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AGENDA FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
PLANNING COMMISSION
October 21, 2020
6:30 P.M.
IRWINDALE COUNCIL CHAMBER
(Closed to the Public)
Pursuant to Executive Order N‐29‐20
The Governor has declared a State of Emergency to exist in California as a result of the
threat of COVID‐19 (aka the "Coronavirus"). The Governor also issued Executive Order N‐25‐20,
which directs Californians to follow public health directives including canceling large gatherings.
The Executive Order also allows local legislative bodies to hold meetings via conference calls
while still meeting state transparency requirements.
The public's health and well‐being are the top priority for the City, and you are urged to
take all appropriate health safety precautions. To facilitate this process, the meeting and
opportunities to participate will also be available through the following options:
Join Webinar at
Registration URL
https://attendee.gotowebinar.com/register/4390747259632792846
Webinar ID
182‐675‐795
You will be connected to audio using your computer’s microphone and speakers (VoIP).
A Headset is recommended.
Submit public comments by email to baguila@irwindaleca.gov before or during the
meeting, prior to the close of public comment on an item. Comments will be read by the
Administrative Secretary during public comment. Lengthy public comment may be summarized
in the interest of time.
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Spontaneous Communications: The public is encouraged to address the Planning Commission on any matter listed on the agenda
or on any other matter within its jurisdiction. The Planning Commission will hear public comments on items listed on the agenda
during discussion of the matter and prior to a vote. The Planning Commission will hear public comments on matters not listed on
the agenda during the Spontaneous Communications period.
Pursuant to provisions of the Brown Act, no action may be taken on a matter unless it is listed on the agenda, or unless certain
emergency or special circumstances exist. The Planning Commission may request staff to investigate and/or schedule certain
matters for consideration at a future Commission or City Council meeting.
Americans with Disabilities Act: In compliance with the ADA, if you need special assistance to participate in a Commission meeting
or other services offered by this City, please contact City Hall at (626) 430‐2200. Assisted listening devices are available at this
meeting. Ask the Chief Deputy City Clerk if you desire to use this device. Upon request, the agenda and documents in the agenda
packet can be made available in appropriate alternative formats to persons with disabilities. Notification of at least 48 hours prior
to the meeting or time when services are needed will assist the City staff in assuring that reasonable arrangements can be made to
provide accessibility to the meeting or service.
Note: Staff reports are available for inspection at the Planning Division Counter, 16102 Arrow Highway or at City Hall, 5050 N.
Irwindale Avenue, during regular business hours (8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., Monday through Thursday), and by contacting the
Planning Division at 626‐430‐2208.
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Code of Ethics
As City of Irwindale Planning Commissioners, our fundamental duty is to serve the public good. We are committed to
the principle of an efficient and professional local government. We will be exemplary in obeying the letter and spirit of
Local, State and Federal laws and City policies affecting the operation of the government and in our private life. We
will be independent and impartial in our judgment and actions.
We will work for the common good of the City of Irwindale community and not for any private or personal interest.
We will endeavor to treat all people with respect and civility. We will commit to observe the highest standards of
morality and integrity, and to faithfully discharge the duties of our office regardless of personal consideration. We
shall refrain from abusive conduct, personal charges or verbal attacks upon the character or motives of others.
We will inform ourselves on public issues, listen attentively to public discussions before the body, and focus on the
business at hand. We will base our decisions on the merit and substance of that business. We will be fair and
equitable in all actions, claims or transactions. We shall not use our official position to influence government decisions
in which we have a financial interest or where we have a personal relationship that could present a conflict of interest,
or create a perception of a conflict of interest.
We shall not take advantage of services or opportunities for personal gain by virtue of our public office that are not
available to the public in general. We shall refrain from accepting gifts, favors or promises of future benefit that might
compromise our independence of judgment or action or give the appearance of being compromised.
We will behave in a manner that does not bring discredit or embarrassment to the City of Irwindale. We will be honest
in thought and deed in both our personal and official lives.
Ultimate responsibility for complying with this Code of Ethics rests with the individual elected official. In addition to
any other penalty as provided by law, violation of this Code of Ethics may be used as a basis for disciplinary action or
censure of a Commissioner.
These things we hereby pledge to do in the interest and purposes for which our government has been established.

Irwindale PLANNING Commission
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A.

CALL TO ORDER

B.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

C.

INVOCATION

D.

ROLL CALL:

E.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

Commissioners:

Enoch Y. Burrola, Loretta Corpis, Robert E. Hartman; Vice‐Chair
Richard Chico; Chair Arthur R. Tapia

SPONTANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS
This is the time set aside for members of the audience to speak on items not on this agenda. State law prohibits any
Commission discussion or action on such communications unless 1) the Commission by majority vote finds that a
catastrophe or emergency exists; or 2) the Commission by at least four votes finds that the matter (and need for
action thereon) arose within the last five days. Since the Commission cannot (except as stated) participate it is
requested that all such communications be made in writing so as to be included on the next agenda for full discussion
and action. If a member of the audience feels he or she must proceed tonight, then each speaker will be limited to 3
minutes, unless such time limits are extended.
1.

CONSENT CALENDAR
The Consent Calendar contains matters of routine business and is to be approved with one motion unless a
member of the Commission requests separate action on a specific item. At this time, members of the
audience may ask to be heard regarding an item on the Consent Calendar.
A. Minutes
Recommendation: Approve the following minutes:
1. August 19, 2020
2. September 16, 2020

B. SITE PLAN AND DESIGN REVIEW (DA) No. 04‐2018 (MICHAEL WEBER, DUKE REALTY
Request for Site Plan and Design Review for the construction of a ±528,710 square foot speculative
industrial building located at 13131 Los Angeles Street (APN: 8535‐020‐007) in the M‐2 (Heavy
Manufacturing) Zone. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: In accordance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, as amended, and the City of Irwindale environmental guidelines, the
City, as the Lead Agency, has analyzed the project and has prepared 13131 Los Angeles Street
Draft Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR”) (SCH #2019080276), including the Findings of Fact,
the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), and the Statement of Overriding
Considerations. The Irwindale Planning Commission will make a recommendation to the City
Council regarding such action. A copy of the DEIR and related environmental documents are
posted on the City’s website and available at the Community Development Department, Irwindale
Public Library and City Clerk’s Office.
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 788(20), Entitled:
A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF IRWINDALE
RECOMMENDING THAT THE CITY COUNCIL DENY THE ADOPTION AND CERTIFICATION OF THE
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, STATE CLEARING HOUSE (SCH# 2019080276) FOR
THE CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW ±528,710 SQUARE‐FOOT, SPECULATIVE INDUSTRIAL
WAREHOUSE BUILDING LOCATED AT 13131 LOS ANGELES STREET (APN: 8535‐020‐007),
INCLUDING THE CORRESPONDING MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
AND STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 787(20), Entitled:
A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF IRWINDALE
RECOMMENDING THAT THE CITY COUNCIL DENY SITE PLAN AND DESIGN REVIEW (DA) NO. 04‐
2018 FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF A ±528,710 SQUARE FOOT SPECULATIVE INDUSTRIAL
WAREHOUSE BUILDING LOCATED AT 13131 LOS ANGELES STREET (APN: 8535‐020‐007) IN THE
M‐2 (HEAVY MANUFACTURING) ZONE
2.

NEW BUSINESS

3.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

4.

DISCUSSION ITEMS/PRESENTATIONS

5.

COMMISSIONER COMMENTS/REQUESTS

6.

LEGAL COUNSEL COMMENTS

7.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT MANAGER/CITY PLANNER’S REPORT

9.

ADJOURN
AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING

I, Berlyn Aguila, Administrative Secretary, certify that I caused the agenda for the regular meeting of the Irwindale Planning
Commission to be held on October 21, 2020 to be posted at the City Hall, Library, and Post Office on October 16, 2020.

Berlyn Aguila
Berlyn Aguila
Administrative Secretary

IRWINDALE COUNCIL CHAMBER
REMOTELY ACCESSED
5050 N. IRWINDALE AVENUE
IRWINDALE, CALIFORNIA 91706

Item 1-A.1
August 19, 2020
Wednesday
6:36 P.M.

The Irwindale PLANNING COMMISSION met in regular session at the above time and place.
CHAIR TAPIA

There will be no need to stand for the Pledge of Allegiance and remain
standing for the invocation.

PLEDGE OF
ALLEGIANCE
INVOCATION
CHAIR TAPIA

Father we come before you this evening. We just ask that you guide
us, to give us the wisdom, that you give us the discernment and that
we take a look at what’s before us the best way possible. To meet the
needs, Lord, to meet everyone’s needs if that is possible. We thank
you for everything in the name of Jesus, amen.

CHAIR TAPIA

Before I do the roll call, I just had to make it official that we are all very
happy for you Mr. Adrian. For your promotion and you have proved to
us, not that you had to prove to us, but that you have gone above and
beyond to keep us in a safe place, legally, and we thank you for all of
the information and direction that you have given to us since you have
been here. I know that you will lead our City as the primary legal
counsel and I won’t have to lose any sleep at night anymore.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Thank you, Chair. I really appreciate it.

ROLL CALL:

Present: Commissioners Enoch Burrola; Robert E. Hartman; Vice
Chair Richard Chico; Chair Arthur R. Tapia
Absent: Commissioner Loretta Corpis
Also present: Marilyn Simpson, Community Development
Manager/City Planner; Adrian Guerra, Interim City Attorney; Daniel Co,
Assistant Engineer; Berlyn Aguila, Administrative Secretary

CHAIR TAPIA

I will make the announcement. Loretta called in and she is not going to
make it in today. We’ll have to do her justice.

CHAIR TAPIA

Announcements.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Per executive order N-25-20, California are directed to follow Public
Health directives including canceling large gatherings. The Executive
Order also allows local legislative bodies to hold meetings via
conference call while still meeting state transparency requirements.
The City has made tonight’s meeting available in a virtual setting and
by phone. Public comments and participation are welcomed through
the following means. 1) Pre-registering for the Planning Commission

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES
REGULAR MEETING
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meeting on Go To Webinar. 2) Email submission of public comments
to the Planning Commission Department at Baguila@irwindaleca.gov.
During the spontaneous communications portion of the virtual meeting,
Administrative Secretary will first read any public comments sent by
email. Next, the Chair will open the floor to those who are participating
via webinar or phone. Please use the Raise Your Hand feature to be
added to the queue of speakers. Once called upon, you will have
three minutes to address the Planning Commission unless such time
limits are extended. So that each member of the public will have the
opportunity to speak. Individuals will be limited to a single time to
address the Planning Commission during spontaneous
communications if your hand is raised and you have spoken, you will
not be given another opportunity to speak. During the discussion items
on the agenda, members of the public are asked to use the raise your
hand feature to be added to the que of speakers and you will be
unmuted from our central console at the appropriate time. Each
speaker will be have 3 minutes to address the Planning Commission
unless such time limits are extended, so each member is afforded the
opportunity to speak. Individuals will be limited to a single time to
address the Planning Commission. If your hand is raised and you have
spoken, you will not be given another opportunity to speak. We
welcome your feedback so that we continue to improve the City’s
engagement with its residents and members of the public. Thank you.
CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you. We will now move onto Spontaneous Communications.
This is the time set aside for members of the audience to speak on
items not on this agenda and we will see if there’s anyone that has
already called in. Is there anyone who has sent an email in?

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Yes, there was an email sent by Patrick Haninger from Golden State
Environmental Justice Alliance. So, I will go ahead and read that.
“Good evening, my name is Patrick Haninger and I’m with the Golden
State Environmental Justice Alliance. We submitted a comment letter
to the Draft Environmental Impact Report. Our letter identified several
deficiencies with the DEIR. The deficiencies include but are not limited
to, air quality, health risks, and greenhouse gases. The above listed
and further deficiencies are further analyzed as part of our comment
letter by Soil Water Air Protection Enterprises (SWAPE). The City’s
elected and appointed officials have the obligation to protect the
citizens from environmental and social injustice, to protect the
environment we all share and live in, and to make environmentally
responsible development decisions. We stand by our comment letter,
and believe the DEIR is flawed and must be redrafted and recirculated
for public review. In closing we call on this Commission to be a leader
on the aforementioned issues, and be the first line of defense for our
citizenry and environment. Only by working together can we continue
to be excellent stewards of our environment, outstanding steward to
our citizens and each other.”

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES
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SPONTANEOUS
COMMUNICATIONS
CHAIR TAPIA

I would like to ask legal counsel a question on this email. Should we
have waited until the subject came up because this is something that is
on the agenda?

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Yes, you read my mind, Chair. I didn’t want to interrupt Berlyn, but yes,
I am going to ask her to read it again during the item so it is included
on the record.

CHAIR TAPIA
The Consent calendar contains matters of routine business and is to
Urrfhoaehrrrfoijjjerfoijeorfji be approved by one motion unless member of the Commission takes
erjforrjoeroro444ijtttoiihhtorseparate action on the specific item. At this time, members in the
iwhehwwedoheihiuhfujrhu audience may be heard regarding an item on the consent calendar.
The kujfkefuerjfiaehrrfijehrfjthe only item on the consent calendar is the minutes and there are no
jldjnfijerojfiejrfejrfjeerfjrrjfrej minutes to approve, but we open it up to anyone wishing to make a
kejfnhfkjnefkjefknjefewkjdk comment in the audience. It is open to members of the public to
keejnfkjnenerfkjnkefnnjkfjn participate. Do we have anyone in the audience?
ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

It looks like we do not have anybody.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

This is for spontaneous communications, for clarification?

CHAIR TAPIA
This is consent calendar and at this time members of the audience may
jsnddddkwjnsfkjewjfnkkwn be heard regarding an item on the consent calendar although there is
efnkenrfleknrfekknrfknerfnfan item.
INTERIM CITY
Thank you, I just wanted to clarify.
ATTORNEY GUERRA
NEW BUSINESS

There were no items.

PUBLIC HEARINGS
ITEM NO. 3A

SITE PLAN AND DESIGN REVIEW (DA) NO, 03-2020 (DAVID
HUTCHISON, ONE WEST)

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

Thank you Chair and Commissioners. Our Planning Tech Lisa Chou will
be giving the presentation.

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES
REGULAR MEETING
PLANNING
TECHNICIAN CHOU
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Good evening Honorable Chair and members of the Planning
Commission. The next item on the agenda is Site Plan and Design
Review (DA) No. 03-2020 at 5467 Ayon Avenue. The applicant is David
Hutchison from One West and the property owner is Sierra Alloys
Company. One West on behalf of Sierra Alloys Company is requesting
a Site Plan and Design Review approval for the development
approximately 2,256 square-foot addition for maintenance and storage.
The site designated as Industrial Business Park and the zone is M-2
(Heavy Manufacturing). The proposed project is exempt from CEQA
pursuant to section 15301 (Class 1; Existing Facilities). The proposed
addition is an approximate 2,256 square-foot concrete tilt-up that will
serve as a storage of parts and maintenance for existing equipment and
machines. The addition will be at the back of the building and it
comprises 3% of the existing building, bringing the overall floor area
ratio to 52%. Additions less than 30% of an existing floor area are
exempt from the Commercial and Industrial Design Guidelines.
However, since the subject site was developed prior to the adoption of
the Commercial and Industrial Design Guidelines, an exemption must
be requested for the proposed addition to match style, color and type of
construction with its existing building. There are 95 parking stalls
required for this project and 95 parking stalls were provided. There are
three different types of land use on this site. Within the 95 stalls, there
are 11 compact stalls and 4 ADA parking stalls, which meet the ADA
requirements. Although the proposed addition is within the 30%
threshold, the subject property was developed prior to the adoption of
the Commercial and Industrial Design Guidelines, thus an exemption
request is required and may only be used once in a 10-year period.
This means that the proposed addition would require an exemption and
will be required to match the style, color and type of construction to the
existing building. No previous exemptions have been granted for this
property and the applicant had updated the site in July 2019 to replace
a portion of the landscaping to drought tolerant and water efficient
plants. In return for the exemption, the Planning Commission may
require one or more of the following: A) architectural improvements to
portions of the existing building B) architectural improvements to other
buildings that are visible C) Improvement to a portion of the property
such as additional landscaping, a fountain, public art or similar
improvement or D) implementation of improvements identified by the
Planning Commission over a specified time period. The applicant has
proposed to install a Spanish style fountain similar to the one shown on
the PowerPoint slide at the entrance of the building in exchange for the
exemption request. As you can see from the aerial, at the front of the
building, and if you use the elevation, it will be where the planter is
currently. In addition, Staff would like to make an amendment to
Condition B13 to read, “Development Impact Fee in that amount
currently established by the Irwindale City Council shall be due at the
time of final inspection or the day of the issuance of the Certificate of
Occupancy, whichever occurs later.” Staff recommends that the
Planning Commission take the following action: Adopt resolution
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number 786(20) recommending that the City Council approve Site Plan
and Design Review (DA) No. 03-2020, subject to the proposed
Conditions of Approval or request that Staff prepares a resolution of
denial based on recommended findings of fact to be brought back at the
next regularly scheduled Planning Commission meeting for adoption or
request that the applicant revise the project and continue the hearing to
a date certain. This concludes Staff’s report and the applicant has
called into the webinar and is available for any questions that you may
have.
CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you for the report. Is there any questions for staff?

