
CITY OF MONTCLAIR 

AGENDA FOR CITY COUNCIL, SUCCESSOR AGENCY, 

MONTCLAIR HOUSING CORPORATION, MONTCLAIR  

HOUSING AUTHORITY, AND MONTCLAIR COMMUNITY  

FOUNDATION MEETINGS 

To be held in the Council Chambers 

5111 Benito Street, Montclair, California 

October 17, 2016 

7:00 p.m. 

As a courtesy please silence your cell phones and other electronic devices while the meeting is in session.  Thank you. 

The CC/SA/MHC/MHA/MCF meetings are now available in audio format on the City's website at  

www.cityofmontclair.org and can be accessed the day following the meeting after 10:00 a.m. 

 I. CALL TO ORDER – City Council (CC), Successor Agency (SA) Board of Directors, 

Montclair Housing Corporation (MHC) Board of Directors, 

Montclair Housing Authority (MHA) Commissioners, and  

Montclair  Community  Foundation  (MCF) Board of  Directors 

 II. INVOCATION 

In keeping with our long–standing tradition of opening our Council meetings with an invocation, 

this meeting may include a nonsectarian invocation.  Such invocations are not intended to 

proselytize or advance any faith or belief or to disparage any faith or belief.  Neither the City nor 

the City Council endorses any particular religious belief or form of invocation. 

 III. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 IV. ROLL CALL 

 V. PRESENTATIONS 

A. Proclamation Declaring October 20, 2016, as “Lights On Afterschool” Day in 

the City of Montclair 

B. Introduction of New Employees 

 VI. PUBLIC COMMENT 

This section is intended to provide members of the public with an opportunity to comment on 

any subject that does not appear on this agenda.  Each speaker will be afforded five minutes to 

address the City Council Members, Successor Agency Board of Directors, Montclair Housing 

Corporation Board of Directors, Montclair Housing Authority Commissioners, and Montclair 

Community Foundation Board of Directors (Acting Bodies).  (Government Code Section 54954.3) 

Under the provisions of the Brown Act, the Acting Bodies are prohibited from taking action on 

items not listed on the agenda. 

 VII. PUBLIC HEARINGS Page No. 

A. Second Reading — Consider Adoption of Ordinance No. 16–957 Amending 

Sections 11.02.010 and 11.72.370 of the Montclair Municipal Code Related 

to Electronic Message Center Signs [CC]  4 

B. Consider Approval of Tentative Tract Map No. 19713, a 23–Unit Medical 

Office Condominium Airspace Subdivision at 4950 San Bernardino Street [CC] 15 

 VIII. CONSENT CALENDAR 

A. Approval of Minutes 

 1. Minutes of the Regular Joint Council/Successor Agency Board/MHC 

Board/MHA Commission/MCF Board Meeting of October 3, 2016 

[CC/SA/ MHC/MHA/MCF] 

http://www.cityofmontclair.org/


Page No. 

 

B. Administrative Reports 

 1. Consider Receiving and Filing of Treasurer's Report [CC] 20 

 2. Consider Approval of Warrant Register and Payroll Documentation [CC] 21 

 3. Consider Receiving and Filing of Treasurer's Report [SA] 22 

 4. Consider Approval of Warrant Register [SA] 23 

 5. Consider Receiving and Filing of Treasurer's Report [MHC] 24 

 6. Consider Approval of Warrant Register [MHC] 25 

 7. Consider Receiving and Filing of Treasurer's Report [MHA] 26 

 8. Consider Approval of Warrant Register [MHA] 27 

 9. Consider Rejecting All Bids Received for the Demolition of Montclair 

Residential Properties Project and Authorizing Staff to Readvertise the 

Project [CC] 28 

 10. Consider Authorization of a $1,361 Appropriation from the Federal 

Asset Forfeiture Fund to Purchase a New Epson Powerlite LCD Projector 

[CC] 30 

C. Agreements 

 1. Consider an Appropriation of $11,846 from 2014 Lease Revenue Bond 

Proceeds for Costs Related to the San Bernardino Street Alley 

Rehabilitation Project Bringing the Total Project Cost to $180,000 [CC] 

  Consider Award of Contract for the San Bernardino Street Alley 

Rehabilitation Project to Gentry General Engineering, Inc., in the 

Amount Of $163,980 [CC] 

  Consider Approval of Agreement No. 16–99 with Gentry General 

Engineering, Inc., for Construction of the San Bernardino Street Alley 

Rehabilitation Project [CC] 

  Consider Authorization of a $16,020 Construction Contingency for the 

San Bernardino Street Alley Rehabilitation Project [CC] 31 

D. Resolutions — None 

 IX. PULLED CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS 

 X. RESPONSE — None 

 XI. COMMUNICATIONS 

A. City Department Reports 

 1. Human Services — Programs Update 

B. City Attorney 

 1. Closed Session Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1) 

Regarding Pending Litigation 

  Montclair v. Beltran 

 2. Closed Session Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1) 

Regarding Pending Litigation 

  Gonzalez v. Montclair 
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Page No. 

 

 3. Closed Session Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957.6 

Regarding Conference with Designated Labor Negotiator Edward 

C. Starr 

Agency: City of Montclair 

Employee Management  

Associations: Montclair City Confidential Employees Association 

 Montclair General Employees Association  

 Montclair Fire Fighters Association 

 Montclair Police Officers Association 

 4. Closed Session Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957(b) 

Regarding Public Employee Discipline/Dismissal/Release  

C. City Manager/Executive Director 

D. Mayor/Chairman 

E. Council/SA Board/MHC Board/MHA Commissioners/MCF Board 

F. Committee Meeting Minutes (for informational purposes only) 

 1. Minutes of Real Estate Committee Meeting of September 19, 2016 [CC]  38 

 2. Minutes of Personnel Committee Meeting of October 3, 2016 [CC]  40 

 XII. COUNCIL WORKSHOP 

A. The Ralph M. Brown Act Presented by City Attorney Robbins 

(The City Council may consider continuing this item to an adjourned joint meeting of 

the City Council, Planning Commission, and Community Action Committee on 

Monday, November 7, 2016, at 5:45 p.m. in the City Council Chambers.) 

 XIII. ADJOURNMENT OF SUCCESSOR AGENCY BOARD OF DIRECTORS, MONTCLAIR 

HOUSING CORPORATION BOARD OF DIRECTORS, MONTCLAIR HOUSING 

AUTHORITY COMMISSIONERS, AND MONTCLAIR COMMUNITY FOUNDATION 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS  

(At this time, the City Council will meet in Closed Session regarding pending litigation, 

labor negotiations, and public employee discipline/dismissal/release.) 

 XIV. CLOSED SESSION ANNOUNCEMENTS 

 XV. ADJOURNMENT OF CITY COUNCIL 

The next regularly scheduled joint City Council, Successor Agency Board, Montclair Housing Corporation Board, 

Montclair Housing Authority Commission, and Montclair Community Foundation meeting will be held on Monday, 

November 7, 2016, at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers. 

Reports, backup materials, and additional materials related to any item on this Agenda distributed to the Acting Bodies 

after distribution of the Agenda packet are available for public inspection in the City Clerk's Office at 5111 Benito 

Street, Montclair, California, between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., Monday through Thursday. 

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, 

please contact the City Clerk's Office at (909) 625–9416.  Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the City 

to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.  (28 CFR 35.102–35.104 ADA Title II) 

I, Andrea M. Phillips, Deputy City Clerk, hereby certify that I posted, or caused to be posted, a copy of this Agenda not 

less than 72 hours prior to this meeting on the bulletin board adjacent to the north door of Montclair City Hall, 5111, 

Benito Street, Montclair, California, on Thursday, October 13, 2016. 
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AGENDA REPORT 
 

 

SUBJECT: SECOND READING — CONSIDER APPROVAL 

OF ORDINANCE NO. 16–957 AMENDING 

SECTIONS 11.02.010 AND 11.72.370 OF THE 

MONTCLAIR MUNICIPAL CODE RELATED TO 

ELECTRONIC MESSAGE CENTER SIGNS 

DATE: October 17, 2016 

SECTION: PUBLIC HEARINGS 

ITEM NO.: A 

FILE I.D.: CDV050 

DEPT.: COMMUNITY DEV.         

 

 

REASON FOR CONSIDERATION:  Amendments to the Montclair Municipal Code require 

a public hearing review and approval by the City Council. 

A copy of proposed Ordinance No. 16–957 is attached for City Council review and 

consideration. 

BACKGROUND:  In late 2014, the City was approached by an automobile dealership 

located on Holt Boulevard about its desire to install an electronic message center (EMC) 

sign on its property.  The City’s current sign ordinance prohibits EMCs except for new 

auto and recreational vehicles uses along the I–10 freeway corridor, and regional uses 

on 20–acres or more.  In order for the City to establish new standards for where other 

EMCs could be utilized, the current Code would need to be amended. 

On August 8, 2016, the Planning Commission approved a revised code amendment 

proposal for an ordinance that would update the current code provisions related to the 

use of EMCs within the City.  The proposed ordinance would allow more uses and/or 

businesses in the City to utilize EMCs provided they could comply with the minimum 

development and design standards proposed in the ordinance. 

On October 3, 2016, the City Council conducted a first reading of proposed Ordinance 

No. 16–957.  No comments from the public were received during the public hearing. 

