
CITY COUNCIL OF MONTEREY PARK 
THE CITY COUNCIL ACTING ON BEHALF OF THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY OF THE FORMER 

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY, THE HOUSING AUTHORITY, THE MONTEREY PARK FINANCING 
AUTHORITY AND THE MONTEREY PARK GEOLOGIC HAZARD ABATEMENT DISTRICT AND 

AGENDA 

REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
Wednesday 

October 20, 2021 
6:30 p.m. 

Public Hearing Item No. 4A will begin promptly at 7:00 p.m. 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
Documents related to an Agenda item are available to the public in the City Clerk’s Office located at 320 
West Newmark Avenue, Monterey Park, CA 91754, during normal business hours and the City’s website 
at http://www.montereypark.ca.gov/AgendaCenter/City-Council-17. 

The public may watch the meeting live on the city’s cable channel MPKTV (AT&T U-verse, channel 99 
or Charter Communications, channel 182) or by visiting the city’s website at 
http://www.montereypark.ca.gov/133/City-Council-Meeting-Videos. 

This Agenda may include items considered by the City Council acting on behalf of the Successor Agency 
of the former Monterey Park Redevelopment Agency which dissolved February 1, 2012.  Successor 
Agency matters will include the notation of “SA” next to the Agenda Item Number. 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
In accordance with Government Code § 54953(e) and City Council resolution, remote public participation 
is allowed in the following ways:  

MISSION STATEMENT 
The mission of the City of Monterey Park is to provide excellent services 

to enhance the quality of life for our entire community. 

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 361 
These meetings will be conducted pursuant to Government Code § 54953(e) as 
implemented by City Council Resolution.  

Accordingly, Councilmembers will be provided with electronic meeting login information; 
they will not be physically present at Council Chambers.  

Pursuant to City Council resolution, the public may provide public comment utilizing the 
methods set forth below.  

Note that City Hall is currently closed to the public. You will not be admitted to City Hall. 
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Via Email (Written Communications) 
Public comment will be accepted up to 24 hours before the meeting via email to 
mpclerk@montereypark.ca.gov. Written communications (if any) will be briefly summarized and include 
the name of each individual that submitted a comment; the summary will be read via prerecorded video 
and played during the Public Comment section of the City Council meeting. To view the full text of written 
communications, please visit www.montereypark.ca.gov/AgendaCenter. All written communications are 
provided to the City Council and filed as part of the City’s administrative record. 

Via Telephone 
Public comment may be submitted via telephone during the meeting, before the close of public comment, 
by calling (888) 788-0099 or (877) 853-5247 and entering Zoom Meeting ID: 289 222 5995 then press 
pound (#). When prompted to enter participation ID number press pound (#) again. If participants would 
like to make a public comment they will enter “*9” then the Clerk’s office will be notified, and you will be 
in the rotation to make a public comment.  Press “*6” to unmute yourself when called upon to speak. 
Participants are encouraged to join the meeting 15 minutes before the start of the meeting. You may 
speak up to 5 minutes on Agenda item. Speakers will not be allowed to combine time.  The Mayor and 
City Council may change the amount of time allowed for speakers.  As part of the virtual meeting 
protocols, anonymous persons will not be allowed to provide public comment.   

Important Disclaimer 
When a participant calls in to join the meeting, their name and/or phone number will be visible to all 
participants. Note that all public meetings will be recorded. 

CALL TO ORDER Mayor 
FLAG SALUTE Mayor 
ROLL CALL Peter Chan, Hans Liang, Henry Lo, Fred Sornoso, Yvonne Yiu 

AGENDA ADDITIONS, DELETIONS, CHANGES AND ADOPTIONS 

PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS: 
While all comments are welcome, the Brown Act does not allow the City Council to take action on any 
item not on the agenda. The Council may briefly respond to comments after Public Communications is 
closed.  Persons may, in addition to any other matter within the City Council's subject-matter jurisdiction, 
comment on Agenda Items at this time.  If you provide public comment on a specific Agenda item at this 
time, however, you cannot later provide comments at the time the Agenda Item is considered. 

STAFF COMMUNICATIONS: 
• Introduction of Interim Director of Community & Economic Development – Steve Sizemore
• Recreation and Community Services

[1.] PRESENTATION – None. 

[2.] OLD BUSINESS – None.  
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[3.]  CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS NOS. 3A-3G 

3-A. MINUTES
It is recommended that the City Council consider: 
(1) Approving the minutes from the regular meeting of September 15, 2021; and
(2) Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

3-B. MONTHLY INVESTMENT REPORT – SEPTEMBER 2021
It is recommended that the City Council consider: 
(1) Receiving and filing the monthly investment report; and
(2) Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

3-C. WAIVE FURTHER READING AND ADOPT AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT (DA-21-XX) BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF MONTEREY 
PARK AND RYKADAN 005, LLC. ENACTING THE BUSINESS RECOVERY DEVELOPMENT 
ZONE (BRDZ) OVERLAY ZONE PERMITTING AND DEVELOPMENT OF A 509,295 SQUARE 
FOOT MULTI STORY MIXED USE RESIDENTIAL/COMMERCIAL PROJECT OVER THREE 
SUBTERRANEAN PARKING LEVELS LOCATED AT 114 E. GARVEY AVENUE 
It is recommended that the City Council consider: 
(1) Waiving the second reading and adopt draft proposed ordinance; or
(2) Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

3-D. PUBLIC HEARING FOR CONSIDERATION OF A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF MONTEREY PARK, CALIFORNIA CONFIRMING THE 2021 ANNUAL REPORT 
AND THE LEVY OF ASSESSMENTS FOR DOWNTOWN BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT 
DISTRICT NO. 1 FOR PROGRAM YEAR 2022 
It is recommended that the City Council consider: 
(1) Receiving and filing the 2018 Annual Report with the City Clerk;
(2) Adopting the Resolution of lntent and set the Public Hearing for November 17, 2021, for

consideration of the 2022 BID assessments and
(3) Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

3-E. APPROVAL OF RESPONSE LETTER TO THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY CIVIL GRAND
JURY’S REPORT ENTITLED “A DIET FOR LANDFILLS: CUTTING DOWN ON FOOD 
WASTE” 
It is recommended that the City Council consider: 
(1) Adopting the resolution approving the City of Monterey Park’s response letter to the Los

Angeles County Civil Grand Jury’s report entitled “A Diet for Landfills: Cutting Down on
Food Waste”; and

(2) Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.
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3-F. RESOLUTION DECLARING THE MONTH OF NOVEMBER AS "MOVEMBER" TO RAISE
AWARENESS TO PROSTATE AND OTHER MALE CANCERS 
It is recommended that the City Council consider: 
(1) Adopt Resolution declaring the month of November as "Movember"; and
(2) Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

3-G. TREE MEMORIAL PROGRAM NOMINATIONS
It is recommended that the City Council consider: 
(1) Approving to honor William R. Sanchez with a memorial tree; and
(2) Approving to honor John C. Thompson with a memorial tree; and
(3) Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

[4.]  PUBLIC HEARING 

4-A. PUBLIC HEARING TO RECEIVE TESTIMONY REGARDING REDRAWING COUNCIL
DISTRICT BOUNDARIES PURSUANT TO ELECTIONS CODE § 21601 
It is recommended that the City Council consider: 
(1) Conducting a Public Hearing to receive testimony on redrawing council district boundaries

pursuant to Elections Code § 21601;
(2) Providing direction regarding whether to choose Option A – to accept the existing council

district map OR Option B - redrawing of council district boundaries pursuant to Elections
Code § 21601; and

(3) Receiving and filing the mayoral rotation schedule or provide direction regarding the
mayoral schedule

(4) Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

[5.] NEW BUSINESS – None. 

[6.] CITY COMMUNICATIONS (CITY COUNCIL) 

[7.] FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 

[8.] CLOSED SESSION (IF REQUIRED; CITY ATTORNEY TO ANNOUNCE) 

ADJOURN 
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City Council Staff Report

DATE: October 20, 2021 
AGENDA ITEM NO:  

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
FROM: Vincent D. Chang, City Clerk 
SUBJECT: Minutes 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the City Council consider: 

1. Approving the minutes from the regular meeting of September 15, 2021;
and

2. Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
None.   

BACKGROUND: 
None. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 
None. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Prepared by: 

Vincent D. Chang 
City Clerk 

Viridiana Martinez 
Senior Clerk Typist 

Approved By: 

Ron Bow 
City Manager 

ATTACHMENT(S): 
1. Draft Minutes

Consent Calendar 
Agenda Item 3A
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 ATTACHMENT 1 
Draft Minutes 
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MINUTES 
MONTEREY PARK CITY COUNCIL 
FINANCING AUTHORITY (MPFA)  
HOUSING AUTHORITY (MPHA) 

GEOLOGICAL HAZARD ABATEMENT DISTRICT (GHAD) 
SUCCESSOR AGENCY (SA) 

SEPTEMBER 15, 2021 
 
The City Council, the Financing Authority (MPFA), the Housing Authority (MPHA), and  
the Geological Hazard Abatement District (GHAD) of the City of Monterey Park held a 
Regular Teleconference Meeting via Zoom on Wednesday, September 15, 2021 at 6:30 
p.m. The regular meeting was conducted pursuant to Section 3 of Executive Order No. 
N-29-20 issued on March 17, 2020. Accordingly, Council Members were provided a 
meeting login number and conference call number and were not physically present at 
Council Chambers. 
 
The minutes include items considered by the City Council acting on behalf of the 
Successor Agency of the former Monterey Park Redevelopment Agency, which 
dissolved February 1, 2012.  Successor Agency matters will include the notation of “SA” 
next to the Agenda Item Number. 
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
 
In accordance with Executive Order No. N-29-20 and guidance from the California 
Department of Public Health on gatherings, remote public participation was allowed in 
the following ways:  
 
Via Email 
Public comment will be accepted up to 24 hours before the meeting via email to 
mpclerk@montereypark.ca.gov. Written communications (if any) will be briefly 
summarized and include the name of each individual that submitted a comment; the 
summary will be read via prerecorded video and played during the Public Comment 
section of the City Council meeting. To view the full text of written communications, 
please visit www.montereypark.ca.gov/AgendaCenter. All written communications are 
provided to the City Council and filed as part of the City’s administrative record. 
 
Via Telephone 
Public comment may be submitted via telephone during the meeting, before the close of 
public comment, by calling (888) 788-0099 or (877) 853-5247 and entering Zoom 
Meeting ID: 289 222 5995 then press pound (#). When prompted to enter participation 
ID number press pound (#) again. If participants would like to make a public comment 
they will enter “*9” then the Clerk’s office will be notified, and you will be in the rotation 
to make a public comment.  Press “*6” to unmute yourself when called upon to speak.  
Participants are encouraged to join the meeting 15 minutes before the start of the 
meeting. You may speak up to 5 minutes on Agenda item. Speakers will not be allowed 
to combine time.  The Mayor and City Council may change the amount of time allowed 
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for speakers.  As part of the virtual meeting protocols, anonymous persons will not be 
allowed to provide public comment.   
Important Disclaimer – When a participant calls in to join the meeting, their name 
and/or phone number will be visible to all participants. Note that all public meetings will 
be recorded. 
 
CALL TO ORDER:   
Mayor Yiu called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. 
 
FLAG SALUTE:   
Mayor Yiu led the Flag Salute. 
 
ROLL CALL:   
City Clerk Vincent Chang called the roll:   
Council Members Present: Peter Chan, Hans Liang, Henry Lo, Fred Sornoso, 

Yvonne Yiu  
Council Members Absent: None 
 
ALSO PRESENT: City Manager Ron Bow, City Attorney Karl Berger, City Treasurer 
Joseph Leon, Assistant City Manager Inez Alvarez, Fire Chief Matt Hallock, Police Chief 
Kelly Gordon, City Librarian Diana Garcia, Director of Human Resources & Risk 
Management Christine Tomikawa, Director of Management Services Martha Garcia, 
Director of Public Works Frank Lopez, Director of Recreation & Community Services 
Robert Aguirre, Financial Services Manager Harry Wong, Economic Development 
Manager Joseph Torres, Water Utility Manager Richard Gonzales, Deputy City Attorney 
Joaquin Vazquez, Acting City Planner Jon Turner, Deputy City Clerk Cindy Trang, 
Assistant Deputy City Clerk Helena Cho, Community Communications Coordinator 
Randy Ishino 
  
AGENDA ADDITIONS, DELETIONS, CHANGES AND ADOPTIONS 
None.  
 
PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 
 
Public Speaker Disclaimer: Meetings are held virtually and the information listed for 
the speakers may or may not reflect the correct spelling of their respective name. 
 

- Martha Garcia, Director of Management Services, informed the City Council of the 
phase completion of the City’s new enterprise resource system, Tyler Munis. She 
announced that by Monday, October 4th the Monterey Park finance transparency 
module will be available to the public on the City website.  

 
1.  PRESENTATION  - None 

 
2. OLD BUSINESS - None 
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3. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS NOS. 3A-3G 
Matters listed under consent calendar are considered to be routine, ongoing 
business and are enacted by one motion unless specified. 

 
Action Taken:  The City Council approved and adopted Agenda Items Nos. 3A, 
3B, 3F, and 3G on the Consent Calendar, excluding Agenda Items Nos. 3C, 3D, 
and 3E which were pulled for discussion and separate motion reading resolutions 
and ordinances by the title only and waiving further reading thereof.  

 
Motion: Moved by Council Member Chan and seconded by Council Member Liang  
motion carried by the following vote: 
 
Ayes: Council Members:   Chan, Liang, Sornoso, Lo, Yiu 
Noes: Council Members:   None 
Absent: Council Members:   None 
Abstain: Council Members:  None 
 

3A.  MINUTES 
 

Approve the minutes from the regular and special meetings of August 4, 2021 and 
August 18, 2021.  
 
Action Taken: The City Council (and the City Council acting on behalf of the 
Successor Agency and the Financing Board of Directors) approved the minutes 
from the regular and special meetings of August 4, 2021 and August 18, 2021 on 
Consent Calendar. 

 
3B.  MONTHLY INVESTMENT REPORT – AUGUST 2021 
 
  As of August 31, 2021 invested funds for the City of Monterey Park is 

$87,976,569.03. 
 

Action Taken: The City Council received and filed the monthly investment report 
on Consent Calendar.  
 

3C.  A RESOLUTION APPROVING APPLICATION(S) AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY     
MANAGER, OR DESIGNEE, TO APPLY FOR, RECEIVE, AND APPROPRIATE 
GRANT FUNDS FOR CITY COUNCIL OF MONTEREY PARK FOR PER CAPITA 
GRANT FUNDS   

  
The California Department of Parks and Recreation Proposition 68 Per Capita 
Program was approved by California voters on June 5, 2018, to fund local park 
rehabilitation, creation, and improvement through grants to local governments on a 
per-capita basis.  
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The Prop 68 Per Capita program provides an opportunity for the City to rehabilitate 
existing infrastructure and address deficiencies in disadvantaged neighborhoods. 
The City of Monterey Park is eligible to apply for funds in two programs, the 
General Per Capita which has a maximum of $177,952 available and the Urban 
County Per Capita program which has a maximum of $38,040 available to the City.  
 
A resolution is a requirement for applications to apply for per capita grant funds 
and therefore City staff recommends the adoption of said resolution. 

 
Action Taken: The City Council adopted Resolution No. 12269 authorizing the 
City Manager, or designee, to apply and receive grant funds from the Proposition 
68 Per Capita Program. 

 
Motion: Moved by Council Member Chan and seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Lo 
motion carried by the following vote: 
 
Ayes:       Council Members:   Chan, Liang, Sornoso, Lo, Yiu 
Noes:       Council Members:   None 
Absent:    Council Members:   None 
Abstain:   Council Members:  None 

 
Resolution No. 12269, entitled: 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING APPLICATION(S) AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY 
MANAGER, OR DESIGNEE, TO APPLY FOR, RECEIVE, AND APPROPRIATE  
GRANT FUNDS FOR CITY COUNCIL OF MONTEREY PARK FOR PER CAPITA 
GRANT FUNDS  

 
3-D. REQUESTING CITY COUNCIL TO AUTHORIZE THE EXTENSION OF THE 

SUB-LEASEHOLD AGREEMENT BETWEEN CASUDA CANYON 
RESTAURANT AND VERIZON WIRELESS IN A PORTION OF THE CITY 
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 3500 WEST RAMONA BOULEVARD, MONTEREY 
PARK FOR THE PURPOSE OF IMPROVING THE TELECOMMUNICATION 
FACILITY OPERATED BY VERIZON WIRELESS 

 
Casuda Canyon Restaurant holds a leasehold interest in a portion of the City 
property located at 3500 West Ramona Boulevard Monterey Park, under a Master 
Lease Agreement dated October 7, 1970. Casuda Canyon, in turn, holds a Sub-
leasehold agreement with Verizon Wireless dated November 16, 1991, within the 
Casuda property to install, maintain, and operate a telecommunications facility. 
 
Casuda Canyon Restaurant would like to extend the Sub-leasehold with Verizon 
Wireless for two additional terms of five years each. However, according to the 
Master Lease Agreement, Casuda Canyon Restaurant may not extend the Sub-
leasehold without the City's consent.  
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If the City Council extends the Sub-leasehold, Verizon Wireless will improve the 
existing telecommunications facility described and depicted in Exhibit A and 
subject to Verizon Wireless's obtaining all certificates, permits, and other approvals 
required by City, state, or federal authorities for the improvements 

 
Action Taken: The City Council authorized the City Manager’s consent for Casuda 
Canyon Restaurant to extend its Sub-leasehold with Verizon Wireless for two 
additional terms of five years each for the purpose of improving Verizon’s 
telecommunications facility located in the Casuda property within the City property 
on 3500 West Ramona in Monterey Park. 
 
Motion: Moved by Council Member Sornoso and seconded by Council Member 
Liang motion carried by the following vote: 
 
Ayes: Council Members:   Chan, Liang, Sornoso, Lo, Yiu 
Noes: Council Members:   None 
Absent: Council Members:   None 
Abstain: Council Members:  None 

 
      3-E. REPLACEMENT OF TWO FIRE DEPARTMENT VEHICLES (FIRE CHIEF’S 

AND DIVISION CHIEF’S VEHICLES) 
 

The Fire Department has two vehicles that need to be replaced. The Fire Chiefs 
vehicle is a 2014 Chevy Tahoe SUV with over 160,000 miles on the odometer. 
This vehicle will replace the current Arson Vehicle which is a 2003 Chevrolet 
Tahoe with 145,825 miles. The mileage combined with frequent use create a high 
probability of maintenance issues and therefore a lack of dependability. The 
reallocation of this vehicle with a 2022 Ford Super Duty F-250 SRW will ensure the 
Department and the Fire Chief have a reliable command vehicle. The total cost to 
purchase the new vehicle is $52,300.82. 

 
The second vehicle is utilized by the on-duty Division Chief. It is a 2009 Chevrolet 
Suburban. The vehicle will replace the current reserve command vehicle which is a 
1999 Chevrolet Suburban with 60,255 miles on the odometer. The 1999 Chevrolet 
Suburban is the current reserve command vehicle which is in constant need of 
repair and maintenance. When the frontline command vehicle is deployed 
statewide (as it currently is) on a mutual aid strike team assignment, the reserve 
command vehicle is placed into service. The total cost to reallocate the 2009 
Chevrolet Suburban to reserve status and replace with a 2022 Ford Super Duty F-
350 SRW is $157,103.08, which includes the necessary equipment for emergency 
operations. 

 
Action Taken: The City Council authorized the Fire Department (Department) to 
purchase two new vehicles under the State of California Cooperative Purchase 
Agreement without bidding requirement pursuant to MPMC § 3.20.050(4) for a total 
amount of $209,403.90 (Account No. 3633201-5221 ). 
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Motion: Moved by Council Member Sornoso and seconded by Council Member 
Chan motion carried by the following vote: 

 
Ayes:   Council Members:  Chan, Liang, Sornoso, Lo, Yiu 
Noes:   Council Members:  None 
Absent: Council Members:  None 
Abstain: Council Members:  None 

 
3-F. WAIVE FURTHER READING AND ADOPT AN ORDINANCE AMENDING 

CHAPTER 21.34 OF THE MONTEREY PARK MUNICIPAL CODE 
REGARDING THE INSTALLATION OF WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
FACILITIES IN THE PUBLIC RIGHTS-OF-WAY, AND AMENDING § 9.66.010 
REGARDING REGULATING INTERFERENCE WITH RADIO 
COMMUNICATIONS 

 
The first reading and introduction of the Ordinance took place at the September 
1, 2021 City Council meeting. The original staff report from the September 1, 
2021 meeting is attached to the staff report for reference. Second reading and 
adoption of this Ordinance amendment is recommended. It will take effect in 30 
days if approved. 
 
Action Taken: The City Council waived further reading and adopted Ordinance 
No. 2213 amending Chapter 21.34 of the Monterey Park Municipal Code 
(“MPMC”) regulating installation of wireless telecommunications facilities in the 
public rights-of-way and amending MPMC §9.66.010 regulating interference with 
radio communications on Consent Calendar.  
 
Ordinance No. 2213, entitled: 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 21.34 OF THE MONTEREY PARK 
MUNICIPAL CODE (“MPMC”) REGARDING INSTALLATION OF WIRELESS 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES IN THE PUBLIC RIGHTS-OF-WAY AND 
AMENDING MPMC § 9.66.010 REGULATING INTERFERENCE WITH RADIO 
COMMUNICATIONS 
 

3-G. WAIVE FURTHER READING AND ADOPT AN ORDINANCE ENACTING 
WATER CONSERVATION MEASURES AND REQUIREMENTS THAT ADDS 
MONTEREY PARK MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 14.25 

 
The Ordinance was introduced and received first reading at the September 1, 
2021 City Council meeting. The original staff report from the September 1, 2021 
meeting is attached to the staff report for reference. Second reading and 
adoption of this Ordinance is recommended. If adopted, Ordinance will take 
effect in 30 days. 
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Action Taken: The City Council waived the second reading and adopted 
Ordinance No. 2214 amending the Monterey Park Municipal Code (“MPMC”) to 
add Chapter 14.25 that enacts water conservation regulations on Consent 
Calendar.  

 
Ordinance No. 2214, entitled: 
AN ORDINANCE ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 14.25 ENTITLED “WATER 
CONSERVATION REGULATIONS” AUTHORIZING THE CITY COUNCIL TO 
DECLARE DROUGHT EMERGENCIES IN VARIOUS STAGES AND IMPOSING 
DIFFERENT CONSERVATION REQUIREMENTS IN RESPONSE TO SUCH 
EMERGENCIES 

 
4. PUBLIC HEARING 

 
4-A. CONTINUATION OF PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING MODIFYING PRECISE 

PLAN (PP-14-02) CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FOR A HOTEL LOCATED AT 
555 N. ATLANTIC BOULEVARD 

 
The Applicant seeks to modify its Precise Plan (“PP-14-02”) for the Courtyard at 
Marriott hotel. Specifically, the application seeks to amend Conditions of 
Approval Nos. 37 and No. 39 of Planning Commission Resolution No. 06-15. At 
this time, staff is requesting that the item be continued to November 3, 2021. 
 
Action Taken: The City Council continued the public hearing originally noticed 
for August 18, 2021 to November 3, 2021. 
 
Motion: Moved by Council Member Chan and seconded by Council Member 
Liang motion carried by the following vote: 

 
Ayes:       Council Members:   Chan, Liang, Sornoso, Lo, Yiu 
Noes:       Council Members:  None 
Absent:    Council Members:   None 
Abstain:   Council Members:  None 

 
4-B. ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION UPDATING USER FEES AND CHARGES 
 

The last Master Fees were adopted on August 5, 2015. The fees established by 
the August 2015 Resolution were automatically adjusted on an annual basis on 
July 1 of each year by applying the percent change of the Los Angeles Area of 
Consumer Price Index (CPI) for All Urban Consumers for the prior 12-month 
period ending on April 30 to the City’s costs for administering the services. The 
attached Resolution for City Council consideration is to adopt all user fees – both 
existing fees and new fees provided to the City Council during the public hearing 
process.  
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Action Taken: The City Council opened the public hearing at 7:01 p.m. updating 
Master Fees and Charges; and closed the public hearing at 7:13 p.m, with no 
registered speakers; and adopted Resolution No. 12270 for Citywide user fees 
and charges.  
 
