RESOLUTION NO, 2001-154

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF POMONA
OVERTURNING THE PLANNING COMMISSION FAILURE TO APPROVE A
MODIFICATION OF CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT MCUP 00-032 TO ALLOW
THE RECYCLING OF PLASTICS, TO REDESIGN THE SITE PLAN, TO
EXPAND AN EXISTING OPERATION AND TO CHANGE THE HOURS OF
OPERATION FOR A COLLECTION/RECYCLING CENTER LOCATED IN
THE M-2 (GENERAL INDUSTRIAL) ZONE ON PROPERTY KNOWN AS
1326 E. NINTH STREET

WHEREAS, there has been initiated by the applicant, Sunrise Industries, Inc., an appeal
of the Planning Cqmmission’s May 23, 2001 failure to approve the Modification Of Conditional
Use Permit MCUP 00-032 to allow the recycling of plastics, to redesign the site plan, to expand
an existing opgératj;on and to change the hours of operation for a collection/recycling center;

! |

WHEREAS, on May 23, 2001, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing for the
subject application and reviewed the staff report for a Modification to Conditional Use Permit
on property krilow‘_n\ as 1326 E. Ninth Street;

WHEREAS On May 23, 2001, the Planning Commission subsequently failed to approve
or deny the reqyest for Modification to Conditional Use Permit;

WHERE,AS, on June 2, 2001, the City Council voted to schedule for public hearing the
applicant’s appf;al of the Planning Commission’s decision based on a 4/3 vote;

WHEREAS% on June 8, 2001, the City Council of the City of Pomona, has, after giving
notice thereof as required by law, held a public hearing concerning requested appeal of the
Planning Comn"giss,ion’s failure act on the Modification to Conditional Use Permit MCUP 00-032;
and o

WHEREAS, the City Council has carefully considered all pertinent testimony and the staff
report offered in the case as presented at the public hearing.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
POMONA AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Pursuant to the Guidelines for Implementation of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), a Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared and
reviewed, finding that, although the proposed project could have a significant effect, in this case,
because mitigation measures have been added to the project. The City Council hereby approves
said Mitigated Negative Declaration and the Mitigation Monitoring program contained in Exhibit
“A” herein.
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SECTION 2. The City Council hereby finds and determines that the proposed modified
use at the particular location is necessary to protect the public peace, health and safety and allows
for the reasonable operation of said use, in that the addition and renovation will increase the
efficacy of the operation, which will reduce the impacts to surrounding properties.

SECTION 3. Modification to Conditional Use Permit MCUP 00-032, as submitted
heretofore, is hereby approved subject to compliance of all existing laws and ordinances of this
City and the following specific conditions, violations of which (or failure to complete any of
which) shall constitute grounds for revocation of the Conditional Use Permit or any portion
thereof: :

1. This approval shall lapse and become void if the privilege authorized is not utilized or
where some form of construction pursuant to issuance of a building permit has not
commenced within one (1) year from the date of this approval. The Planning
Commission may extend this period for one year upon receipt of written request by the
applicant at least thirty (30) days prior to the expiration date.

2. All conditions in Exhibit “A,” the Mitigation Monitoring Program shall be complied
with at all time during the operation of the business.

3. The conditional use permit shall become void if the use granted is discontinued or
abandoned for a period of 6 months.

4, The project shall be in substantial conformance to submitted plans attached as Exhibit
“B” date-stamped July 16, 2001, except as modified herein.

5. The applicant shall make a reduction or 8 2” by 11” inch sticky-back of all approved
resolutions related to the project, which shall be placed on the title sheet of
construction plans prior to the Plan Check submittal.

6. The applicant shall submit final site plan, floor plan and building elevations prior to the
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy. The final plans shall incorporate all conditions
in the approved resolution.

7. Before building permits for installation of the new equipment are finalized, the
applicant and any successor in interest shall sign a Certificate of Compliance stating
that:

e They have read and understand all the conditions of approval applicable to the
project;

e  That they are familiar with the daily operations of the use; and

e  That the use will operate in compliance with the conditions of approval.
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8.

10.

11.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

No modifications to the site plan shall be conducted without the issuance of a
Modification of Conditional Use Permit approved by the Planning Commission.

All Conditions of Planning Commission Resolution Nos. 8312, 2830, 2830-A and 8398
shall be met.

All repairs to the proposed new sorting equipment shall be completed within 48 hours.

The applicant shall be allowed to operate the recycling operation for an additional 4
hours during or after the seven-(7) major holidays, Christmas, New Years, Presidents
Day, Memorial Day, 4" of July, Labor Day and Thanksgiving.

To ensure that future owners are made aware of the conditions of approval, the
applicant shall within 30 days of the date of this resolution demonstrate to the City
Planning Division that the resolution has been recorded with the Los Angeles County
Recorder.

To ensure that future tenants are provided with the conditions of approval, all tenants
must sign a lease addendum confirming that they have read and understand all
conditions relative to operation of a recycling facility in this location.

In the event of a violation of any of the conditions of approval, mitigation monitoring
program and/or City law, the property owner and tenant will be issued a Notice of
Correction. If said violation is not remedied within a reasonable period of time and/or
a subsequent violations of the conditions of approval and/or City law occurs within
ninety (90) days of any Notice of Correction, the property owner shall be held
responsible to reimburse the City for all staff time directly attributable to enforcement
of the conditions of approval and/or City law, including, but not limited to, revocation
of the herein Conditional Use Permit. '

A review hearing shall be scheduled no later than six months after installation of the new
equipment to determine compliance of all conditions of approval and the Mitigated
Monitoring Program.

The hours of operation shall be between 6:30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m. Monday through
Saturday.

All recyclable materials on the tipping floor must be sorted and baled at the end of each
working day. All materials that have been baled shall be stored within the storage
structure until such time as the materials are removed from the site. Paper, cardboard
and glass shall not be stored on site for more than 1 week. Plastics and metal shall not
be stored on site for more than 2 weeks.
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19.  Outdoor storage shall be allowed for presorted clean recycled paper and cardboard
materials that have been baled. The applicant shall only be allowed to stack clean

baled paper and cardboard material to a maximum height of eight (8) feet.

Fire Department

20.  The applicant shall provide on-site fire access twenty-six (26) feet wide clear to the sky
within 150 feet of all portions of the exterior walls. The applicant shall notify the Fire
Department if any welding is proposed in the new repair garage.

21.  The minimum required fire flow is 2,000 g.p.m. for the subject site.

22.  The enclosed structures (canopy) used for the storage and processing of recyclable
materials shall be equipped with a fire sprinkler system.

23. A two (2) hour firewall area separation will be required along the south, west and
portions of the north and east sides of the enclosed structure (canopy).

Water Department

24.  An approved back flow preventer will be required between the meter and first point of
connection back of the water meter.

SECTION 4. The City Clerk shall certify to the passage and adoption of this Resolution
and it shall thereupon be in full force and effect.

APPROVED AND PASSED this 16th  day of July , 2001
ATTEST: W THE CITY OF POMONA
City Clerk ayor /%

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

My e

C'lty Attorney

I:\Economic Development\Planning\Master Planning\City Council\Resolution\1326ccreso.doc
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more than 2 weeks.

3a. | Outdoor storage shall be allowed for presorted clean recycled paper and cardboard materials .
that have been baled. The applicant shall only be allowed to stack the clean baled paper and | Planning and Continuous: -
cardboard material to a maximum height of eight (8) feet. Code I

Enforcement

4. | All materials that have been sorted and are not baled shall be stored within a fully enclosed
metal container. The openings to the containers shall be closed at all times except when Code Continuous
materials are being loaded or unloaded. Enforcement

4a.

No activities associated with PVRC operations shall exceed the City’'s 70 dBa threshold at the | Code Continuous
property boundary. Noise shall be monitored following completion of the new facility, Enforcement

including full delivery of recycled material, to verify that noise levels do not exceed the 70 dBa

threshold. If any component of operations exceed this threshold, the company shall either

reduce the direct noise generating activity or install sound attenuation walls (or any

alternative acceptable to the City) to prevent noise from exceeding 70 dB at the property

boundary.

5. The applicant shall be required to enclose portions of the exterior walls of the existing Prior to
structures, reducing the level of noise onto adjacent properties. The north, south and west Planning and issuance
side of the building shall be enclosed to reduce the noise level onto adjacent properties. Building of Certificate

of Occupancy
6. | The hours of operation shall be limited between 6:30 a.m. to 6:30p.m. six (6) days a week. During hours
Planning and of operation
Code of the
Enforcement recycling

facility
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7. Public coilection bins for glass, paper and metal shail be ciosed at all times, except when During hours
materials are being dropped off. The enclosed containers shall be emptied daily. Planning and of operation
Code of the
Enforcement recycling
facility
8. No high pile storage of recyclable materials shall be permitted at anytime. Code Continuous - | -
| Enforcement )
9. The applicant shall immediately implement a program to monitor and maintain the subject site | Planning and Continuous
and adjacent properties free from trash and debris on a daily basis. Within three months of. Code
installation of the new equipment, the applicant shall demonstrate to Planning Division staff Enforcement
that problems with off-site trash have been eliminated. If the problem have not been
eliminated, additional mitigation measures will be required. v
9a | Complaints on trash shall be registered on the complaint hot line and included in the Planning Continuous
applicant’'s quarterly report to the City. ’ Division
10. | The buildings used for the processing of the recyclable materials shall be painted to match Planning Prior to
the existing structures. Division issuance
of Certificate
of Occupancy
11. | All existing planter areas shall be re-planted if necessary to meet current code. Planter areas | Planning Prior to
shall be maintained free of weeds and debris. Division issuance
of Certificate
of Occupancy
and -
Continuous - -
12. | A geotechnical and soils study will be submitted to and approved by the Public Works Prior to
Director prior to the issuance of a grading (if needed) or building permit for the project. The Public Works issuance -
report will identify appropriate foundation and other design criteria to assure improvements Department of Certificate_ -|
will withstand anticipated geologic and seismic conditions. of Occupancy
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13. | As a condition of approval, the applicant shall meet all requirements for Section 402(p) of the Prior to
Federal Clean Water Act of 1987 and Section 35 of the City of Pomona Stormwater Public Works | issuance . |
requirements. The applicant shall meet and implement all requirements for Storm water Department of Certificate ~
Pollution Plan such as: of Occupancy ]

* Implementation of best management practices outlined in the SWPPP prior to Certificate -
of Occupancy. No grading plans will be issued for this project. The applicant as already
submitted a draft SWPPP.

» City of Pomona is part of Los Angeles County and typically complies with the Los Angles
County storm water drainage requirements and the San Gabriel River Water Quality
Control Plan. However, this project is within the Santa Ana water basin. Review of this
project will be in conformance with both Los Angeles County standards and the
requirement of the Santa Ana River Water Quality Control Plan of 1995. Where the two
differ, the most conservative approach will be implemented.

* Requirements for grab samples are defined by the NPDES regulations and described in
the SWPPP and BMP.

14. | The proposed enclosed facilities will be required to install a sprinkler system and construct Fire Prior to
the exterior walls of a two-hour fire wall rated material. Department issuance

of Certificate
of Occupancy

15. | In a previously approved Conditional Use Permit, a condition was placed requiring a fire Fire Prior to
hydrant on the subject site. The applicant has made arrangements with the adjacent property | Department issuance .
owners for the use of an existing private fire hydrant located on the eastside of the subject of Certificate -
site. The location of the existing fire hydrant satisfied the requirement of the Fire Department,

which is adequate in providing water to the rear of the property. The applicant shall provide
an access gate between the two properties to provide easy access to the private fire hydrant.

of Occupaney |. -

2
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have not eliminated the problem, the City will immediately institute revocation proceedings.
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16. | The applicant shall implement an on-going program to address the vermin/pest control )
problem. A problem shall exist when a vector or pest population on the property relative to a | Planning Continuous
minimal intrusive population that does not affect neighboring properties. The applicant shall Division/
be required to complete or submit the following: Code
» A monthly inspection by a certified pest control operator. If during the monthly inspection | Enforcement
the pest control operator identifies a problem, the operator shall inform the city Planning
Division immediately and take corrective actions.
» Quarterly reports submitted to the City Planning Division verifying successful control of
the vector/pest population.
» Establish and maintain a compliant hot line during all operating hours.
» All complaints and actions taken to resolve the complaints shall be presented in the
quarterly report submitted to the City. The applicant shall maintain a daily log of
complaints and corrective actions.
16a | Three (3) months after the installation of the new equipment a certified professional shall
conduct a vector/pest study on the subject site and adjacent properties. Planning Continuous
Division/
Code
Enforcement
16b | With the property owners approval the applicant must, beglnnmg immediately, provide pest Planning Continuous
control services on all adjacent properties. Division
16¢c | Three months after installation of the new equipment, the applicant must submit to the City a | Planning Continuous
report prepared by a licensed pest control professional evaluating the effectiveness of the Division

-
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17. | Per the Fire Department regulations, all hazardous materials located on the subject such as .
truck oil, and solvents used on the subject site shall be store in the proper containers and Code Continuous
disposed of after use. Enforcement ;
18. | The applicant shall only utilize professionals who are certified in their field to conduct any Planning Continuous _
Division (As required .

surveys or studies required by the City.

for
each study)

\\city_hall\depts\Economic Development\Planning\Master Planning\Planning Commission\Environmental Assessment\EX1326finalMM.doc
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
)ss
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES)
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was passed and adopted by
the City Council of the City of Pomona, California, and signed by the Mayor of said City at a

(an) regular meeting of said Council, held on the _16th day of _July , 2001, by

the following vote, to wit:

AYES: Councilmembers: Hunter, Robles, Carrizosa, Rothman, Torres,

» » (Vice-Mayor) Lantz.
NOES: ?

ABSTENTIONS: i

ABSENT: »

NOT VOTING: » {(Mayor) Cortez.

Ll LU

City Clerk

(EV/8-08-01/2001-154/p.3)



" CITY OF POMONA
COUNCIL REPORT

July 2, 2001 . No. 01-156
(Continued to July 16, 2001)

TO:

Mayor and City Council

SUBJECT: APPEAL OF PLANNING COMMISSION DECISION ON MODIFICATION

TO CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT MCUP 00-032 TO ALLOW
RECYCLING OF PLASTICS, CHANGE THE HOURS OF OPERATION,
AND REDESIGN THE SITE PLAN TO EXPAND AN EXISTING
RECYCLING FACILITY, (COUNCIL DISTRICT #3).

SUMMARY

Issue — Should the City Council uphold the Planning Commission’s failure to approve
Modification to Conditional Use Permit MCUP 00-032 to allow the recycling of plastics,
change the hours of operation, and redesign the site plan to expand an existing recycling .
facility at 1326 E. Ninth Street?

Recommendation — That the City Council approve with conditions, Modification to
Conditional Use Permit MCUP 00-032 to allow the recycling of plastics, change the hours
of operation, and redesign the site plan to expand an existing recycling facility.

Fiscal Impact — Negligible
Council Goals/ Objectives — Not applicable.

Related Recommendations/Actions — On June 4, 2001 the City Council granted the
requested appeal a public hearing. Action was approved by a 4 to 3 vote.

Other Actions — On May 23, 2001 the Planning Commission reviewed the requested
Modification to Conditional Use Permit MCUP 00-032. Due to a 3-to-3 split vote, the
project was not approved. A majority vote is required for an approval and a split vote is
recognized as a denial of the applicant’s request. During the meeting there were five (5)
people who spoke against the project and two that spoke in favor of the modification.

Public Noticing Requirement — Pursuant to Section .584 F of the Zoning Ordinance, .
notice of a public hearing is required to be published in a newspaper of local circulation
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10 days before the date of the hearing. Said notice was published on June 8, 2001, in the
Inland Valley Daily Bulletin.

Environmental Determination — Mitigated Negative Declaration. A copy of the Draft
Mitigation Monitoring Program is included in Attachment 1.

BACKGROUND

Proposed Project

The subject site is located on Ninth Street, east of the Southern Pacific Railroad. The 4.37-acre
parcel is developed for collection, sorting and shipping of co-mingled recyclable materials. The
existing operation recycles paper, cardboard, glass, plastic and metal. Once sorted, the materials
are baled and shipped to other facilities.

Currently, collection trucks deposit co-mingled materials in an open yard area. The co-mingled
material is transferred onto a conveyor belt that sends the co-mingled materials through a sorting
line where employees sort out the recyclable materials. The new equipment included in the
requested modification will provide for the recyclable materials to be deposited in a semi-
enclosed area and sorted by machine. Sorted materials will be stored in containers until they are
transported to a processing facility.

Planning Commission Review

On May 23, 2001, the Planning Commission reviewed the Modification to the Conditional Use
Permit. Seven people spoke on this item. The applicant and the applicant’s representative spoke
in favor of the application. Five people spoke in opposition.

The Planning Commission considered two motions. The first motion was to approve the project
with development and operational standards including a condition requiring that the applicant
provide pest control services on all adjacent properties, beginning immediately. Three months
after installation of the new equipment, the applicant would be required to submit to the City a
report prepared by a licensed pest control professional, evaluating the effectiveness of the pest
control measures. If the study demonstrated that the pest control measures were not effective in
eliminating the problem, the City would immediately institute proceedings to revoke the

“Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Three Commissioners voted in favor of the motion and three
opposed the motion. As a result of the split vote, the motion failed.

A second motion also failed on a split vote. The second motion included all the conditions
proposed in the first motion, and in addition, the motion limited the amount of materials that
could be sorted to 100 tons per day. Currently, the applicant is licensed by the state to handle 160
tons per day, although the operation averages 100 tons per day. The second motion would have
also required that a revocation hearing be scheduled before the Planning Commission within six
months after installation of the new equipment.
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DISCUSSION

Proposed Modifications to the Conditional Use Permit

In 1969, a conditional use permit to allow scrap metal processing was approved for the eastern
portion of the property, 1326 E. Ninth Street. The entitlements were modified, in 1980, to allow
recycling of glass and paper as well as metal. In January 1995, the conditional use permit was
further modified to allow expansion of the recycling facility to include the adjacent property at
1352 E. Ninth Street. In November 1995, the Planning Commission approved a modification
allowing expansion of an existing building and construction of a new building. Attachment 4
includes the original Planning Commission resolutions approving the conditional use permit to
operate a recycling facility at 1326 E. Ninth Street.

The table below illustrates how the proposed Modification to Conditional Use Permit 00-032
would alter the existing entitlements.

,,,,,

_Entitleme

Materials Récycled ”

Currently the applicant has a conditional use permit to allow recycling of metal
glass cardboard and paper. A large portion of the applicant’s business is
recycling co-mingled recyclable materials. Although not approved under the
existing conditional use permit, plastics are included in the co-mingled
recyclable materials collected at this facility. (Resolution 2830-A)

Proposed Modification
The proposed modification would allow the sorting and collection of plastic
recyclable materials.

Hours of Operation

Existing Entitlements

Under the current conditional use permit, all operations must be conducted
within daylight hours (Resolution 2830 — Condition 6). However, to
accommodate the collected materials, the applicants have been operating from
6:30 am until 11:00 p.m.

Proposed Modifications
The proposed modification would change the hours of operation to Monday
through Saturday 6:30 am to 6:30 p.m.

Site Plan & Building
Modifications

Existing Entitlements

The existing conditional use permit approved a site plan with an open yard for
emptying collection trucks (tipping). Surrounding the open yard are four
structures. A canopy on the rear property line covers the sorting line. A
canopy on the west property line covers the area where materials are baled
and stored. An office is located in the northwest corner of the lot. The building
at the front of the property is used for a repair shop and employee break room
(Resolution No. 8312).

Proposed Modifications
The new modifications would include a covered, semi-enclosed tipping area,
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installation of new autt)tnated sorting equment relocatlon of the Ioadlng |
docks and construction of a new 2,000 s f. vehicle repair facility.

Recycling Method

Existing Entitlements

The buildings and site plan approved in the existing conditional use permit
were designed to accommodate a manual sorting system. In this process,
collected materials are tipped into an open yard. From the open yard, the
materials are transferred onto a conveyor belt. The conveyor belt carries the
materials through a sorting line where employees sort the glass, paper, metal
and plastic products into separate containers.

Proposed Modifications

The modification will permit the installation of an automated sorting system.
With the new equipment, materials will be loaded onto the conveyor belt
directly from the tipping area. On the conveyor belt the materials will be sorted
by type of material. Separated glass, paper, metal and plastics will then be
funneled into silos. Glass will be transferred to storage bins until shipping.
Paper, metal and plastics will be baled and stored in baled form at the rear of
the property until shipping.

Outstanding Issues

Issues considered during the Planning Commission public hearings are presented in the following

table.

VectorIPest' To etns

Adjacent property owners and busmesses complam that vec ors such as
rats and insects, are generated by the Pomona Valley Recycling Center.
At the Planning Commission hearing, adjacent property owners and
businesses testified that since the Pomona Valley Recycling Center started
sorting co-mingled recyclable materials, they have had significant problems
with rats and insects. Site inspections conducted by staff have confirmed this
testimony.

However, in reviewing the proposed project, it was determined that the vector
problems were largely the result of stockpiling unsorted materials and
improper storage of sorted materials.

Applicable Mitigation Measures
The following measures were included in the Draft Mitigation Monitoring
Program and as conditions of approval for this project.

3. Recyclable materials that have not been sorted shall remain on the
tipping floor for a period not to exceed 24 operating hours or two working
days. All materials that have been baled shall be stored within the storage
structure until such time as the materials are removed from the site.
Paper, cardboard and glass shall not be stored on site for more than 1
week. Plastics and metal shall not be stored on site for more than 2
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Issue..... .. ... Analysisand Mitig
weeks.

4. All materials that have been sorted and are not baled shall be stored
within a fully enclosed metal container. The openings to the containers
shall be closed at all times except when materials are being loaded or
unloaded.

7. Public collection bins for glass, paper and metal shall be closed at all
times, except when materials are being dropped off or emptied. The
enclosed containers shall be emptied daily.

16. The applicant shall implement an on-going program to address the
vermin/pest control problem. A problem shall exist when a vector or pest
population on the property relative to a minimal intrusive population that
does not affect neighboring properties. The applicant shall be required to
complete or submit the following:
= A monthly inspection by a certified pest control operator. If during the
monthly inspection the pest control operator identifies a problem, the
operator shall inform the city Planning Division immediately and take
corrective actions.

» Quarterly reports submitted to the City Planning Division verifying
successful control of the vector/pest population.

= Establish and maintain a complaint hot line during all operating hours.

= All complaints and actions taken to resolve the complaints shall be
presented in the quarterly report submitted to the City. The applicant
shall maintain a daily log of complaints and corrective actions.

16a. Three (3) months after the installation of the new equipment a certified
professional shall conduct a vector/pest study on the subject site and
adjacent properties.

Staff believes that, with these conditions, the required pest control services
and the post-project review conditions discussed under the section on
Immediate Closure of the Facilily, the vector/pest problem can be eliminated.

Applicable Conditions of Approval
None proposed.

Odors Adjacent property owners and businesses complain that the Pomona
Valley Recycling Center generates unpleasant odors.

At the Planning Commission hearing, adjacent property owners and
businesses testified that since the Pomona Valley Recycling Center started
sorting co-mingled recyclable materials, they have had significant problems
regarding odors. Site inspections conducted by staff have confirmed this
testimony. : :

Applicable Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measures 3, 4, 7, 16 and 16a described in the previous discussion
of Vectors/Pest Problems address issues related to stockpiling of materials
prior to sorting and storage of sorted materials. Staff believes that, with these
conditions and the mitigation measures listed below, the odor problem can be
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eI|m|ynated

1. The applicant shall enclose the exterior walls along the north, south and
west sides of the existing structure in order to contain odors.

1a. The applicant shall prepare an odor analysis three months after installation
of the new equipment to ensure that the facility is operating in compliance
with the performance threshold. The odor analysis shall establish a
performance standard for odors not to exceed 10 D/T. At anytime in
response fo verified complaints regarding odors, the City may require the
applicant to prepare a new odor analysis. If the analysis demonstrates that
the performance standards are not being met, additional mitigation
measures must be implemented to reduce odors to below the established
threshold.