Current Code  

The City’s zoning code currently restricts the use of EMCs, limiting their use to new 

auto uses along the I–10 Freeway corridor or to other uses which meet the following 

criteria provided below:  

Section 11.72.370 – Electronic Message Board Sign 

A. Electronic Message Board Signs may be permitted only by CUP and shall be 

subject to the following limitations:  

1. Only uses or businesses which are regional in nature and consist of a 

minimum 20 acres in land area shall qualify;  
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2. It shall be located a minimum 1200 feet from another existing or planned 

electronic message board sign, unless the Planning Commission makes a 

finding that a lesser distance would not create visual cluttering, traffic 

hazards, or unsafe conditions to the public;  

3. For signs designed primarily for freeway exposure, all applicable laws and 

regulations of federal, State and local agencies shall be complied with; and 

4. Signs shall meet the size and height limitations of the zones in which they 

are located, unless a higher and larger sign structure is approved by the 

Planning Commission through variance procedures. 

B. Time and temperature signs incorporated into the building wall signage or 

monument signs may be permitted for certain commercial or institutional 

uses, subject to Precise Plan of Design (PPD) review and approval and subject 

to all provisions of this Chapter.  

Summary of Proposed Code Amendment 

The proposed code amendment would allow, subject to approval of a Conditional Use 

Permit (CUP), EMCs for more uses/businesses in the City provided they meet new 

minimum development standards and regulations contained in the proposed 

Ordinance.  The key changes in the proposed code amendment are summarized below: 

 Replace the existing term and definition of Electronic Message Board with the 

new term of Electronic Message Center (EMC) at Section 11.02.010 (Signs: No. 

16), which is defined as: 

"Electronic Message Centers (EMCs) are programmable digital signs or 

message boards that utilize computer–generated messages, text 

and/or images, or some other electronic means of changing copy.” 

 Require the approval of a Conditional Use Permit for the installation and use of 

all EMCs. 

 Limits the number of EMCs to a maximum of one (1) per parcel or business 

meeting minimum qualifying site criteria, regardless of the number of street 

frontages. 

 Establish new minimum qualifying site criteria for properties/uses seeking 

approval for an EMC on their respective sites.  Also, prescribe a minimum 

separation requirement between EMCs located on separate properties. 

 Require the design and proportion/scale of EMCs be complementary to the 

design and scale of the main building located on the subject site for which the 

sign is proposed. 

 Allows only static message displays for a minimum of four (4) seconds or longer 

in duration.  Scrolling or flashing messages would be prohibited. 

 Mandate brightness controls and a light–sensing device that will automatically 

adjust the brightness as ambient light conditions change. 

As a result of advancements in LED (Light Emitting Diode) technology, EMCs have 

become more economical and energy efficient and, thereby, more attractive to 

potential users.  LED technology allows EMCs to provide clearer displays and the ability 
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to quickly and efficiently change display copy.  The last EMC approved in the City was 

in 2013 for the Chino Basin Water Conservation District (CBWCD) as part of its new 

monument identification sign/electronic message board on its 4594 San Bernardino 

Street campus. 

Although LED technology offers a number of advantages, there remain a few potential 

issues to address including, undesirable secondary effects such as intense brightness, 

distracting images and movements, visual clutter, and overconcentration.  The intent 

of the proposed code amendment Ordinance is to allow for some flexibility in potential 

locations and the operation of, EMCs within the community, while adding additional 

standards to minimize (or eliminate) adverse secondary effects that current code does 

not address. 

Minimum Site Criteria & CUP Review Requirement 

The new ordinance proposes specific site criteria to ensure that EMCs are appropriately 

located and do not proliferate throughout the community.  The site criteria 

requirements include minimum lot sizes, separation distances between similar signs 

on adjacent properties, minimum setbacks, and height and screen size limits.  If a 

property qualifies, the request would be subject to the approval of a CUP. 

The CUP review process continues to be the proper manner to analyze future requests 

for an EMC and was retained from the current zoning regulations.  The CUP review 

process allows the City to consider proposed applications on a case–by–case basis and 

determine if a proposed site is suitable for the installation and operation of an EMC.  In 

addition to reviewing the specific characteristics of the proposed EMC, other site 

conditions that may need attention could also be factored into the decision to approve 

or deny a CUP request. 

As such, the approval of a CUP request is discretionary and not guaranteed.  If a CUP is 

approved, conditions of approval (general and specific) would apply to ensure that the 

EMC would be operated in a manner that is compatible with surrounding uses.  The 

CUP process would also give the City the ability to modify conditions or revoke a CUP 

approval if the applicant fails to dependably operate in accordance with the approved 

conditions of approval.  Staff believes the total number of potential EMCs within the 

City will remain relatively low, given the moderate number of qualifying sites and the 

cost for such signs. 

Illumination/Graphic Displays 

The main concern related to the display of electronic information on an EMC sign is the 

brightness and movement of sign copy on the screen.   EMCs that are too bright can be 

offensive and ineffective.  The goal for using an EMC is for the sharing of clear and 

readable information.  Most new electronic displays are designed to produce sufficient 

brightness to ensure clear legibility during daylight hours without excessive glare.   

However, daytime brightness is not appropriate for nighttime viewing.  Research 

conducted by the International Sign Association (ISA), in consultation with Dr. Ian Lewin 

of Lighting Sciences, Inc., found the target brightness level for an on–premise EMC 

should be no more than 0.3 foot–candles above ambient light conditions surrounding 

the sign.  To address this issue, the Ordinance requires that approved EMCs have 

appropriate technology built into their units to automatically and continuously adjust 

illumination to the 0.3 foot–candle level as ambient lighting levels change throughout 
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the day.  Since the advent of LED technology and advanced software, the above 

concern is easier to address and regulate. 

The other main operational concern associated with an EMC is the potential for 

distracting images and special effects (e.g., pulsating, flash, scrolling or flashing 

movements, etc.) being displayed on the electronic screens.  Not only would this cause 

visual blight, it would have adverse impacts on adjacent uses.  The primary purpose for 

utilizing an electronic message is to provide relevant information without causing 

undue distractions. 

To address this concern, the Ordinance would prohibit such special effects, as noted 

above, and limit displayed sign copy/images to a static display lasting a minimum of 

four (4) seconds in duration before it changes to new copy or new image.  The EMC 

would also be designed to freeze the device in one position or turn off the entire sign 

if a malfunction occurs.  In this way, surrounding properties and uses will have a 

higher degree of protection from signage that has the potential to be too bright or 

malfunction.  Prior to issuing any necessary permits for an EMC sign, the applicant 

shall be required to submit to the City written verification from the manufacturer that 

the EMC is so designed and equipped. 

Conclusion 

Allowing a limited expansion in the use of electronic message centers (EMCs) could 

benefit the community by helping direct customers to their destination and may even 

mitigate visual clutter by eliminating the need for temporary signage promoting on–

site businesses and/or events.  The proposed code amendment includes new 

development standards and operational measures which are aimed at controlling the 

more undesirable effects of EMCs that are not fully addressed by the current zoning 

code.  Having these new regulations in place would help protect adjacent properties 

and drivers.  As such, the standards contained within the proposed code amendment 

would not be detrimental to the public, interest, health, safety, convenience, or welfare 

of the City.  

Public Notice and Comments  

A notice of public review was advertised in the Inland Valley Daily Bulletin newspaper 

on September 9, 2016, inviting public comment.  At the time this report was prepared, 

no comments or inquiries had been received by staff regarding this proposal.   

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT:  The proposed code amendment regarding EMCs is 

exempt from CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Sections 15305 and 15311.  Under 

CEQA Section 15305, minor alterations in land use limitations in areas with an average 

slope of less than 20% that do not result in any changes in land use or density and 

Section 15311(s) which exempts from environmental review the construction of minor 

structures on commercial, industrial, and institutional facilities, including the 

installation of on–premise signs. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  There would be no direct fiscal impact on the City's General Fund at 

this time should the City Council approve Ordinance No. 16–957. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends the City Council conduct the second reading 

and adopt Ordinance No. 16–957 amending Sections 11.02.010 and 11.72.370 of the 

Montclair Municipal Code related to electronic message center signs. 
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Ordinance No. 16–957  Page 1 of 7 

ORDINANCE NO. 16–957 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF MONTCLAIR AMENDING SECTIONS 11.02.010 
AND 11.72.370 OF THE MONTCLAIR MUNICIPAL 
CODE RELATED TO ELECTRONIC MESSAGE CENTER 
SIGNS 

 WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 65800 et seq. authorizes the 
adoption and administration of zoning laws, ordinances,  rules and regulations by 
cities as a means of implementing the General Plan; and 

 WHEREAS, Section 11.72.370 of Chapter 11.72 of the Montclair Municipal Code 
(MMC) sets forth regulations for the use of “electronic message board signs” in the 
City; and 

WHEREAS, the City’s zoning code currently restricts the use of Electronic 
Message Board Signs to uses or businesses occupying a minimum 20 acres in land area 
and  other criteria set forth in Section 11.72.370 of the Montclair Municipal Code; and 

WHEREAS, it is determined to be in the best interest of the City and its residents 
to amend Section 11.72.370 of Chapter 11.72 of the Montclair Municipal Code to allow 
the use of electronic message board signs in other locations; and  

WHEREAS, the proposed code amendment adds the new term “Electronic 
Message Centers (EMCs)” and defines them as “programmable digital signs or message 
boards that utilize computer–generated messages, text and/or images, or some other 
electronic means of changing copy;” and 

