacate within 30 days
from the date the CUP is deemed invalid.

h) It all performance standards are completed within the time allowed, the
Planning Commission shall review the CUF to determine If an exdension of time
can be authorized pursuant {¢ the applicable findings to ensure the use is sfill
consistent with the exisling and intended character of area. The CUP may
expire at the end of the tweive {12) month term unless the Planning
Commission is able to make afiirmative findings to support an extension o the
permit.

i} The use will comply with the City's development standards for auto repair
faciliies as outlined in Section 8138.2 of the CMC, unless modified by the
conditions of approval set forth in Exhibit “B” attached hereto.

Sectiorn 3. The Planning Commission further finds that the proposed use will not
have a significant effect on the environment. The proposed use will not alter the character of
the sumounding area and will meet or exceed all City standards for protection of the
environment. Therefore, the proposed project is found o be categorically exempt under
Section 156301{a) of the CEQA (California Environmental Quality Act) Guidelines.

Section 4. Based on the aforementioned findings, the Commission hereby approves
Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10 with respect to the property described in Section 1 hereof,
subject to the conditions set forth in Exhibit "B" and “C” attached hereto,

Section 5. The Secretary shall cerfify to the adoption of the Rasolution and shall
transmit copies of the same o the applicant.

Section 6. This action shall become final and effective fifteen days after the
adoption of this Resolution unless within such time an appeal is filed with the City Clerk in
accordance with the provisions of the Carson Zoning Ordinance.,
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*Amended by the Planning Commission on July 24, 2012

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS 13" DAY OF DECEMBER, 2011

T EHAIBHAN
ATTEST:
~SECHETAEY
C831-10_121311 oot
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*Amended by the Planning Commussion on July 24, 2012

CITY OF CARSON
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING DIVISION
EXHIBIT "B
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 83110
GENERAL CONDITIONS

Lipon activation, the Conaitional Use Permidt pursuant fo this resolution shall

become null and void if any of the conditions of approval and/or performance
standards ars not satisfied or completed within the allotted time.

2. The applicant shail comply with all city, county, state and federal regulations
applicable fo this project.

gJJ

The applicant shall make any necessary site plan and design revisions {o the site
plan and elevalions approved by the Planning Commission in order o comply
with all the condiiions of approval and applicable Zoning Ordinance provisions.
Substantial revisions will require review and approval by the Planning
Commission.  Any minor revisions shall be reviewed and approved by the
Planning Division prior to Bullding and Safety plan check submitial,

4, The applicant and pmpeﬁy owner shall sign an Affidavit of Accagtamc& forrn and
submit the document fo the Planning Division within 30 days of receipt of the
Planning Commission Resolution.

5. It is further made a condition of this approval that if any condition is violated or if
any law, staiule ordinance is viclated, this permit may be revoked by the
Planning Commission or City Council, as may be applicable; provided the
applicant has been given written notice fo cease such violation and has failed to
do so for a period of thirty days.

. The property owner and/or tenant shall comply with the city's standard
requirements for a business license prior to the transferring of an existing or
establishment of a new auto repalr business. The Planning Division shall review
any business license application fo ensure the new use does not result in a
substantial change from the current auto repair use. Substantial changes shall
require a modification from the Planning Commission prior to  the
approval/issuance of the business license.

7. All operations such as work or repair on vehicles must be conducted on-site
within an enclosed building, not visible to the public.

C831-10 Page 1 of 7
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All damaged or wrecked vehicles awaiting repair shall effectively be screenad so
as not to be visible from surrounding property or from any adjoining public strest
of walkway.

Mo residential use shall be permitted on-site al any time.

All repair activities shall be confined to the hours between 7:00 a.m. to 2:00 pan.
daily.

No aufo repair activities are permitied in areas visible to the public.

All display and storage shall be located wilthin an enclosed buiiding. Vehicles
awaiting service may be parked in an unenclosed area for o period not o excesd
seveniy-two {72) hours.

FPrevent storm water pollutants of concern such as oil and grease, solvents, car
pattery acid, coolant and gasoline tfrom entering into the storm waler conveyance
sysiem.

Avoid hosing down work areas. If work areas are washed, collect and siore wash
water and dispose appropriately, according to state law. Use dry sweeping if
possible.

Designate a special area o drain and replace motor oif, coolant, and other fluids,
where there are no connections to the storm drain or the sanitary sewer, and
drips and spills can be easily cleaned up, if applicable.

Post signs at sinks to remind employees not to pour wastes down drains.

The ownerfapplicant shall provide for public use siorage tanks fo hold used
automotive oil for recycling purposes in accordance to  indusiry “Best
Management” practices. The Planning Division shall approve the location for
company “used oil recycling” services.

In accordance with Ordinance No. 04-1322, the applicant has provided a2
property inspection report for the site which identily polential plumbing, electrical
and fire code deficiencies. The report also includes plans fo eliminate or mitigate
any deficiencies ideniified. The mitigation measures in such report shall be
hereby incorporated in these conditions of approval within 120 days_from sife
plan_approval, permitted to allow for the mitigation measures, i any, t© be
completed subject fo the Planning Division's review and approval.

Applicant shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City of Carson, its
agents, officers, or employees from any claims, damages, action, or proceeding
against the City or its agents, officers, or employees o atfack, set aside, void or
annul, and approval of the City, ils advisory agencies, appeal boards, or
legislative body concerning Conditional Use Fermit No. 831-10. The City will
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promptly notify the Applicant of any such claim, action, or proceeding against the
City and the Applicant will either undertake defense of the matler and pay the
City's associated legal costs or will advance funds to pay for defense of the
matter by the City Attorney. The City will cooperate fully in the defense.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the City retains the right to settle or abandon the
matter without the Applicant’s consent but should it do so, the Cily shall waive
the indemnification herein, except, the City's decision fo setile or abandon a
matter following an adverse judgment or failure to appeal, shall not cause a
waiver of the indemnification rights herein.

Performance Standards — The applicant shall be responsible for satisfving the
fofiowing performance standards within the alflotted fime (performance schedule s
provided below).

20 Condifional Use Permit No. 831-10 shall be subject o & full review by the
Planning Commission no later than twelve (12} months from July 24, 2072 the
dais-of-Rlanning-Commission-appreval. The applicant shall submit & request for
review of the CUP. Review of the CUP wili be pursuant to CMC Section
9172.21(G) - Subsequsnt Medifications of Conditions. The Planning Commission
shall consider the continuation of the auto repair use io determine compatibility
and appropriate operating conditions or standards after the 12-month pericd. A
public hearing need not be required unless requested by the applicant, Direcior,
Commission or Council. Applicable fees shall apply.

P2
Y

if 2 request for review of the CUP is not submilted 1o the Planning Division within
twelve (12) months from the date of Planning Commission approval, the CUP
pursuant 1o this resolution may become null and void and any aulo repair use on
site must be vacated within 30 days from the date the CUP is deemed invalid.

22.  Upon activation, the conditional use permit pursuant to this resolution shall
hecome null and void i the applicant fails to satisfy the performance standards
within the aliotted time. If the CUF is deemed null and voig, all auto repair
activities must be vacated within 30 davys from the dale the CUP is deemed
invalid.

23. Within 2 days from July 24, 2012, the owner/applicant shall sign and record with
the Los Angeles County Recorder a reslrictive covenant iimiting the site fo be
used as an aulo repair only, unfess additional parking Is provided fo
sccommodale an alfernate or additional use in accordance with the parking
requirements of CMC Section 8162.2,

24.  Within 30 days from the date of CUP approval, the applicant shall remove all
unpermitted on-site signage. The owner/applicant shall apply for a separate sign
andfor banner permits, if applicable. Approval of said permit shall be subject to
Planning Division's review and approval for proper size, height, type, material,
and design standards fo be applied consistently with the ML-D {Industrial, Light -
Design Overlay) zoning district,

C831-10 Page 3 of 7
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Within 3¢ days from July 24, 2012 the-g: G aparoval, the owner/applicant
shall submil o Building and Safety fer demahmﬁ and/os“ bu iding permits for all
unpermitted  structures including, the unpermitted additions fo the rear,
unpermitted bathroom in the room, removal/modification of the full bath fo half
bath, unpermitied addition o the norih, unpermitied roof, canopy addition, anc
interior improvaments,

Within 80 days from the issuance of the building permit, the properly owner shall

remove the unpermitied bathroom in the rear_remove the unpermitied additions

within the rear vard setback, and remove the addition to the north that is
extending fo the neighboring property. medibdremove-the-fulbbath-to-o-halbbath.

