CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

TO: Parking and Public Improvements Commission

s
FROM: Richard Thompson, Director of Community Developmen e
Nhung Madrid, Senior Management Analyst
Erik Zandvliet T.E., City Traffic Engineer

DATE: June 26, 2014

SUBJECT: Consider a New Curb Parking Space on Rosecrans Avenue West of Manhattan
Avenue and Maintain Existing 10-Minute Space near 3620 The Strand

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Parking and Public Improvements Commission (Commission)
recommend a partial removal of red curb to provide an additional curb parking space on the
south side of Rosecrans Avenue just west of Manhattan Avenue, and to maintain the existing 10-
Minute Parking space on the south side of Rosecrans Avenue adjacent to 3620 The Strand.

BACKGROUND:

In October 2013, the City received a request from Mr. Brian Taylor at 3620 The Strand for an on-
street disabled parking space adjacent to his residence. The City has a program to allow disabled
parking spaces on public streets when off-street accessible parking is not available under certain
conditions. Based on the Traffic Engineer’s evaluation of the guidelines, an on-street space was
justified because there is insufficient loading area next to the assigned off-street space. Staff
mailed out a notice to surrounding properties within 150’ of the proposed location to solicit
comments prior to installation of the disabled parking space. Several written comments were
received in opposition to the proposed disabled space, so the request was forwarded to the
Commission for consideration in a public forum.

On January 23, 2014, the Commission heard the staff’s presentation and heard from Mr. Taylor,
as well as two speakers and five written comments in opposition to the proposed disabled
parking space. The Commission discussed with the Traffic Engineer concerns related to
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements, liability issues, possible alternative
parking spaces and other on-street disabled parking spaces throughout the City that have been
approved through this program. Following the Commission’s discussion, they unanimously
recommended approving the disabled space, subject to additional follow-up from the City
Attorney and Traffic Engineer to determine whether the space would meet ADA guidelines.

On April 24, 2014, the Commission discussed an administrative action to install a 10-Minute
parking space in lieu of a disabled parking space (Exhibits C and D). The Commission discussed
the change, and heard public testimony from several residents in opposition to the time-limit
space. After additional discussion about potential parking space locations, the Commission
passed a motion to direct Staff to investigate an alternate location for an accessible disabled
parking space in the immediate area surrounding 3620 The Strand, and return to the Commission
with the findings.



DISCUSSION:

Following the Commission meeting, the Traffic Engineer conducted an evaluation of all street
parking in the neighborhood for possible disabled or new regular parking spaces. He determined
that there are no existing or new spaces that would meet ADA guidelines for a disabled parking
space. However, the Traffic Engineer did find that there is an underutilized curb area that could
be modified to provide an additional compact parking space (Exhibit A). There is an
approximately 36’ feet long curb segment on the south side of Rosecrans Avenue just west of
Manhattan Avenue that has red curb on both ends. By shortening the red curb length, two
compact spaces could be provided instead of one extra-long space. There would be sufficient
sight distance for drivers, and the compact size would prevent large vehicles from blocking the
view (Exhibit B).

By adding a new parking space to the neighborhood, it would replace the unrestricted space
adjacent to 3620 The Strand that was recently changed to 10-Minute Parking only. The new
space is approximately 190 feet from the 10-minute parking space. The 10-minute space could
then remain available for any vehicle with disabled placard, as well as for short-term parking by
residents and visitors. Since the stated intent of the Commission’s prior approval was to provide
a disabled space for 3620 The Strand (or other disabled users), the Traffic Engineer does not
recommend removing the existing 10-Minute parking restriction.

Public notices to attend tonight’s Commission meeting were mailed to all properties and
residents within 500 of the existing 10-Minute parking space as well as the proposed parking
space on the south side of Rosecrans Avenue (Exhibit F).

CONCLUSION:

Staff recommends that the Parking and Public Improvements Commission approve the partial
removal of red curb to provide an additional curb parking space on the south side of Rosecrans
Avenue just west of Manhattan Avenue, and to maintain the existing 10-Minute Parking space on
the south side of Rosecrans Avenue adjacent to 3620 The Strand.

Exhibits:

A. Site Photos

B. Location Map

C. April 24, 2014 Parking and Public Improvements Commission Meeting Staff Report with
Attachments

D. April 24, 2014 Parking and Public Improvements Commission Meeting Minutes Excerpt

E. Public Comments Since April 24, 2014

F. Mailed Meeting Notice



EXHIBIT A
SITE PHOTOS

Rosecrans Avenue West of Manhattan Avenue

Roseérans Avenue at Manhattan Avenue Looking West



EXHIBITB
LOCATION MAP
Rosecrans Avenue West of Manhattan Avenue
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CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

TO: Parking and Public iImprovements Commission -

FROM: Richard Thompson, Director of Community Developmel‘ﬂ/\/
Nhung Madrid, Senior Management Analyst
Erik Zandvliet T.E., City Traffic Engineer \)\“

DATE: April 24, 2014

SUBJECT: On-Street 10-Minute Parking Space on the South Side of Rosecrans
Avenue

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Parking and Public Improvements Commission hold a public
meeting to review and discuss the newly installed 10 minute parking space located on
the south side of Rosecrans Avenue adjacent to 3620 The Strand and provide staff with
direction.

BACKGROUND:

In October 2013, the City received a request from Mr. Brian Taylor at 3620 The Strand
for an on-street disabled parking space adjacent to his residence. The City has a
program to allow disabled parking spaces on public streets when off-street accessible
parking is not available under certain conditions. Based on the Traffic Engineer's
evaluation of the guidelines, an on-street space was justified because there is
insufficient loading area next to the assigned off-street space.

Per the Disabled On-Street Parking Guidelines adopted by the City Council in 2002,
staff mailed out a notice to all neighboring properties within 150’ of the proposed
location to allow residents the opportunity to provide comments prior to installation of
the disabled parking space. As a result of the notice, written comments were received
objecting to the request. Because of the opposition within the neighborhood, staff
referred the request to the Parking and Public Improvements Commission for
consideration in a public forum.

At the January 23, 2014 Parking and Public Improvements Commission meeting, staff
provided a presentation and the Commission heard from Mr. Taylor, and two speakers
who opposed the installation of the disabled parking space. The Commission also
received five written comments, all which opposed the installation of the parking space.
The Commission discussed with the Traffic Engineer concerns related to ADA
requirements, liability issues, possible alternative parking spaces and other on-street
disabled parking spaces throughout the City that have been approved through this
program. Following the Commission’s discussion, they unanimously recommended
approving the space, subject to additional follow-up from the City Attorney and Traffic
Engineer to determine whether the space would meet ADA design guidelines (Staff
Report and Final Minutes Exhibits A & B).



DISCUSSION:

Following the Commission meeting, the Traffic Engineer reevaluated the proposed
disabled parking space location and determined that the space would be located on an
existing street with a significant slope that exceeds ADA guidelines. Also, the adjacent
sidewalk and curb ramp (driveway) exceed ADA guidelines. These are existing
conditions that cannot be feasibly remedied. The Traffic Engineer and City Attorney’s
Office concluded that the approved space does not meet ADA design guidelines, so the
space should not be posted with accessible signage or markings.

Since the stated intent of the Commission’s approval was to provide a disabled space
for 3620 The Strand (or other disabled users), the Traffic Engineer proposed an
alternate solution to post a 10-minute parking space instead. This restriction provides a
slightly less restrictive space than a disabled space by permitting all users to park for 10
minutes, but also allows vehicles with disabled placards to be parked in excess of the
time limit by law. The 10-minute parking sign was posted as an administrative action as
permitted by the Municipal Code (Exhibit C). The Parking and Public Improvements
Commission was informed of the alternative solution at its March 27, 2014 meeting.

After the installation of the 10-minute time limited parking space, the City received
several complaints from residents within the area concemed about the limited
availability of public parking spaces on Rosecrans Avenue (Exhibit D). At this time, the
matter is being referred to the Commission for review and discussion.

Public notices to attend tonight's Commission meeting were mailed to all properties and
residents within 500’ of the 10-minute parking space (Exhibit E).

CONCLUSION:

Staff recommends that the Parking and Public improvements Commission hold a public
meeting to review and discuss the newly installed 10 minute parking space located on
the south side of Rosecrans Avenue adjacent to 3620 The Strand and provide staff with
direction.

