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Staff Report   
City of Manhattan Beach 

  
 

TO:  Honorable Mayor Mitch Ward and Members of the City Council 
 
THROUGH: Richard Thompson, Interim City Manager 
 
FROM: Laurie B. Jester, Acting Director of Community Development 
  Esteban M. Danna, Assistant Planner 
 
DATE: August 3, 2010 
 
SUBJECT: Consideration of Planning Commission Approval of a Use Permit Amendment to 

Allow the Extension of Hours of Operation for Izaka-Ya Restaurant, Located at 
1133 Highland Avenue. 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends that the City Council RECEIVE and FILE the Planning Commission’s 
approval of the Use Permit Amendment for the restaurant located at 1133 Highland Avenue. 
 
FISCAL IMPLICATION: 
There are no fiscal implications associated with the recommended action. 
 
BACKGROUND 
In April of 2010, Staff received an application for a Use Permit amendment for the subject 
property. At its regular meeting on July 14, 2010, the Planning Commission held a Public Hearing 
and adopted Resolution No. PC 10-04 (Exhibit A), approving the Use Permit amendment (4-1). 
The subject application proposes to expand the hours of operations.  
 
DISCUSSION 
Currently, the restaurant is restricted to operating hours from 11:30am to 2:30pm and 5:30pm to 
11pm Monday through Thursday and 5:30pm to midnight Fridays and Saturdays. The applicant 
proposed to amend the current use permit to allow the expansion of hours of operation from 11am 
to midnight everyday. The Planning Commission discussed the proposal and modified the hours of 
operation from 11am to 11pm Sunday through Wednesday and 11am to midnight Thursday 
through Saturday. Some of the Commissioners were concerned that increasing the hours to 
midnight everyday would have a negative impact on surrounding properties and potentially set a 
precedent for the Downtown. The public hearing was opened and the applicant’s representative 
addressed the Commission. No one else wished to speak before the Commission and thus the 
public hearing was closed. Upon discussion, the Commission compromised to approve an extended 
hour on Thursday, midday hours, and hours of operation on Sunday. 
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ALTERNATIVES: 
The alternative to the staff recommendation includes: 
 1. REMOVE this item from the Consent Calendar, APPEAL the decision of the Planning  
     Commission, and direct that a public hearing be scheduled. 
 
Attachments: A. Resolution No. PC 10-04 
  B. Planning Commission minutes excerpt 07/14/2010 
  C. Planning Commission Staff Report & Attachments (Exhibits A-E)   
       07/14/2010 
 



RESOLUTION NO, PC 10-03

RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION oF TIlE CITY OF
MANHATTAN BEACH APPROVING A USE PERMIT AMENDMENT TO
ALLOW EXTENSION OF OPERATING HOURS FOR A RESTAURANT
LOCATED AT 1133 HIGHLAND AVENUE (liaka Ya)

TIlE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH DOES
HEREBY RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS

SiTlON 1. The Planning Commission of the City of Manhattan Beach hereby makes the
following findings:

A. Pursuant to applicable law, the Planning Commission of the City of Manhattan Beach
conducted a public hearing on July 14, 2010, received testimony, and considered an
application for a use permit to allow extension uf operating huurs at an existing restaurant
located on the property legally described as Lots 11 and 12, Block 66, Manhattan Beach
Division No. 2., located at 1133 Highland Asenue in the City of Manhattan Beach.

B. The applicant for the subject project is Liaka-Ya, Inc. The owner of the property is Norma Ann
Maltz.

C. The extension of operation hours to the existing restaurant requires use permit approsal.

D. The conditions in Resolution No. BZA 84-55, the use permit in effect for the subject site,
does not specify hours of operation directly, but refers to policing litter and serving food
during all hours of operation. The Staff Report prepared for the Resolution No, BZA 84-55
defines the hours of operation and thus regulates the hours, as was common practice for
BZA resolutions in the 1980s.

E. The project is Categorically Exempt (Class I, Section 15301) fmm the requirements of the
California Enironmental Quality Act (CEQA) since it involves minor modification of an
existing use.

F. The project will not individually nor cumulatively have an adverse effect on wildlife resources,
as defined in Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code.

G. The General Plan designation ftr the property is Downtown Commercial. The General Plan
encourages commercial uses such as this that serve City residents, and are buffered from
residential areas.

H. A Coastal Development permit is not necessary since there are no relevant coastal issues
related to the subject application

I. Pursuant to Section 10.84.060 of the Manhattan Beach Municipal Code, the following findings
for the Use Permit are made:

1. The existing uses and proposed change in hours of operation are consistent with
Section 10.16.010 of the Manhattan Beach Zoning Code which states that the district
is intended to provide opportunities for commercial uses, to provide a broad range of



Resolution No, PC 10 04

conununits businesses, and to serve beach ‘ isitors,

2. The existine uses and proposed change of hours of operation pose no detrimental
ellects to the public health. saletv. or vclfare of persons working on the proposed
project site or on the adjacent properties. The proposed change of hours ill not he
detrimental to properties or improvements in the vicinit or to the general welfare of
the City. The proposed change in hours of operation is consistent ith the following
Goals and Policies of the General Plan:

Goal LU ft I: Support and ciicourage sniall businesses throughout the City.

(;oal LLT6.2: Encourage a diverse mix of businesses that support the local tax base,
are beneficial to residents, and support the economic needs of the community.

Goal LU 6.3: Recognize the ,ieed/r a variety of commercial development types and
de’ignate areas appropriate for each. Encourage development proposals that meet
the intent of these designations.

Goal L1J-7. 1: Encourage the upgrading and growth of businesses in the downtown
area to serve as a center fir the community and to meet the iieeds of local residents
and visitors’.

Goal L(!- 7.4: Encourage J,r.sI-Jloor Street front businesses with retail, restaurants,
service/commercial, and similar uses’ to promote lively pedestrian activity on
Downtown streets, miiud consider providing oni1ig regulations that support these uses.

3. The existing uses and proposed change in hours of operations will comply with the
conditions required br the district in which it is located.

4. The change of hours of operation would not adversely impact nearby resident or
commercial properties as they are related to traffic, parking. noise, vibration, odors,
personal safety, or aesthetics, or create demands exceeding the capacity of public
services and facilities, The proposed change will not affect the required on-site
parking and will not create an additional demand for public services and facilities
which cannot be mitigated.

J. This Resolution, upon its effectiveness, constitutes the Use Permit for the subject restaurant
and supersedes all previous resolutions pertaining to the restaurant use, including Resolution
BZA 84-55.

SECTION 2. The Planning Commission of the City of Manhattan Beach hereby APPROVES the
subject Use Permit Amendment subject to the following conditions:

Site Preparation / Construction
The project shall be in substantial compliance with the submitted plans and project
description as approed by the Planning Commission on July 14, 2010. Any substantial
deviation from the approved plans and project description must he reviewed and approved
by the Planning Commission.
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2. Modifications and improvements to the tenant space shall he in compliance with
applicable Building Division and Health Department regulations.

Operational Restrictions
. The restaurant shall operate as an eating and drinking establishment. The service of food

and heerages shall he primarily by employee sen ice to customers seated at tables and the
establishment shall have no take-out window

4. Hours of operation shall he limited to 11am to 11pm Sunday through Wednesday and
11am to midnight Thursday through Saturday, or as approved by the Department of
Alcoholic Beverage Control, whichever is more restrictive.

5. Alcohol service is limited to on-site consumption of beer and wine only. Sale of alcoholic
beverages for consumption nfl-premise is prohibited.

6. Alcohol service to customers shall occur only in conjunction with food service during all
hours ol’ operation.

7. Entertainment other than background music or television is prohibited. Any outside sound
or amplification system or equipment is prohibited. Noise emanating from the
establishment shall be in compliance with the Municipal Noise Ordinance.