Within 30 80 days from July 24, 2012 the—dale—al-CUHE —approval ihe
owner/appiicant shall submit & floor plan, site plan, and landscape/firmgation plan
to the Planning division for review and approval,

Within 0 88 days from the dale of site plan and floor plan approval, the
applicant/owner shall repair all broken concrete/asphalt on-site and level the
parking area. The applicant must alsc obtain any grading permits, if necessary.

Within 80 86 days from the date of landscape plan approval, the applicant/owner
must install landscaping according to the approved plan. All landscaping shall be
maintained by an automatic drip irrigation system.

Within Q0 davs from the dale of site plan approval, the applicant/owner shall
modifv/ramove the full bath fo a half bath.

Within 180 80 days from the date of site plan and floor plan approval, the
owner/applicant shall stripe parking spaces for the appropriate number of parking
spaces and bumper stops per the approved site plan and as reguired in the
Carson Municipal Code. All ADA reguirements must also be satisfied.

Within 60 days from July 24, 2012 the-date-of-GUP-approval, the owner/applicant
must submit rema:nma reawr&meni"s fo ihe Suilding and Safeiy division o obtain

proper permiis fom-2 g-and-Safely for the ynpermiffed spray booth.

Within 12 months from July 24, 2012, the applicant must obiain a permit for the
sprav booth from the Building and Safety division.

Within 12 months from July 24, 2012 180-days-fr the—dateor CUE - approave:,
the owner/applicant must obtain building permits for the anermﬁi@d roof . canopy
addition, and complete any remaining construction.

Within 30 davs from July 24, 2012 &-menths-from-thedate-of-& PR

owner/applicant must gbfain proper demolition permits from Bu;idm@ and Safety
for the removal of the begin-demeliion/censirustion-of-all-unpermitied partitions
within the building ands unpermitied additions in the rear yard setback. te-the-rear
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Within 12 months from July 24, 2012 +-menths-frore-the-date-of- CHE-approval,

the ownerfapplicant must complete any remaining consiruction andf/or fenant
improvemeants. All interior improvemenis such as closing off doors, repairing
walls must meet building code requirements.

Within 12 months from July 24, 2012the —dale—of-CUP-—approval, the
pwner/applicant must complete any necessary fagade improvements, such as
installing gates, fences, repairing/painting areas that were affecied by
construction.

Within 12 months from Julv 24, 207 2thedate—ot—GUE gporoval, the

ownerfapplicant must request and pay for a site inspection fo the Planning
Division.

The Planning Commission may revoke this conditional use permit pursuant fo
this resolution if the application fails (o satisty the performance standards within
the allotied time. If the CUP is deemed null and void, all auto repair aclivities
must be vacated within 30 days from the date the CUP is deamed invalid.

The apolicant mav not submii for an extension of Bme.
op

BUSINESS LICENSE BEPARTMENT — CITY QF CARSON

41,

cal |}

42.

C831-10

Adl consiruction must be completed by a licensed contractor,

Par section 8310 of the Carson Municipal Code, all parties involved in the
project, including but not limited o contraciors and subcontractors, will need o
obtain a City Business License.
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EXHIBIT °C”

Lindated Parformance Schedule

Leadiing

Performance Standards

July 26, 2012

Owner/anplicant shall sign and record a resirictive covenan!

August 24, 2012

Ownerapplicant submits for Building and Safety permits.

Ownerfapplicant shafl submit a floor plan. site plan, and landscape/irrigation plan fo
the Planning division for review and approval.

Ownerfapplficant must obfain demoelition permils for the removal of the partitions

within the building and addition within the rear vard sefback,

September 24, 2012

Ownerfapplicant st submit remaining requirements fo Building and Safety for the
unperimitied sprav booth,

Yithin 80 days from issuance of the
buifding permif

Remove the unpermitted bathroom jn the rear, remove the unpermitied addition in

the rear vard setback, and remove the addifion to the north thal is exlending o the
neighboring property.

Within 90 davs of landscape plan approval
and site plan aporovaf

Ownet/applicant shalf install landscaping according o the approved plan,

Modifufremove the full bath fo a hall bath.

Within 180 davs of sife plan and floor plan
approval

Owner/appiicant shall stripe parkino spaces and provide bumper sfops.

July 24, 2013

Ohtain building permits for the unpermitied roof and canopy addifion. Construction
must be complele.

Obtain building permits for the unpermitied spray booth.

Reouest and pay for sife inspection.

CUP up for full review.

Dieadiine
{From the date of CUP approval,
uress otherwise noted}

Parformance Standards

30 days Completed

Remove all unpermitted signage. Compleied

30 days Completed

Remove all unpermitied signage. Completed

30-days

Submitto Bellding and Safely for demotition-and bullding permits-fnetalready
Sene-5a-

Bhdays-from-the-lssuanes o the

Remaovelmediiy-the-{ull-bath-io-a-half-bath-Remeve-the-unpermitied -bathreem-in

demopliier-permil theroor
B0-days Submite-tandssaping-and-irigation-plan:
C831-10 Page 6 of 7
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BO-davs Submit-a-site plan-and floor plante Flanning Divislon

80-days-frem-the date of siie-plan-and Repairallbroken-consoretelasphali-bavel parking aresObluinanygrading permits,

Hoor-plon-approvak f-noepssans B

60-daysfrorm-the-date-oi-andseapaplan Ll el e

aproval tnstal-andecaping-and-irrigation:

80 days Obtain-permitsfrom-Bulldingand-Safetyfor thespray-bosth:

EEE ga’ E#; the-date-sf-siteplan-and QF%G%@@@H@%@L@@#«%—GQ&%%MW%A@%&%W%T

190 s Satisy-the recommendaliens-and cafely-concems-identiied-n-the Broperky

T OaYS ingpaciion-Reperk

JB-cleys SOhlain-buildingposmbis-ferthe-wnpennited-rost:
Bagin-the-demolilionofunpermited vartitionsuapermited-addition-io-the-rear—and

B-manths unpermitted-agdiionio-the-norh-Must-obisin-propes-permis-frem-Bulldingand
Safsty-prier-ic-any-sonstructionidemelition.

Hornonths WQ@#@%M&S%%MW@M%@WHWMW
buiding code-requirements.

12 Gemplels-any-nscessanfacade-improvemanis Insiall gates fonses-ete{#
nesessap —Roguest-o-sie-inspectontePlanningand say-eppicablofess:
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Gommissioner Goolsby asked why this applicant is being directed io reduce the heighi
Of\he? ferce. ;

3%;@5’@%%%1’ Signo explained that the fence height at this property is begﬂq addressad
because® @f the CUP process now under consideration, -

Chairman Faﬁetc}go noted his support of allowing this applicant addztmmas time to reduce
the height of this fmnce

Chairman Faietogo E}Is:g_rsed the public hearing.

Planning Commission i}e'&%\s' on:

Lommissicner Verett mavmd; seconded by Commissioner Saenz, io approve the
applicant’s request, thus adopting, wm@mtmn No. 11-2409.  (This motion ullimately
passed.) .

Comrmissioner Verrelt expressed her beh‘@f thai 80 days may not be enough time for the
applicant {o reduce the height of the ie,—:-nce .

\
By wayofa ‘s‘a‘zend!y amendment, Chalrman Faief@go suggested giving the applicant 180
days to reduce the height of ‘i‘he fence.