2. The applicant shall install and operate a misting/fogging system within the
collection and sorting area, in order to control the odor from the recyclable
materials. The proposed misting/fogging system shall be located over the _
collection and sorting area and shall be in operat|on during the sorting,
baling, and shipping of materials.

In addition, staff recommends the following:
e« Complaints on odors be registered on the complaint hot line and included
in the applicant’s quarterly report to the City.

Applicable Conditions of Approval
None proposed.

Trash

Adjacent property owners and businesses complain that the Pomona
Valley Recycling Center generates trash in the surrounding
neighborhood.

At the Planning Commission hearing, adjacent property owners and
businesses testified that since the Pomona Valley Recycling Center started
sorting co-mingled recyclable materials, they have had significant problems
with off-site trash. Site inspections conducted by staff have confirmed this
testimony.

Applicable Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measures 3, 4, 7, 16 and 16a described in the previous discussion
on Vectors/Pest Problems address issues related to stockpiling of materials
prior to sorting and storage of sorted materials. Staff believes that, with these
conditions and the mitigation measures listed below, problems with off-site
trash can be eliminated.

8. No high pile storage of recyclable materials shall be permitted at anytime.

9. The applicant shall immediately implement a program to monitor and
maintain the subject site and adjacent properties free from trash and debris
on a daily basis. Within three months of installation of the new equipment,
the applicant shall demonstrate to Planning Division staff that problems
with off-site trash have been eliminated. If the problems have not been
eliminated, additional mitigation measures will be required.
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In addition, staff recommends the following:
s Complaints on trash be registered on the complaint hot line and included
in the applicant’s quarterly report to the City.

Applicable Conditions of Approval
None proposed.

Compliance with
Conditions of
Approval

Applicant, in the past, has not operated in compliance with their
conditions of approval.

Because the applicant’s previous lack of compliance, several Planning
Commissioners, were concerned about future compliance. They believed that
since the applicant had not demonstrated compliance with the current
conditions, he could not be trusted to comply with new conditions. They relied
on testimony presented at the hearing that the equipment and improvements
would not take care of the problems in and by themselves, but that ultimately
the applicant would be responsible for ensuring that the problems were
remedied.

The current city approvals do not address compliance or establish operational
standards needed to ensure that the project does not impact the surrounding
properties. The existing approvals contain only one condition that addresses
operations. That condition is vague and defers to the nuisance section of the
City Code. Instituting nuisance abatement procedures requires legal
proceedings that can be both lengthy and costly. To ensure that the facility
operates in a manner that protects the surrounding neighborhood, the new
conditions of the use permit specifically address compliance.

Applicable Mitigation Measures
None proposed.

Applicable Conditions of Approval
The following conditions of approval addressing compliance were included in
the draft Planning Commission resolution.

3. The conditional use permit shall become void if the use granted is
discontinued or abandoned for a period of 6 months.

8. Before building permits for installation of the new equipment are finalized,
the applicant and any successor in interest shall sign a Certificate of
Compliance stating that:

e They have read and understand all the conditions of approval
applicable to the project;

e That they are familiar with the daily operations of the use; and

¢ That the use will operate in compliance with the conditions of approval.

13. To ensure that future owners are made aware of the conditions of
approval, the applicant shall within 30 days of the date of this resolution
demonstrate to the City Planning Division that the resolution has been
recorded with the Los Angeles County Recorder.

14. To ensure that future tenants are provided with the conditions of approval,
all tenants must sign a lease addendum confirming that they have read
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conditions relative to operation of a recycling facility in

this location.
15. In the event of a violation of any of the conditions of approval, mitigation
monitoring program and/or City law, the property owner and tenant will be
issued a Notice of Correction. If said violation is not remedied within a
reasonable period of time and/or a subsequent violation of the conditions
of approval and/or City law occurs within 90 days of any Notice of
Correction, the property owner shall be held responsible to reimburse the
City for all staff time directly attributable to enforcement of the conditions of
approval and/or City law, including, but not limited to, revocation of the
herein conditional use permit.

Immediate Closure of
the Facility Required
when Vectors are
found on adjacent
properties

The Planning Commission considered adopting a condition requiring
immediate closure of the facility in the event vectors were found on
adjacent properties.

Because of the applicant’s previous lack of compliance with conditions of
approval, several Planning Commissioners, some adjacent property owners
and some business owners were concerned about future compliance. One
property owner suggested adding a condition requiring immediate closure if
vectors were discovered on adjacent properties.

Staff, however, could not support this condition. Requiring immediate closure
of the facility would violate the business owner’s right to due process and
conflict with the City’s revocation review procedures. In addition, the presence
of vectors on adjacent property may not resuit from operations at 1326 E.
Ninth Street. If the proposed condition were approved, this business could be
closed for impacts that they did not create.

Applicable Mitigation Measures

The Planning Commission considered the following additional mitigation

measures to help ensure compliance and eliminate impacts to adjacent

properties. :

e With the properties owners approval the applicant must, beginning
immediately, provide pest control services on all adjacent properties.

e Three months after installation of the new equipment, the applicant must
submit to the City a report prepared by a licensed pest control professional
evaluating the effectiveness of the pest control measures. If the study
demonstrates that the pest control measures in place have not eliminated
the problem, the City will immediately institute revocation proceedings.

Staff supports adoption of these additional mitigation measures.

Applicable Conditions of Approval

The Planning Commission also considered adding the following condition of

approval

» Arevocation hearing shall be scheduled before the Planning Commission
no later than six months after installation of the new equipment.

Staff supports adoption of this additional condition.
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Mlssue

_Issue

Increased Capacity

e | Analysis litigatio
Faster Sorting and

The aufbméted equipmen will allow the applicént to sori m;)”;'eA reycl/abl/e'
materials.

Converting from a manual sorting process to an automated process will
increase the amount of materials that can be sorted in an hour from the current
7 tons, to 20 tons per hour. Opponents of the project believe that as a result of
the new equipment, the applicant will expand their operations and the impacts
to the surrounding properties will increase.

Although the machinery will enable the applicants to handle more recyclable
material, expansion opportunities are limited. This facility is licensed to recycle
160 tons per day. With their existing contracts, they currently handle an
average of 100 tons per day.

In addition, staff believes that the new equipment will eliminate many of the
impacts resuiting from the existing operation. Trash, odors and vectors are
directly associated with the open-air storage of recyclable materials. With the
manual process, materials are stockpiled on the site prior to sorting.

The automated system will eliminate open air stockpiling. Prior to sorting all
materials must remain within the semi-enclosed structure. In addition, all baled
materials will be stored in the semi-enclosed structure and all non-baled
materials will be stored in metal containers.

Applicable Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measures 3, 4, 7, 16 and 16a described in the previous discussion
on Vectors/Pest Problems address issues related to stockpiling of materials
prior to sorting and storage of sorted materials.

Applicable Conditions of Approval

The Planning Commission considered the following condition to limit the

amount of materials handled by this facility.

¢ The amount of recyclable materials received per day shall not exceed an
average of 100 tons.

Staff supports this condition if it is revised as follows to define the average.
e The amount of recyclable materials received per day shall not exceed an
average of 100 tons per day when averaged over a week.

CONCLUSION

The proposed project will allow the applicant to install new equipment that will make the
collection, sorting and shipping of co-mingled recyclable materials more efficient and could help
reduce impacts on adjacent properties. Even so, the City recognizes that the new equipment is not
a total solution. The applicant must operate the business in a responsible manner. To ensure that
the business operates responsibly, new conditions requiring continuous monitoring of
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vectors/pest, odors and trash have been proposed. With these conditions, staff believes that the
Pomona Valley Recycling Center can operate in a manner that does not impact adjacent
businesses.

Respectfully submitted, Approved by,

Andre Valencia{Dupret
Interim Economic Development Director City Manager

Prepared by,

Candida Neal, AICP
Planning & Development Services Manager

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 — Draft City Council Resolution and Mitigation Monitoring Program

Attachment 2 — Unofficial Planning Commission Minutes for the meetings of May 9, 2001 and
May 23, 2001

Attachment 3 — Planning Commission Staff Report dated May 23,2001 without attachments

Attachment 4 — Summary Table of Planning Commission Resolutions and Planning Commission
Resolutions of Approval

Attachment 5 — Letters from Adjacent Property Owners/Businesses Complaints

[:\Economic Development\Planning\Master Planning\City Council\Staff Reports\Appeals\CC1326-rev.doc



g THE CITY OF

' POMONA

"MEMORANDUM

Date: June 12, 2001
To: Douglas Dunlap, City Manager
From: Andre Valencia-Dupret

Interim Economic Development Director

By: Candida Neal, AICP =N
' Planning and Development Services Manager

Subject: APPEAL OF PLANNING COMMISSION DECISION ON
MODIFICATION TO CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT MCUP 00-032
TO ALLOW RECYCLING OF PLASTICS, CHANGE THE HOURS
OF OPERATION, AND REDESIGN THE SITE PLAN TO EXPAND
AN EXISTING RECYCLING FACILITY; SUNRISE INDUSTRIES,
1326 E. 9™ STREET (COUNCIL DISTRICT #3)

Attached please find a letter dated June 11, 2001, from In P. Kim, President of Sunrise
Industries requesting to continue the above project to July 2, 2001. Staff supports this
request and recommends continuing the item as requested in order for the applicant to

resolve issues pertaining to his project.

Attachment

I\Economic Development\Planning\Master Planning\Correspondence\Memos 2001\City Council\1326 9th Sunrise.doc
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SUNRISE INDUSTRIES INC.
D.H.A. POMONA VALLEY RECYCLING CTR.
1326 E. 9™ STREET

POMONA, CA 91766-3831268

Tel: 909-029-6265 fFax ¥09-623-0141

06/11/01

Mir. Manuet Mancha
Associate Planner
Planning Division
City of Pomona

Dear Mr. Mancha:
RE: NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING SCHEDULED FOR 6/18/01

Due to time constraints in preparation for a Public Hearing scheduled on lﬁne 18, 2001 at our end,
You are cordially requested to continue the Meeting to July 2, 2001.

If you have any questions and comments, please contact me.

Sincerely yours,

President.
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CITY OF POMONA
COUNCIL REPORT

June 4, 2001. No. 01-156

TO:

i

Mayor and City Council

SUBJECT: REQUEST BY SUNRISE INDUSTRIES TO SCHEDULE FOR PUBLIC

HEARING AN APPEAL OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION DECISION
ON MODIFICATION TO CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT MCUP 00-032 TO
ALLOW RECYCLING OF PLASTICS, CHANGE THE HOURS OF
OPERATION, AND REDESIGN THE SITE PLAN TO EXPAND AN
EXISTING RECYCLING FACILITY; COUNCIL DISTRICT #3.

SUMMARY

Issue — Should the City Council schedule for public hearing an appeal of the Planning
Commission’s failure to approve or deny a Modification to Conditional Use Permit
MCUP 00-032 to allow the recycling of plastics, change the hours of operation, and
redesign the site plan to expand an existing recycling facility at 1326 E. Ninth Street?

Recommendation — That the City Council schedule for public hearing the appeal of the
Planning Commission’s failure to act on the aforementioned project.

Fiscal Impact — Negligible

Council Goals/ Objectives — Not applicable.

Related Recommendations/Actions — On May 23, 2001 the Planning Commission
reviewed the requested Modification to Conditional Use Permit MCUP 00-032. Due to a
3 to 3 vote, the project was not approved. A majority vote is required for an approval and
a split vote is recognized as a denial. During the meeting there were five (5) people who
spoke against the project and two spoke in favor of the modification.

Public Noticing Requirement — None

Environmental Determination — Mitigated Negative Declaration.
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BACKGROUND

Proposed Project _

The subject site is located on Ninth Street, east of the Southern Pacific Railroad. The 4.37-acre
parcel is developed for collection, sorting and shipping of co-mingled recyclable materials. The
existing operation recycles paper, cardboard, glass, plastic and metal. Once sorted, the materials
are baled and shipped to other facilities.

Currently, collection trucks deposit co-mingled materials in an open yard area. The co-mingled
material is transferred onto a conveyor belt. The conveyor belt sends the co-mingled materials
through a sorting line where employees sort out the recyclable materials. The new equipment
proposed with this application, provides for the recyclable materials to be deposited in a semi-
enclosed area, sorted by machine. Sorted materials will be stored in containers until they are
transported to a processing facility.

Planning Commission Review

On May 9, 2001 the Planning Commission reviewed Modification to Conditional Use Permit
MCUP 00-032 and the related Mitigated Negative Declaration. During the public hearing, an
adjacent property owner expressed his concerns about vermin and insects from the existing
recycling facility impacting his property. At the public hearing, the property owner submitted a
letter prepared by an environmental consultant suggesting additional conditions to address
complaints of the adjacent property owner. The Planning Commission continued the item to
allow additional time for staff, the applicant, and the adjacent property owner to address the issues
stated in the letter presented to the Commission at the public hearing (Attachment 1).

During the intervening two weeks, staff worked with the applicant and adjacent property owner to
craft new conditions. Although the applicant agreed to new conditions, a consensus between the
applicant, city staff and the property owner could not be reached.

On May 23, 2001, the Planning Commission reviewed the Modification to the Conditional Use
Permit. Six people spoke on this item. The applicant and the applicant’s representative spoke in
favor of the application. Four people spoke in opposition.

The Planning Commission considered two motions. The first motion was to approve the project
with development and operational standards including a condition requiring that the applicant
provide pest control services on all adjacent properties beginning immediately. Three months
after installation of the new equipment, the applicant would have been required to submit to the
City a report prepared by a licensed pest control professional evaluating the effectiveness of the
pest control measures. If the study demonstrated that the pest control measures were not effective
in eliminating the problem, the City would immediately institute proceedings to revoke the
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Three Commigsioners voted in favor of the motion and three
opposed the motion. As a result the motion failed.
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A second motion failed similarly. The second motion included all the conditions proposed in the
first motion. In addition, this motion would have limited the amount of materials that could be
sorted to 100 tons per day. Currently, the applicant is licensed by the state to handle 160 tons per
day, although the operation averages 100 tons per day. The second motion would have also
required that a revocation hearing be scheduled before the Planning Commission within six
months after installation of the new equipment.

DISCUSSION

Appeal Procedure

Pursuant to Section .580-F of the Zoning Ordinance, the City Council may set the matter for
public hearing or uphold the Planning Commission’s decision. If the City Council decides to
schedule the item for appeal, the matter will be scheduled for further discussion and action at the
public hearing. The Council’s decision to schedule the item for public hearing must be based
upon the facts presented and considered by the Planning Commission.

Modification Issues

Currently, the applicant has approval under a CUP to sort only metal, glass, cardboard and paper
goods. As a result, the applicant needs to modify the CUP to include the collection and sorting of
plastic goods. In addition, as part of the proposed redesign of the site, the applicant is proposing
to change the existing sorting process from a manual process to an automated process through the
introduction of new equipment. The proposed new equipment will sort the recyclable materials
quicker and more efficiently. It is anticipated that these improvements will eliminate the
stockpiling and open storage. Many of the problems that the adjacent property owners are
currently experiencing with odor, trash and vermin/insects are a result of stockpiling and open
storage.

During the Planning Commission discussions, Commissioners supporting the CUP modification,
believed that the improvements proposed in the application would eliminate the nuisance created
by the current operation. In addition, they felt that granting the MCUP would give the City the
opportunity to impose development and operational conditions to deal with the issues presented
by the neighbors.

The Commissioners opposed to granting the modification to the CUP cited the fact that the
applicant was not in compliance with the current CUP. They felt that, since the applicant had not
demonstrated compliance with the current CUP conditions, he could not be trusted to comply with
any new conditions. The Commissioners relied on testimony given during the public hearing, to
the effect that the equipment and improvements would not take care of the problems in and by
themselves; it would take diligence on behalf of the applicant to remedy the problems. The
Commissioners, in opposition to the application, also pointed out that the CUP modification
would allow an increase in capacity at the facility, which they felt would only serve to increase
the problems.
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CONCLUSION

The issue before the Council 1s whether to schedule a public hearing to consider an appeal of the
Planning Commission’s failure to act on Modification to Conditional Use Permit MCUP 00-032.
If the Council does not set the appeal for public hearing, the denial resulting from the Planning
Commission’s failure to act will be final.

Respectfully submitted, Approved by,

Andre Valehca- upret
Economic Development Director

Prepared by,

MMQQ A Mo %
andida Neat, AICP

Planning & Development Services Manager

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 — Letter from Tom Dodson, Environmental Consultant
Attachment 2 — Excerpts from Planning Commission Unofﬁc1ql_1\_/[1nutes for the meetings of f May

9, 2001 and May 23, 2001 . (Mlnutes will be provided pr10r to Monday nlght s meetmg)
Attachment 3 — Planning Commission Staff Report (without attachments)

dated May 23,2001

\CITY_HALL\depts\Economic Development\Planning\Master Planning\City Council\Staff Reports\Appeals\1326E9TH.doc
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(formerly the Progress Bulletin)

‘2041 E. 4th Street
Ontario, CA 91764
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PROOF OF PUBLICATION
(2015.5 C.C.P.)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
County of Los Angeles

| am a citizen of the United States, | am over the
age of eighteen years, and not a party to or

interested in the above-entitled matter. | am the
principal clerk of the printer of INLAND VALLEY

. DAILY BULLETIN, a newspaper of general

circulation printed and published daily fpr the City
of Pomona, County of Los Angeles, and which
newspaper has been adjudged a newspaper of

"general circulation by the Superior Court of the

County of Los Angeles, State of California, on the
date of June 15, 1945, Decree No. Pomo C-606.
The notice, of which the annexed is a true printed
copy, has been published in each regular and entire
issue of said newspaper and not in any supplement
thereof on the following dates, to wit:

| declare under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Exechted at Ontario, San Bernardino Co. California
20 ©)

— 1
sug@ure

this 7_%_ day of u\nge ;

Proof of Publication of

NOTICE OF PUBLIC H .

ON REQUEST TO APPEAL THE PLANNING
COMMISSION’S DECISION - ON
MODIFICATION TO CONDITIONAL USE
PERMIT MCUP . 00-032 "TO. ALLOW
RECYCLING OF PLASTICS, CHANGE:THE
HOURS OF OPERATION AND REDESIGN
THE SITE PLAN TO EXPAND AN EXISTING
RECYCLING :

FACILITY ADDRESS: 1326 E. Ninth Street
APPLICANT: Sunrise Industries, Inc. - .
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
POMONA does -hereby. declare -and give notice
that ‘a. public hearing. will be held June 18, 2001,
in the City Council. Chambers, 505 South Garey
Avenue, Pomona, California,. commencing at
7:00 p.m. regarding: . B "
"Appeal of Planning Commission’s decision’
on_Modification to Conditional Use Permit .
MCUP 00-032 to allow recycling of pldstics, -
change the hours of operation and redesign.;
the site plan to expand an existing recycling ¥
facility at 1326 E. 9th Street, In P..Kim
- appellant For more information, contact the
Planning Division Office, 505 South. Garey .’
-Avenue, Pomona, California, (909) 620-2191. .
If you challenge this matter in court, you. may|
be limited to raising only those issues vou or|
someone else raised at the public' hearing
described "in “this notice;  or. in written
correspondence delivered to the of City of

' Pomona, Planning Division at, or prior to, the.

public hearing.
ELIZABETH VILLERAL CITY CLERK
Publish Date: June'8, 2001 - .-

#11896
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON REQUEST TO APPEAL THE PLANNING
COMMISSION’S DECISION ON MODIFICATION TO CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
MCUP 00-032 TO ALLOW RECYCLING OF PLASTICS, CHANGE THE HOURS OF
OPERATION AND REDESIGN THE SITE PLAN TO EXPAND AN EXISTING

RECYCLING FACILITY
ADDRESS: 1326 E. Ninth Street
APPLICANT: Sunrise Industries, Inc.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF POMONA does hereby declare and give notice that a
public hearing will be held June 18, 2001, in the City Council Chambers, 505 South Garey
Avenue, Pomona, California, commencing at 7:00 p.m. regarding:

Appeal of Planning Commission’s decision on Modification to Conditional Use Permit
MCUP 00-032 to allow recycling of plastics, change the hours of operation and redesign
the site plan to expand an existing recycling facility at 1326 E. 9" Street, In P. Kim
appellant

For more information, contact the Planning Division Office, 505 South Garey Avenue, Pomona,
California, (909) 620-2191.

If you challenge this matter in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or
someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence
delivered to the of City of Pomona, Planning Division at, or prior to, the public hearing.

Publish Date: June §, 2001

ELIZABETH VILLERAL
CITY CLERK

I:\Economic Development\Planning\Master Planning\City Council\Public Notices\ccpni326.doc



ATTACHMENT 1

LETTER FROM TOM DODSON,
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANT



" Tom DODSON & ASSOCIATES
2150 N. ARROWHEAD AVENUE
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92405
TEL (909) 882-3612 + FAX (909) 882-7015
E-MAIL tda@tstonramp.com

May 7, 2001

Mr. Nick Testa

Spray Systems inc.

1363 East Grand Avenue
Pomona, CA 91766

Dear Nick:

This letter summarizes my responses to your request that | perform a critical
evaluation of the Initial Study, proposed Negative Declaration and the Conditional
Use Permit (CUP) modification for Sunrise industries, Inc.’s Pomona Valley Recycling
Center (PVRC). Aswe discussed, your primary concernis that the operations of the
facility create so many conflicts with adjacent industrial and residential users that
it may harm the ability of these adjacent uses to continue functioning in a routine
or normal occupancy mode. These types of impacts (noise, odors, vectors, etc.)
are generally termed land use incompatibiliies and are based on the
circumstance where operation of one use conflicts so severely with adjacent uses
that the impact is inherently significant and mutually exclusive. An obvious
example would be a lead battery manufacturing facility adjacentto an a school.
In you case this incompatibility occurs because the operations of the PVRC make
it impossible for adjacent residential and light industrial uses, such as your facility,
to continue operating on property adjacent to the PVRC site without incurring
unacceptable levels of noise, odors, air pollutants, and vectors.

| have reviewed the Initial Study prepared for the CUP modifications, and as the
present mitigation measures are crafted, | agree with your comment that the
proposed mitigation does not ensure that all potential significant impacts, i.e.
incompatibilities, will be effectively reduced to a nonsignificant level of impact.

Let’s start with a most obvious issue. The City's conditions or mitigation does not
contain any measure that will allow immediate resolution of your historic complaints
regarding odors, vectors (insects and rats), sanitary conditions (poorly maintained
sanitary facilities for employees), noise or air pollution. With regard to vectors the
requirement is that PVRC implement ans yet undefined vector and pest control
program and provide a report fo thg®City once every three months. This is
unacceptable because it could allow PVRC to implement vector controls once
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every three months to meet the mitigation requirement. | would suggest two
different measure be implemented in place of the once contained in the Initial
Study and Staff Report. The goalis to achieve sufficient accountability in the vector
confrol program, that PVRC will not allow vectors to get out of hand in the future.
These measures would read:

1. The vector/pest control program shall be submitted and approved by the City prior
to completing the CUP modification. This program shall at a minimum include
monthly inspections by a certified pest control operator and the standard shall be
that all vector/pest populations are totally under control, i.e. a performance
standard that no vector or pest populations shall be increasing on the properiy
relative to a minimal infrusive population that does not affect neighboring
properties. A copy of the pest control report verifying that the above program is
being successfully implemented shall be provided to the City on a monthly basis
and shall be made available to the public upon written request.

2. PVRC shall establish a complaint response program that will be available to all
members of the public. This program shallinclude a phone number with a point of
contact at PVRC that has the ability to commit funds to immediately resolve the
complaint. All complaints regarding operating conditions at the site {odors,
vectors/pests, noise, and others) shall be resolved within 24 hours by the
complainant and company, or the matter will be removed to the City Code
Enforcement for action. iflegifimate complaints, as determined by the City, are not
resolved within seven days, the City shall terminate all PVRC operations until the
complaint is resolved.

With implementation of these two measures, the vector control program can be
made fully accountable to all parties and if pests cannot be effectively controlled,
the facility would be shut down until an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) can be
prepared by the City.

