
CITY OF INDUSTRY

CITY COUNCIL Mayor Tim Spohn
REGULAR MEETING AGENDA Mayor Pro Tem Jeff Parriott

Council Member John P. Ferrero
MARCH 26, 2015 Council Member Roy Haber, III

9:00 AM Council Member Pat Marcellin

Location: City Council Chamber, 15651 East Stafford Street, City of Industry, California 91744

Addressing the City Council:  

< Agenda Items:  Members of the public may address the City Council on any matter listed on the
Agenda.  In order to conduct a timely meeting, there will be a three-minute time limit per person for any
matter listed on the Agenda. Anyone wishing to speak to the City Council is asked to complete a
Speaker’s Card which can be found at the back of the room and at the podium.  The completed card
should be submitted to the City Clerk prior to the Agenda item being called and prior to the individual
being heard by the City Council.  

< Public Comments (Non-Agenda Items):  Anyone wishing to address the City Council on an item not
on the Agenda may do so during the “Public Comments” period.  In order to conduct a timely meeting,
there will be a three-minute time limit per person for the Public Comments portion of the Agenda. 
State law prohibits the City Council from taking action on a specific item unless it appears on the
posted Agenda.  Anyone wishing to speak to the City Council is asked to complete a Speaker’s Card
which can be found at the back of the room and at the podium.  The completed card should be
submitted to the City Clerk prior to the Agenda item being called by the City Clerk and prior to the
individual being heard by the City Council.

Americans with Disabilities Act:  

< In compliance with the ADA, if you need special assistance to participate in any City meeting (including
assisted listening devices), please contact the City Clerk’s Office (626) 333-2211.  Notification of at
least 48 hours prior to the meeting will assist staff in assuring that reasonable arrangements can be
made to provide accessibility to the meeting.  

Agendas and other writings:  

< In compliance with SB 343, staff reports and other public records permissible for disclosure related
to open session agenda items are available at City Hall, 15625 East Stafford Street, Suite 100, City
of Industry, California, at the office of the City Clerk during regular business hours, Monday through
Friday 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Any person with a question concerning any agenda item may call the
City Clerk’s Office at (626) 333-2211. 

1. Call to Order

2. Flag Salute

3. Roll Call

4. Public Comments
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5. CONSENT CALENDAR

All matters listed under the Consent Calendar are considered to be routine and will
be enacted by one vote.  There will be no separate discussion of these items unless
members of the City Council, the public, or staff request specific items be removed
from the Consent Calendar for separate action.

5.1 Review of Actions for City Goods and Services.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file.

5.2 Consideration of the minutes of the February 12, 2015 regular meeting.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve as submitted.

5.3 Consideration of Property Agreement between the City of Industry and
Arciero and Sons, Inc. for the property located along Pathfinder Road and
Brea Canyon Cut-off; assessor parcel number 8269-039-270. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:       Approve the Agreement.

5.4 Consideration of a Quitclaim Deed to the State Department of Transportation
(Caltrans) for the conveyance of Parcel Nos. 80326-1, 80326-2, and 80326-3
for the construction of the Westbound Slip On-Ramp from Grand Avenue to
State Route 60 Pomona Freeway.

 RECOMMENDED ACTION:       Approve the Quitclaim Deed.

5.5 Consideration of a Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE)
Implementation Agreement between the City of Industry and the State of
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) for required use of federal
funding on City related capital improvement projects.

  RECOMMENDED ACTION:       Approve the Agreement.

5.6 Consideration to appoint Mr. Ken Deck, former General Manager of the
Rowland Water District to serve as a member of the Puente Basin
Watermaster.

 RECOMMENDED ACTION:       Approve the appointment.

5.7 Consideration of an invoice submitted by Walnut Valley Water District in the
amount of $23,856.19 for additional labor to perform work at night to avoid
affecting nearby businesses from closing during the construction period for
Contract No. CITY-1411, Fairway Drive and Walnut Drive North Intersection
Widening project.
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RECOMMENDED ACTION:       Approve the final payment.

5.8 Consideration of authorization to advertise for solicitation of public bids for
Contract No. CITY-1424, 2014-2015 Slurry Seal and Parking Lot Sealcoat,
for an estimated cost of $215,000.00.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the plans and specifications,
and authorize the advertising for receipt of sealed bids.

 
6. PUBLIC HEARING

6.1 Public Hearing regarding Zone Exception 15-1 and Development Plan 14-11
submitted by Harvard Card Systems for the location at 111 Baldwin Park
Boulevard. Zone Exception 15-1 addresses deviations from square footage,
parking, drive-aisle width, and landscaping standards and Development Plan
14-11 addresses the improvement of an existing building. 

Consideration of Resolution No. CC 2015-03 - A RESOLUTION OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INDUSTRY, CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING
DEVELOPMENT PLAN 14-11 TO ALLOW THE ADDITION OF 3,943
SQUARE FEET TO AN EXISTING 112,676 SQUARE FOOT BUILDING, AS
WELL AS THE CONSTRUCTION OF A 12,912 SQUARE FOOT ADDITION
TO THE BUILDING’S MEZZANINE AREA; AND RECOMMENDING
APPROVAL OF ZONE EXCEPTION 15-1 TO ALLOW DEVELOPMENT
WITH A GREATER MAXIMUM LOT COVERAGE, REDUCED MINIMUM
LANDSCAPING AND MODIFIED PARKING REQUIREMENTS ON
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 111 BALDWIN PARK BOULEVARD, WITHIN A
“M” – INDUSTRIAL ZONE, FINDING THE PROJECT CATEGORICALLY
EXEMPT FROM CEQA, AND MAKING FINDINGS IN SUPPORT THEREOF.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:       Adopt Resolution No. CC 2015-03.

7. CITY MANAGER MATTERS

7.1 Consideration of Ordinance No. 788 -  AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INDUSTRY, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING
CHAPTERS 2.08 (CITY MANAGER) AND 2.12 (CITY CLERK AND CITY
TREASURER-BONDS) OF TITLE 2 OF THE INDUSTRY MUNICIPAL
CODE, AND ADDING CHAPTER 2.14 (CITY ATTORNEY) TO TITLE 2 OF
THE INDUSTRY MUNICIPAL CODE.                                 (FIRST READING)

 RECOMMENDED ACTION: Waive further reading, and introduce
Ordinance No. 788.

 
7.2 Consideration of Resolution No. CC 2015-04 - A RESOLUTION OF THE

CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INDUSTRY, CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING
A CITY MANAGER POLICY REGARDING TERMINATION OF
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MANAGEMENT-LEVEL CITY OFFICIALS OR EMPLOYEES FOLLOWING
A GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:       Adopt Resolution No. CC 2015-04.

8. CLOSED SESSION

8.1 CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – ANTICIPATED LITIGATION
 Significant exposure to litigation pursuant to Government Code Section

54956.9(d)(2): Three Potential Cases.

8.2 CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1)
Case: 8 Net, Inc. v. City of Industry et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Central District
Case No. BC554379

9. Adjournment. Next regular meeting: Thursday, April 9, 2015 at 9:00 a.m.
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CALL TO ORDER

The Regular Meeting of the City Council of the City of Industry, California, was called to
order by Mayor Tim Spohn at 9:00 a.m. in the City of Industry Council Chamber, 15651
East Stafford Street, California.

FLAG SALUTE 

The flag salute was led by Mayor Tim Spohn.

ROLL CALL

PRESENT: Tim Spohn, Mayor
Jeff Parriott, Mayor Pro Tem 
Roy Haber, Council Member
John P. Ferrero, Council Member 
Pat Marcellin, Council Member

STAFF PRESENT: Kevin Radecki, City Manager; Michele Vadon, City Attorney; Jodi L.
Scrivens, City Clerk; John Ballas, City Engineer; and Brian James, Planning Director.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Ms. Perla Trumkul, District Representative for Congresswoman Grace Napolitano,
informed the City Council of the 32nd Congressional District’s 2015 Woman of the Year
Awards, and provided flyers to the City Council regarding nominating a volunteer from the
community, a copy of which is on file with the City Clerk’s Office. 

CONSENT CALENDAR

MOTION BY COUNCIL MEMBER HABER, AND SECOND BY COUNCIL MEMBER
MARCELLIN THAT THE RECOMMENDATIONS BE ACCEPTED FOR THE FOLLOWING
ITEMS LISTED ON THE CONSENT CALENDAR.  MOTION CARRIED 5-0.

1. REVIEW OF ACTIONS FOR CITY GOODS AND SERVICES

RECEIVED AND FILED.

2. CONSIDERATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE DECEMBER 11, 2014 REGULAR
MEETING
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APPROVED AS SUBMITTED.

3. CONSIDERATION OF ANNUAL AUDITED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS FOR THE
FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2014

APPROVED, RECEIVED AND FILED.

4. CONSIDERATION OF INDEPENDENT AUDITOR’S REPORT ON INTERNAL
CONTROL OVER FINANCIAL REPORTING AND ON COMPLIANCE AND OTHER
MATTERS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2014

APPROVED, RECEIVED AND FILED.

5. CONSIDERATION OF AUDITOR’S COMMUNICATIONS WITH THE CITY
COUNCIL FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2014

APPROVED, RECEIVED AND FILED.

6. CONSIDERATION OF INDEPENDENT AUDITOR’S REPORT ON AGREED-UPON
PROCEDURES APPLIED TO THE APPROPRIATIONS LIMIT WORKSHEETS
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 2015

APPROVED, RECEIVED AND FILED.

7. CONSIDERATION OF CONTINUING ANNUAL DISCLOSURE REPORT

APPROVED, RECEIVED AND FILED.