 
 WHEREAS, the proposed code amendment also includes new locational criteria, 
design standards, and operational measures, which are aimed at controlling the 
undesirable effects of EMCs; and 

 WHEREAS, the proposed code amendment requires the approval of a 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) prior to the installation of any Electronic Message Center 
within the City.  The Conditional Use Permit process and conditions of approval will 
ensure compatibility with surrounding uses in the same zoning district; and  

 WHEREAS, on August 8, 2016, commencing at 7:00 p.m. in the Council 
Chambers at Montclair City Hall, the Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed 
public hearing at which time all persons wishing to testify in connection with said code 
amendment were heard, and said code amendment was fully studied; and 

 WHEREAS, on August 8, 2016, the Planning Commission unanimously 
recommended that the City Council approve the proposed code amendment; and 

 WHEREAS, on September 19, 2016, October 3, 2016, and XX XX, 2016, the City 
Council held duly noticed public hearings on this Ordinance, at which time it 
considered all evidence presented, both written and oral; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed amendment to the Municipal Code is consistent with 
the City’s General Plan and each element thereof, which seek to guide and direct the 
orderly development of the City; and 

 WHEREAS, the proposed amendment will not adversely affect the public health, 
safety, or welfare in that it will provide for orderly and consistent development in the 
City; and 

 WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the proposed Ordinance is consistent with 
the General Plan' s goals and policies to protect and enhance community character and 
appearance; and 

 WHEREAS, the City Council finds that this Ordinance is categorically exempt 
from the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to 
Sections 15305 and 15311 of the State CEQA Guidelines.  The proposed code 
amendment does not approve any construction activities but, instead, establishes 
standards, permit requirements, and other measures that regulate the locations and 
number of EMCs within the community; and 
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 WHEREAS, the Director of Community Development is directed to file a Notice of 
Exemption in accordance with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines.  

 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MONTCLAIR DOES 
HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

 SECTION I.  Chapter 11.02.010. (Definitions) of Title 11 (“Zoning and 
Development”) of the Montclair Municipal Code, “Signs” Definition No. 16 (“Electronic 
Message Display”) is hereby repealed and replaced with the following new term and 
definition: 

“Electronic Message Centers (EMCs) are programmable digital signs or 
message boards that utilize computer–generated messages, text 
and/or images, or some other electronic means of changing copy.” 

 SECTION II.  Chapter 11.72.370 (“Electronic Message Board Sign”) of Title 11 
(“Zoning and Development”) of the Montclair Municipal Code is hereby repealed and 
replaced in its entirety as follows: 

Chapter 11.72.370 

ELECTRONIC MESSAGE CENTER SIGNS 

11.72.370 Electronic Message Center Displays. 

 Electronic Message Centers (EMCs) are programmable digital signs or message 
boards that utilize computer–generated messages, text and/or images, or some other 
means of changing copy.  EMCs shall be allowed in specific locations and subject to the 
criteria set forth in this Section, subject to approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 
by the Planning Commission.  The criteria in this Section shall be for freestanding 
EMCs.  Building– and wall–mounted EMCs are prohibited. 

A.  Locational Criteria  

EMCs shall be permitted on developed parcels within the City with a legally 
established land use and/or business, subject to the following locational criteria: 

1.  Non–Freeway–Oriented Signs.  Non–Freeway–Oriented EMCs  are subject to the 
following restrictions: 

a.  Shall be located on parcels having a minimum of 200 feet of lineal frontage 
on any of the following public arterial streets: Holt Boulevard, Mission Boulevard, 
Central Avenue, and Monte Vista Avenue; and 

b. Shall be located on a parcel or adjoining parcels under common use and/or 
ownership cumulatively totaling a minimum of three (3) acres.  If a parcel, or adjoining 
parcels, is being leased, the lease must have a minimum of five (5) or more years 
remaining on the term of the lease, calculated from the date a complete application is 
received by the City, and as evidenced by a copy of an executed lease agreement; and  

c. Shall not be located within 200 lineal feet of any other permitted EMC, or 
within 50 lineal feet of any existing freestanding identification (monument) sign 
located on a separate parcel which is not associated with the subject site. 

2. Freeway–Oriented Signs.  Freeway–Oriented EMCs are subject to the following 
restrictions: 

a. Shall be located on parcels, commercial businesses, regional centers, auto 
centers, or contiguous shopping centers occupying a minimum of seven (7) acres with 
a minimum of 700 lineal feet of continuous frontage along the Interstate 10 right–of–
way; and 

b. Shall be located on a parcel or adjoining parcels under common use and/or 
ownership cumulatively totaling a minimum of three (3) acres.  If a parcel, or adjoining 
parcels, is being leased, the lease must have a minimum of five (5) or more years 
remaining on the term of the lease, calculated from the date a complete application is 
received by the City, and as evidenced by a copy of an executed lease agreement; and  

c. Shall not be located within 1,200 lineal feet of any other permitted EMC ; and 

d. Shall be located within 50 feet of the freeway right–of–way line of Interstate 10. 
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3. EMCs On City–Owned Property. 

The City may construct and maintain civic signs for community entrance, 
identification, direction, and information, which are located on City–owned property or 
off premises in the public right–of–way, including but not limited to electronic, digital, 
programmable, and/or illuminated signs. 

B. EMC Structure Height and Display Size Limits. 

1. Non–Freeway–Oriented EMCs shall be subject to the following maximum 
dimensions/limits: 

a. Maximum height: 14'–0” above adjacent finished grade or adjacent sidewalk 
elevation. 

b. Maximum area of EMC display: 60 square feet. 

2. Freeway–Oriented EMCs shall be subject to the following maximum 
dimensions/limits: 

a. Maximum height: 65'–0” above adjacent finished grade for the structure to 
which an EMC is attached.  In addition, the top of the EMC display screen shall be a 
maximum of 50'–0” above adjacent finished grade to ensure safe readability to 
motorists on Interstate 10. 

b. Maximum area of EMC display: 260 square feet. 

The height and EMC display size limits are summarized in the following table: 
 

EMC Structure Height and Display Size Limits 

Location/Type Number of EMCs EMC Display 
Structure 
Height* 

Non–Freeway–Oriented 1 60 s.f. max. 14'–0” max 

Freeway–Oriented 1 260 s.f. max. 65'–0” max 

*Measured from adjacent finished grade or adjacent finished sidewalk or roadway. 

 
C. Illumination and Display Requirements 

1. Maximum Illumination.  No EMC sign display shall exceed a maximum 
illumination level of 0.3 foot–candles (fc) above ambient light level when measured at 
the recommended distance, based on the EMC size.  All signs shall be equipped with 
an automatic dimmer control or other mechanism that automatically controls the 
sign’s brightness to continually comply with this requirement.  If brightness levels 
exceed the above standard, an adjustment shall be made within one (1) business day 
upon Notice of Non–Compliance from the City, or the sign shall be immediately turned 
off until the adjustment is completed. 

a. Pixel Pitch (resolution).  All EMC display components shall be full color with a 
minimum pitch resolution of 20 millimeter spacing or better. 

b. Pixel Calibration.  Pixel–to–pixel, module–to–module pixel calibration. 

2. Measurement Criteria.  The illuminance of an EMC shall be measured with an 
illuminance meter set to measure foot–candles accurate to at least two (2) decimals.  
Illuminance shall be measured with the EMC off, and again with the EMC displaying a 
white image.  Measurements shall be taken after sunset with the site fully illuminated 
by installed site lighting.  All measurements shall be taken perpendicular to the face of 
the EMC at the distance determined by the total area of the EMC display as set forth in 
the table below: 
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EMC sign area 
(square feet) 

Distance 
(feet) 

EMC sign area 
(square feet) 

Distance 
(feet) 

EMC sign area 
(square feet) 

Distance 
(feet) 

10 32 65 81 140 118 
15 39 70 84 150 122 
20 45 75 87 160 126 
25 50 80 89 170 130 
30 55 85 92 180 134 
35 59 90 95 190 138 
40 63 95 97 200 141 
45 67 100 100 220  148  
50 71 110 105 240  155  
55 74 120 110 260 161 
60 77 130 114 ––– ––– 

a. Illumination Limits.  The difference between the “off” and “solid white” image 
measurements using the EMC measurement criteria shall not exceed 0.3 foot–candles 
on either side of the sign.  If the measurement of illumination levels on each side of 
the sign is different, the side of the sign facing residentially–zoned properties shall 
take precedent. 

b. Dimming Capabilities.  All EMC displays shall be equipped with a sensor or 
other device that automatically determines the ambient illumination and is 
programmed to automatically dim the EMC display according to ambient light 
conditions, or that can be continuously adjusted to comply with the 0.3 foot–candle 
measurements. 

c. Initial Certification.  At least one week prior to initial operation of the EMC, 
the applicant shall submit written documentation from the manufacturer of the sign to 
certify to the City that the EMC is properly equipped with an automatic dimmer control 
or other mechanism that automatically controls the sign’s brightness to continually 
comply with the brightness levels specified in this ordinance. 

D. Architectural and Siting Standards. 

 All EMCs shall be subject to the following standards: 

1. Design.  The EMC shall be designed to complement the design of the primary 
building on the property, including colors and materials.  The design of the EMC shall 
include the following elements:  

a. A full/solid base structure (with no exposed poles or supports) extending the 
full width of the EMC; and  

b. A display screen framed by no less than six (6) inches on all sides; and  

c. A minimum clearance of four feet (4’–0”) between the bottom edge of the 
display screen and adjacent finished grade. 

d. Except for the name of the center or the primary business, no other 
individual sign faces of other businesses or entities shall be attached to the EMC 
structure. 