The next issue of concern is the management of stormwater from the project site.
The City has identified one mitigation measure which again does not provide full
mitigation in my opinion and does not provide for accountability. The Initial Study
does not take into account the sweeping changes that are occurring in the
management of nonpointsource pollution, such as stormwater runoff fromindustrial
sites. There are really two problems with the current situation. A catch basin that
receives the kind of runoff generated at a recycling facility not only accumulates
pollutants, but can serve as an independent source of both vectors (such as
mosquitos) and odors (from degrading organic matter). Not only is this a problem
on a case by case basis, but the organic matter (including petroleum
hydrocarbons) can accumulate over a period of time and result in anaerobic
decomposition with generation of very nasfy smelling mercaptans and other
sulfurous chemicals. To address this issueg, | suggest the following measures:
]

‘
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3. Prior to approvail of site grading plans. PVRC shall provide a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for both construction and operations that will identify
specific best management practices that will not retain any surface water on the
site for more than 24-hours after a storm and the collects organic matter, sediment
and trash in a manner that it can be collected and disposed of on a periodic basis.
The stormwater discharge from the property shall meet the requirement of Section
402(p) of the Federal Clean Water Act of 1987 and Section 35 of the City of
Pomona Stormwaterrequirements. Further, the stormwater discharged from the site
shall not exceed any surface water beneficial use water quality objectives
established in the Santa Ana River Water Quality Control Plan of 1995. Grab
samples shall be taken from the site discharge point during each storm that
generates sufficient runoff to enter the treatment system to verify compliance with
these requirements.

4. PVRC shall not allow any accumulated stormwater runoff or collected pollutants on
the project site to become septic due to anaerobic decomposition. The
generation of any noxious odors from anaerobic decomposition shall be
immediately controlled, or the facility shall be shut down until control is achieved.

With implementation of these two measures, the stormwater control program can
be made fully accountable o all parties and if water quality and odors cannot be
effectively controlled, the facility would be shut down until an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) can be prepared by the City.

The third issue is the generation of odor. Odors from normal recycling operations

have a musty odor that is natural, but not a septic odor caused by anaerobic
decomposition. The former may be offensive to some people butis generally not
obnoxious. Odors from anaerobic decomposition are seriously, i.e. significantly,
offensive. 1t is the latter odors that must be controlled. The following mitigation

measures are suggested to ensure that odors from recycling operations do noft
become obnoxious:

5. For the purposes of establishing an odor threshold, PVRC will use appropriate field
monitoring equipment (such as Jerome meters and/or Organic Vapor Analyzers, to
be verified by laboratory analysis) to monitor the odor from recently delivered
recycled material with no septic odors and odor from recently delivered recycled
material with septic odors. The company will identify the organic chemical
measurements thatrepresent the range of odor conditions for these two conditions.
The data from this monitoring effort will serve as the baseline data used to evaluate
the significant odor production from areas where recycled material is stored and
processed and to determine when management actions are required foreturn the
recycled material to aerobic conditions. PVRC shall submit the results of its study
to the City of Pomona for theirindependent use in monitoring odors from processing
operartions if required. . -

s
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6. When PVRC operators notice septic odor production at the facility, or when odor
complaints are received from the public, the odors shall be tested and compared
to the baseline test conditions. If odors are septic, then the facility shallimmediately
eliminate or correct the odor producing condition, or shut down until the odor is
controlled.

7. As an alternative, PVRC may enclose the structure and install an odor conftrol
system based on creating a negative air pressure within the proposed recycling
structure and pulling the air in the facility through a filter that can prevent odors
from escaping to the general environment on adjacent properties. If suchasystem
is installed, it must be continuously operated during presence of recycled material
in the structure and it must be maintained in good operational condition so as not
to allow odors to escape to the general environment.

8. None of the outdoor storage facilities (bins or drop boxes) shall be allowed to
generate odors that exceed the baseline septic condition.

With implementation of these measures, the odor control program can be made
fully accountable to all parties and if odors cannot be effectively controlled, the
facility would be shut down until an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) can be
prepared by the City.

The fourth issue is the generation of noise. Noise is generated from many of the
activities conducted at the PVRC facility. These sourcesinclude: vehicles delivering
employees and material forrecycling; processing operations; employee activities,
both associated with processing and recreation (radios); and transport of
packaged recycled waste to markets. In addition to the measures identified on
page 21 of the Initial Study and the City's proposed monitoring program, the
following mitigation measures are suggested to ensure that noise from recycling
operations do not become obnoxious:

9. No activities associated with PVRC operations shall exceed the City's 70 dB
threshold at the property boundary. Noise shall be monitored following compietion
of the new facility, including full delivery of recycled material, to verify that noise
levels do not exceed the 70 dB threshold. If any component of operations exceed
this threshold, the company shall eitherreduce the direct noise generating activity
or install sound attenuation walls {or any alternative acceptable to the City) to
prevent noise from exceeding 70 dB at the property boundary.

10. When noise complaints are received by PVRC, the noise level at the property
boundary with the activity creating the noise shall be measured. If the monitored
noise level exceeds the 70 dB threshold, PVRC shall conirol the noise to below this
level orshallinstall noise attenuation features. including sound attenuation wails, as

acceptable o the City. "
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Note that the existing facility and proposed facility operations are located adjacent
to existing residential uses which has a lower noise standard, typically 65 dB. This
issue was not addressed in the Initial Study, and if the project is allowed to
generated more than 65 dB at these residences, a case could be made that the
impact is significant regardless of whether the project can meet the 70 dB
threshold. However, these residences may be considered as non-conforming uses
for which the 70 dB threshold should be applied. Regardless, with implementation
of these measures, the noise control program can be made fully accountable to
all parties and if noise cannot be effectively controlled, the facility would be shut
down until an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) can be prepared by the City.

The last issue is one of sanitary facilities. Historically, PVRC has not maintained its
- portable toilets and conditions hazardous to public health have occurred. This is
an unacceptable condition for the employees and the surrounding property
owners. This issue was not give any attention in the Initial Study, but poses a very
significant public health risk.  The following mitigation measure shall be
implemented to confrol this situation:

11. Adequate sanitary facilities shail be installed at the PVRC facility and shall be
continuously maintained in @ manner protective of public health. If sanitary
facilities are not so maintained and complaints are received or inspections result
in observations of unhealthy conditions, the facility shall be immediately shut down
until the problem is corrected.

With implementation of this measure, the sanitary facilities can be maintained in a
fully accountable to all parties and if this problem cannot be effectively controlled,

the facility would be shut down until an Environmental impact Report (EIR) can be
prepared by the City.

There is an inherent problem with an operator of a facility like the PVRC with whom
you and other adjoining property owners have no trust. 1t is my opinion that the
measures outlined above are specific enough and contain adeqguate
performance standards fo measure compliance in controlling the above five issues
to a nonsignificant level of incompatibility with the adjacent uses. The measures in
the Initial Study and proposed in the Staff report do not have such accountability
and can not guarantee that significantincompatibilities will be controiled. The City
needs to integrate monthly routine inspections for this project until all parties, you,
the applicant and the City concur that the past problems are actually under
control and the PVRC facility can be operated as a good neighbor without
significant impact on you and your neighbors iand uses.



I hope the critical review provided above and the proposed mitigation measures
provide you with a higher level of confidence that the proposed PVRC operations
do not have to pose a significant conflict with you and your neighbor's existing
uses. The above measures represent state of the art performance standards that
allow for a high degree of accountability for the mitigation measures. Without such
measures, the existing environmental document does not provide sufficient
substantiation to verify that operation of the facility will not continue to cause
significant conflicts (incompatibilities) with adjacent land users. Please feel free to
present this letter to the City of Pomona decision-makers as evidence that the
existing environmental documentation is not adequate and that the measures
outlined above can reduce potential impacts from future PVRC operations to a
level of nonsignificance.

Sincerely,

7o ol

Tom Dodson
cc:  Bill Brunick
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Project Location: 1326 E. Ninth Street
Applicant: Sunrise Industries, Inc.

Request: Modification to Conditional Use Permit to allow the recycling
of plastics, glass, metal and redesign the site plan, expand the
existing facility and to change the hours of operation

Environmental Negative Historic/CBD: None
Determination: Declaration Specific Plan: None
Redevelopment: Reservoir

ExistingLand Use | Zoning General Plan
Recycling Facility M-2 General Manufacturing
Industrial Use M-2 General Manufacturing
Vacant Lot M-2 General Manufacturing
Industrial Uses M-2 General Manufacturing
Single Family Residential M-2 General Manufacturing

Project Summary

Setbacks:
Front
Rear 25 feet 25 feet Yes
Side None 20 feet Yes
None 3 feet Yes
Fence Height
Building Height Six (6) feet Six (6) feet Yes
Parking Six (6) stories One (1) story Yes
[ .
72 SPHC?S ’ 80 spaces . Yes
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APPLICABLE CODE SECTIONS:

Pursuant to Section .580 G of the Zoning Ordinance, to allow a Modification to the previously
approved Conditional Use Permit to allow the recycling of plastics, metal, glass, cardboard and
paper, redesign the site plan and change the hours of operation.

BACKGROUND:

The subject site is located east of the Southern Pacific Railroad on Ninth Street. The 4.37 acre
parcel of land is developed for processing and shipping of recyclable materials. The proposed
operation will include the collection of papers, cardboard, glass, plastic and metals for baling and
shipping to other facilities.

On January 11, 1994, the Planning Commission approved a Modification to Conditional Use
Permit to allow the expansion of an existing collection/recycling center. The expansion included
a lot merger of a 2.83 acre parcel of land, a new parking lot area, new landscaping, renovation to
an existing office building, paving the storage area for recyclable materials and construction of a
loading dock. Of the above mentioned items, the renovation to the office building was not
completed and several other conditions of approval. All conditions of approval will be complied
with as part of the proposed modifications.

Within the last 6 to 8 months, staff has received complaints from an adjacent property owner
about the smell, trash and flies coming from the subject site. The Planning Division and Code
Enforcement have been working with the applicant in order to resolve the above mentioned
issues. The applicant has made an effort to resolve the issues by cleaning up the site on a regular
basis. However, the current method used to contain the trash deposited on the subject site is not
adequate for the amount of recyclable materials received. As a result the applicant is installing
new equipment and revising operating procedures to improve productivity and reduce operations.

Current Operations

Currently, the subject site collects and processes recyclable materials. The majority of the
recyclable materials deposited on the subject site are co-mingled recyclable materials, which are
collected from residential, commercial and industrial properties or uses. The co-mingled
materials are deposited in the open yard area and transferred onto a conveyor belt. The conveyor
belt sends the co-mingled materials through a sorting line where employees sort out the
recyclable materials into separate containers. The materials that are not recyclable (residuals) are
collected in another container and disposed at a landfill.

As mentioned above, current operating procedures result in a large pile of co-mingled materials
that are uncovered and exposed to the elements fThe co-mingled materials that are stored outside
in the open yard area piled to a height of ten (1tho twelve (12) feet. At the present time,

approximately 7 tons per hour of recyclable materials are processed by hand. The hours of
operation start from 6:30 a.m. to 11:00 p.m.
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Existing Structures

The subject site has three existing canopy structures, which are used for the recycling of
materials. The existing canopy at the rear of the property is used for storage of recyclable
materials and the conveyer belt used for the sorting line. The canopy on the west side of the
property is used for baling and storage of cardboard materials. The other building located on the
north west corner of the lot is used as an office and warehouse. The building located at the front
of the property is currently being used as a repair shop and employees break room.

ANALYSIS:
MODIFICATION REQUEST
The proposed Modification consists of the following:

Plastic Materials Collection: The applicant would like to modify their Conditional Use
Permit to include the collection and processing of plastic goods. Currently, the applicant has
approval under a Conditional Use Permit to process metal, glass, cardboard and paper goods. At
the present time, the applicant is processing plastic goods without the approval of a Conditional
Use Permit. Staff does not oppose the request to collect and process plastic materials.

Redesign Site Plan/Equipment: The applicant is proposing to change the design of the site
plan by expanding and relocating structures on the subject site. The applicant 1s proposing to
change the existing sorting process from a manual process to an automated process through the
introduction of new processing equipment. The proposed sorting equipment will increase
tonnage processed from 7 to 20 tons per hour. The proposed new equipment will process the
recyclable materials quicker and more efficiently. The increase in the processing of recyclable
materials will eliminate many of the problems that the property owners are currently
experiencing with the odor, trash and vermin/insects.

The proposed equipment will be located within the existing canopy located near the west
property line. The applicant is proposing to expand the canopy area and enclose the south, west
and portions of the north and east sides of the canopy. By enclosing the structure it will provide
storage for the recyclable materials deposited at the site as well as house the new equipment.
The proposed enclosure will also reduce the exterior noise, control odor from the recyclable
materials and provide more control over the vermin/insect problems created by the existing use.
All recyclable materials will only be allowed within the enclosed structure. Exterior storage is
prohibited unless in an enclosed storage container.

The existing loading dock area will be relocated near the proposed canopy expansion facing the

east property line. The new loading dock will previde easy access for vehicles to load and
4

unload matenals. !
¢
4

As mentioned above, the storage of recyclable materials will be relocated from the open yard
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area to the enclosed building (canopy) on the subject site. The recyclable materials will be
located near the conveyor belt area, thereby, eliminating any outdoor storage of unprocessed
materials. As for the glass, plastic and metal materials will be stored near the east property line
in enclosed metal containers. No storage of glass, plastic or metal materials will be allowed
within an open area exposed to the elements.

Repair Facility Construction: The applicant is proposing to construct a new 2,000-sq. ft.
repair facility. The location of the new repair shop is approximately 530 feet from the north
property line, forty (40) feet from the south property line and five (5) feet from the east property
line. The new repair facility is located at the southeast corner of the property. All vehicles used
on the subject site will be serviced in the repair facility. The proposed structure will be screened
on three sides, leaving the west elevation open. Staff is conditioning that the repair facility be
enclosed with permanent walls and a bay door, in order to reduce the noise level from the repair
facility.

Hours of operation: Under the previous Conditional Use Permit, a condition was placed in
the approval resolution limiting the operational hours to daylight hours only (6:00 a.m. to 6:00
p-m.) The original request by the applicant was to change the hours of operation to 6:00 a.m. to
11:00 p.m. However, now that the applicant has purchased new equipment which can process
the recyclable materials faster, the applicant would like to change the requested operational hours
to 6:30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m. Monday through Saturday.

PARKING

Parking for the collection/recycling facility was based on formulas used for office and industrial
uses. Parking for the subject site requires a total of 72 spaces. The site plan indicates that a total
of 80 parking spaces will be provided. Of the 80 parking spaces, four spaces will be designated
as accessible parking to meet the zoning code requirement. All parking lot areas have landscape
planter areas instead of wheel stops, which enhance the aesthetics of the parking area. The
landscaping in the parking lot area exceeds the required 6% landscaping. The parking spaces are
all standard size parking stalls, which are 9 12> X 18°.

TRAFFIC (NINTH STREET)

The proposed project will increase the number of vehicle trips per day, in that the recycling
facility generates a number of vehicles during daytime hours. According to the ITE (Institute of
Traffic Engineers) Manual, the average trip generation rate for a recycling facility is 38.9
vehicular trips per each acre of land. Using this ratio, the projected vehicular trips generated for
the subject site is 170 average weekday vehicle trips. To compare the number of vehicle trips to
other industrial uses, a manufacturing use would generate approximately 210 average weekday
vehicle trip and a warehouse use would generate 801 average weekday vehicle trips. The
recycling facility will generate fewer vehicle tripﬁ per day than a manufacturing or warehouse

use. The subject site is located on Ninth Street, which is a Collector Street, capable of handling
12,000 trips per day.
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Comments from the Public Works Department, Traffic Division, estimated approximately 3,000
vehicles per day utilize the area between Reservoir Street and East End Avenue along Ninth
Street. The Level of Service (LOS) for the above mentioned area is considered to be at an “A”
level. Therefore, any additional trips generated by the existing use would be accommodated for
on Ninth Street.

Environmental Studies:

Due to the number of complaints generated by the subject site, staff requested that the applicant
provide information dealing with environmental issues. The major complaints coming from
adjacent property owners are trash/debris, vermin/insects, odor/air quality, noise, and storm water
drainage. The information provided to staff is as follows:

Issue

Trash/
debris

Analysis

A number of complaints from adjacent property owners have been expressed to staff about the trash and debris
coming from the Pomona Recycling Center. In the environmental report, there was evidence of plastic bags and
paper located on adjacent properties. The applicant has made an effort to resolve the problem by sending
employees to the adjacent parcels to clean-up any trash or debris coming from the recycling center. However,
the effort of the applicant to maintain the adjacent properties is temporary and will not resolve the issue. As

long as the storage area for the recyclable materials is out in the open and not within an enclosed structure, the
problem will remain.

Staff Recommendation- In order to resolve the problem of trash and debris in the future, staff is requiring that
the applicant enclose all structures used for the storage and sorting of recyclable materials. Enclosing the
existing structures will ensure that the trash and debris is contained within the structure. The proposed enclosure

will contain the majority of the trash and debris within the structure, which will make it easier to maintain the
recyclable materials.
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Issue

Analysis

Vermin/
Insect
Control

The second highest compliant about the recycling center is the vermin/insect problem created by the existing
operation. Due to the nature of the business and the type of materials processed, vermin/insect are common
problems. One of the major reasons for the vermin/insect problem is that the recyclable materials are not stored
within an enclosed structure. In the environmental report, a license pest control company did an inspection of
the site in order to determine the severity of the problem. The inspection identified specific conditions that
attracted vermin and insects and support their propagation. The facility provides easy access to vermin/insects
through holes in the existing structure and perimeter walls. Water source is plentiful from drainage, plumbing
leaks and unsanitary restrooms. Rotting food and other waste provides an abundant of food source. The trash
and debris provide excellent nesting materials/ protection.

Staff Recommendation- From the environmental report, it has been determined that there are factors that attract
vermin/insect to the subject site. The above issues found by the inspection can be resolved by minor repair
work to the building/perimeter walls and plumbing. Storing all recyclable materials within an enclosed structure
will eliminate the food source and nesting materials. Staff has added conditions requiring the applicant to repair
the above mentioned items as well as hire a pest control company to control and eliminate the vermin and insect
problems. In the Mitigation Measures, the applicant shall implement a program to eliminate vermin/insects by
conducting an inspection of the site once a month or increase the number of inspection depending on the
severity of the problem. Also, a one-page report shall be provided to the Planning staff every three months to
document the status of the vermirn/insect problem.

Storm
Water
Drainage

In order to develop any site in the City of Pomona, a grading and drainage plan must be reviewed and approved
by the Building Division. The grading and drainage plan was prepared and filed with the Building Division in
1995. The plan shows runoff on the project site discharges into to the municipal storm drain system at Grand
Avenue south of the project site. The proposed site is developed with a large catch basin located at the rear of
the subject site used to collect all storm water from the site.

The proposed changes will not require any grading that would affect the absorption rates, drainage patterns
or the amount of surface water run-off. The site is covered with impervious surfaces (i.e. asphalt, concrete);
therefore the proposed project will not affect absorption rates, drainage patterns or the rate and amount of
surface water run-off. The project will not affect water supplies, water flows or water availability. No water
runoff will be discharged into the groundwater. However, there are new laws regulating storm water
drainage, which may make the existing catch basin obsolete.

Also, the storm water entering the catch basin was tested to determine if hazardous or toxic materials were

being drained into the catch basin from the subject site. The analysis indicated that no hazardous or toxic
were present.

Staff Recommendation- Staff is recommending that the applicant meet current requirements for Section

402(p) of the Federal Clean Water Act of 1987 and Section 35 of the City of Pomona Storm water
requirements.
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Issue

Analysis

Noise

The recycling center processes recyclable materials through out the day and generates noise from the
dump trucks, compactors, loading/unloading, loud music (played by workers) and maintenance
equipment. Samples readings were taken from four (4) different locations during work hours (6:00 a.m.
to 6:00 p.m.). The average noise ranged between 50 to 69 dB(A)a at the north and east locations and 70
to 72.2 dB(A) on the west and south side of the property. Under the City Ordinance for Noise, 70 dB(A)
is permitted in industrial zones. In some instances, the noise level did exceed the Noise Ordinance for a
short period, which would not impact the adjacent properties.

Staff Recommendation- The environmental report indicates that the level of noise will not significantly
impact the adjacent uses. Staff agrees with the environmental report that the proposed project will not
have a significant impact on the adjacent uses. However, as part of the Modification to Conditional Use
Permit the applicant would like to increase the hours of operation from 6:00 p.m. to 11:00 p.m. If the
hours of operation are increase to 11:00 p.m. the noise level may increase the number of times the noise
level exceeds the City Ordinance, creating a nuisance to adjacent properties. The best solution for
reducing the level of noise is to conduct the work within an enclosed structure. The enclosed structure
will serve as a sound barrier, reducing the level of noise on adjacent properties. Staff is aware that
enclosing the existing structures will not reduce the noise created by the trucks. However, it is
anticipated that the level of noise from the trucks should be within the City’s Ordinance.

Odor/Air
Quality

The proposed project will create objectionable odors to the surrounding properties due to the type of
business and materials processed on the subject site. Although the odor created by the recycling
facility will not be completely removed from the site, it is anticipated that the proposed modifications
will reduce odors so that the level of odor will be minimal and will not be a nuisance to adjacent
properties.

Odor is a natural by-product of refuse handling and recycling. Although the Pomona Valley
Recycling Center processes recyclable materials, other items such as food waste and landscape
materials are often inadvertedly co-mingled with recyclable. Odors can also be derived from the
decay of organic material in chemical or biological processes. In most cases, the decay process
generates much stronger or more unpleasant odors than the materials being recycled. Odors
generated from a recycling facility depend on the nature of material undergoing preliminary ‘
decomposition as well as the environmental factors that affect chemical or biological process rates.
Factors affecting the reaction rate and odor development include moisture, temperature, acidity,

oxygen supply. These factors vary widely due to the combination of recyclable materials, resulting
in various odors emanating into the air.

The project has potential to create odors downwind, especially during period of high wind such as
“Santa Ana” conditions. The most objectionable odors from the recycling facility result from the
decomposition of damp organic materials such as rotting food from residential waste. This produces
the smell so common (and objectionable) behind grocery stores. Due to the size of the existing
facility and the new equipment, recyclable materials are expected to be processed within a 24-hour
period, reducing the opportunity for any organic niéiter to decay. Also, the recyclable materials will

be stored within the enclosed structure with® misting/ fogging system to reduce odors from escaping

into the air. ¢
!

o



1326 E. Ninth Street
Page 7 of §

Dust/Air EM Missions - Dust is primarily generated from wind blowing across the project site
Odor/Air creating surface disturbance, truck exhaust, and motorized blowers used on the site to control debris.
Quality Fugitive dust particulate matter (PMo) was measured by collecting air samples in four separate on-

site locations throughout a full workday cycle, beginning at 9:00 am until 10:30 p.m. The dust
particulate matter samples were collected and sent under chain-of-custody to EMS Laboratories, Inc.,
Pasadena, CA for analysis.

(Continued)

Staff Recommendation -In order to mitigate any future impact, staff has added conditions in
mitigation monitoring program are as follows: 1) the exterior walls along the south, west and portions
of the north and east sides of the existing canopy be enclosed, in order to contain the particulate
matter within the facility; 2) the applicant shall be required to provide a misting/fogging system
within the collection area, in order to control the odor from the recyclable materials. The proposed
misting/fogging system shall be located within the recyclable collection area and shall be in operation
during the recycling process. The proposed misting/fogging system shall be equipped with a
deodorizer to further counter any odors; 3) All recyclable materials that have not been processed shall
only remain for a period of 24 operating hours. All materials that have been processed shall be

stored within the existing building until the time that the materials are removed from the site; 4) All
materials such as glass, metal or plastic that are stored outside the existing structures shall be stored
within a fully enclosed metal container. The doors of the container shall be closed at all times, except
during the time that the containers are in use. These conditions in the mitigation monitoring program
will ensure that the does not become a nuisance to surrounding properties. The applicant is aware of
the conditions in the mitigation-monitoring program and does not oppose these conditions.

