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Request

Please provide all documents, emails, text messages.

correspondence. memoranda, plans, agreements,

ordinances, and permits in the Ciry's records relating

to the property located at 1980 Saturn Street in the

City of Monterey Park from January 2024 to the
present,

Timeline Documents

El Request closgd ,l Antont wilh 
'(tf,it 

to lhis tcquctt

Provided records to req$est€{ in response to their

request.
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E Mggsage to requester ^ 
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The City conducted a searclt of its records artd ditl

not locate any publicly available documents pttr-

suant to your request.

Tlrere are no publicly availatrle documenls for 1980

Saturn Street,

You may conduct a building pertnit scilr(ll olrltlrtl

Tlris r.oncltrdes lhe citys response.



ORDINANCE NO.2246

AN INTERIM ORDINANCE EXTENDING URGENCY ORDINANCE
NO. 2245 - PROHIBITING PERMITS FOR LAND USE
ENTITLEMENTS WITHIN THE MCCASLIN BUSINESS PARK TO
CONSIDER ADOPTING A SATURN PARK SPECIFIC PLAN IN

ACCORDANCE WITH THE MONTEREY PARK LAND USE
ELEMENT OF THE GENERAL PLAN

The City Council for the City of Monterey Park does ordain as follows

SECTION 1: This Ordinance is adopted pursuant to Government Code SS 36937,

65858, and other applicable laws.

SECTION 2: Findings. The City Councilfinds, determines and declares as follows:

A. The City may adopt and enforce all laws and regulations not in
conflict with the general laws and the City holds all rights and powers
established by California law.

Ordinance No. 2246
Page 3 of 7

K.

:M

L

A review of the 2020 LUE, the Certified Housing Element (March 30,
2023), and MPMC Chapter 21.14 shows that the existing zoning
regulations are inconsistent with the voters' vision for Saturn Park;
the zoning regulations must be reconciled with the most recent voter
directives in Measure JJ, the California Legislature's directives (as
reflected in the City's Certified Housing Element), and California law.

ln April 2024, the Planning Commission considered conceplual
renderings and land uses for Saturn Park during two meetings.
Thereafter, on May 22,2024, the City Councilcreated the SPARC to
receive and implement community input for drafting a Saturn Park
Specific Plan ("SPSP").

On May 23, 2024, representatives from 1980 Saturn met with the
Mayor, City Manager, City Attorney, Assistant City Manager, and
Community Development Director to plan for a data center at that
location - which is a permissible use pursuant to MPMC Chapter
21.14 but inconsistent with the 2020 LUE land use designation for
Saturn Park. Additionally, on January 11, 2024, the City's
Community Development Department received applications for a
conditional use permit and design review for a data center proposed
a|1977 Saturn Street.

As set forlh in the City Council staff report dated June 5, 2024, it is
anticipated that the SPARC would conclude its meetings in August
or September ol 2024 and provide the City Council with its

N
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HMC Stratcap 1977 Saturn. LLC
(8202s0050264)

HMC Stratcap 19ft
satum, LLc
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1 97l SATU RN LLC
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United Stqtes of Americo

I
I lorAnmlcr

o

Gi€ago

KancsCty

Dallae

Plnnned lT copoci?y lngtslled lT copoclty

o

Market A$el

Dqllos DALl 4.5 MW 4.5 MW

Konsts City KCM] 7.5 MW 7.5 MW

Chicogo CHII 32.O MW 32.O MW

Los Angeles LAX] 33.O MW

LAX2 33.O MW



Digico lnhastructurs REIT
l,lotes to tlre consolidatad financlal statements
31 &cembes 2A23

Note 20. Falr value msasursment {continued)

A higher discount rate or terminal yield will lead to a lower fair value. A higher growth rate will lead to a higher fair value. The

disc6unt rate is the most signilicant inpul into the valualion of inveslment property and therelore mosl sensitive to changes in

valuation.

A 50 basis point increase in discount rate would result in a decrease in lhe fair value of investment property by $75.7 million

and a 50 basis point decrease in discount rate woutd resull in an increase in the fair value ol inveslment property by $B5.0
rnillion.

A S0 basis pornt increase in market capitalisation rate would result in a decrease in the fair value of investmenl property by

$gg.3 nrillioh and a 50 basis point decrease in market capitalisation rate would result in an increase in the {air value of
inveslmenl property by $119.2 million.

List of the investment properlies and addresses:

Property Name
Kansas City 1 {KCM1)
Dallas Fort Worth 1 {DAL1)

Capital commitments
Capital expendilure

Address
Olathe. Kansas City, Kansas. US
Richardson, Dallas, Texas, US

Contingent considerction sensitivily:The liability is expected lo be settled within 12 months from the reporting date. As a result,

the impact of discounling is considerod immalerial, and no adjustment has been made lo the fair value.

Nole 21. Contingent liabillties

The Stapled Group had no contingent liabilities as at 31 December 2025 and 30 June 2025.

Nole 22. Commitments

Significant capital expenditure contracted for in relation to inveslmenl properlies at the end of the reporling period but not

recognised as liatilitios is as follows:

Consolidated
31 Dec 2025 30 Jun 2025

$m $m

113.5

113.5

5,7

5.7

As al 31 December 2025, capital commitments above include capitalworks on the SYD1 and iseek assets

Note 23. Related party lransactlons

Board of directors and Responsible enlity
As detailed in nole '1, DigiCo ln{raslructure REIT is a stapled group comprising of HMC Digilal lnfrastruclure Limited and its

controlled entities and HMC Digital lnfrastructure Trust and its controlled entities. The board ol directors of HMC Digital
lnfrastructure Limited and directors of Equity Trustees Limited as the responsible entity of HMC Digital lnlrastructure Trust are

responsible for lhe governance and management of DigiCo lnfraslructure REIT.

lnvestment Manager and Assel Manager
DigiCo lnlrastructure REIT is externally managed. The Stapled Group has appornted HMC Digital lnfrastruclure Asset

Managemenl Pty Ltd {lhe'Asset Manager'} and HMC Digital lnfrastructure lnvestment Management Pty Lld {the'lnvestmenl
Manage/) lo provide certain asset managemenl and investment management services to the Stapled Group in accordance
with the Asset Management Agreenrent and lnvestment Management Agreement ('Managgmeni Agreements'). The Asset
Manager and lnvestment Manager are wholly owned subsidiaries ol HMC Capital Limited (ASX: HMC).

