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AGENDA

FOR THE REGULAR MEETINGS OF THE:

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
CITY COUNCIL

Council Chambers
11710 Telegraph Road
Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670

APRIL 8, 2010
6:00 P.M.

Befty Putnam, Mayor
Joseph D. Serrano, Sr., Mayor Pro Tem
Luis M. Gonzalez, Councilmember
William K. Rounds, Counciimember

.

Juanita A. Trujillo, Councilmember

Public Comment: The public is encouraged to
address City Council on any matter listed on
the agenda or on any other matter within its
jurisdiction. If you wish fo address the City
Council, please complete the card that is
provided at the rear entrance fo the Council
Chambers and hand the card to the City Clerk
or @ member of staff. City Council will hear
public comment on items listed on the
agenda during discussion of the matter and
prior to a vote. City Council will hear public
comment on matters notlisted on the agenda
during the Oral Communications period.

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

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

Please Nofe: Staff reports are available for
inspection at the office of the City Clerk, City
Hall, 11710 E. Telegraph Road during regular
business hours 7:30 a.m. — 5:30 p.m., Monday —
Friday. City Hall is closed every other Friday.
Telephone (562} 868-0511.




City of Santa Fe Springs

Community Development Commission/City Council _ April 8, 2010
CALLTO ORDER

ROLL CALL

Luis M. Gonzalez, Commissioner/Councilmember
William K. Rounds, Commissioner/Councilmember
Juanita A. Trujillo, Commissioner/Councilmember
Joseph D. Serrano, Sr., Vice-Chairperson/Mayor Pro Tem

Betty Putnam, Chairperson/Mayor

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

REPORT OF THE CITY MANAGER AND EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

| AWARD OF CONTRACT
Neighborhood Center Renovation and Modernization

Recommendation: Thatthe Community Development Commission accept the bids
for the subject project and award the contract to the lowest responsible bidder, if
acceptable.

JOINT PUBLIC HEARING
Approval of the Proposed Amendment to the Section 8 Administrative Plan

Recommendation: That the City Council and Community Development Community
Commission take the following action: 1) Open the Joint Public Hearing, hear a
presentation from staff on the matter, and thereafter receive comments from anyone
in the audience wishing to comment on the proposed amendment o the Section 8
Administrative Plan.; 2) Approve the proposed amendment to the Section 8
Administrative Plan in accordance with Section 5A of the United States Housing Act
of 1937 (USHA), as amended by Section 511 of the Quality Housing and Work
Responsibility Act of 1998.; and 3) Authorize the Executive Director of the Community
Development Commission to submit the approved amendment to the Section 8
Administrative Plan to the Housing Authority for the County of Los Angeles forinclusion
with the comprehensive Housing Agency Plan being submitted fo the Department of
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) in April 2010.

| NEW BUSINESS
Reconsideration of Development Approval Case No. 31

| Recommendation:  Staff recommends that the Community Development
Commission take the following actions: 1) Find and determine that the proposed test
rack and appurtenantimprovements will not be detrimental to persons or properties
in the surrounding area or the City in general, and will be in conformance with the
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overall purpose and objective of the Zoning Regulations and consistent with the
goals, policies and program of the City's General Plan.; 2) Find that approval of
Reconsideration of DPA Case No. 31 is pursuant to and in furtherance of the
Redevelopment Plan for the Consolidated Redevelopment Project Area anis within
the scope of the Program EIR which was prepared for said Redevelopment Project
Areq, and that no new significant effects could occur or no new mitigation measures
or environmental document would be required.; and 3) Approve Reconsideration of
DPA Case No. 31 subject to the conditions of approval as contained within this staff
report.

Reconsideration Of Development Approval Case No. 310

Recommendation:  Staff recommends that the Community Development
Commission take the following actions: 1) Find and determine that the proposed
addition and appurtenant improvements will not be detfrimental fo persons or
properties in the surrounding area or to the City in general, and will be in
conformance with the overall purpose and objective of the Zoning Regulations and
consistent with the goals, policies and program of the City’'s General Plan.; 2) Find
that approval of Reconsideration of DPA Case No. 310 is pursuant to and in
furtherance of the Redevelopment Plan for the Consolidated Redevelopment Project
Area and is within the scope of the Program EIR which was prepared for said
Redevelopment Plan and Final Subsequent EIR for the Consolidated Redevelopment
Project Area, and that no new significant effects could occur or no new mitigation
measures or environmental document would be required.; and 3) Approve
Reconsideration of DPA Case No. 310 subject to the conditions of approval as
contained within this staff report.