\\
s

Discussion ensued wfh reaa;'d to applying for a variance. fo allow for the height of the
@mstmg fence and addressed their interest in an ordinance’ am@ndment i increase the
aliowable height of fmnces

Vice-Chalrman Gordom suggesied asking the applicant if more ime\zs naaaea

Senior Planner S:ﬂgno pointed out that there needs to be a finding to su;}pﬁrt a variance,
stating he dOES not believe a variance would be supported by staff for this ‘addregfs

Chalrman Fféleiogo re~openead the public hearing.
Ms. Hgi'gum stated she does not need the additional fime.
{}h{a‘i’;man raletogo closed the public hearing.

A

The motion carried, 7-1 (Diaz voted no; absent Commissioner Willlams).

11, PUBLIC HEARING
B} Conditional Use Permit No. 83110

Applicant's Reguest:

The appilicant, Mariechelle Guinio, is requesting fo approve an auto repair business on
a site iocated in the ML-D (Manufacturing, Light — Design Overlay) zoning district. The
subject site is located at 21012 South Main Street.

Staff Report and Recommendation:

DENY Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10; and WAIWVE further reading and ADOPT
Resoclution No. 11- , entitied, “A Resoiution of the Planning Commission of the city
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of Carson denying Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10 for this continued vehicle service

and repair use located at 21012 South Main Street.”

Chairman Faletogo advised that he had visited this site and spoke with the owner and
asked for input on what Associate Planner Song had discussed with the owner.

Assooiate Planner Song stated that she apprised the owner of all the ouisianding

violations; advised that staff would be recommending denial and that if the Pﬁaﬁﬁtnq
Commission were to support a denial, the owner would have three to six months io
relocate his business.  She pointed out that with the exception of the last two weeks,
this property owner has made no effort to work with staff and conform to the City's
Municipal Code,

Senior Planner Signo highlighted the tong history of communications with this property
owWner,

Associate Planner Song stated that the property owner was advised o pull s demaoiition
permit for the illegal addition; that after being advised a demolition permit was
necessary, the owner fore down the aftached illegal unit without pulling a permit;
advised that there is an unpermitted restroom which is located within the setback area;
and advised that part of the building has been built over the property line ontc the
neighboring property.

Commissioner Schaefer noted her appreciation of sll the documertation that was
orovided in etaff report; highlighted the recent CUP approval at 20922 South Main
Street and expressed her concern with the inconsistencies in the recommendafions for
these similar properties along Main Streel. She advised that %he also had visited thig
site and spoke with Mr. Gutierrez.

Senior Planner Song pointed out that one of the major differences with this property is
the residential use on site.

ommissioner Saenz stated that the extra restroom should be maintained for the
emplovees.

Chairman Faletogo opened the public hearing.

Pat Brown, applican{’s representative, advised that the improvements weare not being
done on this property because the properly owner did not have the funds to do the
repairs; and stated that since the property owner's daughter got involved last August,
she is now getting some of the improvemenis made. He asked that this apolicant be
given 12 months to complete the improvements, adding that the applicant has hired &
structural engineer to get this through the building and safety process.

Anthony Rockhold, at the request of Commissioner Brimmer, commeniad on some of
the code enforcement issues at ihis site and stated that he took the photographs of this
site that are included in the planning packet.

Vice-Chairman Gordon asked why the applicant has just now started working on making
the improvements when siaff has been trying to get the applicant to make the
improvements for a year and a half.
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Mr. Brown advised that some work has been done since last August.

Vice-Chairman Gordon asked if anyone is currently living on this site and asked what
assurance there is that the work will be done in the next 12 months.

Wi, Brown stated that he does not know about the living situation but advised that the
tiving quariers will be vacated from this point forward.

Commissioner Diaz echoed Vice-Chairman Gordon’s concermn with why the work wasn't
started earlier and completed by now.

fr. Brown reiterated that the finances were not available fo make the improvemeants.

Mariechelie Guinto, property owner, stated that since she became aware of the issues,
she has been working to make some of the improvements, advised that a site plan has
now been given to staff; and stated that because of limited funds, she nesds more fime
i complete the improvements. She advised that her father stays in the unit on sife from
fime to time but that he does not live there permanently. She added that # will cost
approximately $50,000 to complete the improvements and that she has taken out a loan
from family members to do the work. Ms. Guinto siated it would be beneficial for
someone to stay on this property at all times to keep it from becoming vandalized. She
addead that her Tather gave her this property in 2004,

John Abella, Yorba Linda, stated that he owns the adjacent property to the north, and
commented on the nice improvements being made fo the applicant’s preperty; and
noted that it is one of the better looking properties on this street. He stated that the
applicant should be given two years to comply. '
There being no further input, Chairman Faletogo closed the public hearing.

Pianning Commission Decision:

Commissioner Saenz moved, seconded by Commissioner Verrett, to approve the
applicant's request and o give the applicant two years to make the improvemenis.
(This motion was ulimately superseded.)

By way of a friendly amendment, Commissioner Verretf suggested limiting the time f©
18 months for completing the improvements.

Commissioner Saenz agreed with the friendly amendment.

Vice-Chairman Gordon commented on the need to be consistent with the decisions
baing made for these businesses on Main Sireet and stated that the Commission
shouid adhere to 12 months as was given at the last meeting ic the business at 20822
South Main Street.

Commissioner Saenz stated that because this use has a large number of violations fo
address, they should be given more time 1o complete the improvements.
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Commissioner Saenz moved, seconded by Commissioner Brimmer, to prepare a

resolution of approval for this applicant.  (This motion was ultimately superseded.}

City Attorney Wynder clarified that if the Commission’s intent is to approve the
applicant’s request and to put a stop to the use of the residential unit, the motion

should be fo direct staff to prepare a resclution of approval, along with conditions of
approval, and that evidence be presented to prove the residential unit is not being used.

Chairman Faletogo moved, seconded by Commissioner Verretl, fo direct staff o
prepare a resolution for approval, along with conditions; and that this applicant be given
12 months to correct the vicolations. (This mofion was ultimately amendad.)

By way of & subsfitute motion, Commissioner {Jaz moved io concur with staff
recommendation for dendal, slating that 7 the properly owner is able fo immediataly
ramove the rasidential use, address all code enforcement issues, and adeguately
correct violations, they may be eligibie to reapply for a conditional use permit for an auto
repair use at a later time. {This motion died due to the iack of a second).

City Attorney Wynder stated that further clarification is needed on the motion, asking if it
is the Commission's intent that the applicant be given 12 months to complete the
improvements and that a resolution of approval, with conditions, be drafied once the
residential use has ceased.

Chairman Falstogo and Commissioner Verreit indicated yes and accepted City Attorney
Wynder's clarification on the motion.

Senior Planner Signo suggested that a performance schedule be implemented  for
that 12-month period, noting that several of the Improvements can be done within the
span of those 12 months.

Chairman Faletogo and Commissioner Verrelf accepted Senior Planner Signo's
suggestion for a performance scheduie for that 12-month period.

The molion carried as follows:

AYES: Brimmer, Faletogo, Goolsby, Gorden, Saenz, Schaefer, Verrett
NOES: Diaz

ABSTAEN None

ABSENT: Williams

12-... NEW BUSINESS DISCUSSION None. —
13.  WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS Nome.

14. MANAGER'S REPORT—._

e

““““

assurance condltons for/%hé 2535 2569 East Carsoﬂ ‘Bireet conde project, and
mmmented Ofn. ihe” p0331b1iity of applying quality assurance mncﬁr&sms o future
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ﬁan“??hqg Officer Rep@ stated that staff would allow a /_an-addi ional 60 days for the

removai of the e container. XM“

There being no further npuM@eFaﬁtagﬂ closed the public hearing.

Planning Commission E’)e o e

T

Commissioner M@?’”ﬁii moved, seconded by Comrﬁ%@‘;"rmg@jiaz, io approve the
applicanfs-réguest, thus adopting Resolution No. 11-2411. Molidrsaried, 8-0 {absent
al fied

Comfissicner Williams), S

11, PUBLIC HEARING
=) Conditional Use Permit Mo, 82110

Anniicant/Pronarty Owner

The applicant, Mariechelle Guinto, is requesting to approve an auto re g} siness on
a site located in the ML-D (Manufacturing, Ligh‘i — Besign Overlay) zoﬂmg diairlc’a The
subject properiy is located at 21012 South Main Street.