8. The management of the property shall police the property and all areas adjacent to the
business during hours of operation to keep it free of litter and debris.

9. The operator of the facility shall pros ide adequate management and supervisory
techniques to prevent loitering and other security concerns outside the subject business.

10. The operation shall remain in compliance with all Fire and Building occupancy
requirements at all times.

Procedural

11. All provisions of the Use Permit are subject to review by the Community Development
Department 6 months after occupancy and yearly thereafter.

12. This Use Permit shall lapse two years after its date of approal, unless implemented or
extended pursuant to 10.84.090 of the Municipal Code.

13. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21089(b) and Fish and Game Code section
711 .4(c), the project is not operative, vested or final until the required filing fees are paid.

14. The applicant agrees, as a condition of approval of this project, to pay for all reasonable
legal and expert fees and expenses of the City of Manhattan Beach, in defending any
legal actions associated with the approval of this project brought against the City. In the
event such a legal action is filed against the project, the City shall estimate its expenses
for the litigation. Applicant shall deposit said amount with the City or enter into an
agreement with the City to pay such expenses as they become due.
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Resolution No. PC l004

15. At any time in the future, the Planning Commission or City Council may review the Use
Permit for the purposes of revocation or nmdilication. Modihcation may consist of
conditions deemed reasonable to mitigate or alleviate impacts to adiacent land uses.

Section 3. Pursuant to Ciovernment (‘ode Section 65009 and Code of Civil Procedure Section
1094.6. any action or proceeding to attack, review, set aside, void or annul this decision, or
concerning any of the proceedings, acts, or determinations taken, done or made prior to such
decision or to determine the reasonableness, legality or validity of any condition attached to this
decision shall not he maintained by any person unless the action or proceeding is commenced
within 90 days of the date of this resolution and the City Council is served within 120 days of the
date of this resolution. The City Clerk shall send a certified copy of this resolution to the
applicant, and if any, the appellant at the address of said person set firth in the record of the
proceedings and such mailing shall constitute the notice required by C(e of Civil Procedure
Section 1094.6.

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and
correct copy of the Resolution as adopted by the
Planning Commission at its regular meeting of July
14, 2010 and that said Resolution was adopted by
the followin vote:

AYES: Andreani, Lesser, Paralusz, Fasola

NOES: Seville-Jones

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

LAURIE B. JESTER,
Secretary to the Planning Commission

Sarah Boeschen
Recording Secretary
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CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH
IDRAFTJ PLANNING COMMISSION
MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETIN(;

JULY 14, 201(3

The Regular Meeting of the Planning Commission of the City of Manhattan Beach. California,
was held on the 14th day of July, 2010, at the hour of 6:35 p.m., in the City Council Chambers
of City Hall, at 1400 Highland Avenue, in said City.

A, ROLL CALL

Present: Andreani, Lesser, Paralusz, Seville-Jones, Chairman Fasola
Absent: None
Staff Present: Laurie Jester, Acting Director of Conmiunity Development

Estehan Danna. Assistant Planner
Carol Jacobson. Building Official
Recording Secretary. Sarah Boeschen

B. APPROVAL OF MINUTES — June 23. 2010

A motion was MADE and SECONDED (Seville-Jones/Lesser) to APPROVE the minutes of
June 23, 2010.

AYES: Lesser, Paralusz, Seville-Jones, Chairman Fasola
NOES: None
ABSENT: None
ABSTAIN: Andreani

C. AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION

D. PUBLIC HEARINGS

07/14/1 0-2 Consideration of a Use Permit Amendment to Allow the Extension of Hours
of Operation for Izaka-Ya Restaurant Located at 1133 Highland Avenue

Assistant Planner Danna summarized the staff report. He commented that the subject restaurant
is located in a commercial building with three tenant spaces on the ground level and four tenant
spaces on the second level. He indicated that the tenants on the ground level of the building are
food and restaurant services, and the tenants on the second level spaces are office uses. He
stated that the subject restaurant is currently operated under the 1984 Board of Zoning
Adjustment Board Use Permit. He indicated that the site has historically been occupied by
restaurants. He said that the subject restaurant is currently restricted to operating hours between
11:30 am. to 2:30 p.m. and 5:30 p.m. to 11:00 p.m. Mondays through Thursdays and 11:30
am. to 2:30 p.m. and 5:30 p.m. to midnight on Fridays and Saturdays. He indicated that the
proposed hours are 11:00 am. to midnight seven days a week. He commented that the project
was noticed to properties within 500 feet and advertised in the Beach Reporter. He said that the
proposed hours are fairly typical for restaurants in the downtown area, and staff does not have
any concerns with the proposal. He indicated that the applicant intends to file a request with
the ABC (Alcoholic Beverage Control) to change the license to reflect the expanded hours of
operation. He said that the current license from the ABC allows for the sale of beer and wine at
the restaurant, and no change is proposed for the type of license. He indicated that staff has
received no comments from the public regarding the proposal.

I Drafil Planning Commission Meeting Minutes of Page I of 15
July 14. 2010
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commissioner Seville Jones commented that the chart provided in the staff report indicates that
16 of the 33 restaurants in the downtown area have earlier closing hours during the week than
on Friday and Saturday nights. She said that she would have a concern that having a single
closing time seen days a week would set a precedent for other establishments.

In response to a question from Commissioner Seville Jones. Assistant Planner Danna
commented that approving hours until midnight seven days a week for a particulai
establishment can be based on factors such as whether there are any concerns with noise or
disturbances. He stated that there is not evidence showing that there have been any
disturbances at the subject restaurant.

Commissioner Seville-Jones asked if there are any concerns with additional traffic that would
result from allowing the later closing hours. She asked if staff foels there are already a
sufficient number of restaurants in the downtown area that are open until midnight during the
week in the downtown area.

Acting Director Jester pointed out that each application for a Use Permit is viewed on its own
merit. She commented that each site is different in terms of proximity to residential properties
and parking and whether there is a history of complaints. She indicated that the proposal with
the subject restaurant is for beer and wine service and not for full alcohol service. She
indicated that the Commission can determine whether they feel the findings can be made to
approve the extended hours. She indicated that staff has provided the Commissioners with the
hours of other establishments so that they have that information in helping to make their
determination.

In response to a question from Commissioner Lesser, Assistant Planner Danna indicated that
bars and other establishments with full alcohol service where people generally stay for a longer
duration will typically have split hours between weeknights and weekends, He said that the
function of the subject establishment is as a restaurant, and staff did not feel it was necessary to
differentiate the hours for wecknights and weekends.

In response to a question from Commissioner Lesser, Assistant Planner Danna said that staff is
not aware of any complaints that were received for the establishment while it was operated by
the former owner. He stated that the current operator has been established for several months,
and no complaints have been received. He commented that the proposal seems to meet the
goals of the General Plan for the downtown area.

Commissioner Paralusz pointed out that the Kettle, which is located across the street from the
subject site, is open 24 hours every day.

In response to a question from Chairman Fasola, Acting Director Jester indicated that generally
the weekend and holidays or during special events is typically when most complaints are made.
She commented that Thursday nights have become more like a typical weekend night.

Commissioner Seville-Jones asked whether there is a concern that the granting the extension
would result in more traffic in the downtown area for an additional hour on weekdays.

Assistant Planner Danna said that it is difficult to determine the additional impact on traffic
because it is not certain how many people would patronize the restaurant during the additional
hour.

Chairman Fasola opened the public hearing.