CHAIR TAPIA

In that case, we will open up the public hearing. Anyone in the
audience wishing to speak for or against this addition including the
fountain that enhances the front of the building in exchange. The
design in the back is going to be exactly and matching the existing
building which is very nice, very well maintained and nice colors. Open
now to anyone wanting to make a comment.

OPEN PUBLIC
HEARING

At 6:51 p.m., Chair Tapia opened the public hearing.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Chair, is the commissioners still making comments or are we with the
audience now?

CHAIR TAPIA

We are with the audience.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

It is public comment right now.

COMMISSIONER
BURRROLA

Okay.

CHAIR TAPIA

Anyone out there, Berlyn?

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

No hands are raised.

CLOSE PUBLIC
HEARING

There being no additional speakers, Chair Tapia closed the public
hearing at 6:53 p.m.

CHAIR TAPIA

No hands have been raised so now we will close the public hearing
and we will open it up to discussion among the Planning Commission.
Anyone wishing to make a comment?

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES
REGULAR MEETING
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COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

An additional maintenance building and going through all of the
requirements set forth by the Planning Department, Public Works and
so forth. It doesn’t mention if it would be a maintenance of vehicles.
What kind of maintenance because I am concerned if they are going to
be changing oil. What are they going to be doing as far as
maintenance? Is it going to have any effect having to have a certain
filtration system for the drainage, like a SWPP plan? I did not see
anything on our requirements. This might be more towards the
Planning Department. What kind of maintenance facility?.

PLANNING
TECHNICIAN CHOU

The addition is for a maintenance for their existing machine to store
service parts that their machines may require because they are a
manufacture of titanium and alloy bar products. They currently store
parts and equipment for maintenance within their warehouse.
However, they need the additional space that is why they have applied
for this 2,000 square foot addition in the back.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Is the storage for their equipment that manufactures these parts.

PLANNING
TECHNICIAN CHOU

That is correct.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

They have already been doing maintenance to their existing machines
and this additional building is now for maintenance for their trucks or
fleet?

PLANNING
TECHNICIAN CHOU

It is not for their fleet maintenance.

COMMISSIONER
HARTMAN

It sounds like to me like it’s a maintenance machine shop.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

For Public Works, we’re having them redo some curb and gutter in
the front? Did Planning or any Engineers from Public Works identify
which driveway and curb and gutter are going to have them repair to
meet ADA requirements and new code standards? Is Engineering with
us?

CHAIR TAPIA

Can staff hear?

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Yes, Daniel Co is on the line and will now be unmuted.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

We also have the applicant who has raised their hand.

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES
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ASSISTANT CITY
ENGINEER CO

The condition is a Public Works ServicesServices condition, but during
construction, an inspector goes out to the field to identify the areas that
need repair.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Are they aware of any areas that will need repair or will it be done at a
later time.

ASSISTANT CITY
ENGINEER CO

It is done during construction.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

When they send in their construction plans, you will identify all the
curb and gutter, and driveway that needs to be up to code?

ASSISTANT CITY
ENGINEER CO

They typically will have the inspector meet with them and mark out
the areas that will need to be replaced.

CHAIR TAPIA

At this time, Public Comment is closed and not taking any comments
from the public unless I open. I heard that the owner wanted to make a
comment, but it is not open to the public.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Not yet, at least.

CHAIR TAPIA

It is now Commissioner comments and would have to open the public
hearing again in order to make a comment. I put this back on legal
counsel.

CHAIR TAPIA

We were just described what’s going to take place. Did that satisfy
your question, Mr. Burrola.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Yes. I was a little confused, but that is good that we are looking at
that and making sure that the owner is looking at that as well and is
making sure that they are making it right.

CHAIR TAPIA

We don’t need any other comment because your question was
answered. I am not going to re-open the public hearing. What is your
third question?

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

No, that was all I had.

CHAIR TAPIA

I have an idea that might be considered when there is an
establishment that is exempted already. We can make an amendment
that we will allow Staff to make an administrative decision because in
this case, I know because of legality, if the company were to just ask
for building extension, this process would have been totally different.
That may be the reason why. The company was built before the
Design Guidelines were approved. I can see why they took this
avenue, but if there is any possibility of not having to come back to the
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Commission because they are exempt anyways. There can be an
administrative decision by the lead Planner. It is just a suggestion. If
there is no further comments, it is open for Motion.
INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Before we do, Marilyn, do you have any thoughts on that?

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

Since we are doing our Comprehensive Zoning Code update, that is
something we can look into. Unless this is something that the
Commission so desires to change before that.

CHAIR TAPIA

It is just a suggestion. It can be open to other Commissioners to see if
they still want it to go the same way. I just thought it can eliminate time,
effort, reports and that type of thing, a lot simpler and right to the point.
That is my take.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Looking at the staff report on page 3, it says “in return for the
exemption, the Planning Commission require one or more of the
following Conditions of which will be incorporated into the final
Conditions of Approval”. Do we need any direction from the Planning
Commission on this or is that already taken care of.

CHAIR TAPIA

The business; they came up with the fountain, which is already
stipulated in there that we are given an exemption for the design and
another tree. The business took the initiative to do that and let us know
that they are willing to put up a fountain for the exchange.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Confirmed. Marilyn and Lisa, is that memorialized already?

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

We can add that as a Condition of Approval.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

That is what the staff report suggested. Do we want to add that part
of the motion for direction to include a Condition of Approval requiring
the placement of a fountain as included in the Staff Report.

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER//CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

Yes and we will work with you with wording the Condition of
Approval.

RESOLUTION NO.
786(20)

“A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY
OF IRWINDALE RECOMMENDING CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES
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ADOPTED

OF THE SITE PLAN AND DESIGN REVIEW (DA) NO. 03-2020 FOR
THE DEVELOPMENT OF A 2,256 SQUARE-FOOT ADDITION FOR
MAINTENANCE AND STORAGE FOR A PROEERTY LOCATED AT
5467 AYON AVENUE (APN: 8619-019-035) IN THE M-2 (HEAVY
MANUFACTURING) ZONE SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS AS SET
FORTH HEREIN AND MAKING FINDINGS IN SUPPORT THEREOF
AND FINDING THE PROJECT EXEMPT FROM CEQA PURSUANT
TO SECTION 15301 (CLASS 1; EXISTING FACILITIES) WITH THE
REVISED CONDITION B13 AS READ INTO THE RECORD BY MS.
CHOU EARLIER AND DIRECTING THE CITY ATTORNEY AND THE
PLANNER TO DEVELOP A CONDITION OF APPROVAL WHICH
WILL REQUIRE THE APPLICANT TO INSTALL A FOUNTAIN AS
DEPICTED IN THE POWER POINT PRESENTATION PICTURE. THE
CITY ATTORNEY AND PLANNER WILL DRAFT A CONDITION TO
THAT EFFECT. “

CHAIR TAPIA

Can we ask the owner if that is okay?

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Yes that is a good idea. We can Motion and Seconded and then open.

MOTION

A motion was made by Commissioner Hartman, seconded by ViceChair Chico to accept the recommended motion as read.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Before continuing we would like to ask the applicant if they are okay
with that. Berlyn, can we open it up to the applicant.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Yes, I will be unmuting David Hutchison.

RUBEN CUELLAR

Good evening, I am not David Hutchinson. I am Ruben Cuellar and I
work for Sierra Alloys. I have been working with David Hutchison and
Lisa Chou in regards to the proposal for the fountain and being able to
gain the exemption. I am fine with what you guys have said.

CHAIR TAPIA

It is for documentation. Thank you for your time.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

We will close the Public Comment and then have roll call.

CHAIR TAPIA

Public Comment is closed.

ROLL CALL
ITEM NO. 3B

SITE PLAN AND DESIGN REVIEW (DA) NO, 4-2018 (MICHAEL
WEBER, DUKE REALTY)

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT

The item before you is a request for a Site Plan and Design Review.
The applicant Michael Weber, on behalf of Duke Realty is requesting a
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Site Plan and Design Review for the approval of an 528,170 square foot
speculative industrial warehouse building for property located at 13131
Los Angeles Street. The applicant is Michael Weber for Duke Realty
and the owner of the property is Duke Realty. The project description is
a 528,710 square-foot concrete tilt-up industrial building on 24.88-acre
site. The zoning is M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing). The General Plan
designation is Industrial/Business Park. The proposed building height is
47.5 feet with architectural features that reach up to 53.5 feet. They are
providing 261 standard stalls, 149 truck stalls and 13 bicycle spaces.
Landscaping for the site is 11% and the minimum is 10%; providing
109,330 square feet of landscaping. There is 69 dock doors facing west
and north. This project had opportunities for public participation. The
Notice of Availability for the Draft Environmental Impact Report was
released on April 3, 2020 and it concluded on May 18, 2020 for a 45
day review period. We received six comment letters and the response
to the comment letters have been included in the Final Environmental
Impact Report. A Scoping Meeting was held on August 26, 2019 and a
tribal consultation was held on March 14, 2019 with the Gabrieleno
Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation. This is an aerial view of the site
on Los Angeles Street (referring to the PowerPoint). The site was
initially developed in 1969 with the California Portland Cement
Company, a manufacturer of cement, ready mix concrete and concrete
products. Industrial operations continued under several ownership
changes. Some of the occupants include Spancrete of California,
United Ready Mix Concrete, Hanson Spancrete Pacific, Heidelberg
Cement Group and Clark Pacific. Those industrial operations concluded
until 2017. At the site overview, there were some existing buildings, but
most of them were fronting Los Angeles Street. The former buildings
that were on the site, the buildings were vacated and have been
demolished due to multiple incidents of trespassing and extensive
vandalism, but prior to the demolition, an historic resources inventory
was prepared by the consulting firm Dudek and concluded that the
properties on the site were not considered historical resources for
CEQA purposes. The roughly 25-acre site is an irregular parcel. The
applicant is proposing the approximately 528,000 square-foot tilt-up
building. The building will feature forklift ramps, roll-up dock doors on
the northern and western side, four entryways provided to the site via
two driveways on Los Angeles Street. There are two gated driveways
along Rivergrade Road. The industrial building is proposed to be
developed on a speculative basis without any pre commitments from
buyers or tenants. However, Conditions of Approval have been included
as part of the project that require all users with the business park
comply with the City of Irwindale’s M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing) zoning
standards and regulations through the business licensing and zoning
compliance process prior to any occupancy. The building design has
been designed with the Commercial and Industrial Design Guidelines in
mind. It displays multiple architectural features to break up the
expansive exterior walls with architectural projections including tower
elements, cornices, arches, stone, and wrought iron, vent details and
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deep recesses at the entrance to the building. The color palette
includes neutral, earth tone colors and exhibits the light harmonious
colors and accent colors for the trim consistent with colors encouraged
for the Design Guidelines. The design is similar to the many recently
approved developments, which has been designed to closely adhere to
the guidelines while maintaining function and esthetic uniqueness to the
site. The applicant has provided a design guideline matrix that
demonstrates the compliance with the Commercial and Industrial
Design Guidelines. They have provided pedestrian access ways to the
site via both ends of the site providing continuity in the public sidewalk
and building site. They provide landscaping around the perimeter with
the use of trees to create a street wall. The main building entrances
have been designed with a four foot recessed arched soffit creating an
inviting entry shelter serving as a means of wayfinding directing visitors
and employees to the main entry. The use of arches at varying heights
along with entrance soffit alcoves, give the building a sense of human
scale. The stone-based elements serve to break up the vertical
massing and give the building a more human scale as well. As
mentioned before, 109,330 square-feet of landscaping is proposed. The
landscape pallet includes London plane trees, chitalpa trees and date
palm trees along the Los Angeles Street entryway. Landscaping around
the perimeter include a combination of trees, shrubs, accent plants and
ground cover. The access and circulation to the site (referring to
PowerPoint). The main access to it is from Los Angeles Street via the
two driveways. The easterly driveway is designed as right-in and rightout only use. The gated driveway access on Rivergrade Road is
designed for the exiting of trucks from the site. For the environmental
review in compliance with CEQA, an Environmental Impact Report was
prepared for the project. Twenty environmental study areas were
analyzed and there were a series of mitigation measures that have
been included in the Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program (MMRP)
to reduce adverse environmental effects to a less than significant
impact. Per CEQA, project alternatives were considered. Two project
alternatives were proposed. The alternatives included a no project or no
development alternative and the other was a reduced intensity
alternative that contemplates development the site with the project with
less building square footage. As part of CEQA, there were certain
environmental issues that did require a Statement of Overriding
Considerations to be considered that mitigation measures would not be
reduced to a less than significant impact. These included air quality,
greenhouse gas emissions and traffic. What this would require is that
there would be a recommendation to the City Council to adopt a
Statement of Overriding Considerations. The purpose of a Statement of
Overriding Consideration is the project benefits would outweigh these
impacts. These benefits include additional employment opportunities to
the community, development of an industrial warehouse building on a
site that is consistent not only with the policies of the General Plan or
Industrial/Business Park and with M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing) zoning.
This site is accessible to regional markets and it conforms to the City’s
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Design Guidelines in an effort to promote quality urban design. With
that, Staff recommends that the Planning Commission adopt the
following resolutions: Resolution No. 784(20) recommending that the
City Council adopt the project Final Environmental Impact Report, State
Clearinghouse No. 2019080276 and Resolution No. 785(20)
recommending that the City Council approve Site Plan and Design
Review (DA) No. 04-2018. One thing I would like to add is that one of
the Conditions of Approval in the Site Plan and Design Review
Resolution No. 785(20), it is Condition 16 - Community Development
regarding the Development Impact Fees. That is to be revised to
Development Impact Fees in the amounts currently established by the
Irwindale City Council shall be due at the time of final inspection or date
of issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy, whichever comes later. We
did receive one communication email regarding this project and if you’re
not tired of hearing me speak, I will read it instead of Berlyn.
“Good evening, my name is Patrick Haninger and I’m with the Golden
State Environmental Justice Alliance. We submitted a comment letter
to the Draft Environmental Impact Report. Our letter identified several
deficiencies with the DEIR. The deficiencies include but are not limited
to, air quality, health risks, and greenhouse gases. The above listed
and further deficiencies are further analyzed as part of our comment
letter by Soil Water Air Protection Enterprises (SWAPE). The City’s
elected and appointed officials have the obligation to protect the
citizens from environmental and social injustice, to protect the
environment we all share and live in, and to make environmentally
responsible development decisions. We stand by our comment letter,
and believe the DEIR is flawed and must be redrafted and recirculated
for public review. In closing we call on this Commission to be a leader
on the aforementioned issues, and be the first line of defense for our
citizenry and environment. Only by working together can we continue
to be excellent stewards of our environment, outstanding steward to
our citizens and each other. Thank you”. This concludes Staff’s
presentation. We do have the applicant and the environmental
consultant who prepared the Environmental Impact Report available to
speak. Thank you.
ART TAPIA

We have to now open up the Public Hearing. Is there any questions for
staff?

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

I want to discuss the Environmental Impact Report. At what point
should I do that?

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

This is the time and I would suggest, if Tom Holm is available, give a
quick overview of the EIR and what the findings were. If you still have
question, you can ask at that point.

