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Teresa Takaoka

From: Jon Spain <jkspain@rpvcal.net>

Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2018 12:51 PM

To: Teresa Takaoka

Cc: Jon Spain

Subject: Questions for PBLC Consultant
Attachments: QuestionsForPBLC Consultant-JSpain.docx
Hi Teri,

Please see attached Word File. These are my personal questions and do not reflect any official “input” from IMAC. You
should receive the official IMAC letter on or about February 12,

Thanks,

Jjon



Questions for Daniel B. Stephens & Assoc.

1. What is probability of significant and sudden land movement that can compromise
infrastructure (e.g. PVDS and the LA County sanitary sewer line). Itis desired this analysis be as
quantitative as possible to enable city staff to perform a cost benefit analysis of mitigations of
this risk.

2. Other than sudden land movement, are there other risks that could occur rapidly and present a
health or safety hazard to residents. For example, a sudden opening of a fissure that could trap
a person or a vehicle. If possible, please quantitatively assess the probability of the risk
occurring.

Jon Spain
RPV Resident
7335 Via Lorado
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Teresa Takaoka

From: SUNSHINE <sunshinerpv@aol.com>
Sent: Saturday, January 27, 2018 12:02 PM
To: tbray@scng.com

Cc: CC; dennisggardner@me.com
Subject: PB Landslide Letter to the Editor

Hey Tom Bray,

| am laughing, choking and crying all at the same time. “Fake News” has hit a new, local, high or low
depending on which side you are on. Valerie Osier appears to be on the side of “the sky is falling” as
though a new scandal would sell more papers. Oh, weren’t you the one who told me that Ed Pilolla is
no longer with The News? Well, he is listed on the Editorial Page as Editor-in-Chief in today’s
(January 25, 2018) PENINSULA NEWS. May | suggest that you employ a “Fact Checker”.

I can email this to more people who care than there are people who read the occasional Letters to the
Editor in the PV News. But, | just can't resist the urge to reach out and touch someone. Since you no
longer put the parameters for letters to the Editor on your Editorial Page, I'll just keep it short. ...S

To The Editor:

Efforts by the City of Rancho Palos Verdes to control the Portuguese Bend Landslide Complex should
not be taken lightly nor be inflated to panic mode. Most of it (if any) does not move at 8 feet per year.

The last major work was effective for several years even though the water drainage designs were under-
engineered. We know better, now.

The habitat grew back better than ever. One should not call that “irreversible”. I’ll bet you quoted
Barbara Ailor not a Barbara Abel.

The photo is of Palos Verdes Drive South, not Paseo Del Mar.
SUNSHINE 310-377-8761
6 Limetree Lane

Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275

Following is a photo taken by the late Lyman Riley. It is of the "new" PV Drive South looking west
from just inside the eastern edge of the Portuguese Bend Landslide. Notice the existing road along
the left side. The new road has moved to essentially where the old road was then.






SEPARATOR PAGE
(Intentionally Left Blank)









Hello Sunshine,

Feel free to send your comments to me.

Deborah Cullen
Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 29, 2017, at 4:14 PM, SUNSHINE <sunshinerpv@aol.com> wrote:
Dear Ms. Cullen,

Happy New Year. Apparently you are the one who has been assigned the task of
making sense of the exercise called the Draft Portuguese Bend Feasibility Study. While
| totally support the City's interest in managing the PB Landflow, as an active landslide
resident for 40 years and an objector of the goal of "sustainable development”, | have to
ask... To whom should | send my input about typo's, graphic inaccuracies,
redundancies, historical inaccuracies, missing community input and other relevant data?

Preparing a grant application is an expensive endeavor. You have access to the
bookkeeping/accounting for all of the City's previous grant opportunity inspired
projects. | would like to see this one turn out as a legitimate benefit to the community.

Keeping with the advice of asking Staff only one question per email, | repeat... To
whom should | send my input?

SUNSHINE 310-377-8761

In a message dated 12/22/2017 2:47:34 PM Pacific Standard Time, listserv@civicplus.com
writes:

View this in your browser

Click the following link to view the 2017 DRAFT Portuguese Bend Feasibility Study.

If you have any questions please contact Deborah Cullen, Director of Finance at 310 544-
5278<Embedded1514564038502.png> or Dcullen@rpvca.gov.

EE SR I S S I I I A A S S S S A A I R

This message is been sent by the City of Rancho Palos Verdes as part of a "Notify Me" Listserve
category you are signed up for. Please do not press "reply" when responding to this message, it is an
unmonitored email address. You can make changes to your subscription by

visiting http://www.rpvca.gov/list.aspx.

You are receiving this message because you are subscribed to Breaking News on
www.rpvca.gov. To unsubscribe, click the following link:
Unsubscribe










Council action. I have been told that I am the only person who would look at a large scale, color, General Plan
Land Use Map if it was hanging in the City Hall Lobby. A currently accurate Land Use Map is not available on
the City's web site. If that is the case and if the State of California does not enforce their unfunded mandate that
the City have such a document, why don't we just leave our award winning, existing one as it is?

Seriously, we may be stuck with the City's 50 year deal with the PVPLC. However, there is no reason why "we
the people" here in RPV should have to watch our elected representatives get manipulated. The tide turned
when Jim Knight did not get reelected. The tide turned when President Trump got elected. On a local level, we
need to get Staff out of the ICLEI cult. The NCCP does not need to be "typo-proofed" to be approved by the
State Agencies. The tide has turned there, too. The RPV version needs to be repealed so that at least the
PVPLC can be put back into "Pandora's Box".