Designation of Developer with Whom Staff Will Initiate Negofiations for the
Construction of Affordable Housing on the 3.9 acre CDC-owned property at 13231 &
13241 Lakeland Road

Recommendation: That the Community Development Commission (CDC) designate
the joint venture team of East LA Community Corporation (ELACC) and National
Community Renaissance (CORE) as the Developer with whom Staff will negotiate an
agreement to construct affordable housing on the 3.9 acre site owned by the CDC
at 13231 & 13241 Lakeland Road.
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CITY COUNCIL

ORDINANCE FOR PASSAGE
Ordinance No. 1009 — Adding a New Section (10.99) to Title 1, Chapter 10 of the City
Code Relating to the Payment of Taxes, Fees, and Fines to the City

Recommendation: That the City Council waive further reading and introduce
Ordinance No. 1009, an ordinance amending the City's Municipal Code.

NEW BUSINESS
Extension of Section 190 Aareement for the Valley View Avenue Grade Separation

Project

Recommendation: That the City Council take the following actions: 1) Approve the
Extension Agreement with the Cadlifornia Department of Transportation for the
allocation of Section 190 funds to the Valley View Avenue Grade Separation; and 2)
Authorize the Director of Public Works to execute the Agreement.

Consideration of Resolution No. 9249 Authorization Application Amendments and the
Expenditure of Funds in Order to Move Forward with an Energy Efficiency and
Conservation Block Grant Funds (EECBG) project

Recommendation: That the City Council approve Resolution No. 9249, which
authorizes the expenditure of funds on the proposed EECBC project, and authorizes
the amendments to the January 12, 2010 EECBG application.

CLOSED SESSION

CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGQOTIATOR

Agency Negotiator: City Manger

Employee Organizations: Santa Fe Springs Firemen's Association
Santa Fe Springs Employee’s Association

Please note: ltem Nos. 13-24 will commence in the 7:00 p.m. hour

INVOCATION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE -Youth Leadership Committee Members
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INTRODUCTIONS

Representatives from the Chamber of Commerce

Representatives from the Youth Leadership Committee

ANNOUNCEMENTS
PRESENTATIONS

Introduction of New Santa Fe Springs Policing Team Member

Proclaiming April 22, 2010 as “Earth Day in Santa Springs”

Proclaiming the Month of April 2010, as “Fair Housing Month”

APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS, COMMITTEES, COMMISSIONS

ORAL COMMUNICATIONS
This is the time when comments may be made by ln’reresfed persons on matters not

on the agenda having to do with City business.
EXECUTIVE TEAM REPORTS

ADJOURNMENT

| hereby certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California, that the foregoing
agenda was posted at the following locations; Santa Fe Springs City Hall, 11710 Telegraph Road;
Santa Fe Springs City Library, 11700 Telegraph Road; and the Town Center Plaza (Kiosk),
11740 Tele@raph Road, not less fhian 72 hours prior to the meeting.

I s? Q

@puit 1, 2000

| \Htan J. De{beén 7 Date

Deputy City Clerk
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> AWARD OF CONTRACT

Neighborhood Center Modernization and Renovation

RECOMMENDATION
That the Community Development Commission accept the bids for the subject
(project and award the contract to the lowest responsible bidder, if acceptable.

BACKGROUND

The Community Development Commission originally authorized the City Engineer to
| advertise for construction bids at its meeting of October 22, 2009 for the
Neighborhood Center Renovation and Modernization Project. Construction bids
were opened on January 14, 2010 and the Community Development Commission, at
its meeting of February 25, 2010, rejected the bids and authorized the City Engineer
to re-bid the subject project.

Bids were opened on March 30, 2010, however there has not been sufficient time to
evaluate the bid results. The apparent low bidder plus all of the bids received, and a
recommendation will be presented by an addendum to this report prior to the time of
the Community Development Commission meeting.