Exhibits:

A. January 23, 2014 Parking and Public Improvements Commission Meeting Staff
Report '

January 23, 2014 Parking and Public Improvements Commission Meeting
Minutes Excerpt

Work Order/Location Map

Public Comments

Mailed Meeting Notice
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EXHIBIT
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CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

TO: Parking and Public Improvements Commission

FROM: Richard Thompson, Director of Community Developmml}z\/‘
Nhung Madrid, Senior Managemen ys‘)]m
Erik Zandvliet, Traffic Engineer

DATE: January 23, 2014

SUBJECT: Request for Disabled Parking Space — 3620 The Strand

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Parking and Public Improvements Commission approve the installation

of one on-street disabled parking space on the south side of Rosecrans Avenue adjacent to 3620
The Strand.

BACKGROUND / DISCUSSION:

In October 2013, the City received a request from applicant, Mr. Brian Taylor, for the installation
of an on-street disabled parking space adjacent to his residence at 3620 The Strand (Exhibit A).
Mr. Taylor has one assigned private parking space; however, the space is located between two
buildings and is too narrow and very difficult for him to get in and out of his vehicle with
crutches due to his current condition. Mr. Taylor primarily utilizes the angled public parking
spaces located on the south side of Rosecrans Avenue.

The Traffic Engineer reviewed the request for compliance with the Disabled On-Street Parking
Guidelines adopted by the City Council in 2002 (Exhibit B). The Traffic Engineer determined
that the request is consistent with the guidelines and recommends approval of the parking space.

Per the guidelines, staff mailed out a notice to all neighboring properties within 150° of the
proposed location to allow residents the opportunity to provide comments prior to installation of
the disabled parking space (Exhibit C). As a result of the notice, three written comments were
received objecting to the request (Exhibit D). Three neighboring residents have objected to the
installation of the parking space for the following reasons:

* On-street parking is in very high demand in this area.

e There is a disabled parking space in the nearby El Porto Beach parking lot that can be
used.
The request is adjacent to a rental property.
The adjacent rental property has designated on-site parking available.
Other nearby rental properties do not have on-site parking and must rely on limited street
parking.

o There are no commercial businesses in area so the requested space is for personal use

¢ The recommended location of the parking space is on a slope making it difficuit for a
disabled person to use the space.



e Since the request is adjacent to a rental property, the space may only be needed for the
short term.

e Since the request is adjacent to a rental property, the requestor does not pay property
taxes.

It is the Traffic Engineer’s determination that the above reasons do not disqualify the original
request nor change the results of the established qualification criteria.

CONCLUSION:

While the request appears to be consistent with City policy, there has been some opposition
within the neighborhood; therefore, it has been referred to the Commission for consideration in a
public forum. By way of mailed notice, all properties within 500’ of the pmposed on-street
parking space have been notified of tonight’s meeting (Exhibit E).

Staff recommends the Commission hold a public meeting, take public comments, and
recommend approving the installation of one on-street disabled parking space on the south side
of Rosecrans Avenue adjacent to 3620 The Strand.

Exhibits

Application Packet

Disabled Street Parking Guidelines

Initial Mailed Notice Dated November 20, 2013
Public Comments

January 23, 2014 PPIC Meeting Notice
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[EXHIBIT A

DISABLED PARKING APPLIC PAcC
___ Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
Telephone (310) 802-5500 FAX (310) 802-5501 TDD (3I0) 546-3501
T i)
Applicant; | AN/QK

MAILING Address: 3{22{} Ihg, .é:‘:ﬁ&ﬂdl Phone #: &7?5"37 3633
ciy _aplatho Qoacly  suegp Zip £ GoR6C
Address: 2630 nﬁhﬁﬁ&ﬂ'j

Reasons for Dlsabled Parking sm_ipaa__-!::_xn&sM.a;.&M -

Specific Preferred Parking Location:

Why Garage ﬂot Be Used E Dnveway_&lﬂ_mww

T

The following documents are required to be returned to the Traffic Management Analyst for the City
of Manhattan Beach:

1. A letter requesting a disabled parking space and a sketch with the location; this letter must state why
the garage cannot be used or the driveway for entry by the disabled person.

2. A copy of the disabled placard, license plate or the DMV registration for the disabled plate.

3. A letter from your doctor stating the present status of your condition. This letter is kept in the file to
verify your condition warrants a disabled parking space.

Other parking regulations such as no parking for street sweeping are still enforced for the parking location.
A work order will be written to the Public Works Department if all of the above are justified per the Traffic
Engineer.

Cashier 5 8 Nk Date________Initials
Acct.4502 Amount Receipt #
Fee Schedule Disable Parking Application $00.00

t Appeal $500.00



g S




Rl OVE FROM MIRROR EEFORE DRIVING VEHICLE

CALIFORNIA

WARNING: The illegal use of a chisabled parhing

vcould resultiin e maxtimurm fine of $4.:00."

=
w
>
o
e
m
o
U
m
X
%
@)
=z

XPURES JUN“

G 824428

PURCHASE OF FUEL (Busine

placurd

©S ¥VIV1d ONIMAVd




AL VA ICEAL tAL Lopp , SUE
» RENT. Acm:u:ﬁnmon Lease 20513 o8

1 mmwu ‘;#-ﬂﬂ ol on e .
mmumn_bﬁ oo 7! ;:,m

Y 2 1eehuid. Tharmaitor R shell bacoms & monftvio-month srmncy, §f RESICENT should

mwa:; dlthalﬂ.hn.ih hu;iudmuuumu;bumnmwn'mmm o

oL Amoa m-"in‘mu e ey 2
%.M&m:z.::m Pving & B0-Say nacics (lor mors hen 1 year of reskdency) or 3 S0-day notios flor ass thaa |

munm “ﬁunbbﬂﬂhﬁwmdbwdum desigrated OVRER,
Fw‘rﬂmw uwnn»mmu«mmmmmmunm'ﬁmnm#n?m

‘7
et g 2 ) miuqmﬁnmm

sEcURMmY e shall not encead two e e rord for
e e s ......,...........'-:*.a ot e e
s vidited s i MRS AbA mqnmm»mm nmmnummumnmm
COMMON BINRS mm-uuudqﬁt gy ey tborray of i mgrement, A wiitien accouniing of sald chiiges chell be ®
mmamumtnﬁaummummumum-ﬂmnuw- uig'

o memof . REAIDENT agriss 1o nCreass e 30 ciays wrilien notice by an amount 1o ey hature cve T &3
e .I:" . e “.mn das byan oquil i any fecreeves n i andior an AmoUnt ACKENErY 10 Cver
4 LATRCHARGE: Alcid e of § S0, OF) . aaidamowt not 1o sxosed §% of the monthy rent, sned be adged 1o paymant of tenk nol swde bekors __ 29
uuu-uﬁnmmﬁumum = = - S~
mm wwnnwammmmwmmmm%m_‘

. OCCUPANTS: Gustils) staying over 34 days comulative o longer during any 12-monih pedod, wihoul the il ahell be considessd a breach of iy
m’aunmuwmmwmmumnmmhmuuthwmmu

m‘bw_ﬁ'm_mdumum RESIDENT shall pay e sivne addiions! menthly cont for Gach addifonsl aoknal it excees of the above nated
eninmaiis). erhich shall S0y the prossiens. Aplanss of eddtitni el of spprovel of & guEst shall act wabe any requirement of Tds agreement o camer the st of say ‘gusst

7. PETE D e ean: Pcntigs - o Bk ing ke o ay i may b gt n e sooitas. 90 cucturs was bl s 1573 of e RERDENT oy
st 8 ha aa¥eiis mautec ocrarcs ehed 14000000 o moss. BEBDENT s i i OWNER i g0t o e v, ACSIOEIT et o gy it O