Los Angeles 1 (LAX1) and Los Angeles 2 (LAX2) Monterey Park, Los Angeles, US
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Underlying EBITDA

$g9m
Aheod of Prospectus E PDS guidonce

lO.9c
per security
ln line with Prospectus E PDS

FY25 DPS

o

Net osset volue of

$+.53
per securtty

o

At the bottom of the 35X - 45X'
torget range

Georing of

35%

o

I OigKo lnfrcrln*luro REIT



Choir ond CEO Letter

Australis's sovereign
plotforrn for global
compute

On beholf of the Eoord of Diraclors. r./€ or€ pleased lo presenl
fhe DgiCo lnfroslrrxlore REIT (DG'l'l f inonciol Repor"t for lk
p€,riodended 3O Jurre 2025 {FY25}. T}ur hos been o pivotcl
yeor for DGT - our firsl finorrral period or o listed enlily -
ord one in rvhich we delwrad cbore Prospoclus 6, pDS {FDS}
guidance. secured ir*portont Gorernmenl certrficotions. grert'
our dewkrprnonl pbeline ond slrengthened our leorn. FY25
iror loid llre foundctions for DGT lo become o |oag-letm
leoder in sorrcreigndigilol infroslruclure ocrosr bolh Auslrolio
snd lhe United Stotes. Key hrghhghts incllrde:

Flnorrclol HQhllghtt
. Annuolised Underlying E8ll DA of $99 mi[ron, obore PDS

gurdonce of $97 million
. FY25 FDS of lo.9c per recurily. rn Fne v*th PDS
. Liquidrty of $740 millon comgrirrg cosh of 3425 million

ond $ndrolyn focitlies of.$315 miltion
. l*ei osef rreltr per security of $4.53 os ol 3O June 2O25

. Georing of 35X ot the bollom of the 35 - 45X larget rong€

Our disciplioed finoncbl opprooch ensur€! thol we qra rsf
ofl ly rne€ling osor - term comrnitrnefl ts bul olso posilonirg rhe
br*ness lo pursue oilroclive grovrlh oppcrtunities in FY26

ondbeyond.

Oprratloml lllgtilghrr
FY25 rryos morkedby sigrxficonl progtess in our operolrons
ond porlfolo opti$isotion. the granfing of 'Cerli{ied Strotegic'
Hosli*g Certificqlah Fromewcrk {HCF} slolus for Sydnsy }

{SYDI) v*os o mdetlone ochbve*renl ond reinforces DGT's r&
os o cornerslone of Arslrolio s criikcl drgitol infrEslrwfwc.
Alcrysde lhis. r.ra mointcirred o sfoble ond diversifGd
cusiorner bose ond ochiewd the followrng key operoiaerol
hrghhghls:
. 2"6MW of refiewols ocross lhe Auslrohon por?folio ot on

s$eroge p,remiurn of 8.2%

. Conlrocted ut*lsofton ocross lhe porl{ah,o af 86I. wdh lho
U.S. portfolio fi*y conireled

. Aurlrolion ppeline ond demond hor exceeded expectolions
gince acquisiiion. vrith requhenrenlg for conlroct sitss of
5-10MW+

Dnnlopmrntr

FY25 sow moleriol progr€ss on our gro*th pipelire. wr?h o
bolorce of brownfield densrfreolion. greenf'rc'ld exponsiro snd
slobihsed assels:
. SDI: Oenqf icolion 6, Optimisotion {D6.O} progrorn is

underwoy ond progressi,$ccolioue! on the 88M\ff project

. BNE3 on{ ADLI: Gro*rrlh oppog|unilres of 2Ol',tW ord 8MW
rerpectiwly, p<*lioning DGT for furlhor gro,vlh inAuslrolio

. CHll: Comnremement of controcted renlol Hl&rg wifh ftll

lo mofG
I5OMW of fulure exponsbn copocity ocro:r its podfolio. with
n'raleriol vofue ls be unloeled throi.glr dixiplrrred erecution.

I 6tri ! ntr t,lgr ,F (.r81 iprr, \ r- a!' trr{..r ;r' lf { !:J till. u re- l. )i.,lt'!r :, t-1,}r.i}11 uid r,} I f 8}l{ I €. ttl'{i l

f D{KokfidudrmtGlT a

LAXI/LAX2: Rern*n on trock for 66MW of copccdy frorn
indepc{ldenl dslo cefilr€s wilh firsl contltuclioo eotnpl€lion
rn 2O28



Signlfiooot chongm ln l{p rtntc of ofidr
IPO erd copilol ruira
tluring lhs finoncrol pariod, DqrCo lnfroslr,..rclure R[il u*derloo! on iFO 16 rorle capilol o*d hst OigiCo lnfrotlruclu.o R[11 o* lhe
Aust rolioa S,ecunlies t xc ho€re (ASX ).

ln occordorxe wifh the reploceme;r! Prospeclus ond Prod',r! Disclosure dccum€nt doted 5 Doce*lber 2022r. ltre follo''vrog s ntficont
evenfs occurred:
. Dgitlo l*frostruclure R[]T v;os lilled crn the ASX on lJ Decen:ber 2024;
. DgrCo lnfroslruclure R[11 roised $2.7cr5.6 rniliron of equity rssuing 549.1 rniliron Stopled Securitrec o! $5.O0 per Sfopkd Sexurrly.

Budnccrmquiriiionr
Orr l7 Decernbe r 2O24. ?he SloplerJ Crcup cornpl+ted the ocqurrilon of o lOOt inf€resl in isc,ek. ftrr consderotion oi S4l3 millian

{tr*rng fhe enlerprrse vslue). irxluding $?5O miltron rn Slop}ed Securrl*,es of &gieo lnfrosfrvcture FlEltr {volued ct $?50 mill:on o? DigiCa

lnfroslructurc REIT's inilrot ;x.roiic cffering (lPOloffer p+*cc of S5.GO per Slopled Scrurity). rsrtek is on enlity invciwd irr lhe provision of
<joto cen?re. clcsrd ond rnorrogred cenner.lrvily !€r-vrces to Gavernrnent and Enterprise customers in Austrolra.