2. City Identification Required.   Freeway–Oriented EMCs shall incorporate and 
identify the “City of Montclair” as a permanent element in the overall design of the 
structure supporting the EMC display. 

3. Street Address Required.  Non–Freeway–Oriented EMCs shall display the 
numerical street address of the property/business  in a location on the support 
structure.  Numerical characters shall be individual, internally or halo–illuminated 
characters attached to, or routed into, the base and no less than eight inches (8”) in 
height.  Numerals shall be permanently affixed to or displayed on the support 
structure a minimum of 24 inches above finished grade.  

4. Setbacks.  EMCs located on private property shall observe the following setback 
requirements: 

a. A minimum of five feet (5’–0”) from the adjacent public right–of–way or 
private street sidewalk.  Where no sidewalk exists, no portion of the EMC display or 
associated support structure shall be closer than ten feet (10'–0”) from the adjacent 
curb face; and 

b. A minimum of ten (10’–0”) from side property line of adjacent property; and 
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c. A minimum of 25 lineal feet away from any vehicular driveway; and  

d. A minimum of 10 lineal feet away from any pedestrian path–of–travel from 
the public sidewalk to any building on the subject property or adjacent property. 

5. Line of Sight.  All EMCs shall be sited on the subject parcel in a location offering 
optimal visibility to motorists and shall not be located in such a manner to obstruct the 
sight lines of motorists or pedestrians entering or leaving the subject property or 
adjacent properties.  Further, EMCs located at an intersection shall be sited outside of 
the required corner cut–off area as set forth in Chapter 11.38 of this Title. 

6. EMC Display Orientation.  EMCs may be single–faced or double–faced.  Double–
faced EMCs shall be oriented perpendicular to Interstate 10 or the street to which they 
are adjacent, or, if located at an intersection of two streets, shall be oriented 
diagonally (perpendicular to the adjacent radius of the intersection) so as to be easily 
visible to motorists on the street segments adjacent to the property.  Single–faced 
EMCs may only be installed at an intersection of two streets or at the end of a cul–de–
sac.  Single–faced EMCs at an intersection shall be oriented diagonally (generally 
parallel with the adjacent radius of the intersection) so as to be easily visible to 
motorists on the street segments distant from the property and so that the back side 
of the sign is not directly visible to a public right–of–way. 

7. Landscaping.  EMCs shall be placed within a landscaped area to provide 
sufficient protection from unintentional damage by vehicles on the property.  
Landscape material shall not obstruct the EMC display, business identification sign, 
and/or numerical address at the time of landscape installation or at maturity.  It is 
further recommended that non–living landscape materials, such as decomposed 
granite, gravel, mulch, or the like, be used in lieu of live plant materials for a distance 
extending 24 inches around the base of the monument structure. 

8. Durability.  All EMC displays shall be silicone–sealed for adequate weather 
protection, shall have integral protective louvers (injection molded or aluminum) to 
ensure optimal daytime visibility and minimize vandalism, and carry a minimum five–
year warranty from the manufacturer.  Detailed plans demonstrating compliance with 
said construction standards and evidence of said warranty shall be submitted at the 
time of plan check prior to issuance of building permits. 

9. Maximum Number.  No more than one EMC shall be permitted per qualifying 
parcel, including parcels with multiple street frontages.  Parcels with an EMC shall not 
be entitled to a monument sign on the same street frontage to identify the name(s) of 
the business(es) on the property.  Any existing pylon or monument sign on a qualified 
site and on the same street frontage as a proposed EMC, which would be in conflict 
with the requirement of this Section, shall be required to be permanently removed as a 
condition of approval. 

10.   Compliance with Regulations. All EMCs shall comply with all regulations related 
to electronic displays imposed by federal and state agencies. 

E. EMC Operational Standards. 

1. Digital images shall contain static messages only.  Scrolling or flashing 
messages are prohibited. 

2. EMCs shall display each static message for a minimum of four (4) seconds. 

3. The only permissible transitions between static messages shall be a “cut” (an 
instant change from one image to the next) or a “dissolve” or “crossfade” (gradual fade 
from one image to the next). 

4. EMCs shall display a single message at any one time.  Split screens shall not be 
permitted. 

5. Hours of Operation.  No restrictions on the hours of operation for approved 
Freeway oriented EMC displays.  For Non–Freeway–Oriented signs, hours of operation 
shall be determined by the Planning Commission on a case by case basis depending on 
the size of the EMC, the proposed location, and proximity of the EMC to residential 
properties or other sensitive land uses. 

6. Representatives of the Community Development Department shall have the right 
to inspect the EMC on a periodic basis to ensure that it is operating in compliance with 
this Section. 
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7. Subject to the property owner’s consent, a noncommercial message of any type 
may be substituted for any duly permitted or allowed commercial message or any duly 
permitted or allowed noncommercial message, unless otherwise prohibited by law. 

F. EMC Maintenance Standards. 

1. Paint and other finishes on the EMC display and support structure shall be 
maintained in good condition.  Damaged or substandard finishes shall be repaired 
within 14 days of notification by the City. 

2. Mineral deposits and stains shall be removed on a regular basis.  Vandalism, 
graffiti, or damaged surfaces shall be repaired immediately.  All repairs shall 
demonstrate high quality workmanship (e.g., straight, level, plumb, square, etc., as the 
situation requires) and restore the exterior materials and finishes of the EMC or EMC 
structure to its original appearance, subject to approval of the Community 
Development Director. 

 3. The owner of the EMC shall maintain an ongoing written maintenance 
agreement with a qualified licensed sign maintenance contractor.  The Community 
Development Department shall be provided documentation of such an agreement upon 
request. 

G. Malfunction. 

EMC signs shall be designed and equipped to immediately discontinue the display 
of images or text if sign malfunctions.  If, at any time more than 25 percent of the 
digital display lights malfunction or are no longer working, the owner of an EMC shall 
turn off the display until repairs are made.  The owner of an EMC sign shall provide to 
the City of Montclair, the name and number of a contact person that is on call at all 
times and who is able to turn off the digital sign promptly if a malfunction occurs.   

H. Enforcement/Penalties. 

Noncompliance with any of the provisions of this section or the conditions of 
approval of an EMC shall be grounds for revocation of any issued Conditional Use 
Permit as provided in Section 11.78.100A.  Prior to initiating revocation proceedings, 
the City shall provide written notice of such violation(s) to the owner of the EMC and a 
reasonable timeframe, not to exceed 30 days from the date of written notice, to cure 
the noncompliant conditions. 

Any person or entity violating or failing to comply with any of the requirements of 
this chapter shall be guilty of a violation pursuant to Chapter 1.12 of this Code. 

SECTION III.  Severability. If any section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, 
sentence, clause, or phrase of this Ordinance or any part thereof is for any reason held 
to be unconstitutional, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining 
portion of this Ordinance or any part thereof.  The City Council hereby declares that it 
would have passed each section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause, 
or phrase thereof, irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, subsections, 
subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses, or phrases be declared unconstitutional. 

SECTION IV.  Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect 
thirty (30) days after passage. 

SECTION V.  Posting.  The Deputy City Clerk shall certify to the passage of this 
Ordinance and cause the same to be posted pursuant to Government Code Section 
36933. 

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this XX day of XX, 2016. 

   
 Mayor 
ATTEST: 

   
 Deputy City Clerk 
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I, Andrea M. Phillips, Deputy City Clerk of the City of Montclair, DO HEREBY CERTIFY 
that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Ordinance No. 15–957 of said City, 
which was introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council held on the XX day of 
XX, 2016, and finally passed not less than five (5) days thereafter on the XX day of XX, 
2016, by the following vote, to–wit: 
 
AYES: XX 
NOES: XX 
ABSTAIN: XX 
ABSENT: XX 
   
 Andrea M. Phillips 
 Deputy City Clerk 
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Prepared by:   

 

 

Proofed by:   

Fiscal Impact 

Finance Review:   

 

Reviewed and 

Approved By:   

 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

 

SUBJECT: CONSIDER  APPROVAL OF TENTATIVE TRACT 

MAP NO. 19713, A 23–UNIT MEDICAL  

OFFICE CONDOMINIMUM AIRSPACE 

SUBDIVISION AT 4950 SAN BERNARDINO 

STREET 

DATE: October 17, 2016 

SECTION: PUBLIC HEARINGS 

ITEM NO.: B 

FILE I.D.: CDV050/LDU600 

DEPT.: COMMUNITY DEV.         

 

 

REASON FOR CONSIDERATION: Tentative maps require public hearing review and 

approval by the City Council. 

BACKGROUND: Tentative Tract No. 19713 was initiated by the new property owner of 

4950 San Bernardino Street, Montclair SB Investment LLC, which specializes in the 

purchase and rehabilitation of commercial office buildings. The company is based in 

the City of Industry, and has successfully completed a number of projects in nearby 

communities such as the cities of Chino and Diamond Bar. The proposed tract map to 

create office space condominiums was reviewed by the Planning Commission on July 

25, 2016, and was granted tentative approval. The Planning Commission also reviewed 

and approved a required conditional use permit (CUP) and variance associated with the 

project. The City Council’s approval of the proposed tentative tract map would 

complete the process. 