Motion: Moved by Council Member Sornoso and seconded by Council Member 
Liang motion carried by the following vote: 

 
Ayes: Council Members:   Chan, Liang, Sornoso, Lo, Yiu 
Noes: Council Members:   None 
Absent: Council Members:   None 
Abstain: Council Members:  None 
 
Resolution No. 12270, entitled:  
A RESOLUTION ADOPTING A FEE SCHEDULE TO RECOVER COSTS 
INCURRED FROM PROVIDING VARIOUS PUBLIC SERVICES 

 
4-C. MONTEREY PARK GEOLOGIC HAZARD ABATEMENT DISTRICT (“MPK 

GHAD”) 
 
Formation of the MPK GHAD will help ensure that the hillside improvements 
required for the Good Views development project are constructed, maintained, 
and repaired at the cost of property owners located within the MPK GHAD 
jurisdiction. 
 
CEQA (California Environmental Quality Act):  
Formation of the proposed MPK GHAD was reviewed pursuant to the California 
Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code §§ 21000, et seq.; “CEQA”) 
and the regulations promulgated there under (14 California Code of Regulations 
§§ 15000, et seq.; the “CEQA Guidelines”). Forming the MPK GHAD is exempt 
from further environmental review because it establishes rules and procedures 
for operation of existing facilities; minor temporary use of land; minor alterations 
in land use; new construction of small structures; and minor structures accessory 
to existing commercial facilities. This action, therefore, is categorically exempt 
from further CEQA review under CEQA Guidelines §§15301; 15303, 15304(e); 
15305; and 15311. Further, forming the MPK GHAD is also exempt from review 
under CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines § 15061(b)(3) because this 
Resolution is for establishing a new public entity. It can be seen with certainty 
that there is no possibility that formation of the MPK GHAD may have a 
significant effect on the environment. Individual projects considered by the MPK 
GHAD will each be separately subject to an environmental assessment. Finally, 
forming the MPK GHAD is exempt from further review pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines § 15269(a) because forming the MPK GHAD is an action taken to 
protect public and private property and necessary to maintain services essential 
to the public, health and welfare (see Ca/Beach Advocates v. City of Solana 
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Beach (2002) 103 Cal.App.4th 529: CEQA findings regarding an anticipated 
imminent emergency are valid). 
 
Public Speakers:  
 

- City Clerk Chang received, filed, and played a prerecorded audio of a written 
communication received from Karrie On, an attorney representing Center Int’l 
Investments acknowledging and committing to cooperate with the City regarding 
Monterey Park Geologic Hazard Abatement District.    

 
Action Taken: The City Council (1) opened the public hearing at 7:17 p.m.; (2) 
received documentary and testimonial evidence; (3) closed the public hearing at 
7:22 p.m.; (4) adopted Resolution No. 12271 forming the MPK GHAD (Exhibit A); 
(5) as the GHAD Board of Directors, adopted Resolution No. MPK GHAD-1 
adopting the Plan of Control, appointing officers, adopting rules and setting a 
public hearing on a proposed assessment (Exhibit B); (6) adopted Resolution No. 
MPK GHAD-2, ordering the installation of the maintenance activities and 
reimbursement (Exhibit C) and setting a public hearing for November 3, 2021 to 
consider imposition of assessments.  
 
Motion: Moved by Council Member Sornoso and seconded by Council Member 
Liang motion carried by the following vote: 

 
Ayes: Council Members:   Chan, Liang, Sornoso, Lo, Yiu 
Noes: Council Members:   None 
Absent: Council Members:   None 
Abstain: Council Members:  None 
 
Resolution NO. 12271, entitled: 
A RESOLUTION FORMING THE MONTEREY PARK GEOLOGICAL HAZARD 
ABATEMENT DISTRICT (MPK GHAD) AND APPOINTING THECITY COUNCIL 
AS THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS FOR THE MPK GHAD IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE § 26567 
 
Resolution No. MPK GHAD-1, entitled:  
A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE PLAN OF CONTROL; APPOINTING 
OFFICERS; ADOPTING RULES; ANNOUNCING INTENT TO ORDER AN 
ASSESSMENT; AND SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING ON A PROPOSED 
ASSESSMENT 
 
Resolution No. MPK GHAD-2, entitled:  
A RESOLUTION ORDERING THE INSTALLATION OF GEOLOGIC 
STABILIZATION MEASURES AND DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS AND THE 
REIMBURSEMENT THEREOF 
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5.  NEW BUSINESS  
 

      5-A 2020-2021 ANNUAL INVESTMENT REPORT 
 

The City's Investment Policy requires an annual investment report and a statement 
of investment policy to be submitted to the City Council for review within 60 days of 
the fiscal year-end. The attached annual report shows that all investment activities 
during 2020-21 were conducted according to the City’s Investment Policy. 

 
Action Taken: The City Council received and filed the 2020-21 Annual Investment 
report; and adopted Resolution No. 12272/SA-182 authorizing the Treasurer to 
implement the City’s Investment Policy for FY 2021-22. 

 
Motion: Moved by Council Member Liang and seconded by Mayor Yiu motion 
carried by the following vote: 

 
Ayes: Council Members:   Chan, Liang, Sornoso, Lo, Yiu 
Noes: Council Members:   None 
Absent: Council Members:   None 
Abstain: Council Members:  None 

 
Resolution No. 12272/SA-182, entitled:  
A JOINT RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF MONTEREY PARK AND SUCCESSOR 
AGENCY TO THE MONTEREY PARK REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY ADOPTING 
AN INVESTMENT POLICY AND AUTHORIZING THE TREASURER TO 
IMPLEMENT THE POLICY 

 
6. CITY COMMUNICATIONS (CITY COUNCIL) 

 
Council Member Chan reported that he attended the Patriot Day 9/11 Community 
Moment of Silence & Reflection event, as well as attending the ribbon cutting 
ceremony for the new Fire Station 62. He thanked City, Police, and Fire staff for 
putting together a safe event that followed all COVID protocols. He stated that 
Congresswomen Judy Chu put together a congressional record for Bill Sanchez, 
resident and oldest living American Legion 397 member. He requested that City 
staff put together a Tree Memorial event for both Bill Sanchez and Johnny 
Thompson. He commented that both these men were important to the community 
and he would like to commemorate them.   
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Council Member Liang reported that he attended the Patriot Day 9/11 Community 
Moment of Silence & Reflection event. He commended all City Staff, the Fire Chief, 
Police Chief, and first responders for a dignified event. He said he was proud to be 
part of the ceremony and proud of the City for putting it together. He also attended 
the ribbon cutting ceremony at Station 61 and thanked everyone who contributed 
to its success.  
 
Council Member Sornoso reminded the community that Saturday, September 18, 
2021, is the Monterey Park Community Clean Drop-Off Event. He encouraged 
residents to participate in keeping the community clean by dropping off any bulky 
items, furniture, mattresses, or appliances. 
  
Mayor Yiu appointed Elizabeth Yang to the Business Improvement District 
Advisory Committee. She reported that she attended the Patriot Day 9/11 
Community Moment of Silence & Reflection event, as well as the ribbon cutting 
ceremony for Station 62. 
 

7.  FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
 None. 
 
8. CLOSED SESSION (IF REQUIRED; CITY ATTORNEY TO ANNOUNCE) 

None. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
There being no further business for consideration, the meeting was adjourned at 8:03 
p.m. 
 
 
 
__________________________ 
Vincent D. Chang 
City Clerk 
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City Council Staff Report

DATE: 
AGENDA ITEM NO: 

October 20, 2021 

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
FROM: Joseph Leon, City Treasurer 
SUBJECT: Monthly Investment Report – September 2021 

RECOMMENDATION: 
It is recommended that the City Council consider: 

1. Receiving and filing the monthly investment report; and
2. Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  

As of September 30, 2021 invested funds for the City of Monterey Park is $84,956,569.03. 

BACKGROUND: 

In accordance with the City’s Investment Policy, a monthly investment report is presented to 
the City Council showing the types of investments, dates of maturities, amounts of deposits, 
rates of interest, and the current market values for securities with maturity more than 12 
months.  The attached monthly investment report includes a summary investment report for 
the LA County Pooled Investment Fund, which displays the composition by type for the entire 
pooled investment fund. 

Respectfully submitted by: Prepared by: 

Joseph Leon 
City Treasurer 

Martha Garcia 
Director of Management Services 

Approved by: 

    Ron Bow 
 City Manager 

Consent Calendar 
Agenda Item 3B

ATTACHMENT(S)
1. Monthly Investment Report
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Attachment 1 
Monthly Investment Report 
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INVESTMENTS PORTFOLIO PROFILE:
TOTAL BALANCE AT 9/30/2021 84,956,569.03$   

INVESTMENT COMPOSITION

(1) LA COUNTY POOLED INVESTMENT FUND ON DEMAND 0.520% 37,738,626.14$   
(See Schedule A for LA County Pool Composition)

(2) LOCAL AGENCY INVESTMENT FUND ON DEMAND 0.220% 44,762,942.89$   

Purchase Maturity Interest
(3) CERTIFICATES OF DEPOSIT Date Date Rate

1    PREFERRED BANK 09/03/20 09/03/21 0.76% 100,000
2    PREFERRED BANK 09/08/20 09/08/21 0.76% 150,000
3    MORGAN STANLEY BANK 02/27/20 02/28/22 1.70% 245,000
4    MORGAN STANLEY PRIVATE BANK 02/27/20 02/28/22 1.70% 245,000
5    AMERICAN FIRST CREDIT UNION 03/06/20 03/07/22 1.60% 245,000
6   SALLIE MAE BANK 08/11/21 08/12/24 0.70% 245,000
7   GOLDMAN SACHS BANK 08/11/21 08/12/24 0.60% 245,000
8   TOYOTA FINANCIAL SAVINGS BANK 09/16/21 09/16/24 0.65% 245,000
9   BMW BANK NORTH AMERICA 09/17/21 09/17/24 0.65% 245,000

10   SYNCHRONY BANK 09/17/21 09/17/24 0.65% 245,000
11   UBS BANK USA 09/22/21 09/23/24 0.65% 245,000

Total CDs (11) 0.947% 1,475,000.00$     

OTHER INFORMATION:

BANK BALANCE: (1) 4,558,130.49$     

AVERAGE MATURITY DAYS 21 

AVERAGE INTEREST RATE FOR THE MONTH 0.374%

THE CITY'S INVESTMENT HAS SUFFICIENT LIQUIDITY TO MEET THE CITY'S EXPENDITURE 
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE NEXT 180 DAYS.   THE 180-DAY LIQUIDITY DISCLOSURE IS REQUIRED
PER GOVERNMENT CODE 53646.

INTEREST EARNINGS FOR 1ST QUARTER 2021-2022 (ESTIMATED) $80,496

THERE HAVE BEEN NO VARIANCES TO THE INVESTMENT POLICY.

(1) Bank balance is maintained to cover outstanding warrants, payroll checks and on-going operating costs.

CITY OF MONTEREY PARK
INVESTMENT REPORT
SEPTEMBER 30, 2021
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Pooled Specific
Surplus Purpose

PORTFOLIO PROFILE Investments Investments

Inventory Balance at 08/31/21

 At Cost 37,443,436,894$  117,081,527$  
 At Market 37,318,204,925$  118,997,231$  

Repurchase Agreements -$ -$  

Reverse Repurchase Agreements -$  -$  

Composition by Security Type:

Certificates of Deposit 2.94% 0.00%
United States Government
and Agency Obligations 72.38% 62.70%
Bankers Acceptances 0.00% 0.00%
Commercial Paper 24.38% 0.00%
Municipal Obligations 0.08% 2.73%
Corporate and Deposit Notes 0.22% 0.00%
Repurchase Agreements 0.00% 0.00%
Asset-Backed 0.00% 0.00%
Other 0.00% 34.57%

1-60 days 42.74% 0.00%
61 days-1 year 18.72% 34.57%
Over 1 year 38.54% 65.43%

Weighted Average Days to Maturity 1,059 

POOLED SURPLUS AND SPECIFIC PURPOSE INVESTMENTS
AS OF AUGUST 31, 2021

SCHEDULE A
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City Council Staff Report

DATE: October 20, 2021 
AGENDA ITEM NO:  

TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council 
FROM: Jon Turner, Acting City Planner 
SUBJECT: Waive further reading and adopt an ordinance approving a Development 

Agreement (DA-21-XX) by and between the City of Monterey Park and 
Rykadan 005, LLC. enacting the Business Recovery Development Zone 
(BRDZ) overlay zone permitting and development of a 509,295 square 
foot multi story mixed use residential/commercial project over three 
subterranean parking levels located at 114 E. Garvey Avenue. 

RECOMMENDATION: 
It is recommended that the City Council consider: 

1. Waiving the second reading and adopt draft proposed ordinance; or
2. Alternatively, take such additional related action that may be desirable.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
The ordinance was introduced on October 6, 2021. At that meeting, the City Council 
conducted the first reading of the ordinance. The staff report from the October 6, 2021 
meeting is attached for reference. Second reading and adoption of this ordinance is 
recommended; if adopted, the ordinance will take effect in 30 days. 

Respectfully Submitted by: 

Jon Turner, PE 
Acting City Planner 

Approved by: Reviewed by: 

Ron Bow 
City Manager 

Karl H. Berger 
City Attorney 

ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Draft Ordinance Development Agreement (DA-21-XX)
2. October 6, 2021, City Council Staff Report

Consent Calendar 
Agenda Item 3C 
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Staff Report 
October 20, 2021 
Page 2 

ATTACHMENT 1 
Draft Ordinance Development Agreement (DA-21-XX) 
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Exhibit "A" to Draft Ordinance
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Click here to view the Categorical Exemption Findings located on the 
City of Monterey Park website
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Exhibit D
Continued

STATEMENT OF CONFORMITY WITH MONTEREY PARK GENERAL PLAN:

The Land Use and Urban Design Elements sets forth a resident-inspired vision to guide
growth and development.

Some of the key challenges outlined in the General Plan are the limited vacant land
available for new developments, older buildings with “tired” facades, outdated 
mechanical systems, lackluster streetscapes, and a lack of commercial diversity. Other
challenges relate to inadequate parking and shortage of housing options.

The proposed “Celadon” project covers these items in what we hope will be a catalyst 
project for the downtown. This mixed-use project is designed with a contemporary feel,
taking advantage of the Southern California Lifestyle. The commercial design
incorporates two levels of a vibrant mixed-use program, indoor / outdoor spaces,
integral landscape design and multiple terraces for people to enjoy food and drinks
above the streetscape.

All this takes place on a vacant property, primed for a project providing commercial and
residential uses.

The project design has been thought out to provide varied retail and entertainment uses
that accommodate flexibility over time (Goal 1). A dynamic mix of uses will add to the
strong local economy and contribute to a fiscally sustainable tax base (Goal 2). Provide
diversified housing options near transit facilities and mixed-use areas.

Both the commercial levels and residential levels are provided with large operable
windows and door systems that promote living in a wonderful climatic region. The open
spaces, balanced development, landscaping, access to transit, varied commercial uses
and housing that can accommodate the needs of younger people all contribute to ways
this project conforms to the general plan and local ordinances.

We feel the project also enhances the neighborhood character and will help continue to
foster a sense of community. The residential design provides an urban living
environment, while maintaining a high level of security and separation from the
commercial uses. The residential levels provide landscaped outdoor spaces, private
balconies, a fitness center, a community room, barbeque areas and an outdoor pool.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND DATA:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT WITH 151 DWELLING UNITS OVER TWO LEVELS OF
COMMERCIAL AND PARKING USES. THE PARKING LEVELS CONSIST OF
ENCLOSED ABOVE GRADE PARKING AND THREE LEVELS OF SUBTERRANEAN
PARKING.

PROJECT AREAS:
1,531 SQUARE FEET INDOOR RESIDENTIAL AMENITY SPACE (A-2)
31,654 SQUARE FEET RESTAURANT TENANT SPACE (A-2)
6,237 SQUARE FEET RESIDENTIAL LOBBY / BUSINESS OFFICE (B)
12,248 SQUARE FEET RETAIL TENANT SPACE (M)
168,899 SQUARE FEET RESIDENTIAL (R-2)
13,953 SQUARE FEET ACCESSORY SPACES (S-2)
3,122 SQUARE FEET EXIT PASSAGEWAYS
237,644 SQUARE FEET GROSS ABOVE GRADE FLOOR AREA (NOT INCLUDING
ABOVE GRADE PARKING)
31,190 SQUARE FEET (L1) + 28,316 SQUARE FEET (L2) = 59,509 SQUARE FEET
ABOVE GRADE
PARKING (S-2)
82,384 SQUARE FEET (P1) + 82,384 SQUARE FEET (P2) + 54,222 SQUARE FEET
(P3) = 218,990 SQUARE FEET SUBTERRANEAN PARKING GARAGE (S-2)

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: SEE EXHIBIT A

PROJECT ADDRESS:
108 EAST GARVEY AVENUE, MONTEREY PARK, CA 91754
112 SOUTH GARFIELD AVENUE, MONTEREY PARK, CA 91754
118 SOUTH GARFIELD AVENUE, MONTEREY PARK, CA 91754
128 SOUTH GARFIELD AVENUE, MONTEREY PARK, CA 91754

LOT SIZE: (95,428.8 SQUARE FEET – PRE-DEDICATION) / (87,934.7 SQUARE
FEET – POST DEDICATION)

Lot area before dedication: 95,428 square feet (2.19 acres)
Lot area after dedication: 87,934 square feet (2.01 acres)
Lot width: 221.06 feet (pre-dedication) Approximately 206.06 feet (post-dedication)
Lot depth: 432.23 feet (pre-dedication) Approximately 428.73 feet (post-dedication)

The site is relatively flat, with a drop in elevation of approximately 1.3 feet over 432.23
feet. This is a .3 percent slope.
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ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBERS: 5257-015-001, 5257-015-002, 5257-015-003, 
5257-015-004, 5257-015-005, 5257-015-035 
 
RESIDENTIAL UNIT BREAKDOWN: 
STUDIO UNIT: 1 
1-BEDROOM UNIT: 27 
2-BEDROOM UNIT: 95 
2-BEDROOM PLUS DEN: 28 
TOTAL DWELLING UNITS: 151 
 
ZONING COMPLIANCE: 
 
ZONE:  MONTEREY PARK LAND USE AND URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT 
(MPLU&UDE) & BUSINESS RECOVERY DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY ZONE (“BRDZ”) 
 
LOT AREA: 
GROSS SITE AREA REQUIRED: 65,340 SQUARE FEET (MPMC § 21.15.090 
PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENTS AND 
COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENTS) 
PROPOSED: 95,428.8 SF PRE-DEDICATION / 87,934.7 SF POST-DEDICATION 
(WITH 35 FOOT RADIUS CORNER AT GARVEY AND GARFIELD AVENUES) 
 
DEDICATION: 
GARVEY AVENUE: 3’-6” 
GARFIELD AVENUE: 15’-0” 
 
FRONT YARD SETBACK - TABLE 21.10 (B) (GARVEY AVENUE): 
REQUIRED: AT OR WITHIN 5’-0” OF THE PEDESTRIAN REALM 
PROVIDED: AT THE PEDESTRIAN REALM (5’-0” INSIDE THE PROPOSED 

PROPERTY LINE) 
 
SIDE YARD SETBACK - TABLE 21.10 (B) (GARFIELD AVENUE): 
REQUIRED: AT OR WITHIN 5’-0” OF THE PEDESTRIAN REALM 
PROVIDED: AT THE PREDESTRIAN REALM (2’-0” INSIDE THE PROPOSED 

PROPERTY LINE) 
 
SIDE YARD SETBACK - TABLE 21.10 (B) (EAST PROPERTY LINE): 
REQUIRED: 0’-0” 
PROVIDED: 1’-1” 
  
REAR YARD SETBACK - TABLE 21.10 (B) (SOUTH PROPERTY LINE): 
REQUIRED: 0’-0” 
PROVIDED: 1’-1” 
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FLOOR AREA RATIO (FIGURE LU-4 MPLU&UDE):
MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE: 2.5 BASED ON THE GENERAL PLAN (238,570 SQUARE
FEET)
PROPOSED: 2.43 (231,928 SQUARE FEET PROVIDED – GROSS AREA MINUS
MECHANICAL AREA PER M.P.M.C. §21.04.399) AND NOT TO EXCEED 2.5.
237,644 SQUARE FEET – 5,716 (M.E.P. AREA) = 231,928 SQUARE FEET

OPEN SPACE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS [MPMC §21.15.090 D (2) (A)]:
RESIDENTIAL OPEN SPACE REQUIRED: 30,200 SF (200 SF / UNIT = 200 X 151)
RESIDENTIAL OPEN SPACE PROVIDED: 16,600 SQUARE FEET

-UP TO TEN (10) PERCENT OF THE COMMON OPEN SPACE MAY BE
PROVIDED IN AN INDOOR RECREATIONAL AREA SUCH AS A GYMNASIUM
OR A COMMUNITY ROOM.
-THE ACTUAL EXTERIOR COMMON OPEN SPACE IS 15,275 SQUARE FEET,
WHICH IS MORE THAN FIFTY PERCENT OF THE REQUIRED OPEN SPACE
(30,200 SQUARE FEET).

PLANTING AREA [MPMC §21.15.090 D (2) (C)]:
REQUIRED: 25% OF COMMON OPEN SPACE 16,600 SQUARE FEET (4,150
SQUARE FEET)
PROVIDED: 5,000 SQUARE FEET

SETBACK FROM SIDEWALK (PEDESTRIAN REALM MPMC §21.15.090 C):
REQUIRED DISTANCE FROM SIDEWALK ALONG GARVEY AVENUE: 15’-0”

SIDEWALK LOCATED 10’-0” INSIDE OF RIGHT-OF-WAY
REQUIRED DISTANCE FROM SIDEWALK ALONG GARFIELD AVENUE: 12’-0”

SIDEWALK LOCATED 10’-0” INSIDE RIGHT-OF-WAY

MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT (FIGURE LU-4 MPLU&UDE):
MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE: 75’-0” TO ROOF (EXCLUDING PARAPETS) PER FIGURE
LU-4 MP 2040
PROVIDED: APPROXIMATELY 74’-0” TO TOP OF LOW SLOPE ROOF, AND NOT TO
EXCEED 75’-0” LIMIT

PARKING:
REQUIRED PARKING (PER SHARED PARKING DEMAND ANALYSIS): 509 SPACES
(SEE TRAFFIC IMPACT STUDY)
PROVIDED: 520 SPACES (213 FOR COMMERCIAL + 307 RESIDENTIAL)

STANDARD COMMERCIAL PARKING SPACES: NO LESS THAN 32 & NO MORE
THAN 127

Page 68 of 274



COMPACT COMMERCIAL PARKING SPACES: NO LESS THAN 86 (40%) & NO 
MORE THAN 181 (85%) 
 
STANDARD RESIDENTIAL PARKING SPACES: NO LESS THAN 130 & NO MORE 
THAN 233 
COMPACT RESIDENTIAL PARKING SPACES: NO LESS THAN 74 (24%) & NO 
MORE THAN 177 (58%) 
 
RESIDENTIAL ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING PER (§4.106.4.2 CGBSC): 11 
SPACES 
COMMERCIAL ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING PER (§5.106.5.2 CGBSC): 11 
SPACES 
 
BICYCLE PARKING [MPMC §21.10.210 (B) (3) (A) (B)]: 
REQUIRED BIKE PARKING: 5 BIKES (4/50,000 SF OF COMMERCIAL AREA + 
1/ADDITIONAL 50,000 SF) 
PROVIDED: 11 SHORT-TERM BICYCLE PARKING SPACES (THE CALIFORNIA 
GREEN BUILDING STANDARDS CODE §5.106.4.1.1) 
PROVIDED: 11 LONG-TERM BICYCLE PARKING SPACES (THE CALIFORNIA 
GREEN BUILDING STANDARDS CODE §5.106.4.1.2) 
 
 
RESIDENTIAL DENSITY (TABLE LU-1 MPLU&UDE): 
ALLOWABLE: UNLIMITED DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE 
PROVIDED: 68.9 DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE 
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Exhibit "B" to Draft Ordinance
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Exhibit "C" to Draft Ordinance
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Staff Report 
October 20, 2021 
Page 3 

ATTACHMENT 2 
October 6, 2021, City Council Staff Report 
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Public Hearing 
Agenda Item No. 4A
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Staff Report 
Page 5 of 5 
October 6, 2021 

FISCAL IMPACT: 
There will be an anticipated increase in property, sales, and business license tax 
revenue upon development of the project site.  