CONSIDERATION OF AGREEMENT FOR PARTIAL FUNDING AGREEMENT FOR
PARTIAL FUNDING OF MANUFACTURERS COUNCIL INTERNSHIP PROGRAM
BETWEEN THE CITY OF INDUSTRY AND THE INDUSTRY MANUFACTURERS
COUNCIL  

City Manager Radecki presented a staff report to the City Council. City Manager Radecki
indicated a change to the agreement by adding La Puente High School, and an additional
two people for a not-to-exceed amount of $110,064.00.  

MOTION BY COUNCIL MEMBER FERRERO, AND SECOND BY MAYOR PRO TEM
PARRIOTT TO APPROVE THE AGREEMENT SUBJECT TO THE ADDITION OF LA
PUENTE HIGH SCHOOL, AND ADDITIONAL TWO PEOPLE FOR A NOT-TO-EXCEED
AMOUNT OF $110,064.00. MOTION CARRIED 5-0.
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CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. CC 2015-01 - A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INDUSTRY DIRECTING THE TRANSFER OF CERTAIN
MONEYS TO THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE INDUSTRY URBAN-
DEVELOPMENT AGENCY PURSUANT TO THE STATE CONTROLLER ASSET
TRANSFER REVIEW REPORT

City Manager Radecki presented a staff report to the City Council.

MOTION BY COUNCIL MEMBER FERRERO, AND SECOND BY MAYOR PRO TEM
PARRIOTT TO ADOPT RESOLUTION NO. CC 2015-01. MOTION CARRIED 5-0.

CONSIDERATION OF CHANGE ORDER NO. 1 SUBMITTED BY EXCEL PAVING IN THE
AMOUNT OF $17,460.00 FOR CLOSE OUT, FINAL QUANTITIES, AND EXTRA WORK
IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE GALE AVENUE IMPROVEMENTS - RIGHT TURN LANE
1350 FEET WEST OF FULLERTON ROAD, CONTRACT NO. CITY-1419

City Engineer Ballas presented a staff report to the City Council.

MOTION BY COUNCIL MEMBER MARCELLIN, AND SECOND BY COUNCIL MEMBER
FERRERO TO APPROVE CHANGE ORDER NO. 1 IN THE AMOUNT OF $17,460.00.
MOTION CARRIED 5-0.

CLOSED SESSION

City Clerk Scrivens announced there was a need for Closed Session as follows:

A. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – ANTICIPATED LITIGATION
Initiation of litigation pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(4): 
One Case.

B. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - ANTICIPATED LITIGATION
Significant exposure to litigation pursuant to Government Code Section
54956.9(d)(2): Two Potential Cases

City Attorney Vadon indicated there was no longer a need for Closed Session item B.

There were no public comments on the Closed Session items.

Mayor Spohn recessed the meeting into Closed Session at 9:08 a.m. 

RECONVENE CITY COUNCIL MEETING
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Mayor Spohn reconvened the meeting at 9:13  a.m.  All members of the City Council were
present.

The City Council took no reportable action with regard to Closed Session item A.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business, the City Council adjourned in memory of former City
Manager Chris Rope. 

                                                                           
TIM SPOHN, MAYOR

                                                                      
CECELIA DUNLAP, 
DEPUTY CITY CLERK
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 NOTICE OF AND JOINT NOMINATION BY CITY OF INDUSTRY AND SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE 
INDUSTRY URBAN-DEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF KEN DECK TO BE APPOINTED TO SERVE AS ONE OF 

THREE PERSONS CONSTITUTING THE WATERMASTER UNDER THE JUDGMENT; ACCEPTANCE BY KEN 
DECK OF HIS NOMINATION; AND ORDER APPOINTING KEN DECK AS A MEMBER OF THE WATERMASTER 
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Andrew D. Turner, Esq., State Bar No. 121694 
LAGERLOF, SENECAL, GOSNEY & KRUSE, LLP 
301 North Lake Avenue, 10th Floor 
Pasadena, California 91101-4108 
(626) 793-9400 Telephone 
(626) 793-5900 Facsimile 
 
Attorneys for WATERMASTER 
 
 
 
 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

 

PUENTE BASIN WATER AGENCY, 
a joint powers agency, et al.,  
 
    Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
CITY OF INDUSTRY, a municipal corporation, 
et al., 
 
    Defendants. 

CASE NO. C369220 
 
NOTICE OF AND JOINT NOMINATION 
BY CITY OF INDUSTRY AND 
SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE 
INDUSTRY URBAN-DEVELOPMENT 
AGENCY OF KEN DECK TO BE 
APPOINTED TO SERVE AS ONE OF 
THREE PERSONS CONSTITUTING THE 
WATERMASTER UNDER THE 
JUDGMENT; ACCEPTANCE BY KEN 
DECK OF HIS NOMINATION; AND 
ORDER APPOINTING KEN DECK AS A 
MEMBER OF THE WATERMASTER  
 
Dept: 38 

  
 

TO ALL PRINCIPAL PARTIES TO THE JUDGMENT OF MAY 30, 1986: 

 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that City of Industry and Successor Agency to the Industry Urban- 

Development Agency, each being a defendant and a principal party under the Judgment herein dated 

May 30, 1986, and acting pursuant to paragraph 17 of said Judgment, have jointly nominated Ken Deck 

for appointment by the court to serve as a member of the Watermaster under the terms of the Judgment, 

in place of Donald R. Howard, retired.   
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Ken Deck has been involved in all aspects of domestic water maintenance, construction and 

operation in the water industry.   

 Mr. Deck started with the City of Azusa as a maintenance worker in 1981 and was promoted to 

Crew Leader for the City of Azusa in 1984 where he was responsible for the day-to-day operations of 

the City’s water system.  In 1987 he joined the Rowland Water District as a field Superintendent.  As 

Superintendent he worked with contractors in the installation of water system infrastructure to support 

development.  He was subsequently promoted to Director of Operations where he worked with the 

General Manager to reorganize the District into three divisions:  Customer Service, Distribution and 

Production.  He worked with the division heads to organize their operations in order to meet the needs of 

the District.  In 2000 he was promoted to Assistant General Manager and was responsible for the overall 

operations of the District, operationally and financially, assisting with the development of the District’s 

annual budget.  He was promoted to his current position as General Manager in 2003.  He has retired as 

of December 31, 2014. 

 As General Manager of the Rowland Water District, in collaboration with outside organizations 

and other water agencies, Mr. Deck has worked to develop a reliable and sustainable water supply for 

anticipated future needs.  He has enlisted the expertise of outside vendors to develop technologically 

advanced systems to improve efficiency and reduce operational costs. 

 Mr. Deck serves as Chair of the Public Water Agencies Group (PWAG) and sits on the Boards of 

the University of California Foundation for Cross-Connection Control, San Gabriel Valley Water 

Association and Citrus College Water Technology Advisory Committee. He holds a Grade 3 Treatment 

Certification and a Grade 5 Distribution Certification from the California Department of Health 

Services. 
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 As evidenced by his vast experience and the results achieved during his tenure with the Rowland 

Water District, and his on-going participation as one of the two members of the Joint Powers Agency 

known as the Puente Basin Water Agency, one of the plaintiffs to the Judgment, for 11 years, Mr. 

Deck’s knowledge concerning matters relating to the Puente Basin will prove to be a valuable asset to 

the Puente Basin Watermaster Board and to the parties to the Puente Basin Judgment. 

 By virtue of his background and experience and as a result of his valuable assistance and advice 

as General Manager of Rowland Water District, Mr. Deck is well informed concerning matters related to 

the Puente Basin, which knowledge and experience make him particularly well qualified as a member of 

the Watermaster administering and enforcing the provisions of the Judgment and the instructions and the 

orders of the court. 

Dated:     , 2015 

CITY OF INDUSTRY   SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE INDUSTRY 
      URBAN-DEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF KEN DECK 
 
 
 
By: ______________________________  By: ______________________________
 Its:__________________________    Its:___________________________ 
 
 
 
      LAGERLOF, SENECAL, GOSNEY & KRUSE, LLP 
       
 
 
 
      By: _____________________________   
       Andrew D. Turner 
       Attorneys for Watermaster 
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ACCEPTANCE OF KEN DECK OF APPOINTMENT TO ACT  
AND SERVE AS A MEMBER OF THE WATERMASTER 

 
 
 

I, Ken Deck, have been advised of my nomination by City of Industry and Successor Agency to 

the Industry Urban-Development Agency for appointment to act and serve as a member of the 

Watermaster under the terms and provisions of the Judgment herein, dated May 30, 1986, and I have 

read the above notice of my nomination.  I declare that I have reviewed said Judgment in its entirety and 

I am fully familiar with the duties and responsibilities imposed upon each member of the Watermaster 

under the terms and provisions of said Judgment.  I hereby accept said nomination and declare my 

willingness to be appointed by the court to act under the terms and provisions of said Judgment as a 

member of the Watermaster and if so appointed, I shall represent the interests of all persons producing 

or extracting water from the Puente Basin. 

 

Dated:    , 2015 
 
 
           ________ 
       Ken Deck 
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THREE PERSONS CONSTITUTING THE WATERMASTER UNDER THE JUDGMENT; ACCEPTANCE BY KEN 
DECK OF HIS NOMINATION; AND ORDER APPOINTING KEN DECK AS A MEMBER OF THE WATERMASTER 
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ORDER APPOINTING MEMBER OF WATERMASTER 
 
 
 

Based upon the Joint Nomination of City of Industry and Successor Agency to the Industry 

Urban-Development Agency of Ken Deck for appointment by this court to serve as a member of the 

Watermaster under the Judgment in this action, and upon the above affirmation by Mr. Deck of his 

acceptance of such appointment and his consent to serve, and the court having found that the above 

Notice of the Nomination of Ken Deck and his acceptance thereof and consent to serve as such has been 

duly served upon all parties entitled to notice thereof under Paragraph 24 of the Judgment, and it 

appearing to the court that Ken Deck is a person well qualified and able to discharge the responsibilities 

of a member of the Watermaster under the Judgment. 