[Draft] Planning Commission Meeting Minutes of Page 2 of 1 5
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Kevin Franklin, representing the applicant, commented that the ABC requires approval by the
City before they will approve modified hours for alcohol service, He said that being open until
midnight ould result in more patrons at the restaurant, as the intent for extending hours is to
increase business. He pointed out that the subject property is located in a commercial area and
is more than 100 feet away from any residents. He indicated that other commercial
developments pros ide a buffer between the subject site and the nearest residents. He pointed
out that there is no live entertainment or dancing proposed for the establishment. He stated that
none of the restaurants operated by the applicant have received any ABC violations. He
commented that it is traditional for sushi restaurants to close between 3:00 p.m. and 5:00 p.m.,
hut the applicant wishes to remain open during those hours to better accommodate customers.

Chairman Fasola closed the public hearing.

Chairman Fasola pointed out that the subject establishment is not located adjacent to residences
and has not generated any problems. He stated that he does not see any reason to limit the
hours. He stated that many bars are open until 1:00 a.m. or 2:00 a.m. which generate more
noise than the subject restaurant.

Commissioner Seville4ones said that she feels it is too narrow to only consider the proximity
of the nearest residents in determining whether the hours should he extended. She pointed out
that almost half of the restaurants in the downtown area have a closing hour that is 11:00 p.m.
or earlier on Sundays through Thursdays. She said that there is good public policy in having
restaurants closing earlier during the week to reduce traffic and noise. She stated that there are
currently plenty of establishments in the downtown area where people can get a late night drink
or meal. She indicated that the proposal would set a precedent for other small restaurants that
may request to remain open until midnight which would result in more traffic and parking
impacts. She said that she has difficulty making the finding that the extended hours on
weeknights would not result in an adverse impact.

Commissioner Andreani indicated that she also is in favor of allowing different hours of
operation for weekdays and weekends. She indicated that she would support allowing the
restaurant to open at 11:00 a.m. every day and to remain open through the evening hours. She
stated that the proposed hours until midnight every night would set a precedent and is not in
keeping with the ambiance that is intended for the City. She said that she is not aware of issues
regarding noise at the location, but she has noticed lines of patrons forming outside of the
restaurant. She indicated that Simmzy’s has different operating hours on weeknights and on
weekends and is located on the same property as the subject restaurant.

Commissioner Lesser said that he is swayed toward granting the proposed hours because the
subject site is not adjacent to residences. He also pointed out that there are public parking lots
nearby the subject site. He said that he does not feel the main concern is whether there is a
bifurcation of hours between weeknights and weekends but rather whether the closing hours are
appropriate considering the hours of other establishments in the downtown area. He stated that
the Kettle across from the subject site is open 24 hours, and some of the restaurants to the east
of the subject site have much later closing hours than are proposed even with bifurcated hours.
He said that he feels he can make the specific findings for allowing the proposed hours at the
subject location. He also indicated that the establishment does have a history of operating as a
restaurant with alcohol service secondary to food service. He commented that although the
Commission considers each project in an individual basis, it is true that a precedent is
somewhat set with approvals that are granted. He commented that he would have liked more
information included in the staff report regarding the criteria that staff used in evaluating the
proposal. He said that the City Council has previously made an express decision to limit the
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hours of operation for establishments in the downtosn area, and he does acknowledge the
concerns raised by Commissioner Seville4ones. He said, however, that he does not feel the
subject application would provide a party atmosphere to the downtown area, and he can support
the expansion of hours as proposed.

Commissioner Paralusi pointed out that many restaurants that are nearby to the subject site are
open later than midnight every night. She said that it is not likely that many people will eat
dinner at the subject restaurant at 11:00 p.m. on weekdays. She commented that she is sensitive
to the concerns raised by Commissioner Seville4ones, but she does not want to employ a
blanket approach to approving hours, She indicated that the establishment has not generated
complaints in the past, and there is not a proposal for live entertainment or dancing. She stated
that she supports the application.

In response to a question from Chairman Fasola, Acting Director Jester commented that she
cannot recall any requests for an increase in operating hours other than for Petros and Sashi, as
well as Shade. She indicated that operators are reevaluating their businesses and determining
ways in which to attract customers with the current economy, which could result in more
requests for increasing hours. She pointed out that each proposal is considered on an individual
basis. She stated that the subject establishment serves beer and wine only. She also
commented that the restaurant also has no live entertainment or dancing. She said that staff is
not aware of any complaints to the City or the Police Department regarding the establishment.

Commissioner Seville4ones commented that currently there is a split in the downtown area of
closing times for restaurants, and the question is whether the mix of closing times is the correct
balance. She said that for every restaurant that is open late, there is also a restaurant that has
earlier closing times on weeknights than on weekends. She commented that the decisions of
the Commission are often cited later by other applicants with similar requests. She said that
approving longer hours for an applicant would result in the approval of other similar requests
and in residents having to endure increased traffic every night. She said that she believes that
the reason for the request is for the applicant to accommodate patrons later at night. She
indicated that she does not feel there is a reason for granting the extra hour on weeknights if it
is not anticipated that the applicant will have patrons during that time. She indicated that if the
applicant does have patrons until midnight, it would result in more traffic being generated
during later hours. She stated that she believes there are a sufficient number of restaurants in
the downtown area that are open until later hours.

Chairman Fasola stated that approving longer operating hours for the subject restaurant would
set a precedent that could result in a gradual creep of more establishments generating more
noise during later hours. He indicated that the applicant has not operated that restaurant for
very long and has not had an opportunity to establish their operation. He said that an option
would he to grant the request for additional hours during the afternoon and then allowing the
applicant to return in a year for the closing hours at midnight. He pointed out that many
restaurants that are entitled to operate during later hours do not necessarily remain open until
that time. He said that he would not he in favor of granting the extra hours simply to help the
applicant because of the current poor economy, as the economy will change in the future.

Commissioner Lesser said that he does share the concern of Commissioner Seville4ones
regarding the hours for other establishments slowly being expanded if a precedent is set by the
subject restaurant. He stated, however, that he does not feel the subject application would
result in many of the concerns, particularly because of the mix of customers that the restaurant
attracts. He commented that he personally would prefer to have the option of going to the
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subject restaurant for a late night dinner on weeknights rather than going to some of the other
establishments in town that have a louder atmosphere.

Commissioner Andreani said that she is also concerned with not changing the nature of the
downtown area. She said that she is suggesting that the restaurant open at 11:00 a.m. every day
and close at 11:00 p.m. Sunday through Wednesday and midnight Thursday through Saturday.
She indicated that there are several restaurants in the downtown area that close at midnight.
She indicated that she also does not believe it is the role of the Commission to help restaurants
increase their revenue during the current poor economic condition by increasing hours.

A motion was MADE (Seville-Jones) to APPROVE a Use Permit Amendment to Allow the
Extension of Hours of Operation for Iiaka Ya Restaurant from 11:00 a.m. until 11:00 p.m.
Sunday through Thursday and 11:00 a.m. until midnight on Fridays and Saturdays.

There was no second to the motion.

In response to a question from Commissioner Lesser, Mr. Franklin indicated that the applicant
would accept the hours as suggested by Commissioner Andreani. He pointed out that condition
15 allows the Commission and City Council to review the Use Permit at any time at the
expense of the applicant.

Acting Director Jester said that Condition 15 indicates that the City has the ability through the
Zoning Code to have a revocation hearing of the Use Permit if issues arise regarding the
establishment. She commented that it is a public process that needs to he noticed, She said that
there must be a clear history of issues before the conditions would he modified or the permit
revoked.

Commissioner Seville-Jones commented that she feels like Thursdays are the same as other
weeknights and should not be treated the same as a weekend night.

Chairman Fasola said that he would support approving the applicant’s request for the restaurant
to remain open during the afternoon hours now and allowing the applicant to come back in a
year after they are better established to request hours until midnight.