Respectfully submitted by: 

Jon Turner, PE 
Acting City Planner 

Reviewed by: Approved by: 

Karl H. Berger 
City Attorney 

Ron Bow 
City Manager 

ATTACHMENTS:  
Attachment 1: Draft Ordinance with Exhibits (including Development Agreement) 
Attachment 2: Exterior Architectural Finish Narrative 
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Exhibit "A" to Draft Ordinance

Page 108 of 274



Page 109 of 274



Page 110 of 274



Page 111 of 274



Page 112 of 274



Page 113 of 274



Page 114 of 274



Page 115 of 274



Page 116 of 274



Page 117 of 274



Page 118 of 274



Page 119 of 274



Page 120 of 274



Page 121 of 274



Page 122 of 274



Page 123 of 274



Page 124 of 274



Page 125 of 274



Page 126 of 274



Page 127 of 274



Page 128 of 274



Page 129 of 274



Page 130 of 274



Page 131 of 274



Page 132 of 274



Page 133 of 274



Page 134 of 274



Page 135 of 274



Page 136 of 274



Click here to view the Categorical Exemption Findings located on the 
City of Monterey Park website
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Exhibit D 
Continued 

 
STATEMENT OF CONFORMITY WITH MONTEREY PARK GENERAL PLAN: 
 
The Land Use and Urban Design Elements sets forth a resident-inspired vision to guide 
growth and development.  
 
Some of the key challenges outlined in the General Plan are the limited vacant land 
available for new developments, older buildings with “tired” facades, outdated 
mechanical systems, lackluster streetscapes, and a lack of commercial diversity. Other 
challenges relate to inadequate parking and shortage of housing options. 
 
The proposed “Celadon” project covers these items in what we hope will be a catalyst 
project for the downtown. This mixed-use project is designed with a contemporary feel, 
taking advantage of the Southern California Lifestyle. The commercial design 
incorporates two levels of a vibrant mixed-use program, indoor / outdoor spaces, 
integral landscape design and multiple terraces for people to enjoy food and drinks 
above the streetscape. 
 
All this takes place on a vacant property, primed for a project providing commercial and 
residential uses. 
 
The project design has been thought out to provide varied retail and entertainment uses 
that accommodate flexibility over time (Goal 1). A dynamic mix of uses will add to the 
strong local economy and contribute to a fiscally sustainable tax base (Goal 2). Provide 
diversified housing options near transit facilities and mixed-use areas.  
 
Both the commercial levels and residential levels are provided with large operable 
windows and door systems that promote living in a wonderful climatic region. The open 
spaces, balanced development, landscaping, access to transit, varied commercial uses 
and housing that can accommodate the needs of younger people all contribute to ways 
this project conforms to the general plan and local ordinances. 
 
We feel the project also enhances the neighborhood character and will help continue to 
foster a sense of community. The residential design provides an urban living 
environment, while maintaining a high level of security and separation from the 
commercial uses. The residential levels provide landscaped outdoor spaces, private 
balconies, a fitness center, a community room, barbeque areas and an outdoor pool. 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND DATA: 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT WITH 151 DWELLING UNITS OVER TWO LEVELS OF 
COMMERCIAL AND PARKING USES. THE PARKING LEVELS CONSIST OF 
ENCLOSED ABOVE GRADE PARKING AND THREE LEVELS OF SUBTERRANEAN 
PARKING. 
 
PROJECT AREAS: 
1,531 SQUARE FEET INDOOR RESIDENTIAL AMENITY SPACE (A-2) 
31,654 SQUARE FEET RESTAURANT TENANT SPACE (A-2) 
6,237 SQUARE FEET RESIDENTIAL LOBBY / BUSINESS OFFICE (B) 
12,248 SQUARE FEET RETAIL TENANT SPACE (M) 
168,899 SQUARE FEET RESIDENTIAL (R-2) 
13,953 SQUARE FEET ACCESSORY SPACES (S-2) 
3,122 SQUARE FEET EXIT PASSAGEWAYS 
237,644 SQUARE FEET GROSS ABOVE GRADE FLOOR AREA (NOT INCLUDING 
ABOVE GRADE PARKING) 
31,190 SQUARE FEET (L1) + 28,316 SQUARE FEET (L2) = 59,509 SQUARE FEET 
ABOVE GRADE 
PARKING (S-2) 
82,384 SQUARE FEET (P1) + 82,384 SQUARE FEET (P2) + 54,222 SQUARE FEET 
(P3) = 218,990 SQUARE FEET SUBTERRANEAN PARKING GARAGE (S-2) 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: SEE EXHIBIT A 
 
PROJECT ADDRESS: 
108 EAST GARVEY AVENUE, MONTEREY PARK, CA 91754 
112 SOUTH GARFIELD AVENUE, MONTEREY PARK, CA 91754 
118 SOUTH GARFIELD AVENUE, MONTEREY PARK, CA 91754 
128 SOUTH GARFIELD AVENUE, MONTEREY PARK, CA 91754 
 
LOT SIZE: (95,428.8 SQUARE FEET – PRE-DEDICATION) / (87,934.7 SQUARE 
FEET – POST DEDICATION) 
 
Lot area before dedication: 95,428 square feet (2.19 acres) 
Lot area after dedication: 87,934 square feet (2.01 acres) 
Lot width: 221.06 feet (pre-dedication) Approximately 206.06 feet (post-dedication) 
Lot depth: 432.23 feet (pre-dedication) Approximately 428.73 feet (post-dedication) 
 
The site is relatively flat, with a drop in elevation of approximately 1.3 feet over 432.23 
feet. This is a .3 percent slope. 
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ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBERS: 5257-015-001, 5257-015-002, 5257-015-003, 
5257-015-004, 5257-015-005, 5257-015-035 
 
RESIDENTIAL UNIT BREAKDOWN: 
STUDIO UNIT: 1 
1-BEDROOM UNIT: 27 
2-BEDROOM UNIT: 95 
2-BEDROOM PLUS DEN: 28 
TOTAL DWELLING UNITS: 151 
 
ZONING COMPLIANCE: 
 
ZONE:  MONTEREY PARK LAND USE AND URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT 
(MPLU&UDE) & BUSINESS RECOVERY DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY ZONE (“BRDZ”) 
 
LOT AREA: 
GROSS SITE AREA REQUIRED: 65,340 SQUARE FEET (MPMC § 21.15.090 
PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENTS AND 
COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENTS) 
PROPOSED: 95,428.8 SF PRE-DEDICATION / 87,934.7 SF POST-DEDICATION 
(WITH 35 FOOT RADIUS CORNER AT GARVEY AND GARFIELD AVENUES) 
 
DEDICATION: 
GARVEY AVENUE: 3’-6” 
GARFIELD AVENUE: 15’-0” 
 
FRONT YARD SETBACK - TABLE 21.10 (B) (GARVEY AVENUE): 
REQUIRED: AT OR WITHIN 5’-0” OF THE PEDESTRIAN REALM 
PROVIDED: AT THE PEDESTRIAN REALM (5’-0” INSIDE THE PROPOSED 

PROPERTY LINE) 
 
SIDE YARD SETBACK - TABLE 21.10 (B) (GARFIELD AVENUE): 
REQUIRED: AT OR WITHIN 5’-0” OF THE PEDESTRIAN REALM 
PROVIDED: AT THE PREDESTRIAN REALM (2’-0” INSIDE THE PROPOSED 

PROPERTY LINE) 
 
SIDE YARD SETBACK - TABLE 21.10 (B) (EAST PROPERTY LINE): 
REQUIRED: 0’-0” 
PROVIDED: 1’-1” 
  
REAR YARD SETBACK - TABLE 21.10 (B) (SOUTH PROPERTY LINE): 
REQUIRED: 0’-0” 
PROVIDED: 1’-1” 

Page 145 of 274



 
FLOOR AREA RATIO (FIGURE LU-4 MPLU&UDE): 
MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE: 2.5 BASED ON THE GENERAL PLAN (238,570 SQUARE 
FEET) 
PROPOSED: 2.43 (231,928 SQUARE FEET PROVIDED – GROSS AREA MINUS 
MECHANICAL AREA PER M.P.M.C. §21.04.399) AND NOT TO EXCEED 2.5. 
237,644 SQUARE FEET – 5,716 (M.E.P. AREA) = 231,928 SQUARE FEET 
 
 
OPEN SPACE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS [MPMC §21.15.090 D (2) (A)]: 
RESIDENTIAL OPEN SPACE REQUIRED: 30,200 SF (200 SF / UNIT = 200 X 151) 
RESIDENTIAL OPEN SPACE PROVIDED: 16,600 SQUARE FEET 

-UP TO TEN (10) PERCENT OF THE COMMON OPEN SPACE MAY BE 
PROVIDED IN AN INDOOR RECREATIONAL AREA SUCH AS A GYMNASIUM 
OR A COMMUNITY ROOM. 
-THE ACTUAL EXTERIOR COMMON OPEN SPACE IS 15,275 SQUARE FEET, 
WHICH IS MORE THAN FIFTY PERCENT OF THE REQUIRED OPEN SPACE 
(30,200 SQUARE FEET). 
 

PLANTING AREA [MPMC §21.15.090 D (2) (C)]: 
REQUIRED: 25% OF COMMON OPEN SPACE 16,600 SQUARE FEET (4,150 
SQUARE FEET) 
PROVIDED: 5,000 SQUARE FEET 
 
SETBACK FROM SIDEWALK (PEDESTRIAN REALM MPMC §21.15.090 C): 
REQUIRED DISTANCE FROM SIDEWALK ALONG GARVEY AVENUE: 15’-0” 
SIDEWALK LOCATED 10’-0” INSIDE OF RIGHT-OF-WAY 
REQUIRED DISTANCE FROM SIDEWALK ALONG GARFIELD AVENUE: 12’-0” 
SIDEWALK LOCATED 10’-0” INSIDE RIGHT-OF-WAY 
 
MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT (FIGURE LU-4 MPLU&UDE): 
MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE: 75’-0” TO ROOF (EXCLUDING PARAPETS) PER FIGURE 
LU-4 MP 2040 
PROVIDED: APPROXIMATELY 74’-0” TO TOP OF LOW SLOPE ROOF, AND NOT TO 
EXCEED 75’-0” LIMIT 
 
PARKING: 
REQUIRED PARKING (PER SHARED PARKING DEMAND ANALYSIS): 509 SPACES 
(SEE TRAFFIC IMPACT STUDY) 
PROVIDED: 520 SPACES (213 FOR COMMERCIAL + 307 RESIDENTIAL) 
 
STANDARD COMMERCIAL PARKING SPACES: NO LESS THAN 32 & NO MORE 
THAN 127 
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COMPACT COMMERCIAL PARKING SPACES: NO LESS THAN 86 (40%) & NO 
MORE THAN 181 (85%) 
 
STANDARD RESIDENTIAL PARKING SPACES: NO LESS THAN 130 & NO MORE 
THAN 233 
COMPACT RESIDENTIAL PARKING SPACES: NO LESS THAN 74 (24%) & NO 
MORE THAN 177 (58%) 
 
RESIDENTIAL ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING PER (§4.106.4.2 CGBSC): 11 
SPACES 
COMMERCIAL ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING PER (§5.106.5.2 CGBSC): 11 
SPACES 
 
BICYCLE PARKING [MPMC §21.10.210 (B) (3) (A) (B)]: 
REQUIRED BIKE PARKING: 5 BIKES (4/50,000 SF OF COMMERCIAL AREA + 
1/ADDITIONAL 50,000 SF) 
PROVIDED: 11 SHORT-TERM BICYCLE PARKING SPACES (THE CALIFORNIA 
GREEN BUILDING STANDARDS CODE §5.106.4.1.1) 
PROVIDED: 11 LONG-TERM BICYCLE PARKING SPACES (THE CALIFORNIA 
GREEN BUILDING STANDARDS CODE §5.106.4.1.2) 
 
 
RESIDENTIAL DENSITY (TABLE LU-1 MPLU&UDE): 
ALLOWABLE: UNLIMITED DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE 
PROVIDED: 68.9 DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE 
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Exhibit "B" to Draft Ordinance
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Exhibit "C" to Draft Ordinance
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City Council Staff Report

DATE: October 20, 2021 
AGENDA ITEM NO:  

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
FROM: Joseph Torres, Economic Development Manager 
SUBJECT: Public hearing for consideration of a resolution of the City Council of the

City of Monterey Park, California confirming the 2021 Annual Report and 
the levy of assessments for Downtown Business Improvement District 
No. 1 for program year 2022. 

RECOMMENDATION: 
It is recommended that the City Council consider: 

1. Receiving and filing the 2018 Annual Report with the City Clerk;
2. Adopting the Resolution of lntent and set the Public Hearing for November 17,

2021, for consideration of the 2022 BID assessments and
3. Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

The Business lmprovement District No. 1 (BlD) was established in 1986 in accordance 
with the Parking and Business lmprovement Area Law of 1989 (Streets and Highways 
Code §§ 36000-36004). The BID in the following discussion is business-based, meaning 
that an assessment is collected from businesses based upon fees rather than real 
property. 

California law requires the BID to file an annual report with the City Clerk summarizing its 
activities and expenditures for the past year and proposing its budget for the upcoming 
year. The law also requires the BID assessments to be renewed annually after conducting 
a public hearing. The Advisory Committee to the BID requested that the City Council set 
a public hearing to consider the 2022 Levy of Assessment Fees. The BID Advisory 
Committee is not seeking an increase in assessments for the 2022 program year to help 
the businesses in the BID weather the financial burdens brought on by the COVID-19 
pandemic. 

Annual revenue and expenditures may be found within the 2021 Annual Report attached 
as Attachment 1 or at the City Clerk's office where it is available for viewing.  

Consent Calendar 
Agenda Item 3D
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BACKGROUND: 

The BIDAC is the advisory board to the City Council, entrusted with providing it with 
feedback on the needs of the businesses within the BlD. ln addition, it is responsible for 
providing an annual report to the City Council. The BID was originally managed by an 
independent business association but was later replaced by the City Council with a City 
committee consisting of business owners within the assessed area. 

ln accordance with BID law, the BIDAC is submitting its 2021 Annual Report for Business 
lmprovement District No. 1 that identifies activities and expenditures during the 2021 
Program Year and describes the proposed programs and budget for the upcoming 2022 
Program year. 

On October 7, 2021, the BIDAC conducted its annual members meeting. The meeting 
was held electronically via zoom during the afternoon. Notices in English, Chinese, and 
Spanish were sent to all BID merchants inviting them to attend the meeting and express 
their concerns or idea for programming and budgeting. The purpose of the meeting was 
to review the Annual Report and receive feedback on the 2021 expenditures and the 
proposed 2022 budget and assessment fee schedule.  

The significant expenditure in 2021 was the installation of Holiday decorations for Garvey 
Avenue and janitorial services for the downtown area. In addition, new janitorial services 
were contracted to provide street maintenance at a cost savings of 64% year-over-year. 
Up until 2021, the BID had experienced several years of expenditures exceeding the 
annual revenue, mainly due to the escalating costs of janitorial services provided by 
Chrysalis Enterprises. In December 2020, the City took steps to reduce BID expenditures 
by terminating the Chrysalis maintenance contract. The City then added the BID street 
maintenance services to the City’s existing contract with Valley Maintenance Corporation 
effective December 1, 2020, through December 31, 2021, providing the BID area with 
janitorial services four days a week at a significant cost reduction of 64% year-over-year. 
ln 2021, the BID has received approximately $66,836.60 in assessments and expects not 
to exceed its annual revenue with expenditures at $47,285.00. 

The BIDAC is proposing its 2022 BID programs and budget. The proposed 2022 Budget 
is included in the 2021 Annual Report.  

A number of goals for the upcoming 2022 BID Program include, without limitation: 

• Continue to work with the Downtown Garvey - Garfield businesses on ways they
can assist in keeping the area attractive.

• Continue Valley Maintenance Corporation janitorial services at a reduced cost for
the BID area.

• Install holiday decorations along Garvey Avenue, then remove and place in
storage.
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• Work with the City to provide workshops and other business assistance activities
for businesses in the BID area.

• Support city projects that benefit the BID area such as discussions on the need
for assisting businesses in the downtown area post-pandemic, signage, and
maintenance.

2021 Annual Report, Exhibit D, reflects the fee schedule recommended by the BIDAC 
and is the amount needed to bring annual revenue to a level that covers annual 
expenditures. 

After receiving the BID's annual report, the Council should consider and adopt the 
attached Resolution of Intent. The Resolution designates November 17, 2021 as the date 
for a Public Hearing on the levy of the proposed 2022 BID assessment fees and budget. 
The annual report was available for review at the City Clerk's counter since October 11, 
2021. 

Once the Public Hearing date is set, a copy of the Resolution and the Annual Report 
notice will be mailed to all businesses and property owners in the BID and a notice of the 
public hearing will be published in the local newspaper. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 
All costs related to Business lmprovement District No. 1 come from the BID assessments 
and not the general fund. 

Respectfully submitted by: Prepared by: 

Joseph Torres 
Economic Development Manager 

Karen Ko 
Economic Development Specialist 

Approved by: Reviewed by: 

Ron Bow 
City Manager 

Karl H. Berger 
City Attorney 

ATTACHMENT: 
1. Resolution of Intent to Set a Public Hearing
2. 2021 Annual Report
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ATTACHMENT 1
Resolution of Intent to Set a Public Hearing
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RESOLUTION NO. ____

A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE CITY OF MONTEREY PARK’S INTENT TO 
LEVY AND COLLECT ASSESSMENTS WITHIN BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT
DISTRICT NO. 1 FOR PROGRAM YEAR 2022 AND SETTING A PUBLIC
HEARING.

BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Monterey Park as follows:

SECTION 1: The City Council finds as follows:

A. Cities are authorized under the Property and Business Improvement District Law
of 1994 (Streets & Highways Code §§ 36600, et seq.) to establish business
improvement districts (“BID”) within their jurisdictions for the purpose of funding
certain services;

B. Business Improvement Area No. 1 was established by Ordinance No. 1604 on
October 10, 1983, and modified by Ordinance No. 1656 on March 10, 1986;

C. As required by applicable law, the City prepared an Annual Report for Program
Year 2021 for Business Improvement Area No. 1 (“Report”) and submitted it to the
City Council; and

D. Based upon the Report, the City Council proposes to levy assessments for
Business Improvement Area No. 1 for Program Years 2021 and 2022 as calculated
in the Report which is incorporated by reference. A true and correct copy of the
Report is available for public review in the City Clerk’s office.

SECTION 2: This Resolution constitutes the City Council’s notice pursuant to Streets and 
Highways Code § 36523.5 that it will consider not increasing assessments for the 2021 or 2022
Program Years for Business Improvement Area No. 1 at a meeting and public hearing held on
November 17, 2021, at 6:30 p.m. or as soon thereafter as this matter may be heard, City Hall,
Council Chambers, 320 West Newmark Avenue, Monterey Park, CA 91754. The assessments
will not increase for the 2021 or 2022 Program Years to help BID businesses weather the financial
burden brought on by the COVID-19 pandemic. During the public hearing, the City Council will
consider all testimonial and documentary evidence for or against the levy of the proposed
assessments for Business Improvement Area No. 1 for Program Years 2021 and 2022. Protests
may be made orally or in writing. All written documents must be filed with the City Clerk at or
before the time fixed for the hearing and contain sufficient documentation to verify business
ownership and validate the protest. The form and manner of protests must comply with Streets
and Highways Code §§ 36524 and 36525.

SECTION 3: If approved, the assessments would fund specific programs including, without
limitation:

A. Projects for the promotion of business in Monterey Park’s Downtown BID area;

B. Continuing to work with the city to meet the needs of businesses;

C. Continued janitorial services to the BID area; and

D. Work with the merchants to create a more visitor friendly atmosphere.
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SECTION 4: It is proposed that the BID collect an annual assessment of approximately $75,000
for a period of 12 months. The 2021 and 2022 fees will not increase for the 2022 annual year to
help BID businesses recover from the financial burden brought on by the COVID-19 pandemic.
The following formula is used to calculate the assessment for each property owner within the BID:

SECTION 5: The City Council intends to adopt the following Fee Schedule for the 2021
(retroactively) and 2022 Program Years:

2022 New BID Fee Schedule

Business Type Fee Employee/Seat Formula

Retail $105.17 $13.52
Service (Includes Financial) $105.17 $13.52
Restaurant

Without ABC $105.17 $ 6.57 (1)
With ABC $105.17 $ 7.87 (2)

Professional (inc. Insurance) $105.17 $13.52
Theater $105.17
Wholesale $105.17
Manufacturing $105.17
Contractor $105.17
Commercial Rental $23.00 + .006574 sq. ft. (3)
Residential Rental $23.00 (4)
Hotel $23.00 per unit
Laundromat $105.17
Street Vendors $105.17

(1) 20 seats or less, no seat assessment fees. Over 20 seats, $6.57 per seat starting
with Seat 21. E.g., for 50 seats, total charge is $105.17 (base fee) + $197.10 (30
seats x $6.57) = $302.27.

(2) 20 seats or less, no seat assessment fees. Over 20 seats, $7.87 per seat starting
with Seat 21. E.g., for 50 seats, total charge is $105.17 (base fee) + $236.10 (30
seats x $7.87) = $341.27.

(3) Base fee is $23.00 per unit. For every additional sq. ft. over 2,000; multiply
excess by $.006574. E.g., 2,500 sq. ft., total charge is $23.00 + $3.29 (500 sq. ft.
x $0.006574) = $26.29 (calculations are rounded up).

(4) If a business owns 1-3 units, there is no charge. If a business owns more than 3
units, it pays $23.00 per unit in excess of 3 units. E.g., a business owns 5 units
and it pays $23.00 x 2 (5 units – 3 units) = $46.00.
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SECTION 6: Retroactivity. The City Council recognizes that California law including, 
without limitation, Melton v. City of San Pablo (1967) 252 Cal.App.2d 794 and In re 
Cindy B. v. Eugene B. (1987) 192 Cal.App.3d 771, allows legislation to be retroactively 
applied when the legislative intent for such retroactivity is clear. The City Council 
intends this Resolution to be retroactively effective on November 1, 2020 as to the 2021 
Program Year. 

SECTION 7: Supersession. This Resolution supersedes all previous resolutions related 
to claims and settlements. It will remain effective until superseded by a subsequent 
resolution. 

SECTION 8: Electronic Signatures. This Ordinance may be executed with electronic 
signatures in accordance with Government Code §16.5. Such electronic signatures will 
be treated in all respects as having the same effect as an original signature. 

SECTION 9: The City Clerk is directed to mail a copy of this Resolution to any person 
requesting a copy. 

SECTION 10: This Resolution is the City Council’s final decision and will become 
effective immediately upon adoption. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 20th day of October 2021. 

________________________________ 
Yvonne Yiu, 
Mayor 

ATTEST: 

________________________________ 
Vincent D. Chang, 
City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

____________________________ 
Karl H. Berger, City Attorney 
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2021 Annual Report
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OVERVIEW 
 

The Business Improvement District Advisory Board (BIDAC) meets quarterly and during special meetings 
to discuss issues of concern to businesses located within the BID area. Programs addressing cleanliness, 
promotions, and marketing are all reflected in the budget for the BID. In addition to the issues 
discussed, the Board also researches and plans innovative ways of promoting businesses and endeavors 
to maintain the goals and budget set forth in the Annual Report.  
 

HISTORY 
 
The Monterey Park Business Improvement District No. 1, (BID) encompasses the area extending along 
Garvey Avenue from Ramona Avenue to Nicholson Avenue, and on Garfield Avenue from south of 
Newmark Avenue to Emerson Avenue (refer to Exhibit A). The Monterey Park City Council established the 
BID in 1986 at the request of local businesses in the area and the Downtown Merchants Association 
(DMA), pursuant to the California Streets and Highway Code Section 36500 et seq.  

The primary responsibility of the BIDAC is to make recommendations to the City Council on the methods 
and ways by which revenues, derived from the annual assessment, may be used for the betterment of 
the BID businesses and the BID area.  

The BIDAC is composed of five (5) members appointed by the City Council for one year and may serve for 
up to eight (8) years if reinstated by a Council member. Each City Council member appoints one 
Committee member. The BIDAC meets quarterly and as needed and hosts an annual meeting of the BID 
members-at-large at the end of the year prior to the next year’s assessments.  
 

ACCOMPLISHMENTS 
 
This section of the of the Annual Report reflects the activities during 2020 for the promotion or 
enhancement of the BID area and its businesses. 
 

Holiday Promotion 
Holiday decorations will be installed and displayed along Garvey Avenue and the medians to provide a 
bright seasonal atmosphere for shoppers in the downtown BID. The Business Improvement District 
Advisory Committee is seeking cost estimates on possible additional Holiday decorations installed and 
displayed along Garfield Avenue. 
 
Janitorial Services 
Chrysalis Enterprises continued to perform janitorial services for the BID area until their contract was 
terminated on November 31, 2020, to offset growing cost. Effective December 1, 2020, through December 
31, 2021, the BID janitorial services was added to the City’s contract with Valley Maintenance Corporation, 
providing the BID area with janitorial services four days a week at a significant cost savings of 64% year-
over-year.  
 