The proposed tentative map would create 23 airspace condominiums within the 

existing two–story 28,126 square–foot (sf) medical building originally constructed in 

the early 1970s. The proposed office condominium spaces would range in size from 

approximately 819 sf to 1,670 sf. The project does not propose to expand the size of 

the existing building, but the property owner is currently remodeling the interior and 

the exterior building façade in keeping with the building's modern architectural style. 

Site improvements included repair, slurry, and restriping of the parking lot, new trash 

enclosure, improved pedestrian access, new exterior lighting, and landscape/irrigation 

upgrade. Exhibits A and B depict the proposed tract map and main building elevations. 

The existing building complies with all required setbacks and development code 

regulations of AP zoning district and the project proposes no expansion of the 

building. On–site parking is sufficient to meet the requirements for medical uses in the 

building. Required parking for the site and use is 161 parking stalls. The project 

provides 164 parking stalls, which exceeds the requirement by three (3) spaces. 

Finally, approval of the proposed tract map for office condominiums does not alter the 

type of uses allowed at the site that are not already allowed by right or by CUP 

approval on the subject site within the Administrative Professional (AP) zone. The 

condominiums would be governed by an owner’s association and CC&Rs, and managed 

by a professional management company. 
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The Real Estate Committee considered the project on March 21, 2016. After reviewing 

the project plans and hearing a brief presentation by staff, the Committee 

recommended the project move forward for consideration by the Planning Commission 

and City Council. 

Staff finds the proposed 23–unit medical office Condominium Conversion is 

categorically exempt from the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA), pursuant to Section 15301(k) (Class 1 – Existing Facilities) of the State CEQA 

Guidelines. 

Pursuant to California Government Code Section 66410, et seq., the City Council 

accepts the following Planning Commission recommended findings: 

A. The proposed subdivision of airspace associated with this condominium 

conversion proposal is designed, to the extent feasible, to provide for 

passive or natural heating or cooling opportunities. The interior of the 

existing building will be retrofitted to provide more efficient air conditioning 

and each condominium unit has at least one large bank of windows which 

allow for adequate light to reach into the interior of the space. Moreover, the 

existing building is set in the middle of the subject site where ample trees 

are planted, and will be planted, which can provide shade, air filtering, and 

other environmental benefits. 

B. The proposed subdivision and the provisions for its design and improvement 

are consistent with the General Plan for the City of Montclair ("General Plan") 

and standards of the underlying AP zoning district. The proposed 

subdivision of airspace associated with this condominium conversion request 

does not involve the expansion of the existing building which already meets 

applicable zoning development standards (e.g., setbacks, height, parking, 

etc.) of the AP zone. Moreover, the proposal does not introduce new land 

uses which are not already allowed by right or by CUP approval onto the 

property in question.  

C. The subject site is physically suitable for the proposed subdivision of 

airspace for an office condominium conversion of the existing professional 

building. The site is 2.88 acres in overall area and is appropriately developed 

with a main structure and typical site improvements such as parking, 

exterior lights fixtures, trash enclosure, and landscaping. No physical 

expansion of the existing building is proposed nor are any significant 

changes proposed to the general layout of the interior of the structure. The 

project site is also located adjacent to a fully improved street that will 

provide good access and allow for appropriate internal pedestrian and 

vehicular circulation. 

D. The subdivision of airspace associated with this 23–unit condominium 

conversion proposal will not cause substantial environmental damage nor 

substantially injure fish or wildlife or their habitat. The site is surrounded by 

urban development and streets, does not contain any bodies of water, and is 

not linked to any wildlife corridors. The site does not contain any known 

habitats of significance including rare or endangered species of plant, 

animal, or insect life. 

E. The subdivision of airspace within the existing building to create 23 office 

condominiums does not require any improvements that would cause serious 
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public health problems. All interior improvements associated with the 

condominium conversion process will be subject to all applicable standards 

and codes including the zoning and building codes. As a condition of 

approval, the applicant is required to submit interior tenant improvement 

plans and will comply with all applicable Municipal and Building Code 

requirements. 

F. The Tentative Tract Map for the subdivision of airspace within the existing 

building to create office condominiums does not conflict with easements 

acquired by the public at large for access through or use of the subject site 

because no such easements exist on the subject site. 

G. The discharge of waste into the existing sanitary sewer system from the 

existing building will remain unchanged by the proposed Tentative Tract 

Map for the subject condominium conversion will not cause a violation of 

existing requirements prescribed by the regional water quality control board. 

The entire property is connected to a sanitary sewage system pursuant to 

California Plumbing Code and Municipal Code requirements. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  There will be no fiscal impact to the City's General Fund as a result of 

the approval of the tentative tract map. 

RECOMMENDATION:  The Planning Commission and staff recommends the City 

Council approve Tentative Tract Map No. 19713, a 23–unit medical office condominium 

airspace subdivision at 4950 San Bernardino Street. 
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Prepared by:   

 

 

Proofed by:   

Fiscal Impact 

Finance Review:   

 

Reviewed and 

Approved By:   

 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

 

SUBJECT: CONSIDER RECEIVING AND FILING OF 

TREASURER'S REPORT 

DATE: October 17, 2016 

SECTION: ADMIN. REPORTS 

ITEM NO.: 1 

FILE I.D.: FIN520 

DEPT.: ADMIN. SVCS.         

 

 

REASON FOR CONSIDERATION:  The City Council is requested to consider receiving 

and filing the City of Montclair Treasurer's Report for the month ending September 30, 

2016, pursuant to state law. 

BACKGROUND:  Included in your agenda packet is a copy of the Treasurer's Report for 

the period ending September 30, 2016. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  Routine—report of City's cash and investments. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends the City Council receive and file the 

Treasurer's Report for the month ending September 30, 2016. 
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Prepared by:   

 

 

Proofed by:   

Fiscal Impact 

Finance Review:   

 

Reviewed and 

Approved By:   

 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

 

SUBJECT: CONSIDER APPROVAL OF WARRANT REGISTER 

AND PAYROLL DOCUMENTATION 

DATE: October 17, 2016 

SECTION: ADMIN. REPORTS 

ITEM NO.: 2 

FILE I.D.: FIN540 

DEPT.: ADMIN. SVCS.         

 

 

REASON FOR CONSIDERATION:  The City Council is requested to consider approval of 

the Warrant Register and Payroll Documentation. 

BACKGROUND:  Mayor Pro Tem Raft has examined the Warrant Register dated 

October 17, 2016, and the Payroll Documentation dated October 2, 2016, and 

recommends their approval. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  The Warrant Register dated October 17, 2016, totals $1,045,822.95; 

and the Payroll Documentation dated October 2, 2016, totals $597,040.71 gross, with 

$409,261.55 net being the total cash disbursement. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends the City Council approve the above 

referenced Warrant Register and Payroll Documentation. 
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Prepared by:   

 

 

Proofed by:   

Fiscal Impact 

Finance Review:   

 

Reviewed and 

Approved By:   

 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

 

SUBJECT: CONSIDER RECEIVING AND FILING OF 

TREASURER'S REPORT 

DATE: October 17, 2016 

SECTION: ADMIN. REPORTS 

ITEM NO.: 3 

FILE I.D.: FIN510 

DEPT.: SUCCESSOR RDA         

 

 

REASON FOR CONSIDERATION:  The City Council acting as Successor to the 

Redevelopment Agency Board of Directors is requested to consider receiving and filing 

the Successor to the Redevelopment Agency Treasurer's Report for the month ending 

September 30, 2016, pursuant to state law. 

BACKGROUND:  Included in your agenda packet is a copy of the Successor to the 

Redevelopment Agency Treasurer's Report for the period ending September 30, 2016. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  Routine—report of the Agency's cash and investments. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends the City Council acting as Successor to the 

Redevelopment Agency Board of Directors receive and file the Successor to the 

Redevelopment Agency Treasurer's Report for the month ending September 30, 2016. 

22



 

 

Prepared by:   

 

 

Proofed by:   

Fiscal Impact 

Finance Review:   

 

Reviewed and 

Approved By:   

 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

 

SUBJECT: CONSIDER APPROVAL OF WARRANT REGISTER DATE: October 17, 2016 

SECTION: ADMIN. REPORTS 

ITEM NO.: 4 

FILE I.D.: FIN530 

DEPT.: SUCCESSOR RDA         

 

 

REASON FOR CONSIDERATION:  The City Council acting as Successor to the 

Redevelopment Agency Board of Directors is requested to consider receiving and filing 

the Successor to the Redevelopment Agency Warrant Register for the month ending 

September 30, 2016, pursuant to state law. 

BACKGROUND:  Vice Chairperson Raft has examined the Successor to the Redevelop-

ment Agency Warrant Register dated 09.01.16–09.30.16 in the amounts of $23,739.32 

for the Combined Operating Fund; $0.00 for the Redevelopment Obligation Retirement 

Funds and finds it to be in order. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  Routine—report of Agency's obligations. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Vice Chairperson Raft recommends the City Council as 

Successor to the Redevelopment Agency Board of Directors approve the Successor to 

the Redevelopment Agency Warrant Register for the period ending September 30, 

2016. 

