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MEETING MINUTES 

DESIGN COMMISSION 

Tuesday, August 24, 2021 

 

SPECIAL PUBLIC MEETING AT 4:30 P.M. 

Virtual Meeting 

FOR A COMPLETE AND DETAILED RECAP OF THE MEETING, PLEASE LOG ON TO: 

https://www.cityofpasadena.net/commissions/audio-video-recordings/ 
 

1. ROLL CALL- CHAIR RAO CALLED THE MEETING TO ORDER AT 4:30PM 

Present: Commissioners  Toro, Sales, Hawthorne, Delgado, Chiao, Carpenter, 
and Rao 

Absent: Commissioners Gutierrez and Sepulveda (both Excused) 
Staff: Leon White, Kevin Johnson, Amanda Landry, and Michi Takeda 

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES - NONE 

3. PRELIMINARY CONSULTATION  

A. 130-140 MAR VISTA AVE – (COUNCIL DISTRICT 5) 

Demolition of four residential units for the new construction of a three-story 

multi-family residential building. The building will include 23 residential units 

and one-level of subterranean parking with 27 parking spaces. 

(Case Planner: Edwar Sissi) 
Owner: Alexander & Kathy Metaxas 
Applicant/Architect: Antonio Follo, Tighe Architecture 
 
Public Comments:  P. Pena and A. Danz 
 
Commission Comments: 

 Further study the project’s relationship to the street edge and the corner to 
frame and enhance the building’s response to the street corner 
intersection and ensure the project maintains a contextual relationship to 
the surrounding neighborhood context in massing, siting, setbacks and 
form.   

 
 

https://www.cityofpasadena.net/commissions/audio-video-recordings/
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 Consider the siting and shape of the building form along with internal 
programming to further activate the two street edges.  Design solutions 
could include but are not limited to shifting the building closer to the 
required setbacks, providing walk-up terraces, enhanced and enlarged 
balconies, or step backs in massing for upper-floor terraces.   

 Provide additional residential paradigmatic elements such as defined 
ground floor covered entries and clearly articulated public amenity and 
circulation spaces.  Look at making the ground-level more communal and 
open to residents through programming, and possibly more central and 
visible amenity spaces. 

 Further study the open design of the subterranean garage entry to conceal 
this feature within the building and ensure the massing of the volume 
above it appropriately responds to the existing residential neighborhood 
context and the architectural character of the project overall.  

 Consider the double-loaded corridor as an integrated part of the project 
with equal emphasis on its design and the overall spatial experience of the 
project’s circulation paths.  Determine the feasibility of a partially-open 
central corridor and its comfort for year-round use.   

 Study the proposed material and color palette to ensure non-reflectivity, 
durability, and appropriateness in application for the surrounding 
residential context.  Break up the scale and massing through a 
consistency of materiality throughout the project. 

 The proposed landscape areas, including the main garden appear to have 
obtrusive barriers such as terraced landscape berms.  Carefully consider 
the landscape design to ensure that it promotes transparency, active and 
passive programming, sustainability, and street activation.   

 Non-street facing elevations should be detailed through materials and 
overall design as equally as the street-facing façades. 

 Consider the addition of architectural features such as awnings, balconies, 
and other amenities to further enhance the façade planes through 
programmatic activation and patterning and to reduce solar heat gains, 
particularly along the southern façade.  Also, consider the use of recessed 
covered balconies.  

 Consider the retention and/or relocation of as many existing trees where 
feasible, and explore tree preservation incentives.  Under PMC Section 
8.52.060, a decision may be made through the design review process to 
waive up to two development standards or accept alternative solutions to 
assist in the preservation of protected trees.  Modifications may include a 
reduction to garden requirements, guest parking requirements, the 
location of driveways, building height limits, or other requirements.  

 Study the viability of the proposed transparent blending of private and 
public open spaces and how that impacts safety, usability by the 
residents, and designated availability to the public.  Further refine this 
hybridized space and distinctions between public and private spaces.   
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 Consider the integration of the transitional spaces between the residential 
units and the main garden.  The majority of the individual residential units 
should fully engage with the main garden through the use of circulation, 
balconies, terraces, and façade openings.  The use of a double-loaded 
corridor is efficient for circulation; however, in this application, it severs the 
north-flanking units’ direct connection to the main garden. 

 The proposed forecourt garden design is affecting the spatial quality of the 
units, particularly the northern units which do not have direct access, or 
exposure to southern light.  Look at reconfiguring the project to a “T” 
configuration to provide equality in access to air, light, and open space, 
while also providing more of a buffer to the residents in the existing 
development immediately to the north.  Another option to study is flipping 
the “L” plan and possibly repositioning the garage entry. 