BUDGET 
 
2021 Program Year 
The Annual Report contains a budget for the BID for the period of January 1, 2021 – December 31, 2021, 
tied to programs and activities scheduled during the calendar year. 
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The City received approximately $66,836.60 in revenue from the BID for calendar year 2021. Exhibit “B” 
reflects the estimated expenditures for calendar year 2021; and Exhibit “C” reflects the BID’s Annual 
Program Budget for calendar year 2022.   
 

GOALS for 2022 
This section of the Annual Report shows the programs or activities intended for 2022. 

• Continue to work with the Downtown Garvey - Garfield businesses on ways they can assist in 
keeping the area attractive.  

• Continue Valley Maintenance Corporation janitorial services at a reduced cost for the BID area. 

• Install holiday decorations along Garvey Avenue, then remove and place in storage. 

• Work with the City to provide workshops and other business assistance activities for businesses 
in the BID area.  

• Support city projects that benefit the BID area such as discussions on the need for assisting 
businesses in the downtown area post-pandemic, signage, and maintenance. 

 

2020, 2019, 2018 Program Years 
While developing the 2021 Annual Report, it was brought to staff’s attention that there is a possibility 
the annual budgets for the 2020, 2019, and 2018 Program Years may not have had approval from 
Council due to a combination of staff turnovers and the unprecedented demands, disruptions, and 
priorities brought on by the COVID-19 pandemic. Therefore, as an over-abundance of caution, we are 
including the 2020, 2019, and 2018 Annual Budgets in this report as additional Exhibits for Council’s 
retroactive approval. 

 
 
Exhibits: 
 

 
 

 
 

 

A: BID Area Map 
B: 2021 Expenditures 
C: 2022 Estimated Budget 
D: 2022 New BID Fee Schedule 
E: 2020 Expenditures 
F: 2021 Estimated Budget 
G: 2021 BID Fee Schedule 
H: 2019 Estimated Expenditures 
I: 2020 Estimated Budget 
J: 2020 BID Fee Schedule 
K: 2018 Estimated Expenditures 
L: 2019 Estimated Budget 
M: 2019 BID Fee Schedule 
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EXHIBIT “A” 
 

BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 1 (BID) AREA MAP 
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EXHIBIT "B" 

Business Improvement District No. 1 

2021 Expenditures 

     

Budget Item   Description   
2020 

Expenditures 

Administration   Postage   $ 300.00 

  Business Cards   $225.00 

    Translation Services    $600.00 

    Office Supplies    $300.00 

          

Holiday Decoration   Holiday lighting - electrical cost   $600.00 

    
Holiday light storage & 
installation   $14,860.00 

          

Trash Receptacles   Liners   $200.00 

          

Landscaping   Additional planting supplies   $1,000.00 

          

Custodial Contract   Maintenance of the BID area   $21,840.00 

  Pressure Washing  $7,360.00 

          

     

  TOTAL:   $47,285.00 

     
Actual Revenues for 
2021:  

$66,836.60 
  

     
Reserves as of 
9/29/2021   

$136,579.76 
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EXHIBIT “C” 
 
 

Business Improvement District No. 1 - 2022 Estimated Budget   
     

Budget Item  Description  2022 Estimated 
Budget 

Administration  Postage  $600.00 

  Business Cards  $225.00 

  Translation Services  $1,200.00 

  Office Supplies   $300.00 

     

Street Banners  20 Large Banners 30” x 96”  $3,380.00 

  34 Small Banners  $3,740.00 

  1 Across the Street Banner  $1,400.00 

  Single & Double Brackets  $6,912.00 

     

Holiday Decoration  Holiday light bulb replacement  $500.00 

  Edison  $625.00 

  Holiday light storage & installation  $14,860.00 

     

Trash Receptacles  Additional liners & lids  $200.00 

     

Landscaping  Additional planting supplies  $1,000.00 

     

Custodial Contract  Maintenance of the BID area  $21,840.00 

  Pressure Washing   $7,360.00 

     

  TOTAL:  $64,142.00 

      

Estimated Revenues for 
2022: 

 $75,000.00    

     
Reserves as of 
9/29/2021 

 $136,579.76   
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EXHIBIT “D” 

 
 

2022 New BID Fee Schedule 
 
 
Business Type    Fee  Employee/Seat Formula 
 
Retail     $105.17  $13.52 
Service (Includes Financial)  $105.17  $13.52 
Restaurant 
 Without ABC   $105.17  $ 6.57  (1) 
 With ABC   $105.17  $ 7.87  (2) 
Professional (inc. Insurance)  $105.17  $13.52 
Theater    $105.17 
Wholesale    $105.17 
Manufacturing   $105.17 
Contractor    $105.17 
Commercial Rental   $23.00 + .006574 sq. ft.  (3) 
Residential Rental   $23.00     (4) 
Hotel     $23.00 per unit 
Laundromat    $105.17 
Street Vendors   $105.17 
 
 
(1) 20 seats or less, no seat assessment fees. Over 20 seats, $6.57 per seat starting with Seat 

21. Eg. For 50 seats, total charge is $105.17 (base fee) + $197.10 (30 seats x $6.57) = 
$302.27. 

 
(2) 20 seats or less, no seat assessment fees. Over 20 seats, $7.87 per seat starting with Seat 

21. Eg. For 50 seats, total charge is $105.17 (base fee) + $236.10 (30 seats x $7.87) = 
$341.27. 

 
(3) Base fee is $23.00 per unit. For every additional sq. ft. over 2,000; multiply excess by 

$.006574. Eg. 2,500 sq. ft., total charge is $23.00 + $3.29 (500 sq. ft. x $0.006574) = $26.29 
(calculations are rounded up) 

 
(4) If you own 1-3 units, there is no charge. If you own more than 3 units, you pay $23.00 per 

unit in excess of 3 units. Eg. You own 5 units. You pay $23.00 x 2 (5 units – 3 units) = $46.00  
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EXHIBIT "E" 

Business Improvement District No. 1 

2020 Expenditures 

     

Budget Item   Description   
2020 

Expenditures 

Administration   Postage   $ 300.00 

  Business Cards   $120.00 

    Translation Services    $600.00 

    Office Supplies    $300.00 

          

Holiday Decoration   Holiday lighting - electrical cost   $600.00 

    
Holiday light storage & 
installation   $5,577.00 

          

Trash Receptacles   Liners   $200.00 

          

Landscaping   Additional planting supplies   $1000.00 

          

Custodial Contract   Maintenance of the BID area   $ 73,000.00 

          

     

  TOTAL:   $81,697.00 

     

Actual Revenues for 2020: 
 

$44,367.38  
  

     

Reserves as of 12/31/2020   
$127,735   
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EXHIBIT “F” 
 

Business Improvement District No. 1 - 2021 Estimated Budget   
     

Budget Item  Description  2021 Estimated 
Budget 

Administration  Postage  $600.00 

  Business Cards  $60.00 

  Translation Services  $1,200.00 

  Office Supplies   $300.00 

     

Holiday Decoration  Holiday light bulb replacement  $500.00 

  Edison  $625.00 

  Holiday light storage & installation $5,577.00 

     

Trash Receptacles  Additional liners & lids  $200.00 

     

Landscaping  Additional planting supplies  $1,000.00 

     

Custodial Contract  Maintenance of the BID area  $21,840.00 

  Pressure Washing   $7,360.00 

     

  TOTAL:  $39,262.00 

      
Estimated Revenues for 2021: $74,000.00    

     
Reserves as of 12/31/2020  $109,703    

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Page 193 of 274



EXHIBIT “G” 
 
 

2021 BID Fee Schedule 
 

 
 
Business Type    Fee  Employee/Seat Formula 
 
Retail     $105.17  $13.52 
Service (inc. Financial)   $105.17  $13.52 
Restaurant 
 Without ABC   $105.17  $ 6.57  (1) 
 With ABC   $105.17  $ 7.87  (2) 
Professional (inc. Insurance)  $105.17  $13.52 
Theater    $105.17 
Wholesale    $105.17 
Manufacturing   $105.17 
Contractor    $105.17 
Commercial Rental   $23.00 + .006574 sq. ft.  (3) 
Residential Rental   $23.00     (4) 
Hotel     $23.00 per unit 
Laundromat    $105.17 
 
 
(1) 20 seats or less, no seat assessment fees. Over 20 seats, $6.57 per seat starting with Seat 

21. Eg. For 50 seats, total charge is $105.17 (base fee) + $197.10 (30 seats x $6.57) = 
$302.27. 

 
(2) 20 seats or less, no seat assessment fees. Over 20 seats, $7.87 per seat starting with Seat 

21. Eg. For 50 seats, total charge is $105.17 (base fee) + $236.10 (30 seats x $7.87) = 
$341.27. 

 
(3) Base fee is $23.00 per unit. For every additional sq. ft. over 2,000; multiply excess by 

$.006574. Eg. 2,500 sq. ft., total charge is $23.00 + $3.29 (500 sq. ft. x $0.006574) = $26.29 
(calculations are rounded up) 

 
If you own 1-3 units, there is no charge. If you own more than 3 units, you pay $23.00 per unit 

in excess of 3 units. Eg. You own 5 units. You pay $23.00 x 2 (5 units – 3 units) = $56.00 
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EXHIBIT "H" 

Business Improvement District No. 1 

2019 Estimated Expenditures 

     

Budget Item   Description   
2019 Estimated 

Expenditures 

Administration   Postage   $500.00 

    Translation Services    $400.00 

    California Assoc. Membership   $500.00 

          

Holiday Decoration   Holiday lighting - electrical cost   $575.00 

    
Holiday light storage & 
installation   $5,577.00 

          

Trash Receptacles   Liners   $200.00 

          

Landscaping   Additional planting supplies   $500.00 

          

Custodial Contract   Maintenance of the BID area   $ 73,000.00 

          

     

  TOTAL:   $81,252.00 

     
Estimated Revenues for 
2020:  

$74,000.00  
  

     

Reserves as of 10/25/19  
$127,735  
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EXHIBIT “I” 
 

Business Improvement District No. 1 - 2020 Estimated Budget   
     

Budget Item  Description  2020 Estimated 
Budget 

Administration  Postage  $300.00 

  Business Cards  $60.00 

  Translation Services  $600.00 

  Office Supplies  $300.00 

     

Holiday Decoration  Holiday light bulb replacement  $500.00 

  Edison  $600.00 

  Holiday light storage & installation $5,577.00 

     

Trash Receptacles  Additional liners & lids  $200.00 

     

Landscaping  Additional planting supplies  $1,000.00 

     

Custodial Contract  Maintenance of the BID area  $85,036.34 

     

     
  TOTAL:  $94,173.34 

      
Estimated Revenues for 2020: $74,000.00    

     

     
Reserves as of 10/25/19  $127,735    
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EXHIBIT “J” 
 
 

2020 BID Fee Schedule 
 

 
 
Business Type    Fee  Employee/Seat Formula 
 
Retail     $105.17  $13.52 
Service (inc. Financial)   $105.17  $13.52 
Restaurant 
 Without ABC   $105.17  $ 6.57  (1) 
 With ABC   $105.17  $ 7.87  (2) 
Professional (inc. Insurance)  $105.17  $13.52 
Theater    $105.17 
Wholesale    $105.17 
Manufacturing   $105.17 
Contractor    $105.17 
Commercial Rental   $23.00 + .006574 sq. ft.  (3) 
Residential Rental   $23.00     (4) 
Hotel     $23.00 per unit 
Laundromat    $105.17 
 
 
(4) 20 seats or less, no seat assessment fees. Over 20 seats, $6.57 per seat starting with Seat 

21. Eg. For 50 seats, total charge is $105.17 (base fee) + $197.10 (30 seats x $6.57) = 
$302.27. 

 
(5) 20 seats or less, no seat assessment fees. Over 20 seats, $7.87 per seat starting with Seat 

21. Eg. For 50 seats, total charge is $105.17 (base fee) + $236.10 (30 seats x $7.87) = 
$341.27. 

 
(6) Base fee is $23.00 per unit. For every additional sq. ft. over 2,000; multiply excess by 

$.006574. Eg. 2,500 sq. ft., total charge is $23.00 + $3.29 (500 sq. ft. x $0.006574) = $26.29 
(calculations are rounded up) 

 
If you own 1-3 units, there is no charge. If you own more than 3 units, you pay $23.00 per unit 

in excess of 3 units. Eg. You own 5 units. You pay $23.00 x 2 (5 units – 3 units) = $56.00 
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EXHIBIT "K" 

Business Improvement District No. 1 

2018 Estimated Expenditures 

     

Budget Item   Description   
2017 Estimated 

Expenditures 

Administration   Postage   $500.00 

    Business Cards   $60.00 

    Translation Services (5)   $300.00 

    California Assoc. Membership   $300.00 

    Office Supplies   $100.00 

    Graphic Designer  $2,000.00  

          

Holiday Decoration   New Decorations  $17,268  

    Holiday lighting - electrical cost   $555.00 

    
Holiday light storage & 
installation   $5,577.00 

          

Trash Receptacles   Liners   $50.00 

          

Landscaping   Additional planting supplies   $2,500.00 

          

Custodial Contract   Maintenance of the BID area   $26,204.00 

          

     

  TOTAL:  $55,414.00 

     
Estimated Revenues for 
2018:  

$60,375.00  
  

     

Reserves as of 9/1/18:  
$157,100  
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EXHIBIT "L" 

     
Business Improvement District No. 1 – 2019 Estimated Budget 

     

Budget Item   Description   
2018 Estimated 

Expenditures 

Administration  Postage   $300.00 

    Business Cards   $60.00 

    Translation Services   $600.00 

    Office Supplies   $300.00 

    Office Supplies   $200.00 

          

Holiday Decoration   Holiday light bulb replacement   $500.00 

    
Holiday light storage & 
installation   $100.00 

        $11,154.00 

    Additional liners & lids     

Trash Receptacles       $200.00 

    Additional planting supplies     

Landscaping       $3,000.00 

    Maintenance of the BID area     

Custodial Contract       $73,125.00 

         

  TOTAL:  $89,539.00 

      

  $57,500.00    
Estimated Revenues for 
2018:  

 
  

  $157,100    

Reserves as of 9/1/18  
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EXHIBIT “M” 
 
 

2019 BID Fee Schedule 
 

 
 
Business Type    Fee  Employee/Seat Formula 
 
Retail     $105.17  $13.52 
Service (inc. Financial)   $105.17  $13.52 
Restaurant 
 Without ABC   $105.17  $ 6.57  (1) 
 With ABC   $105.17  $ 7.87  (2) 
Professional (inc. Insurance)  $105.17  $13.52 
Theater    $105.17 
Wholesale    $105.17 
Manufacturing   $105.17 
Contractor    $105.17 
Commercial Rental   $23.00 + .006574 sq. ft.  (3) 
Residential Rental   $23.00     (4) 
Hotel     $23.00 per unit 
Laundromat    $105.17 
 
 
(7) 20 seats or less, no seat assessment fees. Over 20 seats, $6.57 per seat starting with Seat 

21. Eg. For 50 seats, total charge is $105.17 (base fee) + $197.10 (30 seats x $6.57) = 
$302.27. 

 
(8) 20 seats or less, no seat assessment fees. Over 20 seats, $7.87 per seat starting with Seat 

21. Eg. For 50 seats, total charge is $105.17 (base fee) + $236.10 (30 seats x $7.87) = 
$341.27. 

 
(9) Base fee is $23.00 per unit. For every additional sq. ft. over 2,000; multiply excess by 

$.006574. Eg. 2,500 sq. ft., total charge is $23.00 + $3.29 (500 sq. ft. x $0.006574) = $26.29 
(calculations are rounded up) 

 
If you own 1-3 units, there is no charge. If you own more than 3 units, you pay $23.00 per unit 

in excess of 3 units. Eg. You own 5 units. You pay $23.00 x 2 (5 units – 3 units) = $56.00 
 

 
 
 

Page 200 of 274



City Council Staff Report

DATE: October 20, 2021
AGENDA ITEM NO:  

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
FROM: Frank A. Lopez, Director of Public Works / City Engineer
SUBJECT: Approval of Response Letter to the Los Angeles County Civil Grand

Jury’s Report Entitled “A Diet for Landfills: Cutting Down on Food Waste”

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the City Council consider:

1. Adopting the resolution approving the City of Monterey Park’s response letter to
the Los Angeles County Civil Grand Jury’s report entitled “A Diet for Landfills:
Cutting Down on Food Waste”; and

2. Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
On July 31, 2020, the Los Angeles County Grand Jury (Grand Jury) issued the report
entitled “A Diet for Landfills: Cutting Down on Food Waste” (Report). In the Report, the 
Grand Jury identified several opportunities for supportive public policies that can
incentivize and create avenues to increase food waste recycling and organic waste
diversion rates. At the conclusion of the Report, the Grand Jury requested a response
from the City of Monterey Park (City) to Recommendations 1.1, 1.3, 1.8, and 1.14. To
ensure that the City met the deadlines established by the Grand Jury, the City Manager
sent the attached response letter. As noted in that letter, the information in the letter is
subject to City Council consideration and approval.

BACKGROUND:
In the State of California, civil grand juries are authorized to “investigate and report upon 
the operations, accounts, and records of the officers, department, functions, and the
method or system of performing the duties of any such city or joint powers agency and
make such recommendations as it may deem proper and fit.” (Penal Code § 925(a)).

The Los Angeles County Civil Grand Jury consists of 23 members and several designated
alternates that are sworn in for a 12-month period. The primary function of the Civil Grand
Jury is to investigate county, city and joint-power agencies. The Civil Grand Jury acts in
an oversight function by examining the operations of various government agencies within
Los Angeles County. To carry out this function, the Civil Grand Jury is divided into
committees, each of which concentrates on certain areas under investigation. These
committees visit facilities, meet with officials, and develop recommendations for improving
government operations. Not later than the end of its term the Grand Jury is required by

Consent Calendar 
Agenda Item 3E
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law to submit a final report of its findings and recommendations to the Presiding Judge of
the Superior Court.

On July 31, 2020, the Los Angeles County Grand Jury (Grand Jury) issued the report
entitled “A Diet for Landfills: Cutting Down on Food Waste” (Report). In the Report, the 
Grand Jury identified several opportunities for supportive public policies that can
incentivize and create avenues to increase food waste recycling and organic waste
diversion rates. At the conclusion of the Report, the Grand Jury requested a response
from the City of Monterey Park (City) to Recommendations 1.1, 1.3, 1.8, and 1.14.

Within 90 days after a Grand Jury’s issuance of the report, the City Council must comment 
to the Presiding Judge of the Superior Court on the conclusions and recommendations
contained in the report. Unfortunately, the City of Monterey Park did not receive the
original request to respond. However, staff received a letter dated September 17, 2021,
notifying the City of the need to respond immediately. Therefore, the attached response
letter to the Report was sent to the Grand Jury to meet the deadline. The final response
to the Grand Jury is subject to the City Council’s consideration and approval.

FISCAL IMPACT:
There is no fiscal impact associated with the recommended action.

Respectfully prepared & submitted by:

Frank A. Lopez,
Director of Public Works

City Engineer

Approved by: Reviewed by:

Ron Bow
City Manager

Joaquin Vazquez
Deputy City Attorney

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Draft Resolution Approving Response Letter
2. Response Letter to Grand Jury Report
3. Los Angeles County Civil Grand Jury Report Entitled “A Diet for Landfills: Cutting

Down on Food Waste”
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ATTACHMENT 1
Draft Resolution Approving Response Letter

Page 203 of 274



RESOLUTION NO. _____-

A RESOLUTION RATIFYING A RESPONSE TO THE LOS
ANGELES COUNTY CIVIL GRAND JURY REGARDING ITS
REPORT ON FOOD WASTE

The City Council of the city of Monterey Park does resolve as follows:

SECTION 1:  The City Council finds and declares as follows:

A. On July 31, 2020, the Los Angeles County Grand Jury (“County
Grand Jury”) issued a report entitled, “A Diet for Landfills: Cutting
down on Food Waste,” (the “Report”) which outlined several
recommendations to increase food waste recycling and organic
waste diversion rates;

B. California Penal Code § 933(c) requires the legislative bodies of
applicable public agencies to provide written responses to
recommendations contained County Grand Jury reports

C. By correspondence dated September 17, 2021, the Foreperson for
the County Grand Jury requested written City responses to
Recommendations 1.1, 1.3, 1,8, and 1.14;

D. City staff reviewed the Report, drafted written responses, and
transmitted the responses to the presiding judge for the superior
court in the form attached to this Resolution as Exhibit “A,” subject to
City Council ratification; and

E. The City Council ratifies and approves the written response to the
Report in Exhibit “A.”

SECTION 2: The Mayor, or presiding officer, is authorized to sign this Resolution
signifying its adoption by the City Council of the City of Monterey Park and the City
Clerk, or her duly appointed deputy, may attest thereto.

SECTION 3: This Resolution may be executed with electronic signatures in
accordance with Government Code §16.5. Such electronic signatures will be
treated in all respects as having the same effect as an original signature.

SECTION 4: This Resolution will become effective immediately upon adoption
and will remain effective unless repealed or superseded.
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PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF MONTEREY PARK ON THIS 25th DAY OF OCTOBER 2021.

__________________________
Yvonne Yiu, Mayor

ATTEST:

_______________________________
Vincent D. Chang, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
KARL H. BERGER, City Attorney

By: ________________________________
Joaquin Vazquez, Deputy City Attorney
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EXHIBIT “A”
WRITTEN RESPONSES TO REPORT
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CITY OF MONTEREY PARK 
320 West Newmark Avenue• Monterey Park• California 91754-2896 

www.montereypark.ca.gov 

October 8, 2021 

Kevin Brazile, Presiding Judge 
Los Angeles Superior Court 
Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center 
210 West Temple Street, 11th Floor, Room 11-506 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

City Council 
Peter Chan 
Hans Liang 
Henry Lo 
Fred Sornoso 
Yvonne Yiu 

City Clerk 
Vincent D. Chang 

City Treasurer 
Joseph Leon 

Re: City of Monterey Park Response to Grand Jury Report Entitled "A DIET 
FOR LANDFILLS: Cutting Down on Food Waste" 

Honorable Judge Brazile: 

On July 8, 2020, the County of Los Angeles Civil Grand Jury issued its report entitled "A DIET 
FOR LANDFILLS: Cutting Down on Food Waste" (the "Report") to all 88 cities in the County. 
The Report analyzes the challenges and opportunities for cities in the county to divert organic 
waste from landfills. In accordance with Cal. Pen Code § 933.05-06, the City of Monterey 
Park has prepared a response to Recommendations 1.1, 1.3, 1.8, and 1.14 as requested. 
This response is subject to Monterey Park City Council ratification scheduled for its regular 
meeting on October 20, 2021. 

Recommendation 1.1 
Each of the 88 cities, and the County's unincorporated areas, should establish a weekly food 
waste drop-off center. The Center can be at a farmer's market, such as the one held each 
Thursday near Los Angeles City Hall, or at another appropriate site. City and County officials 
can arrange for the food waste collected to be taken to a nearby facility for recycling, or can 
establish contracts with organizations such as the Los Angeles Community Garden Council 
or landscaping companies for composting. 

The recommendation requires further analysis. The City would have to evaluate the start-up 
and maintenance costs of establishing such a program as well as the logistics of the collection 
and transfer. However, the City intends to focus its resources on implementing SB 1383 food 
waste diversion requirements by January 2022 and is currently negotiating an amendment of 
its solid waste franchise agreement with Athens Services to include organic waste service for 
all residential and commercial customers. 

Pride in the Past • Faith in the Future 

EXHIBIT A
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Recommendation 1.3 
County and city officials should create an incentive program for residents and businesses to 
separate food waste. This could be in the form of a gifl card to a local grocery store/farmer's 
market, or a discount on a solid waste fee. For example, in the city of Santa Barbara, 150 
businesses (restaurants, grocery stores, coffee shops, etc.) have signed up for the city's 
Foodscraps program, and can save several hundred dollars a month off their trash collection 
fee. 

The recommendation requires further analysis. The City would have to evaluate the cost and 
benefit of such a program and best way to fund such a program. However, since food waste 
diversion is mandated by law, an incentive program may be moot. 

Additionally, as stated above, the City is currently negotiating an amendment of its solid waste 
franchise agreement to include organic waste service for all residential and commercial 
customers. 