#uczasl or wfiet Iustyance caiee soch 9, creionl insrument, bernls) of yE agess
cover posaibls ionses causmd by ueing Gakd Wems. Pty = o aima, iad, Bk, Tapd ‘iﬁnﬂwuuuuucmumuq—ndnm
gitialng the geicr witien consent and mesing e rquirements o ihve OWNER! 8aid ognden, ¥ grmted, shall ba revoosble st OWNER'S oplion upon ghving & S0-dug wililen rotica.
a6 gt ers o ersend o pevratinion i greated 1o b qlnpd:w Thid agmemen! oF Hhmmmmﬂuu*hﬁhﬁu
sdiditional rend of £26.00 § month for aadly guch Ram 1 sromer armodil s rol £t2ied In 19 agasemen (1 e event 15 579 (239G of partsion I8 grantsd 1o hawe & pat andis
siewi of uummunmu&_._. LT L of OWHER'S PET AGREEMENT.
;nm"munmhmnm speonon OWNER'S propeny, uwwunmumdmmm
- hr“ o = 'Inmm Lol ﬂ;lﬂ. . ﬂbﬂuaqﬁ

epek, “ o ComEmon Are0s on or. W—'
nﬁ% %ﬂfhunwﬁﬂiﬁﬁiﬁ‘wuhwumltaumh
l.Mﬁ:‘rﬁzu-—whqmwﬁmmnmwmmnuuuwdmw $aid noiss eadior achly shell
;.mm%w:mmhm-mmunumumm o Inthe common arass B such & way &9 i inteciers wilh B dree use god

o

ru“mmuwmlummnummmumuuquMmh“mm

3

15 COMDITION OF PREMERE, e bendrdioc ol Arstings, doctics
scsiies, ol s st o S Aached nveciary s/t f any, encior o8 ofisr Bems provided by OWNER ase afl clasn, and bn good aatistaeiory condlion exept &9 fay be indesied
e oo oo REBOENT, gt A P, e s o by A AL ot emaon f s Ao, b thoe st e 1y i i 0
e 15 OUMER ncaan s oo cono szcot 1 Rl s 4 1 o Co g sha 5 hve o o paraovl pity; Vh boligiog 8 ORMER. 10 spmed
g2 aif Bt hoing, bears, S, or siaing of @ny i of smount in the carpets, drapes, wels, Rxires ancior any olher part of the pramiess, 0 ol coreiee RSacnable at.
MASITENANCE A0D ALTERATIONS: 5t ik, wipapt, aiet or Ficecora, chang of nstaf arteora of ot

; JUENT or el guests.
be changed from lime (o Sme. Thees ndes shall pply fo,
{fdhadng dig e leundnl,

80 stxted on sald motice. The: premises u;,mn&:'uzu-mmmmnwdu
mmummw for AESIDENT'S Use are retumed 1 OWNER. Showld the beyond
wnuwumnmuumummnwmnmwuumudm

7. POSEERENE § OWNER is unabls to Geliver psaession of the bMuh“MMdhbu“dﬂWuMdn
hdhmmhuuunqhmn andlor OWNER may immadisisly cancel and lerminate this agreamend upon weiten nolics 10 e olher

""":&“"“&Wus& mm:uw.wqmmmumﬂhmhﬂlmmﬂﬂ

S Porow Yoty SRR - £ e s o o 741~ Copytight 2 - Agartenent O Assoluion of Souhown Cllionin



m RESICENT acknonledgos thal OWNER'S insura:ce doas nol coves perscr.ai propeny damage caused by fre, e, min, vz, acts of God, acts of othars, andior any
w00 caurses; nor shall DWNER be haws kable for such losses. RESIDENT 1S HEREBY ADVISED TO OBTAIN HIS OWN INSURANCE POLICY TO COVER ANY PERSONAL

m*numuammmummwmamwmm in impased by law.
n.morum'm omﬁn Mummmm mmwhmlwhhmdm

moving lood ithens kOR mnuumwumummammmmnpuuw e ieys to the premises for e

HPCae o having 8 duplicatd mds for OWNER'S uie. R

1. ASSIONAENT: RESIOENT agiees ot & trnsier, atsign or {preniogs or any past thareol and harsby 2ppoints and authorizes the OWNER as his andlor

VNER'S owi alsorlly 1 wwal afy mdﬂ‘muqummm o subletting. b by

1mmmu.hnmmmnm e consinied 8 waving any of AESIDENT'S or OWNER'S dghts undor the law. ¥ eny part of this Agraement

:&hﬂmmu that pant shall be vod o e extent thal it s in conllel, but shal not invaidate thia Agrasmant nor shall & affect ihe validily o snioreabiy of any cher
n

L N0 WAIVER: OWNER'S accopiancs of 180t with kowledge of ety delaull by RESIDENT or waiver by OWNER of any breach of any e/ or condiion of s Agreersent shal not

VIR WA ummF&nummunammmwmumsummwmummmmm

d sra ol aflict he oty of Mduqﬂ%dmm

3, ATTORNEY'S FEES: it any lopat acton or procesding b brought by e party 10 IV agreament, Ine pravaling party shad be reimbureed for af ressonable ahomey's fees &

mnmuwwmuuDunuhumnmummwwl»wunmmmmammmmmm

4. ABANDONMENT: Caliiosnia Cvé Coda Section 1951.2 shad goven Abunoonmaal.  afly sanl has emadied unpaid for 14 or mors corsscutive days 81 1he OWNER has &

mwamuummmnwqputamuamammmgnmmumm-umn

sinve REBIDENT may 1ocewe said acice of OWHER'S infenkon 'o deciar te pramisss ebandoned. RESIDENT'S taiure o retpond (o sakd nolice &3 tequired by taw shal slow

T ——

m.‘““nesnmn muim-s, rsidle and Gable for s obligations unger this and QWNER
s an REpOT. | unger shad for cavsad by the actors
] _&}m-_!._a o spreement Indeennidy habitly by
ohuu Ilc!g!mdhmmmumdwhwmmmmﬂuhuwmmwmmﬂnmmmwh

i credil feparing agency, If you tasl 1o i the teems ol your cred abiigabon. RESIDENT exprassly autherizes OWNERAGENT (inchuaing & colsction agancy) io obisn
nun' Mmﬁmmmmlumnwmmnpmumumdmmmmmumd

uwﬁm

7. Laad Waralig Stetement: Housing bull baiore 1978 tey conlain iead-5a960 peinl .mmmmmuummmalmwm

 Bapacially airmiud 15 young chidren and pregnant women, Balore 18n3ng pra- 1978 housing, OWNERS must discioss S presence of known leed-beesd pelns hazesds 'n

ot 2150 recsiva & iedierally approved pamphisl on lead poisoning pravention.

iT OSCLOBURE (intial}

TOWMER'S inisala (on Jefl) muen OWRER has 1o Kiow£0ge of lead-besed paint andor lead-based hazads i or or (e Prasisss and CWNER has a0 reports or
; 10 isad-based painl endior wad-based paint hazards In of 0 B Pramises, or

i

muwmmmm

MOLDET mﬂ'mwnﬂﬂbmudhnndmm“wwmmumdmwmmM
umum\uymmmmmummummsmumwnhm Resident si30 agraes b0 invpakenaty

umqmaﬁmwmuuummumdmmwumwm

8. NORCEBS: Al notices 1o RESIDENT chat be served 2 RESIDENT'S apariment / house and a4 notces 10 O'WKER / AUTHORIZED PERSON shall be served !
mmhﬂe“w

tame Address
’mﬂ«h
mnmcammumwummmanu\om!uhmdmmummmumdwﬂdwmm

hmmﬂmthammm

Name_____ Addross__
“hong Number,

Person or Eatity Aushorized to feceive Payment of Rent:

Mame____ Address
Phane Numbar,

30. INVENTORY: The Apariment containg the loiowing iams ior uss by RESIDENT:

RESDENT harthes acknowiedges 1l 19 b:ect promsess a7 humsahed with the 30cbonal Rimistings k3iea on tha aliachsd inweniory end thel sl Atached Erverdor 8 heredy

made pant of tis agreemenl,
31, RESIDRENT ackniwigdges reospt of he loliowing, which st be desmed 3 gart of this Agraement: {Pisase check}

— 1] — 1 T Otherz

T T — Put Agrsamment ] Ot
32, ENTIAS AGREEMENT: This AGresrmen consuies the anfiry Areamact betwean OWNER snd RESIDENT. Ho oral agraeants fikrd bben scbiend S, and 4 (o283 of
notces shall D6 ln wiling o be vaid.
33. ROTICE: The Caid. Dept. of Jusiics, Shenls depardments, police of 200,000 or more and mary othir ocal iy sniorcwmant sutnciies wanian

deparimants serving jurisciclions
up‘wmahumdnhu-mdmmbmrmumuwmmawmdhmm The catabase is Upcdaies on
& GQuanady bisls 3nd s 3 source of itlbrmabon about the prasence ol these individsals in any naighborhood. The Dept ol Justica maintaing & Sex Oftender Jenidicai'on Line through
mmmmmamm--wmm Caflers musi have specific inormafion abouf individuads The7 8¢ chetking. intormation reganding
mhummnwm
3. RECEIPY OF AGREEMENT: The wmwmmmammnwmwuwwmmum
and herely Acknowiedges receipl of & Sopy of this Plental Agresment andier Leass.” { RESIDENT'S Iniiais), OR Pursusat # Catiomia Civii Code 1852, which 19quves
tranetation of gpeciied coniracts of apreaments TNy ane naguliated i Span'sn. Chinsse, Visinamese. Tagslog of Korsan:
RESIDENT'S inktiats {on 1ef) heredy ackrowiedge tha! this Agtesment wzg bransia‘ed and intespreted in Bwir lorign languege of:

Py yre— [ P [
. 28 - Q2943
i Dato nuug,-
p— 2 W

NO REPRE SENTATION 15 MADE A8 10 THE LEGAL VALIOITY O THE ADEQUALY OF ANY PROVISION I THIS AGREEMENT,  YOU DESIRE LEGAL ADVICE, CONSILT YOUR ATTORNEY

ADA Porm Mo 58 trey 07.04) - Capprighe Jat - : Amnams Ooman fumeriosss of Stde Cubomty.
S Fomands Vatlty: (100ME-A0 - Las Angries: 1 XIINT.08) 1 * lowg Bowch: CU97. 1410 4 + Ounirs o (T4 1209-4000 - Sn Dieger 09191380 2at?