Mitigation Measures

Due to the environmental issues mentioned above, a mitigation monitoring system will be
implemented to ensure that the environmental issues mentioned above will not impact the
surrounding properties. The Mitigation Measures will address all environmental issues and be
monitored and reviewed by the appropriate City Departments and Divisions for compliance (A
copy of the Mitigation Monitoring Program is included as part of Attachment B).

Consistency with General Plan and Redevelopment Plan

The proposed use will not adversely affect the General Plan of the City, in that a
collection/recycling center is a conditionally permitted use in the subject M-2 (General
Manufacturing) zone. The proposed expansion and project changes are consistent with the
Reservoir Industrial Redevelopment Plan and the development standards of the M-2 zone.

RECOMMENDATION:

That the Planning Commission adopt Resolution No. 8834 approving Modification to
Conditional Use Permit MCUP 00-032, with conditions.

¥

)

¢

Respectfully Submitted, Prepared by,
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siatin) sl [ Mk
Candida Neal, AICP Manuel Mancha
Planning and Development Principal Planner

Services Manager

ATTACHMENTS:

A - Draft Resolution No. 8834

B - Mitigation Monitoring Program

C - Vicinity Map

D - Plans

E - Departmental Comments

F - Resolution Nos. 8312, 2830, 2830-A and 8398
G - Mitigated Negative Declaration

I\Economic Development\Planning\Master Planning\Planning Commission\Staff Reports\Conditional Use Permit\SR1326.doc



ATTACHMENT C
COPY OF STAFF REPORT FOR MAY 9, 2001 PLANNING
COMMISSION MEETING



Attachment 3
Planning Commission
May 23, 2001 Staff Report, without attachments
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PLANNING COMMISSION REPORT

DATE: MAY 23,2001

TO: PLANNING COMMISSION

SUBJECT: MODIFICATION TO-CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW
SUNRISE ENTERPRISES TO RECYCLE PLASTICS, CHANGE THE
OPERATING HOURS, AND REDESIGN THE SITE PLAN TO EXPAND
AN EXISTING RECYCLING FACILITY

SUMMARY

Issue - Should the Planning Commission approve a Modification to Conditional Use
Permit MCUP 00-032 to allow the recycling of plastics, redesign the site plan, expand the
existing facility and change the hours of operation?

Recommendation - The Planning Commission approve the Modification to Conditional
Use Permit to allow the recycling of plastics, redesign the site plan, expanding the
existing facility and change the hours of operation.

Previous Related Action — On May 9, 2001 the Planning Commission reviewed the
requested modification to Conditional Use Permit and continued to the project to allow
staff time to analyze the information submitted by an adjacent property owner.

Public Noticing Requirement - Pursuant to Section .571 of the Zoning Ordinance,
notice of a public hearing is required to be published in a newspaper of local circulation
10 days prior to the date of the hearing. Said notice was published in the Inland Valley
Daily Bulletin.

BACKGROUND

On May 9, 2001, the Planning Commission reviewed and continued a request to Modification an
existing Conditional Use Permit. During the meeting there was a lengthy discussion on the
conditions in the Mitigation Monitoring program and conditional use permit. The adjacent
property owner felt there should be additional conditions included in the monitoring program. On
the date of the Planning Commission meeting, a letter was submitted by an environmental
consultant hired by an adjacent property owner. The correspondence included additional
conditions for the proposed mitigation monitorinf program. In response to this letter, staff _
prepared a number of additional mitigation measures. However, the adjacent property owner did
not feel comfortable with the proposed changes and requested additional time to review the
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new information. As a result, the project was continued to allow the property owner to up a
meeting between the applicant and the adjacent property owner and his consultant to create
mitigation measures acceptable to both parties.

In continuing the project, the Planning Commission directed staff to meet with the applicant
and the adjacent property owner and his consultant. However, due to difficulties in schedules
and prior commitments, staff could not arrange a meeting between the two parties. Staff did
have extensive discussions over the telephone with the adjacent property owner and determined
that there are three main issues of concern. Staff has addressed the concerns in the Discussion -
portion of the staff report.

DISCUSSION
Environmental Review

Two Planning Commissioners were concerned that this project might require an Environmental
Impact Report. Under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) an initial study was
preformed to determine the type of environmental review needed for a proposed project. The
environmental checklist and initial study were prepared. Based on this information, it was
determined that a Mitigated Negative Declaration would be required for the proposed project.
A Mitigated Negative Declaration is used when certain environmental issues can be mitigated
to below a level of significance impact. An Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required
when the initial study determines that there are environmental issues that will have a
significant impact, which may or may not be mitigated.

Environmental issues

Below are environmental issues/concerns that the adjacent property owner has with the subject
site.

Issue Request/Recommendation

Professional Adjacent Property Owner- That all required surveys or studies are
preparation of preformed by certified Professionals in their field.
all surveys or

studies Applicant - The applicant had agreed to utilize only professionals who
are certified in their field to conduct any surveys or studies require? by
the City.

Staff Recommendation- Staff agrees that the request to utilize
professionals certified in their fields is a reasonable and will add the
condition to the Mitigation _L\/lonitfdring Program.

L

¢
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Issue Request/Recommendation
. Adjacent Property Owner- That all recycled materials required that

Limitation F have been recycled and baled shall remain for a period not to exceed

on Storage o one (1) week.

recyclable

materials Applicant - The applicant is willing to meet the request of the adjacent
property owner halfway. The applicant agrees limit the storage of paper
and cardboard to one (1) week and keep the proposed storage period for
cans and plastic to two (2) weeks.
Staff Recommendation- Staff would agree with the applicant on
limiting the storage of some of the recyclable materials on the site. if
the applicant agrees to limit some of the recyclable materials, staff will
add a condition to the mitigated monitoring program to address the
storage limits. However, the proposed two (2) weeks for the storage of
recyclable materials is a reasonable request for materials that have been
collected and bailed.
Adjacent Property Owner- Is requesting that the applicant provide a

Vector/Pest guarantee that the current problems with the rates and flies are

Control eliminated from his property and surrounding lots.

Applicant - The applicant is willing to work with the adjacent progerty
owners by hiring a professional company to evaluate, recommend sad
implement a vector/insect program to control or eliminate the existing
problem. Once the vector/pest control program is completed and
implemented for a period of three (3) months after the installation of the
recycling equipment. If after the (3) month implementation period of the
vector/pest control program and no improvements have been
documented. The applicant is willing to send a professional vector/pest
control company to the site to evaluate, recommend and implement
methods of controlling/eliminating the vector/pest problem. The

applicant will be required to provide this service for a period of three
(3) months.

Staff Recommendation- Staff has placed conditions in the Mitigati(‘ih
Monitoring Program that will ensure that the applicant does everythiﬁg
in his power to control and eliminate the current problems faced by the
adjacent property owners. However, to guarantee that the adjacent
properties will never have problems with rats or flies is an impossible ..
request. The project can be condjtioned so that the applicant is
responsible for eliminatingfany vectors that are a result of his operation.

é
¢
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CONSULTANT’S LETTER

As mentioned above, the adjacent property owner had a consultant review the Mitigation
Monitoring Program and commented on the conditions. All of the conditions in the
consultants letter were addressed at the May 9, 2001 Planning Commission meeting, which
was presented to the Commission. (A copy of the response to the consultant’s conditions is
provided in the staff report)

CONCLUSION

The proposed Mitigation Monitoring Program has been revised to meet the concerns of the
applicant and the adjacent property owners. The existing recycling business has created a
negative image with the adjacent property owners, which the applicant is proposing to correct.
These issues can be mitigated with the proper mitigation measures. Staff feels that the
Mitigation Monitoring Program will address all issues and concerns expressed by the adjacent
property owners and ensure that the applicant complies with these conditions.

Respectfully submitted, . Prepared by,

Mo _b. Warde 7 Lis Bt
Candida Neal, AICP = Manuel A. Mancha
Planning and Development Principal Planner

Services Manager
ATTACHMENTS:

A - Draft Mitigation Monitoring Program.

B - Copy of the letter from the adjacent Property Owner Consultant
and Staff’s Comments.

B - Copy of Staff Report for May 9, 2001.
Planning Commission Meeting.

WCITY HALL\depts\Economic Development\Planning\Master Planning\City Council\Staff Reports\Code Amendment\1326B.doc
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. Application.
Not Applicable

Approved a conditional use permit to allow

scrap metal processing was approved for the
eastern portion of the property, 1326 E. Ninth
Street.

Not Applicable April 9, 1980 2830-A Modified the conditional use permit to aliow
recycling of glass and paper as well as metal.

MCUP 94-044 January 11, 1995 8312 Modified the conditional use permit to allow
expansion of the recycling facility to include the
adjacent property at 1352 E. Ninth Street.

MCUP 95-026 November 8, 1995 8398 Modified the conditional use permit to allow

expansion of an existing building and
construction of a new building.

15



RESOLUTION NO. 2830

A RESOLUTION OF THE PILANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF POMONA, COUNTY
OF LOS ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OF THIS
REQUEST FOR CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT.

A,

REQUEST:

1. APPLICATION FOR: Conditional Use Permit to develop a scrap
metal processing plant and related equipment within the M-2,
. General Industrial Zoning District.

2. APPLICANT: George Arrow for Dee-Lyn Corporation, 9016 Norwalk
Blvd., Santa Fe Springs, California.

3. LOCATION: Property addressed as 1352 East Ninth Street, Pomona,
California.
ACTION:

BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission as follows:

It is hereby found and determined that the provisions for granting
a Conditional Use Permit as set forth in Section .580, Ordinance

1466, have been met and this request for Conditional Use Permit is
hereby recommended for approval subject to the following conditions:

CONDITIONS:
Chamber of Commerce Industrial Committee:

1. An 8' solid masonry wall shall be constructed on all property

lines except for access points and front yard setback areas.
Said walls shall be well maintained from the exterior view.

2. ©Solid gates shall be constructed and said gates shall be kept
closed, except during working hours.

3. A 3' solid masonry wall shall be constructed alongside property
lines within the 25' front yard setback.

4. Materials stored out of doors shall not be stacked so as to
exceed the height of the block wall or to be visible from beyond
the subject property.

5. The subject property shall be only used for the storage and
compacting of scrap metal for shipping.

6. The operation be limited to daylight hours only, due to the
noise of the shears.

7. All future building construction must be reviewed and approvec
by the Planning Commission. ‘



Resolution No. 2830 (continued) Page 2

8. A time limit of five (5) years shall be placed upon this
Conditional Use Permit, at which time the Planning Commission
shall review the operation to be certain it has met all the
conditions set forth in this Conditional Use Permit and that
the operation of the business as proposed by the applicant is
not detrimental to the adjacent property owners.

9. No burning or other processes that may cause nuisance to
surrounding properties shall be permitted on the site and the
operation shall conform to Sec. .410 of the Zoning Ordinance.

10. The entire yard shall be paved with an asphalt surfacing or
an 0il and aggregate mixture to prevent emission of dust or
tracking of mud onto public rights-of-way, provided, however,
the Public Works Director may approve other paving materials

which provide, in his opinion, the equivalent in service and
useful life. :

Engineering Department:

3

1. Sidewalk and drive approaches shall be constructed, and street
light, if required, in conformance with the standards and
specifications of the Engineering Department.

AYES: Barraza, Schmidt, Lepire, Williams, Shepard, Vlietstra, Solana
NOES: None

ABSENT: None
APPROVED AND PASSED this 8th day of January., 1969.

PLANNING COMMISSION CHAIRMAN

ATTEST; "

o /
(\\\ 1/"0'1/:; ;\.SI—/_‘ ""?/’k,/]-’l"'/‘-(‘.

PLANNING C

PC 1/8/69



RESOLUTION NO. 2830-A

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF POMONA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, APPROVING THE MODIFICATION OF A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT.

A. REQUEST:

1. APPLICATION FOR: Modification of a Conditional Use Permit to allow recycling
of glass and paper as well as metal.

2. APPLICANT:  Shin Duk Kang

3. LOCATION: 1326 East Ninth Street, Pomona, CA
B. ACTION:

BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission as follows:

According to the procedure as set forth in Section .580, Ordinance 1466, the
Planning Commission has heard this request for modification of a Conditional
Use Permit and it is hereby found and determined that this request be approved

subject to all requirements except condition #5 of Planning Commission Resolution
#2830 remaining in force.

AYES: Crockett, Perry, Hill, Nabarrete, Siler
NOES:
ABSENT: McKinney, Spano

APPROVED AND PASSED this 9th day of April, 1980

PlANNEggVCOMMISSION'CHAIRMAN
ATTEST:

PLAN%ING COMMIS%IOg SECRETARY

-3



RESOLUTION NO. 8312

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF POMONA
APPROVING MODIFICATION OF CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT CUP 94-044,
WITH CONDITIONS, —TO—ALLOW_. AN EXPANSION OF AN EXISTING
COLLECTION/RECYCLING CENTER LOCATED IN THE M-2 (GENERAL
- INDUSTRIAL)—ZONE: ON PROPERTY KNOWN AS 1326-1352 NINTH STREET

THE- PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF POMONA DOES
RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

WHEREAS, there has heretofore been submitted by Sunrise
Industries, Inc., a request for a Modification of Conditional Use
Permit to expand an existing collection/recyclihg center in the M-2
(General Industrial) zone located at the above referenced address;

WHEREAS, thevPlanning Comnission of the City of Pomona
has, after giving notice thereof as required by law, held a public

hearing concerning requested Modification of Conditional Use Permit
CUP 94-044;

WHEREAS, the Commission has carefully considered all
pertinent testimony and the staff report offered in the case as
presented at the public hearing.

Now, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED:

SECTION 1. Pursuant to the Guidelines for Implementation
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), a Negative
Declaration has been prepared and reviewed, finding that the
proposed project will not have a significant effect on the

environment. The Planning Commission hereby approves said Negative
Declaration.

SECTION 2. The Planning Commission hereby finds and
determines as follows:

1. The proposed modified use at the particular location is
necessary to protect the public peace, heath and safety
and allows for the reasonable operation of said use, in
that the expansion of the existing collection/recycling
center will allow for the additional recycling of
materials which will promote a healthier and cleaner
environment. - Additionally, the project will be
beneficial to the City and region in that it will
conserve existing resources to help the City reach its
State-mandated (as per Assembly Bill 939) goals of 25%
and 50% solid waste reduction reguirements by the years
1995 and 2000, respectively.

¢

»
é



Resolution No. 8312
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94-044,

SECTION 3. Modification of Conditional Use Permit MCUP
as submitted heretofore, 1is hereby approved subject to

compliance of all existing laws and ordinances of this City and the
following specific conditions, violations of which (or failure to
complete any of which) shall constitute grounds for revocation of
the Conditional Use Permit or any portion thereof:

1.

2.

-Substantial conformance to submitted plans date-stamped

January 3, 1995, except as modified herein.

This approval shall lapse and become void if the privilege
authorized 1is not utilized or where some form of
construction pursuant to issuance of a building permit has
not commenced within one (1) year from the date of this
approval. If the project cannot be initiated within one
(1) year, a request for a time extension must be applied
for thirty (30) days prior to the one (1) year expiration
date.

The applicant shall sticky-back all approved resolutions
related to the project, which shall be placed on the title
sheet of construction plans prior to the Plan Check
submittal.

The project shall be subject to an appeal period of twenty
(20) days. A written appeal may be filed by the applicant,
any person owning property within four hundred (400) feet
of exterior boundaries of the applicant’s property, or the
City Council on its own initiative by a majority vote, may
appeal a decision of the Planning Commission for City
Council review.

-The applicant shall furnish three (3) complete sets of

plans for plan check submittal (structural, mechanical,
electrical, plumbing, site, floor, building elevations,
landscape and irrigation plans) to the Building Division.

The plans shall be designed to comply with the following
codes and ordinances: 1991 Uniform Building Code, 1991
Uniform Mechanical Code, 1991 IAPMO Uniform Plumbing Code,
1991 Uniform Fire Code, 1990 National Electrical Code,
State Title 24 Energy and Handicap Codes, Federal Americans
with Disabilities Act Guidelines, and all applicable City
of Pomona Ordinances.

All utilities, including electrical service drops, shall be
located underground, subject to approval of the Building
Division. . :

’ :
Any graffiti on the proparty shall be removed or painted
over within 48 hours. :



Resobution No. 8312
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16..

17.

18.

The applicant shall submit a lighting plan to the Building
Division as part of the plan check submittal. All exterior
lighting shall be mounted within tamper proof fixtures.

The applicant shall be responsible for the removal of
shopping carts that have been abandoned adjacent to the
recycling facility within the public right-of-way.

The applicant shall provide a minimum of five (5) foot wide
landscaping planter along the parking area at the west side
of the lot, subject to approval of the City Planner.

A total of two (2) accessible parking stalls shall be
provided on the additional site and one (1) accessible
parking stall shall be located on the existing site,
adjacent to the office building, subject to review and
approval of the Building Division.

The existing drive approach not being utilized shall be
removed and reconstructed with curb, gutter and sidewalk
per City Standard. New sidewalk shall be constructed along
frontage where missing. New drive approaches shall be
constructed per City Standard No. A-2-71 III; (W=26, X=4
feet).

The applicant shall install a minimum six (6) inch high
curb surrounding the areas indicated for future expansion,
which shall be hydroseeded and maintain until such time
that these areas are utilized, subject to approval of the
City Planner.

The applicant shall patch and slurry coat the existing
parking, driveway and loading areas, so as to conform with
all new paving.

The applicant shall screen the parking area from the street
by providing a six foot high block wall behind the 20°
landscaped front yard setback area, subject to approval of
the City Planner.

The applicant shall remove the existing six (6) feet high
chain link fencing on the side and rear property lines and
replace same with eight (8) feet high masonry walls beyond
the front yard setback, consistent with Condition No. 1 of
the previously approved Conditional Use Permit (Planning
Commission Resolution 2830).

All structures shall be alarmed for burglary and fire
services. 2 - -



Resolution No. 8312
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19.

20.

210

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

.29.

The property address shall be visible from the street and
lit during all hours of darkness.

The applicant shall indicate all on-site access drives
proposed to the structure. A minimum unobstructed width of
26 feet clear to sky roadway to within 150 feet of all
portions of the exterior walls shall be provided.

A public fire hydrant shall be located within 200 feet of
all portions of the lot frontage and within 400 feet of all
portions of the exterior walls, subject to approval of the
Los Angeles County Fire Department.

The applicant shall complete and return an "“Owner's
Statement of Intended Use" Form (Form 194) pertaining to
high-piled combustible storage to the Fire Department.

The applicant shall apply for a Lot Merger with the Public
Works Department.

The applicant shall provide one (1) new street light along
Ninth Street frontage and shall join the City Street Light
Maintenance District, subject to review and approval of the
Public Works Department.

The applicant shall provide a minimum of one (1) new trash
enclosure screened from public view. Location of the trash
enclosure shall be approved by the City Planner.

At the time of development, the applicant shall submit a
site plan and grading/drainage plan with hydrology and
hydraulic calculations to the Building Division. On-site
drainage shall be diverted into City streets and diverted
through the curb face via an approved on-site drainage
facility. Prior to obtaining a Building Pernit, the above
noted plans shall be approved by the Building Division and
Public Works Department.

An approved reduced pressure backflow prevention device
shall be installed between the meter and the first point of
service in conjunction with the proposed construction.

The block wall constructed at the rear of the property
shall be constructed in a manner so as to prevent a gap
between the subject property and the existing wall along
the property to the south.

The applicant shall provide additional parking, as
determined by the City Pﬁanner for phases 2, 3 and 4, as
indicated on the submittied site plan.
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30. The applicant shall provide directional signage, either
painted on the pavement or otherwise, indicating
circulation on the subject property, as approved by the
City Planner.

31. All Conditions of Planning Commission Resolution Nos. 2830
and 2830-A shall be met.

SECTION 4. The Secretary shall certify to the adoption
of this Resolution and forward the original to the City Clerk.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED- this Y1th day o anuary, 1995,

e
/SAX THARPE | -

P ING COMMISSION CHAIRPERSON

ATTEST:

Ll - e,

DENNIS R. MACKAY
PLANNING COMMISSION SECRETARY

' APPROVED AS TO FORM:

‘RICHARD L. ADAMS IT
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss.
CITY OF POMONA )

AYES: Russo, Lustro, Jimenez, Tharpe, Tessier, Bruwvn
NOES:

ABSTAIN:
ABSENT: Warren

"Pursuant to Resolution No. 76-258 of the City of Pomona the time
in which judicial review of this action must be sought is governed
by Sec. 1094.6 C.C.P."

CUP1352.WP

TN



RESOLUTION NO. 8398

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF POMONA
APPROVING MODIFICATION OF CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT CUP 95-026,
WITH CONDITIONS, TO ALLOW A 2,350 SQUARE FEET OFFICE ADDITION
AND TO RENOVATE AN EXISTING 2,000 SQUARE FEET OFFICE BUILDING
WITHIN AN EXISTING COLLECTION/RECYCLING CENTER LOCATED IN THE
M-2 (GENERAL INDUSTRIAL) ZONE ON PROPERTY KNOWN AS 1326-1352
NINTH STREET

THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF POMONA DOES
RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

WHEREAS, there has heretofore been submitted by Sunrise
Industries, Inc., a request for a Modification of Conditional Use
Permit to allow a 2,350 square feet office building and renovate an
existing 2,000 square feet office building within an existing
collectlon/recycllng center in the M-2 (General Industrial) zone
located at the above referenced address;

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Pomona
has, after glVlng notlce thereof as required by law, held a public
hearlng concerning requested Modification of Conditional Use Permit
CUP 95-026;

WHEREAS, the Commission has carefully considered all
pertinent testlmony and the staff report offered in the case as
presented at the public hearing.

NOW,VTHEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED:

SECTION 1. Pursuant to the Guidelines for Implementation
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), a Negative
Declaration has been prepared and reviewed, finding that the
proposed project will not have a significant effect on the

environment. The Planning Commission hereby approves said Negative
Declaration.

SECTION 2. The Planning Commission hereby finds and
determines that the proposed modified use at the particular
location is necessary to protect the public peace, heath and safety
and allows for the reasonable operation of said use, in that the
addition and renovation will increase the aesthetics of the site
and will allow the development of a partially developed lot to
achieve its highest and best use. Additionally, the project will
be beneficial to the City in that it will upgrade an existing site
as well as support businesses expansion, which will promote a
positive image for the City.

SECTION 3. Modification of Conditional Use Permit MCUP
95-026, as submitted heretofore, is hereby approved subject to
compllance of all existing laws apd ofdinances of this City and the
following specific conditions, Y}olatlons of which (or failure to
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complete any of which) shall constitute grounds for revocation of
the Conditional Use Permit or any portion thereof:

l.

2.

of this

PASSED,

Substantial conformance to submitted plans date-stamped
September 14, 1995, except as modified herein.

This approval shall lapse and become void if the privilege
authorized 1is not wutilized or where some form of
construction pursuant to issuance of a building permit has
not commenced within one (1) year from the date of this
approval. If the project cannot be initiated within one
(1) year, a request for a time extension must be applied
for thirty (30) days prior to the one (1) year expiration
date.

The applicant shall sticky-back all approved resolutions
related to the project, which shall be placed on the title
sheet of construction plans prior to the Plan Check
submittal.

The project shall be subject to an appeal period of twenty
(20) days. A written appeal may be filed by the applicant,
any person owning property within four hundred (400) feet
of exterior boundaries of the applicant’s property, or the
City Council on its own initiative by a majority vote, may
appeal a decision of the Planning Commission for City
Council review.

The size of the parking stalls as shown on the site plan
shall be change to 9 1/2 X 18 as required by the Zoning
Ordinance.

All Conditions of Planning Commission Resolution Nos. 8312,
2830 and 2830-A shall be met.

SECTION 4. The Secretary shall certify to the adoption
Resolution and forward the original to the City Clerk.

APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 8tb“Xday| of November, 1995.

! . IO/\‘>/\Q,/\ —
FEiRG comitsston i
PLANNING €OMMISSION CHAIRPERSON

m@& a

DENNIS R. MACKAY v
PLANNING COMMISSION SECRETARY
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

N AL & &Avﬁo{.«,/
JGIN HENRICHS
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) ss.