Frederick W. Latham aul Ashwort

City Manager Executive Director
Attachment(s)
None.
/’L,
eport Submitted By:  Don Jensen, Director Date of Report: April 1, 2010

Department of Public Works
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4 JOINT PUBLIC HEARING
NEW BUSINESS
Approval of the Proposed Amendment to the Section 8 Administrative Plan

It is recommended that the City Council and Community Development
- Commission take the following action:

1. Open the Joint Public Hearing, hear a presentation from staff on the matter,
and thereafter receive comments from anyone in the audience wishing to
comment on the proposed amendment to the Section 8 Administrative
Plan. :

- 2. Approve the proposed amendment to the Section 8 Administrative Plan in

’ accordance with Section 5A of the United States Housing Act of 1937
(USHA), as amended by Section 511 of the Quality Housing and Work °
Responsibility Act of 1998.

- 3. Authorize the Executive Director of the Community Development -
Commission to submit the approved amendment to the Section 8
Administrative Plan to the Housing Authority for the County of Los Angeles
for inclusion with the comprehensive Housing Agency Plan being submitted
to the Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) in April 2010.

BACKGROUND

On July 30, 2008, the federal Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008 Quality
Housing and Work Responsibility Act of 1998 (“QHWRA”) was signed into law which
enacted revisions to the United States Housing Act of 1937. These changes have,
among other things, instituted a requirement that all Public Housing Authorities
complete and adopt a Public Housing Agency Plan consisting of two parts: the Five-
Year Plan and the Annual Plan. However, on July 30, 2008, the President enacted
into law the Title VII of the Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008, providing
qualified public housing authorities, such as the City of Santa Fe Springs, an
exemption from the requirement to submit an Annual Plan. The City’s Section 8
Program is currently working under a previously approved Five-Year Plan and
Annual Plan. Consequently, the City Council and CDC are asked to approve the

Report Submitted By: Teresa Cavadllo - Date of Report: March 30, 2010
Planning and Development Department
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proposed revisions to the Section 8 Administrative Plan to conform to the
requirements of the QHWRA.

The Community Development Commission of the City of Santa Fe Springs (“CDC”)
is a Public Housing Authority that provides housing assistance under the federal
Section 8 Program. The CDC contracts with the Housing Authority for the County of
Los Angeles (“HACoLA”) to administer the Section 8 Program. Because HACoLA
administers the City’s Section 8 contracts, the proposed amendments have been
drafted by HACoLA for the CDC’s review and adoption.

STAFF REVIEW

City staff has reviewed the proposed amendments to the Administrative Plan and
found that the amendments conform to the housing goals established by the City
Council of the City of Santa Fe Springs.

PROPOSED ADMENDMENTS TO THE ADMINISTRATIVE PLAN

The following amendment to the Administrative Plan are proposed as follows:

ENTERPRISE INCOME VERIFICATION SYSTEM

HUD recently released a new module to its computer-matching system, the
enterprise Income Verification (EIV) System, that allows housing authorities to
report families who were terminated for adverse actions or who left the
program owing money to the Housing Authority.

The Housing Authority will now report all families to the EIV System who were
terminated for adverse actions or who left the program owing money to the HA.

PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE

The proposed changes to the Section 8 Annual Plan for FY 2010-2011, including the
proposed amendments to the Administrative Plan, were released for public review
on February 4, 2010. A copy of the amended Section 8 Annual Pian for FY 2010-
2011, and proposed revisions to the Administrative Plan, was placed on the public
counter in the Planning Department for the 45-day pubhc review and inspection
period from February 4, 2010 through March 22, 2010. HACoLA published the
Public Hearing Notice in the Los Angeles Times and Whittier Daily News advising

Report Submitted By: Teresa Cavallo Date of Report: March 30, 2010
Planning and Development Department
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the public that the proposed changes to the Section 8 Annual Plan for FY 2010-
2011, and the proposed amendment to the Administrative Plan, were available for
public inspection in Santa Fe Springs City Hall, and that the Community
Development Commission and City Council would conduct a joint public hearing on
the approval of the amended Section 8 Annual Plan for FY 2010-2011 and the
proposed revision to the Administrative Plan at a joint public hearing beginning at
6:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers on Thursday, April 8, 2010.

Frederick W. Latham Paul R. Ashworth
City Manager Executive Director
Attachments:

Certifications (2)

Report Submitted By: Teresa Cavallo

: Date of Report: March 30, 2010
Planning and Development Depariment




Certification by State or Local U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
Official of PHA Plans Consistency Office of Public and Indian Housing
with the Consolidated Plan Expires 4/30/2011

Certification by State or Local Official of PHA Plans Consistency with the
Consolidated Plan

L Paul Ashworth the Executive Director certify that the Five Year and
Annual PHA Plan of the Santa Fe Springs Housing Authority is consistent with the Consolidated Plan of
- Los Angeles Urban County  prepared pursuant to 24 CFR Part 91.