 Further refine the coherence of the street-facing elevations particularly 
along Mar Vista Avenue and the split in the massing for the central 
corridor.  Additionally, look at the materiality and how it can reduce the 
massing of the protruding volume over the garage entry.  Study the 
transitions of massing height between the different heights of floor levels.   

 Study the juxtaposition of the fourth floor element and the existing 
development directly to the north.  Provide a sectional study of that 
separation of space between the buildings.  Overall, look at the viability of 
the fourth floor and additional height increase as a concession item, as 
opposed to other available concessions.  Additionally, study the proposed 
usability and programming of the fourth-floor mezzanine spaces.   

 Study the sizing of the windows and overall composition of the 
fenestration patterns, primarily along the south façade. 

 
B. 1401 S. OAK KNOLL AVE – (COUNCIL DISTRICT 7) 

Addition of new resort pool and support facilities, including a new 650-square-

foot restroom structure, in the location of existing tennis courts at the 

Langham Huntington Hotel. 

(Case Planner:  Kevin Johnson) 
Owner:  Pacific Huntington Hotel Corp. 
Applicant:  The Langham Huntington, Paul Leclerc 
Architect:  BrightView Design Group 
 

Public Comments:  Pasadena Heritage 

Commission Comments: 

 The massing, scale and roof form of the building are compatible with nearby 
contributing cottages within the eligible Huntington Hotel Historic District and 
the location of the structure provides adequate space between it and the 
historic structures nearby.  Continue to study the materiality and detailing of the 
building to ensure compatibility with the contributing structures near the project 
and throughout the eligible historic district and further consider the ways in 
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which the design of the structure relates to the creation of a cohesive sensibility 
for the resort pool environment within the overall historical/classic hotel campus 
including the swimming pool itself, surrounding paving and amenities provided. 

 Consider how the proposed wet pavilion structure relates to the historical 
pergola along the northerly edge of the proposed new resort pool facility, 
including the possibility of rotating the building to create a parallel relationship 
between the two structures.  In addition, consider how the entry to the facility 
enhances the pergola backdrop and creates a sense of arrival, including the 
landscape interface and access steps. 

 A Tree Protection Plan that is prepared by a Certified Arborist and incorporates 
the City’s Tree Protection Guidelines will be required to be provided in 
conjunction with Consolidated Design Review and building plan check. This 
plan is required to ensure that appropriate measures remain in place during 
construction for the protected tree (tree #75 as shown on sheet L0.003).  

4. FINAL DESIGN REVIEW 

A. 1200 E. CALIFORNIA BLVD – (COUNCIL DISTRICT 7) 

Demolition of an 8,500 square foot laboratory building to accommodate a 

proposed three-story-plus-basement, approximately 80,000-square-foot new 

laboratory building (Reznick Sustainability Center) at Cal Tech. 

(Case Planner: Kevin Johnson)  
Owner/Applicant:  CALTECH 
Architect:  CannonDesign 

 

Public Comments:  None 
 

Commission Comments:   

 Submit detailed landscape plans for the proposed improvements to Beckman 
Lawn, which shall be a substantially similar design as the conceptual design 
presented in this application, but with details of species, sizes and quantities of 
landscape materials proposed to be planted. 

 The project shall comply with the development standards in the Caltech Master 
Plan, including those requirements listed in Attachment A.  If changes to the 
current design are required to ensure compliance with the Master Plan, an 
application for Changes to an Approved Project may be required prior to 
issuance of a building permit.  If a Conditional Use Permit application is 
submitted to request approval of deviations from development standards in the 
Caltech Master Plan, the process shall be completed and effective prior to 
issuance of a building permit. 

 The proposed new replacement tree species shall be modified to comply with 
the Tree Replacement Matrix species requirements, which require replacement 
trees for removed specimen trees to be of species from either the specimen or 
native tree lists and replacement trees for removed native trees to be of species 
from the native tree list.   
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 A tree protection plan prepared by a Certified Arborist shall be incorporated into 
the plans submitted for building plan check and shall include the City of 
Pasadena Tree Protection Guidelines dated 5/13/19 (see Attachment E).  The 
trees, which will be protected, are tree numbers 1560, 1561, 1567, 1582-1585, 
2788, 2780, 2801, 3223, 2759 2779, 2777 and 1555 as shown in the submitted 
tree inventory. 