CITY OF POMONA )
AYES: Warren, Jimenez, Bruyn, Lustro and Tessier.
NOES: None.
ABSTAIN: None.
ABSENT: Russo and Tharpe.

"Pursuant to Resolution No. 76-258 of the City of Pomona the time
in which judicial review of this action must be sought is governed
by Sec. 1094.6 C.C.P."

"CUP1352.wWp"
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Apr 25,01 '01:54p

WILLIAM J. BRUNICK
OONALD AR. ALvarcz
MARGUERITE P. BATTERSEY SAN BERNARDINO, CAUFORNIA 924/2 REDLANDS, CALIFURNIA 92373
STEVEN M. KENNEDY

LELAND P. MCELHANEY

BRUS TCK, ALVAREZ & BATTERS 8308 .793-3596. o P .
' . 3

BRUNICK, ALVAREZ & BATTERSBY

PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION

1839 COMMERCENTER WEST
Z2I% CAJON SIREET

FPOST OFFICE BOX Gagsy P. 0. BOX 320

TELEPHONE (909} 793-0818
TELEPHONE: {909} 889-8301

RENE S. ABRAHMAM FAX: (B0O9) 388-1889

ELIZABETH G. MERKIN E-MAIL: bralbaBeeo.org

STEPHEN MILLER PLEASE REFER T0
April 25, 2001

City of Pomona

Attn. Planning Department
505 S. Garey

Pomona, California 91766

RE:  Sunrise Industries, Inc.
1326 E. Ninth Street
MCUP 00-032

€EC Nd ST 4av 100z
S M|

Dear Sir or Madam:

This office represents Nick and Cynthia Testa, owners of property adjacent to the
applicant’s property.

The modification of the conditional use permit is not being issued pursuant to the
procedures outlined by the Pomona Municipal Code and is inconsistent with the General Plan as

My client has no confidence that the City will enforce any of the proposed conditions as
well as the monitoring recommended by the Mitigated Negative Declaration nor do we believe

make the nccessary findings that the modification allowing expansion of this activity is
consistent with the General Plan, Redevelopment Plan and is of vital public interest affecting the
quality of life of other property owners, as well as the fair market value of other adjacent
property owners. 'S

The City of Pomona should require an EIR fnstead of a Mitigated Negative Declaration
which has been circulated. Clearly there is evidence in the Staff Report as well as the
environmental review document which has a significant effect on the environment which cannot
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fipr 25,01 08 :549p. - BRUN"CK, ALVHREZ & BATTERS

N

909 793-3596

City of Pomona

Attn. Planning Department
April 25, 2001

Page 2

be anticipated or avoided. In these particular cases, the Lead Agency must prepare a draft EIR
and certify the final EIR prior to project approval. Instead, a mitigated negative declaration is '
proposed which does not address or adequately monitor these issues. The issues not adequately
addressed which should be subject to a comprehensive EIR are as follows:

1. Construction of a 43,220 square foot metal building to accommodate 5 trucks at
one time. The construction of a building of this size which allows the sorting of
rceyclable materials affects existing land uses and will disrupt the existing

community.

2. The increase use and the sorting of recyclable materials will affect surface water
and run off.

3. Certainly air quality will be affected by the creation of objectionable odors and

increased fumes from a more intensified activity. The odor will be a nuisance to
the adjacent properly owner as it is now. The intensification of use will increase
the odor problem. The measures proposed simply do not address the concerns of
the neighboring property owners.

4. No adequate analysis was given to the increase of truck traffic resulting from this
expansion. Increased truck traffic is merely discounted.

5. The noise issue must be addressed more fully. Noise is currently a problem with
the existing operation. An EIR is requested to more fully address these issues.

6. Finally, aesthetics should be considered more fully. Vermin and insect infestation
are invading the adjoining property lines causing a major health and
environmental problem to neighbors and employees which surround the proposed
project. The mitigation measure proposed is that the applicant must implement a
program by inspecting the site once a month. This is not adequate. EIR would be
much more specific as to the monitoring plan required and a more through
recommendation is required.

Very truly yours,

I~ S

WILLIAM J. BRUNICK
WIB:js
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BRUNICK, ALVAREZ & BATTERSBY

PROFESSIONAL LAw CORPONRATION

839 COMMERCENTER WEST
WILLIAM J. BRUNICK

215 CAJON STREET
CONALD 1, ALVAREZ POST OFFICE BOX G425 P 0 BOX 1320
MARGUERITE P. BATTERSBY SAN BERNARDINO., CALIFORMIA 92412 REDLANDS. CALIFORNIA 92373
STEVEN M, KENNEDY ) TELEPHONE (909} 793-0818
LELAND P. MCELHANEY TELEPHONE: (909) 889-8301

RENE S. AGRAKAM

ELIZABETH G. MERKIN
E-MaiL: braiba@escs.

STEPHEN MILLER @ees.org

Fax: (9091 388-lasg

PLEASE REFER TO

FAX TRANSMISSION SHEET

The information contained in this facesimile is confidential and may also contain
privileged attorney-client information or work product. This information is intended
only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. If you are not
the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any use, dissemination, distribution
Or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. 1If You have received the
facsimile in error, please immediately notify us by telephone, and return the
original message to us at the address via the U.S, Postal Serviced.

Thank you.
PLEASE DELIVER THE FOLLOWING PAGES TO:
NAME : MANUEL MANCHA = 5
= 7
ORGANIZATION: __ CITY OF POMONA 3=
N L
FAX NO.__ _(909) 469-2082 i
= =
FROM: ____WILLIAM J. BRUNICK o=
w O
DATE:____APRIL 25, 2001 TIME: Wil
TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES SENT (INCLUDING TRANSMITTAL) 3
SUBJECT:____SUNRISE INDUSTRIES, INC./MCUP 00-033
MESSAGE :

If you do not receive all the papers indicated above, or if you
have any problems concerning this facsimile, please c¢all the
undersigned operator immediately &t (909) 793-0819. Thank you.

JUDY SWANSON
Operator
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City of Pomona
Pomona, CA

Re: Sun Rise Industries
To Whom It May Concern:

I am currently an employee of Spray Systems, Inc. located at 1363 E. Grand Ave,,
Pomona, CA 91766, There is a problem that 1 would like to have addressed as soon as
possible by the City of Pomona. It is in respect to the constant aggravation associated
with gnats, flys, and various other insects in and around the above-mentioned property
due 1o Sun Rise Industries. This problem is a direct reflection and is due to Sun Rise
Industries and their lack of maintaining their property and its contents in a manner which
is appropriate for their industry.

There is a constant influx of insects that plaque my office in particular on a daily basis. If
you have ever experienced just one gnat, you are aware of how annoying they can be.
Just think if you had to endure an onslaught of them on a daily basis as we do here at
Spray Systems, Inc. Not only do they insist on flying into you ears, up your nose, and in
your mouth when you talk, they also have a fascination with doing the back stroke in my
coffee, which I find extremely disgusting. I do not want to have to do a complete
investigation of the interior of my coffee cup prior to each drink. S

Speaking of the consumption of these various insects whether it is by mouth, nose, or
ears, 1 would like to know what type of diseases they may be carrying around with them
considering the environment that they are exposed to over at Sun Rise Industries.

I can no longer endure the pest problem. The other day I had an insect fly into my car
and it felt as if [ was never going to get him out. Not only did this frighten me, | actually
considered visiting my family doctor.

1 hope that The City of Pomona will do everything in its power to relive this problem as
soon as possible and do it as quickly as possible as I believe that it poses a health nisk.

Not only does it pose a health risk it also poses many problems, which make my
employment at Spray Systems, Inc. virtually unbearable and possibly short lived.

Thank you in advance for your consideration of my letter/complaint.

Rhofida A. Ward
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May 1,2061

City of Pomona
505 South Garey Avenue
Pomona, CA 91766

170 WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

1 have been an employee of Spray Systems, Inc. for over six years. I am very proud to be
employed by someone who has pride in the product produced, the cleanliness of the factory as
well as the appearance of the grounds and facility where the business is located. We frequently
receive compliments from our distributors, vendors, and business associates on the cleanliness of
the production floor. On lovely spring days we would open the door to the factory and the front
door to the office and enjoy a wonderful breeze through the building. Sadly, that is no longer the

case. For the last year or so we have been subjected to the disheartening condition, smells and
nuisance of “pests” from the adjacent recycling business.

We can no longer keep doors open and have bad to install a blower over the door to mitigate the
gnats that swarm in the area. The blower has helped but it can’t cure the condition. 1 hope you
are able to imagine how frustrating it is to pick up a coffee cup, a glass of water, juice, soft drink
or whatever to find gnats doing the back stroke in your beverage. We have found them in the
refrigerator, they vie for your lunch, buzz around your face, ears and nose while talking on the
phone. I was particularly embarrassed when interviewing applicants for a position in our office.

We spent most of the time batting the gnats away from our face. One can only imagine what the
applicants thought.

We have had vermin, as well as cats chasing the vermin get trapped in the building setting off our
alarms. This does not make the Pomona Police Department happy to respond to a call such as
this. Our neighbors have shared with me that the vermin have chewed the interior of their trucks.

1t is unpleasant to come to work on a warm mormning to find the area smelling of stale beer from
the accumulated cans.

While I believe in free enterprise, I do not believe that we should infringe on the rights of others.
1 ask that if the City of Pomona grants a conditional use permit to this business to continue their
present operation that it is policed heavily. If they do not keep their facility in the manner that

any prudent business person could expect that said permit be revoked as well as their right to do
business in like manner.

Sincerely,

A

Carol Engeron

o7 € W4 L~ AVH 1002
MOISTALD ONIKHY 1d



4/27/01

UPS driverduring deli¥ery’complained aliout smell and gnats when he came in.
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May 3, 2001

City of Pomona

Planning Commission
505 South Garey Avenue
Pomona, CA 91766

Attn: Candida Neal

Re: Expansion of Recycling Center
1326 East Ninth Street, Pomona

Dear Ms. Neal:

Gh 8 WY 8- AVW 1002
MOISIAIQ ONINNYd

it has come to our attention that the recycling plant, located directly behind our business, is planning
to expand. We wish to voice our concerns regarding problems we have encountered with their
operation, and the possibility that the expansion would increase these problems.

During the last year, we have experienced an alarming increase of rats. In a period of two weeks, we
caught over 40 rats. We called the Health Department and City Hall in an effort to find a solution to
the problem. We were told to call Vector Control. Vector Control could not help us, as we are a
business, not a residence, and the rats were not inside. They suggested we call a private
exterminator. Mr. Paul Dubone with Environmental Site Assessment Professionals did stop by and
talked to our superintendent, who took him outside and explained our problem. Although Mr.
Dubone was sympathetic, he said the recycling center had a right to conduct their business, and that

an inspection of the plant had showed only a few minor areas where improvement could, and would
be made.

We have removed much of the vegetation from our property, and have had Terminex set additional
bait traps, in an effort to rid ourselves of the rats. None of these measures have been very effective.

Beside the rat infestation, we have experienced a significant increase in the amount of flies, especially
on the warmer days.

The workers sorting the recyclables, are throwing all types of balls, disks, records, etc. , over the

fence and into our yard. Plastic bags and other lighter materials are contmually Dlowmg into our
yard. '

Our alarm is being set off at all times of the night, possibly by the rats or the trash, since there is
never evidence of human intruders.

. We are concerned that if the proposed expansion takes place, these problems will increase.

We would like some assurance that if this expansion is permitted, the City of Pomona will enforce
strict compliance in regard to all environmental issues.

Sincerely,
BEA® ROOFING, INC.

L7 &%4}4742,%/ g

im Grizzle, President ‘

1315 EasT Grano Avenve ® P.O. Box 40 e Pomona, CA 91769
(909) 469-4691 ® Srate License #688039
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FAX TRANSMITTAL: 469-2082, 2 PAGES

To: City of Pomona, Planmng Commussion
From: Cynd: Testa

Date: May 4, 2001

Re: Sunrise Industries

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

I am writing this letter to you today to express my fears over the conditional use permit potentially being
granted to Sunrise Industries. Let me start by saying that we are not opposed to Sunrise Industries being
located on Ninth Street. Nor are we opposed to them expanding their hours and their recycling
capabilities. However, and this is a big however. During the last couple of years, Sunnise Industries has
been recycling materials that they were not licensed to recycle. They have totally ignored the laws
pertaining to their business. Several nights they are still sorting trash as late as 2:00 a.m. to 3:00 a.m.
They did not for a long time have adequate restroom facilities for their employees. The out houses that
were contracted for were not cleaned on a needed basis, rather a scheduled basis. They had music
playing so loud that anyone driving by on Grand Avenue would have thought their own headphones
were on. Trash was piled so high you could visibly see it from any adjacent property. Trash blows
everywhere making all of us adjacent property owners also in the recycling business. Employees, while
sorting trash throw balls over any fence they can. We have had a golf ball go through one of our
skylights. Because of their greed, they have taken on more trash than they could possibly recycle and let
it sit for days on end. The neighborhood now has visible problems with gnats, flies, vermin, odor and
who knows what else.

I have taken the time to talk with other businesses in the area. I am appalled at the things I have heard.
One business has a rat poster. They cross off one of the many rats shown as they kill them. They
stopped at 40, it was no longer a fun little game. Another business has visible problems during the day
with rats present in lunch areas. All coffee and supplies must be locked up daily to avoid the rats getting
into it. They have had equipment destroyed by the vermin eating wiring. All of the surrounding
business’ now have flies and gnats disrupting their work productivity and making some potentially
dangerous work situations. People working with any kind of machinery should be focused on their job-
not swatting bugs. In our own offices we have installed air systems to try to eliminate some of the gnats.
You can no longer have a cup of coffee or water sitting at your desk without the fear of drinking one of
the little cnitters. I could go on and on.

We were told we were the only ones to have contacted the City. In reality many of our neighbors have
complained and were told by city personnel to contact the health department or vector control. The
health department doesn’t seem to get ivolved with this type of issue, because they feel it is a city issue.
Vector control brings rat traps and/or poison. The businesses do not receive public notices. Truthfully,

how many property owners would alert their tenant to this type of potential problem and nisk loosing
them?

I have read the staft report and wish that everyone from the‘City of Pomona could plant their office
adjacent to this facility The proposed mitigations ar(; not enough. Many of the areas require Sunrise to
police themselves. They are not the type of company that will follow through. Look at their history.
Talk to Pomona Police Department and your own Planning Department. The number of trips they had
to make was ridiculous to get Sunrise Industries to clean up even to the point they did. Right now they

P.Q1
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are sort of keeping a cleaner facility but not to the point that it would solve any of the pest problems.
Have they solved the restroom facility problem for their employees? They claim they now all of a
sudden want to be good neighbors but 1 question how long that will last. The owner is quite often
overseas. What if he changes personnel? Will they want to be good neighbors too? Will everything
change if they are granted this permit? There are too many unknowns.

A small environmental study was completed. The staff report even refers to new laws regulating storm
water drainage and whether this will still be okay. Will the increased amount of recyclables and
subsequent garbage take this over those levels of safety? Sunrise is saying their new equipment will
handle up to 160 tans of trash per day. Of this approximately 5% is considered garbage. Do the math.
This is potentially 8 tons of garbage a day. The measures call for a 24-hour turn around time. Number
games- is this a 24-hour day? Not bad. Is this a 24-hour working period? Based on 12-hour days or
cight-hour days. Does this include if they are working on a Saturday. If they get a load on Friday
afternoon, and it’s based on an eight hour work day, garbage sits for up to five days. Totally
unacceptable. The mitigation measures put forth are in many ways ambiguous and do not hold Sunrise
Industries accountable. Please, please request that they perform a full environmental impact report.
Then there will be state regulated systems in place. There will be measures that they can be held
accountable to.

1 grew up in Pomona. We own property, and a business in Pomona. We care about Pomona. 1 know
that Sunrise Industries has the contract for the City’s recycling. It’s easy to turn your head but don’t.
Don’t sell Pomona or this area short. There are many good viable businesses that have developed nice
industrial parks and facilities. Request the same from Sunrise Industries. Make and hold them
accountable. Don’t tum our investments in a good city, upside down.

If you have any questions or would like to take the time to come visit us- please call 623-6944.

Sincerely,



est. 1946

May 7, 2001

Planning Commission of the City of Pomona

To Whom It May Concemn:

We are writing to voice our concerns with the matter before the City Council with regard to the recycling
facility called Sunrise Industries. As a business located in Pomona, we would like to believe that the rules
are enforced equally to all businesses, and not just a select few.

We have been plagued with annoyances from bugs, flying trash, and odors for quite some time. Because of
the nature of our business, we have customers in every day and have open house several times a year, and
have had negative comments made by our customers and guests with regard to the problems associated
with the recycling business.

There are 32 people at this facility and we are unable to conduct our daily business or enjoy our lunch
without these bugs flying in our faces, under our glasses, into our mouths, or landing on our food on a daily
basis. We have tried all kinds of remedies such as strips, bug bombs, keeping all doors closed, and even
trapping and sending samples of the bugs to the entomology laboratory services at the County Health
Service. We have enclosed a letter with their findings.

We respectfully ask that the City Council see fit to either return the business as it was prior to the change
made in the business practices, or if allowed to continue with the type of recycling they currently are doing,
that they be heavily monitored by vector control, the health department, AQMD, and/or city officials.

If they have complaints on a continuing basis, they should have their conditional use permit revoked and
cease to do business in such a way as to be detrimental to surrounding businesses.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pete Chapouris
President

PClcc
Enc
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; . ENTOMOLOGY LABORATOR i
County of Los Augeles Departmént of Health Services

Eovironmental Health

Vector Management Prog

2525 Corporate Place

Mouaterey Park,.CA 91754

(213) 8814046 - -

CochChicf/ EHS/derical

District Office receiving/processing sample: _ {
Delivered Sample

Morcv Park Headquarters

Sample submitted by | Date

Nancy from So-Cal Spcéd Shop April 21, 2000

Address

1357 E. Grand Avenue

City Zip Code | Telephone
Pomona —_ » 91766 909-469-6171

Where was samiple colleced?  From inside business

Comments: Recycling center directly behind site.

RESULTS OF ENTOMOLOGY LABORATORY INVESTIGATION:
T ————

T

l ' Sample Identification:  adult.phorid flies K Sample Identification

Adult phorid, or humpbacked flies, are fairly common in many Labitats, but are most abundant about
decaying vegetation. The larvae can breed in a number of habitats, some occurring in decaying animal or
vegetable matter, some occur in fungi, and others ate parasitic or conunenssl in the nests of ants or termites but
the adults of these species usually lack wings.

If low numbers of adults were occurring only within your uait, the possible site could be a long-standing
water leak inside walls which had permitied the eventual growth of mold or fungi. This is a common breeding
site inside structures for this fly. ' ]

The apparently heavy population of adult flies found within your building and others within the complex
Suggests a constant breeding habitat which would support high adult emergence, Based on the breeding habits
of this fly, sites to consider would be green-waste recycling, cardboard boxes at the mentioned recycling center
which conain vegetable matter (boxes which may have originated from markets or produce sites), or cut grass
- ot weeds 1n a field which now has standing water due 10 recent rains.

Checked with our Solid Waste Program, and as of this date, we collect no licensing fees from recycling sites
and therefore have no jurisdiction in these matters. The Lead Enforcement Agency is usually the City in which
the site exists, or the State of California Integrated Was:e Management Board, 8800 Cal Center Drive,
Sacramento. " ' . S

Sample Reference Number:
3968-2 :

T
—

Meatified by . ' Dae __3/e? Yoz
/Gal Van Gordon, Public Health Entormologist :
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May 7, 2001 = =
b5 5

Mr. Nick Testa - O
Spray Systems inc. : <
1363 East Grand Avenue > %
Pomona, CA 91766 ©

Dear Nick:

This letter summarizes my responses to your request that | perform a critical
evaluation of the Initial Study, proposed Negative Declaration and the Conditional
Use Permit (CUP) modification for Sunrise Industries, Inc.'s Pomona Valley Recycling
Center (PVRC). As we discussed, your primary concern is that the operations of the
facility create so many conflicts with adjacent industrial and residential users that
it may harm the ability of these adjacent uses to continue functioning in a routine
or normal occupancy mode. These types of impacts (noise, odors, vectors, etc.)
are generally termed land use incompatibilities and are based on the
circumstance where operation of one use conflicts so severely with adjacent uses
that the impact is inherently significant and mutually exclusive. An obvious
example would be a lead battery manufacturing facility adjacent to an a school.
In you case this incompatibility occurs because the operations of the PVRC make
it impossible for adjacent residential and light industrial uses, such as your facility,
to continue operating on property adjacent to the PVRC site without incurring
unacceptable levels of noise, odors, air pollutants, and vectors.

| have reviewed the [nitial Study prepared for the CUP modifications, and as the
- present mitigation measures are crafted, | agree with your comment that the
proposed mitigation does not ensure that all potential significant impacts, i.e.
incompatibilities, will be effectively reduced to a nonsignificant level of impact.

Let's start with a most obvious issue. The City's conditions or mitigation does not
contain any measure that will allow immediate resolution of your historic complaints
regarding odors, vectors (insects and rats), sanitary conditions (poorly maintained
sanitary facilities for employees), noise or air pollution. With regard to vectors the
requirement is that PVRC implement an as yet undefined vector and pest control
program and provide a report to ’rhe?Ci’ry once every three months. This is
unacceptable because it could allow PVRC to implement vector controls once
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every three months to meet the mitigation requirement. | would suggest two
different measure be implemented in place of the once contained in the Initial
Study and Staff Report. The goalis to achieve sufficient accountability in the vector
control program, that PVRC will not aliow vectors to get out of hand in the future.
These measures would read:

1. The vector/pest control program shall be submitted and approved by the City prior
to completing the CUP modification. This program shall at a minimum include
monthly inspections by a certified pest control operator and the standard shall be
that all vector/pest populations are totally under conftrol, i.e. a performance
standard that no vector or pest populations shall be increasing on the property
relative to a minimal intrusive population that does not affect neighboring
properties. A copy of the pest control report verifying that the above program is
being successfully implemented shall be provided to the City on a monthly basis
and shall be made available to the public upon written request.

2. PVRC shall establish a complaint response program that will be available to all
members of the public. This program shall include a phone number with a point of
contact at PVRC that has the ability to commit funds to immediately resolve the
complaint.  All complaints regarding operating conditions at the site (odors,
vectors/pests, noise, and others) shall be resolved within 24 hours by the
complainant and company, or the matter will be removed 1o the City Code
Enforcement for action. Iflegitimate complaints, as determined by the City, are not
resolved within seven days, the City shall terminate all PYRC operations unfil the
complaint is resolved.

With implementation of these two measures, the vector control program can be
made fully accountable to all parties and if pests cannot be effectively controlled,
the facility would be shut down until an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) can be
prepared by the City.

The next issue of concern is the management of stormwater from the project site.
The City has identified one mitigation measure which-again-does not provide full
" mitigation in my opinion and does not provide for accountability. The Initial Study
does not take into account the sweeping changes that are occurring in the
management of nonpoint source pollution, such as stormwaterrunoff from industrial
sites. There are really two problems with the current situation. A catch basin that
Teceives the kind of runoff generated at a recycling facility not only accumulates
pollutants, but can serve as an independent source of both vectors (such as
mosquitos) and odors (from degrading organic matter). Not only is this a problem
on a case by case basis, but the organic matter (including petroleum
hydrocarbons) can accumulate over a period of time and result in anaerobic
decomposition with generation of very nasty smelling mercaptans and other
sulfurous chemicals. To address this issug, | suggest the following measures:



3. Prior to approval of site grading plans, PVRC shall provide a Storm Water'Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for both construction and operations that will identify
specific best management practices that will not retain any surface water on the
site for more than 24-hours after a storm and the collects organic matter, sediment
and trash in a manner that it can be collected and disposed of on a periodic basis.
The stormwater discharge from the property shall meet the requirement of Section
402(p) of the Federal Clean Water Act of 1987 and Section 35 of the City of
Pomona Stormwaterrequirements. Further, the stormwater discharged from the site
shall not exceed any surface water beneficial use water quality objectives
established in the Santa Ana River Water Quality Control Plan of 1995. Grab
samples shall be taken from the site discharge point during each storm that
generates sufficient runoff to enter the treatment system to verify compliance with
these requirements.