Signed / Dated by Appropriate State or Local Official

form HUD-50077-SL (1/2009)
OMB Approval No. 2577-0226




Civil Rights Certification U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
- Office of Public and Indian Housing

Expires 4/36/2011

Civil Rights Certification

Annual Certification and Board Resolution

Acting on behalf of the Board of Commissioners of the Public Housing Agency (PHA) listed below, as its Chairman or other
authorized PHA official if there is no Board of Commissioner, I approve the submission of the Plan for the PHA of which this
document is a part and make the following certification and agreement with the Department of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) in connection with the submission of the Plan and implementation thereof:

The PHA certifies that it will carry out the public housing program of the agency in conformity with title VI of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Fair Housing Act, section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, and title II of
the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, and will affirmatively further fair housing.

Santa Fe Springs Housing Authority CA 147

PHA Name PHA Number/HA Code

T hereby certify that all the information stated herein, as well as any information provided in the accompaniment herewith, is true and accurate. Warming: HUD will
prosecute false claims and statements. Conviction may result in criminal and/or civil penalties. (18 U.S.C. 1001, 1010, 1012; 31 U.S.C. 3729, 3802)

Name of Authorized Official Betty Putnam | Titee Mayor

Signature pae )4/08/2010

form HUD-50077-CR (1/2009)
OMB Approval No. 2577-0226
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NEW BUSINESS ‘

Reconsideration of Development Approval Case No. 31

A request to construct a temporary test rack 135' wide by 144' long by 135’ tall at the
westerly end of the most southerly building at 10805 Painter Avenue (APN: 8011-015-
005) in the M-2, Heavy Manufacturing Zone, within the Consolidated Redevelopment
Project Area. (Diane Henderson for Westmont Industries)

RECOMMENDATIONS

?flStaff recommends that the Community Development Commission take the Ti
following actions: ‘

1.  Find and determine that the proposed test rack and appurtenant -

: improvements will not be detrimental to persons or properties in the
surrounding area or to the City in general, and will be in conformance with
the overall purpose and objective of the Zoning Regulations and
consistent with the goals, policies and program of the City's General Plan.

2. Find that approval of Reconsideration of DPA Case No. 31 is pursuant to

: and in furtherance of the Redevelopment Plan for the Consolidated -
Redevelopment Project Area and is within the scope of the Program EIR
which was prepared for said Redevelopment Plan and Final Subsequent
EIR for the Consolidated Redevelopment Project Area, and that no new
significant effects could occur or no new mitigaton measures or -
environmental document would be required. :

3 ~ Approve Reconsideration of DPA Case No. 31 subject to the conditions of :
approval as contained within this staff report. :

BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

The property is located at 10805 Painter Avenue, at the southwest corner of Painter
Avenue and Florence Avenue in the M-2, Heavy Manufacturing Zone, within the
Consolidated Redevelopment Project Area. The property is developed with a stud and
plaster office building and several large metal buildings. Westmont Industries, which
also owns APN: 8011-015-041 and APN 8011-015-049 (all contiguous parcels) is a
custom manyfacturing shop that designs, manufactures and installs large high quality
specialty equipment for government, industrial, and commercial customers. The
properties have frontage on Florence Avenue, Painter Avenue and Shoemaker
Avenue.

Report By: W. Morrell, Planning and Development Dept. Date of Report: March 30, 2010

b
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Location Aerial ~Westmont Industries

e s : £

NORTH

The Planning Commission originally approved Development Plan Approval (DPA)
Case No. 31 on February 28, 1966 to erect a metal building within the setback area
along Painter Avenue. At its meeting of April 13, 1981, the Planning Commission
approved Modification Case No. 682, a request to provide less than the required
number of improved off-street parking spaces, and reconsidered Development Plan
Approval Case No. 31, a request to construct a metal addition and open crane way to
the existing building.

The current request is to construct a temporary test rack 135' wide by 144' long by
135" tall at the westerly end of the most southerly building. The structure was
designed by Caltrans and will be used to test traveling platforms. Duration of the
project is approximately six months for construction and 1 to 2 years of intermittent
testing.

Additional Information:

Westmont Industries will build five Traveling Maintenance Platforms for Caltrans.