 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Ken Deck is appointed a member of the Watermaster, effective 

as of January 1, 2015, to serve at the pleasure of and until further order of the court in administering and 

enforcing the provisions of the Judgment, and in carrying out the instructions and subsequent orders of 

this court. 

 
Dated:     , 2015 
 
 
           ________ 
      Judge of the Superior Court 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
 
 
To: City Council March 19, 2015  
 
From: Brian James 
 
 
Subject: Development Plan 14-11 and Zone Exception 15-1  
 
Proposal 
Section 17.04.120 of the Municipal Code requires that when separate applications for the same 
project involve final decisions by the Planning Commission and City Council, all applications 
first be submitted to the Planning Commission for review and recommendation and then to the 
City Council for a final decision. This project involves the following two applications submitted 
by Harvard Card Systems (Attachment 1): 
 

 Section 17.40.020 of the Municipal Code requires approval of Zone Exceptions for deviations 
from development standards. Zone Exception 15-1 is to address existing deviations from 
development standards related to the maximum square footage allowance, required parking 
spaces, number of compact parking spaces, tandem parking spaces, drive-aisle width, and 
shortfalls in required landscaping area. The proposed expansion of interior mezzanine space 
and building expansion do not create but exacerbate these existing non-conforming 
situations. The Zone Exception application would acknowledge and legitimize these 
deviations. 

 Section 17.36.020 of the Municipal Code requires approval of a Development Plan by the 
City Council for new construction. Development Plan 14-11 is to modify an existing building 
to increase the mezzanine area, enlarge the loading area, and modernize the façade and 
landscaping. These changes will result in an increase in the mezzanine area by 16,858 
square feet and the building footprint by 3,943 square feet. The purpose of the alterations are 
to allow the existing building to accommodate new card processing equipment, improve the 
efficiency of storage and work-flow operations, and improve shipping and loading operations. 

 
Existing Conditions 
As shown on Attachment 2, the existing building is 112,676 square feet and does not comply 
with several development standards in terms of landscape area (5.2 percent provided versus 
12 percent required), parking (96 provided versus 163 required), maximum floor area (61 
percent existing versus 50 percent allowed), tandem parking spaces, lack of trash/recycling 
enclosures, and drive aisle width (minimum 26’ width). The parking layout is confusing and 
inefficient and does not provide sufficient fire access. Gates located near the sidewalks create 
vehicle stacking into public streets and a potentially unsafe condition. 
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Proposed Project 
As shown in the attached site plan (Attachment 3), the proposed building would be a total of 
133,477 square feet including 13,254 square feet of office space, 22,804 square feet of 
mezzanine space, and a 3,943 square foot expansion on the northern side of the building.  
 
Parking and access would be improved by the provision of a fire lane, sufficient truck 
maneuvering area, and a more efficient parking layout. Two existing closed driveways would be 
landscaped and a total of four driveways would provide access to the site: two on Baldwin Park 
Boulevard and two on Railroad Avenue. The gates would be signed and required to be open 
during operating hours to prevent stacking issues. Compact spaces and angled parking would 
increase the total number of parking spaces over existing conditions and allow for additional 
drive-aisles to improve on-site circulation. The project would provide 115 parking spaces as 
follows: 
 

 14 standard parking spaces, including 6 accessible spaces 
 87 compact spaces 
 14 tandem spaces 

In addition, there would be bike racks accommodating six bicycle parking spaces located near 
the office. Landscaping would be slightly increased to 9,606 square feet (5.2 percent), which is 
after the addition of a sidewalk by the City along both street frontages that would take some 
area originally calculated for landscaping. Landscaping would be modernized and brought into 
compliance with new irrigation and water efficient plant requirements (Attachment 4). 
 
As shown on the elevations (Attachment 5), the building’s exterior would only change on the 
northern side of the building where the addition is proposed to occur. However, the entire 
building and exterior wrought-iron fence would be repainted. Coupled with the new landscaping, 
the improvements would provide a facelift to the existing site. 
 
Location and Surroundings 
As shown on the attached location map (Attachment 6), the proposed project is located at 111 
Baldwin Park Boulevard, which is the northwest corner of Baldwin Park Boulevard and Railroad 
Avenue. The site is surrounded by industrial uses on the northern, western, and eastern sides 
with the Union Pacific Railroad tracks to the south and a mixture of commercial and automotive 
uses immediately beyond. 
 
Staff Analysis 
The proposed development project is consistent with the Zoning (“M” – Industrial) and General 
Plan (Employment) designations of the site and complies with the following development and 
design standards in Section 17.36, Design Review, of the Industry Municipal Code. Specifically, 
the project: 
 

 Meets design guidelines. Section 17.36.060 A-J of the Municipal Code call for well-designed 
and coordinated buildings, walls, lighting, and landscaping. 

 Meets bicycle-parking requirements. Chapter 17.68 of the Municipal Code requires that the 
development accommodate four bicycles for the first 50,000 square feet and one bicycle per 
each additional 50,000 square feet. Based on this formula, six bicycles must be 
accommodates and parking for six bicycles is proposed. 

 Complies with requirements for loading, screening, trash/recycling enclosures, and building 
and wall heights. 
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Zone Exception 
As noted above, the existing building is deficient from code requirements in several areas. 
Without a complete tear down, the building would never be brought into conformance with all 
development standards. The intent has been to work with the property owner to improve the 
site, landscaping, circulation, and building to the greatest extent possible and legitimize the 
deviations from the development standards. 
 
Sections 17.40.020 and 17.40.030 of the Municipal Code allows for the granting of an exception 
when: 1) it is necessary for the preservation of a substantial property right, 2) it will not be 
materially detrimental to the public welfare or to the surrounding properties, and 3) if there are 
practical hardships in the application of the development standards but the spirit of the 
standards will still be preserved, public safety secured, and substantial justice done. In addition, 
if there are no protests, an exception may be granted even if it is not necessary for the 
preservation of a substantial property right.  
 
State Planning and Zoning Law (Section 65906) requires that exceptions be granted only when, 
because of special circumstances applicable to the property, including size, shape, topography, 
location or surroundings, the strict application of the zoning ordinance deprives the property of 
privileges enjoyed by nearby properties in the same zone. State law also requires that any 
exception not constitute a grant of special privileges inconsistent with the limitations upon other 
properties in the vicinity. The proposed project would not meet code standards and requires 
approval of Zone Exceptions for the following development standards. 
 

 Exceeds the 50 percent maximum floor area standard specified in Section 17.36.060 W of 
the Municipal Code. The existing floor area is 60.8 percent of the total site and as proposed 
would be 72.1 percent of the site. This increase in largely due to the increase in mezzanine 
area inside the existing building. The 3,943 square foot building expansion and increase in 
mezzanine space would exacerbate this existing non-conformity and is necessary to allow 
the existing building to accommodate new card processing equipment, improve the efficiency 
of storage and work-flow operations, and improve shipping and loading operations. 

 Does not comply with the minimum landscape requirements set forth in Section 17.36.060 Q 
of the Municipal Code. The Municipal Code requires that 12 percent of a site be landscaped. 
As it exists, only 5.2 percent of the site is devoted to landscaping (9,538 square feet) and as 
proposed landscaping would increase slightly to 9,606 square feet (5.2 percent). The existing 
landscaping consists of dirt and a hedge. As proposed, a sidewalk would be installed by the 
City along the street frontages and the landscaping would be modernized and brought into 
compliance with new irrigation and water efficient plant requirements. 

 Does not comply with the minimum parking requirements set forth in Section 17.36.060 K of 
the Municipal Code. Based on the City’s parking standards, 184 parking spaces are required 
and 115 would be provided. As it exists, the site does not conform to parking requirements 
(96 provided versus 163 required). The proposed project would increase the overall parking 
as compared to existing conditions yet still fall short of code requirements. However, given 
the configuration of the site, there is not enough space to meet code requirements without a 
complete tear-down and rebuild of the site. 

 Does not comply with the maximum ratio of compact parking spaces set forth in Section 
17.36.060 K of the Municipal Code. The Municipal Code allows a maximum of 20 percent of 
total parking to be compact parking and 76 percent (87 spaces) are proposed to be compact. 
The compact spaces allow an increase in total parking, a fire lane, and improved efficiencies 
in the parking layout and access. 

 Does not comply with the requirement for 90 degree parking spaces set forth in Section 
17.36.060 K of the Municipal Code. 12 parking spaces are proposed to be angled. This 
deviation allows an overall increase in parking, accommodates a fire lane, and improves 
efficiencies in the parking layout and access. 
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 Does not comply with the requirement to provide a minimum of 26 foot wide drive-aisles set 
forth in Section 17.36.060 K of the Municipal Code. As it exists, one long drive-aisle does not 
conform to this requirement. As proposed, five drive-aisles would not comply with this 
requirement and range from 24’ to 15’-5.5” in width. Drive-aisles providing access to 90 
degree parking would be at least 24’ wide. Drive-aisles of 16’-7.5” and 15’-5.5” would provide 
access to angled parking and conform to accepted standards in other communities, such as 
Los Angeles (Attachment 7). This deviation allows an overall increase in parking, 
accommodates a fire lane, and improves efficiencies in the parking layout and access. 

