
City of Sierra Madre 
Office of the City Clerk 

232 W. Sierra Madre Blvd.,  
Sierra Madre, CA 

(626) 355-7135 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

THE BROWN ACT PROVIDES THE PUBLIC  
WITH AN OPPORTUNITY TO MAKE PUBLIC 

COMMENTS AT ANY PUBLIC MEETING. 
 
 
 
 

THE FOLLOWING WRITTEN COMMENTS WERE 
RECEIVED IN ADVANCE OF THIS MEETING AND 
WILL BE POSTED ONTO THE CITY’S WEBSITE 
FOR PUBLIC ACCESS AND TRANSPARENCY.  

 
THE COMMENTS ATTACHED ARE SUBMITTED BY 
MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC. THE CITY DOES NOT 
CONFIRM THE VERACITY OF THE STATEMENTS 

PROVIDED BY MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC.  



Date: September 26, 2022
City Hall Meeting:  September 27, 2022
Issue: 1 parking spot in front of  Best Buy drugs 29 N. Baldwin Ave. Sierra Madre

Dear City Council of Sierra Madre,

I am writing this letter because I am not available to speak at the meeting September 27th on
the issue pertaining to parking in downtown Sierra Madre. I want to share facts about removal of
parking spots accessible to my customers at 29 N. Baldwin Ave. Best Buy Drugs and
make a request to honor prior agreement.

During the pandemic of 2020 public parking spots next to the pharmacy were utilized to provide
outdoor seating for the restaurant next to my pharmacy.

In May 2022, Chris Cimino and the restaurant owner approached me to discuss construction of
a permanent seating platform and permanent removal of public parking spaces.

I explained that my customers need physical access to the pharmacy entrance and permanently
removing parking spaces is a great loss to public access.
During the meeting the restaurant owner explained his desire to expand and utilize not only
parking in front of his business but additional spaces in front of mine. I strongly disagreed with
this request and stated we need all space directly in front of the pharmacy so it is both visible
and accessible. I suggested that if he wanted to expand, that he ask the owner on the other
side of his business at 35 N. Baldwin Ave which appears to have limited if any need for
customer access from the street. His response was “I don’t want to ask him”.
Mr. Cimino seemed to understand the community's needs and said he would contact me prior to
any construction. To this date Mr. Cimino has not contacted me.

The week of June 27th construction vehicles were parked in front of my store, cement postings
were being put into place to pour cement to remove parking spots on Baldwin Ave.  including all
but 1 narrow spot in front of the pharmacy.

I tried to contact Mr. Cimino, but he was unavailable as he was on a scheduled vacation.  Laura
Aguilar tried to assist us by putting us in touch with  the construction manager. Unfortunately he
was not aware of specifics and no one could find any information to address the prior
agreement and according to him he was following orders as he understood from the Restaurant
owner and Mr. Cimino. I contacted several other community employees and finally the City
Manager Jose Reynoso proposed that the construction line be moved a couple of feet so 1
parking spot was left with a little room to open/close vehicle doors and that the 1 parking spot
would be designated 20 minute pharmacy parking only.

I agreed to this compromise and construction was completed within 48 hrs. However the
parking sign was never installed.



I am writing to the council to consider the fact that this pharmacy has been visible and
accessible to Sierra Madre residents since 1910. It is the only pharmacy in Sierra Madre
and considered to be an essential service to our community.
As both a business owner and resident of Sierra Madre I am fully aware parking has been
challenging for the community and the loss of public spots has only made this more difficult.

This restaurant platform removes parking access 24/7.  I am requesting for the sake of my
customers who are often, Ill, elderly, limited mobility and/or bringing sick children into the store
to follow through with solution Mr. Renoso agreed to designate the one spot left Monday-Friday
9am-5pm and Saturday 9am-1pm for Pharmacy customers only.

I was made 2 verbal agreements both by Chris Cimino and Jose Renoso which as of
today have  been honored.

Thank you for your consideration of this important matter.

Sincerely,

Paul Mansour
Best Buy Drugs











2

all residents and we had a small business willing to improve communication, fees, access to continue to do 
business in our community.  But that door slammed shut at that meeting by our elected representatives and 
with the recent recommendation by the city staff, it continues.    
  
I hope you consider these and many other factors regarding awarding the contract with a non profit such as 
the YMCA.  It does not meet the needs of our community. 
I was told I could go elsewhere for swimming and I did.  But it wasn't in my backyard with my kids creating 
memories for them at school or at home.  The doors were closed.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
Cathy Lavin 
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       Improving the budget of the city is a false argument as the present value of this project is negative to the City 
of Sierra Madre, according to my estimates. It is true that in the very short term any housing or institutional 
project will increase revenues to the city. The problem is that after the initial injection of funds, the Meadows 
project will have a burden of costs on the city (police, fire & safety, utility & water, roads, traffic…) that will 
continue in perpetuity. There has never been a single page showing the financial figures you are relying upon to 
make statements that this project would help the town financially. I presume the reason there is no such 
statement is that it neither exists nor is there any motivation to do one, because it will not look good.  