23



 

 

Prepared by:   

 

 

Proofed by:   

Fiscal Impact 

Finance Review:   

 

Reviewed and 

Approved By:   

 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

 

SUBJECT: CONSIDER RECEIVING AND FILING OF 

TREASURER'S REPORT 

DATE: October 17, 2016 

SECTION: ADMIN. REPORTS 

ITEM NO.: 5 

FILE I.D.: FIN525 

DEPT.: MHC         

 

 

REASON FOR CONSIDERATION:  The Montclair Housing Corporation Board of 

Directors is requested to receive and file the Montclair Housing Corporation Treasurer's 

Report for the month ending September 30, 2016, pursuant to state law. 

BACKGROUND:  Included in your agenda packet is a copy of the Treasurer's Report for 

the period ending September 30, 2016. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  Routine—report of the Montclair Housing Corporation's cash and 

investments. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends the Montclair Housing Corporation Board of 

Directors receive and file the Treasurer's Report for the month ending September 30, 

2016. 
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Prepared by:   

 

 

Proofed by:   

Fiscal Impact 

Finance Review:   

 

Reviewed and 

Approved By:   

 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

 

SUBJECT: CONSIDER APPROVAL OF WARRANT REGISTER DATE: October 17, 2016 

SECTION: ADMIN. REPORTS 

ITEM NO.: 6 

FILE I.D.: FIN545 

DEPT.: MHC         

 

 

REASON FOR CONSIDERATION:  The Montclair Housing Corporation Board of 

Directors is requested to consider receiving and filing the Warrant Register for the 

month ending September 30, 2016, pursuant to state law. 

BACKGROUND:  Vice Chairperson Raft has examined the Warrant Register dated 

09.01.16–09.30.16 in the amount of $39,889.59 for the Montclair Housing 

Corporation and finds it to be in order. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  Routine—report of Montclair Housing Corporation's obligations. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Vice Chairperson Raft recommends the Montclair Housing Corp-

oration Board of Directors approve the Warrant Register for the period ending 

September 30, 2016. 
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Prepared by:   

 

 

Proofed by:   

Fiscal Impact 

Finance Review:   

 

Reviewed and 

Approved By:   

 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

 

SUBJECT: CONSIDER RECEIVING AND FILING OF 

TREASURER'S REPORT 

DATE: October 17, 2016 

SECTION: ADMIN. REPORTS 

ITEM NO.: 7 

FILE I.D.: FIN525 

DEPT.: MHA         

 

 

REASON FOR CONSIDERATION:   The Montclair Housing Authority Board of Directors 

is requested to receive and file the Montclair Housing Authority Treasurer's Report for 

the month ending September 30, 2016, pursuant to state law. 

BACKGROUND:  Included in your agenda packet is a copy of the Treasurer's Report for 

the period ending September 30, 2016. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  Routine—report of the Montclair Housing Authority's cash and 

investments. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends the Montclair Housing Authority Board of 

Directors receive and file the Treasurer's Report for the month ending September 30, 

2016. 
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Prepared by:   

 

 

Proofed by:   

Fiscal Impact 

Finance Review:   

 

Reviewed and 

Approved By:   

 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

 

SUBJECT: CONSIDER APPROVAL OF WARRANT REGISTER DATE: October 17, 2016 

SECTION: ADMIN. REPORTS 

ITEM NO.: 8 

FILE I.D.: FIN545 

DEPT.: MHA         

 

 

REASON FOR CONSIDERATION:   The Montclair Housing Authority Board of Directors 

is requested to consider receiving and filing the Warrant Register for the month ending 

September 30, 2016, pursuant to state law. 

BACKGROUND:  Vice Chairperson Raft has examined the Warrant Register dated 

09.01.16–09.30.16 in the amount of $0.00 for the Montclair Housing Authority and 

finds it to be in order. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  Routine—report of Montclair Housing Authority's obligations. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Vice Chairperson Raft recommends the Montclair Housing 

Authority Board of Directors approve the Warrant Register for the period ending 

September 30, 2016. 
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Prepared by:   

 

 

Proofed by:   

Fiscal Impact 

Finance Review:   

 

Reviewed and 

Approved By:   

 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

 

SUBJECT: CONSIDER REJECTING ALL BIDS RECEIVED 

FOR THE DEMOLITION OF MONTCLAIR 

RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES PROJECT AND 

AUTHORIZING STAFF TO READVERTISE THE 

PROJECT 

DATE: October 17, 2016      

SECTION: ADMIN. REPORTS 

ITEM NO.: 9 

FILE I.D.: PRK601 

DEPT.: PUBLIC WORKS         

 

 

REASON FOR CONSIDERATION:  Bids for the Demolition of Montclair Residential 

Properties Project were received and opened on September 15, 2016.  Following the 

bid opening, staff was approached by an individual seeking to reutilize one of the three 

properties.  To eliminate one of the properties from the official bid documents, the 

City would need to reject all bids and readvertise the project.  Rejection of the bids and 

readvertisement of the remaining dwellings to be demolished will require City Council 

approval. 

BACKGROUND:  The Demolition of Montclair Residential Properties Project would 

demolish the following three vacant City–owned residential properties: 

 11244 Vernon Avenue 

 4304 Kingsley Street 

 4324 Kingsley Street 

The bid proposals received by the City ranged from a low bid of $54,700 to a high bid 

of $284,500, with the Engineer's Estimate at $60,000.  A summary of the bids received 

is presented below: 

Summary of Bids for the  

 Demolition of Montclair Residential Properties Project 

 

Name 

Bid  

Amount 

  

Corner Keystone Construction 

Corporation 
$  54,700 

Engineer’s Estimate $  60,000 

Three D Service Company, Inc. $  69,880 

AMPCO $ 180,994 

Kemcorp Construction, Inc. $ 284,500 
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Following the bid opening, staff was contacted by an individual regarding the possible 

renovation and lease of the property at 11244 Vernon Avenue.  The prospective lessee 

would reutilize the existing house as a dwelling and would plant the remaining 4.5 

acres of land with grapes.  The prospective lessee has indicated the willingness to 

conduct certain necessary repairs to the dwelling onsite.  The proposed reuse of the 

dwelling and use of the remaining site for agriculture would potentially offer revenue 

to the City and eliminate the annual maintenance costs for the 4.5 acres and structure.  

Terms of a proposed lease agreement would have to be negotiated by staff and any 

proposed lease agreement would need to be approved by the City Council. 

The original advertisement for the Demolition of Montclair Residential Properties 

Project was based on demolition of three residential properties.  By eliminating one of 

the three properties from the project, the scope of work would be decreased over 25 

percent.  It is, therefore, in the City’s interest to reject all the bids, reevaluate the 

scope of work, and revise the construction documents/Engineer’s Estimate prior to 

readvertising the project.  Rejecting all bids and readvertising will likely cause a two to 

three month delay in demolition of the remaining two properties.   

FISCAL IMPACT:  With a revised scope of work, the project cost is expected to be 

approximately $45,000.  This is $15,000 less than originally advertised Engineer’s 

Estimate.  Additional plan changes and advertising costs would likely add another 

$3,500 to the cost of the project.  Staff recommends use of 2014 Lease Revenue Bond 

Proceeds to complete the project.   

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends the City Council reject all bids received for 

the Demolition of Montclair Residential Properties Project and authorize staff to 

readvertise the project. 
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Prepared by:   

 

 

Proofed by:   

Fiscal Impact 

Finance Review:   

 

Reviewed and 

Approved By:   

 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

 

SUBJECT: CONSIDER AUTHORIZATION OF A $1,361 

APPROPRIATION FROM THE FEDERAL ASSET 

FORFEITURE FUND TO PURCHASE A NEW 

EPSON POWERLITE LCD PROJECTOR 

DATE: October 17, 2016 

SECTION: ADMIN. REPORTS 

ITEM NO.: 10 

FILE I.D.: PDT362 

DEPT.: POLICE         

 

 

REASON FOR CONSIDERATION:  The City Council is requested to authorize the use of 

Federal Asset Forfeiture Funds to purchase a new LCD projector to replace the existing 

model in the Police Department’s briefing/conference room. 

BACKGROUND:  The current model was installed in 2008 upon completion of the 

Police facility.  It was designed for use in a room that could be darkened almost 

completely.  Because the briefing/conference room where the projector is housed is 

flanked on either side by several large windows with light-colored window coverings, 

ambient light enters the room causing images and text produced by the projector to 

be dim and difficult to see clearly.  The existing projector is not suitable for use during 

meetings and training sessions in its current location. 

Staff proposes to purchase a new Epson PowerLite LCD Projector to replace the existing 

model.  The Epson projector delivers 4200 lumens of both color and white brightness 

to project vibrant, colorful images and text in virtually any setting.  Other features 

include wireless connectivity, widescreen resolution for a 30 percent larger image area 

than other brands, a USB port, split screen display, and multi-PC projection that allows 

up to four PCs to be displayed simultaneously on the screen.   

FISCAL IMPACT:  If authorized by the City Council, the purchase of one Epson 

PowerLite LCD Projector would result in an appropriation from the Federal Asset 

Forfeiture Fund (1144) in the amount of $1,361. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends the City Council authorize a $1,361 

appropriation from the Federal Asset Forfeiture Fund to purchase a new Epson 

PowerLite LCD Projector. 
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Prepared by:   

 

 

Proofed by:   

Fiscal Impact 

Finance Review:   

 

Reviewed and 

Approved By:   

 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

 

SUBJECT: CONSIDER AN APPROPRIATION OF $11,846 

FROM 2014 LEASE REVENUE BOND PROCEEDS 

FOR COSTS RELATED TO THE SAN BERNAR-

DINO STREET ALLEY REHABILITATION 

PROJECT BRINGING THE TOTAL PROJECT 

COST TO $180,000 

 

CONSIDER AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR THE 

SAN BERNARDINO STREET ALLEY REHABILI-

TATION PROJECT TO GENTRY GENERAL 

ENGINEERING, INC., IN THE AMOUNT OF 

$163,980 

 

CONSIDER APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT NO. 