A$;t ocquiriiionc
$ri l8 Dccanlber 2024. tlrc Slopled Group ocquired o IOO* rnterosl in Globol Swilch Auslro[o Fl*ldrr4s Pty Ltd {ttow

norned'HDl SYt]1 Holdr*gs Ply Limried') for consderolio*of $2.044 mrllion {representing on enterprise vol*e of cpproximolely

$1,937 mitlron, nel of ccsh ond olhcr workinE copilol, or ol 18 Detcmbcr 2O?4} The ocquirc'd oss€ls conlprise o lorge "scole doto
cenlre comlxrs locoled in Sydney. now referred to cs SY[f l.

Ihe ocquisrlion provrded lhe Slopled (iroup or.rnership of lv,ro odSaeent buildings - Sydney Eosl {SYiX) ond Sydney West {SYDW}

ond olher equipnrc'nl such o$ povrer dislribulion unils, oulornolic slolic lronsfer swrfches (AST$). triple fitterl. cooLng generol*rs ond

other relqled ossels. ln cccordcnce with tlre Stopled Graups occo{.inttng pohcy for businegg combinotrorrs. the toncenlrcrlion les?'

v;os oppi*ri ond so!*sfte d. os substonlia$y ol! of the foir vofue of gross assets ocquircd is ccncenlroled in o single group of sir*ilor

idenfifioble os5ets includrng irlerconrxlcted od.;ocent bufdings - SYDI ond SYDW ord relcted eqr.rrpnrenl *hich ore criircol !c grer form

dclo cenlre services. 
'[ he,r*fore. the lronsaction hos been occounled fo+ os on o35et ocquisition.

onllDecember2o?4,tlreslopledGroupcomplel*dlheocquisitionofthetollowingosletsfer$l'296mill'oninfl'reuSA:
. Chkogo properly (CHll) comprrerng o portly conslrucled dsts cenlre ond future coli ?c complele;

. l(onlos City prcryr*rty (KCMll cornprrsing a statxlis€d dstro c€'nlre osg€l: r

. Dollss prop€t {0ALl) o stobrliseci dcto centre sssel; ond

Refer 1o note 34 of the consclidoted finoncol stolernenl! for fudher detorls of lhc busifi€ss acquittie$s ond nolc
of the ossel ocquisrlrcns.

There vrere no olher srgfffrcont chcnges ar the slcle of offorrs of the Stopled Group durrng lhe finonclcl penod.

15 for furthcr detoils
LGi Angieles properlies TLAX I ond LAX2} eompfrs'ng lvre greenfield doto c€nlra d*velopmenl o$s€l sI

t DlglCo hfroetvcirl l€ll 12



DlftCollHn*tnnEff AffiIdnrporl l02t I

Noil. 27. Foir voluc nron ramaof conlinucd

Volualion irchnlqucrforfoirvolucmroeurumcrrbcoicgorind wilhin lcvcl2ond bvd 5

Drdvotivc fi nonclol inslrurnlntr

Derivolive frnoncrol instrumcnls ho-*e been volued uing observos+ nrorlcl rofcs. Thr: voluctron lcchnrque nroximisel lhe us* ef
observoble r$srkel daio pylxrre rt is ovciloble ond rcl:es crs lltle os possiblc on €nltly spe<;fic etlrnrotes.

lnvrrtmrnl prcp.rti$
The fcir r.olue of rlvcslrnenl properhes hos been mtrcrured usrng llre drcco\flled cosh fkl*rs o;rprooch. The voiuciisn orodel conl*rers
lhe prescnl vglue of rrci cosh {lolrs lo t}c gen{rot€d from lhe propor?y.loking inlo occoirni th€ €xpccted renloi growlh role. void
periods. occuponcy role, teose lrrcenfive cosls such os renl-free per:ads ond ollrer costs nol poid by i€nonls. t he oxpocled nel cssh
flcrys ore dis{orrnted using risk"odlusted discounl roles. Among olher foclors, lhe drscounl rote aslinrolion colrsiders lhe quohly

of o buildrng cnd itl localion, lenonl credrt quolrly ond lcoge lertfls. Tlrc inr.erlmenl properti€s ore revolued onnu<tlly bo3€d cl
ossessmonls by on rndependenl voluer hoving recpo! experience rn lhe locolion ond cotegrory of inveslrnenl properly bcing volued

Voluolions ore bosecJ on currcnl prlces in on oclive.no{tel for similor poparlias of lhe sonrc lscolion ond corldili$"l. subjecl lo sinrilor

leoror ond tcles rnlo consrderotion occuponcy rci€s cnd returns on inrestmenl.

Conli4grnt conddrrq tion

Conineenl considerolion i: volued ol eo<h repoctrng dot€ bosed on lhe drscounled coslr fiow opcrooch. J he valuofuon mcctel

congiders lhe ty'c5cnt voluc of lhe expcclacJ fulure poymenls. discounled usiog o rirk-ocijustcd ditcoirnt ro!e.

Refer lo nof e 13 for nrovemenlg in rnvoslment prorlerties for llrc currenl reporling pcrrod.

The l*vel 3 ossets orld liobiittes unobgcrvobla ir':pul! ond sensitivrly ore os fcllores:

Drccription Unobrorwt{o lnpuh

Rcttg
(retghlrdowogr)

3OJmr2O25

lnvollH{l t prcpor tf s

the perrod of erpecled rer':folgrowth beforo ternrina! yielcl is 7 y*ors.

A highcr ciiscou:'rl rcl{> or 1L}rt}tinoi yrelcl wrlt lesd lo a k:*'er forr voi*e- A lrigher groarlh rott'wil! leod lo o higher feirr volut. T hc drsco{Jnl

role is lhe r*csl :ignrficonl inpul i*lo fhc votr,rotron of i!]veitment properly ond lherefore rnosl sens!!r!€ lo chonges rn voluotion.