Recommendation 1.8 
County officials should modify contracts with food vendor companies that are inside County 
facilities, such as the Hollywood Bowl, the Arboretum, the Los Angeles County Museum of 
Art, and cafeterias located at County hospitals, to include food waste separation and 
recycling. Especially at the Hollywood Bowl, which draws more than 17,000 people for most 
of its summer concert events, has several food options onsite, and traditionally draws large 
pre-concert picknicking crowds, implementing a food waste recycling program can be part of 
a public education campaign. 

The City of Monterey Park does not have jurisdiction over county facilities and no relevant 
Los Angeles County facilities lie within its boundaries. 

Recommendation 1 .14 
Elected officials in the County and cities should adopt the 11 suggestions in the March 2018 
Countywide Organics Waste Management Plan and express support for the need to increase 
capacity and site and build new facilities to handle organic waste. 

The City intends to continue to implement suggestions from the Countywide Organics Waste 
Management Plan, especially in the context of state law mandating organics recycling as the 
City moves forward to comply with SB 1383's complementary goals. The City supports the 
establishment of new facilities to increase capacity and handle organic waste. 
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Response Letter to Grand Jury Report
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CITY OF MONTEREY PARK 
320 West Newmark Avenue• Monterey Park• California 91754-2896 

www.montereypark.ca.gov 

October 8, 2021 

Kevin Brazile, Presiding Judge 
Los Angeles Superior Court 
Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center 
210 West Temple Street, 11th Floor, Room 11-506 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

City Council 
Peter Chan 
Hans Liang 
Henry Lo 
Fred Sornoso 
Yvonne Yiu 

City Clerk 
Vincent D. Chang 

City Treasurer 
Joseph Leon 

Re: City of Monterey Park Response to Grand Jury Report Entitled "A DIET 
FOR LANDFILLS: Cutting Down on Food Waste" 

Honorable Judge Brazile: 

On July 8, 2020, the County of Los Angeles Civil Grand Jury issued its report entitled "A DIET 
FOR LANDFILLS: Cutting Down on Food Waste" (the "Report") to all 88 cities in the County. 
The Report analyzes the challenges and opportunities for cities in the county to divert organic 
waste from landfills. In accordance with Cal. Pen Code § 933.05-06, the City of Monterey 
Park has prepared a response to Recommendations 1.1, 1.3, 1.8, and 1.14 as requested. 
This response is subject to Monterey Park City Council ratification scheduled for its regular 
meeting on October 20, 2021. 

Recommendation 1.1 
Each of the 88 cities, and the County's unincorporated areas, should establish a weekly food 
waste drop-off center. The Center can be at a farmer's market, such as the one held each 
Thursday near Los Angeles City Hall, or at another appropriate site. City and County officials 
can arrange for the food waste collected to be taken to a nearby facility for recycling, or can 
establish contracts with organizations such as the Los Angeles Community Garden Council 
or landscaping companies for composting. 

The recommendation requires further analysis. The City would have to evaluate the start-up 
and maintenance costs of establishing such a program as well as the logistics of the collection 
and transfer. However, the City intends to focus its resources on implementing SB 1383 food 
waste diversion requirements by January 2022 and is currently negotiating an amendment of 
its solid waste franchise agreement with Athens Services to include organic waste service for 
all residential and commercial customers. 

Pride in the Past • Faith in the Future 
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Recommendation 1.3 
County and city officials should create an incentive program for residents and businesses to 
separate food waste. This could be in the form of a gifl card to a local grocery store/farmer's 
market, or a discount on a solid waste fee. For example, in the city of Santa Barbara, 150 
businesses (restaurants, grocery stores, coffee shops, etc.) have signed up for the city's 
Foodscraps program, and can save several hundred dollars a month off their trash collection 
fee. 

The recommendation requires further analysis. The City would have to evaluate the cost and 
benefit of such a program and best way to fund such a program. However, since food waste 
diversion is mandated by law, an incentive program may be moot. 

Additionally, as stated above, the City is currently negotiating an amendment of its solid waste 
franchise agreement to include organic waste service for all residential and commercial 
customers. 

Recommendation 1.8 
County officials should modify contracts with food vendor companies that are inside County 
facilities, such as the Hollywood Bowl, the Arboretum, the Los Angeles County Museum of 
Art, and cafeterias located at County hospitals, to include food waste separation and 
recycling. Especially at the Hollywood Bowl, which draws more than 17,000 people for most 
of its summer concert events, has several food options onsite, and traditionally draws large 
pre-concert picknicking crowds, implementing a food waste recycling program can be part of 
a public education campaign. 

The City of Monterey Park does not have jurisdiction over county facilities and no relevant 
Los Angeles County facilities lie within its boundaries. 

Recommendation 1 .14 
Elected officials in the County and cities should adopt the 11 suggestions in the March 2018 
Countywide Organics Waste Management Plan and express support for the need to increase 
capacity and site and build new facilities to handle organic waste. 

The City intends to continue to implement suggestions from the Countywide Organics Waste 
Management Plan, especially in the context of state law mandating organics recycling as the 
City moves forward to comply with SB 1383's complementary goals. The City supports the 
establishment of new facilities to increase capacity and handle organic waste. 
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ATTACHMENT 3
Los Angeles County Civil Grand Jury Report Entitled

“A Diet for Landfills: Cutting Down on Food Waste”
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A DIET FOR LANDFILLS: Cutting Down on Food Waste 

A DIET FOR LANDFILLS:  
Cutting Down on Food Waste 

 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

 
"Cutting food waste is a delicious way of saving money, helping to feed the world  

and protect the planet.” 
 

 --Tristram Stuart, Environmentalist1 

 
Food does not belong in the garbage. When edible, it can and should be consumed   
(Appendix 1 and 2). Food waste is the largest portion of the “organic waste” stream 
taken to landfills every year, instead of being separated and recycled for secondary 
use.2 Diverting organic waste from landfills will significantly reduce methane gas 
emissions, which have a negative impact on public health and contribute to climate 
change.3  

This Committee investigated how Los Angeles County (County) disposes of its waste, 
and more specifically, how it addresses one of its own diversion goals:  reducing waste 
sent to landfills by 80% by the year 2025,4 with a 75% reduction in the organic waste 
sent there.5 

Organic waste--which also includes green/yard waste, nonhazardous wood waste, and 
food-soiled paper6--makes up the largest portion of the garbage going to landfills.7  
The State of California has mandated that all commercially-generated organic waste 
must be diverted from landfills, and recycled.8 

According to the County sustainability plan:9 

“Most important to the growth of organics recycling is proper source 
separation of waste.  Any contaminated waste streams provide difficulties to 
waste management and oftentimes deem waste non-recyclable.  It is critical 
that all LA County residents are educated on waste separation.” 

                                                
1 https://www.azquotes.com/quote/1504986 (accessed 4/20/20) 
2 2018 Countywide Organic Waste Management Plan Annual Report (published December 2019), 
https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/News/swims-more-links.aspx?id=4# Page 8 (accessed on 4/16/20) 
3 https://www.epa.gov/sustainable-management-food/reducing-impact-wasted-food-feeding-soil-and-composting (accessed 
4/14/20) 
4 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/Roadmap/PDF/annual_report_2019.pdf Page 1 (accessed 10/22/19) 
5 “Los Angeles Countywide Sustainability Plan”, https://ourcountyla.lacounty.gov/strategies/strategy-9d?goal=836 
6 ibid  
7 https://www.salon.com/2018/12/15/already-a-climate-change-leader-california-takes-on-food-waste_partner/ 
8 https://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/Recycle/Commercial/Organics/ 
9 “Our County” Los Angeles Countywide Sustainability Plan, https://ourcountyla.lacounty.gov/strategies/strategy-9d?goal=836 
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This separation of organic waste is an important component in sustaining an effective 
recycling program.  Once organic waste is properly separated (both from the rest of 
the garbage, and by whether it’s green or food waste), it can be processed through 
composting or anaerobic digestion.10   

Within the County, the latest estimate shows that 1.9 million tons of food waste is 
being sent to landfills each year,11 with a per day estimate of 4,000 to 6,000 tons.12 In 
order for that to change, this Committee found that an adequate framework at the 
grassroots level is needed. We discovered a labyrinth of ways that food waste 
continues to end up in landfills, with many roadblocks standing in the way of fully 
implementing the State mandate. 

In addition, those residents, schools, and businesses committed to appropriate food 
waste separation and recycling are often left to their own devices, unless their waste 
hauler or jurisdiction offers this service. The Committee identified several 
opportunities for supportive public policies that can incentivize and create avenues to 
increase food waste recycling and organic waste diversion rates.  

 

 

 

 

                                                
10 ibid. Compost: The product, rich in nutrients, results from the decomposition of organic material. Anaerobic Digestion: Organic 
matter, such as food waste or sewage, is broken down to produce biogas and biofertilizer. 
https://ourcountyla.lacounty.gov/strategies/strategy-9d?goal=836  and  https://ourcountyla.lacounty.gov/wp-
content/uploads/2019/07/OurCounty-Final-Plan.pdf Page 206 (Appendix IV) 
11 https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/News/swims-more-links.aspx?id=4# 2018 Countywide Organic Waste Management Plan 
Annual Report, Page 9 
12 https://www.sgvtribune.com/2016/07/30/your-food-waste-is-clogging-up-californias-landfills-heres-how-recycling-could-fix-it/ 
(accessed 9/12/19) 

2018 Countywide Organic Waste Management Plan Annual Report 
(see footnote 11) 
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BACKGROUND 

“People put their trash out, and I like to joke that they think the trash fairies picked it 
up . . . they don’t know where it went . . . they just want it gone.” 

--waste management expert13 

Critical mass in the need for more effective waste management has been building for 
years in the County. The year 2019 provided this Committee with two urgent reasons 
to make changes when it comes to food waste separating and recycling. 

1. Recycle Markets Collapse, Sending More Waste to Landfills 

• In 2017, China announced it would no longer accept most of the mixed paper 
and plastics shipped from the United States and other countries.14 
 

• Chinese officials pointed to “contamination”15 as one of the reasons they were 
not willing to take America’s shipments.16 All of a sudden, more material is 
being landfilled instead of recycled, negatively impacting the County’s 
diversion rates.17 
 

• A City of Los Angeles official told this Committee that the result of the China 
policy change is this: previously, the City received $1 million per year for the 
recyclable materials it collected; now, the City pays $5 million per year in 
order to have it processed.18 
 

• Landfills in the County will eventually reach capacity (Appendix 3). 
 

• County officials are looking to organics recycling as a solution.19 

2.  State Mandates Big Changes in Organics Recycling 

• The mission of the California Department of Resources Recycling and 
Recovery (CalRecycle) includes increasing “the diversion of organic materials 

                                                
13 Per Committee interview on 1/7/20 
14 China National Sword Policy, https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/Roadmap/PDF/annual_report_2019.pdf Page 1 (accessed 10/22/19) 
15 “Recycling contamination is a significant issue.  Contamination happens when items are placed in the incorrect system/bin.  If 
recyclables are placed in the appropriate recycling bin, but contain food remnants, the food can contaminate the bin and its 
contents.  Therefore, all the bin’s content would need to be landfilled.”  Roadmap to a Sustainable Waste Management Future 
Annual Progress Report 2019 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/Roadmap/PDF/annual_report_2019.pdf Page 6 
16 https://e360.yale.edu/features/piling-up-how-chinas-ban-on-importing-waste-has-stalled-global-recycling (accessed 2/20/20) 
17 Roadmap to a Sustainable Waste Management Future Annual Progress Report 2019 
https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/Roadmap/PDF/annual_report_2019.pdf Executive Summary, Page 1 
18 Interview was conducted on 2/27/20 
19 Roadmap to a Sustainable Waste Management Future Annual Progress Report 2019 
https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/Roadmap/PDF/annual_report_2019.pdf Page 1 
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away from landfills and toward the production of value-added products such as 
compost, fertilizers, and biofuels.”20  
 

• Assembly Bill 1826 (Mandatory Commercial Organics Recycling) required the 
following, as of January 1, 2019:21 all businesses and multi-family dwellings 
with five units or more, generating four or more cubic yards of solid waste per 
week,22 must separate and recycle their organic materials. 
 

• As of January 1, 2020, Assembly Bill 1594 requires green waste to be diverted 
from landfills for recycling in order to meet diversion goals.23 Otherwise, green 
waste in landfills would be considered “disposal.” Landfills use green waste as 
Alternative Daily Cover,24 part of operating a landfill. 
 

• Failure to comply will subject the jurisdiction (whether County or a city) to 
fines of up to $10,000 per day.25 

 

 METHODOLOGY  

1. Visited the following: 

ü landfills 
ü anaerobic digesters 
ü Materials Recovery Facilities (MRF, pronounced “murfs”) 
ü compost facilities  

2. Interviewed waste management experts, including: 

ü County Department of Public Works officials 
ü municipal public works officials 
ü state officials 
ü federal officials 
ü waste haulers 
ü engineers 
ü academicians 
ü atmospheric scientists 
ü food policy experts 
ü business owners 
ü large facility managers 

                                                
20 https://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/Organics/ 
21 https://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/recycle/commercial/organics/ 
22 Waste of about 24 large trash bags: https://wasteindustries.com/commercial/dumpster/4yardtrash 
23 https://www.cawrecycles.org/ab-1594-williams-compostable-organics-management 
24 https://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/LGCentral/Basics/ADCBasic 
25 https://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/LGCentral/Reporting/Biennial/ 
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ü teachers and public education officials 
ü non-profit organizations dealing with edible food recovery 

3. Conducted in-person interviews, site visits, phone interviews, and research into a 
number of the 88 cities in the County to assess food waste collection services available 
to businesses, residents or both 

4.  Conducted on-site visits to the trash areas of some buildings in the County that 
generate a large amount of food waste 

5.  Researched cities in the United States and in other countries that are separating and 
recycling food waste 

 

RESULTS OF INVESTIGATION  

“In the year 2019, waste management should be more of a priority.  We have the 
conversion technologies available: anaerobic digestion, thermal conversion, etc. . . . 

there isn’t any reason to throw anything in a landfill.” 

--County waste management expert26 

Landfills  

• Landfills are complex operations, with liners, rainwater collection, ground 
monitoring, and gas collection27 (Appendix 4 “Anatomy of a Landfill”).28   

 
• “Landfills in California are the biggest belchers of methane,” the potent 

Greenhouse Gas (GHG) that contributes to climate change, according to a 
2019 study by research scientists at the Jet Propulsion Laboratory in Pasadena, 
CA.29 Researchers used an airborne imaging spectrometer to show that 41 
percent of emissions in the atmosphere came from landfills, while the dairy, oil 
& gas industries contributed 26 percent each.30 

  
• Methane, as described in the Countywide Sustainability Plan, “. . . is released 

 . . . by the decay of organic waste in landfills.”31 

 
                                                
26 Per Committee interview 11/19/19 
27 https://www.sfswma.org/wp-content/uploads/2011/11/Anatomy_of_a_Landfill.pdf 
 (click on Anatomy of a Landfill; accessed on 5/13/20) 
28 The illustration was a poster the Committee saw displayed in the lobby area of the Environmental Health Protection Branch of 
the County Public Health Department on 2/19/20 
29 https://www.sciencenews.org/article/california-landfills-are-belching-high-levels-climate-warming-methane (accessed 1/14/20), 
study published in the magazine Nature, Nov. 6, 2019 
30 ibid 
31 https://ourcountyla.lacounty.gov/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/OurCounty-Final-Plan.pdf Page 213 (Appendix IV) (accessed 
9/13/19) 
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• Landfill managers showed us their onsite gas-to-energy system, which captures 
methane and converts it into electricity that can be used by the facility or sold.  
Several landfill operators expressed concern that their gas-to-energy operation 
depends on the organic waste brought to the landfill.  

 
• Gas capture at landfills creates electricity and revenue for the landfill operator, 

but also has economic and environmental disadvantages.32 State officials report 
that even the best-managed landfills only capture 50% to 80% of the methane 
gas generated.33 

  
• Even closed landfills in the County may need to be managed for decades.34  

The South Coast Air Quality Management District held community meetings 
in the fall of 2019 to alert residents in East Los Angeles about Cogen Landfill, 
closed in 1959, which was now, 60 years later, showing elevated gas 
emissions.35 The County is planning to build a system for managing the 
remaining methane gas emissions.36 

 
• Per CalRecycle: “Diverting organic waste from landfills to compost facilities 

and anaerobic digestion facilities, along with implementing food recovery 
programs, will significantly reduce methane emissions from landfills, many of 
which are located in or near disadvantaged communities. Reducing these 
emissions will have beneficial impacts on climate and public health and will 
result in avoided social costs. Social costs estimate the health and 
environmental damage that is avoided by reducing GHGs [Greenhouse Gases], 
as opposed to representing the cost of achieving the GHG reductions.”37 

 
• According to County officials, the demand for organic waste processing 

capacity is currently being handled by existing facilities located both in and out 
of the County.38  However, looking to the future, County officials said there is 
a shortfall when it comes to food waste recycling infrastructure, in particular, 

                                                
32 https://www.wastedive.com/news/disputed-ground-the-future-of-landfill-gas-to-energy/557706/ 
33 CalRecycle, ”Proposed Regulation for Short-Lived Climate Pollutants: Organic Waste Methane Emissions” Page 11 (document 
provided to Committee by County official on 12/2/19) https://www.google.com/url?client=internal-element-
cse&cx=017557373779849962485:erv3s56gka0&q=https://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/docs/cr/laws/rulemaking/slcp/impactassessme
nt.pdf&sa=U&ved=2ahUKEwjzkd7nj_3pAhWkJzQIHQo2D18QFjABegQICRAB&usg=AOvVaw3wpNngocnTPeO9PaPSWsbG  
34 https://pw.lacounty.gov/pmd1/easternhilllandfill/ (accessed 2/20/20) 
35 https://pw.lacounty.gov/pmd1/easternhilllandfill/docs/City-Terrace-Community-Meeting-10.29.19.pdf 
36 ibid 
37 CalRecycle, ”Proposed Regulation for Short-Lived Climate Pollutants: Organic Waste Methane Emissions” Page 37 (document 
provided to Committee by County official on 12/2/19) https://www.google.com/url?client=internal-element-
cse&cx=017557373779849962485:erv3s56gka0&q=https://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/docs/cr/laws/rulemaking/slcp/impactassessme
nt.pdf&sa=U&ved=2ahUKEwiP0pqbmv3pAhX2CzQIHWASARgQFjAAegQIBRAB&usg=AOvVaw0p_Lv9IiayvzUCkKqB45u
p  
38 https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/ShowDoc.aspx?id=8693&hp=yes&type=PDF 2018 Countywide Organic Waste 
Management Plan Annual Report, Page 1 
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and more facilities need to be built in Los Angeles County, rather than 
continuing to rely on out-of-County sources as has been the custom.39 

 
• Landfills we visited had a constant flow of trucks bringing in waste from 

throughout the County; “tipping fees” were displayed at each front gate, letting 
the waste hauler know the cost per ton for the material that was being brought 
for disposal.40 A 2019 study by Harvard Law School41 pointed out that banning 
organics from landfills can lead to a reduction in landfill hauling and tipping 
costs.42 
 

Where solid waste goes in Los Angeles County43 
 

 

 

Waste Hauler 

◊ The County Department of Public Works serves the 125 unincorporated areas, 
and has contracts with 30 authorized waste haulers, including such companies 

                                                
39 ibid 
40 https://www.lacsd.org/services/solidwaste/tipping_fees.asp 
41 https://wastedfood.cetonline.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/Harvard-Law-School-FLPC-Center-for-EcoTechnology-CET-
Organic-Waste-Bans-Toolkit.pdf, Pages 20-21 (accessed 11/4/19) 
42 ibid 
43 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/Help/faq.aspx About Solid Waste, #2, “Where does our solid waste go?” 
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as Athens Services,44 NASA Services,45 Waste Management46 and Waste 
Resources.47   

◊ Some waste-hauling companies own or operate landfills in the County or in 
nearby counties and take material to that landfill. 

◊ Most of the 88 cities in the County have a contract with a single waste hauling 
company; a small number provide their own municipally staffed waste 
collection services for residential or both residential and commercial.48 

◊ In 2016, the City of Los Angeles created 11 franchise zones and awarded 
exclusive contracts to seven waste haulers to handle the waste for commercial 
and multifamily properties.49 

◊ Most communities don’t offer a food waste collection service; instead, most 
offer one for yard and garden waste.50 In a throwback to the City of Los 
Angeles’ ranching days, the City offers curbside collection of horse manure to 
its residential horse owners.51 

◊ There are more avenues in place for systematic collection of yard/green waste 
(Appendix 5).  

◊ Only 4% of the County’s organic waste recycling infrastructure is able to 
accept food waste.52 

Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility 

◊ These are facilities that receive unprocessed waste, temporarily store it, and 
transport it off-site to another facility.53 Some of the facilities also sort and 
separate, by hand, or by use of machinery, items that can be recycled or 
composted.54 

◊ Out of 20 transfer stations in the County, only eight are designated as having 
capacity to receive separated food waste.55 

 

                                                
44 https://athensservices.com/ 
45 http://nasaservices.com/ 
46 https://www.wm.com/us/en/mybusiness 
47 www.wasteresources.com 
48 https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/News/swims-more-links.aspx?id=4# LA County Countywide Organic Waste Management 
Plan March 2018, Page 42  
49 https://labusinessjournal.com/news/2016/dec/09/l-council-approves-huge-trash-franchise-system/ (accessed 10/20/19) 
50 https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/News/swims-more-links.aspx?id=4# LA County Countywide Organic Waste Management 
Plan March 2018, Page 38 
51 https://www.lacitysan.org/san/faces/home/portal/s-lsh-wwd/s-lsh-wwd-s/s-lsh-wwd-s-c/s-lsh-wwd-s-c-
hmc?_afrLoop=9961970215956670&_afrWindowMode=0&_afrWindowId=null&_adf.ctrl-
state=f6dfvef8p_1#!%40%40%3F_afrWindowId%3Dnull%26_afrLoop%3D9961970215956670%26_afrWindowMode%3D0%2
6_adf.ctrl-state%3Df6dfvef8p_5 (accessed 5/13/20) 
52 https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/News/swims-more-links.aspx?id=4# LA County Countywide Organic Waste Management 
Plan March 2018, Page 32, (accessed 5/8/20)  
53 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/Roadmap/PDF/annual_report_2019.pdf Roadmap to a Sustainable Waste Management Future 
Annual Progress Report 2019, Page 50 
54 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/Roadmap/PDF/annual_report_2019.pdf Roadmap to a Sustainable Waste Management Future 
Annual Progress Report 2019, Page 48 
55 https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/News/swims-more-links.aspx?id=4# LA County Countywide Organic Waste Management 
Plan March 2018, Table 4A-1 (accessed 5/8/20) 
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Composting Facility 

◊ There are eight composting facilities and 12 facilities called “chip and grind”; 
all of them process green waste, not food waste.56 

Waste-to-Energy Facility 

◊ The County lists three facilities as providing Anaerobic Digestion, a process by 
which organic matter, such as food waste or sewage, is broken down in the 
absence of oxygen to produce biogas and biofertilizer.57 Only two process food 
waste: the Joint Water Pollution Control Plant in Carson, and the Kroger Co 
(Ralphs/Food4Less) facility in Compton which recycles food waste from its 
own stores (around 300, from Bakersfield to San Diego).   

 

 

This Committee found a patchwork system of managing food waste, whether 
generated from businesses or residents. A consultant hired by the County to examine 
the changes needed in order to build a strong organic recycling program identified 11 
ways the County can do things differently,58 including: 

• Getting elected officials more involved in supporting and endorsing change 
• Reducing amount of food waste at the source (Appendix 6) 
• Building more capacity at nine anaerobic digestion facilities that can process 

food waste 
• Simplifying the permitting process to increase food waste processing 
• Creating incentives to start diversion; offer subsidies; modify contracts 
• Adopting ordinances for single family residences and apartment buildings with 

less than five units, with a process that quantifies, monitors and enforces 
• Emphasize education and public outreach59 

“Los Angeles County is close to the largest agricultural production center in the world 
and has many viable markets for organic materials . . . There is strong statewide 
policy, financial incentives to assist in the development of facilities, and state 
incentives for the marketing and sales of the by-products of organic waste recycling 
(like compost and mulch) . . . However, the biggest disincentive may be the status quo, 
which is less costly to rate-payers and provides for significant revenue for collection 
and disposal companies.”60 

                                                
56 Ibid, Table 4A-1 
57 https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/News/swims-more-links.aspx?id=4# 2018 Countywide Organic Waste Management Plan 
Annual Report, Appendix B, Table 1B 
58 https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/News/swims-more-links.aspx?id=4# LA County Countywide Organic Waste Management 
Plan March 2018, Page 39 
59 ibid 
60 ibid, Page 49 
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“...at the end of the day, public agencies ultimately control solid waste and how it is 
handled.  Cities and counties are already sending clear signals to their service-
provider haulers on what types of facilities and programs they need to meet new 

legislative mandates.”61 

 

Food Waste Recycling Examples Throughout the County 

• In the unincorporated areas of the County, a few businesses currently subscribe 
to food waste collection services, including four supermarkets that are enrolled 
in the County’s pilot food waste diversion program.62   
 

• The County’s Department of Public Works headquarters in Alhambra serves as 
a good model for other cafeterias: food waste generated at the employee 
cafeteria is separated from other trash, composted in special containers outside 
the cafeteria, with the resulting compost used to provide nutrient-rich cover to 
the onsite garden (Appendix 7). Good signage and ongoing employee training 
are vital to this process. 
 