City of Manhattan Beach EXI'"BlT B
}
DISABLED STREET PARKING M“éﬂ

GUIDELINES

The City of Manhattan Beach recognizes that there are certain locations within the City that do not
provide sufficient and/or accessible off-street parking. In those cases, a limited number of on-street
parking spaces may be designated for the benefit of residents with an identifiable need for disabled
parking without significantly affecting the available curb parking in an area. In these cases, the following
guidelines should be followed:

RESIDENT REQUEST Meets Criteria J2.5.
The applicant must submit a written request for disabled street parking. The letter should identify
the specific preferred parking location, an explanation of the conditions that make all available
off-street parking inaccessible and a reason why street parking is required.

DISABLED PARKING PERMIT Meets Criteria _'fu_
At least one of the residents must have a valid disabled parking permit and live in the dwelling.
A copy of the permit and proof of residency will be kept on file.

ACCESSIBLE PATH Meets Criteria

The property should have an accessible path from the street side to the residence. When the
passenger side of the vehicle is used for disabled access, then there must be an accessible loading
area along the street curb or shoulder.

OFF STREET PARKING Meets Criteria_Ye.$
No other off-street parking should be available to the resident with greater accessibility than the
requested on-street space. The applicant is expected to use all available off-street spaces before
utilizing on-street parking. Disabled street parking will only be considered in locations where
there is existing curb parking.

PARKING DEMAND Mests Criteria_Y2.5
The proposed disabled street parking space should not significantly impact the amount of parking
available for other residents. Exceptions to this criteria will be considered in cases where
personal or mechanical assistance is needed for entering or exiting the vehicle. For the purposes
of this criteria, significant impact occurs when the disabled parking space would reduce available
parking spaces by over 25% on cither the same or both sides of the street. Note: Disabled
vehicles are allowed to park in time limit parking spaces without time restrictions.

LAYOUT: Meets Criteria J2.5
The disabled parking space should be 9 feet wide and 20 feet long, identified with a blue curb

and/or blue outline stripe and a disabled parking sign or marking. The parking space must not
impede traffic or block sight lines for other vehicles on the street.

REVOCATION AND REMOVAL
The City reserves the right to remove or relocate disabled street parking space(s) at any time,

including non-renewal of the disabled parking permit, relocation of the resident requiring
disabled parking, or changes that resuit in a failure to meet one or more of the above guidelines.

LocATION: __ 3020 Tha Strend  ( Rogeurang Aw)
REQUESTOR:___ Brlan Tanlor
COMMENTS: En%'\\o\b ADA See — Sund ndtie B Vg;‘m&\ﬁg)
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Community Development

Phone: (310) 802-5500
FAX: (310) 802-5501
TDD: (310) 546-3501

November 20, 2013

Property Owner and/or Resident
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

RE: Request for Disabled Parking Space adjacent to 3620 The Strand

Dear Property Owner and/or Resident:

HIBITC

EX
City of Manhattan Beach hﬂg

Mig_Yaali

The City has received a request to instail an on-street disabled parking space adjacentto 3620 The
Strand. Please see the map on the back of this letter showing the proposed location of the
disabled parking space. Prior to approving the request, the City woulid like to give neighboring
residents the opportunity to provide comments. If you would like to provide comments or have
any questions about this request, please contact me at (310) 802-5540 or at nmadrid@citymh.info

by Friday, December 13, 2013.

Sincerely,
¥

umammﬂ-

Nhung Madrid
Senior Management Analyst
Community Development Department

1400 Highland Avenue, Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
www.cltymb.info
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EXHIBIT D
1

Fragm: Nhung Madrid

Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 3:42 PM

To: ‘Tana Hausch'

Subject: RE: Handicap Parking Space Proposal on Rosecrans

1) What about the space at the very South end of El Porto Parking lot adjacent to Rosecrans? Why can’t this suffice
for this resident?
The Traffic Engineer evaluated the request and found that the recommended location is adjacent to the
requestor’s residence and there is a “hatched” area for greater accessibility directly east of the recommended

space. The parking space in the El Porto lot is not a handicap accessible space to Rosecrans or the requestor’s
residence.

2) The only property adjacent is a rental unit. Therefore, there Is no guarantee that this person will be at this
location for a long period of time. They do not pay property taxes like the property owners in El Porto. How can
this be justified?

The requestor provided proof of residency. It does not matter if the requestor is a property owner or renter, If
the requesting party moves, they are required to notify the City that the space is no longer be needed, and the
accessible parking space can be removed and designated back to an unrestricted parking space. We also require
that requestors to provide updated disabled placard renewals every two years.

3) How can a property owner such as myself contest this? What are the procedures other than this email
communication? If there is a procedure for this one resident {not sure if they are a property owner) to do this,
then there must be a procedure for a person(s) to contest this. If not, why?

The evaluation process requires staff to obtain public comment and opinions {maiied notice that you received).
if there is opposition to the request, staff may move forward and take the request to a public meeting (Parking
and Pubiic improvements Commission Meeting} for recommendation and then to City Council for finai action.
We will send out notices if the item goes to the Commission.

We understand that parking is a premium In the City and we are very cautious when evaiuating and approving
these types of requests. Your input is valuable and we appreciate your feedback. If there is a hearing scheduied
for this item, you wiil be notified through a maiied notice.

Thank you,
Nhung

From: Tana Hausch [mallto:tanahausch@roadrunner.com)
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 10:18 AM

To: Nhung Madrid

Subject: RE: Handicap Parking Space Proposal on Rosecrans
Nhung,

Thank you for this response.

i have a few more questions:

1) What about the space at the very South end of El Porto Parking lot adjacent to Rosecrans? Why can’t this suffice
for this resident?



2) The only property adjacent is a rental unit. Therefore, there is no guarantee that this person will be at this

iocation for a long period of time. They do not pay property taxes iike the property owners in El Porto. How can
this be justified?

3} How can a property owner such as myself contest this? What are the procedures other than this emall
communication? if there is a procedure for this one resident (not sure if they are a property owner} to do this
then there must be a procedure for a person(s) to contest this. if not, why?

’

The residents in El Porto need as many spaces as we currently have because there are so few.

Tana Hausch

From: Nhung Madrid [maiito:nmadrid@citymb.info]
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 9:52 AM
To: 'Tana Hausch'

Subject: RE: Handlcap Parking Space Proposai on Rosecrans

Ms. Hausch,
Thank you for contacting the City with your concerns and comments. Please see my responses below:

1) Do you have to have a signed petition to install such a space? if so, how many people signed it?
No, the procedures for this type of request does not require a petition.

2) if you don’t have to have such a signed petition, then what is the procedure?
On-street disabled parking spaces may be requested by any resident in the City. We require that requestors
complete an application, provide proof of a DMV issued permanent disabled placard, 2 note from their heaith
care provider stating the need for the parking space, and a sketch showing the desired location of the parking
space. The City Traffic Engineer reviews the request using the guidelines beiow. If the request appears to meet
the requirements and the Traffic Engineer recommends approval, the City sends out notices to all properties
within 150’ of the parking space
DISABLED STREET PARKING
GUIDELINES

The City of Manhattan Beach recognizes that there are certain locations within the City that do not provide sufficlent
and/or accessible off-street parking. Pursuant to California Vehide Code Sections 22507 and 22511 et al., a limited
number of on-street parking spaces may be designated by the City for the benefit of residents with an identifiable need
for disabled parking without significantly affecting the avallable curb parking in an area. In these cases, the Americans
with Disabilities Act, in conjunction with the following guideiines, will be used to determine where disabled street
parking may be piaced and maintained.

RESIDENT REQUEST
The applicant must submit a written request for disabled street parking. The letter should identify the specific
preferred parking location, and provide an explanation of the conditions that make all avallable off-street
parking inaccesslble and a reason why street parking is required.