CHAIR TAPIA

If we start asking questions to the business owner and also the final
Environmental Impact Report consultant. In the years I’ve been, I
believe you told us that we have to open up the public hearing so there
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will be no prejudice, discrimination or get the feeling that we may be for
or against it prior to the public to make comments. I want to be careful.
INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

That is correct. I appreciate you raising that point. I am going to
suggest Tom Holm, our CEQA consultant; give a short presentation on
the CEQA review process and the EIR that will be part of Staff’s report.
After he is done, the Commission can ask questions for Marilyn or Tom
Holm regarding the project and at that time, ask all the questions about
the EIR or Site Plan and Design Review. Once you have asked all of
your questions, we will open up to public comment; hear from the
applicant and public as well. Give the applicant one last rebuttal, then
close the public hearing and at that point, you can comment on the
project.

CHAIR TAPIA

I don’t know if I understand this right, but shouldn’t we know the fact of
the EIR before the staff report?

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Whether it’s before or after the staff report, as long as it is part of the
staff report and Tom Holm is planning to do as part of the staff report.

CHAIR TAPIA

The final analysis and the approval or disapproval is now going to be
together or collaborated. We are going to vote on both saying yay and
nay.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Not yet. There are two separate resolutions that are proposed. One is
for the document and one is for the Site Plan and Design Review. Both
are on the agenda.

CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

If Mr. Holm can give an overview of the EIR process and the CEQA
document.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Tom, you have now been unmuted.

TOM HOLM

Marilyn had provided an overview of the EIR process. I thought that
was accurate and thorough. The project initially looked at the feasibility
of an initial study Mitigated Negative Declaration. We did a whole traffic
study, air quality, greenhouse gas, health risk assessment and noise
studies, and on the basis of those studies, we determined with the City
that an EIR would need to be prepared. The EIR was prepared and
circulated from April 3rd of this year until May 18 posted with the State
Clearinghouse. The City received six comment letters, which we
received with the City and responded with the EIR document, which
also included the mitigation monitoring plan. Those letters from
agencies, interested parties and organizations commented on the
issues that emerged through the EIR process and even in the original
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Scoping Meeting that took place late 2019 and identifying
transportation, air quality, greenhouse gases, and health risks as the
significant issues and issues of concern from the commenters on the
Draft EIR. The traffic consultants are available for detail comments, but
the traffic study originated with a Memorandum of Understanding with
the City and engaging Caltrans on methods, approaches and scope on
the study. Once those were firmed up, a comprehensive traffic impact
study was prepared. There were significant issues and impacts related
to main line freeway I-605 and interchanges. Mitigation measures were
identified where feasible improvements to the immediate interchange
with the Los Angeles Street, 605 and other measures in there. There
were remaining significant unavoidable effects for the freeway and
main line segments. For air quality, significant impacts were identified
for air quality. The EIR identified what we consider to be all feasible
mitigation reduce air pollution and greenhouse emissions in the
document. Those were embodied in mitigation measures AQ1 and
GHG1. AQ1 requires eleven individual measures intended to reduce
air pollutant emissions and protect sensitive receptors. We consider
those measures to be effective and substantial and reducing what
would, nonetheless remaining to be insignificant and unavoidable for
air quality impact. Measure GHG1 for greenhouse gasses require five
individual measures and tentative reduce greenhouse gas emissions
including solar panels on the roof, energy starting heating/cooling
lighting devices and appliances, use of electric alternatively fueled
sweepers with high efficiency particular or articulated air filters. As the
input air quality and greenhouse gas studies, the emissions were
modeled based on a conservative land use category general light
industrial land use which yield at a higher traffic ADT taking truck trips
into account than the measure identified by AQMD. The traffic study
was conservative by emission therefore by extension were
conservative. We felt and continue to feel that the Draft EIR provides
effective and substantial mitigation measures for air quality and
greenhouse gases. For health risks assessment, the health risk
assessment followed the guidelines of the OEHHA, environmental
health agency with oversite for air toxics. It included the assessment
identified that thresholds for carcinogenic chemicals and noncarcinogenic impacts were not met. The nearest sensitive receptor is
670 feet to the east, east of Little John Street in the residential
neighborhood. There are very few sensitive receptors within 1,000 feet
of the project. There is a buffer there, plus the buildings located on the
west side of the parcel providing additional distance from those
receptors. I think those were the key issues of concern in the comment
letters. We feel that those issues were responded to in the Final EIR
and the basis of the Final EIR. A Statement of Overriding and
Consideration for those remaining impacts was prepared. Marilyn had
reviewed those Overriding Considerations and we are available for any
additional comments or questions. We do have the traffic engineers
available to respond as well.
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INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

At this time for the Commission, this is the time to ask questions to
staff or the consultants about the project or the CEQA review.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

First of all, the EIR states that this area is within 5% of the
disadvantage communities which in my interpretation makes it very
sensitive to many environmental issues that exceed whatever the
norm might be. I can appreciate the fact that and I am concerned with
the fact the nitrous oxide emission will forever, according to this
proposal, exceed what is acceptable limits and so will the greenhouse
emissions. More importantly to me, I read through all of this. The Lead
Agency and Staff compiled a draft environmental report as you stated,
sent out the letters and got responses and then we responded to them.
My biggest concern in reading this thing, and of course I am just a
person, I am not an expert in planning or calculations or environmental
issues, but just reading this thing there seems to be a significant or
difference of interpretation of the facts that have been studied and
presented. The California Air Resources Board goes as far as to stay
that the EIR should be redrafted and sent out again. The Air Quality
Management District makes comments that they are very concerned
about what they read in our environmental report. Yes, I know that we
responded to them and again, I admit, I am not an expert and I cannot
give any kind of value to the responses. I am reading the letter from
the Golden State Environmental of Justice Alliance and as much as I
can understand, I went through their report in specifics and they make
some serious allegations about substituting values to come up with
conclusions that may be a desired result of this type of action. I am just
saying what I read so that concerns me tremendously.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Just a reminder, this is a time for questions and if there is a question
in here, that’s great, but this is a time for questions not comments on
the project.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

My question would be that, I don’t know. I have to know if there has
been responses, but if the City says that they are comfortable. I guess
I will have to wait for the rest of the comments and I can then respond
further. I will stop right now.

CHAIR TAPIA

We will wait for an answer later when the public hearing is open.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Staff can answer if they want to respond if there is a question. Staff
can respond right now.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

I’d rather they wait so I can continue.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

If you are making a comment, that is fine. I would recommend to wait
after public comment. Any questions for Staff?
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COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

I have some comments, Chair.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Question or comments?

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Questions, I am sorry. First question, going over the EIR specifically
the drainage area talks about setting up the area where the retention
basins and all sorts of things that are capturing the water runoff during
peak flow for fifty-year storm or fifty year peak flow. My question would
be that there is a lot of these implemented in the EIR that is going to
make it less than significant impact, but are we going to include this in
our design or construction? Do we go back to this EIR and make sure
that we are implementing all of these requirements, per EIR, in our
design because it seems we might not and even though we are
approving the EIR, the design might not go back to the EIR and make
sure these are being implemented. These seem far-fetched to me.
Retention basins within a parking lot or putting in valves that way it will
not be significant on Los Angeles Street and into Rivergrade Road. I
know areas in Irwindale where existing basins can’t sustain the amount
of flow coming out of these big developments and we might have
floods. It might be flooded for hours until it finally drains. To staff or
Engineering, do we look at the storm-drains within Rivergrade Road
and Los Angeles Street to make sure that this flow coming out of the
site is going to able to sustain it or be big enough for it to drain
properly?. Those are the questions that I have. They are not specific in
the EIR that this is what they are going to do to minimize the impact.
Did we actually look at this to see if it is going to work or not. That is
my question. Not sure who is going to answer my question.

ASSISTANT CITY
ENGINEER CO

Yes, we do look at the design of the offsite infrastructure of storm
drains to make sure that they can take that run-off. The project right
now is designed to pond and detain water on site and whatever excess
flow from the fifty-year storm will be discharged into the drain on Los
Angeles Street. Currently the project is designed to discharge onto a
County storm drain that runs along Los Angeles Street. The water
would not even go onto Los Angeles Street itself, it would discharge
directly into a storm drain.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

It is not flowing onto the curb and gutter; it is flowing into some pipes
there.

ASSISTANT CITY
ENGINEEER CO

Yes, the majority of the small run off from the landscape areas that will
go onto Rivergrade Road and Los Angeles Street, but it is minimal
relatively speaking compared to the entire site.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Okay, good. So, you have looked at this and make sure it is going to
work.
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ASSISTANT CITY
ENGINEER CO

Yes, there is a hydrology report that came with the EIR.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Okay, I did not see that. We are going to implement this during the
construction phase. Is that what you are saying?

ASSISTANT CITY
ENGINEER CO

Correct. When we plan check the drainage permit, we plan check that.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Okay, perfect. Second question; Are we putting in any traffic signals or
any of these approaches on Los Angeles Street or Rivergrade Road.
Is that a requirement? I didn’t really see it mentioned about it. Is that a
requirement that we will have traffic signals?

ASSISTANT CITY
ENGINEER CO

Yes, the project has four driveways total. Two on Rivergrade and two
on Los Angeles. The two on Rivergrade are right-in and right-out only
since it is a one-way street. On Los Angeles, the eastern driveway is a
right-in right-out driveway only as well because it is really close to an
intersection. The main driveway which is the western driveway on Los
Angeles Street is going to be signalized and the project is conditioned
to install a new traffic signal at that location.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

They are only going to be able to use, coming eastbound, the median
with that traffic signal? The other driveway approaches they are not
able to pull in.

ASSISTANT CITY
ENGINEER CO

Yes, correct. Only one driveway is allowing left turns from the
eastbound traffic.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

That is something that you looked at and would be good flow for the
development and not cause any back up or traffic concerns like that.

ASSISTANT CITY
ENGINEER CO

Yes, I think it would be more efficient operation of the site.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

This requirement for this traffic signal we’re going to put in be put in as
a Conditions of Approval. I did not see it there.

ASSISTANT CITY
ENGINEER CO

It is in the Conditions of Approval.

CHAIR TAPIA

If there is no other questions. Thank you for updating us and giving us
the information that the Commission asked. We are going to open up
the public hearing.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

I would open up the public hearing and would invite the applicant to
speak first.
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OPEN PUBLIC
HEARING

At 7:51 p.m., Chair Tapia opened the public hearing.

CHAIR TAPIA

We will open up the public hearing at this time. State your name and
address for the record, please. We would like the applicant to be the
first participant and then take questions, I know there will be questions,
then we will open it up. It will automatically be open to other
participants in the audience to raise their hand. The public hearing is
now open.

MICHAEL WEBER

Good evening Chair and members of the Planning Commission. This is
Mike Weber from Duke Realty at 200 Spectrum Center Drive Suite
1600, Irvine, California. I would like to introduce myself and Duke as a
company. This is our first project in Irwindale. We’re a national
developer of industrial properties and we are excited to bring this
project to the City. One of the things that we pride ourselves is being a
long-term holder of properties. We are going to be in the community for
a long time, so we will bring a very high quality project to the City and
this high quality project will bring high quality tenants. I just wanted to
bring that up. As far as the comments brought up by a few of the
Commissioners, the letters in the EIR are pretty standard letters that
we receive on a lot of our projects. As I mentioned, we do quite a few
projects in the Southern California area and in multiple municipalities.
The consultant adequately responded to all the questions with
substantial evidence in the EIR and we appreciate that. This is
something that mitigation measures address as well, all of the impacts
that were brought up on the EIR were addresses and mitigation
measures that will be addressed for the project. As far as the drainage
is concerned, Staff brought that up as well. Our drainage will be
collected on-site and in the drain storm chambers, as well as ponding
on the truck court area, and let out in the County Flood Control box
that is right at the front of the property on Los Angeles Street. There
shouldn’t be any issues with flooding on Los Angeles Street and as
Staff mentioned as well, we will be reducing the sheet flow onto Los
Angeles Street to well below the existing sheet flow drainage there
now. I believe it is below 15% of what is there now. As well as the
traffic signal mentioned, that we are conditioned to build a tintersection there so, that will be the only full access at the intersection
going into our site. The others will be right-in right-out. We appreciate
you considering our project for approval. Let me know if you have any
other questions.

CHAIR TAPIA

Let me ask legal counsel a question. Since this is a public hearing and
we are wanting to hear from the public, I would like to include the
owner, our consultant and our Staff. If we have any questions during
the Commissioner comments, it can be an extension of the public
hearing, but not participated by the public if that is what it needs to be.
We are going to need to make the comments that we have or give our
opinions. We may need and want answers. How is that going to work?
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INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Public comment is the time for the public to provide their comments
and that is fine. After that, once we close the public comment period,
you can provide comment if you have further clarification questions,
that is fine. Sometimes the reason we tend to not want more questions
at that time is then it may spur more questions from the public or the
public may want to give more input on the specific issue that has been
raised. So, I would advise to play it by ear. What we could do is have a
section for final questions before we give comment.

CHAIR TAPIA

Because that is our time. We give the public their time. I understand
what you are saying. Now, we need time to discuss the way we
interpreted.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

That is correct. But if we make any changes or any additional
conditions, my recommendation is that we open up the public comment
to allow the applicant to speak to any changes to the Conditions of
Approval or anything of that sort.

CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you for participating on the public comment. Is there any
questions or anything for the owner?

CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you sir. We will now open it up to the general public. Any hands
out there?

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Yes chair, we have Michael Weber raising his hand. Michael, I am
going to unmute you now.

MICHAEL WEBER

Thank you. I just would like to add that in addition to what I just said. I
would like to point out that Golden State Environmental Justice
Alliance - they are a private entity and we see them a lot on our
projects in the area. The letter they provided to the EIR during the
public review period was a standard letter. I would like to point that
out, thank you.

CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you. Any other participants?

CHAIR TAPIA

Do you see anyone else, Berlyn?

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Chair, there is no more hands.

CLOSE PUBLIC
HEARING

There being no additional speakers, Chair Tapia closed the public
hearing at 7:59 p.m.

CHAIR TAPIA

We will close the public hearing then at this time and open it up to
Commissioner comments and we may want to be careful as to if we
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need an answer from the consultant, owner or the Staff. It is now the
time to state the way each Commissioner feels about the project
whether you are leaning towards approving it, leaning towards more
information or leaning towards denying it. Therefore, it will go to the
Council. It is open to Commissioner comments now.
VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

I would like to finish off my comment if I may, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIR TAPIA

Yes sir.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

You pretty well know what my perspective was on the proposal as
regards environmental issues. I don’t agree with our Staff that the
benefits out way the detrimental effects that this project would bring. I
don’t agree with even the benefits may be, although I don’t want an
answer, I would be curious as to how they got that 1,000 plus
employees on an operation of this sort. Again, that is inconsequential.
It is not that significant. Before I would consider any kind of
improvement on the property. Certainly, the Final EIR would have to be
a little in agreement with outside agencies. I know that there is no EIR
that’s going to 100% agree with outside agencies, but I would certainly
like to see a little more of a closer opinion as to the environmental
issue that have been presented before us. That’s it, I am done.

CHAIR TAPIA

Anyone else? Any other comments from Commissioners?

COMMISSIONER
HARTMAN

I have none.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

If there is no other comments, I will make a motion.

CHAIR TAPIA

Mr. Burrola, do you have any comments.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Yes, I have a comment. We don’t get a lot of these Draft EIR or EIR’s
that come in and every time we bring one in, there’s always some letter
or some concern from some agency saying that something is wrong
and then we kind of not act on it. We approve it then it goes away. We
don’t have any solutions to mitigate that problem. Even though the EIR
does state it that they are going mitigate it, my comment would be that
I’m just not sure if we are taking the EIR like it’s the law or if we are
looking at it like a professional way of saying that a professional
actually put this together. We should go by what they are saying as far
as what the mitigation measures are. As far as my comment is for
Engineering, we’re looking at sewage, drainage, we’re looking at storm
drains and traffic, those are all impacts. When they put this EIR
together, a lot of it is saying that they’re going to do this to mitigate the
impacts. It’s hard for me to understand that. The EIR is very
cumbersome with a bunch of information, we got it two weeks ago, and
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I’ve been going through it back and forth. That is just my comment.
There is a lot to look at and if you don’t know anything about drainage
and sewage, you take the professional opinion of whoever prepared
this EIR. Is that the way we are going to look at this? I would say yes
because they are professionals, but at the same time, we are trusting
our staff to make sure they looked at it as well and they agreed with it
and the mitigation measures. It’s one of those things. I will stop there.
That is just more of an opinion, but that’s my comment.
COMMISSIONER
HARTMAN

I know for a fact that businesses like this that do this type of business
have the drainage systems that those drainage systems are always
monitored before any water is released. I know that they are monitored
by the State.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

CEQA.