Commissioner Paralusz commented that she would support allowing operating hours until
midnight on Thursdays. She said that many people have work schedules with Fridays off which
allows them to stay out later on Thursday evenings.

A motion was MADE and SECONDED (Andreani/Lesser) to APPROVE a Use Permit
Amendment to Allow the Extension of Hours of Operation for Izaka-Ya Restaurant Located at
1133 Highland Avenue from 11:00 a.m. to 11:00 p.m. Sunday through Wednesday and from
11:00 am. to midnight Thursday through Saturday with no requirement to close between 2:30
p.m. and 5:30 p.m.

AYES: Andreani, Lesser, Paralusz, Chairman Fasola
NOES: Seville-Jones
ABSENT: None
ABSTAIN: None

Acting Director Jester explained the appeal process and indicated that the item will be placed
on the City Council’s Consent Calendar for their meeting of August 3, 2010.
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FROM:

BY:

DATE:

Planning Commission

July 14, 2010

SUBJECT: Consideration of Use Permit Amendment to Allow the Extension of Hours of
Operation for lzaka-Ya Restaurant Located at 1133 Highland Avenue.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission CONDUCT the Public Hearing and APPROVE
the request to increase the hours of operation (current: 11:30am to 2:30pm and 5:30pm to 11pm
Monday through Thursday and 5:30pm to midnight Fridays and Saturdays; proposed: 11am to
midnight everyday).

APPLICANT
Izaka-Ya, Inc.
16633 Ventura Blvd,, No. 1212
Encino, CA 91436

PROJECT OVERVIEW
Location
Location
Area District

Coastal Zone

Landuse
General Plan
Zoning
Existing Land Use
Neighboring Zoning

OWNER
Norma Ann Maltz
1970 Silver Leaf Circle
Carlsbad. CA 92009

West CD — Downtown Commercial

I
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CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH
DF PAR I MEN I OF COMMUNH Y DEVLLOPMLN 1’

Lurie B. Jester, Acting Director of Community Developmeot

Esteban Danna, Assistant Planner (1

1133 Highland Avenue
ifi
Lots 11 and 12, Block 66, Manhattan Beach Division No. 2.
Non-Appealable

Downtown Commercial
CD — Downtown Commercial
Commercial Building with restaurant and office uses
North CD - Downtown Commercial
South CD — Downtown Commercial
East CD — Downtown Commercial



ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
The Project is Categorically Lxempt from the requirements of the California hn’ ironmental Quality
Act CEQAt, pursuant to Class 1, Section 15301 based on stalls determination that the use on the
property does not change and thus will not have a significant impact on the environment.

BACKGROUND:
The subject property is currently developed with a commercial building consisting of three tenant
spaces on the ground floor and flur tenant spaces on the second floor. All tenant spaces on the
ground floor have restaurant/food service uses (Siminzy’s, Starhucks, and IiakaYa). All tenant
spaces on the second floor have office uses. The subject restaurant facility, formerly Octopus
Restaurant, is currently occupied by the applicant, 1takaYa, under an existing 1984 Board of
Zoning Adjustment (BZA) use permit tExhibit B) Historically, restaurant uses have occupied the
subject space. The conditions in the current use permit does not specify hours ot operation directly,
hut reirs to policing litter and serving food during all hours of operation. The Staff Report
prepared for the current use permit defines the hours of operation and thus regulates the hours, as
was common practice for BZA resolutions in the 1 980s.

DISCUSSION:
Currently, the restaurant is restricted to operating hours from 11:30am to 2:30pm and 5:30pm to
11pm Monday through Thursday and 5:30pm to midnight Fridays and Saturdays. The applicant
proposes to amend the current use permit to allow the expansion of hours of operation to 11am to
midnight everyday. The proposed hours of operation are fairly typical for restaurants in the
downtown area and staff has no concerns with the proposed new hours of operation (Exhibit C).

The City’s Police Department reviewed the application and expressed concerns since the existing
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC) license allows alcoholic beverage service lOam
to 11pm Monday through Thursday. lOam to 11:30pm Friday and Saturday. and 5pm to 10:30pm
Sunday. The applicanfs representative has indicated that the applicant intends to file a request with
the ABC to change the license to reflect the expanded hours of operation. The current ABC license
allows sale of beer and wine only for which no change is proposed.

Other departments did not express concerns for the proposed use permit amendment. A Coastal
Development permit is not required since there are no relevant coastal issues related to the subject
application.

Use Permit Findings
In order to approve a Use Permit or an amendment to a Use Permit the following findings must be
made by the Planning Commission in accordance with MBMC Section 10.84.060. The findings are
met as follows:

1. The proposed location of the use is in accord with the objectives of this title and the purposes of
the district iii which the site is located.
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The building is located within the downtown commercial district, The existing uses and
proposed change of hours of operation are consistent with MI3MC Section 10. 16.010 which
states that the district is intended to provide opportunities for commercEal uses, to provide a
hroad range of community husine.ses, and to serve beach visitors.

2. ihe proposed location of the u cc and the proposed condirion.s under which it would be operated
or maintained will be consistent wit!, the General Plan: will not be detrimental to the public
health, ca/’tv or we/fire of persons resithrig or working on the proposed project site or hi or
adjacent to the nciç’hborhood of sin ‘h use,’ (liiI ui/f nor be detrimental to properties’ Oi

unproveinents in the vicinity or to I/IL’ general ut’elfure ott/ic uit’.

The existing uses and proposed change of hours of operation pose no detrimental effects to the
puhlic health, safety, or welfare of persons working on the proposed project site or on the
adjacent properties. The proposed change of hours will not he detriniental to properties or
irnproements in the vicinity or to the general welfare of the City.

The General Plan of the City of Manhattan Beach poses certain goals and policies which reflect
the expectations and wishes of the City with respect to land uses, Specifically, the project is
consistent with the following Goals and Policies of the General Plan:

Goal L[]—6. 1: Support and encourage sinai! businesses throughout the City.

Goal LU-6.2: Encourage a diverse mix of’ businesses that cupport the local tax base, are
beneficial to residents, and support the economic needs of the comniunitv.

Goal 111-6.3: Recognize the izeed for a variety of commercial development tpes and designate
areas appropriate /r em ‘h. Encourage de velopmnent proposals that meet the
intent of these designations.

Goal LU-7. I: Encourage the upgrading and growth ofbusinesses in the downtown area to serve
as a center fir the community and to meet the needs of local residents and
visitors.

Goal LU-7.4: Encourage first-floor street front businesses wit/i retail, restaurants,
service/commercial, and similar uses to promote lively pedestrian activity on
Downtown streets, and consider providing zoning regulations that support
these uses.

3. The proposed use will camp/v with the provisions of this title, inc/tiding any specific condition
requiredJir the proposed use in the district in ui.’hich it would he located;

The existing uses and proposed change of hours of operation will comply with the conditions
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required fur the district in which it is located.

4. The proposed use wi/I not adverse/v impact nor be adversely inipacted by nearby properties.
Potential inzpacr are related hut not necessarily limited to: traffic, parking, noise, vthrat,on,
odors, resident security and personal .saJety, and aesthetics, or create demands exceeding the
capacity of public serwce.s andfacilities shich cannot he mitigated.

The change of hours of operation would not adversely impact nearby resident or commercial
properties as they are related to (rat tic, parking. noise, vibration, odors, personal safety. or
aesthetics. or create demands exceeding the capacity of public services and facilities. The
proposed change will not affect the required on-site parking and will not create an additional
demand fir public services and facilities which cannot be mitigated.