4. PVRC shall not allow any accumulated stormwater runoff or collected pollutants on
the project site to become septic due to anaerobic decomposition. The
generation of any noxious odors from anaerobic decomposition shall be
immediately controlied, or the facility shall be shut down until controlis achieved.

With implementation of these two measures, the stormwater control program can
be made fully accountable to all parties and if water quality and odors cannot be
effectively controlled, the facility would be shut down until an Environmental
Impact Report {EIR) can be prepared by the City.

The third issue is the generation of odor. Odors from normal recycling operations
have a musty odor that is natural, but not a septic odor caused by anaerobic
decomposition. The former may be offensive to some people butis generally not
obnoxious. Odors from anaerobic decomposition are seriously, i.e. significantly,
offensive. It is the latter odors that must be controlled. The following mitigation
measures are suggested to ensure that odors from recycling operations do not
become obnoxious:

5. For the purposes of establishing an odor threshold, PVRC will use appropriate field
monitoring equipment {such as Jerome meters and/or Organic Vapor Analyzers, to
be verified by laboratory analysis) to monitor the odor from recently delivered
recycled material with no septic odors and odor from recently delivered recycled
material with septic odors. The company will identify the organic chemical
measurements that represent the range of odor conditions for these two conditions.
The data from this monitoring effort will serve as the baseline data used to evaiuate
the significant odor production from areas where recycled material is stored and
processed and to determine when management actions are required toreturn the
recycled material to aerobic conditions. PVRC shall submit the results of its study
to the City of Pomona for theirindependent use in monitoring odors from processing
operations if required.



6. When PVRC dperotors notice septic odor production at the facility, or when odor
complaints are received from the public, the odors shall be tested and compared
to the baseline test conditions. If odors are septic, then the facility shallimmediately
eliminate or correct ’rhe odor producing condition, or shut down until the odor is
controlled.

7. As an alternative, PVRC may enclose the structure and install an odor control
system based on creating a negative air pressure within the proposed recycling
structure and pulling the air in the facility through a filter that can prevent odors
from escaping to the general environment on adjacent properties. If such asystem
is installed, it must be continuously operated during presence of recycled material
in the structure and it must be maintained in good operational condmon so as not
to allow odors to escape to the general environment.

8. None of the outdoor storage facilities (bins or drop boxes) shall be allowed to
generate odors that exceed the baseline septic condition.

With implementation of these measures, the odor control program can be made
fully accountable to all parties and if odors cannot be effectively controlied, the
facility would be shut down until an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) can be
prepared by the City.

The fourth issue is the generation of noise. Noise is generated from many of the
activities conducted at the PVRC facility. These sourcesinclude: vehicles delivering
employees and material for recycling; processing operations; employee activities,
both associated with processing and recreation (radios); and fransport of
packaged recycled waste to markets. In addition to the measures identified on
page 21 of the Initial Study and the City's proposed monitoring program, the
following mitigation measures are suggested to ensure that noise from recycling
operations do not become obnoxious:

9. No activities associated with PVRC operations shall exceed the City's 70 dB
threshold at the property boundary. Noise shall be monitored following completion
of the new facility, including full delivery of recycled material, to verify that noise
levels do not exceed the 70 dB threshold. If any component of operations exceed
this threshold, the company shall either reduce the direct noise generating activity
or install sound attenuation walls {or any alternative acceptable to the City) to
prevent noise from exceeding 70 dB at the property boundary.

10. When noise complaints are received by PVRC, the noise level at the property
boundary with the activity creating the noise shall be measured. If the monitored
noise level exceeds the 70 dB threshold, PVRC shall control the noise to below this
level or shallinstall noise attenuation features, including sound attenuation walls, as
acceptable to the City.



Note that The‘exisﬁhg facility and proposed facility operations are located adjacent
to existing residential uses which has a lower noise standard, typically 65 dB. This
issue was not addressed in the Initial Study, and if the project is allowed to
generated more than 65 dB at these residences, a case could be made that the
impact is significant regardless of whether the project can meet the 70 dB
threshold. However, these residences may be considered as non-conforming uses
for which the 70 dB threshold should be applied. Regardless, with implementation
of these measures, the noise control program can be made fully accountable to
all parties and if noise cannot be effectively controlled, the facility would be shut
down until an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) can be prepared by the City.

‘The last issue is one of sanitary facilities. Historically, PVRC has not maintained its
portable toilets and conditions hazardous to public health have occurred. This is
an unacceptable condition for the employees and the surrounding property
owners. This issue was not give any attention in the Initial Study, but poses a very
significant public health risk. The following mitigation measure shall be
implemented to control this situation:

1. Adequate sanitary facilities shall be installed at the PVRC facility and shall be
continuously maintained in a manner protective of public health. If sanitary
facilities are not so maintained and complaints are received or inspections result
in observations of unhealthy conditions, the facility shall be immediately shut down
until the problem is corrected.

With implementation of this measure, the sanitary facilities can be maintained in a
fully accountable to all parties and if this problem cannot be effectively controlled,
the facility would be shut down until an Environmental impact Report (EIR) can be
prepared by the City.

There is an inherent problem with an operator of a facility like the PVRC with whom
you and other adjoining property owners have no trust. It is my opinion that the
measures outlined above are specific enough. and . contain adequate
performance standards to measure compliance in controlling the above fiveissues
to a nonsignificant level of incompatibility with the adjacent uses. The measures in
the Initial Study and proposed in the Staff report do not have such accountability
and can not guarantee that significantincompatibilities will be controlled. The City
needs to infegrate monthly routine inspections for this project until all parties, you,
the applicant and the City concur that the past problems are actually under
control and the PVRC facility can be operated as a good neighbor without
significant impact on you and your neighbors land uses.



| hope the critical review provided above and the proposed mitigation measures
provide you with a higher level of confidence that the proposed PVRC operations
do not have to pose a significant conflict with you and your neighbor's existing
uses. The above measures represent state of the art performance standards that
allow for a high degree of accountability for the mitigation measures. Without such
measures, the existing environmental document does not provide sufficient
substantiation to verify that operation of the facility will not continue to cause
significant conflicts (incompatibilities) with adjacent land users. Please feel free to
present this letter to the City of Pomona decision-makers as evidence that the
existing environmental documentation is not adequate and that the measures
outlined above can reduce potential impacts from future PVRC operations to a
level of nonsignificance.

Sincerely,

7o ko

Tom Dodson-
cc:  Bill Brunick
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CHEYENNE PLASTICS _
1361-A EAST GRAND AVENUE
POMONA, CALIFORNIA

May 7, 2001

City of Pomona

Planning Department

505 South Garey Avenue
Pomana, California 91766

Attn: Planning Department
Re: CUP Sunrise industries

Dear Planning Department,

My business, Cheyenne Plastics is located in Pomona and has been for several years. | have recently moved to a

new location, 1361 A East Grand Avenue. During my time leasing at this facility | have seen the problems of fiies,

gnats, rats and trash increase. My business is not one that utiizes materials that would attract these pests.
However, on a daily basis | find myself unable to work because some littie gnat is in my safety goggles.

Itis my understanding that Sunrise Industries is requesting a conditional use permit that would increase their
working hours and the amount of recyclables that they would be processing. | am very wary of such a permit being

granted. With the weather warming up the gnats increase, making it difficult for anyone working at a machine to

safely do so while swatling pests. The odor that permeates at tmes can be pretty overwhelming. instead of
opening doors and using natural light we are forced to close up everything and use fights and air conditioning (not
ideal during a power crunch). | have on occasion had to set traps for the vermin that seem to make their way down

to my shop. Aiways a pieasant experience.

Please use the same discretion that you would use on all other businesses in the City. Require standards that are

- enforceable and that Sunrise Industries can be held accountable for. | have worked near other recycle facilities

without problems. However, it was because they are either fully enclosed or have strict enforceable guidelines set
forth. You as the Planning Departiment can help the City of Pomona reach higher standards or make a fot of

businesses unhappy and reluctant to continue business here.

Paul Bente
Owner

Sincer
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May 7, 2001

City of Pomona

Planning Commission

505 South Garey Avenue
Pomona, California 91766

Attn. Candida Neal
Re: CUP Sunrise Industries

Dear Candida and Planmng Commission Members,

1 am a business owner, located at 1361 B East Grand Avenue, Pomona. 1 have been in
this location since 1993. 1 have some concerns over the conditional use permit being
requested by Sunrisc Industries. While I value the recycling process and the number of
people they employee 1 am concerned for their own lack of the environment.

There is quite often trash that blows all over the neighborhood. It has been stacked at
times so high it is visible from neighboring businesses. There are way to many flies,
gnats and rodents around due to these conditions. Several days a month there are rude
odors. The history of Sunrise Industries has not been one to keep a well-maintained
facility for both employees and the neighborhood. 1 think that if the City of Pomona does

- grant this conditional use permit, it should be done with a full environmental impact
report completed and state approved regulatory guidelines instituted. A business that
only complics while being watched should not be asked to police themselves on issues
that affect many surrounding businesses and honies

l respectfully request that you listen to the concerns of all of the neighboring businesses
and place enforceable controls on a potentially viable situation.

Sincerely,
¢ %)
Steve Watson
BARONS HEATING AND AIR

L0 OV W Lo AV 0L
HOISIALG ONIHNY 1d

1361-B8 EAST GRAND AVENUE = POMONA, CALIFORNIA 91766 « (800) 606-2471 « (909) 469 1 160
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i &6 FOLDING GATES

1374 East 9th Street o Pomona, California 91766 e Telephone: (909) 629-3026
Fax : 629-0852

May 08, 2001

To Whom It May Concern:

We are writing to voice our concerns regarding the application of Sunrise Industries, Inc. to
increase the amount of material recycled through their facility, known as Pomona
Recycling Center at 1326 East Ninth Street, Pomona.

We are a tenant of BCD Properties and occupy the property adjacent to the recycling
facility. Since the opening of their operation, we have experienced continual problems
with offensive odor, insects, rodents and the garbage which blows over the wall separating
our properties. At times, the problems are so severe that our ability to operate on this
property are hindered.

Because of that hindrance and being very concerned about the possible heath implications
of rodent and insect infestation, we contacted the management of Sunrise Industries, Inc.
to ask that they eliminate the existing mess and to request their assistance in preventing the
problems by keeping their facility in such a manor as to prevent recurrence.

After our complaints to the management of the recycling center went unheeded, we went
directly to the City of Pomona and to every other regulating agency which might have been
able to assist us. At this time, no one has sufficiently addressed our concerns and the
problems we have experienced persist.

Due to the severity of the current problems we experience and the reluctance of Sunrise
Industries to take the necessary steps to resolve the problems, we are extremely concerned
that the amount of material processed at this site will increase unchecked. A further
increase in the amount of odor, rodents, insects and trash will impact our tenancy and
create unlivable conditions around the trash center. It is for these reasons we urge the City
of Pomona to recognize and address the problem by forcing Sunrise Industries to properly
maintain their facility and to continually monitor them to assure their compliance.

Sincerely,

Clifton Adams
President

CA/kms ‘



BCD PROPERTIES

1374 EAST NINTH STREET, POMONA, CALFORNIA 91766

May 08, 2001

Esteemed Officials of The City of Pomona and Others Concerned:

As the owner of the property adjacent to the Pomona Recycling Center, operated By
Sunrise Industries, Inc., we are concerned about the current level of activity conducted at
the facility and the proposal for an increase in that activity.

We are greatly concerned that any increase in activity, especially without proper monitoring
by the City of Pomona and other concemned agencies, will impact our ability to maintain
our lease agreements with our tenants and render our property un-rentable or at least very
difficult to rent causing us to be unable to maintain our property.

Our tenants continue to complain about rodents, insects and odor and the resulting impact
on the operation their businesses. In addition, there are added concemns regarding the
health of their employees who are subjected to this exposure.

We urge the City of Pomona to address these concerns and consider the impact of this
operation on the adjacent properties.

Sincerely

BCD Properties
(909) 629-3026

BCD PROPERTIES

A PROPERTY MANAGEMENT JOINT VENTURE
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Muay 9, 2001

To Whom It May Concern:

This writing is in regards to our neighbor known as Pomona Recycling Center located on the
other side of the wall from us at 1326 E. 9" St., Pomona, CA, and our continued concerns

related 1o excessive trash, rodents, insects, and foul odor as a result of the type of business they
conduct.

We have learned that Sunrise Industries, Inc., has requested to be permitted to increase the
amount of material recycled through their Facility. We are asking that very strict guidelines be
set and enforced if said permits are granted. The reason for this request is due to the severity
of the current probiems we are experiencing and the reluctance of Sunrise Industries 10 help
eliminate them.

In addition, we have had several complaints from Employees that have been suffering from
unknown allergies and sinus illnesses that may or may not be related to the un-sanitary
conditions of our Neighbor.

We have in the past complained to the City of Pomona and Health Department Agencies
regarding our concerns and have yet to be satisfied.

We do not wish to prevent Sunrise Industries from receiving this permit. Qur concern is that

un-supervised increased productivity on their end will lead to increased un-sanitary situations
on our e¢nd.

Sincerely,
Lot e >

David O. Holmes,
President




May 9, 2001

To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is in regards to Sunrise Industries, Inc., and our concern for the amount of garbage
and rodents we have at our Facility as a direct result of their recycling business.

I am concerned that with their increased production we may incur even more possible health
implications and rodent and insect infestation.

For this reason I am asking that the City of Pomona to monitor closely the amount of material
processed at this site.

Commercial Door Metal Systems shares the property next to Sunrise Industries along with
A/C Folding Gate, and Commercial Door Co., Inc. Representatives of our companies have
spent several hours walking the property and speaking to the owners of Sunrise Industries
voicing our concerns, however we have not evidenced any compliance by Sunrise Industries to
eliminate our spoken requests.

Again, if this permit is granted [ ask for constant supervision in making sure that they are
maintaining the guidelines set forth by permit standards.

Sincerely,

Randy Inglis,
President
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Planning Department

City of Pomona

S05 South Garey Ave
Pomona, California 91766

Attn: Planning Commission
Candida Neal
Manny Mancha

Dear Planning Department and Commission Members,
This letter is being written regarding the conditional use permit for Sunrise Industries.

Unfortunately, due to many time schedules of City Personnel, Sunrise Representatives, Tom Dodson
(environmentalist), ourselves and neighboring business owners we were unable to meet collectively to
define, completely, mitigation measures that have sufficient performance standards to assure Sunrise
Industries will function as a compatible neighbor. We feel we are all on the road to understanding the
needs of neighboring businesses, Sunrise and environmental concerns. It is with this continued
knowledge that we respectfully ask for a continuance of this measure one more time.

Areas of concern of the neighboring businesses to date are the following:

These are in response to the “Revisions of the Mitigation Monitoring Plan” under the Staff response
column.
Regarding the vector pest control section:

1. The word “increasing” on the property... is unacceptable. The current vector or pest
population cannot be used as a baseline to measure from. These problems did not exist
before Sunrise began to sort co mingled recyclables. Any amount of insects or vermin that
are an intrusion to neighboring properties is a significant incompatibility and makes the
expansion of this facility unacceptable.

2. Quarterly reports, as the planning department suggests is too long. Monthly reports should
be required. This will help eliminate the pests continuing to establish their homes.

Regarding the complaint response program:

1. We are concemned that we will be calling Sunrise Industries and that they are policing
themselves. Shown by their previous behaviors, they are not a business that can be trusted
to follow through on resolving neighborhood concerns. Maybe this could be the
environmental consulting firm retained by the City under the mitigation-monitoring
program. If so, they should have the authority to remedy the problem.

2. The City response that the complaints shall he investigated and resolved in a timely manner,
we feel is too ambiguous. Who is doing the investigation? The word fimely should be a
specific time period (1.€. 72 hours)

3. Again the reports to the city should be on a moathly not quarterly basis.

¥
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Regarding the storm water issue:

1.

We are entrusting that the laws will take care of any problems. However we feel that the
language of “the facility shall be shut down until control is achieved” is appropriate as this 1s
a public health and safety concern. It should be taken seriously by all parties involved.

Regarding the odor threshold:

1.

2.

3.

4,

The staff response once again asks for quarterly reporting. We feel 3 months is long.
Monthly reporting is requested. :

The staff response requires the applicant prepare an odor analysis. We feel that all reports
should be performed by a certified professional in that field. ,
“Recyclable materials that have not been processed shall only remain Jfor a period of 24
hours.” This should be designated as two business days.

“Processed materials must be removed within two weeks.” Two weeks is a very long time
when you figure Sunrise will be processing 160 tons per day. A two-week period would
equal 1,920 TONS of recyclables remaining on the property at any one time. Two days
maximum is recommended.

Regarding the noise ordinance:

L

What is the City’s noise ordinance? The applicable noise threshold should be stated.

Regarding the sanitary facilities:

1.

Obviously these are included in the conditions of the CUP. They were included in the
previous cup granted in 1994. Additional portables, and a closely monitored service
schedule should be maintained immediately and until new facilitics are constructed and
useable, at that time the portables may be removed. '

In addition to the above stipulations being added or changed, Business owners are concerned and would
like to see the following issues addressed:

1

The number of trucks entering and exiting the property. I don’t know what the load
capabilities of the trucks are, but if they are 10 to 15 tons each. You have 160 tons of trash
coming in and hopefully 160 tons exiting per day. This is 2 minimum (figuring they can hold
15 tons) of 20 trucks per day. Are the streets going to hold up to this kind of usage? Has this
been considered in the traffic studies? Trucks, because of weight should be figured

differently than general vehicle traffic as related in the traffic study.

Initially, surrounding properties shall at Sunrise expense, receive pest and vector control
treatments. These shall be done with owner approval. We are all concerned of the long-term
health effects of continual bug spray.

Sunrise has requested a 12-hour workday and stated that 8 hours should be suitable for
processing and the remainder for maintenance. With this in mind a specific amount of
tonnage should be specified as part of their conditional use permit. Even though they
currently have contracts for less than the new machine will process in an 8-hour day, the
permit should cover the maximum amount that can be brought in per day based on the
capabilities of the new machinery. _

Emergency procedures should be written with regard to machinery breakdowns and how new
trash coming in will be handled while the machine is under repair. .

Specific language should be written with regard to holiday schedules and Saturday deliveries.

ke
‘
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6. We would like to see the entire processing and storage facilities enclosed. This in and of
itself would cut down on a lot of the problems for both Sunrise and the neighborhood. It has
been the actions of the City of Pomona in the past to reject similar facilities projects, unless
totally enclosed. '

Most importantly we would like the language in all areas to require maximum accountability on the part
of Sunrise Industries. We feel this maximum accountability language should be that if any of the

mitigation measures are not upheld they are in violation of the CUP and subject to immediate shut down.

The city now states, page two of resolution #8834 that their permit could be revoked but addresses
nothing about an immediate shut down. They have been operating without this conditional use permit
since at least 1998 and have been in violation of the city ordinance, health and safety issues. Please use
language to hold them fully accountable for functioning as a compatible neighbor. There should be no
objections by a business that is planning on complying with the terms of the permit.

We respectfully request the Planning Department and the Commission to continue working together
with us on this very important issue. We, as business owners would like to resolve the conditions at this
level, if that cannot be achieved it will leave us no other option but the legal process.

Sincerely,

Surrounding Businesses of Sunrise Industries

-

-4



PLANNING DIVISION
2000 JUN 11 PH 12: 47

.une 7, 2001

Mayor Eddie Cortez

City of Pomona

Post Office Box 660
Pomona, Califorma 91769

Dear Mayor Cortez,

I am writing as a concerned business and property owner in the City of Pomona. I grew up in Pomona.

My husband and I chose Pomona as the city for our business. We have been in business on Grand
Avenue since 1978.

I am sure you are aware by now that Sunrise Industries, DBA Pomona Valley Recycling had applied for
a conditional use permit to expand their recycling capabilities. The Planning Commission denied this
request and Sunrise has now appealed to the City Council. 1 have enclosed copies of the letters written
to the planning commission regarding the problems we all now face.

[ have many concerns about the issuance of a CUP to Sunrise Industries. It is my understanding that
they were granted a CUP in 1994 to expand their facilities, and to include glass along with the paper and
cardboard they were receiving at the time. For the last seven years they have been out of compliance
with the permit granted in 1994. Approximately two to three years ago they included without a CUP
plastic recyclables and started processing co mingled trash. At the same time we and surrounding
businesses began battling gnats, vermin, odor and trash. When we went to Sunrise to complain we were
rudely shown off of their property. We complained to the City and Manual Mancha was gracious
enough to help us in getting them to somewhat clean up their facility. At the time trash was piled so
high it was visible to all neighboring properties. Rats are a common sight at many of the adjacent
businesses. Rat posters were made to make a game out of killing them. It is no longer a game but a true
health concern to all employees and business owners. Flies are present in disturbing numbers. Even
with fan systems on a daily basis one cannot eat or drink anything at our desk. They are a constant

nuisance as they are flying in your face or traveling with their disease infested bodies on your arms or
face.

The owners of Sunrise have come to us and said they now want to be good neighbors, however since
this process started we all still have the same problems as we did when they expanded their operation.
Tom Suh, Vice President for Sunrise, at a planning commission meeting even said he did not believe our
problems were this bad because of all they have done. Its hard to believe that they will follow new
guidelines when (a). they don’t believe we are experiencing the difficulties and (b) they have a history of
ignoring the laws and rules set before them.

We have asked both Sunrise and the Planning Department if with the facility revisions and the new
equipment if the problems will go away. Neither will guarantee us that any of the problems will cease.
The City for the last seven years has allowed this business to continue and grow without the appropriate
permits, poor working conditions for their employeeg; horrible housekeeping measures and being a

[]
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The new equipment will process 160 tons of trash per day. Of this 5 to 10% can be residual garbage that
is 16,000 to 32,000 pounds of garbage per day that will be brought to this location.

T could go on and on. There are SO many unanswered questions and ambiguities. Please as the leaders

of Pomona do not continue to allow Sunrise free reign in our city. Hold them accountable for not only
their history but also their future.

If you have any questions or need further information, please do not hesitate to contact us or come by
and visit,

Sincerely,

/:, FA "1 5 '\'/ ‘}7//

LU " g
)

Cyndi Testa

Enc.

Ce: George Hunter
Marco Robles
Cristina Carrizosa
Paula Lantz
Elliott Rothman
Norma Torres
Candida Neal
Doug Dunlap
Dailv Bulletin
Press Enterprise
LA Times
San Gabrie] Vallev Tribune



June 11, 2001,

Mayor, Edward Cortez R E@E IVE D

City of Pomona
505 South Garey Avenue
Pomona, CA 91766 JUN 14 2001

CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE
The Honorable Mayor, Edward Cortez:

I have been an employee of Spray Systems, Inc. for over six years. I am very proud to be employed by
someone who has pride in the product produced the cleanliness of the factory as well as the appearance
of the grounds and facility where the business is located. We frequently receive compliments from our
distributors, vendors, and business associates on the cleanliness of the production floor. On lovely spring
days we would open the door to the factory and the front door to the office and enjoy a wonderful breeze
through the building. Sadly, that is no longer the case. For the last year or so we have been subjected to
the disheartening condition, smells and nuisance of “pests” from the adjacent recycling business.

We have had to install a blower over the back door to mitigate the “gnat/flies” that swarm in the area.
The blower has helped but it can’t cure the condition. Ihope you are able to imagine how frustrating it is
to pick up a coffee cup, a glass of water, juice, soft drink or whatever to find gnats doing the back stroke
in your beverage. We find them in the refrigerator, they vie for your lunch, buzz around your face, ears
and nose while talking on the phone. I was particularly embarrassed when interviewing applicants for a
position in our office. We spent most of the time batting the gnats away from our face. One can only
imagine what the applicants thought.

We have had vermin, as well as cats chasing the vermin get trapped in the building setting off our alarms
causing the Pomona Police Department to respond to an erroneous alarm. Our neighbors have shared
with me that the vermin have chewed the interior of their trucks, as well as the wiring to their own
personal vehicles. The expense to repair the vehicles has not fallen on Sunrise. Instead their neighbors
have had to incur an unnecessary expense which has been substantial.