Staff Report and Recommendalion:

Associate Planner Song presented staff report and the recommeéndation io DENY
Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10; and WAIVE further reading and ADOPT Resolution
Nao. 11-2412, entitled, “A Resolution of the Planning Commission of the city of Carson
denying Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10 for this continued vehicle service and repair
use located at 21012 South Main Streetl.”

Chairman Faletogo highlighied the applicant’s lefter (of record) fo the Commission
which addresses the applicant’s belief they have been unfairly freated by city staff.

Associate Planner Song listed and addressed each item the applicant has vet o
complete, inctuding those processes required by the Building and Safety Department.
She added that the applicant also failed to obtain permits for some of the work they
undertook; and noted that the violations are ouflined in a table on Page 14 of staff
report.

Planning Officer Repp explained that it is always difficult when a property
owner/business owner has a number of violations that need to be addressed and
struggling to come up with the financing to comply. She reminded the Commission that
the auto repair use ordinance was first adopted in 2009 and that there have been
several property owners who have complied with the new ordinance; however, there are
still some businesses and property owners who have not fully complied. She stated that
there have been several workshops and code enforcement actions in order to gain
compliance; and that when a more asserfive approach becomes necessary, sometimes
the property owners/business owners become protective and defensive. Planning
Officer Repp stated that Associate Planner Song has been diligent in doing her job, and
that she believes staff has dane everything this Commission has deemed necessary in
order to gain compliance; and she encouraged the Commission o maintain the adopied
standards for compliance. She pointed out the issues concerning the safety standards
on this site, noting that allowing these issues o go on for another 12 months is
considerad very lenient and generally not a good policy.
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City Attorney Wynder added that this site is a chronic code violation property,
expressing his belief that staff has exercised remarkable restraint and that, in his
opinion, they do not deserve fo do business at this location if they continue to not
comply with these standards. He added that ainother remarkable showing of resiraint is
the prosecutor has only charged them with & misdemeanor. He added that staff has
dane its job and because of the chronic nature of these viclalions, stafl is reminding
them of sach of the steps in the precess.  He siated that the applicant cannot go
halfway through the list of violations and think the problems at this site are cured and
that acting without the benefit of permits is notl the way an orderly development in a
community exists. Me stated he is troubled by this applicant’s nonconforming activities,
He pointed out that a letter from staff stating that if they do not comply with the law, they
will face legal action is not considered a threat, it 15 g letler thal is sent o oblain
compliance with the City's codes; and that giving an applicant 2 deadiine with which o
comply is a legal standard by which & legal prosecutor enforces the law,

City Attorney Wynder also added that Carson’s businesses must comply with the
National Poliutant Discharge Elimination Systemn (NPDES) permit program, which
controis water pollution by reguiating point sources that discharge pollutants info waters
of the United Staies. He added there are some sericus consegquences o viclating this
proegram, not only for the businesses but also Tor the city of Carson.

Commissioner Saenz stated there are a lot of businesses on Main Street that are not
complying with the City's codes and that this applicant feels this is seleclive
enforcement.

City Attorney Wynder pointed out that every city is facing the impacts of limited financial
resources to bring businesses into compliance, but added that when the City finds
violations, it must address those violations; and concluded this has all been done
appropriately with this site.

Commissioner Verretl stated that the most serious viplations should be dealt with as
soon as possible and that the applicant should be given adequate time io comply with
the nonconformities.

Commissioner Diaz stated that the Commission directed staff at the prior meeling o
return with a resolution the Commission could vote on; that the Commission gave clear
direction and instructions o staff to prepare a performance scheduie to complete the
conditions of approval in the next 12 months; he expressed his belief that what staff has
presented this evening has concisely met what the Commission asked of staff, and he
stated that this matier should move forward.

Cornmissioner Schaefer expressed her belief staff is doing exactly what the
Commission directed staff o do as residents of the community and stated she feels
uncomfortable with the applicant’'s ietter; and expressed her belief that staff deserves
the Commission's compliments for the work they have done fc get this property into
compliance.

Associate Planner Song reiterated that staff is continuing to recommend denial of the
CUP because of fack of compliance and a lack of good faith effort to meet the
standards.
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Comrmissionsr Diaz advised he visited with the business operator who showed him
around the site, noting his appreciation of the operator’s fime.

Commissioner Goolsby stated that he also visited the siie and locked from the front,
noting this site looks better than most on Main Street.

C Commissioner Verreft noted she would support extending the fime dgiven fo the
applicant to complete any necessary improverments.

Chairman Fatetogo opened the public hearing.

WMariechelle Guinte, property owner, stated it is her intent to comply and {ix the violations
that were presented o her from the last meeding, but siated that there are additional
itemns on the performance schedule she was not aware of and thal she teels she needs
more tme o determine the cost to fix those vioiations, such as the rool. She stated she
s overwhelmed with the number of viclations that need o be fixed; advised that she
does not know how much all of this will cost; and that she feels uncomfortable in saying
what she will ultimately be able to complete given her finances. She stated that the
iargest expense will likely be to fix or remove the roof siructure; and stated that while
she will agree to fix the nonconformities, she is not sure if she will have the finances fo
complete the fist. She aiso addressed her concern that many unforeseen things can
happen within the next 12 months and that if she needs a litie additional time, she
would like to ask for that extension if nesd be,

Mis. Guinto noted for Commissioner Brimmer that her father operated the business from
this site for many years up until last year and confirmed that she is now the property
owner. She reiterated that she became aware of all these issues about four fo five
months ago and that she feels overwh imed. She stated that she received a letter from
the City's prosecutor's office after the last hearing and that she is confused with the
timing of that letter. She advised that no one is living on site at this time. She reiterated
that her biggest concern is the cost of bringing the roof structure into compliance and
believes she hasn’t been given enough time {0 research how much all of these repairs
are going to cost her,

Planning Officer Repp pointed out that the roof is a very large unpermitted structure that

must be brought up to code, and if the applicant does not have the funds to bring it up fo '

code, then the next option would be to remove the struciure.

Commissioner Diaz asked the appiicant i she is in concurrence with the conditions of
approval and the performance schedule.

Mis. Guinio stated she is in concurrence with averything except with the roof structure
hecause of its unknown cost to bring it inio conformance.

Vice-Chairman Gordon asked staff why the applicant was only notified of the root a few
weeks ago.

Associate Planner Song explained that the applicant was made aware thal any
unpermitted structure would need to be addressed and has been included in the
performance schedule. She added that up to a certain time, staff was working with her
father, who was aware of the rocf condition.
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Chairman Faletogo closed the public hearing.

Planning Commission Deacision:

Commissioner Saenz moved, seconded by Commissioner Diaz, o adopt  Resolution 0"
Approval No. 11-2412 1o approve the applicant's request for a conditional use permit.
{This motion ulfimately carried.)

By way of a subsiiiute motion, Commissioner Verrett moved, seconded by
Cormnmissioner Saenz, {o adopt Resolution of Approval No. 11-2412, giving the applicant
18 months to comply with the roof reguirements. {This motion was uliimately
withdrawn.)

By way of & substitute motion, Commissioner Verrell moved, seconded by Chairman
Faletogo, to adopt Resolution of Approval No. 11-241%2, allowing the applicant o refurn
to the Planning Commission wﬁh a reguest for extension of fime i the roof is still not in
full compiiance. (This motion was ulfimately withdrawrt)

Planning Officer Repp advised that anyone rnay seek an extension of & discretionary
permit,

The original motion to approve carried, 8-0 {absent Commissioner Williams).

T _PuBLIC HEARING e
& - Design Overlay Review 142811 /f»
Applicant's Ff{eqh@ﬁt f,f"
T e

The applicant, Vin tage F‘{“ea | Estate, LLC, is reguesiing to construch&’fr;aw 7.537-square-
foot restaurant building on thé\Sears pamei at the South Bay Pavilion shopping center.
The subject property is located ai:“%()?’@() South Avalomiw)e ard.

Staff Recommendation: “‘\&_\
~.