Planning (‘ommission Authority
In accordance with Chapter 1(184 of the MBMC, the Planning Commission conducts a public
hearing arid has the authority to approve, approve with conditions or deny the Use Permit
Amendment and a Variance. With any action the Use Permits findings must be considered
(l0.84.06() A). and conditions (10.84.070) may he placed on an application. The Commission has
the ability to approe only portions of the request and modify the proposal to meet the Use Permit
purpose. findings, and criteria.

Public Input
A public notice for the project was mailed to the property owners within 500 feet of the site and
published in the Beach Reporter newspaper. Staff did not receive any comments at the writing of
this report.

CONCLUSION
The project before the Planning Commission is an Amendment to the Use Permit for Jzaka-Ya
restaurant. Staff recommends that the Planning Commission review the information presented in
the report, open the public hearing, discuss the project, close the public hearing, and adopt the draft
resolution. The Resolution will replace the existing Resolution No. BZA 84-55.

Attachments:
A. Draft Resolution No. PC l0-XX
B. Staff Report and Resolution No. BZA 84-55
C. ABC Licenses in Downtown Manhattan Beach
D. Vicinity Map
E. Application Materials
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DRAFt’ RESOLUTION NO. PC IO-XX

RESOELT1ON OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
MANIIA’Il’AN BEACH APPROVING A USE PERMIT AMENDMENT TO
AI,IAWi EXTENSION OF OPFRTING HOURS FOR A RESTAURANT
LOCATED AT 1133 HICIILANI) AVENUE liaka Yat

THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE (1TY OF NIANHATIAN BEACH D()FS
HEREBY RESOLVE AS FOLIA)WS

SUC11ONI. The Plann,n2 Commission of the Cit of Manhattan Beach hereh makes the
following findings:

A. Pursuant to applicable law, the Planning Commission of the City of Manhattan Beach
conducted a public tearing on July 14, 2010. receised testimony, and considered an
application flr a use permit to allow extension of operatine hours at an existing restaurant
located on the property legally described as 1.ots II and 2. Block 66. Manhattan Beach
Diision No. 2.. located at II 33 Highland Avenue in the Cit of Manhattan Beach.

13. ‘The applicant for the subject project is L’aka ‘ia. Inc. The owner of the property is Norma Ann
Malt,,

C. The extension of operation hours to the existing restaurant requires use permit approval.

D. The conditions in Resolution No. BZA 84-55, the use permit in effect ti>r the subject site.
does not specify hours of operation directly, hut refers to policing litter and serving food
during all hours of operation. The Stall Report prepared lhr the Resolution No. }3ZA 84-55
defines the hours of operation and thus regulates the hours, as was common practice for
BZA resolutions in the 1980s.

F. The project is Categorically Exempt (Class I, Section 15301) from the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) since it involves minor modification of an
existing use.

F. The project will not individually nor cumulatively have an adverse elfixt on wildlift resources.
as defined in Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game (‘ode.

G. The General Plan designation for the property is Downtown Commercial. The General Plan
encourages commercial uses such as this that serve City residents, and are buffered from
residential areas.

F-I. A Coastal Deseloprnenr permit is not necessary since there are no relexant coastal issues
related to the subject application

I. Pursuant to Section 10.84.060 of the Manhattan Beach Municipal Code, the following findings
for the Use Permit are made:

I. The existing uses and proposed change in hours of operation are consistent with
Section 10.16.010 of the Manhattan Beach Zoning Code which states that the district
is intended to provide opportunities for commercial uses, to provide a broad range of

EXHIBIT
LA



RC5OlUtiOll No P( 10 XX

cIiuntt I ismesses, and to serse beach ‘ isitors

2. rhe existing uses and proposed change of hours of operation pose no detrimental
chats to the public health, safety or \seliaitl of persons working on the proposed
projeu site or on the ad1acent properties. The proposed change of hours will not he
detrimental to properties ‘r impro ena.’nts in the ‘ rein i tv or to the general welt ire of
the Ciis - The proposed change in hours of operation is Consistent with the billowing
Goals and Policies of the General Plan:

(;(k,l II! 6 / Support mu! encouraife niall bu%ines.c. throughout the City.

Goal LII 6.2: Encourage a diverse mix of hu.sinec.se that wpport the local ta base,
arc beneficial to residents, and .support the ci onomic needr of the community

(iou LI1 6.3: Recoç’nce the imeed for a vii ru’t’ / commercial de eli pmcn t tvpe.s and
desi’,,ate areas appr’’priare for each. Eniourae development pn pi oalc i/out meet
the intent of there de.signath;n.,

Goal Lii 7,1: Encourage the upgrading and grout/i of businesses in the downtown
area to .serre a. a center fuir the comnniunity and to meet the needy of local residents
and visitors.

Goal I LI- 7,4: Encourage first floor street front businesses with retail, restaurants,
servii ‘eli ‘onu,wri’,al, and ,w,nilar uses to prmnote lively pedestrian activity on
Downtown streets, and consoler providing coning regulations that support these use.s.

3. The existing uses and proposed change in hours of operations will comply with the
conditions iequired for the district in which it is located.

4. The change of hours of operation would not adversely impact nearby resident or
commercial properties as they are related to traffic, parking, noise. sibration, odors,
personal safety, or aesthetics, or create demands exceeding the capacity of public
services and facilities. The proposed change will not affect the required on-site
parking and will no create an additional demand for public services and facilities
which cannot he mitigated.

J. This Resolution, upon its effectiveness.,c)ts1itutes the Use Permit for the subject restaurant
and supersedes all previous resolutions pertaining to the restaurant use, including Resolution
BZA 84-55.

SECTION The Planning Commission of the City of Manhattan Beach hereby APPROVES the
subject Use Permit Amendment subject to the following conditions:

Site Preparation! Construction
The project shall he in substantial compliance with the submitted plans and project
description as approved by the Planning Commission on July 14, 2010. Any substantial
deviation from the approved plans and project description must be reviewed and approved
by the Planning Commission.



Rcsolutk’n o. PC’ 0—XX

.2. Modilications and improvements to the tenant space shall he in compliance itli
applicable BuiIdint Division and Health Department regulations.

Operational Restrictions
3. The restaurant shall operate as an eating and drinking establishment. The service of I’ood

and beverages shall he primarily by employee service to customers seated at tables and the
establishment shall have no takeout vindow.

4. Hours of operation shall be limited to 11am to midnight eveiyday or as approved by the
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control, whichever is more restrictive.

5. Alcohol service is lindted to onsite consumption of beer and wine only. Sale of alcoholic
beverages for consumption offprernise is prohibited.

6. Alcohol sets ice to customers shall occur only in conjunction with liod service during all
hours of operation.

7. Entertainment other than background music or television is prohibited. Any outside sound
or amplification system or equipment is prohibited. Noise emanating from the
establishment shall he in compliance with the Municipal Noise Ordinance.

8 The management of the property shall police the property and all areas adjacent to the
business during hours of operation to keep it free of litter and debris,

9. The operator of the facility shall provide adequate management and supervisoty
techniques to prevent loitering and other security concerns outside the subject business.

Ii. The operation shall remain in compliance with all Fire and Building occupancy
requirements at all times.

Procedural

I. All provisions of the Use Permit arc subject to review by the Community Development
Department 6 months after occupancy and yearly therealler.

12. This Use Permit shall lapse two years after its date of approval, unless implemented or
extended pursuant to 10,84,090 of the Municipal Code.

13. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21089(b) and Fish and Game Code section
711.4(c), the project is not operative, vested or final until the required filing fees are paid.

14. The applicant agrees, as a condition of approval of this project, to pay for all reasonable
legal and expert fees and expenses of the City of Manhattan Beach, in defending any
legal actions associated with the approval of this project brought against the City. In the
event such a legal action is filed against the project, the City shall estimate its expenses
for the litigation. Applicant shall deposit said amount with the City or enter into an
agreement with the City to pay such expenses as they become due.