A 50 bosis porn, increosc rn drieourll role rvoutd resrrlt in o decreoi€ in llre fqir vslue of rnycslmen! propcrty u-y $158.O million onrl c
5O bosrs pornt de{r€or€ in digcounl role would result rn on rncrccge in lhe foi( volue of rnvesln'€,nl prr>perty by 3168.0 nrrllio*.

Lisl o{ ll'* icveslmenl properlies ond oddresses:

PrcprrlyNcmr Addllrr

(i) Drc:o*nl role
(n) Terminoly*kj

7.il lo 7.6* il31)
2.bx to 2 11 {2.21,\

Xorsdr Crly I iri{.l.li)
Dollcs lsri Vic'll: l{iJ.A!l)

flloll-e, Kon:os ( ity. Kmrc:. t.i5
fr<ins.J:cl. Daiiss. Ieros. US

itcrJtii tihnor. US

Co,rl{ngrecl ccrrts'dercl,or' selrsrfrvif;,: 'l he kobrlrly :s expecled lo be sel?led wrlhur }2 monlhs fron: lhe reporfing dole Aq o r'esuil. lhe

irnp*l ! of discoJnling is cons;.iered imficrt*rrol. on<J no o{ijl.ril*tr.,nl bos bcrlo r}:aj,e lc lhe fcrrr vr:llue.

2 ILAX2} l.lsrterey UScrd Log

6? An irdnrFrf tO23 I



Note 35. lnlerests in subsidiories

$lrrplo$ Grouo ilr g{ordonct: sith ?lrr. oc-.coirniing po[cifs eje:cribed in nol* 2:

Owlwrhipintrl.lrt
Princlpolplooof burinmr/ 3OJum2O25

Nomr ComlrY of hcorPorctlon l(

Subcldbde*of HMC DiCtol lnfrorfnxturr Llrnitcd:

i1*''1C [i.e'lal infros !rui?urc ll+}l.n:t Ftv LlrJ .Aurlroi,qr 1C0.0{rX

f il.1(- f..,g'' l*l infro: !r uc1rr,:' Pty I irJ A,rslror.: l*o cOx

tl"'tl. []il ConrJsr;y Fly I lil Arrlro'.: iuil 00?

lil-)i l'rnurre {amp:rny l'ty l.!<J Auslra s 'iL},].0il1

I i Dl Ar.:]r i:,r !rcr: {,::r':run r, lll)' i.t;J Au:lr o rr lOrJ.Cut

|J$r s.YDl !it)1la:d A:;:lr <t'': lOll.OOtc

tlilt 3Yi)l Ply {"rrnrleii Au:lri:'o 10c) or.l:i

t!i )l SYDl Prc*>arir' |ic I r'ic f)ti l rr'*rrr lir,*'lrn'l 10il f.r,.1tr

liOl SYOI Prcr,erty Ply Lrnr,letj A',.slro!c 1$O S*X

tlF)l irrqu irltc.r {qr:r9o*l'lio 2 Fiv i !": Ar.rslro ,r 106 Oflx

Bcx llc.i:lCo Fty t.!ci Aullro'c ro0.so?

Box FrnCc Pt'* l.lcf Ar:slrci.ir tstl.oot

rc*{:k f}ly Ltd Avrlro,* tfi0.oal

liLi{. R Aurlror,s l.tu. I t:\y Llii Ausito.c lCO.Ci'lX

Kl.)iR Auriro:'cr Tri.rci iil I .A';rlr o'.o x]0.Oilr

r:e+t. i:oc,hlrt's Fty I rd Au:lro'c lo3.o0x

t.li?tt Fly Lrd Ar':f r o'o los.oox

\b*: ll,l Flv Llci .Auslrc'l lG$.CtJl

Ye':t llt lltves!rr*xrl: F'ly Lid Au:llo'..r loc.c0?

\tsr *ii lnvr",inv.nl: llu:"! fiu-"lrtr:.1 loo o{)t

\cgrFrbre Pty [,ld A'slto l lco.o0iL

Subeldlodar of Hl'l€ Dldtol lnftollnrturo Trudr

11!'lfl f}..r,tcl ln{rostruriure USA. LLi, i it$l 'J5{;' l-lnrlei 5!c{*s of /inrcrrccr lL1c.*o:e

l! I'i{. D;grtol infro:1r*ctui r' Oi' i Jcldcc. l. LC' t.lnitr.i Siotel of Ar:ulrric IOO {iair

l'{l4f L}ctrloi infrc:lrvttlr"- OP. i. [:' Unitcd Slates o{ Ametrccr 100.o*a

lll'lC D;q'iis IJS t R!. Li,a Unr!*l Slsles of Arnerrco lDtJ.t!0t

l-lf.'lC Lr:to {enrer llo),JCs I. LIC UnrleJ Sloles of Amercu r00 fi01

llMC Dr:to {entar '1, I t-{- tinrlcJ Sl<-rter of /rnrelrc* '1G0.001

[1. $po!'1, L]c!,r it rtt.,r liru,,'.'r L.!i.. Unrle<J Stolt.s of iiror::irc lO"].0Ot

l{l''1il []:]c C*nter l{rli(.c s'. t : {-' tinrlsd Siclp: c'f hmerrrc i00.{Jrlt

lf F{(- b::fo { *n!er 2. l-1 {-. {-lrrrl*l Sicles c'f Arnerrcc lo{L.uilk

lil4',- b:!c Lenler tfoliii-o -{. LLI UrrrleJ Siglr: <r{ A:rretr,-tr tL'0.001

t.it'lc $r:o i.*nt*r 3. i-i-{- tinrled Sloler *f Anlr:rieo '100.c0x.

ttl-lC Slrotcap Loto C€rlir{ 5ot*rn. i.i.{, lJnr!e.d Slgtes ct lrmerrco 'i0*.001

iJT4C }?? i ll I LL UnrlcC St<r'les of irrnerrc* lG0.00r

Unrfpd Slclr.i o{ Ac;':rr.oilt.!C !::t*rEr i{rtJio l,:,L lO0.O0'ir,

i{r-':a Slrotc{:ri i78J !.-rtr.rrr. Ll i unrlcc stgl*:: {if r'{rur:rri{r tso.ooB

t DfKolnficrlnrtnf,Cll 75
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This data center may not b€ available