Report By: W. Morrell, Planning and Development Dept. Date of Report: March 30, 2010
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These platforms will travel on rails that are mounted to the bottom of the Self
Anchored Suspension (SAS) Bridge that is under construction in Oakland. For more
information about the SAS, visit http:/baybridgeinfo.org/. Since the platforms are
based on a design that has features that have not been used on previous platforms,
Caltrans has decided to test the platform by designing the aforementioned test rack
(135’ wide by 144’ long by 35’ tall) that is the subject of this entitlement. Caltrans will
build the structure and erect it at the Westmont property.

The testing rack is a steel structure consisting of five main girders supported by
columns with five rails suspended from the girders. There will be no requirement for
electrical service or other utilities since the testing is done during day light and the
platforms are driven by air motors that get the air supply from existing compressors.
Westmont will build the five platforms and test two of them on this temporary
structure. The tests will take approximately 2 to 5 days each and adjustments will be
made based on Caltrans input. Once Caltrans approve the platforms, Westmont will
remove them along the test structure.

The proposed entitlement is before the CDC for approval because it is located within
the Consolidated Redevelopment Project Area, which requires development plan
approval to assure that proper attention is given to the siting of new structures,
additions or alterations to existing structures, particularly in regard to unsightly and
undesirable appearance, which would have an adverse effect on surrounding
properties and the community in general.

DEVELOPMENT PLAN PROPOSAL:

Site Plan: According to the site plan, the proposed test rack will be located west of
the existing 30,463 sq ft shop building. The structure measures 144'-4 % " x 135'-1
1/16" and is located approximately 772 feet from Painter Avenue and approximately
200 feet from Shoemaker Avenue.

Elevation (Sheet 746S2): The architectural elevations submitted for the proposed
test platform shows a structure that is 45' tall, 135' wide and 144' long.

Driveway/Circulation (Sheet C1.1)): Seven driveways serve the property: six are
located on Painter Avenue and 1 on Shoemaker Avenue. Based on the “partial east
elevation at access driveway” a fire truck is capable of driving under the test rack
unimpeded.

Parking:  Parking will not be impacted by the proposed test rack.

DEVELOPMENT PLAN APPROVAL - CDC'S CONSIDERATION.

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

Report By: W. Morrell, Planning and Development Dept. Date of Report: March 30, 2010
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following:

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

Pursuant to -§ 155.736 of the Zoning Regulations, the purpose of development plan
approval is to assure that proper attention is given to the siting of new structures or
additions or alterations to existing structures, particularly in regard to unsightly and
undesirable appearance, which would have an adverse effect on surrounding
properties and the community in general.

The architectural elevations submitted for the proposed test rack is not especially
architecturally atfractive when compared fo that of a typical new building. If should be
noted, however, that the structure is not a building so such a comparison would be
inappropriate. The structure is designed for a specified purpose; therefore,
functionality and not appearance was the determining design factor. Notwithstanding,
the structure is 772+ feet from Painter Avenue, 200+ feet from Shoemaker Avenue
and 300+t feet from Florence Avenue. Additionally, the height of the structure is less
than that of the height of the adjacent building.

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

See response (A) above.

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

See respohse (A) above.

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

The proposal does not involve the installation of landscaping, fencing or other
elements. None of these elements are germane to the proposed test structure. It
should be noted, however, that the entire area along Florence Avenue was recently
landscaped and provided with an irrigation system with a timer. Such landscaping
included new berms, new groundcover, shrubs and trees. This area previously
consisted of dirt and weeds.

GENERAL PLAN/ ZONING CONSISTENCY:

Report By: W. Morrell, Planning and Development Dept. Date of Report: March 30, 2010
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The proposed Project will also be in conformance with the General Plan land use
designation of “Industrial” and Zoning designation of M-2, Heavy Manufacturing, for
the subject property, and with Goal 2 & 5 and Policy 2.3 of the Land Use Element:

General Plan Land Use Element:

Goal 5: Provide an environment to stimulate local employment, community spirit,
property values, community stability, the tax base, and the viability of local
business.

Although the proposed test structure would not increase local employment
opportunities, it would be a financial boost to the bottom line of Westmont Industries,
which like so many other companies are subject to the current economic downturn.
Additionally, the nature and size of the project would provide continuous employment
for current employees.

General Plan Noise Element:
Goal 2. Incorporate noise consideration into land use planning decisions.

Policy 2.3: Use noise/land use compatibility standards as a guide for future planning
and development.