• For those businesses separating food waste and having arranged its pickup by 
their waste hauler, the food waste is taken to the Puente Hills Materials 
Recovery Facility (MRF).  The Committee observed that this was a small pile 
in a corner of the massive facility (Appendix 8). Food waste material arrives 
from restaurants, grocery stores, and other businesses from the following 
cities: Arcadia, Baldwin Park, Gardena, Glendale, Industry, La Verne, Long 
Beach, Los Angeles, Pasadena, Pomona, San Dimas, and Santa Fe Springs.  In 
addition, some commercial businesses in the unincorporated communities of 
Hacienda Heights and Rowland Heights have made arrangements to have food 
waste processed at this facility, according to an official at the Sanitation 
Districts of Los Angeles County (the Districts).63 
 

• At the Puente Hills MRF, a bio separator turns the food waste pile into a type 
of “slurry” that will then be taken to the Districts’ wastewater treatment plant 
in Carson.64 Digesters at the Carson plant use sewage material to turn the food 
waste slurry into a biogas that provides electricity to the plant, and provides 
compressed natural gas (CNG) for vehicles that pull up to fuel.65 

 

                                                
61 ibid, Page 49 
62 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/tf/isw/isw_2019_09.pdf Page 3 (accessed 3/23/20) 
63 https://www.lacsd.org/aboutus/default.asp 
64 https://www.biocycle.net/2019/12/04/sanitation-districts-gear-food-waste-codigestion/ 
65 ibid 
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• City of Los Angeles--A City official mentioned several pilot programs that 
deal specifically with food waste:66   
 

Ø some food service employees at LAX have been trained to separate 
food waste from the trash67 

Ø 522 homes in the Westchester area have been given special garbage 
disposals (In-Sink Pilot) that can break down certain food waste for 
processing at the Hyperion Water Reclamation Plant68 

Ø an upcoming pilot planned for 18,000 homes, that will allow food 
waste to be placed in the green bin for weekly curbside pickup 69 

 
• Manhattan Beach--Since 2015, the city has offered food waste curbside 

pickup and recycling to all its businesses and residents, at no extra cost to 
them.  

Ø The city contracts with Waste Management for its waste hauling needs.  
Food waste is taken to the company’s CORe food waste recycling 
facility in Orange and turned into “slurry.”  

Ø The material is then transported to the wastewater treatment plant in 
Carson.   

Ø Manhattan Beach residents are billed in a Pay-As-You-Throw system,70 
where 100% of the cost is dependent on the weight of the grey-color 
bin, which is for regular trash.71 

 
• Culver City--The city uses its own city staff for waste collection,72 and 

contracts with Athens Services for the food waste that is placed in the green 
bins, along with yard waste to be recycled at its composting facility in 
Victorville (American Organics), according to a city official.73   

Ø Once a year, Athens brings Culver City 20 tons of the compost material 
and the city gives most of it away to residents as a gift for gardens.74   

Ø “It is the best-smelling stuff you can imagine, it is so earthy and high-
end as a nutrient for the soil,” one city official told us. “Our gardeners 
love it.” 

                                                
66 Per Committee interview on 2/27/20 
67 https://www.lawa.org/en/lawa-sustainability/sustainability-elements-material-resource-management (accessed 3/2/20) 
68 https://www.lacitysan.org/san/faces/home/portal/s-lsh-wwd/s-lsh-wwd-s/s-lsh-wwd-s-o/s-lsh-wwd-s-o-
isp;jsessionid=2bZOgJ_enNejz3sx4nR_7yAVHcBXLbRq6WYPusobejfPxTBx7VDe!-839466798!-945519779?_adf.ctrl-
state=iheptuwke_1&_afrLoop=10334715382636628&_afrWindowMode=0&_afrWindowId=null#!%40%40%3F_afrWindowId
%3Dnull%26_afrLoop%3D10334715382636628%26_afrWindowMode%3D0%26_adf.ctrl-state%3Diheptuwke_5 (accessed 
3/6/20) 
69 https://www.lacitysan.org/san/faces/wcnav_externalId/s-lsh-wwd-s-o-cyfwp (accessed 10/6/19) 
70 https://patch.com/california/manhattanbeach/city-approves-pay-as-you-throw-trash-rates 
71 https://tbrnews.com/news/manhattan-beach-food-waste-program-recycled-million-pounds-since/article_bcc4a38a-ac25-11e6-
a470-1376873e5c29.html (accessed 9/25/19) 
72 https://wasteadvantagemag.com/from-metal-to-plastic-culver-city-ca-makes-the-move-to-more-durable-containers/ 
73 Committee interview on 10/22/19 
74 ibid 

Page 224 of 274



22
A DIET FOR LANDFILLS: Cutting Down on Food Waste 

 
• Claremont--The city offers its businesses a free food waste recycling program, 

and hired a new driver to pick up food waste from about 65 businesses that 
have signed up.75   

Ø The food waste (food scraps, vegetable trimmings, plate scrapings, and 
spoiled food) is taken to a Burrtec Industries facility in Fontana for 
recycling.76   

Ø The city is working on expanding the food waste pickup in 2021 to all 
residents.77 

 
• Redondo Beach--The city contracts with Athens Services for waste disposal,78 

which offers businesses a food scrap collection program, where food waste can 
be placed in the green bin, along with yard waste.79  

Ø “A recycling program can reduce your trash service and save you 
money,” according to the city‘s website.80  

 
Food Waste Recycling in the United States and Around the World 
 

• As of 2016, at least 198 communities in the United States offer curbside food 
waste pickup.81 These include cities such as: 
ü Seattle--offers residents and businesses curbside food waste collection 
ü New York City--offers certain businesses curbside food waste collection 
ü San Francisco--in 1996, became the first city in the nation to establish a 

large-scale food composting program for businesses and residents.82 
ü Santa Barbara--offers businesses and residents food waste pickup, with a 

fee reduction if less trash goes to the landfill83  
ü Portland--offers curbside food waste pickup and yard waste that can be 

combined in the green bin 
 
• Alameda County84 offers food waste curbside collection in all of its 14 cities 

(including Berkeley and Oakland) and six unincorporated areas85 
 

                                                
75 Committee interview with city staff member on 1/2/20 
76 Per Committee interview on 1/2/20 
77 https://business.claremontchamber.org/blog/claremont-chamber-chatter-2371/post/organics-newsletter-article-city-of-
claremont-6317 (accessed 9/13/19) 
78 https://athensservices.com/residential-services/city-of-redondo-beach/ 
79 https://www.redondo.org/news/displaynews.asp?NewsID=2084&TargetID=9  (accessed 10/4/19) 
80 ibid 
81 https://www.biocycle.net/2015/01/15/residential-food-waste-collection-in-the-u-s-2/  (accessed Jan. 8, 2020) 
82 www.nrdc.org/resources/san-francisco-composting, published on 10/24/17, (accessed on 10/30/19) 
83 https://www.santabarbaraca.gov/services/recycling/business/bins.asp (accessed 9/27/19) 
84 https://www.biocycle.net/2015/01/15/residential-food-waste-collection-in-the-u-s-2/ 
85https://dusp.mit.edu/sites/dusp.mit.edu/files/attachments/project/Municipal%20Curbside%20Compostables%20Collection%20%
20What%20Works%20and%20Why.pdf Pages 8, 11, 53-56 
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• Dozens of municipalities have formalized weekly drop-off programs for 
residential food scraps at central locations, including: 

 
ü Fort Worth86 
ü Washington D.C.87 
ü Buffalo88 
ü Orlando89 

 
• Sweden banned organic waste from landfills in 2005; less than 1% of 

household waste goes to landfills; waste-to-energy infrastructure turns food 
waste and organic waste into biogas that runs more than 200 city buses, as well 
as garbage collection trucks.90 

 
• South Korea has had a Pay-As-You-Throw type system of charging 

households for waste collection since 2013.91 Food waste has been banned 
from landfills since 2005; Seoul’s 10 million residents separate their food 
waste. These policies have led Seoul’s food waste to decrease by 10%, or by 
more than 300 tons a day.92  

 
Schools in Los Angeles County 

• Every school in the 80 school districts in the County has excess edible food 
and food scraps going to landfills, and County health officials have developed 
strategies that can help.93 Cal Recycle also encourages each school district to 
work with its contracted waste hauling company to implement organics 
recycling on campus.94   
 

• The Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD), the second-largest school 
district in the country,95 has a waste hauling contract with Republic Services.96  
This Committee could not find a provision for systematic food waste 
separation/recycling; the only two bins observed at randomly selected schools 
were a large blue dumpster and a black dumpster in parking lots. 
 

                                                
86 https://fortworthtexas.gov/solidwaste/compost/ 
87 https://zerowaste.dc.gov/page/food-yard-waste-residents#:~:text=Food Waste Drop-Off District residents, How to Compost at 
Home 
88 https://wasteadvantagemag.com/buffalo-ny-offers-food-scrap-recycling-program/#:~:text=The City of Buffalo is,be safely 
recycled into compost. 
89 https://www.orlando.gov/Initiatives/Food-Waste-Drop-Off 
90 https://www.nytimes.com/2018/09/21/climate/sweden-garbage-used-for-fuel.html (accessed 1/15/20) 
91 https://www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2014/mar/27/food-waste-around-world (accessed 5/7/20) 
92 https://www.pbs.org/newshour/show/policies-helped-south-koreas-capital-decrease-food-waste (5/4/20) 
93 http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/eh/docs/LACFRI_ShareTablesFoodDonationsInSchools.pdf Page 5 
94 https://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/reducewaste/schools 
95 https://achieve.lausd.net/about#:~:text=Second largest in the nation,,School District Board of Education. 
96 https://home.lausd.net/apps/news/article/322535 (accessed 5/10/20) 
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• LAUSD throws away 600 tons of food waste each week, at a cost of at least 
$100,000.97 In 2017, Gov. Jerry Brown signed a law that allows campuses to 
collect unopened items and untouched fruit and donate them to food banks.98  
In addition, there is a program called Share Table (Appendix 6) where 
unwanted items can be safely offered to those who want them. 
 

• In Los Angeles County, an estimated two million people face food insecurity.99 
 

• Education officials interviewed by this Committee spoke about some LAUSD 
schools, where children as young as preschool-age learn about separating food 
waste, and teachers and volunteer parents use a compost bin onsite in order to 
“feed” the school garden.100  However, several education officials stated that 
many schools do not recycle food waste, and the dumpsters are only for trash 
and recyclables. 
 

• Aside from a school garden increasing healthy eating habits in children,101 the 
care and maintenance of a garden teaches students about food waste and 
composting. A County official told this Committee that a garden on every 
campus would need institutional support from top leadership in order to be 
sustained.102 
 

• A County health education official expressed frustration that nutrition 
education is getting short shrift at schools and recounted a health insurance 
executive stating: “We keep seeing kids with Type II diabetes, who don’t know 
the difference between a protein and a carbohydrate.”103   

 
• A survey sent to all school districts by the County Department of Public Health 

in 2019 to assess food waste on the 2,206 campuses in the County got a 50% 
response rate, according to a County health official.104 A preliminary look at 
the results showed a wide variety of recommended strategies being used to 
reduce food waste: from “Offer vs. Serve,” to using the Share Table idea.105 
Only 3% of schools reported composting food scraps onsite or offsite, 
according to the County health official. 
 

                                                
97 https://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-edu-school-food-waste-law-20170928-story.html (accessed 5/10/20) 
98 ibid 
99 https://www.lafoodbank.org/about/hunger-in-l-a/ (accessed 9/20/19) 
100 Committee interview on 2/25/20 
101 https://www.heart.org/en/professional/educator/teaching-gardens 
102 Committee interview on 2/25/20 
103 ibid 
104 Committee interview on 1/3/20 
105 http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/eh/LACFRI/ 
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• The County Department of Public Works offers free consultations and 
materials in a School Garden Program,106 and has installed gardens at Fishburn 
Elementary School in Maywood and McKinley Elementary School in San 
Gabriel.107 

Obstacles for those who want to recycle food waste 

• Even when restaurants WANT to separate and recycle food waste, they are 
thwarted:  the waste hauler takes it to a landfill anyway (Sweetgreen 
example)108 
 

• Cafeterias located in some buildings owned and/or managed by the State (case 
in point, the cafeteria on the ground floor of the Clara Shortridge Foltz 
Criminal Justice Center in Downtown Los Angeles)109 do not have any visible 
mechanism for separating/recycling food waste, according to numerous 
Committee visits per week over a period of several months. According to an 
interview with a cafeteria employee on November 15, 2019, the only product 
recycled is cooking oil.  
 

• The Committee also interviewed a waste expert familiar with the workings of 
the Clara Shortridge Foltz building who said food waste collected from the 
cafeteria, as well as waste that ends up in the large dumpsters in the loading 
dock area of the building, is probably going to a landfill.110 “There is just so 
much contamination in the bins,” the expert told our Committee. “It’s cheaper 
and easier for companies just to take it to a landfill.  All staff would need 
training about separating in order for organics recycling to work.”  Committee 
members visited the loading dock area on October 15, 2019, and observed 
seven large dumpsters, most filled with trash bags that appeared to be unsorted, 
and blue recycling-designated dumpsters empty and off to the side. 
 

• The expert, who is also familiar with waste collection in the Downtown Los 
Angeles area, told our Committee that all large companies and agencies in the 
area are encouraged to recycle food waste, but few do. Waste hauling 
companies that collect trash have to pay to dump the trash, and they “have to 
pay more to dump organics, so there needs to be more of an incentive” to get 
properly-sorted waste to its proper destination.111 
 

                                                
106 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/sg/school.cfm 
107 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/Roadmap/PDF/annual_report_2019.pdf Roadmap to a Sustainable Waste Management Future 
Annual Progress Report 2019, Page 19 
108 https://www.latimes.com/business/technology/story/2020-01-15/sweetgreen-green-image 
109 Per Committee interview on 10/15/19, where the “LunchStop Weekly Menu” was provided to cafeteria patrons at the Clara 
Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center 
110 Committee interview on 10/15/19 
111 ibid 
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• This Committee identified a food vendor company called LunchStop,112 which 
offers franchisees the opportunity to operate employee and other types of 
cafeterias113 in the County.  Some are in courthouses (such as the one in 
Pasadena114 and the one at the Edmund D. Edelman Children’s Court115) with 
no visible food waste recycling option that our Committee could determine.  
 

• While many courthouses in Los Angeles County are under the jurisdiction of 
the State (Judicial Council of California), most cafeterias in these buildings are 
inspected by the County Department of Public Health.116  

 
• Even in some buildings or facilities where the County has jurisdiction, the 

cafeteria vendor does not appear to offer food waste separation/recycling, e.g., 
at the cafeteria operated by a LunchStop franchisee in the Hall of 
Administration,117 where the County Board of Supervisors meets. Our 
Committee also learned that there is no separation/recycling of food waste at 
the Hollywood Bowl,118 where the County has contracts with other food 
vendors.119 
 

• Some employees at businesses that have special bins throughout the store 
(Target, Costco, etc.) with special signage to collect food waste told this 
Committee that those bags are thrown into the regular trash bin in the back.120  
 

• For some managers of large facilities in the City of Los Angeles, there seems 
to be no cost savings in taking on the issue of food waste.  In fact, there is an 
added cost for the trouble of separating out food waste and training staff, 
several managers told this Committee.121   
 

• During the course of our investigation, the Committee found that for those who 
do not live in a city that offers food waste recycling options, residents are left 
either to do backyard composting themselves, or throw food waste in the trash.  

                                                
112 http://www.lunchstop.com/ 
113 http://file.lacounty.gov/SDSInter/bos/supdocs/117393.pdf 
114 https://www.pasadenastarnews.com/2011/07/20/pasadena-courthouse-cafeteria-reopens-after-six-year-hiatus/ ; This link 
demonstrates that LunchStop was still operating in the Pasadena Courthouse in 2020: 
http://www.decadeonline.com/results.phtml?agency=pas&violsortfield=TB_CORE_INSPECTION_VIOL.ENTERED_BY&viol 

ortorder=DESC&forceresults=1&forcefac=0&offset=0&businessname=LunchStop&businessstreet=&city=&zip=&facilityid=&F

TS=&soundslike=&sort=FACILITY_NAME 
115 http://file.lacounty.gov/SDSInter/bos/supdocs/117393.pdf 
116 https://ehservices.publichealth.lacounty.gov/ezsearch 
117 Per Committee visit and interview with cafeteria employee on 11/15/19 
118 Per Committee interview with County official on 2/19/20 
119 Our Committee found the vendors of Sodexo/Compass and the Lucques Group. https://www.reuters.com/article/us-sodexo-
centerplate-idUSKBN1DF0S2  https://thelucquesgroup.com/hollywood-bowl.html Committee concluded that Sodexo was still 
one of the vendors, based on the 2019 Public Health Department inspection list: 
https://ehservices.publichealth.lacounty.gov/ezsearch 
120 Per Committee interview with employees on 11/6/19, and on 11/6/19 and 11/9/19 visits to a Costco and Target 
121 Per Committee interviews/visits to large facilities on 11/27/19, 12/16/19, and 2/13/20  
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• In the city of Los Angeles, for residents, it doesn’t matter how much trash you 

generate, the cost is the same, according to the bimonthly bill many of our Jury 
members receive every month. Residents are charged a flat Solid Resources 
Fee (SRF) that is applied to the City’s Clean Water, Solid Resources, and 
Watershed Protection.122 The fee funds the collection of solid waste, landfill 
costs, and a numerous list of associated costs. “Since the Solid Resources Fee 
funds more than just refuse collection, the fee is still applied—even if your 
dwelling produces little, or no, refuse waste,”123 according to the City’s LA 
Sanitation website. 
 

• A City official stated, “it’s hard for people to separate food waste; it can be 
smelly; where do you keep it, etc. We’re working on a good way to do it.  We 
have pilot programs.”124 
 

• This Committee found strong interest from residents and businesses 
interviewed. For those residents who are already committed to food waste 
separation and recycling (whether from their single-family house, or 
apartment), the only option our Committee found was LA Compost:125  
 

Ø a nonprofit organization that has a drop-off booth at several weekly 
farmer’s markets 

Ø relies on volunteers and donations 
Ø operates several hubs throughout the City where residents can drop off 

their food waste126  
Ø in January of 2020, before the Covid-19 Pandemic, only eight of the 32 

hubs were open due to growing demand, and not enough capacity127  
Ø during the pandemic, LA Compost continued accepting food waste 

drop-offs at one of the 26 community gardens throughout the City, and 
volunteers said that every Sunday, there was a constant stream of 
people 

 

 

                                                
122 https://www.lacitysan.org/san/faces/home/portal/s-lsh-au/s-lsh-au-r/s-lsh-au-r-
b;jsessionid=uynsAdj5Ie5pC1htNKKGWExRuZ0qern6N_Mv-lZPs-8bGx0gKmqt!-839466798!-
945519779?_afrLoop=8682239760179039&_afrWindowMode=0&_afrWindowId=Ed19lWET&_adf.ctrl-
state=197i51z7vh_1#!%40%40%3F_afrWindowId%3DEd19lWET%26_afrLoop%3D8682239760179039%26_afrWindowMode
%3D0%26_adf.ctrl-state%3D197i51z7vh_5 (click on “About Us” and then “Understanding Rates”) 
123 ibid 
124 Per Committee interview on 2/27/20 
125 www.lacompost.org 
126 https://www.lacompost.org/faq 
127 https://www.kcrw.com/news/shows/greater-la/the-challenges-of-composting-in-la/composting-in-la-isnt-as-easy-as-it-sounds  
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• Many college campuses in the County have ongoing sustainability initiatives: 

 
Ø Cal State Northridge--dining services staff collects kitchen plant food 

waste and uses it for composting in its garden on campus.128 
Ø Occidental College in Eagle Rock--students have begun composting 

programs for food waste, but continue to find it challenging to sustain 
the program as students graduate.129 In 2016, the campus contracted 
with waste hauling company Athens Services to have food waste taken 
to the company’s composting facility in Victorville.130 

Ø Students whose home cities, like Seattle, have curbside compost pickup 
programs express surprise that fellow students are not as diligent about 
food separation/recycling.131  

 
• The County’s Department of Public Works has identified nearly 200 facilities 

where organic waste should be separated and recycled, from cafeteria kitchen 
food prep areas (“back of house”); cafeteria dining areas, lunch rooms, 
employee workstations, landscaping.132 Educational material has been 
provided, and compliance is encouraged, according to County officials.133  
However, County officials said they don’t know how many of the identified 
entities are meeting the mandate, which requires organic waste recycling as of 
January 1, 2019,134 and that more action may be forthcoming once the State 
outlines regulations around the $10,000 fine per day. A random check by our 
Committee calling and visiting a few of the facilities, in conjunction with our 
conversations with waste haulers, leads us to believe that there is room for 
improvement in implementing organic waste recycling in these facilities.   

                                                
128 https://www.csun.edu/sustainability/sustainable-garden-education-center 
129 https://www.theoccidentalnews.com/features/2018/03/27/good-waste-composting-efforts-campus/2892421 (accessed 11/3/19) 
130 https://www.theoccidentalnews.com/news/2016/01/01/college-looking-to-further-expand-composting-program/2880886 
131 https://www.theoccidentalnews.com/news/2018/03/20/student-led-compost-initiative-begins-braun-hall/2891999 (accessed 
2/17/20) 
132 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/organics/pdf/AB1826Memo_2018.pdf 
133 Per Committee interviews on 10/7/19 and 11/19/19 
134 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/organics/pdf/AB1826Memo_2018.pdf Page 2 
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      COVID-19  

The pandemic provides an opportunity to reimagine how things can be, and our 
Committee was pleased to see the word “waste” in the mix in an article published 
on May 13, 2020, in the Los Angeles Times: 135 

Gov. Gavin Newsom appointed Tom Steyer, a billionaire former hedge fund 
manager turned climate change activist, to co-chair his Task Force on Business 
and Jobs Recovery. Twenty state lawmakers signed a letter last month to 
Steyer and Newsom’s chief of staff, Ann O’Leary, urging the governor’s office 
to consider recovery investments that prioritize “clean economy job creation.” 

The letter reads, “We know the clean economy — transportation, housing, energy, 
water, manufacturing, waste, and natural and working lands — is one of the most 
cost-effective, resilient job creation sectors economy-wide.”  

 

RECOMMENDATIONS   

This Committee recommends a public education campaign around food waste that  
creates drop-off food waste centers in more areas of the County and provides financial 
incentives, as well as County-owned facilities “leading by example” in recycling food 
waste—all of which require a little help from our friends.136  

We recommend: 

1.1 Each of the 88 cities, and the County’s unincorporated areas, should establish a 
weekly food waste drop-off center. The center can be at a farmer’s market, such 
as the one held each Thursday near Los Angeles City Hall, or at another 
appropriate site.  City and County officials can arrange for the food waste 
collected to be taken to a nearby facility for recycling, or can establish contracts 
with organizations such as the Los Angeles Community Garden Council or 
landscaping companies for composting. 
 

1.2 County officials should initiate programs using composting technology (such as 
Compostology137 or Earth Cube138) that can compact food waste and can be 
easily installed in offices and schools.139 

 

                                                
135 https://www.latimes.com/environment/story/2020-05-13/half-million-clean-energy-job-losses-amid-coronavirus 
136 From the Beatles song “With a Little Help From My Friends.”  
137 https://www.compostology.us/about (accessed 9/26/19) 
138 http://compostingtechnology.com/in-vessel-composting-systems/earth-cube/ 
139 https://www.biocycle.net/2015/03/31/school-district-rolls-out-food-waste-reduction/ (accessed 10/12/19) 
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1.3 County and city officials should create an incentive program for residents and 
businesses to separate food waste. This could be in the form of a gift card to a 
local grocery store/farmer’s market, or a discount on a solid waste fee.  For 
example, in the city of Santa Barbara, 150 businesses (restaurants, grocery 
stores, coffee shops, etc.) have signed up for the city’s Foodscraps program, and 
can save several hundred dollars a month off their trash collection fee.140   

 
1.4 County officials should work with community colleges and workforce training 

programs, to increase classes about food waste recycling and careers in waste 
management that focus on diversion and conversion technologies. 