Senicor Planner Signo presented staff report ai i.he recommendation o RECOMMEND
APPROVAL of Design Overlay Review Np7 M?%mﬁ to the Redevelopment Agency,
subject to the conditions attached as E {ibit “B” to tha-Resolution; and WAIVE further
reading and ADOPT Resolution No11-2314, entitled, Mesmutson of the Planning
Commission of the city of I’arson recammendmg a\m;ova! fo the Carson
Redevelopment Agency of DﬁSign Overlay Review No. 1428- \‘H{O{ the design and
development of a new resgdurant building at the Southbay Pavilion” tacated at 20700

South Avalon Boulavard,” e
.
Commissioner Ver St stated that some of the signage lighting at this ma‘?‘ianeeds
attention, not1n9 at several are not working-properiy. \\
Shawmagxaietago opened the public hearing. '\“‘a&;
o S,

Jew_yﬁ”@amer, representing the applicant, commented on the Sears shopping center
upgrades that will take place at the same time this restaurant is being built. He noted
Ahere is fikely going to be another restaurant chain applying for the second pad.
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Planning Officer Repp advised that the valuation threshold issue will be presented at a

sep”arate public hearing aier this year.

\

L

f”fhaa?’maﬂ Faimmga opened the public hearing.

Hilar ﬁmym@ Jepresenting Watson Land Cornpany, addressed her ﬂOﬂC@W with: the
Edison easement that runs the entive length of Watson industrial Gen‘{@r South; advised
that DW#E recenﬁy optioned those properties for lease; and given Watson's investments
in this area and cepcem for compatible uses with all of *?[h@se properties along this
amﬂdof from the north, end of the DWP strip to the south ent along Sepuiveda, Watson

s requesting that this eﬂtare easement area be nséudeﬁ irn the design overlay zone,
frem 223" to Sepulveda. “She expressed concern fhai DWP could p@temgaiéy allow a
use that would negatively zm‘aact Watson's dbmw to market those adjoining properties.
She stated that while Waisor™ Lam Company-is not completely on board with this
change fo iis properties, Walson understands- staffs inferest and desire 1o protect the
residential areas across the street fr@m %:nase properties. She siated that Waisor Land
Company ‘has high standards and th@i ihe company is here for the long term and
doesn’t want to jecpardize Watson's, fm’rereg'i: with the community, but stated they
understand and will not object to this” prop&s&d change. She reiterated that Watson is
concerned with delays in having to go throughy this design review process in peing able
o deliver & building for the des] red user in arvefficient timeframe. She reiterated her
request to have the DWP ﬁas.ement property anéﬁuded in this change. She mentioned
that their buildings are das;gﬂed fo respong o mmmemza@ neads.

Rev. Joe Hernandez, mpresemmg Mission Eben- t:“?e"r ﬁ‘famw Church, asked if his
church property is mc mded in this change. "

Planning Officer Ef%epp advised that Project Arez 1 has nevaé:\i;@en exempt and is not
part of this proposal, N,

There beingﬁﬂfb further input, Chairman Faietogo closed the public he\fa‘ti:j‘ngk

?}éanninq;@omméss}ion Decision:

CQMMESS!OR@? Saenz moved, seconaed by Commissioner Williams, to concur Wiﬂ’% staff
remmmeﬂdatim including the aadition of all Department of Water and\Power
easeme;nt property between 223" Street and Sepulveda Boulevard: and moved to
“adopt Resolution No. 12-2438, Motion carried, 8-0 {absent Commissioner Diaz). ™

11,  PUBLIC HEARING
] Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10
Applicant’'s Baguest

The appilicant, Reggie Guinto, is requesting io consider revocation of Conditional Use
Permit No. 831-10 for an auto repair business on a site located in the ML-D
(Manufacturing, Light — Design Overlay) zoning district. The subject property is located
at 21012 South Main Street.
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Staff Report and Recommendation:

Senior Planner Signo presented staff report aind the recommendation to 1) REVOKE
Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10 and WAIVE further reading and ADOPT Resolution
No. 12, entified, “A Resolution of the Planning Commission of the city of Carson
ravoking approval of Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10 for g vehicie service and auio
repair use located at 21012 South Main Street”; or 2) Modify Resolution No. 11-2412 by
adding & condition to require the removal of the unpermitied canopy and fo continue the
public hearing untit August 14, 2012, to aliow the applicant to demolish the canopy and
demonstrate compliance with all outstanding conditions of approval, N

Chairman Faletogo openad the public hearing.

Senior Planner Signo explained for Chairman Faletogo that the resfrictive covenant
would allow the applicant to continue to do auic repair on site and o keep the canopy
that has been constructed without the benefit of permits as long as the zpplicant
completes the permit process on this cancpy; noted that if the use ever changes on siie,
the parking requirements must mest code or parking must be provided offsite no more
than 400 feet from this property; and If that parking can't be accomplished, the canopy
will need o be removed. He stated the 1,400-square-foot canopy requires an additional
3 parking spaces.

Chairman Faletogo stated that the Commission received a letter dated June 27, 2012,
from the applicant highlighting a list of 14 improvements he has made on site.

Commissioner Saenz stated that the residential neighbor at the back of this property
has built their garage to the fence line of this business’s property, noting this property
owner currently has an 8-foot setback o that rear fence. He stated that the main
reason for the applicant not signing the covenant is that Associate Planner Song will not
release the site plan and permit for the canopy until the applicant signs the restrictive
covenant. He staled that the applicant cannot get the permits until he has an approved
site plan from planning and that this has caused him to get behind in the timeline fo
complete the work. -

Senior Planner Signo stated thal staff is holding off on the site plan until the restrictive
covenant is signed, pointing out that the site plan currently indicates the canopy is
permitted, which is not correct. :

Planning Officer Repp advised that residential property owners are allowed by code fo
build garages within the rear vard seibackiproperty line by one inch or 3 feet in this
zone; and that the code requires a 10-foot setback for any industrial buildings that are
adjacent 1o resideniial. She added that this property has had & series of buildings that
have filled the enlire rear yard and are not permitted, nofing the 10-foot setback
requirement must be mainfained. She explained that it s only through this CUP
process that they can allow for a deviation on the parking requirements; that once this
use changes, mare parking will be required to meet code; and that as long as this site
remains an auto use, this site can maintain the parking deviation through the CUP.

Commissioner Saenz stated that @ lof of businesses use Main Strest for their parking
and noted that business is slow during this economy.

Commissioner Goolsby guestioned why staff is recommending to revoke the CUP,
noting his understanding this applicant had one year to comply with the performance
standards.

Chairman Faletogo opaned the public hearing.
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Reggie Guinto, applicant/owner, stated that he is not able to comply with the
performance standards because his site plan is being held up pending his signing the
restrictive covenant, nofing he is wiliing {o get the necessary permits. He stated the
canopy area is now being used for parking aind not & work area since business has
been very slow,

Chairman Falefogo highlighted the appiicant’s letiers to the Commission wherein he
states he has spent nearly $50,000 trying to comply with the reguirements of the
performance standards; stated that the letter aiso addresses that the work has been put
on hoid because the siie plan has not been approved; and he asked the applicant why
ne has not signed the restrictive covenant.

Mr. Guinto stated that his lawyer told him that if he signs that covenant, a lien will be
placed on his property and that he will then need the City's permission to change the
business on this property and be forced to tear down the canopy, noling his concern
with the Clty not agreeing fo any proposed change. He noled for Chairman Falstogo
ihat this slie iz complately auto repair related.

Chairman Faletogo noted that should the Commission give the applicant more fime io
complate the reguirements, how much more ime would the applicant need.

Mr. Guinto stated that he is currently out of money and that he would now have fo seek
financial assistance from his family members; and added that he is only making enough
money to pay the mortgage on this properly. He stated he needs additional time fo
seek financial assistance from his family.

Chairman Faletogo asked if the applicant wouid be able fo make the improvemenis one
year from now. '

Mr. Guinto stated that is & geod timeline for him.