DISABLED PARKING PERMIT
At least one of the residents must have a valid disabted parking permit and live in the adjacent dwelling. A copy

of the permit and proof of residency will be kept on file. Temporary permits are not eligible for consideration.
NOTIFICATION



Upon receipt of a completed application, staff will conduct a field investigation and mail a written notice to
potentiaily affected properties up to 150 feet of the applicant’s property. The notice will Include a description
of the request and City approved conditions for any appeal to the proposed on-street disabled parking space.

ACCESSIBLE PATH
The property should have an accessible path from the street side to the residence. The degree of accesslbility
may be dependent on the severity of the disability. When the passenger skie of the vehicle must be used for
disabled access, then there should be an accessible loading area along the street curb or shoulder.

OFF STREET PARKING
The applicant is expected to use all available off-street spaces before qualifying for on-street disabied
parking. The Traffic Englneer will determine if accessible off-street parking exists or could be reasonably
provided. The personal needs and financial means of the applicant’s household will be considered when
assessing the avallability of possible off-street spaces. Disabied street parking wlill only be considered in
locations where there is existing curb parking. No other off-street parking should be available to the resident
with greater accessibllity than the requested on-street space.

PARKING DEMAND
The proposed disabled street parking space should minimize the impact to the amount of on-street parking
generally avallable for other residents or Impose other adverse effects upon directly adjacent
properties. However, priority may be given to a disabled space that is not adjacent to the applicant’s property
when closer accessible spaces are not avallable. Time limit parking Is not a condition for disabled parking.

LAYOUT
The disabled parking space should be 9 feet wide and 20 feet iong, identified with a blue curb and/er blue
outline stripe and a disabled parking sign or marking. The parking space must not impede traffic or block sight
lines for other vehicles on the street.

CosT
There will be no cost for application process or the installation of signs and markings to designate on-street
disabled parking spaces.

RENEWAL
A biennial renewal is required to maintain any on-street disabled parking space. The appiicant must submit
written verification of renewal of their disabled placard or plate and proof of residency prior to the expiration
date of the placard. Failure to renew an on-street disabled parking space will be grounds for removal of the
space.

REVOCATION AND REMOVAL
The City reserves the right to remove or relocate disabled street parking space(s) at any time, including failure to
biennially renew the space{s) or maintain a valld permit status, relocation of the resident requiring disabled
parking, or changes that result In a failure to meet one or more of the above guidelines.

3) Why at this particuiar location? it is on a hili making it harder for handicap people to easily get out of their car.
This iocation is adjacent to the requestor’s residence and there is a “hatched” area for greater accessibility
directiy east of the recommended space.

Nhung Madrid

Community Development Management Analyst
P: (310) 802-5540

E:




me: Tana HalECh (Tha | AN USCESros |
Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2013 5:06 PM
To: Nhung Madrid

Subject: FW: Handicap Parking Space Proposal on Rasecrans

i just recelve a letter from the city regarding a proposal to install a handicap parking space between the Strand and
Ocean Avenue.

1) Do you have to have a signed petition to install such a space? If 50, how many people signed it?
2} if you don't have to have such a signed petition, then what is the procedure?
3} Why at this particular location? it Is on a hill making it harder for handicap people to easily get out of their car.

There are very few parking spaces in El Porto. Every parking space |s valuable to the residents that live here because
there is so littie parking. We want the spot utilized like all the other spots. Furthermore, just down on the other side of
Rosecrans at the south end of the parking lot there Is a handicap parking space which Is at the beach.

Why do you need ancther parking spot so close to the existing one since parking spots are so few and so valuabie here
in El Porto?

Sincereiy,

Tana Hausch
Locai



Nhung Madrid

From: Kall Sauder <kali.sauder@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2013 10:54 AM

To: Nhung Madrid

Subject: Disabled Parking Space near 3620 The Strand
Dear City of Manhattan Beach:

Thank you for asking for input regarding a disabled parking space adjacent to 3620 The Strand. | am a resident of 106
Rosecrans. While | understand the nature of the request and sympathize with my neighbor in 3620, | would like to point
out that 3620 The Strand has a driveway with 2-3 designated parking spots. 106 Rosecrans has no designated parking;
we have to compete with neighbors and visitors for the parking at the end of Rosecrans {exactly where the proposed
spot is to be installed). in fact, | have had a unique challenge the past few months as I'm pregnant. Often, with groceries
or other packages to carry into our residence, there's no parking avallable nearby and i'm forced to carry heavy bags,
etc. from blocks away. And soon, I'll be forced to do the same with an infant in tow which sounds rather challenging. So,
| empathize with my disabied neighbor and understand their request for a parking spot. However, since they already

have designated parking, | suggest the parking spots at the end of Rosecrans remaln avallable to all. Thank you for your
consideration.

Kali Sauder
Concerned Neighbor at 106 Rosecrans



@
Nhung Madrid

From: Lincoln J Sise <lsise@raytheon.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 5:27 PM
To: Nhung Madrid

Subject: Rosecrans Parking

Hello Nhung,

| have been a resident of MB for ten years at 120 36th Place, and use street parking every night. | would like to provide
teedback against the proposed disabled parking spot on Rosecrans:

" Because there are no commercial venues In that area - this appears to be for someone's personai use. Beingona
steep hili, this disabled spot would only be abie to be used by a certain population - and not all disabled people. | would
propose a more flat location - like the flat parking lot lower down - such that the spot would be intended for averyone. This
looks more to be somecne who would like this pasticular spot, and is not being chosen based on avallability to all disabled
people. Also - | don't belleve this would meet the ADA required 1:50 maximum slope in all directions. The sidewalk
certainly is more than this gradient.

* Parking in our community is scarce, but aiso very open in nature. Unlike other communities - we have no local

preferentiai parking, and anyone from any community can use any spot. Restricting that spot to disabled would not be in
spirit of the other spots we have in the neighborhood.

* Recentiy we just iost two locations on 36th Street - just west of Highland. This would be the third parking spot lost in the
immediate area in the past year. There was never any request for comment for 36th St, but | beiieve that if tuming the
spot on Rosecrans is approved - we shouid open one of the spots on 36th Street back up.

* | don't believe this is defined as a parking lot - so is ADA applicable for street parking?

-Lincoin



Addl pe. \f234-2 @
Nhuﬁ Madrid

From: Craig Springe <craigs @ gobrainstorm.net>

Sent: Monday, January 20, 2014 1:20 PM

To: Nhung Madrid

Subject: On Street Disabled Parking adjacent to 3620 The Strand

To whom it may concem:

| own rentai property at 3700 The Strand, and ke averyone else | wouid like to have a public parking space designated
for my personnei use. But | understand that would be an unreasonable request.

Let me be clear, Mr. Taylor's request is not about filling a public need for disabled parking; this Is about fliiing his need;
and effactiveiy reserving a public space for his exclusive use.

Parking is tough at the Baach. Mr. Taylor new this when he rented the property, he accepted his assigned on site parking
space and continues to manage without a reserved street space.

Once this space is designated Disabled Parking; it wili likely stay that way foraver, That makes this so important.
There is a reason why Disabled Parking is located on ievei ground and not on steep slopes.

The Traffic Engineer is unabie to answer "yes"® to one of the questions required for the application, Specifically, that the
space baing consldered is "Accessible to the residence”,

Accassibility Is a defined term, and there are standards that must be met to qualify as being "accessible”. Typicaily,
accessibliity means meating ali of the requirements of ANSI A117.1. and or ADA Guidlines. in this case meeting the
requirements for a "Accesslble Parking Space" & an "Accessible Route".

The proposed space is located on a steep street and therefore does not meet the requirements for an accessible parking
space because It is not level.(slope greater than 1:50). The proposed ramp from the street to the sidewaik Is a driveway
apron, (which does not meet whesichair ramp requirements). The sidewalk leading to the entry door itself is too steep for
handicapped accessibility requirements.(sidewalk grade exceeds 1:20). Based on the criteria required for a Disabied
Parking Space & an Accessible Route from the street to the residence; this request should be denied. Approving this
request is ignofing the city's own criteria and adopted national standards.

Beiow is a except from the ADA Standard. Note the last sentence requires the parking spaces to be practically ievei,
allowing 2% slope for drainage. (1:50)

4.6.3* Parking Spaces. Accessible parking spaces shall be at least 96 in (2440 mm) wide. Parking access aisles
shall be part of an accessible route to the building or facility entrance and shall comply with 4.3. Two accessible
parking spaces may share a common access aisle (see Fig. 9). Parked vehicle overhangs shall not reduce the

clear width of an accessible route. Parking spaces and access aisles shall be level
with surface slopes not exceeding 1:50 (2%) in all directions.