 The Municipal Code does not allow for tandem parking spaces. Section 17.36.060 K of the 
Municipal Code only allows for 90 degree parking spaces. 50 tandem spaces currently exist 
on the site. As proposed, 14 tandem spaces would be provided along the southern side of 
the building. The proposed project would decrease the number of tandem spaces yet allow 
for an overall increase in parking, a fire lane, and improve efficiencies in the parking layout 
and access. The main issue created by tandem parking is the blocking of cars and the ability 
to move cars when desired. This issue is an internal issue that would continue to be 
addressed by the employees/employer and, since the spaces would be used during shifts, 
would likely be filled and emptied at the same time. 

Staff supports the request for the Zone Exceptions based on the following: 
 

 The existing building is deficient from code requirements in several areas. Without a 
complete tear down, the building would never be brought into conformance with all 
development standards. The intent has been to work with the property owner to improve the 
site, access, on-site circulation, landscaping, and building to the greatest extent possible and 
legitimize the deviations from the development standards. The proposed project would be 
consistent with City design goals, improve parking and circulation efficiency, improve safety 
by eliminating vehicle stacking issues and accommodating a fire lane, bring the site into 
conformance with trash/recycling enclosure requirements, allow a sidewalk to be installed, 
and bring the site into conformance with water efficient irrigation and landscape 
requirements. 

 It preserves a substantial property right to by allowing an existing building to be retrofitted to 
improve efficiency and operational needs. 

 It will not be materially detrimental to public welfare or surrounding properties and would be 
safe because the project would improve on-site parking and circulation efficiency, result in a 
public sidewalk being installed, improve safety by eliminating vehicle stacking issues and 
accommodating a fire lane, and maintain a professional appearance and landscape frontage 
along the public rights-of-way largely consistent with current requirements. 

 The spirit of the City’s development standards will be preserved and justice done because 
the existing building and site are nonconforming with several code requirements and the 
zone exception would acknowledge that, without a complete tear down, the building could 
never be brought into conformance; however, the proposed project would result in 
improvements to safety, landscaping, building design, parking lot circulation, trash collection, 
pedestrian circulation, yet allow an improvement in the use and operation of the existing 
building. 

 Due to the special circumstances applicable to this project site, the Zone Exceptions do not 
represent a grant of special privileges and are necessary to acknowledge the existing 
nonconformities and, to the greatest extent possible, improve the safety, landscaping, 
aesthetic design, parking lot circulation, pedestrian circulation, and trash collection of the 
building and site. 
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Environmental Analysis 
The proposed project is exempt from compliance with the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) under CEQA Guidelines Section 15301 Class 1, which exempts the operation, 
permitting, or minor alteration of existing facilities involving negligible or no expansion of the 
existing use and additions of less than 10,000 square feet in areas where services are provided 
and that are not environmentally sensitive. The proposal would involve alterations to an existing 
industrial building in a developed industrial area and largely involve interior modifications to add 
mezzanine space to accommodate new card processing equipment. The building footprint 
would increase 3,943 square feet to accommodate the new equipment and improve the storage 
and shipping processes. 
 
Findings 
In regards to the Development Plan application, Staff recommends that the City Council find 
that: 
 

 The proposed improvement is consistent with the General Plan designation of Employment 
and conforms with the zoning designation of Industrial for the subject property in the City of 
Industry; 

 The proposed development is compatible with the surrounding area, which consists of 
industrial uses; 

 There is adequate street access and traffic capacity for the proposed development on 
Baldwin Park Boulevard and Railroad Avenue, which serve the project site; 

 The proposed development will have no significant impact on the environment and is exempt 
from the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended; and 

 Due to the foregoing, the use requested will not be a menace to or endanger the public 
health, safety or general welfare to the City. 

 
Public Hearing 
The required public hearing notice (Attachment 8) was mailed to property owners within 300 
feet of the site; posted at the City Hall, Gale Avenue fire station, and council chambers, and; 
published in the San Gabriel Valley Tribune by March 13, 2015. 
 
Planning Commission Hearing 
On March 12, 2015, the Planning Commission held a public hearing and adopted Resolution 
PC 2015-02 recommending that the City Council approve: 1) Development Plan No. 14-11 with 
the Standard Requirements and Conditions of Approval contained therein; and 2) Zoning 
Exception 15-1 for relief from the maximum square footage allowance, required parking spaces, 
number of compact parking spaces, tandem parking spaces, drive-aisle width, and shortfalls in 
required landscape area. 
 
Recommendation 
Because: 1) the Zone Exceptions preserve a substantial property right, are not materially 
detrimental to the public welfare or surrounding properties, safety is preserved, and there are 
practical hardships resulting from the existing developed conditions that would prevent full 
conformance with the development standards; and 2) the Development Plan application 
proposes a project that complies with most of the development standards of the Municipal Code, 
has no environmental concerns, and satisfies the above-mentioned findings, Staff recommends 
that the City Council: 
 



 
Page 6 

1. Approve Resolution No. CC 2015-03 (Attachment 10) approving: 1) Development 
Plan No. 14-11 with the Standard Requirements and Conditions of Approval 
contained therein; and 2) Zoning Exception 15-1 for relief from the maximum square 
footage allowance, required parking spaces, number of compact parking spaces, 
tandem parking spaces, drive-aisle width, and shortfalls in required landscape area. 

 
Attachments 

 Attachment 1: Application 

 Attachment 2: Existing Site Plan 

 Attachment 3: Proposed Site Plan 

 Attachment 4: Conceptual Landscape Plan 

 Attachment 5: Proposed Elevations 

 Attachment 6: Location Map 

 Attachment 7: City of Los Angeles Parking Standards 

 Attachment 8: Public Hearing Notice 

 Attachment 9: Planning Commission Resolution PC 2015-02 

 Attachment 10: Resolution No. CC 2015-03 approving Development Plan 14-11 and Zone 
Exception 15-1 with findings of approval and Standard Requirements and Conditions of 
Approval 
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Existing Site Plan 
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Proposed Site Plan 
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Conceptual Landscape Plan 
  



LANDSCAPE CONCEPTUAL
SITE PLAN

Lagerstroemia x ‘muskogee’
Crape Myrtle Light Lavender 

Baccharis pilularis
Dwarf Coyote Brush

Lomandra longifolia ‘Breeze’
Dwarf Mat Rush

Pennisetum alopecuroides
Fountain Grass

Pennisetum setaceum 
Eaton Canyon Fountain Grass

 
BALDWIN PARK BLVD - STREET VIEW

 
RAILROAD AVE - STREET VIEW

EXISTING SITE CONDITIONSPROPOSED PLANT MATERIAL

NOTE:
ALL EXISTING PARKWAY TURF SHALL RECEIVE “GROW AND KILL”
TREATMENT; SOIL ROTOTILLED AND AMENDED TO 6” DEPTH 
PRIOR TO REPLANTING.
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Proposed Elevations 
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City of Los Angeles Parking Standards 
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Attachment 8 
 

Public Hearing Notice 
  



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

Development Plan 14-11 and Zone Exception 15-1 

On March 13. 2015, notice has been given that the City Council of the City of Industry 
shall hold a public hearing on the application for Development Plan 14-11 and Zone 
Exception 15-1 at 111 Baldwin Park Boulevard in the City of Industry. Development 
Plan 14-11 is to modify an existing building to increase the mezzanine area, enlarge the 
loading area, and modernize the fa9ade and landscaping. These changes will result in 
an increase in mezzanine area by 12,912 square feet and the building footprint by 3,943 
square feet. Zone Exception 15-1 is to address existing deviations from development 
standards related to the maximum square footage allowance, required parking spaces, 
number of compact parking spaces, tandem parking spaces, drive-aisle width, and 
shortfalls in required landscape area. The proposed expansion of interior mezzanine 
space and building expansion do not create but exacerbate existing non-conforming 
situations. 

A copy of all relevant material, including the Conditional Use Permit Application, is on 
file in the City Administrative Offices, 15625 East Stafford Street, Suite 1 00, City of 
Industry, California 91744. 

The time, date and place of such hearing shall be as follows: 

Time: 

Date: 

Place: 

9:00a.m. 

March 26, 2015 

City Council Chamber 
15651 East Stafford Street 
City of Industry, CA 91744 

Any person wishing to be heard regarding this matter may appear at the above time, 
date and place. 

If you challenge the conditional use permit in court, you may be limited to raising only 
those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, 
or in written correspondence delivered to the City Council of the City of Industry at, or 
prior to, the public hearing. 

Cece ia Dunlap 
Deputy Clerk of the City of In 

JN 9150 
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Resolution No. PC 2015-02 
 

  



RESOLUTION NO. PC 2015-02

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF INDUSTRY,   CALIFORNIA,   RECOMMENDING THE

ADOPTION OF DEVELOPMENT PLAN 14- 11 TO ALLOW THE
ADDITION OF 3, 943 SQUARE FEET TO AN EXISTING 112,676
SQUARE FOOT BUILDING, AS WELL AS THE CONSTRUCTION
OF A 12, 912 SQUARE FOOT ADDITION TO THE BUILDING' S
MEZZANINE AREA;  AND RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OF
ZONE EXCEPTION 15- 1 TO ALLOW DEVELOPMENT WITH A
GREATER MAXIMUM LOT COVERAGE,  REDUCED MINIMUM

LANDSCAPING AND MODIFIED PARKING REQUIREMENTS ON
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 111 BALDWIN PARK BOULEVARD,
WITHIN A " M" — INDUSTRIAL ZONE, AND MAKING FINDINGS

IN SUPPORT THEREOF.