16–99 WITH GENTRY GENERAL ENGINEERING, 

INC., FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE SAN BER-

NARDINO STREET ALLEY REHABILITATION 

PROJECT 

 

CONSIDER AUTHORIZATION OF A $16,020 

CONSTRUCTION CONTINGENCY FOR THE SAN 

BERNARDINO STREET ALLEY REHABILITATION 

PROJECT 

DATE: October 17, 2016 

SECTION: AGREEMENTS 

ITEM NO.: 1 

FILE I.D.: STA650 

DEPT.: PUBLIC WORKS         

 

 

REASON FOR CONSIDERATION:  Appropriations and awards of contracts require City 

Council approval. 

BACKGROUND:    The San Bernardino Street Alley Rehabilitation Project is a design– 

build project intended to provide pavement and drainage improvements to an existing 

alley generally located north of the 4700–4800 block of San Bernardino Street.  

Improvements include removal and replacement of the existing asphalt concrete, 

construction of a concrete ribbon gutter, installation of American with Disabilities Act 

compliant pedestrian ramps, and asphalt pavement markings.   

On Thursday, September 27, 2016, Deputy City Clerk Phillips received and opened two 

bid proposals for construction of the San Bernardino Street Alley Rehabilitation Project.  

The bid results are shown on the following page.  Following the bid opening, the two 

bid proposals were reviewed for completeness and accuracy.  The bid proposal of the 

apparent low bidder, Gentry General Engineering, Inc., provided all required documents 

and was deemed the lowest responsible, responsive bidder for the project.  Gentry 

General Engineering, Inc., has never performed work in the city.  However, reference 

checks with surrounding cities indicate that Gentry General Engineering, Inc. is known 

to have the personnel, equipment, and job experience necessary to complete this 

contract in accordance with the plans and specifications.   
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This project is a 45 working–day project, with the design starting immediately and 

construction being completed no later than December 2016. 

 

Bid results are as follows: 

Bidder Bid Amount 

Engineer’s Estimate $180,000.00 

Gentry General Engineering, Inc. $163,980.00 

Gentry Brothers, Inc. $168,980.00 

FISCAL IMPACT:  The subject project was added to the Fiscal Years 2016–2021 Capital 

Improvement Program (CIP) with Community Development Block Grants (CDBG) 

identified as the funding source.  The city received a total of $168,154 of CDBG 

funding for the project. Staff is requesting an additional $11,846 of 2014 Lease 

Revenue Bond Proceeds to cover any additional expenses beyond the $168,154 of 

CDBG funds. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends the City Council take the following actions: 

1. Appropriate $11,846 from 2014 Lease Revenue Bond Proceeds for costs 

related to the San Bernardino Street Alley Rehabilitation Project bringing the 

total project cost to $180,000. 

2. Award contract for the San Bernardino Street Alley Rehabilitation Project to 

Gentry General Engineering, Inc., in the amount of $163,980. 

3. Approve Agreement No. 16–99 with Gentry General Engineering, Inc., for 

construction of the San Bernardino Street Alley Rehabilitation Project. 

4. Authorize a $16,020 construction contingency for the San Bernardino Street 

Alley Rehabilitation Project. 
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Agreement No. 16-99 

 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:  That the following Agreement is made and 
entered into as of the date executed by the City Clerk and the Mayor, by and between 
Gentry General Engineering, Inc. a CORPORATION, hereinafter referred to as 
"CONTRACTOR" and the CITY OF MONTCLAIR, hereinafter referred to as "CITY." 
 
A. Recitals. 
 
(i) Pursuant to Notice Inviting Sealed Bids or Proposals, bids were received, publicly 

opened, and declared on the date specified in said notice. 
 
(ii) CITY did accept the bid of CONTRACTOR. 
 
(iii) CITY has authorized the City Clerk and Mayor to enter into a written contract with 

CONTRACTOR for furnishing labor, equipment, and material for the construction 
of: 

(iv)  
 

 SAN BERNARDINO STREET ALLEY REHABILITATION PROJECT  
 

 
"PROJECT" hereinafter. 

 
B. Resolution. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants herein contained, it is 
agreed: 
 
1. GENERAL SCOPE OF WORK:  CONTRACTOR shall furnish all necessary labor, 
tools, materials, appliances, and equipment for and do all work contemplated and 
embraced for the PROJECT.  Said PROJECT to be performed in accordance with 
specifications and standards on file in the Office of the City Engineer and in accordance 
with bid prices hereinafter mentioned and in accordance with the instructions of the 
Engineer. 
 
2. INCORPORATED DOCUMENTS TO BE CONSIDERED COMPLEMENTARY:  
The aforesaid specifications are incorporated herein by reference thereto and made a 
part hereof with like force and effect as if all of said documents were set forth in full 
herein.  Said documents, the Notice Inviting Bids, the Instructions to Bidders, the 
Proposal and any City-issued addenda, together with this written Agreement, shall 
constitute the contract between the parties.  This contract is intended to require a 
complete and finished piece of work and anything necessary to complete the work 
properly and in accordance with the law and lawful governmental regulations shall be 
performed by the CONTRACTOR whether set out specifically in the contract or not.  
Should it be ascertained that any inconsistency exists between the aforesaid documents 
and this written Agreement, the provisions of this written Agreement shall control. 
 
3. TERMS OF CONTRACT:  The CONTRACTOR agrees to execute the contract 
within ten (10) calendar days from the date of notice of award of the contract and to 
complete his portion of PROJECT within the time specified in the Special Provisions.  
CONTRACTOR agrees further to the assessment of liquidated damages in the amount 
specified in the Special Provisions or the Standard Specifications, whichever is higher, 
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for each calendar day PROJECT remains incomplete beyond the expiration of the 
completion date.  CITY may deduct the amount thereof from any moneys due or that 
may become due the CONTRACTOR under this contract.  Progress payments made 
after the scheduled date of completion shall not constitute a waiver of liquidated 
damages. 
 
4. GOVERNING LAW:  The City and Contractor understand and agree that the 
laws of the State of California shall govern the rights, obligations, duties, and liabilities 
of the parties to this Agreement and also govern the interpretation of this Agreement.  
Any litigation concerning this Agreement shall take place in the municipal, superior, or 
federal district court with jurisdiction over the City of Montclair. 
 
5. INSURANCE:  The CONTRACTOR shall not commence work under this contract 
until he has obtained all insurance required hereunder in a company or companies 
acceptable to CITY nor shall the CONTRACTOR allow any subcontractor to commence 
work on his subcontract until all insurance required of the subcontractor has been 
obtained.  The CONTRACTOR shall take out and maintain at all times during the life of 
this contract the following policies of insurance: 
 

a. Compensation Insurance:  Before beginning work, the CONTRACTOR 
shall furnish to the Engineer a policy of insurance or proper endorsement as proof 
that he has taken out full compensation insurance for all persons whom he may 
employ directly or through subcontractors in carrying out the work specified herein, 
in accordance with the laws of the State of California.  Such insurance shall be 
maintained in full force and effect during the period covered by this contract. 

 
In accordance with the provisions of §3700 of the California Labor Code, every 
contractor shall secure the payment of compensation to his employees.  
CONTRACTOR, prior to commencing work, shall sign and file with CITY a 
certification as follows: 

 
"I am aware of the provisions of §3700 of the Labor Code which require 
every employer to be insured against liability for worker's compensation or 
to undertake self insurance in accordance with the provisions of that Code, 
and I will comply with such provisions before commencing the performance 
of the work of this contract." 

 
b. For all operations of the CONTRACTOR or any subcontractor in performing 
the work provided for herein, insurance with the following minimum limits and 
coverage: 

 
(1) Public Liability - Bodily Injury (not auto) $1,000,000 each person; 

$2,000,000 each accident. 
 

(2) Public Liability - Property Damage (not auto) $500,000 each 
accident; $1,000,000 aggregate. 

 
(3) Contractor's Protective - Bodily Injury $1,000,000 each person; 

$2,000,000 each accident. 
 

(4) Contractor's Protective - Property Damage $500,000 each accident; 
$1,000,000 aggregate. 
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(5) Automobile - Bodily Injury $1,000,000 each person; $2,000,000 each 

accident. 
 

(6) Automobile - Property Damage $500,000 each accident. 
 

c. The policy of insurance provided for in subparagraph a. shall contain an 
endorsement which: 

 
(1) Waives all right of subrogation against all persons and entities 

specified in subparagraph 4.d.(2) hereof to be listed as additional 
insureds in the policy of insurance provided for in paragraph b. by 
reason of any claim arising out of or connected with the operations 
of CONTRACTOR or any subcontractor in performing the work 
provided for herein; 

 
(2) Provides it shall not be canceled or altered without thirty (30) days' 

written notice thereof given to CITY by registered mail. 
 

d. Each such policy of insurance provided for in paragraph b. shall: 
 

(1) Be issued by an insurance company approved in writing by CITY, 
which is qualified to do business in the State of California; 

 
(2) Name as additional insureds the CITY, its officers, agents and 

employees, and any other parties specified in the bid documents to 
be so included; 

 
(3) Specify it acts as primary insurance and that no insurance held or 

owned by the designated additional insureds shall be called upon to 
cover a loss under said policy; 

 
(4) Contain a clause substantially in the following words: 

 
"It is hereby understood and agreed that this policy may not be 
canceled nor the amount of the coverage thereof reduced until thirty 
(30) days after receipt by CITY of a written notice of such 
cancellation or reduction of coverage as evidenced by receipt of a 
registered letter." 