-3—
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15 At any time in the future, the Planning (‘onimission or (‘ity Council may resicw the Use
Permit fw the purposes of revocation or modilication. Modilication may consist ol
conditions deemed reasonable to miticate or alle tate impacts to adjacent land uses.

Section . Pursuant to (iovernment (ode Section f50(ln and Code of (‘is ii Procedure Section
I 094.6, any action or proceeding to attack, review. set aside. soid ot annul this decision, or
concerning any of the proceedings. acts, or determinations taken, done or made prior to such
decision or to determine the reasonableness, legality or validity of any condition attached to this
decision shall not he maintained by any person unless the action or proceeding is commenced
within 9(1 days of the date ol this resolution and the City Council is sered within 120 days of the
date of this resolution. The City Clerk shall send a certitlcd cops of this resolution to the
applicant, and if any, the appellant at the address of said person set forth in the record of the
proceedings and such mailing shall constitute the notice required by (‘ode of Civil Procedure
Section l0)4.6

I hereby certify that the ftwegoing is a full, true, and
correct copy of the Resolution as adopted by the
Planning (‘olnmission at its regular meeting of July
14, 2010 and that said Resolution was adopted by
the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

LAURIE B. JESTER,
Secretary to the Planning Commission

Sarah Boeschen
Recording Secretary



lY OF A1HAtTAN BK\cq

TO: Board of Zoning Adjustment

MEMt)R\N I)U4

NVEMKER 13, 1334

FROM: Community Development Department

SUBJECT: Conditional Use Permit to Allow the Establishment of a Restuarant
with On—Sale Beer and Wine Service within an Existing Commercial
Building at 1133 HIghland Avenue (Octopus)

APPLICANTS/LESSEES

Kisao inane and Masaaki Eda
2 3(39 Schools ide Avenue
Monterey Park, California

PROPOSAL

91754

The applicants request approval of i Conditional Use Permit to allow the
establishment of .i Japanese restaurant and sushi bar with an on—sale beer and
wine service license within a 2,260 square foot vacant lease space within an
exist log commercial building.

GENERAL INFORMATION

lDescrlt:

General Plan:
Zoning:
Area District:
Property Size:
Existing Land Use:

West

1133 Highland Avenue, the
Manhattan Beach Boulevard
Avenue (see Exhibit A)
Lots 11 and 12, Block 66,
No. 2
Commercial
C—2 (General Commercial)
lii (the beach area)
5400 square feet — 60 feet by 90 feet
Retail clothing store/medical office containing
vacant space

— Retail/office (C—2) [3—Story building
currently under construction) (C—2)

— Restaurant/Retail (C—2)
— Retail/office (C—2)

Location: second business north of
on the west side of Highland

Manhattan Beach Division

Neighboring Land Uses/Zoning:
North, across Center Place — Retail and public parking structure (C—2

and PF)
South, across Manhattan

Beach Boulevard
East , ncross Highland Avenue

IEXHIBIT
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Bti[ries Detatl.:
Gross Floor Area — 2,26(3 square feet
Dining Room/Sushi Bar Area [. 151 square feet
Wait Ing/Cuscorner Service Area — 209 square feet
Kitchen 400 square feet
Food Storage and Employee’s

Service Restroom Areas 452 square feet
Trash Area — 50 square feet

Seatlnpaci ty: Proposed Allowed
— 50 —

Alcohol Service: Beer and wine
Hours of Operation: — Monday through Friday, 11:30 a.m. to 2:30 p.m.

5:30 p.m. to 11:00 p.m.
Fridays and Saturdays, 5:30 p.m. to 12 midnight

Proposed Permitted
50 sq.ft. 7WTE

DISCUSS ION

The applicants propose to establish a new restaurant specializing in Japanese
cuisine within a part of the building formerly occupied by a coin—operated
laundrornat (Exhibit B). No expansion of the building is proposed. The exterior
building facade will be improved with architectural modifications to Include a
new door and sign. The interior of the restaurant will he substantially
renovated to include the placement of both booth and table seating. A separate
sushi bar counter will be located to the south of the building area. The
kitchen and customer service area will provide restrooms conforming to handicap
standards as well as extensive food storage area.

The interior of the restaurant will be segregated into three distinct areas.
The dining area and sushi bar will encompass approximately 1,150 square feet,
whereas the kitchen and employee’s service area will encompass another 950
square feet. The customer waiting and cashier/entry area will be approximately
209 square feet. The main dining area and sushi bar area will provide seating
for 50 persons, which is located in the center and south section of the
building. A service counter bar adjacent to the sushi preparation area will
provide bar seating for the customers wishing to specialize in the sushi
offerings of the business. The business is proposed to provide a beer and wine
alcoholic service license. The only entertainment proposed will be background
music provided by a stereo system.

LAND USE

The proposed restaurant will be located in a C—2, General Commercial, Zone in
Area District III, which is located in the Downtown Business District. Other
land uses in the area range from restaurants, retail, service businesses, and
offices to a financial institution. The subject property also contains a
business known as Bentley’s Clothing for Men and Women as well as a medical
office. There are no residentially zoned properties located near the project.

PARKING AND CIRCULATION

The property is exempt by Code from providing on—site parking since no expansion
of the building is contemplated. Two public parking lots serving the property
are located on 12th Street. The larger parking structure, located at the
intersection of Morningside Drive and 12th Street, provides 90 metered parking
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spacos. The smaller parking structure, located directly northwest of the

pro c t prov ides mete red parki rig tor ) vehic 1 es . Currert t Code rest let Ions do

not requ ire that add it tona I park i rig he provided when the land use t s intensified

.15 15 proposed . However, the Ci r y Council will , in Decembe r of 1984 • cons id.r a

Planning Commi ss ion reeomrnendat Ion to mod i fy the Code to require the provision

of additional parking when there is an Intensification of land use involved and

the Irnpr :ernents on the site exceed a 1:1 building site to floor area ratio.

SIGNS

The applicants are proposing to install O square feet of signing on the

property. All signing will be incorporated into a single business sign adjacent

to Highland Avenue. The Code, based on the bust ness frontage, provides that 78

square feet of signing may be provided for this business.

ENTE RTA I NNENT

As noted above, the entertainment provided within the business will be limited

to background music emanating from a stereo system, The business management

will be responsible for the volume control of the entertainment system.

CONCLUS ION

The restaurant project, as proposed, conforms to all current zoning criteria.

No building expansion is proposed for the project and is by Code, exempt from

parking regulations. The property is within an established commercial area.

The noise generating uses within the business are located adjacent to the

commercial streets. The project will provide an aesthetic upgrade and will be

compatible to all surrounding land uses. The public parking structures in the

nearby vicinity will provide adequate parking for the use.

RECOKMENDATION

It is recommended that the Board of Zoning Adjustment APPROVE the proposed

Conditional Use Permit, subject to the conditions stated in the attached draft

Resolution.