Vice-Chairman Gordon stated that atl issue is the applicant’s unwillingness o sign the
restrictive covenant, noting that this can’t move forward until that document ie signed.

Justin Benson, applicant's nephew, explained that his uncle’'s reluctance in signing the
restrictive covenant is because his uncle was instructed by an attorney friend against
signing the document, stating they believe it is similar fo placing a lien on the property
and also his concarn with the future use of this property should he change the use.

Assistant City Atforney Suliani explained that the covenant is very clear and stated that
it is not a lien on the property; that it clearly states the property shall be restricted fo the
use of an auto repair business unless additional onsite parking is provided fo
accommodate an allernate or addifional use in accordance with the parking
requirements; nofed that the restriction is binding on all successive businesses, as it
runs with the land; reiterated that it is not a lien; and stated that if a user of the property
wants o do anything other than auto repair, then they have fo comply with Carson's
Municipal parking requirements.

Vice-Chairman Gordon asked the applicant if he showed his attorney the paperwork he
received from the City.

Mr. Guinto indicated that no, he did not show any of the documents to his lawyer friend;
and stated he is concerned with using/selling this property in the future if he signs the
agreernent and the City not removing the covenant in the future.

Staff reiterated that if the auto repair business goes away in the future, that canopy has
to come down if parking cannot be provided.
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Planning Officer Repp stated that as long as the reguirements are met, it would not
come before the Planning Commission unless there are going to be exterior
modifications that reguire design review.

Mr. Benson stated that given this evening’s explanation of this covenant, his uncle will
sign the agreement.

senior Planner Signo stated there is an issue with the performance standards fimeline
now that this has been held up pending the applicant’s signature, stating the deadiines
are off because of this delay and as a resulf, those deadline dates will nead o be
altered,

Assistant City Attorney Soltant stated that the Commission could recommend staff bring
this matter back in 2 weeks to allow the applicant time to file the covenant and that it
return to staff to alter the dates of the timeline in accordance with the delay timeframe.

Planning Officer Repp siated that staff recognizes the appiicant now wishes o sign the
covenant afier this evening's meating and because of the applicant's misunderstanding
of the covenant, out of faimess, the Commission may want {o modify the fimeline due fo
this delay, and she advised that stalf can shift the deadiines forward ic match what he
should have accomplished by now.

Chairman Faletogo closed the public hearing.

Vice-Chairman Gordon noted his desire to see the reguired work completed along this
streich of Main Street.

Chairman Faletoge stated that this applicant has misundersicod the intent of the
covenant; that the applicant has done a lot of work on site to conform fo code: pointed
out that this economy has been rough on businesses; and stated that he'd like o give
this appiicant a ysar to make the necessary changss.

Cormmigsionar Willlams stated that it should be made clear this delay was not a delay
because of staff, that it was due o this applicant getling incorrect advice from an
attorney friend who was not provided adequate information from this applicant. He
pointed out that staff did the right thing in holding back the site plan for leverage in the
event things did not work out.

Planning Commission Decision:

Chairman Faletogo moved, seconded by Commissioner Saenz, o not revoke
Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10, allowing the applicant one vear {o complate the
performance standards. (This motion was ullimately amended.)

Assistant City Attorney Soltani asked for clarification on when the Chair wants the vear
fo commence given the performance standards have been in place for a while

Chairman Faletogo staied from when the site plan is released.
The motion carried but ultimately was amended and voted on again:

AYES: Faletogo, Goolsby, Gordon, Saenz, Schaefer, Verreit
NOES: None

ABSTAIN:  Williams

ABSENT: Brimmer, Diaz

Commigsioner Willlams stated that he voted 1o abstain because he does not understand
the motion.
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Commissioner Verrett stated that the applicant should be signing the covenant
fomorrow.

Planning Officer Repp explained that the performance standards guidelines were set in
motion last year.

Chairman Faletogo re-opened the public heanng.
Mir. Guinto staled that he will sign the covenant this week.
Chairman Faletoge closed the public haaring.

Commmissioner Goolsby stated it's necessary 1o be more lenient in these poor economic
fimes.

Flanning Officer Repp stated that stafl would recommend starting ofl with whera the
applicant iaft off on the list, but adding & coupie of months {o the deadiine fimaframe.

Commissioner Verretl stated that stall should work with the applicant to get this work
done in the next vear.

Chairman Faletogo pointed out that the a;mhcani stated he has limited funamg and
suggested the applicant be able o first complete the remaining projects on the list that
he can afford to accomplish, doing the projects out of deadline order. He stated that as
iong as he completes the work in one vear, stalf should be working closely with the
applicant to completion.

By way of an amended motion, Chalrman Falefoge moved, seconded by Commissioner

Saenz, to not revoke Condilional Use Permit No. 831- 'E(} allowing the applicant one

year o complete the performance standards, starting with the release of his site plan;
and moved that staff revise the timeline appropriate with this delay. This mofion carried
as foliows: :

AYES: Faletogo, Goolsby, Gordon, Saenz, Schaefer, Verretf, Williams
NOES: None

ABRSTAIN:  None

ABSENT: Brimmer, Diaz

’E“ZNEW %USEN%@S DISCUSSION None

13. WRET?E?\E COM

M@NECM”E@NS None

14, MANAGER'S E‘%EP@R‘E‘

improvement praj@ct ‘?Or Garsm Camfash located at 225 East Carson Street.

¢ August 2&,{@@12 Planning Commission meeting proposed to go dark for summer
schedqj@”/
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1.  CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING
B}  Condilional Use Permit No. 83110
Applicant's Reauest:

The applicant, Reggie Guinfo, i before the Planning Commission (o consider
revocation of Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10 for an aulo repalr business on a siie
iocated in the ML-D (Manufaciuring, Light — Design Overlay) zoning district.  The
subject property is localed at 21012 South Main Street.

Commissioner Saenz noted that a letier from the applicant indicates thal watering his
minimal landscaping only takes two {o three minutes and that he does not feel an
irrigation system s necessary.

Commissioner Goolsby noted his concarn that businesses are struggling in this poer
zconomy and stated that the City should be more lenient and flexible, suggesting this
applicant be given more time o comply.

Senior Planner Signo stated that the applicant will have a year from this evening to
complete the requirements.

Reggie Guinfo, property owner, stated that he signed the covenant agreement; advised
that his tenant uses the canopy for auto use; and asked if they can keep the second
restroom on the east side for the use of the workers who typically have grease on them,
noting he'd like to keep the main restroom clean as possible.

Commissioner Diaz stated that the bathroom on the east side needs to be removed
because it does not comply with code; and noted his concern with the applicant not
meefing the deadiines for compliance. He advised that he received the applicant’s letter
and notaed that he does not agree with everything the applicant wrote.

Senior Planner Signo noted for Commissioner Goolsby that the tenant is aliowed o use
the canopy for auto related purposes.

Mr. Guinto stated that the full bath is for use by the caretaker of the property.

Cormmissioner Schaefer stated that she also received the letiers from the applicant and
stated that from what he has written, she guestions his sincerity in his intent o comply.
She stated that both staff and this Commission have worked with the applicant, yet the
applicant has continued to write anocther lelter.

Mr. Guinio stated that he plans on compilying and that he only voiced his opinions in his
letters.

Senior Planner Signo stated that this property has historically been used as a
residence/careiaker unit, as mentioned by the applicant this evening, and staied that
staff does not want it converted back {0 & residence.

Commissioner Willams pointed out the nesd for an applicant {o seek professional

advice when dealing with code compliance issues theyv do not understand.
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Chairman Faletogo closed the public hearing. Chairman Faletogo reopened the pubiic
nearing.

Chairman Faletogo asked the applicant if the direction is dlear on what he nesds o do
o be in compliance.

r. Guinio stated that ves, he does now understand.
There being no further input, Ghairman Faletogoe closed the public hearing.