COMMISSIONER
HARTMAN

Yes. That’s my comment.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

I would like to add to Commissioner Burrola’s, thinking maybe. I heard
him ask earlier and it was a very good question, and I am not sure it
was even answered. At some times we certify an EIR for a given
project, but are those conditions carried over to the project proposal
word-for-word, so to speak? That was never answered. To further add
to his thoughts and maybe an answer to his question, yes, we do have
professionals compiling information for the purpose so that we can
make a decision. That was the point I was making earlier in this
proposal/situation. We have three sets of professionals giving us.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

I lost them. Adrian, can you hear me? I can see you, but not hear you.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

The three of us are okay. I guess Chair and Commissioner Chico are
at City Hall.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

For the purpose of the meeting, let’s take a recess until they can rejoin
because at this point we do not have a quorum until they rejoin.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Berlyn and Marilyn, can you hear us?

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA
RECESS

We will be taking a recess for technical difficulties.

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY

At 8:08 p.m., the Planning Commission took a short recess.
I just want to remind you that this is still broadcasting while we are
taking the recess to be mindful, thanks.
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PLANNER SIMPSON
RECONVENE

At 8:13 p.m., the Planning Commission reconvened.

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER

I’d like to provide a little bit of information. When we receive
comment letters to a Draft EIR, the responses to the comments are
prepared in conjunction with the environmental consultants. Staff
reviews that as well, and they prepare a response. Once we have that
response, we send the Final EIR to all of the commenters that have
sent anything to us and that gives them a chance to respond to what
we have written to their comments and they have the opportunity to
send another letter that they can participate in the public hearing. The
only letter or comment that we received back was from the Golden
State Environmental Justice Alliance. Looking at a couple of the
comments that were made from CARB and AQMD, they had concerns
about cold storage and I want to point out that in the Site Plan and
Design Review we did add a Condition under Community Development
that cold storage shall not be permitted, should cold storage be
proposed an environmental review shall be required before any tenant
improvements to the building. Their concerns in the letter had to do
what is called TRU’s - Transport Refrigeration Units. Cold storage is
not being proposed with this so, that is one of the things discussed.
Between mitigation measures and Conditions of Approval for the
project, those are how we attempt to answer their questions and I can
defer to Tom Holm, our environmental consultant, to provide a little bit
more detail with this, but getting six letters for this project is standard
and some of these are pretty standard letters as was stated before. To
provide some clarification, we can have our consultant also give a
response. Just describing the process to you, we do have a consultant
preparing the environmental document and they are the environmental
professionals and experts and staff works very closely with them. We
get an administrative Draft EIR that we review at a staff level and
sometimes there are a couple reiterations that go through before we
circulate the Draft EIR for public review. Even with that, we are still
looking at the project before putting out the Environmental Impact
Report; Staff is looking at the project itself - the Site Plan. That
includes Building and Safety, Public Works Engineering, Public Work
Services, Planning, and Fire Department. We send out the plan and
notices to various agencies and surrounding cities to get their input. It
is quite a process that takes place a little more behind the scenes. I
would like to point that out. That concludes my comments.

CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you very much. Any more questions or thoughts.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

I just wanted to ask, I know you are doing a great job and staff is doing
a great job putting together the EIR.

CHAIR TAPIA

Mr. Burrola, this is Commissioner comments.
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COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

I was going to ask if you guys as a staff make sure that all of these
mitigations are implemented in the design review once they go into that
portion before you approve it if that goes into design and construction.
Are you guys making sure all of these mitigations are transferred over.
I’m sure you are, but I wanted to ask.

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT

Thank you Commissioner Burrola. Yes, the Environmental Impact
Report is the CEQA document with the mitigation measures and they
have to
demonstrate that they are complying with them. And in the MMRP, it
actually lists out who’s responsible or which division is responsible for
that. We do ensure we sign off on anything outstanding that it is
completed and done properly.

MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Okay, thank you.

CHAIR TAPIA

Any other comments? Mr. Chico, do you have any other comments?

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

No, I don’t have any other comments.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

The applicant Michael Weber would like to speak.

CHAIR TAPIA

This is not the time to speak. I want to speak. We can give him time to
speak, but it looks now like we are trying to be convinced how to vote
and that is kind of rubbing me the wrong way. All this extra stuff should
have been, to me, it should have been presented when the
presentations were made and obviously, I am very concerned about
our air quality. Greenhouse emission and transportation, our freeways
seem to be like a train in this day and age. We have had trucks in
Irwindale all of our lives. I lived on Central Street where Manning
Brothers was located and I heard all of the traffic and trucks. They had
a fleet with about 40-60 trucks that started at six in the morning, but in
that day and age even though we had different quarries, the traffic was
not like it is now. It is hard to get in and out. There are so many trucks
on the road and now we want to incorporate 577 more trips per day.
That means to me that this facility is going to want to operate 24/7.
1,000 employees or so means there’s going to be three shifts. The air
quality is not going to get any better because other cities are
incorporating and bringing other businesses and that type of thing. I
think as a Planning Commissioner, I am taking my job seriously and I
love my City and I want to do the best that I can for it. I unfortunately
don’t think I would do the best for my City if I approve this measure
tonight. I don’t think I would be doing justice. There is no particular
tenant or tenants. This building is not designed for stalls; it is designed,
for me, hopefully for one tenant. It’s projected in our staff report it does
not have what the projection has by 2021, 577 trucks. Why couldn’t we
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be told what is actually in the plan. Then the 1,000 employees plus the
labor plus the people that are going to construct the construction as it
says, that too. I think there’s a lot of things that need to be corrected
here. At this present time, I cannot support this project no matter how
hard anybody worked, that’s what you’re supposed to do anyway.
There’s a procedure that you have to go through anyway dictated by
the County, State, and Federal. Same thing that we have to go
through. Same thing we are bound to do. They say our water is not
contaminated, but we are dying of cancer here in this City, by the
handfuls. Employees of this City have died of cancer. My own wife, two
other Councilmen’s wives have died of cancer here in this City. In the
last year alone, about 22 people have died from cancer and you’re
telling me that the consultants, not you particularly, say the water level
is fine. I looked into it and I found that there is contamination. They
shut down one well because it was so contaminated and instead of
filtering it, they closed it down and it still exists in our City. I live here
and I want the best, again, for our City. I am sorry and I apologize for
all of the work that you have done. You have stated that you bring a lot
of quality, I don’t doubt it, but at this particular time and especially in
that area, that’s a low lying area where the fog and the residue of the
cars, the 605 and different things. People don’t know that there is an
airwave that comes through there. I worked there. The people don’t
know that the chili factory was killing us because nobody knew that
there were airwaves in the air that carried the chili odor. It got to a
certain point it would come to our City and they did not want to believe
it, but it’s true. At this particular time, that is my thing and the findings
that we have, I don’t agree with them and if I have to, I will tell you why
findings in both. The findings in the staff report and the findings of the
EIR, which are on page 140 of the EIR and page 27 of the staff report,
excuse me it is not 27. If those findings need to be challenged if that’s
what we need. “Proposed project is in conformance with the General
Plan, Zoning ordinances and other ordinances”. What other
ordinances? I don’t know what other ordinances because they are not
stated here. And “regulations of the City”- what regulations, I don’t
know because it’s not stated. Then we have number two - “proposed
projects in conformance with redevelopment plan regulations”. That
doesn’t even exist. I don’t even know why it’s printed here and “then
the following are linked to avoid congestion to ensure public health and
safety” and it just gives from A-F things that need to be done anyway,
they are not specific to anyone and are general comments. I just feel
like someone is trying to pull the wool over my eyes. That’s how I feel
right now because of all the comments that I know are not true. So,
that’s my position here tonight. I am ready to deny this. I am ready to
deny this. I don’t know how anyone else feels, but that’s how I feel.
Thank you very much.
CHAIR TAPIA

Any other questions? We lost Mr. Burrola.

VICE-CHAIR

There he is.
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CHICO
COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

This keeps going in and out, sorry. No questions, Chair.

CHAIR TAPIA

Is there any other questions. Do you have questions for Staff, owner or
the EIR consultant? Is there any questions you would like to ask them?
Or if they would like to make comments, right now would be the time to
make comments.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Mr. Chair, are you going to reopen the public comment before you take
a vote?

CHAIR TAPIA

I’ll open it if they want to make any comments I will reopen the public
hearing. Thank you for allowing me to say my piece. At this point in my
time, that is my own personal feeling and I am not trying to convince
anyone else to go along with me. For the rest of the Commission, you
vote the way you want. We will reopen up the public hearing if staff,
engineers, EIR consultant or owner would like have their say.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Excuse me chair, the applicant Michael Weber would like to speak.
Michael, I will unmute you now.

CHAIR TAPIA

State your name and address, please.

MICHAEL WEBER

I’m sorry?

CHAIR TAPIA

State your name and address for the record.

MICHAEL WEBER

This is Michael Weber, the applicant with Duke Realty at 200 Spectrum
Center Drive Suite 1600, Irvine, California. We appreciate all of the
words and thoughts. All we ask is that this go to vote here. That is my
only comment.

CHAIR TAPIA

Anyone else wish to speak? We will close the public hearing again
then. Before motion, if you don’t have any other questions or
comments.

CHAIR TAPIA

It is open for a motion.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

Mr. Guerra, what is the proper motion to reject Resolution 784(20)?

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Two things that would be done. First thing is that you basically
motion to deny the project and direct staff to prepare a resolution of
denial, which would be brought back at the next meeting or the
Commission’s approval and that resolution would then be presented to
the City Council as a resolution recommended denial, I should say.
Second aspect of it is if you are going to make a recommendation of
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denial, you would have to clarify for Staff what findings you are unable
to meet or make based on the facts presented. What staff would do
based on your comments; they will prepare a draft of consideration for
the next meeting. I will point you to page 192 of the agenda packet.
That is the resolution and Chair Tapia was reading from them earlier,
you will see on page 192 and thereafter, are numerous findings. You
will need to clarify to staff what findings you cannot make and why.
Again, basis that would create the new resolution.
VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

That’s pretty general. For instance, on page 192 where in fact does it
specifically apply to the environmental measurements that were part of
the EIR. Specifically nitrous oxide, where is that worded. I can’t insert
it, I can’t misinterpret it. That was one of my biggest issues. Back to
square one.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

You cannot make the finding for section/finding A, is what you’re
saying.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

I cannot agree based on 1A or the first item, nitrous oxide emissions.
That’s not an example, but it will give you an idea what I’m trying to do.
My reason for making a recommendation to deny is the excessive
nitrous oxide and greenhouse emission that are going to be generated
if this project is approved.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Okay. Marilyn, do you see where that finding would addressed?

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

I’m looking.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Commissioner Chico, an argument can be made that is more the
environmental document, but not necessarily the findings for the Site
Plan and Design Review.

CHAIR TAPIA

Well, it’s the same one. It’s basically the same 192 and page 27 of the
staff report are basically the same and I don’t agree with any of them.
That’s why I said I will challenge all of these. Number one, the
proposed project is in conformance with the General Plan, Zoning
Ordinance and other ordinances. Again, what other ordinances, I don’t
know. They are not stipulated and regulations of the City. What
regulations? It’s unknown and unclear. How can I challenge something
that is unclear? The proposed project is a development of an industrial
warehousing building on the site with a General Plan Land Use
designation and composed/compiled. Setbacks and that type of thing.
Well, that’s automatic for any Site Plan and Design Review. It’s not
something that was just made for this. Why can that be used as a
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finding because it’s mandatory. What is being proposed here is
mandatory for anyone that wants to submit a Site Plan and Design
Review? The proposed project is in conformance with any
redevelopment plan. That doesn’t fly anymore. Number 3, then the
following are linked to avoid traffic congestion to ensure the public
health and general welfare. To prevent adverse effect on surrounding
properties. So, the facilities and improvements. Again, this is what is
required. Pedestrian vehicle and internal circulation and setbacks,
height of buildings, mechanical utility equipment, landscaping, grading,
lighting, parking, drainage, and intensity land use. That’s not a finding.
To me, that is automatic and a requirement. That’s what they have to
do for a new development. Number 4, that the proposed development
is consistent with applicable City design guideline and historic themes
and provide for appropriate interior/exterior design. Appearance
consistent and complimentary to the present proposed building and
structures in the vicinity. There is no place in our design guidelines that
say that the proposed building and structures in the vicinity that they
complement. It’s just the architecture and if you have it in another
building, like before, that was made before the design guidelines. You
can’t say that if they didn’t have to do it, so why should I. No, you’ve
got to comply with the design guidelines and you can’t deviate from it
and you have to present it to the Commission. The proposed industrial
incorporates many of the desired elements; yeah that’s because they
have to. It’s not because it’s a Finding. Those to me should not be
interpreted as Findings. Those are mandatory design guidelines and
mandatory building code. That’s basically what page 192 says. There’s
nothing on page 29, to me that can be determined as a Finding. I don’t
know. That’s the way I see it and interpret it as.
INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

I’m going to give you my thoughts. The Findings, if you are looking at
them, it says a, b, and c and the subsections of facilities, improvement
and setbacks. All of that is in the Municipal Code, or the Zoning Code, I
should say. All those are the Findings that are set forth in the Zoning
Code that apply to Site Plan and Design Review. Chair Tapia, while
they are doing this anyway or is this mandatory, that’s really the
question. If they are doing it and you feel like they are complying, then
you should be able to make the Findings. If you feel like, factually,
there is not enough facts to make that Finding, then you can say no
that Finding cannot be made. For example, hypothetically, let’s say
that the setbacks were not given the required setback. Say it’s required
of five feet and they are only giving us two feet and that’s what they are
proposing and because it’s their project, they, in theory, can propose
that and say that “this is what I want, we’re not asking for a Variance.
We want a two foot setback”. You can say that the Code requires five
and you have given us two, I cannot make the Finding that you have
complied with the zoning. That would be an example. If the
Commission is going to deny the application, the Commission needs to
give direction to Staff as to how or why any of these Findings cannot
be made.
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VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

I am focusing on the EIR, obviously, and I do not wish as a resident or
individual to put up with excessive amount of pollution this project is
going to create. As a Commissioner, seeing the EIR, I am not agreeing
with the City that the economic benefits outweigh the detrimental
issues. I don’t agree with it and I want to vote no. Where am I losing
prospective here?

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

You can recommend denial of the Environmental Impact Report. There
are two resolutions that are before the Planning Commission. One is
the environmental document and the second one is the actual project
approval for the Site Plan and Design Review. If you want to
recommend that the Council deny adoption or approval of the EIR, you
can make that Finding and make that recommendation for the EIR
document. With respect to the Site Plan and Design Review, if there is
a Finding that you feel that you cannot make, then you can make a
recommendation of denial of the Site Plan and Design Review as well.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

That is what I would like to do because they are in a sense connected.
If you deny the EIR, you cannot possibly approve the project.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

That is correct.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

That’s the kind of motion I would like to put on the floor.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

You want to recommend denial of the CEQA document thereby
denying the project?

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

Yes.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

To clarify, the motion will also include direction to staff to bring back a
resolution of denial based on the fact that they cannot approve the
CEQA document and therefore the project cannot be approved.

MOTION

A motion was made by Vice-Chair Chico, seconded by Commissioner
Hartman to deny the recommended motion as read.

CHAIR TAPIA

Roll call.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

I am going to ask for a second motion and just to also bring back a
resolution of denial of the Site Plan and Design Review because that is
kind of inferred by the initial motion. I just want it cleared for the record
that you are also denying the Site Plan and Design Review, as well.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

Do you want me to read the complete motion?
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INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Yes and I can state it, but I will also ask, Marilyn, do you feel like
based on what you have heard, you can make any negative findings or
do you still need clarification?