SAL:da
At tachment

Draft Resolution No. BZA 84—
Exhibit A — Site Location Map

Exhibit B — Plans
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RI iOLI I ION (IF TIfF B )ARI) )F ‘u ‘. U) I S’1INT I I lit. I I ( tI
MASHAITAN filM H A PPROV I MG \ ON!) I I I IN L list, Pt RH! I I ) ,u iw
THE E,TAHI LHMENT )F A RGSTA1RANZ WI IN A liFt B SN!) WINE
SERVICE WItHIN AN EXIStING cuiEacIAL BUILDING tHi TIlE
PROPERTY LOCAIED Ar 1133 HIGfflAND AVNIJZ IN tHE I1Y OF
MANHATTAN BEACh ([noue an* IMa)

4HEREAS , he Boar d of Zoi ng Sd jus innt of he Ci v of Manh,it tan lvii h ndue ted
a public hearing pursuant to applicable law to onIdr an application for i

Conditional Ue Permit for the property legilly described as Lots 1.1 md 12,
Block Nb, Manhattan Beaih Division No, 2 in the City of Manhattan Beach; md,

WHEREAS, the app I i. ants for said Cond it Ions I Use Pe i’m I r re iii sin I none and
‘1aaaki Fda, lessees of the uh ect property; md,

IJILEREAS, the public hearing was advertised pursuant to applicable law, testimony
is invited and received; and,

WHEREAS, an Initial Study/Environmental Assessment was prepared and a Negative
Declaration was ft led in compliance with all respects with CEQA and the City of
Manhattan Beach guidelines, finding no Significant environmental impacts
associated with the project; and,

WHEREAS, the following findings wvre made with r’gard to this ipplication:

1. The applicants request ipproval of a Conditional Ue Permit to illow the
etabIishment of a restaurant with in on—sale beer and wine service within
an exiStIng commercial building. Th existing building is 2,262 squire
feet in size, and no expmnsion is proposed,

2. The properry Is zoned C—2, General Cnmmerc ial., and is located within Area
District Ill, in the Downtown RosineSs District.

3. The interior will he completely renovated to provide for the restaurant
use to focI ide a new kitchen mod bar area, as well as the inc his ion of
hmndlimp access and restroom facilities,

4. The off—site, off—street parking spaces located within two public parking
structures on 12th Street will provide adequate parking for the project.
The property ii exempt by Code from providing on—site parking.

5. The property is in an established commercial area. The subject business,
with the conditions enumerated below, shall be compatible with all
neighboring uses.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that based on the above findings, the Board of
Zoning Adjustment of the City of Manhattan Beach hereby APPROVES the Conditional
Use Permit, subject to the following conditions:

I. The management of the property shall police the property in all areas

immediately adjacent to the business during the hours of operation to keep
it free of littet.

2. The business proprietor(s) shall provide adequate management and super
visory techniques to prevent loiterIng, unruliness, and boisterous
activities of patrons outside the subject business or in the immediate
area.

3. The service of alcohol shall be in conjunction with minimal food service
during all hours of operation.
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ABC Licenses in Downtown Manhattan Beach

Alcohol
Establishment Address — urs

M-Th llam-l2am
F ham-i am

Date

900 Manhattan
Club/Sidedoor

Coco Noche

Beaches

Café Pierre

Pasta Pomodoro

900 Manhattan Ave.

ihlandA
117 Manhattan Beach
Blvd.

317 Manhattan Beach
Blvd.
401 Manhattan Beach
Blvd.

Sat 9am-i2am
Sun 9am-l2am

Su-Th 6am-lOpm
am-11m

M-F lOam-lam
Sa-Sun 8 am-lam

Su-Sa 9am-lam
Sun-Wed 9am-1 1pm
Thu-Sat 7am-l2am

iuor
Beer and

Wine

iuor

Full Liquor
Beer and

Wine 03/05

äIT

229 Manhattan Beach M-Th 6am - 1 1 pm Beer and
mrny_ Blvd. F-Sa 6am-i2am Wine

Su-Th 7am-1 1 pm Beer and
El Sombrero — 1005 Manhattan Ave. F-Sa7am-l2am Wine
Ercoles 1101 Manhattan Ave. Su-Sa ilam-2am Full Liquor

Su 9am-9pm
M-Th 5:3Oam-lOpm

Fonzs______ 1017 Manhattan Ave. F-Sa 5:3Oam-1 1 pm Full Liquor
Mr. Cecils Sun-Th 7am-1 1 pm Beer and
California Ribs 1209 Highland Ave. F-Sat 7am-.1 2am Wine 05/07

313 Manhattan Beach
sses____ Blvd. Su-Sa llam-2am

Su-W 9am -11pm
Fusion Sushi 1150 Morningside Dr. Th-Sa 7am-l2am Full Liquor

Beer and
Kettle 1138 Highland Ave. Su-Sa 24 Hours Wine

Limited
451 Manhattan Beach M-Sun 7 am -7:30 PM- beer and

Le Pain Quotidien Blvd. (alcohol 10 am) wine 5/08
Beer and

Mama Ds 1125 A Manhattan Ave. Su-Sa 7am-2am Wine
128 Manhattan Beach

am Blvd. Su-Sa 8am-l2am Full Liquor
Manhattan 124 Manhattan Beach Su-Sa 7am-1 2am
Brewing Company Blvd. F-Sat 7am-lam Full Liquor

309 Manhattan Beach
Sharks Cove Blvd. Su-Sa 7am-2am Full Liquor
Manhattan 133 Manhattan Beach Beer and
Pizzeria Blvd. No Reso Wine

Su-T llam-l2am
Mucho 903 Manhattan Ave. F-Sat 1 1 am-2am Full Liquor



Octopus

Old Venice/El
Sombrero

M-F 11 :3Oam-2:3Opm to
5:3Opm-1 1pm

F-Sa 5:30pm 12am

Sun Thu 7arn11pm
Fri-Sat 7am-l2am

Su-Th 7am-10:3Opm
F i3O_
Su-Th 7am-1 2am
F-Sa 7am-iam

No Reso

Su-Th 6am-1 1pm
F-Sa 6am-1 2am

Su-W 7am-llpm
Th-Sa 7am- 12am

M-W llam-llpm
Th-F llam-l2am

Sa 7am-l2am
Su 7am-llpm

Su-Th lOam-i 2am
F-Sa lOam-lam

Su-Th 6am-llpm
F-Sa 6am-l2am

Beer and

w
Beer and

Wine

Beer and
Wine

Fj[uor

Full Li

Beer and
Wine

Full Liquor

Beer and
Wine

1133 Hi2hland Av

1001 Manhattan Ave.

Penfly Lane 820 Manhattan Av

Rock N flsh

Shellback

120 Manhattan Beach
Blvd.

116 Manhattan Beach
Blvd.

07/07

Sun & Moon Café 1131 Manhattan Ave.

Talias 1148 Manhattan Ave.

1142 Manhattan Ave.

Full Liquor 1 1/01

land

Wahoos

304 12th Street

1129 Manhattan Ave.

Su-Th llam-llpm
Avenue 1141 Manhattan Ave. F-Sa llam-i2am Full Liquor

Lobby Bar- daily 5pm-
11 pm Courtyard Su-Th

6am- 11 pm F-Sat 6am-
12am Roofdeck

Shade Hotel 1221 Valley Drive daily 6am-1 Op iuor

Su-Th 6am-12 am
451 Manhattan Beach F-Sa6am-lam

Petros Blvd Suite B-i 10 Off-site specialty wine Full Liquor 12/06
451 Manhattan Beach
Blvd Suite D-126 Su-Th 6am-1 1pm

Sashi 1200 Morningside F-Sa 6am-1 2am Full Liquor
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MASTER APPLICATION FORM
CIT’i OF MANHATTAN BEACH

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

(,,rs I( i:i. I n, 1.\llI1b \C13 I.