Finaily, there may be iiability issues associated with posting a space “disabled parking” that does not meat any of the
criteria. Just saying.

Thank you for your consideration;

Craig & Roxann Springe



Add'l Qc. V23H-2 ()
Nhung Madrid

From: llaarsen@gmall.com on behalf of luclenne aarsen <aarsen@usc.edu>
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2014 7:51 AM

To: Nhung Madrid

Subject: RE: On street disabled parking space adjacent to 3620 The Strand
Dear Nhung,

Per our discussion last week, please add to the above-referenced report that the person requesting the disabled
parking space already has 2 parking spots allotted to him and his girlfriend who are both on the lease. As a
witness, I have seen him enter and exit his cars with case; therefore, an additional parking spot does not seem to
serve his handicap. His request does not appear to be based on legitimate need, thereby taking away the limited
spots available to the Rosecrans/Strand residents unnecessarily.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Lucienne Aarsen

Assistant Professor

ITA Program Coordinator
University of Southern California
American Language Institute

950 West Jefferson Blvd.

Los Angeles, CA 90089-1292
Tel: 213-740-0095

E-mail: aarsen@usc.edu



EXHIBIT £
l

PUBLIC MEETING

ON STREET DISABLED PARKNG SPACE
ADJACENT TO 3820 THE STRAND

The Parking and Public improvements Commission (PPIC) will conduct
a public meeting to consider the installation of one on-street disabled
parking space on the south side of Rosecrang Avenue
adjacent to 3620 The Strand.

PARKING AND PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS COMMISSION MEETING
WHEN: January 23, 2014 at 6:30 P.M.
WHERE: Clity Hall Councll Chambers
1400 Highland Avenue, Manhattan Beach, CA 80266

All interssted parties are encouraged to attend and participate.
The Staff Report wili be available at www.citymb.info on
January 18, 2014 after 5:00 P.M. For additional information,
please contact Nhung Madrid at (310) 802-5540
or email at nmadrid @ citymb.Info.




EXHIBIT

PPIC 424/
CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH

PARKING AND PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS COMMISSION
MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING
January 23, 2014

CALL TO ORDER

The regular meeting of the Parking and Public Improvements Commission offfie
Cityg{ Manhattan Beach, California, was held on the 23rd day of January, 2014 # the
hour oRg§:30 p.m., in the City Council Chambers of City Hall, 1400 nghland hue, in
said City.

B. ROLL GALL

Present: Stabile, Fournier, Adami and Lipps.

Absent: Nicholson. p

Staff Present: Traffic Engineer Zandvliet, Mana =1y ent Analyst Madrid.
Clerk: Kozak.

C. APPROVAL OF MINBJIES

01/23/14-1_June 27, 201 3
Approved with no corrections®

MOTION: Commissioner Stabile Mg d to approve the Parking and Public
Improvements Commission minutes of J e ', , 2013. The motion was seconded by
Commissioner Adami and passed by yflanimo(g roll call vote.

D.  AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION (3-Minute\Limit

Chair Fournier asked if#fiere was any Audience Partl pation.

Harris Bass, 348 S. Dianthus, expressed his dislike fSthe large Oversized
Vehicle parklng sigf that was placed in front of his home by the ity about a year ago.
He requested thgf it be moved to another location. '

Traffi¢'Engineer Zandvliet explained why the sign was placed th oF g that he
thought #*Could be relocated and that if he couldn't have the sign moved hBwould bring
it baclgto the PPIC. He then asked Mr. Bass for his contact information.

Chair Fournier closed Audience Participation.

E. GENERAL BUSINESS

01/23/14-2 _ Request for Disabled Parking Space - 3620 the Strand

Traffic Engineer Zandvliet gave a brief presentation on the request and
recommended to grant the request.

Parking and Public Improvements Commission
Minutes of January 23, 2014 Page 1 of 6



Commissioner Stabile had three questions; does the City have to follow the ADA
guidelines; if the applicant could use the underground parking and what procedure is in
place to make sure the disabled parking space is removed after the applicant moves or
it's no longer needed?

Traffic Engineer Zandvliet answered no, not all ADA guidelines need to be
followed; that the underground parking area is as restricted as and not wider than the
applicant's current spot, and that there are two ways to track the permit, that the City
keeps all spaces in files, and that the applicant must renew the need for the space
every two years.

Chair Fournier needed clarification on the process of how the City knows when
the space is not required anymore.

Management Analyst Madrid responded that all of the two year permits expire on
June 30th. She stated that she sends out notices at least one month prior to their
expiration. Management Analyst Madrid explained that usually a family member or even
a neighbor will notify the city when the space is no longer needed so it can be removed.

Chair Fournier asked if there is no response will the city remove the space.
Management Analyst Madrid answered yes.

Commissioner Adami asked what the ADA requirements are in regards to the
grading.

Traffic Engineer Zandvliet answered that each request is done on a case by case
basis. He explained that there are elements of the law that must be followed.

Commissioner Lipps asked where the closest disabled parking space was to that
area.

Traffic Engineer Zandvliet answered that the nearest disabled parking space is in
the El Porto Beach parking lot and/or the public parking lot on the corner of Rosecrans
Avenue and Highland Avenue.

Commissioner Adami asked if that space will be only for the applicant.

Traffic Engineer Zandvliet answered no, that the space would be first come first
served and would be available to anyone with a disabled placard.

Commissioners Stabile, Adami, Lipps and Chair Fournier all had the same
concerns about the ADA requirements as well as the liability pertaining to the grading
issue, to which Traffic Engineer Zandvliet stated that the City Attorney should be
consulted and involved.

Parking and Public Improvements Commission
Minutes of January 23, 2014 Page 2 of 6



Chair Fournier then opened Audience Participation.

Audience Participation

Brian Taylor, 3620 The Strand, Applicant, commented that his disability is
permanent. His issue is that his assigned parking spaces are too narrow for him to get
in and out of his car without a lot of difficultly. He shared some pictures with the
Commissioners showing that. He also stated that he knew the disabled parking space
would not be for his exclusive use.

Lucienne Aarsen, 3620 The Strand, stated that parking at that location on
Rosecrans is limited and felt the applicant already had two parking spots allotted to
him per his lease and did not need another one.

Jerry Saunders, 116 35th Street, expressed that he didn't like to see a parking
space taken away and felt that there was adequate space in the original parking space
if it was cleaned up.

Chair Fournier closed Audience Participation.
Commission Discussion

Commissioner Adami said he supports the ADA, but he is concerned about the liability
of that space.

Commissioner Stabile expressed his concern about the liability issue because of
the slope and thinks staff should consult the City Attorney. He is in support of staff's
recommendation as long as the City's guidelines are followed.

Commissioner Lipps said he thought there may be room in the applicants
existing space if it were to be cleaned up as resident Jerry Saunders suggested.

Chair Foumier is in support of granting the disabled parking space per staff's
recommendation.

1st MOTION: Commissioner Stabile made a motion to recommend to the City
Council in principal, to approve the installation of one on-street disabled parking space
and that staff be directed to explore the optimal configuration of that space, and that the
City Attorney be asked about any potential liability to the City included ways to reduce
any potential liability of the City including but not limited to a hold harmless indemnity
agreement from the applicant. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Adami. The
motion passed by the following unanimous roll call vote;

Ayes: Stabile, Adami, Lipps and Chair Fournier.
Absent: Nicholson.

Parking and Public Improvements Commission
Minutes of January 23, 2014 Page 3 of 6
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City of Manhattan Beach Install 10-Minute Parking Sign and Green Curb

Community Development Rosecrans Avenue at 3620 The Strand
Traffic Engineering Division




EXHIBIT D

4 1
Nhung Madrid 1 14?{ g

From: Tana Hausch <tanahausch@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 02, 2014 9:08 AM

To: Nhung Madrid

Subject: Parking Space on Rosecrans near the Strand

Can you please explain to me all the events that led up to the decision to create a "10 minute only space" between
Ocean Avenue and The Strand on the South side of Rosecrans?