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

On the Site Plan and Design Review?

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

On the Site Plan and Design Review.

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

It will only be the environmental determination.

INTERIM CITY
Do you feel you need a resolution of denial for the Site Plan and
ATTORNEY GUERRA
Design Review or are you confident going forward with the CEQA
jklfcncclnlnflnlnnldnkvlvknvdocument. I’m going to say let’s do a second resolution of denial of the
Site Plan and Design Review based on the fact that the environmental
document was not approved.
MOTION

A motion was made by Vice-Chair Chico

CHAIR TAPIA

We need a second.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

What is the motion?

INTERIM CITY
The second motion is to also bring back a resolution of denial of the
ATTORNEY GUERRA
Site Plan and Design Review based on the fact that the CEQA
jkhl,lj;mmkjjnkjnjnjnjjnjkjnkjn document cannot be adopted or recommended for adoption.
COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Is that per section, if I am reading it right, a,b,c,d on page 195,
number four?

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

That is correct.

SECONED

Commissioner Burrola seconded to the motion as read.

CHAIR TAPIA

Roll Call.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

For the applicant and the public, Staff will present the two resolutions
of denial at presumably the next regular meeting and once those
resolutions are adopted, it will be agendized for the City Council’s
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consideration those recommendations of denial at a future meeting.
Thank you Chair.
CHAIR TAPIA

Will the reasons be what Commissioner Chico had. Will they part of
the resolution?

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Yes, they will be included in the resolution.

CHAIR TAPIA

So that the Council knows what the reasons why it was denied.

INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

Yes, so the Council will have a resolution. The Planning Commission
will be presented a draft of the resolution at the next meeting and you
will be able to see what staff includes. You are welcome to add to it or
clarify it and then that resolution will be presented to the City Council
as part of their decision along with your minutes of this meeting and
staff report that was presented here today.

CHAIR TAPIA

Okay, thank you. Any further comments?

DISCUSSION ITEMS/
PRESENTATIONS

There were no items.

COMMISSIONER
COMMENTS

COMMISSIONER
HARTMAN

I would like to follow up on last month’s meeting. What happened to
the flyers that were supposed to be sent out and we also haven’t
received any weekly reports anymore. That’s why I am asking about
this.

CHAIR TAPIA

Again, congratulations to Mr. Adrian. Congratulations, you deserve it.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Who do I talk to about the mosquito problem that we are having in
Irwindale. It’s really bad. I can’t even go outside and enjoy the evening
when it’s cool because I am being bit up by mosquitos. I tried
everything, every candle you can think of and it’s not working. I’m not
sure where they’re coming from. Maybe we can look into the mining
sites or Vector Control can come out and do a test. Maybe staff can
recommend something to the Council. Something as far as to get
Vector Control come out and see if it’s a problem that we need to look
at further.

CHAIR TAPIA

Maybe we have some sitting water somewhere and I heard there are
starting to breed in bushes and in the grass. I have a suggestion for
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you, get your family and put them in one corner of your backyard and
you on the other one so they can bite you.
INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

I believe Marilyn was going to briefly respond to Commissioner
Hartman’s question about the drones.

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

Yes, thank you. The item that was presented to you was to get your
thoughts and we will be bringing that to the Council. That will come
shortly to one of, not the next meeting, but the one in September.

COMMISSIONER
HARTMAN

Thank you very much.

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

To Commissioner Burrola’s question, we’re not going to have to
separate you in your lawns. I like that idea, but no. We will get in
contact with Vector Control tomorrow.

COMMISSIONER
BURROLA

Okay, thank you.

LEGAL COUNCIL
INTERIM CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

I just wanted to thank you Chair for your kind comments and I am
very appreciative of the opportunity with the City Council.
Commissioner Burrola was asking earlier, am I going to be doing
double duty and the answer is yes, at least for the time being. My plan
is to continue handling both Planning Commission and City Council
and hopefully the Council will make some type of decision this year on
a permanent City Attorney and I am right now an interim. Hopefully I
will have the opportunity to be the permanent. Until they decide, I will
continue to do both Planning Commission and City Council. If they
decide before the end of the year, my plan is to continue working with
the Planning Commission until the end of the year and then probably
bring someone else on to assist me with the Commission. We will see,
that’s a little too far ahead at this point. We’ll get there when we get
there.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

Only if you take a cut in pay, we have to spare the budget.

ASSISTANT CITY
ATTORNEY GUERRA

I’ll do my best.

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER’S REPORT
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I just want to remind you that State of the City will take place as a
virtual event on September 17 at 5 p.m. That is a tentative date. I
think it will be firmed up shortly. On October 1st the young citizens
event
will take place. If you know any young citizens, encourage them to
apply. Also, I don’t know if you have seen, but there’s something that
Economic Development has been putting together. It’s called “Take
Out Tuesday” and there are a few restaurants that have discounts and
promotions in the City. On Tuesday when you go there, you can get a
percentage off your food or you get something free. Think of that with
the local restaurants like Carl’s Jr., Farmer Boys, Bella Bottega and
more. Also, wanted to remind you about the Census, with all of the
Covid things we have forgotten about it, but the Census deadline is
September 30th of this year. That is all that I have to report.
Okay, thank you.

AGENDA ITEM
REQUESTS BY
COMMISSIONERS
CHAIR TAPIA

I know that this will be a sensitive issue, but I would like to request. I
hate the position that our Planning staff is in, but I want to understand
it. That is why I would like something brought to us that will identify it.
Here is my dilemma, the Staff and the Commission work together, but
the Staff is hired from the City to represent the City. Then someone
comes in and wants to build the project. Wants to rent or lease a place
then Staff has to take the position of assisting them and to me, in my
head that is a contradiction. It seems like it’s a conflict of interest
because now our own Staff has to give all of the information and help
whoever comes in, for instance today, and work with them to the point
that maybe they become emotionally involved in it. I don’t know.
Personally involved in it. We have to sit here and not agree with our
own personnel and the people who are writing up the reports. I don’t
know where that started, how it started and why it exists and I would
like to know why our Planning Staff and other Staff is put in that
position. Why does the City have to basically be the applicants’
consultants/lawyers. If there’s any loopholes, we have to show them
the loophole. That’s what I would like. I would really like to understand
this, not just the surface, but how did it originate, why does it exist. Is
the State involved in it too? Is it money? You help the applicant and the
applicant now has to pay a certain amount of money here and a certain
amount of money there. I don’t know, but I really want to understand
that. Could we have an intense report and can you please make us a
brochure of the presentation so that we can have it personally. Of all of
the requests I have ever requested, I would really like to understand
that part of the process because it doesn’t make any sense to me. It
doesn’t make sense to me because sometimes you may feel like you
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can’t go talk to Staff about a certain project because they’re going to
represent them next week. Where does this all make sense? Anyway,
my hot air is gone. There it is.
CHAIR TAPIA

Anyone else?

CHAIR TAPIA

That’s what I would like for it to be on the agenda. That would give us a
lot more understanding and make us better Commissioners on every
respect. That is my goal, to be the best Commissioner I can be for the
City of Irwindale.

CHAIR TAPIA

Anybody else?

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to conduct, the meeting was
adjourned at 9:05 p.m.
_________________________________
Chair Arthur R. Tapia

Attest:
_________________________________
Berlyn Aguila, Administrative Secretary

IRWINDALE COUNCIL CHAMBER
REMOTLEY ACCESSED
5050 N. IRWINDALE AVENUE
IRWINDALE, CALIFORNIA 91706

Item 1-A.2
September 16, 2020
Wednesday
6:36 P.M.

The Irwindale PLANNING COMMISSION met in regular session at the above time and place.
CHAIR TAPIA

In remembrance of one of our friends Eddie Diaz. His dad Santos Diaz
was a Council Member here and his picture is up on the wall. He
passed away recently. I would like if he can be remembered.

COMMISSIONER
HARTMAN

I can’t understand anything that is being said

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

The audio is not very good.

CHAIR TAPIA

Staff?

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Jeff is working on it, excuse me.

CHAIR TAPIA

Okay, thank you.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

Adrian, does it surprise you that the Big Ten went back to playing
football?

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

No.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

Doesn’t surprise me either. Makes the guy from the Pac 12 look like
an idiot.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

I’m hoping sometime in November.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Chair Tapia, can you hear me?

CHAIR TAPIA &
COMMISSIONERS

Yes.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

We are ready to begin.

CHAIR TAPIA

Can you hear me now?

CHAIR TAPIA

Number one, Adrian I would appreciate if you would come over here
after the meeting is over. Number two, I want to close this meeting in
remembrance of Edward “Eddie” Diaz. His father was Council Member
in the beginning. His name was Santos Diaz and his name is up on the
top. I would like to honor him now and at the end of the meeting.
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CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Mr. Chair, I am not at City Hall.

CHAIR TAPIA

Oh, you’re not at City Hall. Berlyn brought me Resolution number
686(20) for me to sign, but I told her that I felt kind of weird signing it
because there are no minutes and because we didn’t get the
Resolution of Denial. There was no minutes. I feel like why am I
supposed to sign something that is not allocated in the minutes.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Sorry Chair, the Resolution that I gave you was for Site Plan and
Design Review No. 03-2020 that was presented by Planning
Technician Lisa Chou that was approved.

CHAIR TAPIA

I didn’t say that it wasn’t approved.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Berlyn or Lisa, is this time sensitive? Can this hold?

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Yes because it’s going to be prepared to be noticed for City Council
on the upcoming meeting. We can wait until after the meeting for it to
be signed or possibly sometime this week or next.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Okay, that’s fine.

CHAIR TAPIA

I want to know if it’s legal. I want to know if I am legally okay. I will sign
it if I am okay, but there are no minutes for this week and in the
minutes, it says recommendation - no minutes for approval. So I am
kind of stuck. I was kind of leery about signing that. If it’s fine, I will sign
it if not, I will not sign it.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Okay, maybe we can talk about that after the meeting. If that is okay.

CHAIR TAPIA

Commission meeting of September the 16th has now been called to
order. Please stand for the Pledge of Allegiance and remain standing
for the invocation.

PLEDGE OF
ALLEGIANCE
INVOCATION
COMMISSIONER
CORPIS

Lord, in your name we praise you and we thank you for this day. For
your blessings, your grace and your mercy. We lift up to this country,
we lift up to California with our fires, we pray father that you would help
the fire fighters, protect them, the animals – protect them, the people –
protect them, the homes –protect them and father in Jesus name, just
be with us. That we learn to do good and do right and the right still
stays right and wrong remains wrong and we will always know the
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difference. That you just be with us, lord and tonight that you would just
be with us as well making decisions, discussing the subjects in hand
and we thank you for the opportunity to serve and that we always
remember that we are servants to serve and not to be served. In his
name we pray, amen.
ROLL CALL:

Present: Commissioners Enoch Burrola; Robert E. Hartman; Loretta
Corpis; Vice Chair Richard Chico; Chair Arthur R. Tapia
Also present: Adrian Guerra, Assistant City Attorney; Brandi Jones,
Senior Planner; Berlyn Aguila, Administrative Secretary

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Per executive order N-25-20, California are directed to follow Public
Health directives including canceling large gatherings. The Executive
Order also allows local legislative bodies to hold meetings via
conference call while still meeting state transparency requirements.
The City has made tonight’s meeting available in a virtual setting and
by phone. Public comments and participation are welcomed through
the following means. 1) Pre-registering for the Planning Commission
meeting on Go To Webinar and email submission of public comments
to the Planning Commission Department at Baguila@irwindaleca.gov.
During the spontaneous communications portion of the virtual meeting,
Administrative Secretary will first read any public comments sent by
email. Next, the chair will open the floor to those who are participating
via webinar or phone. Please use the Raise Your Hand feature to be
added to the queue of speakers. Once called upon, you will have
three minutes to address the Planning Commission unless such time
limits are extended. So that each member of the public will have the
opportunity to speak. Individuals will be limited to a single time to
address the Planning Commission during spontaneous
communications if your hand is raised and you have spoken, you will
not be given another opportunity to speak. During the discussion items
on the agenda, members of the public are asked to use the raise your
hand feature to be added to the que of speakers and you will be
unmuted from our central console at the appropriate time. Each
speaker will be have 3 minutes to address the Planning Commission
unless such time limits are extended, So each member Is afforded the
opportunity to speak. Individuals will be limited to a single time to
address the planning commission. If your hand is raised and you have
spoken, you will not be given another opportunity to speak. We
welcome your feedback so that we continue to improve the City’s
engagement with its residents and members of the public. Thank you.

CHAIR TAPIA

Adrian, I have a question for you regarding audience participation.
Since we are just here to clarify the findings, what type of feedback is
going to be appropriate from the audience?

CITY ATTORNEY

For spontaneous communication, we allow anybody to speak on any
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GUERRA

item that is not on the agenda. That’s part one. When we get to the
agenda item itself, it is an item on the agenda so the public may speak
on it. It is not a notice of public hearing in the sense that we did not
make any special notice, but because it is an item on the agenda, the
public does have a right to speak.

CHAIR TAPIA

What can they say since it is just for clarification?

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

We can’t control what the speakers say. The only limitation we can
have, is that it has to be pertinent to the subject matter. That’s really
the only limitation, but to be clear when we get there, I’ll make it clear
that we are not looking for more evidence and we are not looking for
more fact gathering. That has already concurred.

CHAIR TAPIA

No more letters either.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Like I said, they can say anything they want and they can speak on
anything regarding the project, but for purposes of tonight, the
Commission is only looking at clarifying their previous action.

CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you.

CHAIR TAPIA

Consent Calendar contains matters of routine business and it is to be
approved with one motion unless a member of the Commission
requests separate action on a specific item. On minutes, we have the
word recommendation, but we have no minutes for approval. Go to
item two-New Business.

CHAIR TAPIA

Item 2A Clarification of Findings for two Resolutions of Denial for Site
Plan and Design Review No. 04-2018 and the Environmental Impact
Report.

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

(Unintelligible conversation)

CHAIR TAPIA

Who’s speaking? Is anyone on the frequency? I am trying to read.

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

I couldn’t hear you, sorry.

CHAIR TAPIA

I am trying to read new business and you are talking about something
different. We are in a Commission meeting. Are you in the Commission
meeting?

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

Oh, it’s Brandi.

CHAIR TAPIA

We can hear everything you are saying as I am trying to read this New
Business clarification.
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CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Staff, if you can put yourself on mute for the moment, thank you.

CHAIR TAPIA

I’ll start over. Clarification of Findings for two (2) Resolutions of Denial
for Site Plan and Design Review (DA) No. 04-2018 and the associated
Environmental Impact Report; a Site Plan and Design Review request
by Duke Realty for the development of a 528,170 square-foot,
speculative, industrial warehouse building located at 13131 Los
Angeles Street (APN: 8535-020-007).

CHAIR TAPIA

Legal Counsel, what is the procedure?

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Before we open up, Berlyn, did we open this up for Spontaneous
Communications? I want to make sure that we did.

CHAIR TAPIA

No we didn’t.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA
CHAIR TAPIA

We probably should do that first and just take care of that.
We are going to back up. I got ahead of myself here. Back up to
Spontaneous Communications. This time is set aside for members of
the audience to speak on item not on this agenda. If anyone in the
audience wants to speak on something not on this agenda, you can
speak now. You want to speak on whatever New Business we have,
you will have to wait until that comes up and then you can raise your
hand also at that time.

CHAIR TAPIA

Is there anyone in the audience wishing to speak on Spontaneous
Communication, raise your hand.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Hi Chair, it looks like we have no speakers.

CHAIR TAPIA

In that case, we will close Spontaneous Communications and we will
change.

NEW BUSINESS
ITEM NO. 2A

Clarification of Findings for two(2) Resolutions of Denial for Site Plan
and Design Review (DA) No. 04-2018 and the associated
Environmental Impact Report; a Site Plan and Design Review request
by Duke Realty for the development of a 528,170 square-foot,

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES
REGULAR MEETING

September 16, 2020
PAGE 6

speculative, industrial warehouse building located at 13131 Los
Angeles Street (APN: 8535-020-007).
CHAIR TAPIA

This is just a repeat. I’m not sure if you take the lead from here or Staff
does because Staff wants the Clarification of the Findings. Do we go to
the Commissioner that brought up the Denial of the Findings?