Legal Description

Coiner a 1

General Plan Designation

I. 1 II I liii. Ii .1 ‘ i

Zoning Designation Area Distnct

For projects requiring a Coastal Deelcpment Permit, select one of the foiloverry dete,rn,nalioiis
Project located ,n Appeal Jurisdiction Project not located in Appeal Junsdict,on
Li Major Development (Public Hearing required) Public Hearing Required (due to UP Var
fl Minor Development (Public Heanng, if requested) etc)

LI No Public Hearing Required

Submitted Application (check all that apply)
Appeal to PC/PWCIBBA/CC

_____

Coastal Development Permit
(,.) Environmental Assessment

______

Minor Exception

________

Subdivision (Map Deposit)4300

________

Subdivision (Tentative Map)

________

I (Subdivision (Final)

_______

Subdivision (Lot Line Adlustment)

_______

Use Permit (Residential)
Use Permit (Commercial)

(x) Use Permit Amendment
Vanance
Public Notification Fee I $65
ParkIRec Ouimby Fee 4425

( ) Lot MergerlAdjustmentf$15 rec
jOther

____________—

Fee Summary: Account No. 4225 (calculate fees on reverse)
Pre-Application Conference: Yes___ No______ Date

_____________

Fee.

Amount Due: $
.

0 (less Pre-Application Fee if submitted within past 3 months)
Roi.,eiji Nimber:

________________

Date Paid:

______________

Cashier:

________________

Applicant(s)/Appellant(s) In formation
Flu— l’.ak,r Ya Inc

Name
16633 Venturi blvd. #1212 Enclno h143h

Mailing Address

I 055CC

Applicant(s)/Appellant(s) Relationship to Properly
I cv i ii Fr ci k 1 1 ii I On so I t .1 ci t I 3 / On oh ‘3 1

Contact Person (include relation to applicant/appellant) Pnone number! e-mail
u(i/ri 8 01 v np) c c t 1ast ii c CA 0 1 3 A

Adrss,

7° G 7
Applicant(s)/Appellant(s) Signature Phone number

Cuinpiete Project Description- including any demolition (attach additional
pages if necessan,4

Conditiona ice pernit ainenutment to al low on existing Sit (iOSn iC3

rest uorint with beer ani sine I o(erit.e Irsa IJm12rni ‘nuht

uia-csawe in lIeu ,tth0! rr/dI//iin, h r Iii 1

________

3 :n
An Application for a Coastal Development Permit shall be made prior to, or concurrent with, an

applicatIon for any other permit or approvals required for the project by the City of Manhattan
Beach Municipal Code. (Continued on reverse)

1133 High I md rye

Project Address

UseOn!
Date Submitted: / (f I i)

Received By ‘

fee



C

OWNER’S AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

______

being duly sworn,
depose and say that I am/we-’ie the ownerf) of the property involved in this application and
that the foregoing statements and answers herein contained and the information herewith
submitted are in all respects true and correct.to the best of my/our knowledge and belief(s).

Signature of Property Owner(s) (Not Ownerjh Eácrow or Lessee)

r

Print Name

•i ;‘ L /L2L’i
Mnilinq Addrens

Te!ephne

Subscijed arid sworn to before me,

this_ __ _day of______________

in and or the County of_____________________________________________

State of

________

Fee Schedule Summary
Below are the fees typically associated with the corresponding applications Additional fees not
shown on this sheet may apply — refer to current City Fee Resolution (contact the Planning
Department for assistance) Fees are sublect to annual adjustment.

Submitted Application (circle applicable fees, apply total to Fee Summary on application)
Coastal Development Permit

Filing Fee (public hearing — no other discretionary approval required): $ 4,275
Filing Fee (public hearing—other discretionary approvals required): $ 815
Filing Fee (no public hearing required): $ 560

Use Permit
Use Permit Filing Fee: $ 5,200
Master Use Permit Filing Fee $ 8 1
Amendment Filing Fee: 730
Master Use Permit Conversion $ 4,080

Variance
Filing Fee: $ 4,925

Minor Excep(ion
Filing Fee (with notice): $ 1 095
Filing Fee (without notice): 547.50

Subdivision
Certificate of Compliance $1,505
Final Parcel Map I Final Tract Map 585
Lot Linc Adjuctmcnt or Morge e Parcels 1 fm
Mapping Deposit (paid with Final Map application) 473
Quimby (Parks & Recreation) fee (per unit/lot) 1,817
Tentative Parcel Map (less than 4 lots / units) No Public Hearing 805
Tentative Parcel Map (less than 4 lots / units) Public Hearing 3,180**

Tentative Tract Map (more than 4 lots / units) 3,770*

Environmental Review (contact Planning Division for applicable fee)
Environmental Assessment: $ cJ

Environmental Assessment (if Initial Study is prepared) $ 2,210
Fish and Game County Clerk Fee2

Public Notification Fee applies to all projects with public hearings arid

covers the city’s costs of envelces, postage and handling the
mailing of public notices. Add this to filing fees above, as applicable.

Make $50 check payable to LA County Clerk, (PNIPUT DATE ON CHECK
(, PL,”’u’,c Li n,,?er lld,irliuhc l1,,ck’, j!ion hut,, Jut R.



CALIFORNIA JURAT WITH AFFIANT STATEMENT

,/See Attached Document (Notary to cross out lines 1 6 below>
See Statement E3etow (Lines 1-S to be completed only by document signer[sJ, riot Notary)

yr atwe )uver S qrve Sr Srgnature of Doorrment riffler No 2 ( f any)

State of California

Subscribed and sworn to (or affirmed) before me on this

/E1day of -

005, MacfR

(1)
— Name ,f Signei

proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence
to be the person who appeared before me (.) (,)

(and

Name at Signer

proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence
to be the person who appeared before me.)

Signature
Signature -f Notary Pub it

Place Notary Seal Above

OPTiONAL —

T iou jh The , lnr’i Otto OrOOW ‘S I ‘1 reqlii’eJ by ,,jw I rrrt
UI) lo to pe rcor s r ‘r q n tie too gntlIt ,I’r(I ,)t,Id pre oct

I’ ludu/Ont ri ‘rnoi il ortd rod) ici men! if fh ‘- I rrr on it/Icr /0 000001!

Further Description of Any Attached Document

Title or Type of Document. L4’t’ J3j Z)4 VI r
Document Date. AP4 3J Number of Pages

SIgnor(s) Other TI an Named Above

County of )Jô -

DIANA L.A P

Commission 0 1777886
Notary Public - California

an Diego County

,2O/Y ,by
Year

(2)

RIGHTTHUMBPRINT
OF SIGNER #1

RIGHTTHUMBPRINT
OF SiGNER

up ii lb amiD here

L
‘007 Sat,, cal Ncmry 5030cm liar * 4301 lie Solo Ave P0 Brie ‘402 -C latvwS-th, CA 41a13 7102 • .rw.e Natrona Notary org Item 35 ItO Reorder Call to Free 800-875-0027

T,p uf Br in h f tie



Description of Business:

The restaurant is Japanese styled Sushi. It has been in existence for more
than 25 years under different ownership. The CUP BZA 84-55 has been
maintained without interruption or violations. The operating hours of the
business is currently 1130-230 and 530-1 100pm Monday to Friday and
530-12 midnight on Saturday, closed Sunday. The applicant is requesting
the restaurant continue to operate on a daily basis from 11 am-i 2 midnight
daily, to be consistent with the other restaurants in the area No other
changes are proposed to the C.U.P.

FINDINGS:

1. The restaurant currently exists as a full service sit down Sushi styled
family establishment in a fully commercialized beach area with similiar uses
such as ; restaurants, business offices and retail stores.

2. The restaurant has an existing C.U.P. It has not been detrimental to the
area and has not been a law enforcement burden to the community The
restaurant has maintained an excelent track record and continues to offer
first class service to the area.

3. The restaurant has fully complied with its operating conditions.

4. The restaurant has mandated conditions which has mitigated any
potential problems to the community. The restaurant is located in a
commercial zone not near residentially zoned properties. Plenty of public
parking exists on the street and in parking lots. The business provides no
live entertainment, dancing or Karoke. Background music is not audible
beyond the interior of the premises. The premises has not added any
potential negative impact to the community it services.