The last | heard is that this space was up for review as a Handicap spot.
Why wasn't the neighbors notified of this change? How did it happen?
Sincerely,

Tana Hausch



Nhunﬂ Madrid

From: Craig Springe <craigs@gobrainstorm net>
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 6:20 PM

To: Nhung Madrid

Subject: Parking and Public Improvements Commission

My neighbor notified me that a 10 minute parking space was created on the 100 block of Roscrans Ave. | was not
notified of this proposed change nor were my neighbors, we were notified of a proposal to install a “handicapped”
space. | do not understand why this 10 minute parking space was deemed necessary, is it related to the handicapped
parking request? If so, is there a plan to remove the restriction on parking when the handicapped resident moves away?
As someone who has knowledge of the parking in this block that goes back some 43 years, | fail to see the “public
benefit”; the only short time usage of parking in this block is by surfers checking out the waves or visitors viewing the
sunset; both of which do so by simply abandoning their cars in the middle of the street end, blocking all parked cars
from moving,. Is this who you are trying to serve or is there some other identified need?

Removing parking from the street ends along the beach is a huge concern, creating short term parking (10 min.) clearly
does not serve the beach front residents well.

Craig Springe

970 750-8839



Nhuna Madrid

Subject: FW: The Curious Case of the De Facto Handicapped Parking Spot
Attachments: PPIC 3620 The Strand Disabled Parking 1-23-14.pdf; PPIC 4-24-14.pdf

I am once again concerned about our neighborhood and the people who live here. This time it is
about a recently created Ten Minute Parking spot in our neighborhood.

It is close to you on Rosecrans. I don’t mean to waste your time on such a seemingly trivial
matter, but I think the events that created a de facto private Handicapped Parking

spot for one resident’s family bears some scrutiny especially since he has two private parking
spots on his property that are far better suited for a handicapped man with only one leg,

You know that in the El Porto section of Manhattan Beach public street parking is already very
limited. With the limited spaces we have, each is very valuable.

Loosing even one is a big deal here. So Ihave sent flyers to all of our neighbors alerting them to
the situation. [ have also emailed the City Council. The meat of the

letter I sent the Council follows.

Of course any thoughts or advice you have would be appreciated. Maybe the Council can have
the City take a more thorough look into the situation and reverse
the space back to the original use.

Thanks,

Tana

Background:

During the week of March 31 the City has changed a regular parking space to a "Ten Minute
Only" parking space on the South side of Rosecrans between

Ocean and The Strand taking away a valuable space from our limited supply of parking
spaces, The space is adjacent to 3620 The Strand and next to the two private,

off the street parking spots for that apartment.

The resident of 3620 The Strand has a severe disability. He has only one leg. He petitioned the
City to get one of the Rosecrans parking spots made into a Handicapped

spot. This is curious because his private parking spots are closer to his house, on level ground
and much easier to access than any of the spots on Rosecrans.

The City asked for neighborhood feedback and held a meeting organized through
Nhung Madrid, Community Development Senior Management Analyst.
Some of the feedback given included the following:

® the applicant has sufficient parking (less than 10 feet away from proposed space)
which was better/safer than what was being proposed

e the space (on a steep slope) did not meet the ADA (American Disabled Act)
requirements



e our neighborhood does not have encugh parking as it is

e there are several disabled parking spots in the El Porto parking lot and there is no
need for one on Rosecrans

e that the disabled parking spot not be considered given this is just one residents
request.

At the meeting the City approved the request pending the City Attorney’s review of the ADA
legal requirements. There was no feedback on the

City Attorney’s review. But, this week the City converted the would be Handicapped sport to a
Ten Minute Parking spot.

I contacted Nhung Madrid get an explanation. This is what she told me:
Ms. Hausch,

On January 23, 2014, the Parking and Public Improvements Commission held a public
meeting to discuss the on-street disabled parking space request.

The Commission discussed with the Traffic Engineer concerns related to ADA
requirements, liability issues, possible alternative parking spaces and other

on-street disabled parking spaces throughout the City that have been approved through
this program. Following the Commission’s discussion, they

unanimously recommended approving the on-street disabled parking space, subject to
additional follow-up from the City Attorney and Traffic Engineer.

The Traffic Engineer reevaluated the proposed location of the parking space and concludes
that the optimum location would be just east of the existing

crossed hatched area located on Rosecrans Avenue. The requested disabled parking space
would be located on an existing street with a significant slope

that exceeds ADA guidelines. Also, the adjacent sidewalk and curb ramp (driveway) exceed
ADA guidelines. These are existing conditions that cannot be

feasibly remedied.

Upon discussions with the Traffic Engineer and City Attorney, staff recommended an
alternative solution of posting a 10-minute time limited parking space

in the above proposed location. This space would still be considered a public parking space,
which would allow anyone to park for 10 minutes or less. It would

also allow for anyone displaying a disabled placard to park for longer than 10 minutes as
well.

Converting a parking space to a 10 minute parking space is an Administrative Action which
is within the authority of staff and/or the Traffic Engineer and does
not require public noticing.

Please let me know if you have any other questions.

Thank you,

Nhung

Nhung Madrid

Community Development Senior Management Analyst
P: (310) B02-5540

E: pmadrid@citvmb.info



* A disabled plaque in a car allows the car to be parked in a "10 minute only zone" for however
long they want.

Conclusion:

e The City wanted to create the Handicapped spot for the resident of 3620 The Strand
and could not do it legally because of ADA guidelines
so gave the resident a de facto handicapped parking spot that is not legal by creating a
Ten Minute Only spot that he and his family park in full time.
o The City choose to gift the parking spot to the resident when the resident has a legal,
flat, easily accessible “handicapped” parking spot on
his property that is closer to his house.
o The City has encouraged (and all but authorized) a disabled man to park in an illegal
ADA parking spot that is extremely difficult to exit from the
driver’s side with only one leg,
* How can the City encourage a disabled person to park in an unsafe spot not meeting
the ADA requirements?
® The city officials never fully investigated the request and the parking spot the
resident already has.
e The City did not listen to the community nor did they do what was right for the
neighborhood.
* The City has taken away a public parking spot from the beach going public and the
local businesses to give one resident and his family a full
time, private parking spot on Rosecrans
o  The likely reason the resident wanted the Handicapped spot and now has the Ten
Minute Parking spot full time is because he needs enough
spots to park three cars and he only had two spots. What is preventing the resident at
3620 The Strand from parking in the Ten Minute Parking
full time? And considering how difficult it is to exit a car from that spot, it is much
easier for him to park in his private, level spot next to his apartment
and giving his disabled plaque to family members for their cars so they can park in that
spot? Nothing.

I strongly urge you to have the City reconsider this matter. While it is only one parking spot
and in the scheme of things is not important as most of the

matter you deal with, there is something inherently wrong in creating a permanent street
parking place for one citizen’s family. We all feel sympathy

for the resident because of his disability but don’t be fooled. The Ten Minute Parking spot is
not useable for the resident for the very reason it is not a

legal ADA parking spot and so most likely is used exclusively by his family while he parks
in the more accessible spot on his property. And then of course

why has the City gone to such great lengths to accommodate this resident without fully
reviewing his parking situation?

Thank you for your consideration of this matter to resend this decision and return this space
to its original usage - a regular parking space for both the
public and residents.



Nhung Madrid

Subject: FW: 10 Minute Parking Spot at Rosecrans and The Strand
Attachments: PPIC 4-24-14 (2).pdf

From: Catherine Strauss <catherineastrauss(@ gmail.com>

Date: April 8, 2014, 6:10:14 PM PDT

To: <CityCouncil(@citymb.info>, <cm(@citymb.info>, <gbarrow(@citymb.info>
Subject: 10 Minute Parking Spot at Rosecrans and The Strand

Dear All -

I am writing to express our deep concern over the recent change the city made to the parking at
Rosecrans and The Strand. It is our understanding that there was a request made back in
January for a disabled parking space. The request was denied due to the slope not meeting
ADA guidelines. The city chose to change the space to a 10 minute time limit, thus giving the
handicap resident the ability to use the space 24/7.

As you must know, parking is a premium in our neighborhood and has become even more
difficult with the amount of construction in this area. We are all for having handicap spaces
available, and there are in the Rosecrans lot. It is our understanding that this handicap
tenant/homeowner already has two spaces allotted to them at their residence. The 10 minute

parking provides them with additional parking when the handicap placard is placed on the dash
board.

This is absolutely unfair and the city needs to know this and investigate the situation

further. We intend to keep a photo record of the space and will be happy to share with all of
you.

Please reconsider and change this back to the original.

Thanks!

Sincerely,

Jon and Catherine Strauss
113 35th Street



Nhung Madrid

From: llaarsen@gmail.com on behalf of lucienne aarsen <aarsen@usc.edu>
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2014 4:59 PM

To: Nhung Madrid

Subject: 10 Minute Parking Space South Side of Rosecrans Avenue

Dear Ms. Madrid,

As the tenant of the upper unit at 3620 The Strand, I think it is my duty to inform you of the abuse that is taking
place since the 10 Minute Parking Spot was erected. The designated spot for Mr Taylor is instead being used
by his girlfriend who uses the space to park her vehicle. She is not handicapped, yet I have seen her place a
handicap placard on her vehicle each time she parks there. On the other hand, Mr Taylor, who claims he does
not have enough space in the driveway, continues the use of the driveway to park, enter and exit his vehicle
with enough mobility.

