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Dear Ms. Nuñez,
To avoid delay, I am sending you the attached correspondence on behalf of The Atrium Group. This letter
details our concerns with the City’s decision to deem Harvest of Pasadena’s cannabis permit application as
“complete,” while excluding Atrium from further consideration in Council District 3. Our letter also asks the City
to respond to specific questions about its actions related to Harvest, and we further include a public records
request for the Harvest CUP application.
Sincerely,
Larry Mondragon
Representative,
The Atrium Group, LLC

1

June 28, 2019

Ms. Guille Nuñez
Management Analyst IV
Planning and Development Department
175 North Garfield Avenue
Pasadena, California 91101
Dear Guille,
I am writing on behalf of The Atrium Group, LLC (“Atrium”) to demand an explanation as to
why the City decided to issue new cannabis permitting regulations this afternoon if it
intended to ignore them at the same time.
The new rules announced today under Section 5.78.190 of the Pasadena “Commercial
Cannabis Activity Ordinance” included the following:
“VII. For purposes of establishing compliance with Section 17.050.066(D), the City shall
consider the locations identified in all complete and code compliant applications
in the order received.”
Earlier today, the City was informed that a library is operating within 600 feet of the business
location proposed by Harvest of Pasadena, LLC (“Harvest”). This is a clear violation of the
Municipal Code. Despite this, and contravening new Regulation VII, the City named Harvest
of Pasadena, LLC (“Harvest”) as the only applicant with the right to apply for a commercial
cannabis permit in Council District No. 3. We want to know why you decided that the
Harvest location is code-compliant, given the presence of a library less than 600 feet away.
We also want to know if anyone at the City has advised Harvest or Integral Associates Dena,
LLC about the presence of this library and whether it would constitute a violation of the
City’s cannabis laws.
We believe the City committed a serious error by selecting an applicant who plans to
operate a cannabis retail business at a location that is clearly in breach of the Pasadena
Municipal Code. In case there is any doubt, let me supplement the information already in
the City’s possession about the “Rudolph Steiner Library.”
•

The Rudolph Steiner Library is located at 110 Martin Alley in Pasadena’s historic district.
The library is operated by the Anthroposophical Society in America, a nonsectarian
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nonpolitical organization that is open to everyone regardless of religion, race,
nationality, social standing, scientific or artistic conviction.
•

The library has a long history and has served Pasadena’s Old Town community for 28
years. The Steiner Library was originally founded in 1943 and moved to its current
location on Martin Alley in 1991. (See photos at Exhibit A).

•

Staffed solely by volunteers, the Steiner Library is open on Saturday from 1:00 to 5:00
pm, as well as before and after branch events. Events are held nearly every week
(usually on Saturdays but also on Fridays and Sundays). Additionally, study groups are
held at the library every Tuesday and the first Monday of every month.

•

The library contains an extensive collection of books by Rudolf Steiner in English and
German, as well as books on anthroposophical subjects by other authors. Donations
are welcome to help cover the cost of new acquisitions.

•

A library drop box is available for book returns 24 hours a day, 7 days a week,

•

Books can be perused in the library’s reading area or checked out if desired. Check-out
privileges require a library membership, which is available to the public upon making a
deposit of $25 that is refunded upon termination of the library membership.

•

Like any other library there are limits on the number of books that can be checked out
at time. Checked-out books are due back in a specific time, with borrowers facing fines
for returning books late.

•

Libraries are not specially regulated by the Pasadena Municipal Code, and the Steiner
Library appears to meet all applicable zoning requirements for its location.

•

The Steiner Library holds a business license from the City of Pasadena which designates
the organization as a “non-profit library.” (See business license at Exhibit B).

Having established that the land use at 110 Martin Alley is properly deemed a “library,” the
next question is whether the Steiner Library is a “sensitive use” that commercial cannabis
businesses must avoid. Pursuant to Pasadena Municipal Code Section 17.050.066(D)(5)(e):
“No retailer shall be established or located within 600 feet, measured from the nearest
property lines of each of the affected parcels, of any park, library, or K-12 school.”
(Emphasis added). As this was the identical phrasing contained in the City’s original
ordinance that was ratified by Pasadena voters in 2018 as part of cannabis Measure CC,
there can be no question that any library in the City of Pasadena is deserving of the
protections afforded a “sensitive use.”
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The final question is whether the Rudolf Steiner Library is located within 600 feet from
Harvest’s premises at 169 W. Colorado Boulevard. As the attached map shows, this is not a
close call. The entry door to the Steiner Library is 470 feet from the place where Harvest
proposes to operate its commercial cannabis business. (See map at Exhibit C).
Based on these facts, Harvest’s application should never have been accepted by the City for
a filing appointment. Regulation VII is clear that the order of applications shall be
determined not merely by “completeness,” but also by “compliance.” By failing to comply
with the Pasadena Municipal Code, Harvest cannot be rewarded by receiving the privilege of
operating the only commercial cannabis business in the City’s famous historical quarter. We
ask the City to recognize its error and promptly rectify the problem.
This not the first time we have questioned the propriety of the City’s actions with respect to
Harvest, and we note that others have too. On June 19, 2019, Jim Townsend of Atrium sent
the City of Pasadena a letter expressing his serious concerns about Harvest’s failure to
properly provide the information required in the mandatory Taxpayer Protection Act
Disclosure Form. Despite these irregularities, we were astonished to learn that the City had
found the Harvest CUP application to be “complete.” Solely on this basis alone, the City
should have removed Harvest from further consideration in Council District 3. However, it
did not, and today the City is compounding its lapse by selecting Harvest to receive a
cannabis operating permit. To help give us insight into the extent of the City’s lapse in
judgment, we demand to receive a copy of Harvest’s CUP application, pursuant to our rights
under the California Public Records Act (Government Code Section 6250 et seq.).
While we have no quarrel with the City treating Harvest fairly, we think the City should show
similar concern about the rights of the applicants who have consistently played by the rules.
Atrium is one of only two candidates who filed Conditional Use Permit applications that are
both “complete” and “compliant” (or at least, in Atrium’s case, would have been compliant
but for the City’s error in approving Harvest). Under Regulation VII, even if Harvest’s
application has been “deemed complete,” there can be no question that its chosen location
does not comply with the strictures of the Municipal Code. Therefore, the City erred in
awarding Harvest the first position in Council District 3. By placing Harvest in a superior
position to Atrium (even if this decision is subsequently reversed), the City is inflicting
substantial economic harm upon Atrium—resulting in severe damages that will multiply
day-by-day until the City finally corrects this wrong.
Even at this late stage in the permitting process, it is still possible for the City to do the right
thing. First, the City should find Harvest's CUP application to be incomplete by reason of
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the company’s failure to properly complete the Taxpayer Production Act Disclosure Form
and reveal the true identity of its beneficial owners. Second, the City should find that
Harvest’s application does not comply with the Municipal Code because of its proximity to
the Rudolph Steiner Library, If the City would only adhere to its own rules and regulations,
it would have no choice to find the Harvest application to be neither “complete” nor
“compliant.” Under the present circumstances, we do not believe the City has any choice
but to scrupulously heed the very rules it has established for this competitive permitting
program.
We await your swift action in resolving our concerns.
Sincerely,

Larry Mondragon
Representative, The Atrium Group, LLC

w/attachments
cc:

Ms. Michele Beal Bagneris, Esq., City Attorney
The Honorable Members of the Pasadena City Council
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EXHIBIT A
Rudolph Steiner Library Photos
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EXHIBIT B
Rudolph Steiner Library – Pasadena Business License
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EXHIBIT B
Distance to 169 W.Colorado