Accolding to our data. this data celilcr is turrcnl.ly litt€d as: Planned

Ortrcc{tcB ttSA Ctliforlit ttrAigcltJ

DigiCo Los Angeles LAX1
Digico lnfrastructure REIT

1977 Saturn St

91755 Monterey Park

California. USA

& vilit \'y'cb:irc

Overvlew Spccr Ecotyslem Location Rcquest Quotc

/ Sui&r f Caga! \/ PtlvNta Ceblmtr

I tMC Capitel iJ planrrirrg a ncw dala center in Los Angcles, California. on a 1S.8-acrc sile at 1977 Satunl Stnct in Montcrcy

Parl(. Thc projcct, known a5 thc 1977 Saturn Oeta Ccntcr, will irrvolve denrollshirrg cxisting ttr!cturcs to construct a 218.400-

sqoare.toot single-story facility \ith atr on-silc subrtntion. Tlrc ce,rtct is cxpcctcd lo htve 14 cme.gcncy dicscl engincs. cach

4MW for a tolal capacity of 56MW.

ConJtntction is schedulcd to bcghr irr Scptcmbcr 2025, with complelion aoticipatcd by August 2O27. The site was prcviously

oc(upicd by a two.story commcr(ial otftce building and a utility stru(turc. which hayc bccn vacant tince 2016. llMC acquircd

thc property in latc 2024 fo, $39 ntillion, along with an adjaccnt site al 1980 Saturo Strecl for $33.5 million.

tv€NTs

This data ccntcr hie tinrclinc evorts listcd. Typically evcflts are relelcd to M&A hisiory. rcbrandinB. (apecity cxpanJions clc.

Apr 2O25 - Stage Change

I IMC Capital plarrs rttw 56MW d;rh ccrrtc. irr Lc,s Arl&elcs

aI
e lbpbox 6 OperstRtdlap lmptovs ltis mp

* Slrortlist Ditts Ccillrl

5 Reeutit Quutt

DigiCo lnfrastructure REIT

$atJ Ccntc'r Opcralot it
OlFiCa L0s Ang*h'. l.AX 1

1977 Siltrlill 5t

Sitc Codc: LAXI
I l{ dd{tunrtclcd irr Syrltr-y, r*SW

I Det. Cc,nrers 13

I
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Inlr;islr riclurt:
RF IT

Diqi
Co"
Ilrlr l!tr ut:trire
iil il



Doto Centgr MoP 'i,,, .r:i ;i, r" 1 ,,. !.,t i {J Sign lnrr,i i ;l Ji

+

c $t''ittte$t
L

rr).

,s<r'

.,rt"
r.lr

(o)nir,'1;.1b+:i

This data center may not be avallable
According to our data. this data certler is currently listed as: Planned

Oeta Ccntc6 USA Calilsnia L6 AntclcJ

DigiCo Los Angeles LAX2
DigiCo lnlrastructure REIT

1980 Saturn St

91755 Monterey Pa*
California, USA

d' Visit wrb:irr

Overvlew Specs Ecorystem tocation Reguest Quote

r/ Sultes r/ Cages y Privatecablnets

LAX2 is located in Monterey Park. witlrin the western San Gabriel Valley region of Los Argeles Country and approxinntely 16

kilornetres lrom downtown Los Angeles. lt is located in an area with high connecLivity to global subsea cables and Silicon

Valley, which is home to hlgh growth companies in finarrce, media and entertainment and technology and telecommunications

sectors. The Southern Califonlia data centre market is supported by a diverse connectivity ecosystem lacilitating access to

domestic and international carriers as well as lT mana8ed service providers.

LAX2 is expected to commenc€ the pow€r allocatiort and development approval process in 2025.

aI

()

€ Mapbox@ OpenstreetMap lmprov€ this map

* Sirortlist Data Cente,

5 Requert Quote

DigiCo lnfrastructure REIT

Data Center Operator at

DieiCa Los Angeles tAX2
1980 Saturrt 5t

Site Cotle: LAXZ

lleadquartered in Sydrley, NSW

BDab C*nters 13
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Ir tlrilst ructurr.
I]EIT

Dioi
Co"
Ittfr;istrrir;tittt.
uF lt



To: Mayor and City Council
Date: 3-4-26

La-v(le-

Re: Agenda ltem 118: Urgency Ordinance Amending Ordinance No.2272 to extend Moratorium on
Data Centers for 10 months and 15 days

From: Carrie, Monterey Park resident

I am requesting that the Council consider making the foltowing amendments to the Urgency Ordinance to
extend the temporary moratorium. Many of the changes I am requesting are consistent with how
Ordinance No.2272was amended before itwas adopted.

1. [SAMEI Amend Section 2C to add tanguage consistent with Urgency Ordinance No, 2272

Staff's proposed [anguage is betow. Ptease add the underlined [anguage, which was inctuded in the
interim ordinance adopted on 1-21-26 (Ordinance No. 22721.

White the provisions of the devetopment agreement law (Government Code SS 65864-
65869.5) make it ptain that any decision regarding data centers within Saturn Park are
comptetety discretionary for the City Councit, additionat regutations governing data center
provide certainty to the pubtic and private property owners regarding the City's overat[
expectations for devetoping such [and uses. Such regutations were first considered by the
City Council on November 6, 2024 and should be reexamined to protect public heatth,
safeV, and welfare. The Gity requires additional time to study which regulations are in the
pubtic interest.

2, [NEW] Amend Section 3 to add additionat bases that CEQA does not appty and to request that
staff file a Notice of Exemption

SECTION 3: Environmenta{Assessment. Adopting the draft Urgency Ordinance is exempt from
further environmentaI review under the California EnvironmentaI Quatity Act (Catifornia Pubtic
Resources Code SS 21000, ef seq., "CEQA') and CEQA Guidelines (14 Catifornia Code of
Regutations SS 1 5000, et seg.) because it estabtishes temporary rutes and procedures for minor
atterations in [and use. The Urgency Ordinance, therefore, is categoricatty exempt from f urther
CEQA review under CEQA Guidetines S 15305. Further, the adoption of the Urgency Ordinance is
atso exempt from review under CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidetines S 15061 (bX3) because the
Ordinance is for generaI poticies and procedure-making. This Ordinance does not authorize any
new devetopment entittements. Any proposed project that witt utitize the changes set forth in this
Ordinance is subject to environmentaI review as part of the entittement review of the project. The
Ordinance witt not adversety impact the environment and is therefore exempt f rom the provisions
of CEQA. Lasttv. this Ordinance is exempt from CEQA under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15307 and
15308 because it is adopted to protect naturaI resources and the environment by preventing
potentiaI environmentaI impacts associated with new data center uses, inctuding impacts upon
energy use, noise, and air quatity, white the City studies what regulations are appropriate, and it
does not authorize any physicat devetopment.