Condition No. 9 of the conditions of approval requires “all noises generated by the
proposed facility shall not exceed the maximum decibel levels established for the M-2,
Heavy Manufacturing Zone.” A copy of the Noise Level Table was provided to the
applicant.

For the reasons enumerated above, Staff is recommending approval of the
Reconsideration of Development Plan Approval Case No. 31, subject to the
conditions of approval as contained within the staff report.

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

The property is located at the southwest corner of Painter Avenue and Florence
Avenue with additional street frontage on Shoemaker Avenue. All aforementioned
Avenues are listed as “Major Arterial” within the Circulation Element of the City’s
General Plan.

ZONING, GENERAL PLAN AND LAND USE

Zoning on the subject property is M-2, Heavy Manufacturing. The zoning, general
plan and land use of the surrounding properties are as follows:

Report By: W. Morrell, Planning and Development Dept. Date of Report: March 30, 2010
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Table1: Surrounding Zoning, General Plan Designation, Zoning District
Direction | Zoning District gﬁ ||11eral Land Use

M-2 (Heavy . Supplier of pipeline materials
North Manufacturing) Industrial

M-2 (Heavy Welding and fabrication; building material
South Manufacturing) Industrial | supplier

M-2 (Heavy Maker of custom hand crafted
East Manufacturing) Industrial | mattresses; manufacture, design and

sale of corrugated packaging

M-2 (Heavy

West Manufacturing) Industrial | Equipment and tool rental
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL.:

ENGINEERING / PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT:
(Contact: Noe Negrete 562.868-0511 x7611)

1. That the applicant shall provide a drainage plan for review and approval by the
City Engineer. Drainage plan review fees will apply. The drainage plan shall
show elevations to ensure that no water puddles occur due to the proposed
facility.

2.. That the applicant shall comply with the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) program and shall require the general contractor
to implement storm water/urban runoff pollution prevention controls and Best
Management Practices (BMPs) on all construction sites in accordance with
Chapter 52 of the City Code.

DEPARTMENT OF FIRE - RESCUE (FIRE PREVENTION DIVISION)
(Contact: Bil Murphy 562.868-0511 x3703)

3.  That the applicant shall provide a site plan for Fire Department review. The site
plan shall show access roadway and on-site fire hydrants locations. The site
plan shall be drawn to scale between 20 to 40 feet per inch and include all
entrance gates that would be installed.

WASTE MANAGEMENT:
(Contact: Anita Jimenez 562.868-0511 x7361)

Report By: W. Morrell, Planning and Development Dept. Date of Report: March 30, 2010
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4.

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

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT:

(Contact:Wayne Morrell 562.868-0511 x7362)

5.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

That the applicant shall provide a revised site plan that accurately reflects the
boundaries of the three (3) parcels that comprise the overall project site.

That all vehicles associated with the businesses on the subject property shall be
parked on the subject site at all times. Off-site parking is not permitted. Vehicles
associated with the property shall not obstruct or impede any traffic.

That pursuant to Condition No. 5 of DPA Case No. 31, ingress or egress to the
subject property from Painter Avenue shall be limited to forward movement of all
vehicles. The backing in from Painter Avenue or backing out onto Painter
Avenue shall be expressly prohibited.

That ingress and egress to the subject property from Shoemaker Avenue shall
be limited to forward movement of all vehicles. The backing in from Shoemaker
Avenue or the backing out onto Shoemaker Avenue shall be expressly
prohibited.

That noises generated by the facility shall not exceed the maximum decibel
levels established for the M-2 Heavy Manufacturing Zone. (See attached Noise
Level Table).

That the proposed development of the facility should be substantially in
accordance with the plot plan and elevations submitted and on file with the City.
That if the time frame for the proposed facility extends beyond the projected two
(2) years, the Director of Planning and Development shall be notified as soon as
possible.

That all other requirements of the City’s Zoning Ordinance, Building Code,
Property Maintenance Ordinance, State and City Fire Code and all other
applicable County, State and Federal regulations and codes shall be complied
with.

That Reconsideration of DPA Case No. 31 shall not be valid until approved by
the Planning Commission and shall be subject to any other conditions the
Community Development Commission may deem to impose.

That Westmont Properties, Inc. agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless
the City of Santa Fe Springs, its agents, officers and employees from any claim,

Report By: W. Morrell, Planning and Development Dept. Date of Report: March 30, 2010
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ac