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

I think that the procedure we should go by is, first, we should have a
brief introduction from Staff and then I would suggest opening up the
Public Comment for anyone that would like to speak on the item. Once
that is concluded, we will get direction from full Commission as to the
grounds for the Recommendation of Denial.

CHAIR TAPIA

Well, it’s not the full Commission that introduced. It’s one in particular Vice-Chair Richard Chico. The rest of us voted in favor of what he
interpreted. It was not all of the Commission that was involved in the
decision or addressed what we are voting on.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

I respectfully have to disagree. While Commissioner Chico did
articulate his thoughts on the project, the four Commissioners that were
present voted to deny and recommended denial of the project. It is in
incumbent of the four Commissioners who participated to articulate the
reasons why they voted to recommend denial and that reasoning we
want to include in the Resolution that will be presented to the City
Council.

CHAIR TAPIA

In other words, Mr. Chico presented the reasons for denial and we
agreed with him. All we have to do is say that we agree with what he
has said.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

That’s fine. What I think though, what Staff is looking for is a little
more clarification to the reasoning why. If you’d like to defer to
Commissioner Chico to articulate that and the rest of the Commission is
comfortable with that, that’s fine.

CHAIR TAPIA

That’s what we are going to do because he is the one that came up with
it. Then you crafted some kind of verbiage and we all voted for it.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

To be clear, I verbalized the action that was being taken, which was to
recommend denial, but as you know when we approve a project or
deny a project, it’s based on reasons and factual basis for the action
and that’s what we are looking for, clarification. Not the action, but the
reasoning for the action.

CHAIR TAPIA

Okay, thank you. We’ll follow the procedure for us to take. We’ll hear
from Staff now.
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SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

Good evening Chair and members of the Planning Commission. Staff
is requesting Clarification of the Findings for the two Resolutions that
were mentioned. This item went before the Planning Commission in the
August 19 meeting where the Planning Commission voted 4-0 to deny
the Resolution, with one Commissioner absent. Staff has reviewed the
audio and our notes for the meeting and we would like clarification from
the Planning Commission on the findings for denial and to provide detail
on which findings cannot be made. Please note that the purpose of this
agenda item is solely to get clarification of the findings for inclusion into
the Resolution. As such, Staff will not be presenting any report or
further evidence or information will be presented. The Commission will
be limited to clarifying the reasoning for its decision. Should the
Commission desire to have a substantive discussion about the project
or reconsider its decision, then Staff will be required to re-notice this
item as a public hearing. As the City Attorney stated, before the
Commission begins their discussion, now will be the time to invite public
comment and that concludes Staff’s report.

CHAIR TAPIA

What I don’t understand is that if we denied it last month, why would we
want to entertain it on a positive note this month. That’s my comment.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Chair, just to be clear I’m not exactly clear about a positive note.
Staff is not requesting that the Commission change its decision or
reconsider its decision. Staff is going based on whatever the
Commission decided. That’s your call. Just for the administrative
record, we need to have the proper grounds for denial incorporated in
the Resolution.

CHAIR TAPIA

I am going to read what it says here. If the Commission desire to have a
substantive discussion about the project or reconsider its decision, then
Staff will be required. I’m just saying that why do we need to reconsider.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

It’s more like a procedural note and we included it, again, for the
administrative record. We are just trying to limit the scope of this
discussion to clarification of the findings or rationale for denial and
recommendation of denial of the project. We’re just putting that in there
so the Commission is aware that if you wanted to get more into detail,
more into the evidence and hear more again, we would have to go
through another process of going through a public hearing. That is more
for informational purpose.

CHAIR TAPIA

Okay, thank you for the clarification. At this point do you have anything
to add to Staff?

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

No I do not.

CHAIR TAPIA

At this point, we are going to open up. This is not a public hearing, but
we are going to open up the discussion. We are going to open up this
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matter regarding the clarification of findings of denying the
Environmental Impact Report. If there is anyone out there in the
audience that wishes to make any comments, you will have three
minutes, as stated before, and you will have one time to state what you
want to state. If there is anyone out there that wants to speak for or
against, just raise your hand please.
ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

So, we do have a few speakers. We will begin with Jake Smith who
is part of Duke Realty and we will follow with the other additional
speakers. Jake, you are now unmuted.

JAKE SMITH

Good evening Honorable Chair Tapia and Irwindale Planning
Commission. My name is Jake Smith and I am the Vice-President of
Duke Realty, property owner and applicant for 13131 Los Angeles
Street here in Irwindale. I wanted to take a moment this evening to
introduce myself to provide a brief background on Duke Realty and give
a little added insight to our proposed project for Irwindale. I don’t
believe this was properly addressed at the last Planning Commission
meeting, but I do believe we have a great story to tell. We understand
the purpose of this meeting. However, I would like to take a brief
moment of your time. Duke Realty is a leading owner, developer, and
manager of industrial properties throughout the United States. Duke
Realty is a long-term owner and our projects are best in class and
includes state of the art logistics, warehouses and modern
environmentally conscious industrial buildings. We strive to be active
contributing members in the communities. We serve through community
outreach and day of service events. We are proud of our portfolio,
which includes tenants such as Disney, Target, Coca-Cola, numerous
other Fortune 500 companies. Took great care in designing the building
so it can be consistent with City’s Design Guidelines, complements the
buildings in the vicinity and most importantly, it meets the rich historical
culture in the City of Irwindale. The former concrete plant and vacant
lot brings a private development that will add quality permanent new
jobs for local residents, approximately 80 construction jobs, most of
which will be filled with local Union members. One point seven million
dollars in Development Impact Fees, a new traffic signal, new street
lights, drainage mitigation, long-term economic revenue and many other
community benefits. We’re pleased that our proposed project is
supported by Liuna and Carpenters, both of which are long term
partners of Duke. We understand the Commissioners’ concern with
negative impacts associated with our project. The City has analyzed it
properly and has imposed mitigation measures to best offset any
negative impacts our project may have. We strongly believe in this
project. The many benefits that it will bring to the local communities and
our commitment to the contributing long-term partners with the City of
Irwindale. Thank you for your time this evening.

CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you sir.
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ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Our next speaker is Jaime Castillo. Mr. Castillo, you have been
unmuted.

CHAIR TAPIA

State your name and address for the record.

JAIME CASTILLO

Good evening, my name is Jaime Castillo. I live at 16135 Peppertree
Lane and I worked right here for Clark Pacific right here in Irwindale. In
two years we have had jobs dry up and move out of town. We’re also
drying up where I am working at right now. Some of the jobs have left
already and projects like this, I’m a union member at Local 300, allow
us to get these jobs in our local community. It allows us to recycle those
tax dollars that are produced locally. We can put it right back in coffers
to produce more jobs. I have family and friends who are also Liuna
members, who depend on these jobs in Irwindale to make sure we can
support our families. With this pandemic, we don’t know how far we’re
going to get. We don’t know how far this pandemic is going to go. We
don’t know how many other jobs are going to dry up. This is a private
developer who is willing to come into our community and build and put
Union workers to work that offers us a good pay and benefits so we can
take our kids to the doctor. Please think twice about this and remember
that there’s not a lot of good jobs out there anymore. There’s not a lot of
jobs out there with benefits and pensions. Please think twice and let’s
build this project because after it’s built, it is still going to produce
revenue for our community. People are going to work there. People are
going to shop here. People are going to put gas here and people are
going to spend their dollars here. I support this project fully, thank you.

CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you very much sir.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Our next speaker is Jimmy Elrod. Mr. Elrod you have been
unmuted.

JIMMY ELROD

Honorable Chairman and Commissioners, my name is Jimmy Elrod and
I am a representative with the Southwest Regional Council of
Carpenters. With the honor and will to represent roughly 60,000
hardworking and highly skilled carpenters that have built our City,
America, bridges, our schools that we take our children, our hospitals
that we take our loved ones when they are ill. Thirteen hundreds of
which live in the area within Irwindale. These are members that when
there’s an opportunity to work closer to home, those are cherished
moments. Our members find themselves making long commutes to
provide for them and their families and have meaningful careers that
produce decent level of wage. As my brother from the Labor had stated,
with the pandemic at hand, there’s no turning a blind eye to the fact that
there’s a lot of people on unemployment. Why kill jobs in a time when
jobs are needed. I ask you, like my brother from the Labor said,
reevaluate the thought process behind the decision. Duke Realty has

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES
REGULAR MEETING

September 16, 2020
PAGE 10

been a great partner to the Carpenters and I am sure you will find them
equally so for the City of Irwindale. Thank you for your time.
CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you very much.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Our next speaker is John Preciado. Mr. Preciado, you have been
unmuted.

CHAIR TAPIA

Name and address for the record please.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Mr. Preciado, you are self-muted.

JOHN PRECIADO

Am I unmuted now?

CHAIR TAPIA

Yes.

JOHN PRECIADO

Hi, my name is John Preciado. I am the business manager for the
Southern California District Council of Laborers located at 4399 Santa
Anita Avenue, El Monte, California. I am following up on the letter that I
wrote on September 9th requesting that the Planning Commission
reverse their decision to deny Duke Realty the ability to build this
project. Duke Realty has been a good partner with the Laborers and the
Carpenters for many years and they were the first developers who
stepped up and seen that the tilt-up industry was not supplying what
was needed in union wages and benefits. They are one of the ones
who helped us to get contracts in place, provide good paying selfsustaining jobs and benefits for our members. We represent 32,000
members in Southern California, many of who live in Irwindale. As you
heard one of our members from Irwindale speak earlier, the first
speaker, and would ask you to please consider letting us work locally.
We shouldn’t have to drive all of the way to LA to work or the high
desert. It’s nice to work locally. It’s something we rarely get to do. We
have many people who would enjoy working on that project. We have a
training center that is to the north of you in Azusa. Many
apprenticeships will work on this project and we believe if you
reconsider this project, you will see that Duke will be the partner that
they have been to us. They will provide you with a quality project that
will sustain this City time and time again as well as our members.
Thank you for your time.

CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you sir.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Our next speaker is Ernesto Pantoja. Mr. Pantoja, you have been
unmuted.

ERNESTO PANTOJA

Can you hear me?

CHAIR TAPIA

Yes. Name and address for the record please.
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ERNESTO PANTOJA

Ernesto Pantoja. 2005 West Pico Boulevard, Los Angeles, California
90006. I am speaking on behalf of Sergio Rascon, business manager
of Laborer Local 300. Honorable Chair. I am going to call you brother.
At one point, you were affiliated with the laborers and obviously, we
always feel like speaking to family. We would really like to ask you guys
to reconsider this project for us. We’ve been before this body for
several projects over the last couple of years and when we were before
this body on the (unintelligible) project, which was approved. We had a
lot of members there to speak who used to work at the precast plant
there in Irwindale that shut down years ago. At the time, we had
members that came to speak were commuting because they moved to
Adelanto and they were really trying to make it work. They were
residence of Irwindale. When we were preparing for this meeting and
we looked at our rolls, Mr. Castillo is the last one left from that specific
plant that is working and still living in Irwindale. Our ranges in Irwindale
have shrunk considerably since the plant closed down and it’s rare that
we have developers like Duke Realty that is willing to work with us and
provide these good paying jobs. These are the types of jobs that can
transform cities. We give opportunities to veterans returning who have
no skill sets that translate to civilian life. Second chance individuals who
were formally incarcerated and can’t find a real career they can’t find
anywhere else. We give them those opportunities. We would love to
work with you guys on projects like this and have people from your
community who are lost and trying to look for these careers. Like my
brother said, Mr. Castillo and brothers from the Carpenters, there are
jobs that are disappearing where you have good pension and good
benefits. We would really like to ask you to please reconsider this
project even if it means talking to the developer and working with them.
We are all about partnering. That’s what we are about and we would
really like to ask you to reconsider. Thank you.

CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you sir.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

There are no more speakers, Chair.

CHAIR TAPIA

At this time, we ask Vice-Chair Chico to clarify the findings that he
stated regarding the denial of Environmental Impact Report.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

Thank you Mr. Chairman. First of all, I would like to make a couple of
comments. Expressing my thoughts on the subject the last time around,
after the public hearing. I obviously disagreed with the recommendation
from Staff. However, it was in no way intended to be a personal
disagreement or personal affront to any of the staff members. It was
just a comment made based on the data that we were furnished and I
happened to have disagreed with Staff. If I offended anybody or if I was
disrespectful, I sincerely apologize. I didn’t intend to do that. After all,
we are all on the same team and our goal should be to better the quality
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of life for the residents of Irwindale. That being said, I wanted to get to
the issue on hand. We were presented with many tables of statistical
information from several firms and public agencies regarding the
environmental issues involved with this project. In my mind, the purpose
of this scientific analysis to our environment was to give us, the decision
makers, a means of evaluating the environment effects of the project
under consideration. There were a many numbers we had to interpret,
many values we had to try to understand and most of all, opinions from
various sources we had to evaluate. In my mind what stood out the
most was the excessive amounts of toxic emission and greenhouse
gases that would be affected by this project. Over and over again
the Draft EIR and the EIR state that the toxic emissions would be above
the standard set by the Southern California Air Quality Management
District. With that in mind, I offer these as my findings for supporting my
motion. First of all, CalEPA categorized this area within the top 5% of
disadvantaged communities. According to CalEPA, a community that
scores exposed to higher concentrations of air pollutants and have a
higher pollution burden. Second, regarding the proximity of sensitive
receptors. Page 72 of the Final EIR response to comments 3-2 states
that the City does not have to conduct an HRA because of the distance
of sensitive receptors. Page 3.1-3 of the Draft EIR states that PM2.5
can remain suspended in the atmosphere for days and or weeks and
can be transported long distances. Next, nitrous oxide emissions would
be generated at 270 pounds per day, which is four times the acceptable
threshold, according to Southern California Air Quality Management
District. Page 3.1-22 states “Even with implementation of California Air
Resources Board and Southern California Air Quality Management
District recommendations in mitigation measure AQ-1, project related
heavy-duty truck travel would result in Southern California Air Quality
Management District daily significant thresholds being exceeded”. Also,
page 3.1-4 tells us that DPM is a concern because it causes lung
cancer. Many compounds found in diesel exhaust are carcinogenic.
Page 3.1-18 states that “implementation of the project would result in
long-term operational emissions of criteria air pollutants such as particle
matter 10, particle matter 2.5, carbon monoxide, and sulfur dioxide as
well as ozone precursors such as ROG and nitrous oxide. Project
generated increases in emissions would be predominantly associated
with motor vehicle use. Page 175 and page 177 says “Finding: The
project’s impact to air quality is considered cumulatively significant and
unavoidable”. Page 179 states other finding. The project’s impact to
greenhouse gas emissions is considered cumulatively significant and
unavoidable. Page 3.4-9 reads, even with implementation of California
Air Resources Board and Air Quality Management District
recommendations contained in mitigation measure GHG-1, project
related heavy-duty truck travel would result in the Air Quality
Management District industrial land use significance threshold to be
exceeded. Also in the transportation section page 180, the finding ends
by saying the project’s impact to air quality is considered cumulatively
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significant and unavoidable. And I interpret accumulates to be forever.
That’s the end of my findings.
CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you very much. We have been told that this meeting was not to
change our vote of denial and Staff needed clarification. I’m going to
ask Staff at this time if this clarification is enough for you. Is that enough
for you to commit to writing the Resolution of denial?

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

I would like to ask Vice-Chair Chico how he would like that written.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

I will give you a copy of my print out. I want it written exactly as I said it.

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

That’s why I am asking because I am not going to make any
interpretations or paraphrase it.

VICE-CHAIR
CHICO

Okay, I will give you this print out.

CHAIR TAPIA

Is there anything that has been left out to take care of it today.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Mr. Chair, one question for Brandi and one question for the
Commission. Brandi, do you think you have everything you need?

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

It depends. We’re only talking about one finding, primarily, just about
air quality. So, the denial based on solely about air quality and that’s it.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Yes, that’s my understanding. Both for the CEQA document and for the
Site Plan and Design Review, is that correct?

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

I think there was some additional discussion for the Site Plan
and Design Review. That was unrelated to air quality, if I am not
mistaken.