Staff shoutd atso be directed to fite a Notice of Exemption with the County Cterk in order to reduce the
statute of timitations to raise a CEQA chattenge f rom 180 days to 35 days.

c
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3. ISAME] Amend end of Section 4G to detete requiring preparation of an EIR

As I discussed at lhe 1-21-26 Counci[ meeting, it is contrary to the purposes of a moratorium to ptace a

pause on the processing of pending data center applications, and the accepting of new data center
apptications, white simuttaneousty directing the City Manager to require that any appticant with a

pending data center apptication prepare an ElR. Ptease detete that portion of Section 4C as indicated
betow.

c.

4. [NEW] Amend Section 4E regardingwhat Gity Mgr. and CityAttyare being asked to do

Section 4E of the draft Ordinance appears to have been amended from the language used in Ordinance
No.2272 because it is unctear what the Councit witt direct staff to do today via Agenda ltem 1 2A. lnstead
of the [anguage currentty proposed, I am suggesting the underlined tanguage betow.

The City Manager and City Attorney are directed to consider and study what regutations
regarding data centers are necessary in Saturn Park as wetl as CiVwide to protect the
public interest, health, safety, and wetfare

ffi. Noticing for a pubtic hearing to consider adopting such proposed regulations shoutd
occur in accordance with appticabte tawforthwith to ensure timety pubtic input regarding
such regutations and provide certainty to private property owners contemplating data
center devetopments within Saturn Park or etsewhere in the City regarding the City's
expectations and regutation of such [and uses.

E
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File Number: 89AF-371 1 75

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

City Council
City of Monterey Park
320 W. Newmark Avenue
Monterey Park, CA 91754
Email: c/o City Clerk,
M PClerk@montereypark. ca. gov

Re: Data Center Moratorium and Ballot oosition - Aoenda ltems 't1.8 & 12.4

Dear City Council Members:

We represent HMC StratCap 1977 Saturn, LLC ("Applicant") regarding its data center
project ("Project") located a|1977 Saturn Street ("Project Site") in the City of Monterey Park
("City';. We reviewed the City's agenda package for the March 4,2026 hearing. As expected,

the City continues its attack on the Project while claiming that its actions are not targeted at the
Applicant. The administrative record proves othenruise.

ln addition, our discussion below further demonstrates that the City is unlawfully
scheming to kill the Project while trying to simultaneously cloak its moves with claims of
legislative immunity and ultimately shifting decision-making about the Project to the ballot to

avbiO titigation risks. The City's staff reports, draft resolutions and ordinances, and even the
proposed proposition, are clearly biased, lack impartiality, and are riddled with false statements.

All of this is simply pretext for denial of the Project one way or another. The Council's proposed

actions exacerbate the City's litigation risks.

ln any case, our request of the City Council is: (1) do not extend the data center
moratorium; and (2) do not proceed with a ballot proposition, for June 2026, to ban data centers

citywide. We object to both proposed actions. Proceeding with these actions is not supported

by evidence or law.

t. There is No Leoitimate Evidence or Purnose to Extend the ratorium-

Item 1 1 .B on the City's March 4,2026 agenda proposes to amend, and extend, existing

Urgency Ordinance No. 2272 until January 21, 2027 . This is yet another biased City tactic to

deiay and undercut the Project into an eventual denial. As you know, the City has previously

found that the Project did not result in significant impacts on the environment and therefore does

not pose a threat to the public health, safety or welfare. ln addition, the City has not provided

Shepperd, Mullin, Richter & Hampton LLP
650 Town Center Drive, 10th Floor
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
T: +1.714.513.5100 | F: +1.714.513.5130 sheppad.com
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any evidence to support its claim that data centers - proposed in the City - threaten public
health. Moreover, the City has not provided evidence of any significant change in conditions or
circumstances, related to the Project specifically, or data centers generally, that warrants
extending the moratorium. ln fact, the only thing that has changed between November 19,2025
(i.e., when the City found that the only data center proposed in the City would not have an
impact on the environment) and now is that a group of opposition activists have threatened the
political future of the City Councilmembers. That occurrence triggered the City's reversal of its
prior evidence-based position on the Project. Now, the City has built a glasshouse of
ordinances, ballot propositions, and sham findings that reverse the City's prior findings in
California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") documents, and planning department
determinations based on the municipal code, that demonstrated a moratorium is not warranted.
Plainly speaking, and as demonstrated in the record, this was done for the sole and specific
purpose of defeating the Project. The City's claims otherwise are hollow - and its leadership
knows that fact is true.

Furthermore, we point out that the litigation risk here is real regardless of the City's claim
of "legislative immunity." Legislative power is not fully unfettered nor immune from the law.
While normally courts may choose not to inquire into legislative motive, legislative purpose is a
factor to be considered in determining whether a City's land use actions are invalid as
discriminatory. The principle limiting judicial inquiry into the legislative body's police power
objectives does not bar scrutiny of discrimination against a particular parcel of property. The
law provides that a city cannot unfairly discriminate against a particular parcel of land, and the
courts may properly inquire as to whether the scheme implemented by the City here has been
applied fairly and impartially. Be honest with yourselves - you know the web spun here is not
impartial. The record is chock full of examples of discriminatory purpose. We intend to expose
that point widely if the City continues forcing the Applicant to litigate this matter.