WHEREAS, Xebec Building Company,  Inc.,  a California corporation,  on

behalf of Harvard Card Systems,  has filed an application for a Development

Permit to atlow the construction of a 3, 943 square foot addition to a 112,676
square foot building, the addition of 12, 912 square feet to the mezzanine of the
building,  and the modernization of the fa ade and landscaping of the site,
together with a Zone Exception for relief from maximum lot coverage standards,
minimum landscaping requirements and minimum parking requirements

collectively, the " Application"), located at 111 Baldwin Park Boulevard, City of

Industry, within a " M"- Industrial Zone ( the "Site"); and,

WHEREAS, the use proposed in the Application is allowed in the " M"-

Industrial Zone subject to the approval of a Development Plan and,  for this

proposal, a Zone Exception; and,

WHEREAS, the Site is more particularly shown on the map attached
hereto as Exhibit "A" and incorporated herein by this reference; and,

WHEREAS,  the activity proposed by the Application is exempt from
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (" CEQA") pursuant to

CEQA Guidelines Section 15301 as a class 1 categorical exemption applicable to
the operation,  permitting,  or minor alteration of existing facilities involving
negligible or no expansion of the existing use; and,

WHEREAS,  the purpose of Industry Municipal Code Chapter 17. 36
Design Review) is to protect the health, safety and welfare of the community by

promoting consistent design standards for new development.    However,  the

Application is uniquely constrained because the existing buitding already fails to
meet code requirements in several areas and without a complete tear down the
building would never be brought into conformance with all development
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standards or modernized, such that the Application will require a Zone Exception
for: ( 1) lot coverage greater than the allowed 50% per Section 17. 36.060 W; (2)

landscaping less than the 12 percent of the site as required by Section 17. 36. 060
Q; and less than minimum parking required by Section 17. 36.060 K to permit the
modernization of the site consistent with the spirit of Chapter 17. 36; and,

WHEREAS, Section 17.40.030 of the Industry Municipal Code provides that
an exception may be granted where practical difficulties or unnecessary hardships
interfere with carrying out the strict letter of the Municipal Code, and the spirit of the
Code will be observed, public safety secured, and substantial justice done; and,

WHEREAS, Section 17.40.020 of the Industry Municipal Code also allows
an exception to the requirements of the Municipal Code applicable to the property
where ( 1) the exception is necessary for the preservation of a substantial property
right, and ( 2) the exception will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare
nor to the property of other persons located in the vicinity thereof; and,

WHEREAS, on March 12, 2015, the Planning Commission of the City of
Industry conducted a duly noticed public hearing in connection with the

Application and considered al! evidence, oral and written; and,

WHEREAS, all legal prerequisites have occurred prior to the adoption of
this Resolution.

NOW,  THEREFORE,  THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
INDUSTRY DOES RESOLVE,   DETERMINE,   FIND,  , AND ORDER AS
FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1.  The Planning Commission hereby finds that the above
recitations are true and correct and, accordingly, are incorporated as a material
part of this Resolution.

SECTION 2.  Pursuant to the requirements of the Industry Municipal Code,
Sections 17.40. 020 and 17. 36.030, in conjunction with Zone Exception No. 15- 1,
the Planning Commission hereby finds,  based upon the substantial evidence

contained in the record, including the written and oral staff reports presented to
the Planning Commission with respect to the Application,  as well as all other

written and oral testimony submitted at the March 12, 2015 public hearing, as
follows:

A.       The Application is necessary for the preservation of a substantial
property right and will nofi be materiaf(y detrimentaf to the public welfare nor to
the property of other persons located in the vicinity because the design and use
of the Site following the construction of the improvements anticipated in the
Application will not compromise the design standards in the vicinity but will



Resolution No. PC 2015-02
March 12, 2015

Page 3 of 5

enhance the site so as to preserve the purpose of the design standards set forth
in Section 17. 36. 060 of the Industry Municipal Code since the building will be
upgraded to more closely adhere to the standards of Chapter 17. 36; and,

B.       There are practical difficulties and unriecessary hardships

associated with the development of the Site, and the spirit of the Code will be
observed, public safety secured and substantial justice done since the existing
building already fails to meet code requirements in several areas and without a
complete tear down the building would never be brought into conformance with
all development standards or modernized.

SECTION 3. Pursuant to the requirements of the Industry Municipal Code,
Section 17. 36. 070,   in conjunction with Development Plan No.   14- 11,  the

Planning Commission hereby  nds,   based upon the substantial evidence

contained in the record, including the written and oral staff reports presented to
the Planning Commission with respect to the Application,  as well as all other
written and oral testimony submitted at the March 12, 2015 public hearing, as
follows:

A.       The Site is suitable for development in accordance with the
Development Plan;

B.       The total development is arranged so as to avoid traffic congestion,
ensure the public health, safety and general welfare or prevent adverse effects
upon neighboring properties;

C.       The development is in general accord with all elements of the
Industry Zoning Ordinance; and,

D.       The development is consistent with the provisions of the Industry
General Plan.

SECTION 4. Based upon the environmental information form supplied by
Xebec Building Company,   Inc.,   as part of the Application,  the Planning
Commission exercises its independent judgment and finds that the proposed
project is exempt from compliance with CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15301 as a class 1 categorical exemption.

SECTION S.  The Planning Commission does hereby recommend that the
City Council approve the Application subject to the conditions and standard code
requirements set forth in Exhibit " B" attached herefo and incorporated herein by
this reference and in accordance with the plans submitted in conjunction with the
Application.
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SECTION 6. The Secretary of the Planning Commission shall certify to
the adoption of this Resolution.

ADOPTED, SIGNED AND APPROVED by the Planning Commission of the City
of Industry at a regular meeting held on March 12, 2015.

Mark Radecki

Vice Chairman

ATTEST:

Cecelia Dunlap
Secretary



Resolution No. PC 2015-02

March 12, 2015

Page 5 of 5

STATE OF CALIFORNIA PLANNING COMMISSION

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES      )  ss.       SECRETARY'S CERTIFICATION

CITY OF INDUSTRY RE: ADOPTION OF PLANNING

COMMISSION RESOLUTION

I, Cecelia Dunlap, Secretary of the City of Industry Planning Commission,
do HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution No. PC 2015- 02 was duly
passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the Planning Commission of the City
of Industry held on the

12th

day of March, 2015 by the following vote to wit:

AYES:     COMMISSIONERS:     Contreras, Welch, VC/Radecki

NOES:    COMMISSIONERS:      None

ABSENT: COMMISSIONERS:     Spivey, C/ Perez

ABSTAINED:  COMMISSIONERS:     None

j
Cecelia unlap, Secretary
Planning Commission
City of Industry, California

SEAL)
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P. O. Box 3366 • 15625 E. Stafford St. • City of Industry, CA 91744- 0366 • ( 626) 333- 2211 • FAX ( 626) 961- 6795

EXHIBIT B

Standard Requirements and Conditions of Approval

Application:    Development Plan 14- 11 and Zone Exception 15- 1

Applicant:       Harvard Card Systems

Location: 111 Baldwin Park Boulevard

Conditions of Approval

Conditions of approval are unique provisions, beyond the requirements of law, the municipal

code,  or standard practices that are applied to a project by the City Council per Section
17.36.080 of the Zoning Code. Please note that if the design of your project or site conditions
change, the conditions of approval may also change.  If you have any questions regarding these
requirements, please contact the City of Industry.

1.  The property owner shall dedicate the corner street right-of-way at the intersection of
Baldwin Park Boulevard and Railroad Avenue to the City.

Code Requirements and Standards

The following is a list of code requirements and standards deemed applicable to the proposed
project.   The list is intended to assist the applicant by identifying requirements that must be
satisfied during the various stages ofproject permitting, implementation, and operation. It should
be noted that this list is in addition to any "conditions of approval" adopted by the City Council
and noted above.  Please note that if the design of your project or site conditions change, the

list may a/so change.  If you have any questions regarding these requirements, please contact
the City of lndustry.

1.     The approval expires twelve ( 12) months after the date of approval by the City Council if a
building permit for each building and structure thereby approved has not been obtained
within such period.

2.     The applicant shall provide drainage and grading plans to be approved by the City Engineer
prior to the issuance of a building permit. Such plans shall be in substantial conformity with
the development plans.

3.     The applicant shall provide landscaping and automatic irrigation plans to be approved by
the Planning Director prior to the issuance of a building permit. Such plans shall be in
substantial conformity with the approved development plans. Such plans shall include:
provision for an automatic irrigation/ sprinkler system; specimen trees, shrubs, ground cover

and/ or grass; and specifications for the above to the satisfaction of the Planning Director.
Additionally, such plans shall be designed and specimen trees, shrubs, ground cover and/ or
grass shall be designed so as to integrate compatibly with street parkway landscaping.

City of Industry Conditions of Approval and Requirements
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4.     The applicant shall construct adequate fire protection facilities to the satisfaction of the Los

Angeles County Fire Department.

5.    All exterior surfaces of buildings and appurtenant structures shall be painted in accordance
with the approved development plan.

6.     Depending upon the nature of the proposed use, the applicant shall obtain an Industrial
Waste Permit or receive Domestic Wastewater Clearance from the City Engineer
depending on the building use.

7.     The applicant shall provide off-street parking as shown on the approved development plan.

8.     The applicant shall provide building plans to be approved prior to the issuance of a building
permit. Such plans shall be in substantial conformity with the approved development plans.
Building plans shall be submitted to and approved by the Los Angeles County Engineer's

Office- Building and Safety Division prior to the issuance of a building permit.)

9.     Demolition and construction operations shall be limited to the hours prescribed by the Los
Angeles County Noise Ordinance  ( Los Angeles County Municipal Code,  Section

12. 08. 390).