       During the time this project has been in the review process, the California State government approved Senate 
Bills 9 and 10, among many others. Once these because state laws, the city council should have seriously 
considered rejecting the rezoning of these projects to residential. As soon as you do this, the city will lose 
significant zoning control over this property. This alone should have ended the Meadows project consideration, 
or at the very least, raised serious concerns. This will end up being a lot more than 42 homes unless the citizens 
of California are able to reverse these laws through more hard fought battles.  

       Property values. Despite the silly arguments that these homes will raise property values in Sierra Madre, they 
will not. The most basic economics class begins with the most simple concept of supply and demand. A greater 
supply of homes, as with anything else, lowers the prices of homes around it. That is one reason the state 
government is trying to jam so many housing projects and stop local control of zoning and building standards. 
They want to lower prices regardless of what homeowners may want. The existing housing stock in Sierra Madre 
is in the billions. The adopted budget for this year puts property taxes at $8 million annually, or 55% of the 
general fund. This calculated based on a percentage of assessed property values. People like to live in Sierra 
Madre and therefore are willing to pay more to live here. Greater supply, especially ugly, dense, identical boxes 
are likely to lower prices of all the houses around it. Even a very small drop in our towns overall home prices can 
lower revenues to the city while lowering our standard of living. The highest housing prices are correlated with 
the least dense cities in California. This is very basic, yet it has never been considered. 

       One of the sickest things is that you collectively speak out against Measure HR using inflammatory marketing 
phrases rather than making true comparisons. For example, you refer often to the “masionization” of Sierra 
Madre insinuating the possibility of 6,500 square foot homes. While a future homeowner could build up to this 
level under Measure HR, there are no plans to do this. What IS certain is that the Meadows project absolutely 
ASSURES something worse than your “masionization” boogey man, the development of 9 houses on every 2 acre 
plot versus Measure HR which would result in 1 house per 2 acres. Or let’s put it another way, using FAR (floor 
area ratios) or Lot Coverage Max (Meadows Specific Plan Page 44). Your dear Meadows project will, with 
certainty, have a maximum FAR of 50% versus a maximum FAR under HR of 7.5%. You are out in the public 
aggressively arguing that a FAR of 7.5% is worse than 50%. This is a gross misuse of your positions in the city to 
selectively highlight figures out of context. 

       The EIR fell short in so many areas that are left unaddressed. It is a document with the “EIR” printed on the 
front and to you appears to check the box. I, and many others I heard, brought up questions in the EIR and never 
heard anything back. The new draft did not reflect my questions. For example, the traffic study did not specify 
how many of the new trips would involve Fairview Avenue. In fact, this is going to be the main entrance and exit 
to the project. Never addressed. Another area is the Coastal Oak trees being torn out. In place of these old 
growth and protected trees will be some other tree of an unknown type that is up to decades younger and in 
need of far more water. The biomass reduction is never discussed.  

       Regarding the issue of fire safety, not addressed in the EIR except to essentially put the burden on the city. 
The Meadows Project sits in the highest fire severity zone (osfm.fire.ca.gov), the same as the City of Paradise, 
California, for example. And the map additionally shows it to be the responsibility of the City of Sierra Madre. To 
ignore this may be the worst violation of your duties of governance. Do you realize the responsibility you are 
putting on the city? Of course, there is no way to get fire insurance for these houses so that burden will fall 
eventually fall to the state and therefore the taxpayers. It is one thing for drought and fire severity increases to 
cause greater risk in existing areas, it is very different to knowingly build in these areas. But not yours or the 
developer’s problem. 
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       The water crises. There is one in California. A big one. First of all, the marketing phrase “net‐zero water 
impact” is being misused with the Meadows project. To the busy citizens of Sierra Madre, they may believe that 
there will be no extra water used with this project. Marketing. In fact, it will use the normal water usage of 42 
dense homes and a small park. We assume the project will use the latest guidelines for water infrastructure but it 
is still a lot of additional water used. The additional water will cost more if we need to buy it but further burden 
the water supply. The short‐term economic offsets will not cover it in any meaningful way over the long term. 
You know that. 

       And so much more. 

 
--  
--------------------------------------------------------- 
Please do not send any business related emails to this email address. They will not be responded to or acted 
upon. Please use official business email address only. 
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