Planning Commission Decision:

Commissioner Saenz moved, seconded by Commissioner Schaefer, fo ﬁppm\/ﬂ
Modification No. 1 to Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10, amending Resolution No.
2412 to allow the applicant more fime o compleie the parformance standards. \ufmt
carried as follows:

AYES: Goolsby, Gordon, Faletogo, Saenz, Schasler, Verretl
NOES: Diaz, Willlams

ABSTAIN:  None

ABSENT: Brimmer

12, PUBLIC HEARING

~ &) Design Overlay Review No. 145417 and
Ry Conditional Use Parmit Nos. 807-12

Apolicant’s Reqﬂa&

The applicant, WiN Hyurw&éa is requesting to construct a new Wia\i Hyundai Automotive
dealership building and remcwe an existing freeway g:)yj@r% sign © be replaced with an

slectronic message center sigri~ipcated in the CA-{Commercial, Automotive} zoning
district, The property is located at 22@* Easf 225“i Street.

Staff Report and Recommendation: x

Agsociate Planner Gonzalez presented’ %Eaf'f s"em‘m’i and the recommendation o WAIVE
further r@admg and ADOPT Resoliion No. »2%5. entitied, “A Resolution of the
Planning Commission of the city- of Carson appmvmg t}assg Overiay Review No. 1454-
?2 and Conditional Use Pgrmit No. 907-12 for = ﬂew Win Hyundai automotive
dealership and a new ei@;c‘tmmc message cenier pylon slgn\ﬁg be located at 2201 East
223 Street” He highhghted the following changes to the® wOﬂdE’EiOﬁS of Approval:
delete Condition Nes. 26, 29, 43, 44, 47; amend Condition No 45, “The owner shall
annex the area, 16 the LA, County Lighting Maintenance Dastmf\’»‘fm the purpose of
operating and- faintaining the streetlights to be installed. The annexatien shall be fo the
satisfaction Of L.A. County and shall be completed prior to the zssuaﬂcﬁ)\@f Certificate of
Occupamy Additional streetlight instaliation or upgrade to exisiing Street‘gms may be
required as part of the annexation, (annexation procedure is approximately 12 _months)
Contact LACDPW Traffic Lighting Joagquin Herrera (626) 300-4770. If Cerf\?"mai‘e of
Occupancy is requested prior to the complefion of the annexation procedure, the Cify

may issue a Temporary Ceriificate of Occupancy (Typically good for six months). A
‘final Cerfificate of OCccupancy will be issued when the annexation procedure is

completed”; and amend Condition No. 49, "Paint curbs red a minimum of 20 feet sast of
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Assm;;ate Planner Song stated that no automotive repair is done at this site, just'Smog
tes’zmgg and nofed there is-an ol collection system on site. She stated”"‘??*a‘% if a car
needs work ‘*they are referred to other business establish menia

Associale piames %ng mﬁed for Commissioner &tha@‘?a tna? the business sign
conforms o code, - -

Chairman Faletogo opened the ;L"szﬂi‘mﬁ?aﬂﬁ g

Ronnie Santos, applicant, noted ‘t aﬁ?"rffa car Joes not pass the smog testing, it has to go
fo & repair facllity at ancther site”

,,,,

Planning Gammzsammffjﬁecwlcm: T

Commissioner. Saenz moved, seconded by Commissioner Brir ammr 4o concur with siafl
r&awmmendmmn thus adopling Resolution No. 12-2451. Molion carrigd, 7 -4 (amm%
Cﬂmm issioners Diaz, Williams). ‘

“e,

r
o

1. PUBLIC HEARING

€y Conditional Use Permit No, 83110

Reguast:

Staff is asking the Planning Gemrﬁisgiaﬂ o consider revocation of Conditional Use
Fermit No. 831-10 for an aufc repair business on a site locaied in the ML-D
{(Manufacturing, Light ~ Design Overiay; zoning district.  The property is owned by

Reggie Guinfo and is located at 21012 South Main Sireet.

Staff Report and Recommendation:

Senior Planner Signo presented steff report and the recommendation that the Planning
Commission choose ong of the following options:

1. REVOKE Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10; and WAIVE further reading and
ADOPT Resolution No. 12- | entitled, "A Resoiution of the Planning Commission
of the city of Carson revokmg appmvai of Conditional Use Permit No. 831 10 for
a vehicle service and aulo repair use located at 21012 South Main Street™ o

2. CONTINUE the public hearing fo November 13, 2012; or

3. DIRECT staff to modify Resolution No. 11-2412 and to continue the public hearing
until November 13, 2012, fo allow the applicant additional time for compliance with
all outstanding conditions of approval and clarify existing language.

Commissioner Gordon asked if this applicant has been cooperative and making
progress with meeting the conditions of approval.

Senior Planner Signo stated that the work has been siow; noted that the roof came
down just before this meeting; and advisea that the applicant is starting to fall behind
with the performance timeline.
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Planning Officer Repp stated that the applicant seems to only respond when he
receives a notice of revocation. o

Chairman Faletogo asked if spray booths are parmitied in Carson; and he stated he is
troubled by the poor economy and the amount of work that is being required of this
applicant, noting he'd like to give the applicant a full vear io complete the work.

Commissioner Saenz guestioned why staff s being so persistent with this applicant,
highlighting his concern with the poor economy. He expressed his belief a spray booth
permil is not required, that it is under the purview of L.A. County; and siated that other
businesses have not been required to pull & spray booth permit in Carson. He added
that now the applicant is being required 1o pay extra school fees and testing of a street
fire hydrant.

Planning Officer Hepp advised that & spray booth permit is required by the Suliding
Lode,

Senior Planner Signo explained that the addition was done without the benefii of 2
permit and that it is not legal to build across the adjacent property line without approval
of a lot line adjustment. '

Commissioner Goolsby questioned why this applicant has to pay to have a fire hydrant
tested when Itis on the other side of the street from his property and not close by.

Senior Planner Signo stated that because of the 2,000-square-foot addition, these
g

&
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requiremeanis are auiﬁﬁ"idii{)aﬂy ADiHet Oy ine LGl a'ﬁiy(

Planning Officer Repp stated that LA, County applies the school fees and the fire
hydrant requirements and noted that if there is any discrepancy, the applicant needs o
directly contact the County.

Chairman Faletogo expressed his belief there is some inconsistency with what is being
required of this applicant and other auto repair shops; and stated that this applicant has
indicated he has already spent $50,000 on improvements. He expressed his belief that
the added conditions are discouraging this applicant from moving forward,

Senior Planner Signo reminded the Commission that this applicant has been given
additional time o meef the performance schedule.

Commissioner Schaefer agreed that this applicant has been given additional time to
meet the conditions of approval, noting that this applicant has agreed to the schedule.
She stated that if a spray booth permit is required, this applicant should be puliing 2
permil regardiess i other businesses in fown have vet to get their permiis. She added
that this applicant has known of the nonconformities for a number of years.

Senior Planner Signo staled that staff is working with other aufo service businesses and
that each business will be dealt with on an individual basis.

Commissioner Brimmer stafed that she'd iike to work with the applicant, but noted the
rneed o work within the boundaries of the law.

) e,
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Commissioner Gordon expressed his belief that the only new issue being discussed this
evening is the requirement for testing the fire hydrant across the sireet. He pointed out
that this Cornmission directed staff fo lay out a plan for getfing the work completed
within a certain period of time and noted the Commission’s desire (o ses this ares of
Main Street cleaned up; and staled that the applicants need to work with the City/staff
and make sieady progress in getling this work done on this sireet, '

Vice-Chairman Verell expressad her belief that the City should be more lenlent in these
difficult economic times, noting her interest in supporting the siruggling businesses in
Carson. She stated this applicant was giver: one full vear to compiete the work, noting it
has not yet been & full vear.

Commissioner Schaefer pointed out that the applicant has had af lsast 18 months to get
this work complated; and she noted that the performance schedule was very clear on
when the work needed o be done o have it all completed within that time period,

Chairman Faietogo closed the public hearing.

Planning Commission Decision:

Vice-Chair Verrelt moved, seconded by Commissioner Saenz, o remove the
performance timeline and deny staff's recommendation for a revocation; and aliow the
applicant a year and a half to fully comply with code. (This motion was ultimately
withdrawn.)