10.   Should archeological resources be uncovered during site preparation,  grading,  or

excavation, work shall be stopped for a period not to exceed 14 days. The find shall be

immediately evaluated for significance by a county-certified archaeologist.   If the

archaeological resources are found to be significant, the archaeologist shall perform data

recovery, professional identification, radiocarbon dates as applicable, and other special
studies;  submit resources to the California State University Fullerton;  and provide a

comprehensive final report including appropriate records for the California Department of
Parks and Recreation ( Building, Structure, and Object Record; Archaeological Site Record;
or District Record, as applicable).

Interpretation and Enforcement

1.  The Planning Department, Engineering Department, and contract agencies ( Los Angeles
County Fire Department,  Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety)  shall be

responsible for ensuring compliance with all applicable code requirements and conditions of
approval.

2.  The Planning Director may interpret the implementation of each condition of approval and,
with advanced notice, grant minor amendments to approved plans and/ or conditions of

approval based on changed circumstances, new information, and/ or relevant factors as long
as the spirit and intent of the approved condition of approval is satisfied. Permits shall not be
issued until the proposed minor amendment has been reviewed and approved for
conformance with the intent of the approved condition of approval. If the proposed changes

are substantial in nature, an amendment to the original entitlement may be required pursuant
to the provisions of Industry Municipal Code.

Cify of Industry Conditions of Approval and Requirements
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Resolution No. CC 2015-03 
 



   
 

 

RESOLUTION NO. CC 2015-03  

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
INDUSTRY, CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
14-11 TO ALLOW THE ADDITION OF 3,943 SQUARE FEET TO 
AN EXISTING 112,676 SQUARE FOOT BUILDING, AS WELL AS 
THE CONSTRUCTION OF A 12,912 SQUARE FOOT ADDITION 
TO THE BUILDING’S MEZZANINE AREA; AND 
RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OF ZONE EXCEPTION 15-1 TO 
ALLOW DEVELOPMENT WITH A GREATER MAXIMUM LOT 
COVERAGE, REDUCED MINIMUM LANDSCAPING AND 
MODIFIED PARKING REQUIREMENTS ON PROPERTY 
LOCATED AT 111 BALDWIN PARK BOULEVARD, WITHIN A 
“M” – INDUSTRIAL ZONE, FINDING THE PROJECT 
CATEGORICALLY EXEMPT FROM CEQA, AND MAKING 
FINDINGS IN SUPPORT THEREOF 

 
WHEREAS, Xebec Building Company, Inc., a California corporation, on 

behalf of Harvard Card Systems, has filed an application for a Development 
Permit to allow the construction of a 3,943 square foot addition to a 112,676 
square foot building, the addition of 12,912 square feet to the mezzanine of the 
building, and the modernization of the façade and landscaping of the site, 
together with a Zone Exception for relief from maximum lot coverage standards, 
minimum landscaping requirements and minimum parking requirements 
(collectively, the “Application”), located at 111 Baldwin Park Boulevard, City of 
Industry, within a “M”-Industrial Zone (the “Site”); and, 

WHEREAS, the use proposed in the Application is allowed in the “M”-
Industrial Zone subject to the approval of a Development Plan and, for this 
proposal, a Zone Exception; and, 

WHEREAS, the Site is more particularly shown on the map attached 
hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference; and, 

WHEREAS, the activity proposed by the Application is exempt from 
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15301 as a class 1 categorical exemption applicable to 
the operation, permitting, or minor alteration of existing facilities involving 
negligible or no expansion of the existing use; and, 
 

WHEREAS, the purpose of Industry Municipal Code Chapter 17.36 
(Design Review) is to protect the health, safety and welfare of the community by 
promoting consistent design standards for new development.  However, the 
Application is uniquely constrained because the existing building already fails to 
meet code requirements in several areas and without a complete tear down the 
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building would never be brought into conformance with all development 
standards or modernized, such that the Application will require a Zone Exception 
for: (1) lot coverage greater than the allowed 50% per Section 17.36.060 W; (2) 
landscaping less than the 12 per cent of the site as required by Section 
17.36.060 Q; and less than minimum parking required by Section 17.36.060 K to 
permit the modernization of the site consistent with the spirit of Chapter 17.36; 
and,     
  
 WHEREAS, Section 17.40.030 of the Industry Municipal Code provides that 
an exception may be granted where practical difficulties or unnecessary hardships 
interfere with carrying out the strict letter of the Municipal Code, and the spirit of the 
Code will be observed, public safety secured, and substantial justice done; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, Section 17.40.020 of the Industry Municipal Code also allows 
an exception to the requirements of the Municipal Code applicable to the property 
where (1) the exception is necessary for the preservation of a substantial property 
right, and (2) the exception will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare 
nor to the property of other persons located in the vicinity thereof; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, on March 12, 2015, the Planning Commission of the City of 
Industry conducted a duly noticed public hearing in connection with the 
Application and considered all evidence, oral and written and at the conclusion 
thereof adopted there Resolution No. PC 2015-02 recommending that the City 
Council find the application exempt from compliance with CEQA pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15301 as a class 1 categorical exemption and approve 
the Application; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, on March 26, 2015 the City Council of the City of Industry 
conducted a duly noticed public hearing in conjunction with the Application and 
considered all evidence, oral and written; and, 

WHEREAS, all legal prerequisites have occurred prior to the adoption of 
this Resolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INDUSTRY DOES 
RESOLVE, DETERMINE, FIND, AND ORDER AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. The City Council hereby finds that the above recitations are 
true and correct and, accordingly, are incorporated as a material part of this 
Resolution. 
 
 SECTION 2.  Pursuant to the requirements of the Industry Municipal Code, 
Sections 17.40.020 and 17.36.030, in conjunction with Zone Exception No. 15-1, 
the City Council hereby finds, based upon the substantial evidence contained in 
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the record, including the written and oral staff reports presented to the City 
Council with respect to the Application, as well as all other written and oral 
testimony submitted at the March 26, 2015 public hearing, as follows: 

A. The Application is necessary for the preservation of a substantial 
property right and will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare nor to 
the property of other persons located in the vicinity because the design and use 
of the Site following the construction of the improvements anticipated in the 
Application will not compromise the design standards in the vicinity but will 
enhance the site so as to preserve the purpose of the design standards set forth 
in Section 17.36.060 of the Industry Municipal Code since the building will be 
upgraded to more closely adhere to the standards of Chapter 17.36; and; and, 

B. There are practical difficulties and unnecessary hardships 
associated with the development of the Site, and the spirit of the Code will be 
observed, public safety secured and substantial justice done since the existing 
building already fails to meet code requirements in several areas and without a 
complete tear down the building would never be brought into conformance with 
all development standards or modernized. 
  
 SECTION 3.  Pursuant to the requirements of the Industry Municipal Code, 
Section 17.36.070, in conjunction with Development Plan No. 14-11, the City 
Council hereby finds, based upon the substantial evidence contained in the 
record, including the written and oral staff reports presented to the City Council 
with respect to the Application, as well as all other written and oral testimony 
submitted at the March 26, 2015 public hearing, as follows: 
  
 A. The Site is suitable for development in accordance with the 
Development Plan; 
 
 B. The total development is arranged so as to avoid traffic congestion, 
ensure the public health, safety and general welfare or prevent adverse effects 
upon neighboring properties; 
 
 C. The development is in general accord with all elements of the 
Industry Zoning Ordinance; and, 
 
 D. The development is consistent with the provisions of the Industry 
General Plan. 

SECTION 4. Based upon the environmental information form supplied by 
Xebec Building Company, Inc., as part of the Application, the City Council 
exercises its independent judgment and finds that the proposed project is exempt 
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from compliance with CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15301 as a 
class 1 categorical exemption. 

SECTION 5. The City Council does hereby approve the Application 
subject to the conditions and standard code requirements set forth in Exhibit “B” 
attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference and in accordance with 
the plans submitted in conjunction with the Application. 

 SECTION 6. The City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this Resolution. 
 
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 26th day of March, 2015. 
 
 
            
      _____________________________ 

Tim Spohn, Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST:  
 
 
____________________________ 
Cecelia Dunlap, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Michele R. Vadon, City Attorney 
 



EXHIBIT A
DP 14-11

Location Map
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EXHIBIT B 
Standard Requirements and Conditions of Approval 

 
Application:  Development Plan 14-11 and Zone Exception 15-1 
 
Applicant:  Harvard Card Systems 
 
Location:    111 Baldwin Park Boulevard 
 
Conditions of Approval 
Conditions of approval are unique provisions, beyond the requirements of law, the municipal 
code, or standard practices that are applied to a project by the City Council per Section 
17.36.080 of the Zoning Code. Please note that if the design of your project or site conditions 
change, the conditions of approval may also change.  If you have any questions regarding these 
requirements, please contact the City of Industry. 
 

1. The property owner shall dedicate the corner street right-of-way at the intersection of 
Baldwin Park Boulevard and Railroad Avenue to the City. 

 
Code Requirements and Standards 
The following is a list of code requirements and standards deemed applicable to the proposed 
project.  The list is intended to assist the applicant by identifying requirements that must be 
satisfied during the various stages of project permitting, implementation, and operation.  It should 
be noted that this list is in addition to any “conditions of approval” adopted by the City Council 
and noted above.  Please note that if the design of your project or site conditions change, the 
list may also change.  If you have any questions regarding these requirements, please contact 
the City of Industry. 
 

1. The approval expires twelve (12) months after the date of approval by the City Council if a 
building permit for each building and structure thereby approved has not been obtained 
within such period. 
 

2. The applicant shall provide drainage and grading plans to be approved by the City Engineer 
prior to the issuance of a building permit. Such plans shall be in substantial conformity with 
the development plans. 
 