 
(5) Otherwise be in form satisfactory to CITY. 

 
e. The CONTRACTOR shall at the time of the execution of the contract 

present the original policies of insurance required in paragraphs a. and b., 
hereof, or present an endorsement of the insurance company, showing the 
issuance of such insurance, and the additional insureds and other 
provisions required herein. 

 
6. CONTRACTOR'S LIABILITY:  The City of Montclair and its respective officers, 
agents and employees shall not be answerable or accountable in any manner for any 
loss or damage that may happen to the project or any part thereof, or for any of the 
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materials or other things used or employed in performing the project; or for injury or 
damage to any person or persons, either workmen, employees of the CONTRACTOR or 
his subcontractors or the public, whatsoever arising out of or in connection with the 
performance of the project.  The CONTRACTOR shall be responsible for any damage or 
injury to any person or property resulting from defects or obstructions or from any cause 
whatsoever, except the sole negligence or willful misconduct of CITY, its employees, 
servants, or independent contractors who are directly responsible to CITY during the 
progress of the project or at any time before its completion and final acceptance. 
The CONTRACTOR will indemnify CITY against and will hold and save CITY harmless 
from any and all actions, claims, damages to persons or property, penalties, obligations, 
or liabilities that may be asserted or claimed by any person, firm, entity, corporation, 
political subdivision, or other organization arising out of or in connection with the work, 
operation, or activities of the CONTRACTOR, his agents, employees, subcontractors, or 
invitees provided for herein, whether or not there is concurrent passive or active 
negligence on the part of CITY, but excluding such actions, claims, damages to persons 
or property, penalties, obligations, or liabilities arising from the sole negligence or willful 
misconduct of CITY, its employees, servants, or independent contractors who are directly 
responsible to CITY, and in connection therewith: 
 

a. The CONTRACTOR will defend any action or actions filed in connection 
with any of said claims, damages, penalties, obligations, or liabilities and 
will pay all costs and expenses, including attorneys' fees incurred in 
connection therewith. 

 
b. The CONTRACTOR will promptly pay any judgment or award rendered 

against the CONTRACTOR or CITY covering such claims, damages, 
penalties, obligations, and liabilities arising out of or in connection with such 
work, operations, or activities of the CONTRACTOR hereunder or 
reasonable settlement in lieu of judgment or award, and the 
CONTRACTOR agrees to save and hold the CITY harmless therefrom. 

 
c. In the event CITY is made a party to any action or proceeding filed or 

prosecuted against the CONTRACTOR for damages or other claims arising 
out of or in connection with the project, operation, or activities of the 
CONTRACTOR hereunder, the CONTRACTOR agrees to pay to CITY any 
and all costs and expenses incurred by CITY in such action or proceeding 
together with reasonable attorneys' fees. 

 
Money due to the CONTRACTOR under and by virtue of the contract, as 
shall be considered necessary by CITY, may be retained by CITY until 
disposition has been made of such actions or claims for damage as 
aforesaid. 

 
7. NONDISCRIMINATION:  No discrimination shall be made in the employment of 
persons upon public works because of the race, color, sex, sexual preference, sexual 
orientation, or religion of such persons, and every contractor for public works violating 
this section is subject to all the penalties imposed for a violation of Division 2, Part 7, 
Chapter 1 of the Labor Code in accordance with the provisions of § 1735 of said Code. 
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8. INELIGIBLE SUBCONTRACTORS:  The CONTRACTOR shall be prohibited 
from performing work on this project with a subcontractor who is ineligible to perform on 
the project pursuant to § 1777.1 and § 1777.7 of the Labor Code. 
 
9. CONTRACT PRICE AND PAYMENT:  CITY shall pay to the CONTRACTOR for 
furnishing the material and doing the prescribed work the unit prices set forth in 
accordance with CONTRACTOR's Proposal dated September 28, 2016 
 
10. ATTORNEYS' FEES:  In the event that any action or proceeding is brought by 
either party to enforce any term or provision of this Agreement, the prevailing party shall 
recover its reasonable attorneys' fees and costs incurred with respect thereto. 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused these presents to be duly 
executed with all the formalities required by law on the respective dates set forth 
opposite their signatures. 
 
CONTRACTOR CITY 

GENTRY GENERAL ENGINEERING, INC. CITY OF MONTLAIR, CALIFORNIA 
9277 Archibald Ave. 5111 Benito Street 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 Montclair, CA 91763 

    
Name                             Title Paul M. Eaton 
 Mayor 

Date   Date   
  

  ATTEST: 

    
 Name Andrea M. Phillips 
 Deputy City Clerk 

  Date   
 Title 

 APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

   
 Diane E. Robbins 
 City Attorney 
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MINUTES OF THE CITY OF MONTCLAIR REAL 

ESTATE COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 

MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 19, 2016 AT 5:40 P.M. IN 

THE CITY HALL CONFERENCE ROOM, 5111 

BENITO STREET, MONTCLAIR, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Council Member Dutrey called the meeting to order at 5:40 p.m. 

 

II. ROLL CALL 

 

Present:  Council Member Dutrey (Chair); Mayor Eaton (Committee Member); City 

Manager Starr; Deputy City Manager/Economic and Community 

Development Executive Director Staats; Assistant Director of 

Housing/Planning Manager Caldwell; City Planner/Planning Manager 

Diaz; Associate Planner Gutierrez; Senior Management Analyst Fuentes; 

City Attorney Robbins; Deputy City Clerk Phillips 

 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 

Minutes of the Real Estate Committee Special Meeting of September 6, 2016, 

were approved. 

 

IV. PUBLIC COMMENT — None 

 

V. DISCUSSION ITEMS 

 

A. DEVELOPMENT PROPOSALS — PROJECTS NOT OFFICIALLY SUBMITTED 

FOR FORMAL CITY REVIEW: 

 

1. 5281 Mission Boulevard — Review of ARCO Station’s request to 

add vacuums and covered canopies to the existing car wash — 

Sams KH Corp. 

 

The Committee reviewed the design plans for a proposed addition of 

vacuums and covered canopies to the existing car wash. The 

Committee recommended staff explore more attractive design options 

with the developer. 

 

B. DEVELOPMENT PROPOSALS — PROJECTS SUBMITTED FOR FORMAL 

CITY REVIEW:  

1. Montclair Place — Amendment No. 1 to Case No. 2015–4, Precise 

Plan of Design (PPD) Revised Site Plan — CIM Group. 

 

The Committee reviewed the revised site plan and recommended 

approval. 
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VI. UPDATE ON AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO THE NORTH MONTCLAIR DOWNTOWN 

SPECIFIC PLAN (NMDSP) – REQUEST ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

Deputy City Manager/Economic and Community Development Executive Director 

Staats advised additional environmental analysis is being requested to open up 

the option for mixed–use development in the NMDSP area near the Montclair 

Transcenter. 

The Committee recommended approval to perform additional environmental 

analysis for the NMDSP. 

VII. OTHER ITEMS 

Deputy City Manager/Economic and Community Development Executive Director 

Staats noted representatives from Crestwood Communities will be attending 

the next meeting to discuss the potential to request a zone change and General 

Plan amendment for a property west of the Bowlium for residential develop-

ment. 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT 

 

 At 6:37 p.m., Council Member Dutrey adjourned the Real Estate Committee. 

Submitted for Real Estate Committee approval, 

 

 

  

 Andrea Phillips, Deputy City Clerk 
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MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE MONTCLAIR 

PERSONNEL COMMITTEE HELD ON MONDAY, 

OCTOBER 3, 2016, AT 8:05 P.M. IN THE CITY 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICES, 5111 BENITO STREET, 

MONTCLAIR, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 I. CALL TO ORDER 

Mayor Pro Tem Raft called the meeting to order at 8:05 p.m. 

 

 II. ROLL CALL 

Present: Mayor Pro Tem Raft; Council Member Ruh, and City 

Manager Starr 

 

 III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

A. Minutes of the Regular Personnel Committee Meeting of 

September 6, 2016. 

Moved by City Manager Starr, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Raft, 

and carried unanimously to approve the minutes of the Personnel 

Committee meeting of September 6, 2016. 

 

 IV. PUBLIC COMMENT – None 

 

 V. CLOSED SESSION 

At 8:06 p.m., the Personnel Committee went into Closed Session 

regarding personnel matters related to appointments, resignations/ 

terminations, and evaluations of employee performance. 

At 8:25 p.m., the Personnel Committee returned from Closed Session.  

Mayor Pro Tem Raft stated that no announcements would be made at 

this time. 

 

 VI. ADJOURNMENT 

At 8:25 p.m., Mayor Pro Tem Raft adjourned the Personnel Committee. 

Submitted for Personnel Committee approval, 

 

 

 

  

 Edward C. Starr 

 City Manager 
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