The proposed ordinance amending Ordinance No.2272 is merely one example of the
deceit and discrimination against the Project. Below are more specific examples of how the
City's proposed moratorium extension is discriminatory. To start with, the City Attorney is trying
to cover his tracks by amending the moratorium from applying only to Saturn Park (which clearly
targeted the Project Site at 1977 Saturn Street) to now applying citywide . . . even though there
are no other data centers being proposed or considered within the City. Next, the City
continues claiming (in Section 2.C) that "any decision regarding data centers within Saturn Park
are completely discretionary for the City Council." That statement is not true and is meant to
cloud the truth that the decision to approve a data center in Saturn Park involves both legislative
actions and quasi-judicial actions, which further curtailthe City Council's discretion. Here, the
City Council is abusing its discretion on both fronts. Also, the City's fake finding (in Section 2.D)
that the moratorium extension is necessary "to prevent frustration of these studies and the
implementation of new regulations ffor data centersl . . . requires enactment of this Ordinance"
is nonsense. The City is rushing a ballot proposition forward concurrently with the proposed
moratorium extension. lf passed, that proposition would preclude the City from developing data
centers, let alone data center regulations. So, in essence, the moratorium has locked the
Applicant in place (even prohibiting the processing of its application) while the City escalates its
attack with a ballot proposition. The City's findings are a fagade meant to appear legitimate, but
are so clearly not. Likewise, the City's baseless finding (in Section 2.E and 4.C) that the
moratorium is necessary to protect the City from the energy, noise, air quality, and aesthetics
impacts of a data center lack merit and supporting evidence. The City produced a detailed
CEQA document that proves otherwise. ln contrast to that scientific and project-specific
evidence, the best evidence (included in its staff reports) the City can seem to muster for the
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moratorium is rehashed press articles about data centers in Virginia and Texas, which are wildly
inapplicable compared to the design, size, technology, and operational characteristics of the
Project in the City. Wholly inaccurate evidence is not substantial evidence.

Likewise, the City's claims about the duration of the moratorium lack important context

for several reasons. One, this is the second time the City imposed a moratorium on data

centers in the City. As the record shows, and our prior letters demonstrate, the City first
imposed a moratorium on the Project in June 2024. fhat moratorium was clearly designed to
pressure the Applicant into negotiations with the City about entitlements and exactions for the
City's benefit. Miraculously (or more accurately, consequently), once the City extracted its
desired position from the Applicant, the City terminated the moratorium, and continued
processing the Project. Now, approximately 18 months later, the City is yet again using virtually
the same moratorium to stop processing the Project, and ultimately kill it with a ballot
proposition. Accordingly, the City's claims (in Section 2.G and Section 4) that the moratorium(s)

are "short duration" and "will not in any way deprive any persons of rights granted by state or
federal laws" are flatly false. The City's repeated use of moratoriums to initially stall the
Applicant's administrative process, and then to halt the process completely (until JanuarV 2027)
while the City introduces a Project-killing ballot proposition (for a June 2026 vote), are a clear
pattern of targeted discrimination and abuse of power. The City's actions and regulation have:
(a) undermined the Applicant's distinct investment-backed expectations; (b) imposed harsh

economic effects on the landowner; and (c) are laced with ill-willed character of government
action, which collectively ripens this situation into a takings claim.

We incorporate all prior arguments and evidence in the record regarding the
unlawfulness of the moratoriums. For the reasons therein and above, we request that the City

Council not extend the existing moratorium.

ll. The Citv's Proposed Ballot Proposition is Preiudiced and Not lmpartial.

The City's proposed data center measure is facially, and unlawfully, prejudiced against

data centers. The Elections Code requires the statement of the measure to be a true and
impartial synopsis of the purpose of the proposed measure, and it shall be in language that is
neither argumentative nor likely to create prejudice for or against the measure.

Here, just as it has done throughout the administrative process for the Project, the City is
setting up the ballot proposition with bias. The proposition is impermissibly partisan. We expect
the City Attorney's forthcoming "impartial analysis" of the proposition to be equally misleading
and biased in favor of prohibiting data centers. Specifically, the proposition (captioned

"Community Act Prohibiting Data Centers") states that "[s]hallthe ordinance amending the City

of Monterey Park General Plan to prohibit data centers citywide to protect air quality, drinking
water resources, and public health; prevent impacts to electricity and water rates; with the
prohibition of data centers continuing until ended by the voters, be adopted?" The proposition is
written in a manner that would greatly prejudice voters in favor of the measure, and it presents

the classic Hobson's choice of: either protecting resources, health, and utility rates; or permitting

data centers. That intentional paradox is deceitful by the City, and unlavrrful and untrue for
several reasons.

To start with, the language signals to voters the City Council's view of how they should
vote (i.e., to "prohibit" data centers), and it casts an unfavorable light upon data centers by

coupling data centers with lightning rod issues such as environmental impacts, utility rates, and
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public health; and all of that is against the backdrop of the City's own administrative record that
demonstrates the data center proposed in the City has none of those impacts. Accordingly, the
proposition disparages data centers and favors the City's particular partisan position to deny the
Project and prohibit all data centers.

ln addition, the text of the ballot question contains a more extensive flaw rendering it
inconsistent with the applicable Elections Code provisions. The central phrasing of the ballot
question (including the operative words " . . . to prohibit data centers citywide to protect . . ") pits
data centers against other issues voters may care about even though the City has not provided
evidence of the causal relationship between the data center and the lightning rod issues weaved
into the narrative of the proposition. ln other words, the proposition promotes the prohibition of
data centers by implying that voters must approve the measure (and thereby prohibit data
centers) if they want to protect air quality, drinking water resources, public health and utility
rates. The City's biased and untrue construction of the ballot proposition is a sufficiently
egregious deviation from the prescribed form that falls outside the limits of substantial
compliance. Courts have blocked similarly crafted propositions. Therefore, on its face, and
especially when viewed within the context of the City's other biased actions, the proposed ballot
proposition is unlawful.