 As required in PMC §8.52.077, the applicant shall post a performance bond (or 
alternate security provided in a form acceptable to the director of finance) in an 
amount equal to 100% of the appraised value of the tree proposed to be 
relocated, calculated using the most recent edition of the Guide for Plant 
Appraisal published by the International Society of Arboriculture to ensure that 
the relocated tree is properly established and maintained for three years.  
Evidence of compliance with this condition shall be submitted to staff for review 
and approval prior to issuance of a building permit. 

 A separate application for design review shall be required for any new signage 
proposed in conjunction with this project. 

 Comply with the conditions provided by the Departments of Public Works and 
Transportation listed in Attachment A, to the satisfaction of said departments. 

 The project shall comply with the Model Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance 
and any changes to the proposed landscape design that may be required shall 
be reviewed and approved by staff prior to issuance of a building permit. 

 A copy of this decision letter, including written responses to each condition 
indicating how and where they are addressed, shall be included in the plans 
submitted for building permit plan check. 

 The lighting temperature specified on the final plans shall not rise above 3,000 
kelvin for all proposed exterior fixtures.  Replacement lighting elements should 
be regulated by maintenance staff in the future. 

 An 8’ x 8’ minimum mock-up panel of the building finishes shall be provided and 
reviewed by staff and a subcommittee of the Design Commission consisting of 
Commissioners Hawthorne, Delgado and Rao prior to construction and 
installation. 

 Consider increasing the depth of planters along the north elevation to provide 
additional space between the walkway and the building façade and to enhance 
the landscape along the building edge. 

 
Motion: 
Approve the application for Final Design Review subject to the proposed conditions 
of approval, to be further reviewed before issuing permits. Moved and seconded by 
Commissioners Sales and Delgado 

 
AYES: Commissioners  Toro, Sales, Hawthorne, Delgado, Chiao, 

Carpenter, and Rao  
NOES: None 
ABSENT: Commissioners Gutierrez and Sepulveda (both Excused) 
ABSTAIN: None 
APPROVED: 7-0-2 
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5. COMMENTS AND REPORTS FROM STAFF 

Staff reported on upcoming agenda items.  Staff noted that an earlier email was 

sent out to inquire about how the commissioners would want to be notified and 

communicate between each other.  The Director has allowed us to move forward 

with sharing information in accordance with how everyone wishes to have their 

information given.  Staff’s only request is to be mindful not to have more than three 

people on a call as not to violate the Brown Act.   

6. COMMENTS AND REPORTS FROM COMMISSION 

7. COMMENTS AND REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 

A. SELECT COMMISSIONERS TO FILL SUBCOMMITTEE VACANCIES 

(CONTINUED FROM 8/10) 

 Commissioners Hawthorne, Delgado and Rao volunteered for 1200 E. 
California Subcommittee, no oppositions, volunteers approved.  

 Commissioner Sales volunteered for Las Encinas. 

 Volunteer for Urban Forestry Advisory Committee and EF Academy 
continued to next meeting. 
 

  1. Urban Forestry Advisory Committee - (Carpenter, TBD) No Report 
  2. Historic Preservation Commission - (Gutierrez) No Report 
  3. Planning Commission - (Delgado) 

 EIR Scoping on initial study and proposed contents of the EIR for Planned 
Development No. 39, the Infinity project located at  491-577 S.Arroyo 
Parkway.  The two biggest concerns were traffic and water. 

 
  4. Transportation Advisory Commission - (Sales) No Report 
  5. Arts & Culture Commission - (Sepulveda) No Report 
  6. Concept Design Review Application Subcommittee - (Toro, Rao, Sales) No 

Report 
  7. Las Encinas Psychiatric Hospital & Barn Subcommittee - (Carpenter, TBD) 

No Report 
  8. 100 West Walnut St. Subcommittee (PARSONS) - (Toro, Chiao) No Report 
  9. Olivewood (North and South) Subcommittee - (Chiao, Sales) No Report  
10. 1336 E. Colorado Blvd Subcommittee – (Chiao, Carpenter, Sales)  No Report 
11. 1539 East Howard St. (EF Academy) – (Toro, Chiao, TBD)  No Report 
12. 139 & 150 S. Oak Knoll Ave Subcommittee (Sepulveda, Delgado) No Report 
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Projects on Hold 
13. 3200 East Foothill Boulevard (SpaceBank) - (Chiao, Carpenter) 
14. 130-140 N. Fair Oaks Avenue Subcommittee - (TBD, TBD, TBD) 
15. Design Awards Subcommittee – (TBD, TBD) 

  

8. ADJOURNMENT – CHAIR RAO ADJOURNED THE MEETING AT 9:30 P.M. 
 

 

 
 

Leon White, Principal Planner  

 
____________________________________ 
Michi Takeda, Recording Secretary 

 

 