At the Planning Commission meeting I last attended the Vice President for Sunrise promised, AGAIN, to
be a good neighbor and clean up their act. An example of their resolve to do what is required I point out
that they were the only one who had their beeper/cell phone ring. Everyone else followed the rule to turn
them off. Sunrise has shown by their continuing actions that they have a complete disregard for the laws
governing their business and sadly I must say that the City of Pomona has justified their thinking by
allowing them to continue to do business as usual. Mr. Wolfe, who is on the Planning Commission,
stated that if Sunrise wasn’t granted their newest request for expansion they would just continue to do
business as they have been. [ say “Shame on you Mr. Wolfe”. We expect more from our children.
Sunrise Industries should receive an immediate cease and desist order as they are in direct violation of
their CUP and have been for over seven years. [ would also like to know why the City of Pomona did not
research this business BEFORE signing a contract with them to do the cities recycling? This only serves
to validate their blatant disregard for the city issued CUP. Now they are asking to be rewarded for their
poor practices. I find that unconscionable.

One of the speakers voiced the concern about fires. Their Vice President rebutted by saying they had
“only had twenty-two fires in their 20 years in Pomona.” That’s more than one per year. The fire

Pomona2.doc Page 1 of &



department does not want to respond to the fire alarms because instead of fighting a fire, théy are rinning
from rats. ‘ :

All the environmental studies in the world can do nothing to show that Sunrise Industries have suddenly
“seen the light” and will do everything they are required to do. They want to triple their current output to
160 tons. I remind you the current tonnage is in violation of their CUP.

How much is 160 tons? 160 tons is equal to 320,000 pounds, more than the framework of the Statue of
Liberty which is 125 tons, almost twice as much as the copper skin of the Statue of Liberty which weights
100 tons, a 53 fi. trailer can haul in excess of 40,000 Ibs., that’s 8 53 ft. trailers, a small American saddle
bred horse weighs about 900 Ibs. that is equivalent to 355 horses, a Toyota Acura weights approximately
3500 1bs which is equal to 91 Acura’s, a Ford pickup F-150 weights approximately 4000 1bs (without a
load) which equals 80 trucks, or 64,000 5 Ib. bags of sugar or flour, 320,000 1 Ib. cans of coffee, etc., etc.
Can the infrastructure of the streets handle that weight on a continual basis?

Sunrise wants to police themselves by keeping iogs of compiaints and their response to them. Isn’t that
like the cat taking care of the canary? Yet if our surrounding neighbors complain too loudly, the City will
respond, but will cite those complaining with violation notices if they find it necessary. Seems like
punishment for the squeaky wheel. What has the response been to Sunrise by the city?

While I believe in free enterprise, I do not believe that we should infringe on the rights of others or ignore
the law. I respectfully ask that the City of Pomona not grant an additional CUP for expansion. Further, if
they do not come into compliance with their existing CUP that said permit is to be revoked until they
meet the requirements and show prudent business practices for a period of time substantially longer than a
few months.

Sincerely,

Carol Engeron

13228 Bunker Hill PL.
Chino, Ca. 91710
909-623-6944 (days)

cc: file
City Council Members: George Hunter, Marco Robles, Cristina Carrizosa, Paula Lanta (Vice
Mayor), Elliott Rothman, Norma Torres
City Planning Department: ~ Candida Neal
‘City Manager: Doug Dunlap
Newspapers: Los Angeles, Times, Riverside Press Enterprise, Inland Valley Daily
Bulletin, San Gabriel Valley Tribune

Pomona2.doc Page 2 of 2



RECEIVED

June 12, 2001

JON 187001
Edward Cortez, Mayor e OFFICE
City of Pomona : ciTY MANAGERS ©
505 South Garey Avenue
P.O. Box 40

Pomona, CA 91769

Re: Expansion of Recycling Center
1326 East Ninth Street, Pomona

Dear Honorable Mayor Cortez:

We were pleased to see that the proposed expansion of the Recycling Center, located directly behind our
business, was denied at the planning commission meeting on May 23, 2001. However, we are now
aware that Sunrise Industries has appealed the City’s decision.

We wish to reinforce our position against this expansion. We have not seen any improvement in the
conditions concerning the flies and/or the rat infestation that we previously advised the City of.

We are reasonable enough to recognize that Sunrise cannot be held accountable for every fly or rat that
may come into our area. However, in the 10 years since we located our business in Pomona, we have
not had a problem as severe as in the past 12 to 18 months.

We commend the City’s efforts to clean up other areas of the community. We assume this effort is due
in part, to make the City attractive to businesses. Are some members now willing to ignore the
reasonable requests of some businesses, to cater to, and afford, special consideration to others? It
would be a shame for the City to lose any business due to intolerable conditions. Especially when these
businesses came to the city, and complied with the conditions required of them.

How can we believe that Sunrise Industries will comply with additional conditions set by the City, when it
does not appear that they have complied with the original conditions set by our City?

Sincerely,
ROOFI/NG,:INC.

BEAR ‘

Jim Grizzle, President

Cc: Council Members - George Hunter, Marco Robles, Cristina Carrizosa, Paula Lantz, Elliott Rothman & Norma Torres
Candida Neal,.City Planning Department :

Doug Dunlap, City Manager

Los Angeles Times

Inland Valley Daily Bulletin

Press Enterprise ’

San-Gabriel Valley Tribune "

1315 East Granp Avenue @ P.O. Box 40 e Pomona, CA 91769
(909) 469-4691 ® Srtate License #688039
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Doug Dunlap
City of Pomona
PO Box 660

Pomona, California 91769

Dear Mr. Dunlap:

We are writing to voice our concerns with the matter before the City Council with regard to the
recycling facility called Sunrise Industries. As a business located in Pomona, we would like to
believe that the rules are enforced equally to all businesses, and not just a select few.

We have been plagued with annoyances from bugs, flying trash, and odors for quite some time.
Because of the nature of our business, we have customers in every day and have open house
several times a year, and have had negative comments made by our customers and guests with
regard to the problems associated with the recycling business.

There are 32 people at this facility and we are unable to conduct our daily business or enjoy our
lunch without these bugs flying in our faces, under our glasses, into our mouths, or landing on our
food on a daily basis. We have tried all kinds of remedies such as strips, bug bombs, keeping all
doors closed, and even trapping and sending samples of the bugs to the entomology laboratory
services at the County Health Service. We have enclosed a letter with their findings.

We respectfully ask that the City Council see fit to either return the business as it was prior to the
change made in the business practices, or if allowed to continue with the type of recycling they
currently are doing, that they be heavily monitored by vector control, the health department,
AQMD, and/or city officials.

If they have complaints on a continuing basis, they should have their conditional use permit
revoked and cease to do business in such a way as to be detrimental to surrounding businesses.

Thank you.
Sincerely,

XN W

Pete Chapouris
President

PClcc
Enc.

1357 E. Grand Avenue * Pomona, CA 91766 « Phone (909) 469-6171 « Fax (909) 469-6174
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" Adult phorid, ‘or humpbacked flies, are fau‘ly common in manv tabxtats, but a.rc most abundant about :

deuaymg vegetatmn. The ‘arvae can breed in a numbu of habltats, some or.currmg in dzcavm.g a.mmal or
‘vegetable matter, some oc‘,ur in'fungi, and others are parasmc or. connnensal in the 'xcsts of ants or tertnites but
the adults of these species usually lack wings.” - :
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water leak msxdc" alls which had pcmuued lhe evemua] growth of mold or furigi 'Ihls is a common brcedmg
ante msuic structires for- thxs fly:. »

i The ap'aarcmly beavy populmon of adult Ihcs found wnthm your bmldmg and others w1tlnn the complcx
quggcst\ a constant breeding habitat which would support high adult emergence " Based on the brecdmg habits " |
of this ﬂy, sites to'consider; w0uld be green-wasle recycling, cardboard boxes at the mentioned recycling center
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or weeds in a field which now bas standing water due to recent rains,
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and tberefore have no Jurlsdxcnon in these matters: The Lead Fnrorcement Agency is ngually, the city in whi ch-.
e site exists, or the State’of Cdlnwr(i_léi Integrarx:d Was c Management Board 8800 Cal Center Dnve ¥
_Sacramento. '
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- RECEVED ..
June 1, 2001 » Cﬂ'\( CL RK .

The City Céﬂuncil Zﬁm JUN ‘8 PH } qz

Re:  Sun Rise Industries

To Whom It May Concern:

T am currently an employee of Spray Systems, Inc. located at 1363 E. Grand Ave,,
Pomona, CA 91766. There is a problem that | would like to have addressed as soon as
possible. It is in respect to the constant aggravation associated with gnats, flies, and
various other insects in and around the above-mentioned property solely due to Sun Rise
Industries. This problem is a direct reflection and is due to Sun Rise Industries and their
lack of maintaining their property and its contents in a manner which is appropriate for
their industry.

There is a constant influx of insects that plaque my office in particular on a daily basis. If
you have ever experienced just one gnat, you are aware of how annoying they can be.
Just think if you had to endure an onslaught of them on a daily basis as we do here at
Spray Systems, Inc. Not only do they insist on flying into your ears, up your nose, and in
your mouth while you are talking, they also have a fascination with doing the back stroke
in my coffee, which I find extremely disgusting. 1 do not want to have to do a complete
investigation of the interior of my coffee cup prior to each drink.

Speaking uf the consumption of these various insects whether it is by mouth, nose, or
cars; I would like to know what type of diseases they may be carrying around with them
considering the environment that they are exposed to over at Sun Rise Industries.

I can no longer endure the pest problem. The other day I had an insect fly into my ear
and it felt as if | was never going to get him out. Not only did this frighten me, 1 actually

considered visiting my family doctor.

Today, theiinsects are about to carry me away. I am quite sure that I probably have more
insects in my office than there are at the city dump. I feel like one of those Ethiopian
children that you see on television with the flies and gnats caked on their eyes and faces.
I'mnot kid{ding.

We cannot even bring our lunches to work. Do you know how expensive it is to eat
lunch out on a daily basis? 1 do not live close to my home, which would allow for me to
go home for lunch; therefore I am forced to purchase my lunch on a daily basis. 1f you
bring your Junch and put it in the refhgerator you are sure to have many visitors by the
time noon Wlls around, Our refrigerator is like an insect graveyard, it’s absolutely
disgusting. | Even if I was to bring my lunch to work, where do you suggest I eat?
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Certainly not in my office or outside at the tables. I would most undoubtedl).' be attacked
by god only knows what.

On days like today, the insects are unbearable. I have to constantly swat at my face. Ido
more swatting than I get work done. It is almost impossible to work in these types of
conditions. ;

|
I hope that someone, anyone will do everything in his or her power to relieve this
problem as soon as possible and do it as quickly as possible as I believe that it poses a
health risk. Not only does it pose a health risk it also poses many problems, which may
make my employment at Spray Systems, Inc, virtually unbearable and possibly short
lived.

4/?5 2
Rho

cc: The Mayor of Pomona
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June 20, 2001 . — m
‘ . . D M

Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council v Rt
City Council z M
City of Pomona 5 X O
505 So. Garey Ave * =X
Pomona, CA 91766 ) 5

Re: Sunrise Industries - Modification to CUP - 1326 East Ninth Street
Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council:

Thave been retained as land use counsel to assist Sunrise Industries in processing their
pending application for a modification of their existing Conditional Use Permit to permit them to
modernize their facility and operations to address the concerns of adjoining property owners.
Based upon my review of this matter, I believe that it is the approval of this application which
will resolve the operational concerns with this facility. I know that my client has been
cooperating with City staff for some time now and has achieved considerable improvement. I
was surprised by how clean the operation was when I toured the site last week. They have

passed a health department inspection in March of 2001, and an AQMD inspection in May of
2001.

The limitations of the configuration of the current facility and equipment, however,
constrain on how much can be done. The new equipment and facilities really are the solution to
the issues the neighbors have raised. Sunrise was encouraged to pursue this request by City staff

~ in order to more completely resolve these concems.

Before addressing the specific concerns with this operation, I think it is important to note
that the recycling of materials is of vital importance to the city and citizens of Pomona and
indeed the State of California. Under the provisions of the California Integrated Waste
Management Act of 1989 (Public Resources Code Section 40000 er seg.) each California city
must adopt a source reduction and recycling element for the purpose of achieving a reduction in
the amount of solid waste generated in the city and deposited in landfills. The current
requirement is for a 50% reduction from 1990 levels. In order to achieve this goal, it is
imperative that adequate facilities capable of recycling materials be available. The M-2 zone
where the existing facility is located is the heaviest zoning designation available in the City.
This is the appropnate location for this vital use. The facility employs mostly Pomona residents
and provides a convenient source of recycling for local residents and businesses over and above
the municipal solid waste recyclmg requirements of the Integrated Waste Management Act. The

$2.5 million dollar investment in plant and facilities will provide significant tax benefits to the
City as well. :

Los Angeles » Newport Beach « San Francisco
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While recognizing these benefits, it is also important to assure that the operation of this
facility can be conducted in as environmentally sensitive manner as possible. The new facilities
and equipment will permit Sunrise to achieve this objective. Essentially, the proposed operation
will substitute a high-tech system for the existing low-tech manual operation. The increased
operating speed of the new system will largely eliminate the storage of recyclable materials for
more than 48 hours. The recycling facility itself will be relocated on the site away from
adjoining properties. The new facility will be fully enclosed on three sides protecting the stored
materials from the elements and permitting the application of pesticides and deodorants at a level
not now possible.

The following are the issues that have been raised with respect to this operation and our
responses as to how the proposed operation will serve to eliminate these concerns.

L. Air Quality Impaets - As noted above, the facility is in compliance with existing
AQMD requirements. With the approval of the new facility and equipment, the materials
awaiting sorting will be protected from the eletnents and can be treated with deodorants. This
should eliroinate wind dispersal of materials and odors. $taff has proposed conditions of
approval which will monitor the impacts of these efforts and provide staff with an enforcement .
mechanism to require additional mitigation, if necessary. See Condmons of Approval 1, la., 2,
3,8,and 9.

2. Pest Control - The reduction in the amount of time unsorted materials are
permitted on the site should reduce the arnount of biodegradable materials which in turn attract
pests. In addition, the City staff has required the applicant to implement a program of vermin
and pest control which includes routine monitoring by City staff as well as the services ofa
professional pest control company should the standards created in the pest control program not
be met at the end of three months. See Conditions of Approval 1, 2, 3, 8, 16, 16a and 18.

3. Naise Impacts - The City curréntly has a noise ordinance capable of objective
enforcement. The current operation is in substantial compliance with this standard. The
proposed operation will be significantly quieter due to the enclosure of the facility and the fact
that the newer equipment is much quieter than the existing system. A reduction in operating
hours will also be possible as a result of the increased operating speed of the new equipment.
Staff has conditioned the project to require compliance with this standard. See Conditiops of
Approval 4a, 5 and 6. '

4. Traffic - The existing traffic conditions are already at level A along Ninth Street.
The new facility is projected to generate approximately 170 vehicle trips per day, substantially
less than other uses penmttcd in the M-2 zone. Ninth Street has a capacity of 12,000 trips per
day. Currept usage is at approximately 3,000 trips per day. Traffic is simply not an issue.

5. Storm Water - The property will be required to comply with strict new federal
water quality standards and the SWPPP. The technology exists to achieve these standards and
City staff has conditioned the project to require that the appropriate best management practices
be incorporated into the project.
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6. Enforcement - One of the issues raised by an adjoining property owner is the
concerm that the applicant will not comply with the conditions of approval, The fact is the
applicant has been working cooperatively with City staff to address these issues for almost a year
now. Significant progress has been made. The applicant has also worked with County health
and AQMD staff to make sure that their concerns have been addressed as well. There have been
operational concemns in the past. The parent of Sunrise Industries has been made aware of these
and intends to take ap active role in ensuring that the requirements of the City are complied with.
Evidence of their commitment is reflected in the $2.5 million investment they are making in the
facility and equipment. They would not make this investment if they did not believe that it
would improve the operational characteristics of the facility and resolve the ongoing issues with
this operation. Just as important, however, is the fact that the City staff has recommend very
strict conditions of approval for the proposed project. The CUP, as modified, would afford the
City far greater power to enforce the provisions of the CUP than currently exists.

We are also mindful of the fact that some of the neighbors of the facility continue to
oppose the project despite the fact that the proposed modifications appear to be the best means of
resolving their concerns. We have attempted to meet with them and clarify their concerns and to
determine if there are other measures we can, take to assist them. To date, they have been
unwilling to meet with us. Unfortunately, it appears that they have decided to seek to have
Sunrise punished for their perceived lack of concern for their neighbors rather than to atteropt fo
resolve the issues they had raised. They had retained an environmental consultant who
recommended a number of additional conditions, almost all of which we are willing to aceept
and most of which have been incorporated into the project conditions by City staff. We have
since heard that they may have pow disavowed this consultant. We remain willing to work with
themn. The fact is, it is this revised project that will provide the mechanism for addressing their
legitimate concerns. In this regard, though, it must be born in mind that 2 recycling use will
necessarily have some impact on neighboring properties. That is why they are located in heavy
manufacturing zones and are subject to conditional use permits. The neighboring properties
carmot expect a pristine environment in such a zone. Indeed, other heavy industrial use with far
more intrusive impacts are permitted in this zone as a matter of right. Exampies include:
automotive assembly uses, battery manufacture, paint spray shops, machine shops, boat
construction, fuel and feed yards, and food processing plants . '

We are also concemed with the suggestion that one means of limiting the impacts of the
facility is to limit the amount of materials that can be processed. Sunrise is being asked to invest
$2.5 million dollars in upgrading the plant and facilities of the Pomona Valley Recycling Center.
No business can be expected to invest that kind of money without the ability to recover their
investment. Moreover, given the speed of the new equipment, a limitation on capacity would
have the effect of forcing the plant to operate at less than the anthorized hours converting our
work force from full time to part time. This would have a dramatic impact on our employees and
their familics who rely on full time employment to meet their needs.

The limitation on the hours of operation and the other numerous conditions of approval
will serve to resolve the concerns of the neighbors. A capacity limitation would make it
infeasible to invest the kind of money required to upgrade the facility and would adversely
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impact the familics of our employecs. We urge the City Council not to impose any capacity
Testriction on the plant beyond that which would result from approved hours of operation.

In summary, Sunrise asks the City Couneil to approve its request for a modification of its
existing conditional use permit. Sunrise rccog:nizes the legitimate concerns of its neighbors and
is willing to make a significant investment in its plant and equipment in order to meet their
concerns. Sunrise and its parent company are comimitted to the necessary oversight to ensure
that their operations will be in conformance with the numerous and stringent conditions of
approval recommended by City staff. At the same time, Sunrise acknowledges that any failure in
this regard will be met with strict enforcement procedures by the City. Sunrise welcomes the
oversight and is resolved to be as good a neighbor as it can be within the limitations of the nature
of its operations. We look forward to presenting our application to the City Council on July 2.

Very truly yours,
BUCHALTER, NEMER FIELDS & YOUNGER

RG:rag

cc:  Sang Kang, Esq.
IP. Kim
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Brenda Naugle
1312 E. 9™ Street
Pomona CA., 91766

June 22, 2001
To. Whom it May Concem:

I am writing this letter to support Sunrise Industries Inc. dba Pomona Valley
Recycling Center (Sunrise) and their plan for improvement of their facility located at
1326 E. Ninth Street. »

We have resided at 1312 E. Ninth Street for over 15 years, first as a renter and
now as a property owner  In 1998, we made the decision to purchase our home. During
this time, we also made an effort to get to know our neighbors and discuss some of our
concerns with our neighbors.

The rats were our #1 problem at that time. We heard and saw them at night
climbing on the piles of recyciables on the other side of the block wall, which separates
our property from Sunrise. We had problems with the rodents inside of our home. At the
time we found a bait bars, purchased at a local feed store, effectively managing the
problem within the confines of our home. When we addressed our problem and progress
to Sunrise, they offered to reimburse us for our expenses. Even with their willingness to
assist, we felt the need ta involve the city and vector control because we felt the rodents
came not only from Sunrise but also from the railroad and other business areas, which
provided potential environments for nesting. Since that time, we have seen a steady
decrease in the number of rats. We no longer sec or hear them and most importantly we
see no indication of them on our property.

I believe this to be a result of the cooperative effort of all the area businesses
involved by removing vegetation, reducing food sources and baiting to destroy the
vermin. I also believe that this effort needs to continue to maintain and possibly
eliminate any further infestation. -

Iunderstand other issues with neighboring businesses concerning Sunrise are
trash, odors and flies. I would like to address each of these separately as they also have
an impact on my home environment. But T do not believe Sunrise to be the solely
responsible for causing these problems. :

In terms of foul odors that have been mentioned in an article in the Daily Bulletin,
we feel that the complaints were over exaggerated. As I stated earlier, we live adjacent
to Sunrise with only a cement block wall between us. Even when recyclables have been
piled up to and passed the top of the block wall, odors that could be attributed to these
have been minimal. 1 have been bothered more often by odors from Cal Spas, which 1
believe to be the smell of the material they use to manufacture their spas. Another odor
that has consistently plagued us over the ycars is the scent of cows, which we have
attributed to Chino’s dairy industry. Granted we have not made any formal complaints
concerning any of these odors because none of them, including those generated by
Sunrise, are present on a persistent basis. 1 became aware of them only periodically and
usually for short periods of time.
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Trash and debris generated from Sunrise is normally a problem during a windy
weather. In the past, when this became a problem, all I needed to do was pick up the
phone and call Sunrise’s office to have someone come over and cleanup my yard. That
was 15 years ago. Presently, whenever the wind picks up or on the morning after a
windy night, Sunrise sutomatically sends a cleanup crew. Also, with as much foot and
car traffic as they see, we have always found Sunrise’s street facade to be well tended due
to their own efforts. At the end of each business day, debris produced from their day to
day are handled by Sunrise’s employees. On many occasions, I have found pleasure
taking children that I baby-sit, for walks past Sunrise’s facility. I have never been
concerned about the health or safety of my children as they walk along the well-
landscaped sidewalks. We have even stopped to sit on the grass area that borders the
sidewalk without concern.

The gnats and other airborne insects are numerous and annoying around my home
as well. However, we did not consider these insects to be solely a product from Sunrise’s
business practices. We consider the flies to be seasonal and most persistent and
numerous during late spring and summer season. [ have no problem controlling them
inside my home with the use of sticky fly strips and Raid Flying insect spray, despite the

fact that we keep our windows and doors open because we do not have air conditioning.

T would also like to point out that we have been battling these flies for 15 years.
In comparison with the years past, and based on number of fly strips and cans of spray
replaced we have seen a decrease in the number of flies this year. Our neighbor who
rents the house behind us, agreed this same sentiment stating. “There are not half as
many flies this year as there were last year.”

Sunrise's management has always shown a willingness to assist their neighbors
with problems that may have been generated by them. They have never denied a request
that we have made and have always shown willingness to improve and nurture a
relationship with us as a good neighbor. They have explained their plans for
improvements to us when we inquired upon receiving the initial notice of a public
hearing last year. More recently, upon requesting some cardboard for a project we were
working on, we were offered the opportunity to review their plans for improvements,
blue print by blue print.

Based on our past experience with Sunrise and after reviewing their plans we
honestly believe that Sunrise is working towards improving, not only their ability to do
business, but also, their impact on the eavironment. Most importantly to us, that they are
trying to improve community refations and become better neighbors by spending the
money ta make things better for all of us. I would much rather they be allowed ta make
their improvements then to consider their alternatives. One being business as it is at
present which although tolerable, there is definite room for improvement. The second
alternative is Sunrise closing their doors and 100 employees losing their jobs. I do not
want to think about the vermin and other things associated with a vacant lot.

So we urge you to please allow these improvements that our “good neighbor”
would like to make. We feel that it is a win-win situation, not only for us but also for the
future of Sunrise and our community of Pomona.