I'hope the Parking and Public Improvements Commission will take this form of abuse into account when they
have their meeting regarding the space on April 24.

Thank you for your time.
Cordially,

Lucienne Aarsen

Lucienne Aarsen

Assistant Professor

ITA Program Coordinator
University of Southern California
American Language Institute

950 West Jefferson Blvd.

Los Angeles, CA 90089-1292
Tel: 213-740-0095

E-mail: aarsen({@usc.edu




EXHIBIT
Poc Af2afr\4

PUBLIC MEETING

ON-STREET 10 MINUTE PARKNG SPACE
SOUTH SIDE OF ROSECRANS AVENUE

The Parking and Public Improvements Commission (PPIC) will

conduct a public meeting to discuss a newly installed 10 Minute

Parking Space located on the south side of Rosecrans Avenue
adjacent to 3620 The Strand.

PARKING & PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS COMMISSION MEETING
When: April 24, 2014 at 6:30 P.M.
Where: Police/Fire Community Room
400/420 15th Street, Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

All interested parties are encouraged to attend and participate.
The Staff Report will be available at www.citymb.info on
April 18, 2014 after 5:00 P.M. For additional information,

please contact Nhung Madrid at (310) 802-5540
or email at nmadrid@citymb.info.



Noes: None.
Abstain: None.
Absent: Lipps

04/24/14-3 On-Street 10 Minute Parking Space on the South Side of
Rosecrans Avenue

Traffic Engineer Zandvliet gave a presentation on the newly installed 10 minute
parking space on Rosecrans Avenue.

Commissioner Stabile asked how the 10 minute parking space would be
monitored by the City if it was no longer required.

Traffic Engineer Zandvliet answered that it would be monitored the same way
current on-street disabled parking spaces are monitored.

Commissioner Nicholson asked if there were any other locations in the City that a
10 minute parking space has been installed to achieve a disabled parking space.

Traffic Engineer Zandvliet responded no.

Commissioner Adami stated expressed his concern about liability associated with
the 10 minute parking space and asked if the City Attorney reviewed the documentation
on this item. He also asked if there were any other parking spaces like this one in the
City.

Traffic Engineer Zandvliet said the City Attorney did review the documents and
that there are a few short-term parking spaces in different areas throughout the City.

Chair Fournier requested clarification on what Staff was asking the Commission
to do. He asked if they were contemplating taking the 10 minute parking space away or
were they just taking public comments.

Traffic Engineer Zandvliet explained staff wanted to publically vet the issue of the
10 minute parking space and provide a public forum for all interested parties.

Chair Fournier then opened the Audience Participation.

Audience Participation

Tana Hausch, 3704 The Strand, said she was confused and disappointed
because she was not aware of the appeal process. She explained the 10 minute
parking space is creating a traffic problem and that the parking space is not even being
used. She concluded that with the limited parking on Rosecrans Avenue, she would like
the space to return to its original condition.

Chair Fournier and Traffic Engineer Zandvliet briefly explained the appeal
process.

Parking and Public Improvements Commission
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Steven Sauder, 106 Rosecrans Ave., said it didn't make sense to give a person
an extra parking space when they already have one. He stated that the 10 minute
parking space was not serving the community or the visitors who come to Manhattan
Beach.

Brian Taylor, 3620 The Strand, explained that he made his initial request for an
on-street disabled parking space in October 2013. He states that he has gone through
the process properly and is not sure why the issue of one parking space is the cause of
such contention. He shared that he is a cancer survivor and had a hip replacement last
year. He stated that with one leg it is almost impossible to get in and out of his vehicle
when parked in his assigned parking space. He said there is a parking space at the very
end of the street on near Ocean Avenue that is flat and could possibly meet the ADA
requirements.

Lucienne Aarsen, 3620 The Strand, stated she had seen people who were not
disabled parking in the 10 minute space and using a placard and thought she should
report that.

Bill Hausch, 3704 The Strand, said parking in the area is an issue and
losing just one parking space affects the community as well as the businesses. He said
the space sits idle and wants the space returned to its original condition.

Howard Kaminsky, 113 Rosecrans Ave., explained that the 10 minute space
creates a traffic problem and that making it a 10 minute space because it didn't meet the
ADA guidelines could be a liability to the City. He suggested relocating the 10 minute
space to the easterly end of the street.

Kim Bixler, 3616 The Strand, said she did see the applicant using the 10 minute
space on a regular basis, and that the space at the end of the street was a good idea
but didn't know if there was enough clearance for the other cars to pass.

Brian Taylor, responded to a comment from one of the speakers and stated that
he is donating one of his three vehicles to charity.

Chair Fournier closed the Audience Participation.

Commission Discussion

Commissioner Adami explained that a disabled parking space was not just for
the Applicant, it would be for everyone in the community who needed to use it.
Commissioner Adami stated he was not in favor of the 10 minute space because he felt
there could be a liability to the City. He said he would like to see a disabled parking
space in that area of Rosecrans Avenue.

Commissioner Stabile stated he thought it was important to go back to what the
City's policies are that impact the issue that is before the Commission. He referenced
the On-Street Disabled Parking Guidelines, which express the City’s policy that, where
possible, disabled parking should be made available for citizens and residents that are
disabled. He said Staff went through the process to determine if the Applicant met the

Parking and Public Improvements Commission
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guidelines for a disabled parking space, which the applicant did, but the space did not
meet the ADA guidelines. Commissioner Stabile also felt that the 10 minute space was
problematic. Commissioner Stabile suggested that since the Applicant stated he would
be fine with the eastern most parking space that that parking space, could be
converted if it were ADA compliant.

Commissioner Nicholson supports both Commissioner Adami and Stabile’s
comments.

Chair Fournier felt that there was a consensus amongst the Commission to
establish if any of the parking spaces in that area of Rosecrans Ave. meet the ADA
Guidelines and if one does it should be a disabled parking space.

MOTION: Commissioner Adami made a motion to direct Staff to investigate an
alternate location in the immediate area surrounding 3620 The Strand for an accessible
disabled parking space, and return to the Commission with the findings. The motion was
seconded by Commissioner Stabile. The motion passed with the following roll call vote:

Ayes: Stabile, Nicholson, Adami, and Chair Fournier
Noes: None.
Abstain: None.
Absent: Lipps

04/24/14-4 Review of Proposed Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Capital Improvement
Plan (CIP)

Tony OIlmos, Director of Public Works, gave a presentation on the 2014-2015
Capital Improvement Plan and recommended that the Parking and Public Improvements
Commission review the proposed Plan and provide comments that will be forwarded to
the City Council for review and consideration.

Commission Discussion

Commissioner Adami stated that he would like to see a specific budget for more
ADA parking throughout the City. Commissioner Adami then complimented Director
Olmos on the best presentation that he has seen in the past six years and thanked him.

Commissioner Nicholson and Commissioner Stabile commented not to continue
with the 38th street and Highland Avenue traffic signal project because it is
unnecessarythat the crosswalk on Rosecrans Avenue at Highland Avenue is sufficient,
that there is only one business that is lobbying for the traffic signal, and there is also
another traffic signal at Highland Avenue and 40™ Street.

MOTION: Commissioner Stabile made a motion to forward to the City Councll
the Commission’s comments and recommended approval subject to the Commissioners
comments. The Motion was seconded by Commissioner Nicholson and passed by
unanimous voice vote.
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Minutes of April 24, 2014 Page 6 of 7



Nhung Madrid

From: April Marano <amarano@medsolve.org>

Sent: Wednesday, April 30, 2014 10:47 AM

To: Nhung Madrid

Subject: On street 10 minute parking space for Rosecrans Ave.

Dear Ms. Madrid,
Thank you for returning my call regarding the 10 minute parking spot for Rosecrans Ave.

As long time residents in El Porto, my husband and | know too well that parking at the beach is very difficult, and every
few spot is coveted. Having said that, none of us with two legs can imagine how difficult parking (among other things)
would be with the use of only one leg. There is much abuse of the handicap parking law. However, this is a situation
where an individual has a legitimate handicap. We consider it the city's obligation to help this individual, and we applaud
the city's creativity. We will also further state that it would be tragic for the city to back down because of few protestors.

Sincerely,

April Marano-Ford
John S. Ford MD MPH
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