 
1.5 County officials should create a garden/compost program at Pitchess Detention 

Center in Castaic and investigate the option of a garden at some or all of the 
juvenile detention facilities. 

 
1.6 The County Department of Public Health should develop a program to train its 

300 food inspectors as “ambassadors” when they are in the field.  The inspectors 
need to be armed with the Food DROP brochure,141 as well as information about 
how that establishment can safely separate and recycle any food waste. (This 
recommendation is also for Long Beach and Pasadena, which have their own 
Public Health departments.) 

 
1.7 The County Department of Public Health should take the lead in creating a food 

waste education component as part of its permit process required for all outdoor 
public events that will be serving food. Department officials can work with the 
event manager ahead of time to plan for excess edible food donation, and for 
how food waste will be collected and separated. (This recommendation is also 
for Long Beach and Pasadena, which have their own Public Health 
departments.) 

 
1.8 County officials should modify contracts with food vendor companies that are 

inside County facilities, such as the Hollywood Bowl, the Arboretum, the Los 
Angeles County Museum of Art, and cafeterias located at County hospitals, to 
include food waste separation and recycling. Especially at the Hollywood Bowl, 
which draws more than 17,000 people142 for most of its summer concert events, 
has several food options onsite,143 and traditionally draws large pre-concert 
picknicking crowds, implementing a food waste recycling program can be part 
of a public education campaign. 

                                                
140https://www.santabarbaraca.gov/services/recycling/business/foodscrap.asp#:~:text=About%20The%20Program,like%20your%
20recycling%20and%20trash. (accessed 2/17/20) 
141 https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/sbr/food-drop.aspx 
142 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hollywood_Bowl 
143 https://www.hollywoodbowl.com/visit/when-youre-here  
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1.9 The County Board of Supervisors should require that the vendor operating the 

Hall of Administration cafeteria institute procedures to separate food waste, both 
in the food prep area, and in the dining room.  
 

1.10 The City of Los Angeles should partner with LA Compost to expand that 
organization’s footprint in the city to increase its capacity to collect and compost 
food waste.   
 

1.11 The City of Los Angeles should work with its 99 Neighborhood Councils to 
increase public education around food waste separation/recycling programs.  
 

1.12 All 80 school districts located in the County should work with local public 
works and health department officials to create a garden and compost program 
in every school,144 and monitor edible food recovery efforts.145 

 
1.13 All 80 school districts should develop a garden/compost program that can be 

available for students in the myriad after-school daycare options available on 
campus (LACER, After the Bell, STAR, etc.). 

 
1.14 Elected officials in the County and cities should adopt the 11 suggestions in the 

March 2018 Countywide Organics Waste Management Plan146 and express 
support for the need to increase capacity and site and build new facilities to 
handle organic waste. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                
144 www.ecocycle.org (accessed 5/2/20) 
145 https://www.ecocycle.org/files/School%20Compost%20Programs%20Pathways%20to%20Success.pdf “School Compost 
Programs: Pathways to Success” (accessed 4/3/20) 
146 https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/News/swims-more-links.aspx?id=4# LA County Countywide Organic Waste Management 
Plan March 2018, Page 39 
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REQUIRED RESPONSES  

Responses are required from: 

 

Recommendation Responding Agency 
1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6, 1.7, 1.8, 1.9, 
1.14 

County Board of Supervisors 

1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6, 1.7, 1.8, 1.9, 
1.14 

Chief Executive Officer Sachi Hamai 

1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.7, 1.8, 1.9, 1.12, 
1.14 

County Department of Public Works 

1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6, 1.7, 1.8, 1.9, 
1.10, 1.11, 1.12, 1.13, 1.14 

County Chief Sustainability Office 

1.1, 1.3, 1.8, 1.14 Mayors of 88 cities 
1.5 County Department of Probation 
1.6, 1.7, 1.8, 1.9, 1.12, 1.13 County Department of Public Health 
1.6, 1.7 Long Beach Department of Health and 

Human Services 
1.6, 1.7 Pasadena Public Health Department 
1.6, 1.7, 1.8, 1.9, 1.12, 1.13 County Department of Environmental 

Health 
1.14 Internal Services Department 
1.8 County Parks and Recreation Department 
1.1, 1.3, 1.8, 1.10, 1.11, 1.14 Mayor of City of Los Angeles 
1.12, 1.13 Superintendents of all 80 school districts 
1.12, 1.13 Los Angeles County Office of Education 

 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS  

Hind Baki, Chair 
Nirja Kapoor 
John Palos 
Jenalea Smith 
Judith Whitman 
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APPENDIX 1147 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

                                                
147 https://www.epa.gov/sustainable-management-food/food-recovery-hierarchy 
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APPENDIX 2148 

 

 

 

 

  

                                                
148 https://ilsr.org/food-waste-hierarchy/ 
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APPENDIX 3149 

Active Landfills in Los Angeles County                                                

Landfill Site Owner Operator End of 
Operation 

Antelope Valley 
Recycling and 
Disposal Facility 

Waste Management, 
Inc. 

Waste Management, 
Inc. 

2042 

Azusa Land 
Reclamation (Inert) 

Azusa Land 
Reclamation Co., Inc. 

Waste Management, 
Inc. 
  

January 
2025 

Burbank Landfill #3 City of Burbank City of Burbank 
Department of Public 
Works 

January 
2053 

Calabasas Landfill County of Los 
Angeles 

Los Angeles County 
Sanitation Districts 

September 
2025 

Lancaster Landfill & 
Recycling Center 

Waste Management, 
Inc. 
 

Waste Management, 
Inc. 
 

March 
2044 

Pebbly Beach 
Landfill (Avalon)  

City of Avalon  CR&R Environmental 
Services 
  

July 2028 

San Clemente Island 
Landfill 

U.S. Navy U.S. Navy January 
2032 

Savage Canyon 
Landfill 

City of Whittier City of Whittier Public 
Works Department150 

December 
2048 

Scholl Canyon 
Landfill 

Co-Owned by City of 
Glendale and Los 
Angeles County 
Sanitation Districts 

Los Angeles County 
Sanitation Districts 

December 
2024 

Sunshine Canyon 
Landfill 

Republic Services, 
Inc./BFI 

Republic Services, 
Inc./BFI 

February 
2037 

 

  

                                                
149 http://www.publichealth.lacounty.gov/eh/EP/solid_waste/facilitieslandfill.htm?func=1&Landfill=landfill	(accessed 1/31/20); 
https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/OnlineServices/search-solid-waste-sites-esri.aspx  (accessed 2/5/20) 
150 https://www.cityofwhittier.org/government/public-works/trash/landfill-services  
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APPENDIX 4151 

 

 

  

                                                

151 https://www.sfswma.org/wp-content/uploads/2011/11/Anatomy_of_a_Landfill.pdf 
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APPENDIX 5 

Green Waste Pick-up and Recycling options available in County Unincorporated 
Areas (CUC) 

• The County’s Department of Public Works oversees the waste hauler 
agreements for the 125 unincorporated areas,152 which include Altadena, 
Hacienda Heights, and Marina Del Rey. About 1 million people live in those 
areas; the “Mayor” of each area is the corresponding member of the County 
Board of Supervisors.153 

• Many franchise waste haulers offer separate collection and recycling services 
for green waste.154 Some waste haulers offer one solid waste bin for mixed 
refuse for commercial clients.  The mixed waste is hauled to a material 
recovery facility where some things may be diverted from a landfill, unless 
there is too much contamination.155   

• Landscapers can deliver green waste generated from their operation to 
processing facilities that specifically recycle green waste. Currently, there are 
over 100 facilities in Los Angeles County and nearby counties that accept 
green waste generated in Los Angeles County.156 

• In 2018, Public Works consultants visited over 70 multi-family complexes and 
found that only a few generated more than 1 cubic yard of green landscape 
waste.157 

• The various waste haulers serving residents in the CUC are required to provide 
three separate bins:  one for trash, one for recyclables, and one for green 
waste.158  

Green Waste Pick-up and Recycling Options Available for City of Los Angeles 

• The State’s most populous city, Los Angeles, manages its waste through the 
LA Sanitation Department.159 For approximately 80,000 businesses and multi-
family complexes, the City of Los Angeles is divided into service areas and 
assigned a waste hauler under the RecycLA program.160 The program assigns 
seven waste haulers to 11 zones in the City.161 

                                                
152 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/News/WasteHauler/ 
153 https://lacounty.gov/government/about-la-county/unincorporated-areas/ 
154https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/docs/pdf/faq/Commercial%20Waste%20Franchise%20System%20FAQ%20for%20Waste
%20Haulers.pdf 
155 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/Roadmap/PDF/annual_report_2019.pdf Roadmap to a Sustainable Waste Management Future 
Annual Progress Report 2019, Page 47-48 
156 www.dpw.lacounty.gov/Epd/Tf/lsw/lsw 
157 ibid 
158 https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/News/swims-more-links.aspx?id=4# LA County Countywide Organic Waste Management 
Plan March 2018, Executive Summary xi 
159 www.lacitysan.org 
160 https://www.lacitysan.org/san/faces/home/portal/s-lsh-wwd/s-lsh-wwd-s/s-lsh-wwd-s-zwlaf/s-lsh-wwd-s-zwlaf-au?_adf.ctrl-
state=3z2x730v8_5&_afrLoop=11962272467624951#! 
161 https://www.waste360.com/commercial/los-angeles-bpw-award-11-franchise-zones-seven-waste-haulers 
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• Green waste is taken to Griffith Park, where it’s mixed with zoo doo (collected 
from herbivores at the adjacent Los Angeles Zoo) and biosolids (sewage 
products).162 The Griffith Park Composting Facility makes a final compost 
product that is used throughout the park, and for the City’s Free Mulch Give-
Away Program. 

• The mulch produced by the City is registered and trademarked as Topgro ®; 
the City gives its Department of Recreation and Parks half the compost 
created, and the rest is sold to private entities such as landscape companies.163 

• Residential customers in the City are provided three bins for separating items 
for trash day:164 one for trash, one for recyclables, one for green waste (no food 
waste can be placed in this bin as it would contaminate the green waste); an 
extra bin for horse manure is provided for a nominal fee.165 

  

                                                
162 https://www.lacitysan.org/san/faces/home/portal/s-lsh-wwd/s-lsh-wwd-s/s-lsh-wwd-s-gw/s-lsh-wwd-s-gw-gpcf#:~:text=The 
Griffith Park Composting Facility,trimmings from acres of landscaping. 
163 https://www.lacitysan.org/san/faces/home/portal/s-lsh-wwd/s-lsh-wwd-s/s-lsh-wwd-s-gw/s-lsh-wwd-s-gw-faq?_adf.ctrl-
state=3z2x730v8_758&_afrLoop=11962739376231226#! 
164 https://www.lacitysan.org/san/faces/home?_adf.ctrl-state=3z2x730v8_758&_afrLoop=11962955571838333#! Scroll down to 
“What Goes in Each Bin” 
165 ibid 
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APPENDIX 6 

Edible Food Recovery 

• In 2018, the County Department of Public Works launched the Food Donation 
and Recovery Outreach Program Food DROP website (www.FoodDROPLA. 
com) to provide resources for businesses in the unincorporated communities to 
safely donate excess edible food and reduce food waste.  In addition to federal 
Good Samaritan laws that can provide legal protection, donating edible food 
can possibly provide a tax deduction.166 

 
• In 2018, the County’s Smart Business Recycling Consultants visited over 130 

large food service establishments to survey how they currently manage 
organics and recyclables and to connect these businesses with local charities to 
donate edible excess food. Twenty-six businesses indicated that they donate 
edible food.167 

 
• Organizations like Food Forward168 last year collected 26 million pounds of 

edible food from various companies.169 The organization’s four 26-foot trucks 
pick up produce that otherwise would go to waste and distribute the bounty to 
agencies serving the needy from Santa Barbara to the California-Mexico 
border.  Staff pick up excess produce from the largest produce market in the 
United States, located in Downtown Los Angeles, and nearby produce houses, 
as well as farmer’s markets. Volunteer teams also are sent to pick residents’ 
backyard fruit and distribute to food pantries.   

 
• Companies like Imperfect Produce170 ship boxes of imperfect-looking fruits 

and vegetables, and packaged food that has been rejected for cosmetic reasons.  
 

• There are many websites available to help residents who want to reduce food 
waste in their kitchens 
ü www.savethefood.com 
ü www.cawrecycles.org (Californians Against Waste) 

 
• For the K-12 school environment in Los Angeles County, the County 

Department of Public Health has developed resources to help each campus 
reduce food waste.   
ü http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/eh/LACFRI/ 

                                                
166 www.FoodDROPLA.com 
167 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/tf/isw/isw_2019_09.pdf Page 3 
168 www.foodforward.org  
169 https://www.dailynews.com/2019/06/20/this-new-produce-depot-is-a-game-changer-for-north-hollywood-based-food-forward/ 
(accessed 2/23/20) 
170 www.imperfectfoods.com (accessed 9/25/19) 
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APPENDIX 7171 
 

Food Waste Recycling: County Department of Public Works Headquarters172 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
      
 
 
  
  

                                                
171 https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/Roadmap/PDF/annual_report_2019.pdf  
Roadmap to a Sustainable Waste Management Future Annual Progress  
Report 2019, Page 37 
172 All photos in Appendix 7 were taken by members of the 2019-2020  
Los Angeles County Civil Grand Jury on 3/11/20 

The Department reported that, in 
2018, its food waste reduction 
practices in the cafeteria prevented 
over 300 pounds of food waste 
from being generated, and did not 
generate any leftover food for 
donation. 

In addition, almost 18,000 pounds 
of food waste was collected from 
the cafeteria kitchen, dining area, 
break rooms, and special events 
and sent to be recycled at an 
anaerobic digestion facility.  An 
additional 1,200 pounds of food 
waste from the cafeteria kitchen 
was composted on site in the worm 
bins (see picture below). 

County Department of Public 
Works Headquarters in Alhambra: 
Photos of the employee cafeteria 
signage, showing food waste 
separation, and serving as a model 
for other County facilities.  
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The food waste separated in the cafeteria is then brought to special worm-composting 
bins onsite. Worm composting is using worms to recycle food scraps and other 
organic material into a valuable soil amendment called vermicompost. Worms eat 
food scraps, which become compost as they pass through the worm's body.173 
 
 
 
        
 

  

                                                
173 http://compost.css.cornell.edu/worms/basics.html (accessed 5/3/20) 

The compost is then used at the onsite garden, which grows vegetables that 
can be offered to employees or cafeteria cooks. 
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APPENDIX 8 
 
Food Waste Transfer and Processing: Puente Hills Materials Recovery Facility174 
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                
174 All photos in Appendix 8 were taken by members of the 2019-2020  
Los Angeles County Civil Grand Jury on 10/15/19 

A line of trucks bringing various types of separated waste 
such as cardboard and bottles/cans for recycling.  The 
smallest pile below is the food waste pile. 
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DATE: October 20, 2021
AGENDA ITEM NO:

TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:

The Honorable Mayor and City Council
Matthew Hallock, Fire Chief
Resolution Declaring the Month of November as "Movember" to Raise
Awareness to Prostate and Other Male Cancers

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the City Council:

1. Adopt Resolution declaring the month of November as "Movember"; and
2. Take such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The Movember Foundation is the leading global organization committed to changing the
face of men's health. The Movember community has raised $911 million to date and
funded over 1,250 programs in 20 countries (https://us.movember.com/). This work is
saving and improving the lives of men affected by prostate cancer, testicular cancer and
mental health programs.

The Foundation challenges men to grow mustaches during Movember (formerly known
as November), to spark conversation and raise vital funds for its men's health programs.
To date, over 5 million mustaches have been grown worldwide.

The mustaches are a symbol to promote awareness regarding men's health issues and
to encourage yearly checkups regarding prostate and testicular cancer. The growth of a
new mustache prompts a conversation, which in turn generates awareness and educates
people on the health issues men face.

The Vision of the Movember Foundation is to have an everlasting impact of the face of
men's health.

BACKGROUND:
"Movember" started as an annual charity mustache growing event in Australia sixteen
years ago. Travis Garone is the co-founder of the Movember Foundation. He and Luke
Slattery from Melbourne were having a discussion in 2003 at the Gypsy Bar on Brunswick
Street, Fitzroy when the conversation went to how fashion trends from the 1980's were
coming back, except mustaches. They remembered how popular they were and decided
to grow their mos. ("mo" is Aussie slang for mustache.) This is when they realized that
mustaches would be a great reminder that men should be able to talk openly about men's
health issues, especially prostate cancer as 1 in 6 men will get it in their lifetime.

Consent Calendar 
Agenda Item 3F
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Inspired by a friend's mother who was fundraising for breast cancer, they 
decided to make the campaign about men's health and prostate cancer.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

Respectfully submitted by: Approved by:

________________________________________ ______________________________________

Matthew Hallock Ron Bow
Fire Chief City Manager

ATTACHMENT:
1. Proposed Resolution
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RESOLUTION NO. _

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
MONTEREY PARK DECLARING THE MONTH OF NOVEMBER
AS "MOVEMBER," AN ANNUAL EVENT INVOLVING MEN
GROWING MUSTACHES DURING THE MONTH TO RAISE
AWARENESS OF PROSTATE CANCER AND OTHER MALE
CANCER AND ASSOCIATED CHARITIES.

The City Council does resolve as follows:

SECTION 1: The City Council finds as follows:

A. Movember is the month formerly known as November, where men
and women across the globe join together to raise awareness and
funds for men's health. Men grow and women support a mustache
for 30 days to promote awareness regarding men's health issues and
to encourage yearly checkups regarding prostate and testicular
cancer.

B. "Movember" started as an annual charity mustache growing event in
Australia in 2004. Travis Garone is the co-founder of the Movember
Foundation. He and Luke Slattery from Melbourne were having a
discussion in 2003 at the Gypsy Bar on Brunswick Street, Fitzroy
when the conversation went to how fashion trends from the 1980's
were coming back, except mustaches. They remembered how
popular they were and decided to grow their mos. ("mo" is Aussie
slang for mustache.) This is when they realized that mustaches
would be a great reminder that men should be able to talk openly
about men's health issues, especially prostate cancer as 1 in 6 men
will get it in their lifetime. Inspired by a friend's mother who was
fundraising for breast cancer, they decided to make the campaign
about men's health and prostate cancer. Mr. Garone refers to the
mo's as "hairy ribbons" since October is Breast Cancer awareness
month.

C. Men who support Movember, called Mo Bros, start by registering at
Movember.com. Mo Bros start Movember 1st clean-shaven, then
grow and groom their Mo, for the rest of the month, raising money
along the way. Women who support Movember, called Mo Sistas,
also start by registering at Movember.com. Mo Sistas champion the
Mo by registering and supporting the Mo Bros in their life, spreading
the important message of men's health, leading a team and
organizing events.

D. The Movember Foundation is the leading global organization
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committed to changing the face of men's health. The Movember 
community has raised $911 million since 2004 and funded over 
1,250 programs and 20 countries. This work is saving and improving 
lives of men affected by prostate cancer, testicular cancer and 
mental health problems. 

 
E. One of their programs is MOVE, to encourage more activity in our 

daily lives. This is especially important if you sit more than six hours 
a day. New research shows that sitting and inactivity are linked to 
increased risks of heart disease, diabetes, cancer, and depression. 
Our bodies are designed to move; when we sit for extended periods, 
it causes our bodies to shut down at the metabolic level. When our 
muscles (especially certain leg muscles) are not moving, our 
circulation slows, using less of our blood sugar and burning less fat. 
Moving on a regular basis can help reduce the risk of heart disease, 
diabetes, and cancer. 

 

F. , The Movember Foundation was ranked 45th out of the top Non­ 
Governmental Organizations worldwide. 

 
G. The vision of Movember.com is to have an everlasting impact on 

men's health while having fun in the process. They believe in one 
team working together and sharing knowledge to reach their shared 
goals. 

 

SECTION 2: The City Council further declares: 
 

A Awareness and education promote life saving changes. 
 

B. The Community is encouraged to participate in the Movember 
campaign. 

 

SECTION 3: This Resolution takes effect immediately upon its adoption. 
 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this day of  2021. 
 
 
 
 

 

 
ATTEST: 

Yvonne Yiu, Mayor 
Monterey Park, California 

 
 
 
 

 

Vincent D. Chang, City Clerk 
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State of California )
County of Los Angeles ) ss.
City of Monterey Park )

I, Vincent D. Chang, City Clerk of the City of Monterey Park, California,
do hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution No.  was duly and regularly
adopted by the City Council of the City of Monterey Park at a meeting held on the
_ day of , 2021, by the following vote:

Ayes:
Nays:
Absent:
Abstain:

Council Members:
Council Members:
Council Members:
Council Members:

Dated this_ day of ,2021.

Vincent D. Chang, City Clerk
Monterey Park, California
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DATE: October 20, 2021
AGENDA ITEM NO:  

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
FROM: Robert Aguirre, Director of Recreation & Community Services
SUBJECT: Tree Memorial Program Nominations

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the City Council consider:

1. Approving to honor William R. Sanchez with a memorial tree; and
2. Approving to honor John C. Thompson with a memorial tree; and
3. Taking such additional, related action that may be desirable.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
At the September 15, 2021 City Council meeting, City Council nominated William R.
Sanchez and John C. Thompson for the Tree Memorial Program for their dedication and
service to the community. Tree Memorial honorees are nominated based on the criteria
established in Resolution 10485 and 11484 (Attachment A).

Subsequently, the Tree Memorial Program Committee consisting of three Community
Participation Commissioners and two Recreation and Parks Commissioners met to
review the nomination of William R. Sanchez and John C. Thompson and discussed
their consideration for a Tree Memorial Program.  

After reviewing each nominee’s brief biography the committee voted unanimously to
recommend City Council approves to honor William R. Sanchez and John C. Thompson
with Tree Memorials for their service and positive impact on the Monterey Park
Community.

BACKGROUND: 
In an effort to provide a fair and equitable process to honor individuals for their service
to the community, the City Council established resolutions outlining the guidelines to
conduct the Tree Memorial Program. A Program Committee consisting of three
members of the Community Participation Commission and two members of the
Recreation and Parks Commission met to review the nomination applications and make
recommendations to the City Council.

Mr. William R. Sanchez was born in 1918 and lived to the age of 103. He was a
Sergeant in the US Army, WWII Veteran, and was a Prisoner of War “POW” for 4 years.
During his time in the military he earned the American Defense Medal with 1 Bronze
Star, the Asiatic-Pacific Campaign Medal with 3 Bronze Stars, Philippine Defense Medal

Consent Calendar 
Agenda Item 3G
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with 1 Bronze Star, Good Conduct Medal, Victory Ribbon, the Distinguished Unit Badge
with 2 Oak Leaf Clusters, 1 Service Stripe and 8 Overseas Bars. After his return from
WWII, Mr. Sanchez served the Monterey Park community by mentoring service
members at the American Legion Post 397 and participating as a keynote speaker at
numerous patriotic and national holiday events. As a POW veteran he advocated for
veterans’ rights and benefits and helped at the Veteran’s Hospital. 

Mr. John “Johnny” Thompson was a long time resident, business owner, volunteer and 
advocate for the musical arts. For over 60 years he owned and operated Johnny 
Thompson Music store on Garvey Avenue. In the 1980s he was the founding member
of the Downtown Merchants’ Association, now known as the Business Improvement 
District (BID) and served on the board until his passing. Johnny dedicated numerous
hours to local school districts to promote their music programs and helped to provide
access to music for disadvantaged students. Johnny also donated numerous hours of
volunteerism to local organizations and programs.

FISCAL IMPACT: 
The Tree Memorial plaque and ceremony would cost approximately $300 per nominee
and funding is included in the FY 21-21 adopted budget in the Community Participation
Division fund, account no. 1016508-5242.