As a footnote, I would also like to comment on two things. The first being that
the work that Sunrise has planned, as we understand it, does not involve expansion of
their perimeters or of the amount of recyclables they handle immediately. A better

g
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terminology that I have used throughout this letter is “Improvement " [t appears that
their plans are for the sole purpose of improving their ability to manage the workload that
they have now and to improve the impact that workload has on their surrounding
environment. ‘

The second being my personal interpretation of “comumnunity” and the
responsibilities of homeowners and business in creating a comumunity that we can all be
proud to live in. I believe that to allow our community to grow and flourish, we must
cooperate. This cooperation, not only involves taking care of what is ours but also in
working together through dialogue and action to achieve mutual goals. I am concerned
that businesses in this area are only now voicing their objections to Sunrise Industries
There has been no communication of their displeasure to the city or city government, let
along, Sunrise before their plans for improvements were announced. If they would have
opened a dialogue, if they made attempts to be neighborly as we did with Suarise years
ago, they may have avoided all this ugliness. I feel surrounding Sunrise’s plans, If we
had been a true community all along this would be a cooperative effort and there would
be no animosity about their plans.

bt ol
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SUNRISE INDUSTRIES INC.
D.B.A. POMONA VALLEY RECYCLING CTR.
1326 E. 9™ STREET
POMONA, CA 91766-3831268

Tel: 909-626-5265 Fax: 909-623-0141
06/26/01

Ms. Janice Shrender
Administrative Assistant
Pomona City Council
The City of Pomona

RE: Sunrise Industries, Inc. — MCUP 00-32
Dear Mr. Shrender:
Enclosed please find the letter from our employees.

Please distribute this letter to:

Mr. Edward S. Cortez, Mayor

- Mr. George E. Hunter, Councilmember

- Mr. Marco Robles, Councilmember

- Ms. Cristina Carrizosa, Councilmember

- Ms. Paula Lantz, Councilmember

- Mr. Elliott Rothman, Councilmember

- Ms. Norma J. Torres, Councilmember

- Mr. Doug Dunlap, City Manager

- Ms. Candida Neil, Manager, Planning Division

Your prompt assistance would be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

P

Tom Suh

CC. Mr. Manuel Mancha, Planning Division



June 22, 2001

Pomona Valley Recycling Ctr.

This is a list of the names of employees and thier signatures who support the
plan to improve and upgrade the operation facility and belived the problems with rats,
[lies and odors have been greatly exaggerated by the adjacent property owners. These
emloyees need to continue to work and are grateful that the company has been in

~ existence for more than 20 years. The employees want the company to continue on
- with its operation, they will do their utmost to have a top-notch operation, and believe
it is not fair for the adjacent property owners to try to close down the operation.

Esta es la lista y las firmas de los empleados que respaldan la compania aserca
del problema de las ratas, moscas y mal olores que los vesinos sequegan. Los
empleados de esta compania nesecitan segir trabajando porque dependen de esta
compania y estan agradecidos que la compania esta avierta al publico por mas de 20
anos. Los empleados quieren que la compania siga adelante, estamos asiendo lo mas
posible para mantener todo en orden y cremos que no es gusto que los duenos de las
otras companias quieran cerar nos la operacion .
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MANGOLD ENGINEERING, INC.
1304 E. Ninth Street

Pomona, California 91766 (909) 622-1091

FAX (909) 623-2021

/

Manufacture, Rebuild and Service Industrial Ovens and Furnaces

June 26, 2001

Pomona City Council
Pomona City Hall
Pomona, CA 91766

RE: Sunrise Resources Co.
1326 E. Ninth Street
Pomona, CA 91766

Gentlemen:

As the Business and Property Owner on the West adjacent property of Sunrise Resources,
I feel that the people at the recycling center have made much needed improvements in
controlling the dust, trash and rodent problems.

I am also of the opinion that if Sunrise Resources is allowed to build the building as
proposed, this improvement will take care of a lot of problems that occur when
the Santa Ana winds blow.

This improvement would help the neighborhood, not hurt it.
Sincerely,

A I tugeld)

M.H. Mangold
President
Mangold Engineering, Inc.
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To Whom It May Concern:

I’m writing about a new project proposed by our neighbor, Sunrise Industries Inc.
dba Pomona Valley Recycling Center.

My business is located on the south side of Sunrise Industries and we manufacture
furniture. I do not have any problem with the improvement of their facility. As a matter
of fact, I believe this improvement will benefit all the neighbors surrounding Sunrise
Industries Inc., including my company.

Sincerely,

Rivas Furniture RECE EVE Q

David Rivas / Owner
1339 E. Grand Ave ‘ :
Pomona, CA 91766 - 44

JUN 2 8 2001

z%/ CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE

RECEIVED
JUN 2 8 2501

Administrative Offices



‘ROYAL CATERING GECENER 7/

A COMPLETE 24 HOUR FOOD SERVICE

200 400 28 PH 3 57

June 28. 2001

To Whom It May Concern;

We have been providing catering truck service 1o Pomona Valley Recycling Center for
the past five years. '

During the past year we have seen a great improvement in their facility. It appears much
cleaner and better maintained.

We have also been informed that they intend to improve their facility further by installing
new machines in an enclosed area. L :

We support their improvements; they wili definitely improve the neighborhood and the
environment. :

If you should have any questions or require any further information please feel free to
contact me at (626) 280-9780. '

Sincerely, - _

_ ; 4 —
kQQQ/‘x\‘SLC/ (ed CL%/
Dee Gallardo - '

Account Manager

RECEIVED
JUN 2 830

Administrative Offices

2617 STINGLE AVENUE = ROSEMEAD, CA 91770 (626) 280-9780 FAX (6258) 28_-37 3¢
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June 28 2001
To whom it may concern:

My name is Kimberly Juarez I have been a resident of Pomona all twenty-three
years of my life, I also am an employee of Pomona Valley Recycling Center. My
intensions of this letter is just to share my views of the new equipment Sunrise Industries
wants to establish and how, I think it will benefit our city, our neighbors and, our
environment. The improvement of Sunrise Industries would help get rid of recyclable
materials quicker than before, which was one of the main concerns of our surrounding
neighbors : :

- There were a couple of things mentioned abéut restroom facilities and strange odors
coming from the plant. Since I have worked here I have not had any experiences with

strange odors and I work at the window so I do not miss much. As for restroom facilities,

I personally keep track of the maintenance workers and one of their duties is-to maintain
clean permanent restroom facilities. We also provide portable toilets for the emplovee’s
working on curbside conveyer belt. These restrooms are cleaned by the portable rental
service three times a week.

Another reason I was writing this letter, is to inform you that I have seen management of
Sunrise Industries try to comply with the neighbors when they have complaints about the
trash blowing onto their property. Since these complaints we now have the maintenance
crew go over to the surrounding properties and cleans up trash on a daily basis.

Pomona Valley Recycling Center is not trying to sell our city short; they are actually
cleaning it up. Sorting out recyclables is a very difficult job, but someone has to do it.
Most average households do not care what they through in the trash bins or where it goes
to that is not their problem. Here at the recycling center that is what we do. It is not the
city job to decrease amount of trash we make. [t is each one of our jobs. Just keep in

- mind Sunrise Industries is trying to improve our environment by speeding up the process
of disposal of recyclables, and to eliminate neighbor’s complaints.

Thank You

Kimberly Juarez
767 San Bernardino St.

/7

Pomona Ca. 91767 ’ QE@EEVEB
JUN 2 8 2001

Administrative Offices
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July 10, 2001

Candida Neal RECEIVE
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The City of Pomona

505 South Garey Avenue

City Hall - JUL 10 2001 j

PomOfuL CA 91766 PLANN?NG DMSEON

Re: Modification of Conditional Use Pemiit
(MCUP 00-032) for Sunrise Industries, Inc.,
D/B/A Pomona Valley Recycling Center
Dear Ms. Neal;

This is to inform you of the finalized plan and positions of Sunrise Industries, Inc., with
respect to the above-referenced matter.

As you are well aware, we are not in a position to accept the 100-ton average per day -

" restriction, (Section 3, ¢condition .17), as such restriction would reduce our operation to

part time and result in our employees working and receiving part time wages. Also, such
a limitation would defeat the whole purpose of us investing 2.5 million dollars and

.installing a state-of-the-art automated operation system for cleaner environment and

improved facility.

* Additionally, please again note that we bave decided to construct a fully enclosed

structure to house the new, state-of-the-art system and to store and sort the residential
curbside recyclable material. Therefore, Mmgg; on Measure Nos. 3.4, and 7 should be
combined into one and state as follows: “all unsorted recyclable materials shall be dept
indoor at all times. Even all sorted and non-baled recyclable materials must be stored in
the building. Except for baled old newspapers and other baled paper recyclable
materials, all other recyclable materials, whether sorted or not, shall be stored indoor.
Public collection bins shall be covered up during all non-operational hours.:

Also, we request that the requirement of a “revocation hearing” as additional condition be
set aside. Section 3, Condition 16. To characterize a proceeding as a revocation hearing
implies that someone had determined that we may not be compliance. This unduly
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LAW OFFICES OF SANG HYUN KANG AND ASSOCIATES
Attorneys at Law

Ms. Candida Neal
July 10, 2001
Page Two

prejudices a fair consideration of our operations and may well create false expectations
among adjacent property owners. We request that this condition be modified to read as

follows:

“The planning commission shall conduct a noticed public hearing to review the
operations of the facility no later than six months after the installation of the new

equipment.”

In addition, we submit that Section 3, Condition 15 should be modified to make it clear
that a mere allegation of a violation will not be enough to trigger the sanctions contained

_in the condition. We suggest that the word “verified” be inserted before the term

violation on lines 1 and 4 of the Condition.

Also, as we have made known to you and the adjacent property and business owners
many times in the past, we will take all necessary and appropriate actions, at our .
expense, to correct any vector or pest problems of the adjacent property and busmess
owners, if upon inspection, it has been determined that we caused the problems.

Accordingly, Mitigatign Measure Nos. 16, 16a, 16b, gggi 16C should be consolxdated

into one measure as stated herein.

Again, we are fully committed to correcting any and all vector and pest problems that
may be caused by our operations, and we strongly believe that our fully enclosed
structure and the new state-of-the-art equipment will solve any and all vector and pest
problems.

Lastly, it is not possible to require “all repairs” for the new equipment to be completed
within 24 hours. See Section 3, Condition 11. The manufacturer of the equipment has
informed us that it would take at least two working days to make the repairs. Therefore,
the condition should be modified to state that “all repairs to the new equipment shall be
completed within two working days, if possible and reasonable, as determined b y the
equipment manufacturer.:

It is our desire to proceed with the hearing on July 16, 2001, and accordingly, please be
so kind as to incorporate this letter into your staff report for the hearing. Also, our new
and modified site plan showing the full enclosure should be submltted to you today or
tomorrow. -

Thank you for your courtesy and cooperation.
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Respectfully,

LAW OFFICES OF SANG HYUN KANG AND ASSOCIATES

gang Hyun %ang\, Esqg.

SHK/ek

cc: Mr. IP Kim, Sunnse Industries, Inc.
Roger Grable, Esq., BUCHALTER, NEMER, FIELDS & YOUNGER

-> SUNRISE KOPLY PVRC; Pageée 4
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~ MR. Mayor and Honorable Members of the city Council.

My name is In Pyung Kim.

[ am the owner of Sunrise Industries, Inc.

In the past 20 years, we have been located in the City of Pomona.
I have exerted all my efforts to improve our company.

We want to improve our current operation in a manner,
which will be compatible with the activities of our neighbors.

I am confident that the $2.5 million we are prepares to invest in
faster, more efficient machinery, along with improvements to
contain noise and odor will virtually eliminate any disturbance
or inconvenience to our neighbors.

[ also believe the extensive conditions proposed by the staff will
allow for thorough and objective monitoring of our activities.

- Currently, we are doing our bést to-create a clean working "
environment for our employees as well as our visitors and B
neighbors. -
You have my commitment to work with our nelghbors to assure

compliance with the terms and conditions of this proposed permit.

We have prepared a series of presentatioris to highlight the
specifics of our proposal, the advantages of the new equipment,
the improved environmental controls and the community and
ne1ghborhood support for-our project. :

Thank you to each of you and staffs for the time and attention
you have given to our request.

[ hope you can support our proposed Conditional Use Permit.

Thank You!

ftcewes eses
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Let it be known that the community surrounding Sunrlse Industnes—Pomona Valley Recyclmg is not opposed to
any building 1mprovements that are in accordance to the City of Pomona Building Codes. We are however
against any expansion of their existing conditional use permit. We, as evidenced by our signatures below do not
feel Pomona Valley Recycling should be rewarded with an expansion but rather made to comply with their
existing permit — of which they have been out of compliance for seven years. This would not eliminate any jobs
as evidenced form their past employment history.

La communidad alrededor de Sunrise Industries/Pomona Valley Recycling estan de acuerdo a los
mejoramientos de qualquer edifico de acuerdo a La Ciudad de Pomona y los edifices de codigos. Per NO
estamos de acuerdo que les den mas permisos de los que ya tienen. Nosotros con las firmas de abajo no
sentimos que Pomona Valley Recycling deberian ser premiado con mas permisos, sino que permanecer con los
permisos que tienen desde hace siete (7) anos. Esto no deberia afectarle a ningun empleado en ningun
momento.

NAME ADDRESS ' SIGNATURE
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Let it be known that the community surrounding Sunrise Industries-Pomona Valley Recycling is not opposed to
any building improvements that are in accordance to the City of Pomona Building Codes. We are however
against any expansion of their existing conditional use permit. We, as evidenced by our signatures below do not
feel Pomona Valley Recycling should be rewarded with an expansion but rather made to comply with their
existing permit — of which they have been out of compliance for seven years. This would not eliminate any jobs
as evidenced form their past employment history.

La communidad alrededor de Sunrise Industries/Pomona Valley Recycling estan de acuerdo a los
mejoramientos de qualquer edifico de acuerdo a La Ciudad de Pomona y los edifices de codigos. Per NO
estamos de acuerdo que les den mas permisos de los que ya tienen. Nosotros con las firmas de abajo no
sentimos que Pomona Valley Recycling deberian ser premiado con mas permisos, sino que permanecer con los

permisos que tienen desde hace siete (7) anos. Esto no deberia afectarle a ningun empleado en ningun
momento.

NAME ADDRESS SIGNATURE ’

tere Gmeovwrs _G940 ORiXE LA Kk -

7152 gurng’t 'Zd Ry veciole

(G )2 SABlais Lia \smqum; ek

2 M Sy rscst s+ Q%ﬁ [ \?c’:fc&w
24 i DeL Aduas WAGUUAK GUEC ﬁ_\%\w

{\

)(;CQ /z'//fw‘é/ Cgrt/‘f?(/z—vl(, Yo/
1742 SWSSET Lo Corond CA /M/@/ gwa/ﬁ/ /
70N AODELE iy :
QIS5 WA DA AN Ml ;
FHEI Wy oprE e ﬂMﬂa’f.ﬁ/y “/,&Q
WU WMo o O L
w2iy SYK Yf ALsies /

?ﬂ /uxw/'qéh //W /%@ %%’lz

_ 0 n l/
RON QcArD‘ 686 Gopsp 1§ 3 Diawand BERL
) i?»wé /(/c/‘//czéah SZ A/;Kcys r/ /?c-"J/—A(/< ’z
EIUE CHAPUTA . D7) LA (opn Alhlwa Co
GUCRS 1 Avo ' G
LS Covfhon Sk Lawas Lide CA
/Z/% F/([/\i/\l /642 D/I,/n‘;ji’ 5w
Mite Nelson 20 Nbacen D Rouland WieCa IVI45 L2
JJestev  Coborevs (1 (6 Hendrieles Aue (A 0027 ok Z I
) ¢ ?Cﬂl Colap, e , West. Ca. G253 A4 S pef0s 1
?ﬁlﬁ QMY D054 las Rowitin SL ALTH Loz3CA. %M»o &
Caeol CUnRosi s oAk Oatelelier AUt Syise Cpvn g G b,
NP(UC\/KE(,LEV (518 Loma Ave (aUeenr g1
—gny! 7HAccw SO¥I N ARRAETT 4o. ) b
f LA AR TET A6 A



3\

4 %//é ~

3
b

N
4

y

o

—




S I |4
Let it be known that the community surrounding Sunrise Industries-Pomona Valley Recycling is not opposed to
any building improvements that are in accordance to the City of Pomona Building Codes. We are however
against any expansion of their existing conditional use permit. We, as evidenced by our signatures below do not
feel Pomona Valley Recycling should be rewarded with an expansion but rather made to comply with their
existing permit — of which they have been out of compliance for seven years. This would not eliminate any jobs
as evidenced form their past employment history.

La communidad alrededor de Sunrise Industries/Pomona Valley Recycling estan de acuerdo a los
mejoramientos de qualquer edifico de acuerdo a La Ciudad de Pomona y los edifices de codigos. Per NO
estamos de acuerdo que les den mas permisos de los que ya tienen. Nosotros con las firmas de abajo no
sentimos que Pomona Valley Recycling deberian ser premiado con mas permisos, sino que permanecer con los
permisos que tienen desde hace siete (7) anos. Esto no deberia afectarle a ningun empleado en ningun
momento.

NAME ADDRESS SIGNATURE
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Let it:be known that the community surrounding Sunrise Industries-Pomona Valley Recycling is not opposed to
any building improvements that are in accordance to the City of Pomona Building Codes. We are however

against any expansion of their existing conditional use permit. We, as evidenced by our signatures below do not
feel Pomona Valley Recycling should be rewarded with an expansion but rather made to comply with their

existing permit — of which they have been out of compliance for seven years. This would not eliminate any jobs

as evidenced form their past employment history.

La communidad alrededor de Sunrise Industries/Pomona Valley Recycling estan de acuerdo a los
mejoramientos de qualquer edifico de acuerdo a La Ciudad de Pomona y los edifices de codigos. Per NO
estamos de acuerdo que les den mas permisos de los que ya tienen. Nosotros con las firmas de abajo no
sentimos que Pomona Valley Recycling deberian ser premiado con mas permisos, sino que permanecer con los
permisos que tienen desde hace siete (7) anos. Esto no deberia afectarle a ningun empleado en ningun
momento.

NAME ADDRESS SIGNATURE
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Let it be known that the community surrounding Sunrise Industries-Pomona Valley Recycling is not opposed to
any building improvements that are in accordance to the City of Pomona Building Codes. We are however
against any expansion of their existing conditional use permit. We, as evidenced by our signatures below do not
feel Pomona Valley Recycling should be rewarded with an expansion but rather made to comply with their
existing permit — of which they have been out of compliance for seven years. This would not eliminate any jobs
as evidenced form their past employment history.

La communidad alrededor de Sunrise Industries/Pomona Valley Recycling estan de acuerdo a los
mejoramientos de qualquer edifico de acuerdo a La Ciudad de Pomona y los edifices de codigos. Per NO
estamos de acuerdo que les den mas permisos de los que ya tienen. Nosotros con las firmas de abajo no
sentimos que Pomona Valley Recycling deberian ser premiado con mas permisos sino que permanecer con los
permisos que tienen desde hace siete (7) anos. Esto no deberia afectarle a ningun empleado en ningun

momento.
NAME ADDRESS SIGNATURIE
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Let it:be known that the community surrounding Sunrise Industries-Pomona Valley Recycling is not opposed to
any building improvements that are in accordance to the City of Pomona Building Codes. We are however
against any expansion of their existing conditional use permit. We, as evidenced by our signatures below do not
feel Pomona Valley Recycling should be rewarded with an expansion but rather made to comply with their
existing permit — of which they have been out of compliance for seven years. This would not eliminate any jobs
as evidenced form their past employment history.

La communidad alrededor de Sunrise Industries/Pomona Valley Recycling estan de acuerdo a los
mejoramientos de qualquer edifico de acuerdo a La Ciudad de Pomona y los edifices de codigos. Per NO
estamos de acuerdo que les den mas permisos de los que ya tienen. Nosotros con las firmas de abajo no
sentimos que Pomona Vailey Recycling deberian ser premiado con mas permisos, sino que permanecer con [os

permisos que tienen desde hace siete (7) anos. Esto no deberia afectarle a ningun empleado en ningun
momento.

ADDRESS SIGNATURE
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Let it be known that the commumty surrounding Sunrise Industries-Pomona Valley Recyclmg 1S not opposed to

. any buxldmg improvements that are in accordance to the City of Pomona Building Codes. We are however
against any expansion of their existing conditional use permit. We, as evidenced by our signatures below.do not
feel Pomona Valley Recycling should be rewarded with an expansion but rather made to comply with their

existing permit — of which they have been out of compliance for seven years. This would not eliminate any jobs
as evidenced form their past employment history.

L 4 ¥ t ¥

La communidad alrededor de Sunrise Industries/Pomona Valley Recycling estan de acuerdo a los
mejoramientos de qualquer edifico de acuerdo a La Ciudad de Pomona y los edifices de codigos. Per NO
estamos de acuerdo que les den mas permisos de los que ya tienen. Nosotros con las firmas de abajo no
sentimos que Pomona Valley Recycling deberian ser premiado con mas permisos, sino que permanecer con los

permisos que tienen desde hace siete (7) anos. Esto no deberia afectarle a ningun empleado en ningun
momento.

NAME ADDRESS SIGNATURE
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Let it-be known that the community surrounding Sunrise Industries-Pomona Valley Recycling is not opposed to
any building improvements that are in accordance to the City of Pomona Building Codes. We are however
against any expansion of their existing conditional use permit. We, as evidenced by our signatures below do not
feel Pomona Valley Recycling should be rewarded with an expansion but rather made to comply with their
existing permit — of which they have been out of compliance for seven years. This would not eliminate any jobs
as evidenced form their past employment history.

La communidad alrededor de Sunrise Industries/Pomona Valley Recycling estan de acuerdo a los
mejoramientos de qualquer edifico de acuerdo a La Ciudad de Pomona y los edifices de codigos. Per NO
estamos de acuerdo que les den mas permisos de los que ya tienen. Nosotros con las firmas de abajo no
sentimos que Pomona Valley Recycling deberian ser premiado con mas permisos, sino que permanecer con los

permisos que tienen desde hace siete (7) anos. Esto no deberia afectarle a ningun empleado en ningun
momento.

ADDRESS SIGNATURE .
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Let it*be known that the community surrounding Sunrise Industries-Pomona Valley Recycling is not opposed to
any building improvements that are in accordance to the City of Pomona Building Codes. We are however
against any expansion of their existing conditional use permit. We, as evidenced by our signatures below do not
feel Pomona Valley Recycling should be rewarded with an expansion but rather made to comply with their
existing permit — of which they have been out of compliance for seven years. This would not eliminate any jobs
as evidenced form their past employment history.

La communidad alrededor de Sunrise Industries/Pomona Valley Recycling estan de acuerdo a los
mejoramientos de qualquer edifico de acuerdo a La Ciudad de Pomona y los edifices de codigos. Per NO
estamos de acuerdo que les den mas permisos de los que ya tienen. Nosotros con las firmas de abajo no
sentimos que Pomona Valley Recycling deberian ser premiado con mas permisos, sino que permanecer con los
permisos que tienen desde hace siete (7) anos. Esto no deberia afectarle a ningun empleado en ningun
momento.

NAME ADDRESS SIGNATURE
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Let it*be known that the community surrounding Sunrise Industries-Pomona Valley Recycling is not opposed to
any building improvements that are in accordance to the City of Pomona Building Codes. We are however
against any expansion of their existing conditional use permit. We, as evidenced by our signatures below do not
feel Pomona Valley Recycling should be rewarded with an expansion but rather made to comply with their
existing permit — of which they have been out of compliance for seven years. This would not eliminate any jobs
as evidenced form their past employment history.

La communidad alrededor de Sunrise Industries/Pomona Valley Recycling estan de acuerdo a los
mejoramientos de qualquer edifico de acuerdo a La Ciudad de Pomona y los edifices de codigos. Per NO
estamos de acuerdo que les den mas permisos de los que ya tienen. Nosotros con las firmas de abajo no
sentimos que Pomona Valley Recycling deberian ser premiado con mas permisos, sino que permanecer con 10s

permisos que tienen desde hace siete (7) anos. Esto no deberia afectarle a ningun empleado en ningun
momento.

NAME ADDRESS SIGNATURE
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