Technically speaking, the City's administrative record contains detailed quantitative
evidence that proves the Project does not significantly impact the environment. For example,
the lnitial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration ("lS/MND") and its related expert technical
reports conclude that: (1) neither construction nor operation of the Project would result in
exceedances of air quality standards; (2) the water demand of the Project is less than office
uses on the Project Site, and the Project was designed with highly-efficient water-saving
technology; (3) there were no other identified public health effects of the Project, and in fact, in
many instances the data center use would be less impactfulthan other land uses; and (4) there
is no evidence in the record that the Project would adversely impact electricity or water rates.
lnstead, the electricity provider (Southern California Edison) concluded that it could service the
Project with existing energy resources and all infrastructure costs associated with the Project
would be paid for by the Applicant. Not only is the City's phrasing of the proposition flawed, but
the technical merit of the claims within the proposition are flatly false. Therefore, the City's
claim that this action reasonably relates to regionalwelfare in not supportable, and hence it
cannot be assumed that a land use ordinance can never be invalidated as an enactment in
excess of the police power.

Furthermore, express evidence in the record thus far (which would be supplemented by
evidence discovered during the course of litigation) will demonstrate that the City's ballot
proposition is directed at the Applicant's development and that its specific purpose was to
prevent the Project. That is prohibited by law. As one simple example, aligning with additional
case law on this issue, the City only months earlier duly enacted an ordinance to expressly
permit data centers in Saturn Park and on the Project Site consistent with the applicable general
plan land use designation (lnnovation/Technology) and municipal code zoning (Saturn Park
lnnovation/Technology Zone) for the express purpose of permitting the Project. Now, the City
Council has later attempted, without any significant change in circumstances and without
considering appropriate planning criteria, to effectively rezone the Project Site (via the ballot
proposition) for the purpose of defeating the Project. We trust that a court would, consistent
with legal precedent, find that type of subsequent rezoning invalid as arbitrary and
discriminatory.
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Finally, we reserve all rights to challenge the City's actions related to the ballot
proposition on all applicable legalgrounds.

lll. The Citv's Proposed Data Genter Ban is lnconsistent with its Support of Proposed
State Laws.

As a related matter, the City is expressing its support for California Legislature bills
addressing data center regulations. We recognize that data center regulations are evolving at

the State level. However, to our knowledge none of those State bills propose banning data
centers. Thus, the City's actions here are not aligned with State law and are instead aligned
with a discriminatory abuse of power targeted to kill the Project and reach far beyond smart
legislative actions related to data center regulations generally. Below are select examples that
prove this point.

First, proposed Assembly Bill 1577 requires primarily, among other things, monthly
reporting by data center owners of power usage effectiveness ("PUE"), water usage
effectiveness, and fuel consumption. This bill does not propose a data center ban. And, as we
have pointed out in prior letters, and as is evidenced in the lS/MND, the Project is a state-of-the
art data center with a highly effective PUE, extremely efficient water use, and minimal use of
onsite fuels. Thus, the Project is aligned with the intent of AB 1577.

Second, proposed Senate Bill 886 is geared primarily towards ratepayer protections and

establishes criteria for large load customers (which is defined as customers with peak demand
of at least 75 megawatts) to bear responsibility for transmission facility upgrades triggered by a
facility interconnection. This billdoes not propose a data center ban. The Project is only
approximately 49 megawatts and therefore would not be subject to this law because the Project
is too small. Moreover, the Applicant has already negotiated with Southern California Edison to
pay for the construction of transmission facilities needed for the Project. Thus, the Project is
aligned with the intent of SB 866.

Third, proposed Senate Bill 887 would specify that data centers are not ministerial
projects exempt from CEQA and would allow data centers (that require at least 50 megawatts
for peak load) to qualify as environmental leadership development projects for purposes of
CEQA streamlining. This bill does not propose a data center ban. Here, the Project was not
processed ministerially and did not seek an exemption from CEQA, and again, the Project is too
small (49 megawatts) for SB 887 to apply. More telling, SB 887 recognizes the importance of
data centers in California's economy, proclaiming "[a]s the nation's technology, innovation and

environmental leader, it is criticalthat the Legislature develop standards to encourage
technology development while protecting California residents . . .". That is a balanced
legislative approach recognizing the importance of data centers and environmental regulation.
ln stark contrast, the City's flat-out ban of data centers - even relatively small data centers such
as the Project - is a draconian political reaction to misinformation fed to the public (and elected
officials) by a group of agitators. To be clear, we recognize and appreciate the legitimate
residents of the City who have expressed concern. That is why the Applicant was willing to
further evaluate the Project and further demonstrate its merits. Nonetheless, the City's actions
here are not aligned with proposed State law.

Fourth, proposed Senate Bill 978 would primarily establish special rate structures for
large-scale energy users for facilities with operational requirements of at least 75 megawatts
and would require data centers to pay upfront costs for transmission capacity, use clean back-
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up generation, and employ a living wage workforce. This bill does not propose a data center
ban. Here, again, the Project is too small (49 megawatts) for SB 978 to apply. Moreover, the
Project would pay for upfront transmission facility cost, could establish cleaner back-up energy,
and has already committed to labor agreements. Accordingly, even though SB 978 would not
apply, the Project is aligned with its intent.

Overall, these examples demonstrate a clear point - the City is overreaching with its
proposed data center ban.

lV. Conclusion

For all of these reasons, we urge the City Council to reject any extension of the
moratorium and to decline to proceed with the proposed June 2026 ballot measure. As we have
established, the City's current course is unsupported by substantial evidence, inconsistent with
the City's prior CEQA and land use determinations, and reflects a targeted and discriminatory
effort to frustrate and ultimately defeat a single pending project - thereby materially increasing
the City's exposure to legal risk. lf the City nonetheless moves forward, the Applicant will take
all steps necessary to protect its rights and to challenge the City's conduct on all available
grounds.

Sincerely,

i#'z-
James E. Pugh
foT SHEPPARD, MULLIN, RICHTER & HAMPTON I-I-p

SMRH:4936-9769-81 95.2

cc:
lnez Alvarez, City Manager, ialvarez@monterevpark.ca.qov
Timothy Hou, Director of Community Development, thou@monterevpark. ca.oov
Karl Berger, City Attorney, kberqer@bwslaw. com
Kent R. Raygor, Sheppard
Rockard J. Delgadillo, Sheppard
Bryan Marsh, HMC/StratCap
Chris Flynn, HMC/StratCap
Scott Rynders, The Rynders Corporation
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