Vice-Chalr Verrett moved, seconded by Commissioner Brimmer, o continue this matter
to the November 13, 2012, Planning Cormnmission meeting, allowing time for the

applicant and his consultant fo work with staff to meet the performance standards
describad in the conditions of approval within 2 certain time period.

Chairman Faletogo opened the public hearing.

Motion carried, 6-1, for the continuance (Commissioner Schaefer voted no; absent
Commissioners Diaz, Williams). ‘

T3, NEW BUSINESS DISCUSSION None
13, WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS  None —
14. WANAGER'S RERORT Nome

o -

15. COMMISSIONERS’ REP@W&N e
D

Commissioner Brimmer asked r‘gﬁ:n.a*{”fa workshop be scheduled for the Planning
Commission o address issues.inVolving the auto-felated properties along Main Street.

Planning Officer Reppsiated that there was a prior WOF‘@(S:R&BJH\/OWEQQ this area of Main
Street, but stat;gf”ﬂwat staff will plan a workshop to addregé““aasic reguiremenis for
setbacks, the-process related to compliance issues, policies and prﬁt:e@sres, and ethics
on how & accomplish compliance. She added that staff will also provide how much
suceess their efforis have gained and how much more needs fo be done. ™
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& CONSENT CALENDAR
xﬁ:\} Minutes:  September 25, 201 2: October &, 2012
MOTION:

Commissioner Saeraz noved, ;ﬁcmﬁﬁ:ﬁeﬁ by Commissioner E)@;a%i’f 0 approve ihe
september 25, 201 7" ang b Owi@b@ O, 20012 Minuiss as prasented.-Molion carried, 8-0.

10, CONTINUED @umﬁ@ H&AREM@

Y Modification No. 3 ﬁ@“ﬁp%ww \,ﬁﬁ@ @@?mﬁ% he., 108-74

Applicant’s He

The applicant, Nader Goborsi, is H%@%E ¢ & offe: year time axtension for 21 additional
maobilehome spaces at the u@!mgﬁ’ Love MOD e mg‘ﬁat% mobilehome park and adding
conditions of appmvai o add;@as the existing abandom‘e{} oll wells on the property. The
subject property is ocategj/m 17700 South Avalon Bouéwar&

y -z,‘l

Siaff Report and Rechmmendation; \\

e o e : LN
Associate Plaprier Naaseh advised that this matter is being continued to the
Commissions November 27, 2012 meseting.

Pﬁanmmw@ammfsmon Diecision: -,

Wﬁhﬁu‘ obiection, Chairman Faletogo continued  this matier 1o the Pmﬁﬂjng
"‘ﬁmmzss ion's Novembe—‘r 27,2012, meeting.

16, CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING

23 Conditionat Use Permit No, 83110

Anplicant's Reguest:

Staff is r@qu&m‘a g the Planning Commission consider revocation of Conditional Use
Harmit No. EE’”J%Q for ap auto repar business on a sife located in the ML-D
(Manufacturing, Light — Design Overlay) zoning district. The applicant is Reggie Guinic,
and the properiy is located al 21012 South Main Street.

Staff Recommendation:

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission choose one of the following options:

1. REVOKE Conditional Use Permit No. 831-10, WAIVE further reading and
ADOPT Resclution Ne. 12~ entiied, "A Resoiution of the Planning Commission
of the city of Carson revoking approvai of Conditionat Lise Permit No. 831-10 for
vehicle sarvice and auto repair use localed at 21012 South Main Street)” or

AN

CONTINUE the public hearing to November 27 2012; or

[N

revising the performance standards and conditions of approval to give the applicant Sk

DIRECT staff to modify Resolution No, 19-2412 and ADOPT & minute resolution %
+
additional fime
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Senior Planner Signo stated that while the applicant has made some progress, there
are still some major improvements that are required both on the interior and the exterior.

Chairman Falefogo asked stafl i they have an estimate of how much more monay this
a@pi;gam has to spend before all the reguired work s complele, noting the applicant nhas
indicated he's already spent $50,000.

Senior Planner Sigho siated he does not know how mu '*t‘ it will cost, noting the
applicant will need o get his own estimaies of what the work will cost. He added that
the applicant can contact the Building and Safety department for any related feas.

Commissioner Sasnz expressed his beliel a spray booth permit is nof required by cods,
that the applicant only needs an enclosed spray space.

Senior Planner Signo stated that building permits are required for the spray area.

Commissioner Saenz asked that staff pmmde mm Gommission with the municipal code
language requiring such permits.

Senior Plannar Signe explained for Chalrman Falefogo that the rear vard bathroom
should be set a minimum of 10 feat from the rear residential properiy line, pointing out
it's currentty up against the property line.

Commissioner uwism‘}f reiterated s concem with this client having o pay o fest a
hydrant that is localed across the street and not aven close to his property; and aiso
noted his concern with having 1o pay school fees.

Senior Planner Signo explained that had the property owner obtzined the proper
permits in the beginning, he still would have had 1o pay these feas,

Zeke Vidarr, representing the property owner, stated that some of the estimates o get
the reguired work done are from 350,000 fo $60,000; and expressed his belief a
continuance is nesded so ha can continue o work with the property owner and staff on
getling the necessary repairs compieted, noting he needs more fime for 2 better
undersianding of what's required. He advised that the property owner is out of money
put that he wants 1o make the improvemenis.

Commissioner Saenz expressed his  opinion  that bumpmr stops  are obsolete,
guestioning whythey are being required.

Senior Planner Signoe stated they are required when parking is next to g building or wall.
He mentioned that as of today, the site is displaying a new, unapproved bannat,

Mr. Vidarr expressed his belief that staff continues 1o pick at such small matters.

Commissionsr Gordon poinfed out that s the major work the applicant is not
undertaking that keeps bringing this matier back fo the Planning Commission. He
asked staff for clarification on whether the applicant is required to have a spray booth
enclosure.

o
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Senior Pianner Signo explained that they are required io have 2 designated aﬂray
booth.

There being ne further input, Chairman Faletogo cesed the public hearing.
Discussion ensued with regard to revising the performance schedule,

lanning Commission Decision:

Vice-Chair Verrett moved, secondad by Commmissioner Saenz, to continue this matier fo
the November 27, 2012, Planning Commissian meeting, giving the applicant and his
representative more time o work with staff on developing revised performance
standards for the compietion of the work that needs to be complsted. (This motion was
ultimately withdrawn

By way of = substiiute motion, Commissioner Schaefer moved, seconded by
Commissioner Diaz, to revoke Conditional Use Permit Mo, 831.10. This motion died as
follows:

AYES: Diaz, Schaefer

NOES: Brimmer, Faletogo, Goolsby, Gordon, Saenz, Verret
ABSTAIN:  HNone

ABSENT: None

By way of a substitute motion, Commissioner Brimmer moved, seconded by Chairman
raletogo, to adjust the timeling of the performance standards schedule, Nos. E, 8,7, 8,
and 9, compleling all the work on the performance standards list by April 24, 2013 that
staff and the applicant work (o come 1o a mutual agreement as to completing this work
by the April 24, 2013 deadiine; that if there is no agreement and the applicant cannot
compieis the work by that date, this matler will come before the Planning Commission
for revocation.

Bemng in agreement with this motion, Vice-Chair Verrett withdrew her originat motion
thus making Commissioner Brimmer's motion the only motion on the floor.

The motion camiad as follows:

AYES: Srimmer, Faletogo, Goolsby, Gordon, Saenz, WVerreft

NOES; Diaz, Schaeter

ABSTAIN:  Nons

ABRSENT: None

W%@N’F Ndaﬁ NEW BUSINESS DISCUSSION R

et

A) M@@aafm“?w to @emgm @veﬁ"éa;\f RevieWw No, 958-06

‘NM'%

R
The applicant,_ Hamig’ Pwmamdam is requesting %) ‘tnedify the conditions of approval of
Desi ign Ove;éay Feview No. 858-06 for a perimeter waﬂ“‘“&@uxﬁam feature and sione

veneael finish for the property located at 23601 South Avaion ma_ﬂe\?a«?dﬁnM

ﬁmgi cant's Reguest: "‘%\_