3. The applicant shall provide landscaping and automatic irrigation plans to be approved by 
the Planning Director prior to the issuance of a building permit. Such plans shall be in 
substantial conformity with the approved development plans. Such plans shall include:  
provision for an automatic irrigation/sprinkler system; specimen trees, shrubs, ground cover 
and/or grass; and specifications for the above to the satisfaction of the Planning Director. 
Additionally, such plans shall be designed and specimen trees, shrubs, ground cover and/or 
grass shall be designed so as to integrate compatibly with street parkway landscaping. 
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4. The applicant shall construct adequate fire protection facilities to the satisfaction of the Los 
Angeles County Fire Department. 
 

5. All exterior surfaces of buildings and appurtenant structures shall be painted in accordance 
with the approved development plan. 
 

6. Depending upon the nature of the proposed use, the applicant shall obtain an Industrial 
Waste Permit or receive Domestic Wastewater Clearance from the City Engineer 
depending on the building use. 
 

7. The applicant shall provide off-street parking as shown on the approved development plan. 
 

8. The applicant shall provide building plans to be approved prior to the issuance of a building 
permit. Such plans shall be in substantial conformity with the approved development plans. 
(Building plans shall be submitted to and approved by the Los Angeles County Engineer's 
Office - Building and Safety Division prior to the issuance of a building permit.) 
 

9. Demolition and construction operations shall be limited to the hours prescribed by the Los 
Angeles County Noise Ordinance (Los Angeles County Municipal Code, Section 
12.08.390). 
 

10. Should archeological resources be uncovered during site preparation, grading, or 
excavation, work shall be stopped for a period not to exceed 14 days. The find shall be 
immediately evaluated for significance by a county-certified archaeologist. If the 
archaeological resources are found to be significant, the archaeologist shall perform data 
recovery, professional identification, radiocarbon dates as applicable, and other special 
studies; submit resources to the California State University Fullerton; and provide a 
comprehensive final report including appropriate records for the California Department of 
Parks and Recreation (Building, Structure, and Object Record; Archaeological Site Record; 
or District Record, as applicable). 
 

Interpretation and Enforcement 
 

1. The Planning Department, Engineering Department, and contract agencies (Los Angeles 
County Fire Department, Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety) shall be 
responsible for ensuring compliance with all applicable code requirements and conditions of 
approval.  
 

2. The Planning Director may interpret the implementation of each condition of approval and, 
with advanced notice, grant minor amendments to approved plans and/or conditions of 
approval based on changed circumstances, new information, and/or relevant factors as long 
as the spirit and intent of the approved condition of approval is satisfied. Permits shall not be 
issued until the proposed minor amendment has been reviewed and approved for 
conformance with the intent of the approved condition of approval. If the proposed changes 
are substantial in nature, an amendment to the original entitlement may be required pursuant 
to the provisions of Industry Municipal Code. 
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CITY OF INDUSTRY 

 

 
TO: Mayor Spohn and Members of the City Council 
 
FROM: Gregory M. Murphy, Esq.  
  
SUBJECT: Amendments to Title 2 of the Industry Municipal Code Regarding Temporary 

Restraint on Termination of Appointed Officers Following General Municipal 
Election  

 
DATE: March 18, 2015 
 
  

 
SUMMARY 

 
The proposed ordinance would amend Title 2 of the Industry Municipal Code by 

extending, by an additional 90 days, the temporary restraint on the Council’s ability to terminate 
the City Manager following a general municipal election where a new member is elected to the 
Council, and also establishing similar provisions that would extend to the other City officials who 
are appointed by and serve at the pleasure of the City Council.      
 
DISCUSSION 
 

Industry Municipal Code section 2.08.010 provides that the City Manager for the City will 
be appointed by and hold office during the pleasure of the City Council.  However, following a 
general municipal election where a new member is elected to the Council, Municipal Code 
section 2.08.010 provides that for 90 days thereafter, the Council may not remove the City 
Manager from office.  The purpose of this temporary restriction is to allow newly elected 
members of the City Council or a reorganized City Council to observe the actions and ability of 
the City Manager in the performance of the powers and duties of office. 

 
Numerous cities throughout California impose similar temporary restrictions on the 

removal power of their local legislative bodies, following municipal elections where new 
members are elected to the body.  The temporary restrictions appear to continue for various 
periods of time, with at least several jurisdictions imposing 180-day restrictions following local 
elections. 

 
Such provisions help to ensure that new Council members are given the opportunity to 

work with appointed officials and employees and observe their performance over a meaningful 
period of time prior to making any decisions regarding an official’s future employment with the 
city.  In addition, such provisions promote continued high levels of city services to the public. 
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The City of Industry is a unique municipal operation, as the City is primarily a job center 
with a small resident population.  Over the course of the City’s history, the City Staff has 
focused on the special needs of the City and has become particularly adept in handling complex 
issues that are not often faced by other cities.  In particular, the high level Staff members have 
accumulated institutional knowledge about the financial workings of the City, its legal workings, 
and the overall structure and daily functioning of the City that would be lost if those persons 
were to be removed from office en masse or without proper planning.  Further, the institutional 
knowledge would be unable to be easily replicated by persons brought to the City from other 
municipalities or from outside public service in such a circumstance, due to the unique nature of 
the City of Industry.  It is vital to the ongoing health of the City that a sufficient period of time be 
given for those key staff members to transfer their institutional knowledge in any transition. 

 
Because of these City of Industry-specific complexities, the proposed ordinance would 

extend the current 90-day temporary restriction on the Council’s ability to remove the City 
Manager following a general municipal election where a new Council member is elected to 180-
days.  This is, as stated above, the longest period of time that any other city in California 
generally provides for its City Manager.  The Council is asked that, in light of the unique 
characteristics of the City of Industry, the same protection be provided to the City Manager to 
ensure continuity of service and a sufficient time to transfer institutional knowledge.  In addition, 
and for the same reasons, the proposed ordinance would establish a similar 180-day temporary 
restriction on the Council’s ability to remove the City Clerk, City Treasurer, or City Attorney 
following a general municipal election where a new member is elected to the Council.  

 
The provisions of the ordinance have an exception where there has been presented 

evidence of indictment on or conviction for fraud, deceit, or other crimes that would render the 
individual unfit to serve the City.  This will serve as a protection for the City in the event that an 
ongoing investigation results in indictment or conviction during the 180-day temporary restriction 
period, and despite what would be the loss of institutional knowledge via the termination of one 
or more of the four officers, it is an important retained right for the City Council. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 
None 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
It is recommended that the City Council introduce for adoption Ordinance No. 788. 
 
Attachments: 
 
Ordinance No. 788. 
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ORDINANCE NO. 788 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
INDUSTRY, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING CHAPTERS 2.08 (CITY 
MANAGER) AND 2.12 (CITY CLERK AND CITY TREASURER- 
BONDS) OF TITLE 2 OF THE INDUSTRY MUNICIPAL CODE, AND 
ADDING CHAPTER 2.14 (CITY ATTORNEY) TO TITLE 2 OF THE 
INDUSTRY MUNICIPAL CODE   

 
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INDUSTRY ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 

 
SECTION 1.  Findings.   

 
A. Pursuant to the Industry City Charter, the City Clerk, City Treasurer, and City Attorney 

are all appointed by and serve at the pleasure of the City Council.  (See City Charter §§ 
500, 502, 600). 
 

B. Industry Municipal Code section 2.08.010 provides that the City Manager for the City will 
be appointed by and hold office during the pleasure of the City Council. 
 

C. Industry Municipal Code section 2.08.120 provides that the City Manager may not be 
removed from office within 90 days following any general municipal election where a 
member of the City Council is elected.  This provision was adopted to allow newly 
elected members of the City Council or a reorganized City Council to observe the 
actions and ability of the City Manager in the performance of the powers and duties of 
office.   
 

D. Numerous cities throughout California implement similar temporary restrictions on the 
council’s ability to remove officials who are appointed by the council, following local 
elections where new council members are elected.  The temporary restrictions appear to 
continue for various periods of time, with at least several jurisdictions imposing 180-day 
restrictions following local elections.        
 

E. The City Council finds that such temporary restrictions on the removal of appointed 
officials and employees following local elections where new council members are 
elected serve important public interests in maintaining high levels of government service 
to the public and ensuring that new Council Members have a meaningful opportunity to 
work with and observe the performance of high level staff members prior to making any 
decisions regarding an appointed officer’s future employment with the city. 
 

F. The City of Industry is a unique municipal operation and its high level staff members 
retain a great deal of institutional knowledge that would be lost, and unable to be easily 
replicated by persons brought to the City from other municipalities or from outside public 
service, and it is the intent of the City Council that a sufficient period of time be given 
both for new Council Members to review high level staff members and for those staff 
members to transfer their institutional knowledge if they are to be removed from office.  
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G. The City Council desires to extend the temporary restriction on removal of the City 
Manager by an additional 90 days, and also to establish similar provisions that will apply 
to all City officials who are appointed by and serve at the pleasure of the City Council.    
 
SECTION 2.  Amendment to Chapter 2.08.  Section 2.08.120 (Removal after municipal 

election) of Chapter 2.08 (City Manager) of Title 2 (Administration and Personnel) of the 
Industry Municipal Code is amended to read in whole as follows: 

 
“2.08.120 Removal after municipal election. 
 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 2.08.110 the city manager may not be 
removed from office during or within a period of 180 days immediately following any 
general municipal election held in the city at which a new member of the city council is 
elected. After the expiration of the 180-day period, the provisions of Section 2.08.110 as 
to the removal of the city manager will apply and be effective. The foregoing will not be 
construed to limit the city council’s ability to remove the city manager upon evidence of 
indictment on or conviction for fraud, deceit, or other crimes that would render the city 
manager unfit to serve the city.” 
 