CHAIR TAPIA

I got sidetracked and I visited the Site Plan and Design Review and the
other one and that should have been omitted from any of the writings
because I got it mixed up with the EIR. The EIR was the main issue.
The EIR was denied the other two cannot be considered. I kind of got
ahead of myself. Maybe I did confuse the issue, but disregard anything
that I said because I did not make a Motion on anything.

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

Things that you said on the record, disregard it?

CHAIR TAPIA

No, I am saying don’t try to interpret what I said. I should have keyed
into the other part of the EIR and I got ahead of myself and looked at
the findings on the other two issues which were not relevant at the time
until we took care of the EIR. Anything that I said, don’t let that confuse
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you. The issue with what Vice-Chair Chico stated. Again, I did not make
a motion. I did not make a motion lacking thereof.
CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Brandi, just to confirm, do you have everything you need to work on the
Resolution?

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

Let me look over the Resolution again. I just want to make sure.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

While Brandi is taking a look at that, I just want to confirm with the full
Commission, at least the four members that participated. Does ViceChair Chico’s comments – is there a consensus that’s the basis for the
Recommendation for Denial.

COMMISSIONER
HARTMAN

Absolutely, yes.

CHAIR TAPIA

Yes.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Okay. We’ll just wait to hear from Brandi and we will go from there.

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

At this point I don’t think there’s anything that I can ask for since
Vice-Chair Chico will be providing the verbatim language. There will be
no room for interpretation or any mistakes.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

I think we have what we need. We can move on with the agenda.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

There were no items.

DISCUSSION ITEMS/
PRESENTATIONS

There were no items.

COMMISSIONER
COMMENTS
COMMISSIONER
HARTMAN

The abandoned bank building on the corner of Irwindale Avenue and
Arrow Highway is looking pretty bad again. There is a lot of dead trees.
Right there in the heart of town, it doesn’t look real good. The other
issue that I have is the address 4607 Nora Avenue, the City; I believe it
is as of now, still City owned property. They just got through renovating
the property and the house. The landscapers that came in did a very
lousy job. As of right now, it’s been about two or three weeks since
they’ve put on the landscaping, the weeds are higher than the grass.
Where they have the woodchips there was no liner underneath it to
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stop the weeds. It was just, in my opinion, a very poor job. That’s all I
have.
CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you very much. Anyone else?

LEGAL COUNCIL

There were no items to report by legal counsel.

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER’S REPORT
CHAIR TAPIA

Our Community Development Manager is not present today, but do
you have anything for us, Brandi?

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

Yes, we might have something for you. If you can just give me a
second. While we wait, Adrian, can you answer a question about the
Resolution? Since the denial was based on the EIR, we don’t have to
modify the Site Plan and Design Review Resolution.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

We will still do a Resolution denying the Site Plan and Design Review,
but the basis for the recommendation of denial will be because of the
CEQA document is being recommended for denial. It is a much shorter
Resolution as I see it.

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

Okay, so we don’t have to use the standard language.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Yes. I don’t remember if there is a finding in there regarding air quality,
but we can talk about that another time.

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

Okay.

CHAIR TAPIA

Anything else?

SENIOR PLANNER
SIMPSON

Give me one second.

CHAIR TAPIA

Adrian, as soon as the meeting is over, this monitor clicks off. I guess
I’ll have to call you to ask you the question on Resolution 786(20).

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Okay.

CHAIR TAPIA

My only concern is that we did approve this Resolution, but it was not
included in the minutes and usually they are included in the minutes as
to who said what and I just want to make sure that I am legally on
board if I sign it.

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES
REGULAR MEETING

September 16, 2020
PAGE 16

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Yes, if the Commission adopted the Resolution, you are authorized to
execute it. You don’t need the minutes. The minutes are just to verify
the actions and discussion, but you don’t need that to sign the
Resolution.

CHAIR TAPIA

Okay, that’s the clarification on it. Thank you, Adrian.

CITY ATTORRNEY
GUERRA

You’re welcome.

CHAIR TAPIA

Right now we are waiting for Brandi to come back. Any other
comments while we wait for Brandi.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

We have Marilyn presenting Community Development Manager/City
Planner’s Report.

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

Can you hear her?

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Barely.

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

Good evening Chair and Commissioners and audience members.

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

Is it coming through for you guys?

COMMISSIONER
HARTMAN

No.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Not very well.

CHAIR TAPIA

Sounds like she is drinking sarsaparilla.

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

Can you hear me now?

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

I’m sorry, can the Commissioners hear Marilyn?

CHAIR TAPIA

I can hear the bubbles.
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COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

Commissioners, can you hear me?

COMMISSIONER
HARTMAN

Now, yes.

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
MANAGER/CITY
PLANNER SIMPSON

Thank you. I am finishing up a Planning Conference, that is where I
am now. It is the California American Planning Association annual
conference, where Planning trends, tools and issues are discussed
and where the responsibilities and obligations for everyone involved in
the Planning field are laid out and examined. This includes the basic
obligations.

CHAIR TAPIA

You are very broken up. We can’t understand what you’re saying.

COMMISSIONER
HARTMAN

Very distorted audio.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Technical difficulties. Brandi will be back in a few seconds.

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

Give me one second.

ADMINISTRATIVE
SECRETARY AGUILA

Marilyn is dialing in. It will be a minute or two.

SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

Okay, we are back. I’m going to read a statement prepared by
Marilyn Simpson. “Good evening Chair, Commissioners, staff, and
audience. I am finishing up a Planning conference – the California
American Planning Association annual conference, where Planning
trends, tools, and issues are discussed and where the responsibilities
and obligations for everyone involved in the Planning field are laid out
and examined. This includes the basic obligations in an adopted
statement by APA called the Ethical Principals in Planning – a guide to
ethical conduct and responsibilities for all who participate in the process
of planning as advisors, advocates, and decision makers. All of
Irwindale’s planning staff adhere to the principals of our professional
organization. Additionally, I am a certified planner; a member of the
American Institute of Certified Planners (AICP), with a pledge to uphold
high standards of practice, ethics, and professional conduct. Getting my
certification involved studying of the history of planning, legal issues in
planning, ethics, and staying informed of current planning issues – and
passing a comprehensive test that demonstrated my knowledge of all of
these items. Being certified also requires continuing education to
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maintain this certification. At last month’s planning commission meeting,
there were several statements made by the Chair that need to be
clarified. These statements have left a long shadow over staff, myself,
others that were in attendance, and over the City’s planning process as
a whole. These statements questioned Planning staff’s professionalism
and ability to work on behalf of the City to process development
applications. Staff was accused of having a conflict of interest, being
personally and emotionally involved with developers, finding loopholes
for applicants, and even the suggestion of money exchanging hands
while we are doing our job. I have received multiple calls from the public
regarding the comments. These statements need to be clarified publicly
since they were made publicly. These can be considered professional
charges against me and staff that are potentially defaming. In Planning,
we use the “laws” and tools provided to us, which includes the City’s
General Plan and Zoning Code, any adopted guidelines and policies,
CEQA and other applicable State laws. If there is a suspicion of improper
and/or illegal conduct by staff, or we fail to follow the laws, there is a
process for reporting – which is to go to the City Manager with the
charges and proof of any misdeeds. To date, there have not been any
reports made to the City Manager regarding any misconduct by myself
or other planning staff, including misconduct related to inappropriate
relationships with developers, conflicts of interest, or failing to correctly
follow the zoning code criteria or general plan policies. And because I am
AICP, as a certified planner, I am held to a standard of additional
principals and rules of conduct that I have committed to uphold and APA
has a mechanism to file a complaint and I invite anyone to file an ethics
complaint with them if they feel I have violated the rules or committed any
wrongdoing. They will investigate and take necessary action if I am found
blameworthy. I have an overall responsibility to serve in the public
interest, both my employer, the community, our customers, and my
planning colleagues. This involves dealing fairly with all participants in
the planning process. So, with that, I am requesting clarification of the
public statements that were made regarding staff at the August Planning
Commission meeting.
CHAIR TAPIA

Thank you for the report. I want to request a tape of that meeting
because, in my opinion, things were blowing up. I personally asked if we
could have a workshop regarding the procedure of the Planning
Department. I stated that the City hires the Planning Department and
then when the applicant comes in for some reason or another, which I
wanted clarified. The Planning Department works together with the
applicant and does whatever it needs to do, procedure wise. If the
applicant meets the standard and I believe, from what I heard right now,
it was taken way out of context because I just said that it felt to me like
there was a conflict of interest. I did not say anytime what I just heard
right now. I want a statement of what I just heard also. I want that
statement that was just declared right now and I want a copy of the
meeting that we just had ASAP because I am going to take care of this.
None of what I said was in an accusatory manner. I just had questions
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and I don’t know how it was taken out of context. I didn’t say anything
during the regular meeting. My question was when it says “discussion
items and presentations”. That’s when I said what I did because it is very
confusing and I also said that it put staff against the Commission because
if we don’t want something or don’t feel like we should have it in our City.
I think there should be some kind of flavor as to what we want in this City.
Also a scope of what is going to compromise our way of living. I never
pointed the finger at anyone. I did make a comment about maybe
addressing Staff or asking them questions because this has happened
to me already. It’s like you go to Staff to get clarification and then other
people find out what you want to clarify. If I said anything that hurt anyone
or was out of line, maybe that was it, but it’s happened to me with legal
counsel – not Adrian. I did ask Adrian today if I go to you and I pour out
my heart and I ask you things, how much of it is confidential. What are
you obligated to let our City Manager know and he explained it to me
because I had some issues regarding several things. In my opinion, this
was taken way out of context and I don’t care if I have to speak in public
or not. I am not afraid to speak in public and I know what I said and I
know what I said and what my heart feels. Like Loretta said, I am not
here to tear anybody down. We are the Commission and we do have a
voice in this town and our obligation is to make sure that the best
happens for this town. We don’t wind up again with a piece that looks like
a moon with craters in it. That’s one thing that if we are going to call
ourselves a City and we are going to want the best for our City, then
everyone has to see what is really the best for our City, not for the
applicant. With that, I am going to stop before I offend anybody else or
before I say anything that I have to go before the public. I, in my heart
did not say anything. It’s a frustrating situation that the Planning staff gets
to work with these applicants, for sometimes a year or two or six months.
Everything passes and everything is fine and then it comes to us and
we’re supposed to deal with this in a matter of days. When it took Staff
and the applicant x amount of time to come up with the information or
presentation that we are presented. I am going to stop there. But I am
requesting, since you are the Senior Planner, Brandi, I am requesting,
since you are here, that you send me that statement that you just read
and the tape. Thank you very much.
SENIOR PLANNER
JONES

Thank you Chair Tapia. We will provide you with a copy of the meeting
and you will also be receiving verbatim minutes once they are completed.
They are pretty extensive.

CHAIR TAPIA

That statement is included, right? The statement that was read by
someone.

CITY ATTORNEY
GUERRA

Yes, staff will provide you a copy of the statement made and also provide
minutes from the last meeting.

CHAIR TAPIA

Okay. Thank you very much.
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CHAIR TAPIA

Anything else before we adjourn?

CHAIR TAPIA

Again, I would like to adjourn this meeting in honor and remembrance of
Edward Diaz.

AGENDA ITEM
REQUESTS BY

There were no items.

CHAIR TAPIA

Chair Tapia adjourned the meeting in memory of all individuals who
have lost their lives during this worldwide pandemic.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to conduct, the meeting was
adjourned at 7:56 p.m.
_________________________________
Chair Arthur R. Tapia

Attest:
_________________________________
Berlyn Aguila, Administrative Secretary
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Marilyn
Simpson,
AICP,
Manager/City Planner

Community

Development
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Marilyn
Simpson,
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Manager/City Planner
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Project:

Site Plan and Design Review (DA) No. 04-2018

Applicant:

Michael Weber on behalf of Duke Realty

Property Owner:

Duke Realty, 200 Spectrum Center Drive, Ste. 1600, Irvine,
CA 92618

Project Location:

13131 Los Angeles Street (APN:8535-020-007)

Subject:

Resolution of Denial to the City Council of the Environmental Impact Report
(SCH# 2019080276) for Site Plan & Design Review (DA) No. 04-2018; a
request for Site Plan and Design Review approval for the development of a
±528,170 square-foot, speculative, industrial warehouse building for
property located at 13131 Los Angeles Street.

SUMMARY:
This item came before the Planning Commission on August 19, 2020. Following staff’s
presentation, the Planning Commission opened the hearing for public comment, closed
the hearing, and deliberated on the merits of the project. Following deliberation, the
Planning Commission voted 4 – 0, with one Commissioner absent, to recommend denial
of the project to the City Council and requested that staff bring back resolutions of denial
at the next scheduled meeting based on the inability of the Planning Commission to make
the findings of fact for the project.
At the September 16, 2020 Planning Commission meeting, staff requested clarification
from the Planning Commission on the finding(s) for denial and to provide more detail on
which finding(s) cannot be made. Vice Chair Chico presented a summary of his reasoning
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to support his vote for denial. After his presentation, the Planning Commission voted to
adopt that reasoning for inclusion into resolutions of denial. A transcript of the
presentation is set forth below:
“We were presented with many tables and statistical information from several firms and
public agencies regarding the environments issues involved with this project. In my mind,
the purpose of this scientific analysis to our environment was to give us, the decision
makers, a means of evaluating the environment effects of the project under consideration.
There were a many numbers we had to interpret, many values we had to try to understand
and most of all, opinions from various sources we had to evaluate.
The environmental issues that stood out the most was the EXCESSIVE amounts of toxic
emissions and GREEN HOUSE GASES that would be affected by this project. Over and
over again the Draft EIR and the EIR state that the toxic emissions would be above that
standard set by the SCAQMD.
The findings are as follows, not necessarily in order of importance:
CalEPA categorized this area within the top 5% of "Disadvantaged Communities."
According to CalEPA, a community that scores within the top 25% of the census tract are
exposed to higher concentrations of air pollutants and have a higher Pollution Burden.
Regarding the proximity of "Sensitive Receptors" Page 72 of the Final EIR response to
comment 3-2 states the city does not have to conduct an HRA because of the distance
of "sensitive receptors". Page 3.1-3 of the Draft EIR states that PM2.5 can remain
suspended in the atmosphere for days/ and or weeks and can be transported long
distances.
NOx emissions would be at 270 lbs per day is which is 4 times the acceptable threshold
(according to SCAQMD). Page 3.1-22 States: "Even with implementation of CARB and
SCAQMD recommendations in mitigation measure AQ-1, Project related heavy-duty
truck travel would result in SCAQMD daily significant thresholds being exceeded.
Page 3.1-4 tells us that DPM is a concern because it causes Lung Cancer; many
compounds found in diesel exhaust are carcinogenic.
Page 3.1-18 states that "implementation of the project would result in LONG-TERM
operational emissions of criteria air pollutants such as PM10, PM2.5, CO, and S02 as
well as ozone precursors such as ROG and NOx. Project-generated increases in
emissions would be predominantly associated with motor vehicle use.
Page 175 and 177 of 211 states: FINDING: "The Project's impact to air quality is
considered cumulatively significant and unavoidable." ꞏ
Page 179 states: FINDING: "The Project's impact to greenhouse gas emissions is
considered cumulatively significant and unavoidable.
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GHG Emissions
Page 3.4-9 "Even with implementation of CARB and SCAQMD recommendations
contained in mitigation measure GHG-1, Project-related heavy-duty truck travel would
result in the SCAQMD industrial land use significance threshold to be exceeded."
TRANSPORTATION
Page 180. FINDING: Specific economic legal, social, technological, or other
considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives that would
completely reduce this impact to a less than significant impact. The project’s impact to Air
Quality is considered cumulatively significant and unavoidable.”
The resolutions presented at this meeting incorporate this analysis and are now
presented to the Planing Commission for adoption.
ATTACHMENTS:
Exhibit A:
PC Resolution No. 788(20) denying the Findings of Fact for FEIR
(SCH #2019080276)
Exhibit B:
PC Resolution No. 787(20) denying SP&DR(DA) No. 04-2018
Exhibit C:
Planning Commission written Findings for denial, received 9/16/20
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RESOLUTION NO. 788(20)
A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF IRWINDALE
RECOMMENDING THAT THE CITY COUNCIL DENY THE ADOPTION AND
CERTIFICATION OF THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, STATE
CLEARING HOUSE (SCH# 2019080276) FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW ±528,710
SQUARE-FOOT, SPECULATIVE INDUSTRIAL WAREHOUSE BUILDING LOCATED AT
13131 LOS ANGELES STREET (APN: 8535-020-007), INCLUDING THE
CORRESPONDING MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM AND
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
A. RECITALS.
(i)

Michael Weber, 200 Spectrum Center Drive, Suite 1600, Irvine, CA 92618, on
behalf of Duke Realty, has made a request for a Site Plan and Design Review
(DA) to construct a ±528,710 square-foot, speculative industrial warehouse
building, zoned M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing) and located on property at 13131
Los Angeles Street (APN 8535-020-007), on a ±24.88 acre parcel.