Respectfully submitted by:

Robert Aguirre
Director of Recreation & Community Services

Approved by:

Ron Bow
City Manager

ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Resolution 10485 and 11484
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RESOLUTION NO. 10485 

A RESOLUTION OF TIIE CITY COUNCIL OF TIIE CITY OF MONTEREY 
PARK, CALIFORNIA TO ESTABLISH A TREE MEMORIAL NOMINATION 
AND AWARD 

WHEREAS, the City of Monterey Park would like to acknowledge important and 
distinguished members of the City, by recognizing them with the dedication of a tree in their 
honor; and, 

WHEREAS, on August 18, 1999 the City Council of Monterey Park directed staff 
to form a Committee, consisting of2 members of the Recreation and Parks Commission and 2 
members from the Historical Heritage Commission, to establish guidelines regarding an individual 
being considered for a Tree Memorial; and, 

WHEREAS, members of the above mentioned Commissions have met and have 
submitted their recommendations to the City; and, 

WHEREAS, City has incorporated these recommendations into a nomination 
~ process and award to honor such individuals; and, 

WHEREAS, each February a committee of3 members of the Historical Heritage 
Commission and 2 members of the Recreation and Parks Commission will be assembled as a 
Nomination Committee to accept applications for nominations; and, 

WHEREAS, the Nomination Committee, will review nominations for an honor 
based on the submission of proper documentation and requirements, and, follow guidelines as set 
forth by the Tree Memorial Committee, and subsequent alternatives as recommended by staff; 
and, 

WHEREAS, the Nomination Committee will make their recommendations to the 
City Council in April, with a dedication ceremony to be held in May, close to the anniversary of 
the City's Incorporation. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City of Monterey Park hereby 
adopts the establishment of the Tree Memorial Nomination and Award, and designates staff to 
authorize a nomination committee as specified above to accept, review and nominate 
distinguished individuals as indicated in the following sections. 
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SECTION 1 
MEMORIAL PLAQUE I TREE 
Plaques to be consistent with plaques that are existing in front of City Hall. Trees 
that are to be purchased will be of similar type as existing. Cost for the plaques will 
be charged to the person or group who nominates the individual ($500.00) City 
Council may waive fees at its discretion. 

SECTION II 

A. 

QUALIFICATIONS 
The consideration for selection must include a substantial history of Community 
Service. For Example: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Individual should have been a long term resident (I 0 years or more) in the 
City of Monterey Park, and should have provided a service benefit to the 
entire Community, in one or more of the following ways: 

Served on a City elected or appointed position for at least two 
terms or 5 years, whichever is greater; 

Voluntarily served the City as an officer, or board member of, one 
or more City recognized Service Clubs, volunteer community based 
organizations or other City service and charitable service 
organizations, which provide a direct service to Monterey Park 
residents; 

A long term community business leader who has served the 
Community through his/her financial or voluntary efforts to one or 
more service and charitable service organization or non profit 
organization in the City of Monterey Park for a period of no less 
than 10 years. 

An individual, resident or non resident, who has made a significant 
or cumulative and positive impact on the Community. 

B. The term "servedn means that the individual must demonstrate an active role in 
providing a benefit to the Monterey Park Community, in addition to service to City 
service and charitable service organizations. 

C. Special consideration without regard to the above mentioned qualifications, should 
be given to an individual, resident or non resident, who has deceased while 
performing service to our community. 
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SECTION III 

NOMINATION PROCESS 

A Nominations to be submitted, accepted and considered only one time per 
year. No limit as to the number of years nominated. No limits imposed on 
the nomination committee as to how many individuals are recommended 
each year. 

B. Interested parties will be required to fill out an application which will 
require detailed justification for consideration, provide a picture and other 
suitable materials deemed necessary. In order to further determine merit, 
and to add significance to the prestige of the memorial, any individual 
whose name is put forth should be supported by at least three letters of 
reference by community members indicating the contribution made and 
significance, in their opinion. 

C. A nomination committee consisting of 5 members from the two 
Commissions, 3 Historical Heritage and 2 Recreation and Parks, shall be 
assigned to review the application and consider the qualifications. 

D. The time period for nominations are in February, with a selection and 
ceremony to be held in May, close to the anniversary of the City's 
incorporation. 

' 
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PASSED AND APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 15th day of March, 2000. 

ATTEST: 

~~ 
David M. Barron, City Clerk 
City of Monterey Park, 
California 

StateofCalifornia ) 
County of Los Angeles ) ss. 
City of Monterey Park ) 

~ela,Mayor 
City of Monterey Park 
California 

I, David Barron, City Clerk of the City of Monterey Park, California, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing Resolution No.1048Was duly and regularly adopted by the City Council of the 
City of Monterey Park at a meeting held on the 15 day of March , 2000, by the following vote: 

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS: CBU, BALDERRAMA, ALONSO, VENTI, VALENZUELA 
NAES: COUNCILMEMBERS: NONE 
ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: NONE 
ABSTAIN: COUNCILMEMBERS: NONE 

Dated this 15th day of March '2000. 

~~ 
David M. Barron, City Clerk 
City of Monterey Park 
California 
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A RESOLUTION AMENDING RESOLUTION NO. 10485 
REGULATING THE PROCEDURES FOR NOMINATIONS AND 
ERECTING TREE MEMORIALS. 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Monterey Park as follows: 

SECTION 1: The City Council finds as follows: 

A. In 2000, the Monterey Park City Council adopted a resolution to 
honor community members whose contributions have made a 
significant impact on the City of Monterey Park by establishing a 
Tree Memorial Program, and 

B. The City Council believes the display of the these trees and 
plaques enhances City facilities and inspires citizens to contribute 
to their community; and 

C. It is in the public interest for persons recognized with a Tree 
Memorial to be so honored without the need for paying a fee. 

SECTION 2: Amendments. Resolution No. 10485 is amended as follows: 

A. Section 1 is amended in its entirety to read as follows: "Plaques to 
be consistent with plaques that are existing in front of City Hall. 
Similar existing trees at Garvey Ranch Park will be used." 

B. Subsection A of Section 3 is amended in its entirety to read as 
follows: "Nominations may be submitted, accepted, and considered 
only once per year. There is no limit to the number of years in 
which a person may be nominated. Only three nominations will be 
recommended to the City Council per year. A person may only 
receive this honor once." 

SECTION 3: City Manager Authorization. The city manager is authorized to 
promulgate administrative policies and procedures to implement and facilitate the 
directives set forth in this Resolution. 

SECTION 4: This Resolution will become effective immediately upon adoption 
and will remain effective unless superseded or repealed. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED this 2nd day of May, 2012. 

ATTEST: 

ILJ)h~vw--
(DaVidBirTOn, CMC, City Clerk 

Monterey Park, Cal" rnia 

By: 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) SS 
CITY OF MONTEREY PARK ) 

I, DAVID M. BARRON, CMC, City Clerk of the City of Monterey Park, California, 
do hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution No.11484 was duly and regularly 
adopted by the City Council of the City of Monterey Park at a meeting held on the 
2nd day of May, 2012, by the following vote: 

Ayes: 
Naes: 
Absent: 
Abstain: 

Council Members: Chu, Wong, Real Sebastian, lng, Lau 
Council Members: None 
Council Members: None 
Council Members: None 

Dated this 2nd day of May 2012. 

/L;!Jvt6 
David Barron, CMC, City~ 
Monterey Park, California 
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DATE: October 20, 2021 
AGENDA ITEM NO:  

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
FROM: Vincent D. Chang, City Clerk 
SUBJECT: Public Hearing to receive testimony regarding redrawing council district 

boundaries pursuant to Elections Code § 21601. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the City Council consider: 

1. Conducting a Public Hearing to receive testimony on redrawing council district
boundaries pursuant to Elections Code § 21601;

2. Providing direction regarding whether to choose Option A – to accept the existing
council district map OR Option B - redrawing of council district boundaries pursuant
to Elections Code § 21601; and

3. Receiving and filing the mayoral rotation schedule or provide direction regarding
the mayoral schedule; and

4. Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

In 2019, the City transitioned to district-based elections. In accordance with the Fair and 
Inclusive Redistricting for Municipalities and Political Subdivisions (FAIR MAPS) Act 
(Elections Code § 21601-21609), following the federal decennial census every ten years, 
districts boundaries must be redrawn so that each district is substantially equal in 
population. It is important in ensuring that each City Councilmember represents about the 
same number of constituents. The maps must meet certain requirements and has a total 
deviation of less than 10% difference.  

The U.S. Census Bureau released the 2020 Census data on August 12, 2021, and the 
Statewide Database adjusted its dataset and released its Adjusted Census data on 
September 22, 2021. Demographer, National Demographics Corporation (NDC) 
performed the “Still Balance Analysis” and finds that the existing district map meet the 
FAIR MAPS Act criteria with a deviation of 2.84%. 

The City Council may choose to adopt the existing district map after having the statutory 
hearings and that will conclude the redistricting process or choose to redraw the election 
areas or districts if it desires to do so. The City Council held the first public hearing on 

Public Hearing 
Agenda Item 4A
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July 21, 2021. This is the second public hearing. The City Council will need to schedule 
two additional public hearings to meet the statutory requirement of four public hearings.  

BACKGROUND: 

Following each decennial federal census, the City Council must adopt boundaries for all 
council districts so that the districts will be substantially equal in population. According to 
the FAIR MAPS Act, districts must meet the following requirements:  

District Map Criteria 
• Comply with federal requirements of equal population and the Voting Rights Act
• Areas that are geographically contiguous (connected).
• Keeping the geographic integrity by minimizing division of community interest of

social and economic interests.
• Areas easily identifiable bonded by natural and artificial barriers, streets, and

boundaries.
• Encourages geographical compactness where nearby areas of population are not

bypassed in favor of more distant populations.
• Do not favor or discriminate against a political party.

Public Hearings 
• Hold a minimum of four public hearings, one pre-draft maps hearing, two post-draft

maps hearings, and one additional pre/post-draft maps hearing.
• Post-draft maps hearings must be held after a 21-day (waiting period) following the

release of the State-Adjusted census data.
• Hearings must start at a fixed time or after completion of previous agenda item.
• At least one hearing must be held after 6:00 p.m. or on the weekend.

Notices 
• Dedicated webpage (www.MontereyPark.ca.gov/Redistricting2021) with

explanation of redistricting and public comment process, calendar of hearings,
notices and agendas, recordings or written summaries, draft maps considered by
the City Council, and adopted map.

• Notices contain date, time and location of hearings and must be posted online five
days in advance.

• All materials related to the redistricting must be kept online until 2031.

Outreach 
• Encourage public participation including a good faith effort to provide information

to local media, provide information through “good government, civil rights, civic
engagement, and community groups or organizations.”

• Interested persons may subscribe to receive notices about public meetings.
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• Post information on redistricting and comment process online including applicable
non-English languages in accordance with the Secretary of State’s determination
of Chinese and Spanish as the required languages.

Translation 
• Provide information on redistricting and comment process in applicable non-

English languages in accordance with the Secretary of State’s determination.
• Requires providing live translation, if the request was made 72 hours in advance

or 48 hours if the notice was posted five days before the hearings.

Timeline for Submittal of Adopted Map 
• 205 days before the next regular election. Los Angeles County’s deadline for

submittal of final map for November 8, 2022, election is May 12, 2022.

Next Steps and Tentative Timelines 
• NDC performed the analysis using the 2020 census data and the State of

California’s adjusted data. The findings conclude that the existing map
remains population balanced and is in compliance with the FAIR MAPS
requirements. The City Council has the option to accept the existing map (Option
A) or proceed to redraw the election areas (Option B).

Option A 
Adoption of the Existing Map 

Option B 
Redraw Council District Map 

Open the public hearing and seek public 
input. 

Open the public hearing and seek public 
input. 

Discuss the benefits of adopting the 
existing map. 

Discussion the benefits of drawing new 
maps. 

Provide direction to amend the existing 
map with minor changes or no changes. 

Provide direction with guidelines and make 
available the “Public Participation Kit” 
(blank maps for drawing new boundaries) 
for an additional cost of $3,000. 

3rd public hearing scheduled for November 
17, 2021, to seek public input and to make 
additional amendments, if needed. 

3rd public hearing scheduled for December 
1, 2021, to seek public input and review 
proposed maps. 

4th public hearing scheduled for December 
1, 2021, to introduce first reading of an 
ordinance for adoption of the final map. 
Final map posted on the City’s website 
seven days prior to adoption. 

4th public hearing scheduled for January 
19, 2022, to introduce the first reading for 
adoption of the ordinance and the final 
map. Final map posted on the City’s 
website seven days prior to adoption. 

December 22, 2021, adoption of the 
ordinance and the final map. 

February 2, 2022, meeting for adoption of 
the ordinance and the final map. 
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The above options are an overview of the process and tentative timeline. The City Council 
has the option to schedule additional public hearings, if needed. However, the final 
adopted map must be submitted to the Los Angeles County by May 12, 2022, for the 
November 8, 2022, election.   

FISCAL IMPACT: 

The costs of redistricting process of $55,000 have been appropriated in the FY 21-22 
budget. If Option B is selected, there is a $3,000 cost for the Public Participation Kit that 
has been appropriated in the FY 21-22 budget. 

Respectfully submitted by: Prepared by: 

Vincent D. Chang 
City Clerk 

Cindy H. Trang 
Deputy City Clerk 

Reviewed by: 

Inez Alvarez 
Assistant City Manager 

Reviewed by: Reviewed by: 

Ron Bow 
City Manager 

Karl H. Berger 
City Attorney 

ATTACHMENTS:  
1. 2020 Adjusted Census Data
2. Summary Public Comments from the July 21, 2021, Council Meeting
3. July 7, 2021 City Council Staff Report (without attachments)
4. Mayoral Rotation Schedule
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District 1 2 3 4 5 Total
2020 2020 Census (Raw) 12,412 12,116 12,084 12,432 12,211 61,255

Deviation from ideal 161 -135 -167 181 -40 348
% Deviation 1.31% -1.10% -1.36% 1.48% -0.33% 2.84%

% Hisp 18% 24% 56% 16% 24% 28%
% NH White 3% 6% 3% 3% 4% 4%
% NH Black 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%

% Asian-American 77% 68% 39% 79% 71% 67%
Total 7,846 8,287 8,647 6,562 7,508 38,850

% Hisp 17% 22% 53% 28% 23% 29%
% NH White 5% 8% 4% 4% 6% 5%
% NH Black 0% 1% 0% 1% 0% 1%

% Asian/Pac.Isl. 78% 69% 43% 67% 70% 65%
Total 6,511 7,206 7,023 5,211 6,330 32,281

% Latino est. 21% 24% 59% 22% 27% 31%
% Spanish-Surnamed 19% 22% 54% 20% 25% 29%
% Asian-Surnamed 59% 54% 26% 57% 52% 49%

% Filipino-Surnamed 1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 1%
% NH White est. 17% 19% 12% 16% 16% 16%

% NH Black 1% 2% 0% 2% 2% 2%
Total 2,765 3,414 3,358 2,006 2,991 14,534

% Latino est. 23% 25% 63% 29% 32% 35%
% Spanish-Surnamed 22% 24% 58% 27% 30% 33%
% Asian-Surnamed 52% 51% 23% 47% 46% 43%

% Filipino-Surnamed 1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 1%
% NH White est. 21% 20% 11% 19% 17% 17%

% NH Black 1% 2% 1% 2% 2% 1%
Total 4,523 5,379 5,184 3,516 4,649 23,251

% Latino est. 22% 24% 60% 24% 28% 32%
% Spanish-Surnamed 20% 22% 55% 22% 26% 30%
% Asian-Surnamed 56% 53% 26% 54% 50% 47%

% Filipino-Surnamed 1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 1%
% NH White est. 19% 19% 12% 17% 17% 17%
% NH Black est. 1% 2% 0% 2% 2% 1%

ACS Pop. Est. Total 12,582 11,760 12,693 12,118 11,329 60,482
age0-19 18% 18% 21% 20% 18% 19%
age20-60 51% 54% 52% 54% 50% 52%
age60plus 31% 29% 27% 27% 32% 29%

immigrants 61% 48% 41% 63% 55% 53%
naturalized 63% 68% 74% 57% 62% 64%

english 23% 31% 28% 21% 22% 25%
spanish 11% 17% 39% 13% 17% 19%

asian-lang 65% 51% 32% 64% 60% 54%
other lang 1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 1%

Language Fluency
Speaks Eng. "Less 
than Very Well"

45% 34% 27% 51% 42% 40%

hs-grad 34% 39% 45% 43% 36% 39%
bachelor 24% 27% 20% 18% 22% 22%

graduatedegree 12% 11% 8% 7% 9% 9%
Child in Household child-under18 26% 26% 31% 32% 27% 29%
Pct of Pop. Age 16+ employed 54% 60% 58% 55% 58% 57%

income 0-25k 24% 19% 17% 25% 18% 21%
income 25-50k 18% 18% 21% 23% 25% 21%
income 50-75k 16% 18% 17% 16% 16% 17%
income 75-200k 34% 34% 38% 29% 28% 33%

income 200k-plus 8% 11% 7% 6% 13% 9%
single family 62% 69% 75% 54% 73% 67%
multi-family 38% 31% 25% 46% 27% 33%

rented 52% 40% 40% 63% 45% 48%
owned 48% 60% 60% 37% 55% 52%

Total population data from the California adjustment to the 2020 Decennial Census. Surname-based Voter Registration and Turnout data from 
the California Statewide Database. Latino voter registration and turnout data are Spanish-surname counts adjusted using Census Population 
Department undercount estimates. NH White and NH Black registration and turnout counts estimated by NDC. Citizen Voting Age Pop., Age, 
Immigration, and other demographics from the 2015-2019 American Community Survey and Special Tabulation 5-year data.

Housing Stats

Household Income

Education (among those 
age 25+)

2020 Total Pop

Monterey Park - Current Districts (2020 Adjusted)

Language spoken at home

Immigration

Citizen Voting Age Pop

Age

Voter Registration (Nov 
2020)

Voter Turnout     (Nov 
2018)

Voter Turnout     (Nov 
2020)
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July 21, 2021 Public Hearing #1 

Bill Lam, resident, encouraged the City Council to consider hosting workshops, 
including some weekend workshops, for those unable to attend the council meetings. He 
expressed concerns about the boundary lines in the northern section of the city and 
recommended changing from 3 districts to 2 districts citing that the Sierra Vista 
neighborhood is a key area which is divided with the current map.  
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City Council Staff Report

DATE: July 7, 2021 
AGENDA ITEM NO:  

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council  
FROM: Vincent D. Chang, City Clerk 
SUBJECT: Senate Bill 970 – Elections Date Change 

RECOMMENDATION: 
It is recommended that the City Council consider: 

1. Introducing and waiving first reading of an ordinance amending Monterey Park
Municipal Code (“MPMC”) § 2.04.050 to change the election date of general
municipal elections and requesting consolidation with Los Angeles County
pursuant to Elections Code § 1301;

2. Appropriating $12,000 to account no. 1051301-5206 from the General Fund
balance for satisfying the noticing requirement for changing the election date;

3. Receiving and filing the mayoral rotation schedule or provide direction to be
brought back at a future council meeting for consideration; and

4. Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
Senate Bill (SB) 970 changes the date of the statewide direct primary to the first Tuesday 
after the first Monday in June in even-numbered years in which there is no presidential 
primary to take effect January 1, 2021. The change will affect the terms of office for all 
elected officials and the City Council mayoral rotation schedule.  The effect of the election 
date and the release of the 2020 Census data will determine the deadline for submittal of 
the redistrict map to the Los Angeles County. 

BACKGROUND: 
At the November 18, 2020, City Council meeting, staff presented a report regarding 
Senate Bill 970 which mandates changing the date for City’s general municipal election 
to June or November of even years. Whether the City Council chooses June or 
November, the terms of all elected officials will be extended by Elections Code § 10403.5. 
For officials elected in 2017 (Councilmembers Hans Liang, and Peter Chan; City Clerk 
Vincent Chang; and City Treasurer Joseph Leon), terms would be extended either three 
months (to June 2022) or eight months (to November 2022). For officials elected in 2020 
(Mayor Yvonne Yiu; Mayor Pro Tem Henry Lo; and Councilmember Fred Sornoso), terms 

New Business
Agenda Item 5A
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would be extended the same length of time in 2024, i.e., from either three months (June 
2024) or eight months (November 2024).1  

At the April 7, 2021 City Council meeting, staff presented a report providing an overview 
of redistricting process for City Council districts and the 2020 Census data update.  Both 
the November 8, 2020 and the April 7, 2021, staff reports are attached as reference.    

According to the U.S. Census Bureau, the 2020 Census redistricting data will be released 
by September 30, 2021. The statewide database will require an additional 30 days to 
adjust the datasets for redistricting. In accordance with Elections Code § 21602, the 
boundaries of City Council districts must be adopted not later than 174 days before the 
City’s next regular municipal election. The Los Angeles County Registrar Recorder’s 
office’s deadline for submitting a new district map is December 9, 2021 for the June 7, 
2022 election, and May 12, 2022 for the November 8, 2022 election.  

The City’s voting records show that November elections typically have greater voter 
turnout and participation.  For example, the November 3, 2020 election recorded a 
74.56% voter turnout in comparison to the March 3, 2020 election, at just 36.32%.  As the 
Elections Official, City Clerk Chang recommends that the City Council change the 
municipal election date from March to November of even years.   

The attached mayoral schedules reflect the mayoral rotation corresponding to the June 
and November election dates.  When the City Council chooses an election date, the 
schedule relative to that election date will be implemented.  The City Council may choose 
to provide additional direction adjusting the schedule to be brought back at a future council 
meeting for consideration.  

FISCAL IMPACT: 
$12,000 from the General Fund balance will be required to satisfy the noticing 
requirement. 

Respectfully submitted, Prepared by: 

Vincent D. Chang 
City Clerk 

Cindy H. Trang 
Deputy City Clerk 

1 The City Council could consider having different municipal election dates every two years, e.g., June or 
November beginning in 2022 and every four years afterward; and March in 2024 and every four years 
afterward. That, however, seems impractical and confusing for voters.  
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Reviewed By: Reviewed by: 

Martha Garcia 
Director of Management 

Services 

Inez Alvarez 
Assistant City Manager 

Approved By: Reviewed by: 

Ron Bow 
City Manager  

Karl H. Berger 
City Attorney 

Attachments:  
1. Draft Ordinance
2. Mayoral Rotation Schedules
3. November 18, 2020, City Council Staff Report
4. April 7, 2021, City Council Staff Report
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Mayoral Rotation 
November Elections 

Previous mayor term ended 5/4/2020

Mayoral  
Duration Beginning DateEnding Date 

Order
Mayor Mayor Pro Tem Council Member Council Member Council Member 

15.0 wks 5/5/2020 8/17/2020 Hans Liang Peter Chan District 3 District 4 District 2
15.0 wks 8/18/2020 11/30/2020 Peter Chan Yvonne Yiu (D2) Henry Lo (D4) Fred Sornoso (D3) Hansl Liang 
56.0 wks 12/1/2020 12/27/2021 Yvonne Yiu (D2) Henry Lo (D4) Fred Sornoso (D3) Hans Liang Peter Chan 
Election Henry Lo (D4) Fred Sornoso (D3) District 1/5 District 1/5 Yvonne Yiu (D2)
56.0 wks 12/28/2021 1/23/2023 Henry Lo (D4) Fred Sornoso (D3) District 1/5 District 1/5 Yvonne Yiu (D2)
56.0 wks 1/24/2023 2/19/2024 Fred Sornoso (D3) District 1/5 District 1/5 Yvonne Yiu (D2) Henry Lo (D4)
Election District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 2/20/2024 12/2/2024 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 12/3/2024 9/15/2025 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5
41.0 wks 9/16/2025 6/29/2026 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5
Election District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 6/30/2026 4/12/2027 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 4/13/2027 1/24/2028 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 1/25/2028 11/6/2028 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4
Election District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5
41.0 wks 11/7/2028 8/20/2029 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5
41.0 wks 8/21/2029 6/3/2030 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5
Election District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 6/4/2030 3/17/2031 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 3/18/2031 12/29/2031 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 12/30/2031 10/11/2032 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4
Election District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5
41.0 wks 10/12/2032 7/25/2033 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5
41.0 wks 7/26/2033 5/8/2034 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5
Election District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 5/9/2034 2/19/2035 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 2/20/2035 12/3/2035 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 12/4/2035 9/15/2036 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4
Election District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5
41.0 wks 9/16/2036 6/29/2037 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5
41.0 wks 6/30/2037 4/12/2038 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5
Election District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 4/13/2038 1/24/2039 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 1/25/2039 11/7/2039 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 11/8/2039 8/20/2040 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4
Election District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5
41.0 wks 8/21/2040 6/3/2041 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5
41.0 wks 6/4/2041 3/17/2042 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5
Election District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 3/18/2042 12/29/2042 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 12/30/2042 10/12/2043 District 2/3/4 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4
41.0 wks 10/13/2043 7/25/2044 District 1/5 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4
Election District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5
41.0 wks 7/26/2044 5/8/2045 District 1/5 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 2/3/4 District 1/5

11/8/2022

11/5/2024

11/3/2026

11/7/2028

11/5/2030

11/2/2032

11/7/2034

11/4/2036

11/2/2038

11/6/2040

11/4/2042

11/8/2044
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