 SECTION 3.  Amendment to Chapter 2.12.  Chapter 2.12 (City Clerk and City 
Treasurer – Bonds) of Title 2 (Administration and Personnel) of the Industry Municipal Code is 
amended as follows: 
 
A. Chapter 2.12 is renamed as follows: 

 
“Chapter 2.12 CITY CLERK AND CITY TREASURER” 
 

B. Section 2.12.020 (Removal after municipal election) is added to read as follows: 
 
“2.12.020 Removal after municipal election. 
 

Neither the city clerk nor the city treasurer may be removed from office during or 
within a period of 180-days immediately following any general municipal election held in 
the city at which a new member of the city council is elected. The purpose of this 
provision is to allow any newly elected member of the city council or a reorganized city 
council to observe the actions and ability of the city clerk and the city treasurer in the 
performance of the powers and duties of his or her office. After the expiration of the 180-
day period, the city clerk and the city treasurer may be removed from office at the 
pleasure of the city council. The foregoing will not be construed to limit the city council’s 
ability to remove the city clerk or city treasurer upon evidence of indictment on or 
conviction for fraud, deceit, or other crimes that would render the city clerk or city 
treasurer unfit to serve the city.” 
 
SECTION 4.  Addition of Chapter 2.14.  Chapter 2.14 (City Attorney) is added to Title 2 

(Administration and Personnel) of the Industry Municipal Code to read as follows: 
  
 “Chapter 2.14 CITY ATTORNEY 
  
 2.14.010 Removal after municipal election. 
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The city attorney may not be removed from office during or within a period of 

180-days immediately following any general municipal election held in the city at which a 
new member of the city council is elected. The purpose of this provision is to allow any 
newly elected member of the city council or a reorganized city council to observe the 
actions and ability of the city attorney in the performance of the powers and duties of his 
or her office. After the expiration of the 180-day period, the city attorney may be 
removed from office at the pleasure of the city council. The foregoing will not be 
construed to limit the city council’s ability to remove the city attorney upon evidence of 
indictment on or conviction for fraud, deceit, or other crimes that would render the city 
attorney unfit to serve the city.” 

 
 SECTION 5.  Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase of 
this ordinance is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a decision of any court 
of competent jurisdiction, such decision will not affect the validity of the remaining portions of 
this ordinance. The City Council hereby declares that it would have passed this ordinance and 
each and every section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase not declared invalid or 
unconstitutional without regard to whether any portion of the ordinance would be subsequently 
declared invalid or unconstitutional. 
 

SECTION 6.  Effective Date. This ordinance will become effective 30 days after its final 
passage. 

 
SECTION 7.  Publication.  The City Clerk will certify to the adoption of this Ordinance 

and is directed to cause this ordinance to be published in the manner required by law. 
 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 9th day of April, 2015. 
 

 
_________________________________ 

             Tim Spohn, Mayor 

ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Cecelia Dunlap, Deputy City Clerk 

 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 

______________________________ 
Michele R. Vadon, City Attorney 
 
 



CITY COUNCIL

ITEM NO. 7.2
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CITY OF INDUSTRY 

 

 
TO: Mayor Spohn and Members of the City Council 
 
FROM: Gregory M. Murphy, Esq.  
  
SUBJECT: Proposed Resolution Adopting City Manager Policy Regarding Termination of 

Officers and Employees Following General Municipal Election   
 
DATE: March 18, 2015 
 
  

 
SUMMARY 

 
The proposed resolution will enact a City Manager Policy that establishes a 180-day 

temporary restriction on the City Manager’s ability to remove any officer or employee following a 
general municipal election where a new member is elected to the City Council.      
 
DISCUSSION 
 
 The Industry Municipal Code establishes a temporary restriction on the City Council’s 
ability to terminate the City Manager following any general municipal election where a new 
member is elected to the City Council.  This provision was adopted so that newly elected 
Council members could observe the actions and ability of the City Manager in the performance 
of the powers and duties of office.  As a result, new Council members are provided with a 
meaningful opportunity to evaluate the City Manager’s performance prior to making decisions 
regarding the City Manager’s future employment with the City, and the public is provided with 
ongoing high levels of City service. 
 

As part of the City Manager’s powers and duties, the City Manager is authorized to 
appoint, promote, discipline, demote and remove any officers and employees of the City, except 
officials who are appointed by the City Council. 

 
The proposed policy establishes a similar temporary restriction on the City Manager’s 

ability to terminate City employees and officials during the time when the City Manager is 
protected from termination.  Such a policy will allow the City to continue providing high levels of 
government services following changes to or reorganizations of the City Council as well as 
ensure that  new City Council members are provided with a meaningful opportunity to observe 
the performance of City staff prior to making termination decisions that may affect management-
level services. 

 
The policy will not be construed to limit the City Manager’s ability to remove any officer 

or employee upon evidence of indictment on or conviction for fraud, deceit, or other crimes that 
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would render the individual unfit to serve the City.  This will serve as a protection for the City in 
the event that an ongoing investigation results in indictments during the 180-day temporary 
restriction period. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 
None 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
It is recommended that the City Council approve the proposed resolution. 
 
Attachments: 
 
Proposed Resolution No. CC 2015-04. 



RESOLUTION NO. CC 2015-04 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
INDUSTRY, CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING A CITY MANAGER 
POLICY REGARDING TERMINATION OF MANAGEMENT-
LEVEL CITY OFFICIALS OR EMPLOYEES FOLLOWING A 
GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION  
 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INDUSTRY RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS: 
 
SECTION 1.  The City Council finds as follows: 
 
A. The Industry Municipal Code establishes a temporary restriction on the 

City Council’s ability to terminate the City Manager following any general 
municipal election where a new member is elected to the City Council.  
This policy serves the important goals of allowing newly elected Council 
members to observe the actions and ability of the City Manager in the 
performance of the powers and duties of office prior to making decisions 
regarding the City Manager’s future employment with the City, while also 
allowing sufficient time for management-level staff members to transfer 
institutional knowledge prior to any anticipated transition in employment. 

 
B. As part of the City Manager’s powers and duties, the City Manager is 

authorized to appoint, promote, discipline, demote and remove any 
officers and employees of the City, except officials who are appointed by 
the City Council.  

C. The City now desires to adopt a policy to temporarily restrict the City 
Manager’s ability to terminate management-level City employees and 
officials during the same period of time that the City Manager is protected 
from termination.  Such a policy will help to maintain high levels of 
government services following changes to the City Council, provide ample 
time for transfer of institutional knowledge if a change is ultimately to be 
made, and ensure that new City Council members are provided with a 
meaningful opportunity to observe the performance of City staff prior to 
making recommendations to the City Manager that may affect 
management-level services.  
 

SECTION 2.  The City Council hereby adopts the City Manager Termination 
Policy, attached as Exhibit A and incorporated by this reference. 



SECTION 3.  The City Clerk is directed to certify to the adoption of this 
Resolution. 

 PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 26th day of March, 2015. 

         
    
 ______________________________  

  Tim Spohn, Mayor  
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Cecelia Dunlap, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Michele R. Vadon, City Attorney 



EXHIBIT A 
 

City Manager Termination Policy 
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CITY OF INDUSTRY 
 
              
Section:   City Manager              Date Adopted:    
                  Last Amended:   
Subject: Termination Policy 
Number:                      Page 1 of 2 
              
 
 
SECTION 1. BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE 

The Industry Municipal Code establishes a temporary restriction on the City Council’s 
ability to terminate the City Manager following any general municipal election where a 
new member is elected to the City Council.  This provision is important for two reasons. 
 
First, it allows newly elected Council members to observe the actions and ability of the 
City Manager in the performance of the powers and duties of office.  As a result, new 
Council members are provided with a meaningful opportunity to evaluate the City 
Manager’s performance prior to making decisions regarding the City Manager’s future 
employment with the City, and the public is provided with ongoing high levels of City 
service.   
 
Second, because the City of Industry is a unique municipal operation, over the course of 
the time high-level City Staff has focused on the special needs of the City and has 
become particularly adept in handling complex issues that are not often faced by other 
cities.  Just as the special knowledge of the City Manager and other appointed officials 
has been tailored to the special functioning of the City of Industry, the institutional 
knowledge commanded by management-level City Staff would be unable to be easily 
replicated by persons brought to the City from other municipalities or from outside public 
service.  It is vital to the ongoing health of the City that a sufficient period of time be 
given for those management-level staff members to transfer their institutional 
knowledge in any transition. 
 
As part of the City Manager’s powers and duties, the City Manager is authorized to 
appoint, promote, discipline, demote and remove any officers and employees of the 
City, except officials who are appointed by the City Council.   
 
The purpose of this policy is to establish a temporary restriction on the City Manager’s 
ability to terminate management-level City employees and officials during same period 
of time that the City Manager is protected from termination, in order to maintain high 
levels of government services following changes to the City Council, to give ample time 
for transfer of institutional knowledge if a change is ultimately to be made, and to ensure 
that new City Council members are provided with a meaningful opportunity to observe 
the performance of City staff prior to making recommendations to the City Manager that 
may affect management-level services. 
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SECTION 2.  TERMINATION POLICY FOLLOWING GENERAL MUNICIPAL 
ELECTION 

 
Notwithstanding Industry Municipal Code section 2.08.070(C), the City Manager may 
not terminate any management-level City officials or employees during or within a 
period of 180-days following any general municipal election held in the City at which a 
new member of the City Council is elected.  After the expiration of the 180-day period, 
the provisions of Municipal Code section 2.08.070(C) as to the removal of officers and 
employees by the City Manager will apply and be effective.  The foregoing will not be 
construed to limit the City Manager’s ability to remove any officer or employee upon 
evidence of indictment on or conviction for fraud, deceit, or other crimes that would 
render the individual unfit to serve the City. 
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