(ii)

As a result the following entitlements are being considered for approval for
the project:
 Environmental Impact Report (SCH #2019080276)
 Site Plan and Design Review (DA) No. 04-2018

(iii)

In compliance with CEQA Section 21080.4, a Notice of Preparation (“NOP”)
was prepared by the City of Irwindale (“City”) and distributed for public
comment to the State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning and Research,
responsible agencies, and other interested parties for a 30-day public review
and comment period commencing on August 14, 2019, after which a public
scoping meeting was held during the NOP review period at the Irwindale
Community Center on August 26, 2019.

(iv)

Pursuant to the authority and criteria contained in the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, as amended, and the City of Irwindale
environmental guidelines, the City, as the Lead Agency, has analyzed the
project and has prepared an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”). The EIR
was circulated for public review for the required 45 days from April 3, 2020
through May 18, 2020. A copy of the EIR was circulated through the State
Clearinghouse (SCH# 2019080276), posted on the City’s website, and was
available at the Deputy City Clerk’s Office, and Community Development
Department. A copy of the EIR and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program
was
posted
on
the
City’s
website
(https://www.irwindaleca.gov/385/13131-Los-Angeles-Street).

(v)

The public review period for the Draft EIR ended on May 18, 2020.
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(vi)

A Final Environmental Impact Report (“FEIR”), SCH# 2019080276 was
prepared for the proposed project, including the Draft EIR, comments received
on the Draft EIR and responses to those comments, and revisions and
corrections to the Draft EIR made in response to comments received, and
CEQA Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding Considerations (Exhibit
B).

(vii)

The FEIR for the proposed Site Plan and Design Review (DA) provides an
assessment of the environmental impacts, alternatives, and mitigation
measures associated with the Site Plan and Design Review (DA), and has
been prepared in accordance with the CEQA, Public Resources Code Section
21000 et seq. (CEQA), and State regulations in Title 14 of the California Code
of Regulations, Section 15000 et seq. (CEQA Guidelines).

(viii)

The Planning Commission of the City of Irwindale (Planning Commission) has
considered the FEIR and its implementing actions (State Clearinghouse No.
SCH# 2019080276) for the Site Plan and Design Review (DA), which provides,
among other provisions, for the development of the industrial site.

(ix)

Notice of public hearing before the Planning Commission concerning its
consideration of the FEIR was given in accordance with the laws, including
CEQA, and policies of the City of Irwindale.

(x)

On August 19, 2020, the Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed public
hearing on the Site Plan and Design Review (DA), and the FEIR (SCH#
2019080276) at which time, the Planning Commission opened the public
hearing, took testimony on the Application, at which time they received input
from Staff, the Interim City Attorney, and the Applicant, heard public testimony,
discussed the Proposed Project, closed the public hearing and voted 4-0 to
direct staff to prepare a resolutions for a recommendation of denial, of the
FEIR and the Site Plan and Design Review (DA), to the City Council and
present the resolution at the next regularly scheduled Planning Commission
meeting for adoption, which would detail the specific Conditions under
which the Application was denied.

(xi)

On September 16, 2020, the Planning Commission provided clarification on the
Findings of Fact to support the Planning Commission’s recommendation for
denial to the City Council.

(xii)

On October 21, 2020, this resolution was presented to the Planning
Commission for consideration and adoption.

(xiii)

All legal prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have occurred.
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B. RESOLUTION.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION of the
City of Irwindale, having reviewed and considered the information in the Final EIR and
supporting documents and materials, does hereby find, determine, resolve and order as
follows:
1. PLANNING COMMISSION RECORD
The proceedings and all evidence introduced before the Planning Commission at its public
hearing on the Final EIR held on August 19, 2020, are hereby incorporated into the record
of this proceeding. These documents, along with any documents submitted to the
decision-makers, including all documents specified under applicable State law shall
comprise the entire record of proceedings for any claims under CEQA. On September 16,
2020, the Planning Commission provided clarification on the Findings of Fact to support
the Planning Commission’s recommendation for denial to the City Council.
2. FEIR CONTENTS
The FEIR consists of the following:
a.
b.
c.
d.

Draft EIR (SCH# 2019080276) for the construction of a ±528,710 square-foot,
speculative light industrial building
Draft EIR Technical Appendices
Comments on the Draft EIR and the Lead Agency’s Responses to Comments
Additions, Corrections, and revisions to the Draft EIR

(All hereafter collectively referred to as “FEIR”)
3. ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS TO FEIR
Documents that shall accompany the FEIR are:
a.
b.
c.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program; and
Findings of Fact; and
Statement of Overriding Considerations

4. FINDINGS
We were presented with many tables and statistical information from several firms and
public agencies regarding the environments issues involved with this project. The
purpose of this scientific analysis to our environment was to give us, the decision
makers, a means of evaluating the environment effects of the project under
consideration. There were a many numbers we had to interpret, many values we had
to try to understand and most of all, opinions from various sources we had to evaluate.
The environmental issues that stood out the most was the EXCESSIVE amounts of
toxic emissions and GREEN HOUSE GASES that would be affected by this project.
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Over and over again the Draft EIR and the EIR state that the toxic emissions would
be above that standard set by the SCAQMD.
The findings are as follows:
CalEPA categorized this area within the top 5% of "Disadvantaged Communities."
According to CalEPA, a community that scores within the top 25% of the census tract
are exposed to higher concentrations of air pollutants and have a higher Pollution
Burden.
Regarding the proximity of "Sensitive Receptors" Page 72 of the Final EIR response
to comment 3-2 states the city does not have to conduct an HRA because of the
distance of "sensitive receptors". Page 3.1-3 of the Draft EIR states that PM2.5 can
remain suspended in the atmosphere for days/ and or weeks and can be transported
long distances.
NOx emissions would be at 270 lbs. per day is which is 4 times the acceptable
threshold (according to SCAQMD). Page 3.1-22 States: "Even with implementation of
CARB and SCAQMD recommendations in mitigation measure AQ-1, Project related
heavy-duty truck travel would result in SCAQMD daily significant thresholds being
exceeded.
Page 3.1-4 tells us that DPM is a concern because it causes Lung Cancer; many
compounds found in diesel exhaust are carcinogenic.
Page 3.1-18 states that "implementation of the project would result in LONG-TERM
operational emissions of criteria air pollutants such as PM10, PM2.5, CO, and S02 as
well as ozone precursors such as ROG and NOx. Project-generated increases in
emissions would be predominantly associated with motor vehicle use.
Page 175 and 177 of 211 states: FINDING: "The Project's impact to air quality is
considered cumulatively significant and unavoidable." ꞏ
Page 179 states: FINDING: "The Project's impact to greenhouse gas emissions is
considered cumulatively significant and unavoidable.
GHG Emissions
Page 3.4-9 "Even with implementation of CARB and SCAQMD recommendations
contained in mitigation measure GHG-1, Project-related heavy-duty truck travel would
result in the SCAQMD industrial land use significance threshold to be exceeded."
TRANSPORTATION
Page 180. FINDING: Specific economic legal, social, technological, or other
considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives that would
completely reduce this impact to a less than significant impact. The project’s impact
to Air Quality is considered cumulatively significant and unavoidable.

Planning Commission Resolution No. 788(20)
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5. RECOMMENDATION
Based on the findings in Section 4 above, the Planning Commission recommends that
the City Council deny the FEIR as described in Section 2 above, along with the
accompanying documents identified in Section 3 above, for the construction of a new
±528,710 square-foot, speculative industrial warehouse building located at 13131 Los
Angeles Street (APN: 8535-020-007).
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT a copy of this resolution shall be transmitted to the
City Council and to the Applicant.
The Secretary shall:
a. Certify the adoption of this Resolution; and
b. Forthwith transmit a certified copy of this Resolution, by mail, to the Applicant
at the address of record set forth in the Application.
ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 21st day of October 2020.
Chair
ATTEST:
Secretary
I, Marilyn Simpson, Community Development Manager/City Planner of
the City of Irwindale, do hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was adopted at a regular
meeting of the Planning Commission of the City of Irwindale held on the 21st day of October,
2020 by the following vote:
AYES:

COMMISSIONERS:

NOES:

COMMISSIONERS:

ABSENT:

COMMISSIONERS:

ABSTAIN:

COMMISSIONERS:

Secretary

Planning Commission Resolution No. 788(20)
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RESOLUTION NO. 787(20)
A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF IRWINDALE
RECOMMENDING THAT THE CITY COUNCIL DENY SITE PLAN AND DESIGN REVIEW
(DA) NO. 04-2018 FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF A ±528,710 SQUARE FOOT
SPECULATIVE INDUSTRIAL WAREHOUSE BUILDING LOCATED AT 13131 LOS
ANGELES STREET (APN: 8535-020-007) IN THE M-2 (HEAVY MANUFACTURING) ZONE
A. RECITALS.
(i)

Michael Weber, 200 Spectrum Center Drive, Suite 1600, Irvine, CA 92618,
on behalf of Duke Realty, has made a request for a Site Plan and Design
Review (DA) to construct and establish a ±528,710 square-foot speculative
industrial warehouse building.

(ii)

The Subject Property is located at 13131 Los Angeles Street (APN: 8535-020007), on a ±24.88 acre parcel. The Subject Property is currently zoned M-2
(Heavy Manufacturing). Hereinafter in this Resolution, the subject Site Plan
and Design Review shall be referred to as the “Application.”

(iii)

Pursuant to the authority and criteria contained in the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, as amended, and the City of
Irwindale (“City”) environmental guidelines, the City, as the Lead Agency, has
analyzed the project and has prepared an Environmental Impact Report
(“EIR”) (SCH #2019080276). The EIR was circulated for public review for the
required 45 days from April 3, 2020 through May 18, 2020. A copy of the EIR
was circulated through the State Clearinghouse ((SCH #2019080276), posted
on the City’s website, and was available at the Irwindale Public Library and
City Clerk’s Office. A copy of the EIR, Findings of Fact, Statement of
Overriding Considerations, and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
was posted on the City’s website.

(iv)

The public review period for the Draft EIR ended on May 18, 2020.

(v)

A Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) was prepared on the proposed
project, including the Draft EIR, comments received on the Draft EIR and
responses to those comments, and revisions and corrections to the Draft EIR
made in response to comments received.

(vi)

On August 19, 2020, the Irwindale Planning Commission conducted a duly
noticed public hearing, as required by law, on the Application, closed the public
hearing and recommended that the Irwindale City Council approve the Site
Plan and Design Review (DA), subject to the approval of a Resolution, which
details the specific Conditions under which the Application was approved.

(vii)

On September 16, 2020, the Planning Commission provided clarification on
the Findings of Fact to support the Planning Commission’s recommendation
for denial to the City Council of the Environmental Impact Report (SCH#
Planning Commission Resolution No. 787(20)
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2019080276).
(viii)

On October 21, 2020, the Planning Commission adopted “A Resolution Of
The Planning Commission Of The City Of Irwindale Recommending That The
City Council Deny The Adoption And Certification Of The Final Environmental
Impact Report, State Clearing House (Sch# 2019080276) For The
Construction Of A New ±528,710 Square-Foot, Speculative Industrial
Warehouse Building Located At 13131 Los Angeles Street (APN: 8535-020007), Including The Corresponding Mitigation Monitoring And Reporting
Program And Statement Of Overriding Considerations.”

(ix)

On October 21, 2020, this resolution was presented to the Planning
Commission for consideration and adoption.

(x)

All legal prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have occurred.

B. RESOLUTION.
NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby found, determined and resolved by the Planning
Commission of the City of Irwindale as follows:
1.
The Planning Commission hereby specifically finds that all of the facts set forth
in Recitals, Part A, of this Resolution are true and correct.
2.
Because the Planning Commission does not recommend certification and
adoption of the environmental review for the project, the Planning Commission cannot, and
therefore, does not recommend adoption by the City Council of Site Plan and Design Review
for the construction of a new ±528,710 square-foot, speculative industrial warehouse
building located at 13131 Los Angeles Street (APN: 8535-020-007).
The Secretary shall:
a.
Certify to the adoption of this Resolution; and
b.
Forthwith transmit a certified copy of this Resolution, by certified mail,
to the Applicant at the address of record set forth in the Application.
ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 21st day of October 2020.

Chair
ATTEST:
Secretary
Planning Commission Resolution No. 787(20)
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I, Marilyn Simpson, Community Development Manager/City Planner of the City
of Irwindale, do hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was adopted at a regular meeting
of the Planning Commission of the City of Irwindale held on the 21st day of October, 2020 by
the following vote:
AYES:

COMMISSIONERS:

NOES:

COMMISSIONERS:

ABSENT:

COMMISSIONERS:

ABSTAIN:

COMMISSIONERS:

Secretary

Planning Commission Resolution No. 787(20)
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We were presented with many tables and statistical information from several firms
and public agencies regarding the environments issues involved with this project. In
my mind, the purpose of this scientific analysis to our environment was to give us,
the decision makers, a means of evaluating the environment effects of the project
under consideration. There were a many numbers we had to interpret, many values
we had to try to understand and most of all, opinions from various sources we had to
evaluate.
The environmental issues that stood out the most was the EXCESSIVE amounts of toxic
emissions and GREEN HOUSE GASES that would be affected by this project. Over and over
again the Draft EIR and the EIR state that the toxic emissions would be above that standard
set by the SCAQMD.

The findings are as follows, not necessarily in order of importance:
CalEPA categorized this area within the top 5% of "Disadvantaged Communities."
According to CalEPA, a community that scores within the top 25% of the census tract are
exposed to higher concentrations of air pollutants and have a higher Pollution Burden.
Regarding the proximity of "Sensitive Receptors" Page 72 of the Final EIR response to
comment 3-2 states the city does not have to conduct an HRA because of the distance of
"sensitive receptors". Page 3.1-3 of the Draft EIR states that PM2.5 can remain suspended
in the atmosphere for days/ and or weeks and can be transported long distances.

c.

NOx emissions would be at 270 lbs per day is which is 4 times the acceptable threshold
(according to SCAQMD). Page 3.1-22 States: "Even with implementation of CARB and
SCAQMD recommendations in mitigation measure AQ-1, Project related heavy-duty
truck travel would result in SCAQMD daily significant thresholds being exceeded.
Page 3.1-4 tells us that DPM is a concern because it causes Lung Cancer; many compounds
found in diesel exhaust are carcinogenic.
Page 3.1-18 states that "implementation of the project would result in LONG-TERM
operational emissions of criteria air pollutants such as PM10, PM2.5, CO, and S02 as well as
ozone precursors such as ROG and NOx. Project-generated increases in emissions would be
predominantly associated with motor vehicle use.
Page 175 and 177 of 211 states: FINDING: "The Project's impact to air quality is
considered cumulatively significant and unavoidable." ·
Page 179 states: FINDING: "The Project's impact to greenhouse g~ emi~sions is
· ·f·1cant an d unavm"da bl e.
L;ITY uF IRWINDALE
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GHG Emissions

Page 3.4-9 "Even with implementation of CARB and SCAQMD recommendations
contained in mitigation measure GHG-1, Project-related heavy-duty truck travel
would result in the SCAQMD industrial land use significance threshold to be
exceeded."
TRANSPORTATION
Page 180. FINDING: Specific economic legal, social, technological, or other considerations
make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives that would completely reduce
this impact to a less than significant impact. THE PROJECT'S IMPACT TO AIR QUALITY IS
CONSIDERED CUMULATIVELY SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE.

CITY OF IRWINDALE
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