I was simply a trails connection advocate and an agriculture advocate until I found out that my community
property rights and my private property rights were to be done away with at a higher level. It is up to three
Members of the RPV City Council to recover what we have lost in this community. Or, at least put a stop

to... ...S

ok ok

Subject: Report on RPYV Trails Network Plan (TNP) kick-off workshop
Date: 6/27/2014 11:09:20 A.M. Pacific Daylight Time
From: mﬁunshineRPV([D,aol‘com

To: carolynn@rpv.com
BCC:jeanlongacre@aol.com, momofyago@gmail.com, leneebilski@hotmail.com, troy@eworld-media.com, j1000@cox.net, radlsmith@cox.net

iduhovic@hotmail.com

Report on RPV Trails Network Plan (TNP) kick-off workshop
Hi Carolynn,

Here are my impressions from the first of possibly at least six workshops. Please correct me if I make any
incorrect statements. What I would really like is for you to redirect Ara’s task assignment so that the citizens of
RPV, our City Council and Staff end up with a usable advisory tool, a guide for implementing and funding trails
and a device to achieve a consistent course of action in developing an integrated network of trails.

For starters, the attendees were provided with copies of the Introduction to the RPV Conceptual Trails Plan
(CTP). They were not provided with the Introduction to the RPV Trails Network Plan (TNP). See page 2 of
the TNP. That is where I got the above list of objectives. See the problem?

Staff has access to a Trail Standards Study, the Circulation Element of the RPV General Plan, the Trails

Network Plan, the Conceptual Trails Plan, the Conceptual Bikeways Plan, a complete draft update of section 2

of the City’s trails per the Task Force’s request for policy directions, the California Coastal Conservancy’s

report to the California Legislature about the ideal California Coastal Trail, the brochure on the ideal Palos

Verdes Loop Trail, the RPV Coastal Vision Plan, LA County property ownership records, PV Nature Preserve

Trails Plans, a complete draft update of section 1 of the California Coastal Trail per the Task Force’s request for
2



policy directions and the final version of the Western States Trail Foundation’s TRAIL DEVELOPMENT /
MAINTENANCE CRITERIA of July 4, 2012. When asked why all of these documents have not been pulled
together into one document (the TNP), Ara replied something like... well, they haven’t been and that is what
we are working on, now.

I beg to differ. Public workshops will only serve to pit neighbor against neighbor about the localized “merits”
of specific trail connections. The update of the 1990 version of the CTP (Parks Dept.) into the 1993 version of
the CTP (Planning Dept.) accomplished two things. A critical easement on Spoke #7 of the Peninsula Wheel
Trails Network was vacated and the emphasis on trail connectivity objectives was changed to trail user
restrictions enforcement. All I foresee with this TNP “update” is more of the same.

It rather sounds like the City Council’s unanimous vote to preserve/restore agriculture in RPV. Staff is either
not funded, not inspired or directed by a higher power to let agriculture and trails “fade away”. One of the
primary methodologies of those who would like to rule the word is to keep local special interests fighting
among themselves while actions are taken to support the more global goal.

Maintaining an updated RPV General Plan, Coastal Specific Plan, Parks Master Plan and Trails Network Plan
should be Staff’s #1 priority. After all, in the interest of the citizen’s health, safety and welfare, Staff should be
looking to the City Council’s directive’s first. And, then their “oversight”.

Carolynn, I beg of you. Task somebody with updating the graphic of the City’s Land Use Map according to all
of the City Council approved property purchases and land use amendments before the “public” is asked to
comment on the proposed “changes”. Task somebody with amending the Coastal Specific Plan so that it
includes a specific definition of what a “viewing station” is that an applicant’s Architect can understand. Task
somebody to do the research and add all of the City’s acquired properties to the list in the Parks Master Plan.
Task somebody to do the research and add all of the City’s acquired easements to the list in the Trails Network
Plan. Task somebody with proposing a City wide trails signage program before another dime is spent on
signage in the PV Preserve.

To put it bluntly, the public is not in a position to comment on proposed changes as long as nobody knows what
we have, now. Remember that list you made of CATEGORY I trails and provided to Larry Still? Remember
that map of which trails were which CATEGORY that the City Manager asked the Task Force for? WHERE
ARE THEY?

As Fiscal Year 2013-2014 comes to a close, a lot of trail maintenance has not been done. A lot of CUP
conditions are not being enforced. What Staff doesn’t know hurts the rest of us. For a few months more, you
are in charge.

Seriously, sitting on committees has not accomplished anything. What can I do to help save RPV from ICLEI?
S
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Teresa Takaoka

From: SUNSHINE <sunshinerpv@aol.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 01, 2018 12:46 PM

To: Deborah Cullen; Ara Mihranian

Cc: CG; Elias Sassoon

Subject: Landslide Feasibility Study Comment No. 3
Hi Deborah,

Notice the CTP draft update language at the end. If nothing else, the design to restore this primary
circulation corridor should be included in the RFP. ...SUNSHINE 310-377-8761

Trails Network Plan Update

Hi Ara,

Trump National’s proposed changes in Tract 50666 appear to be the perfect opportunity to figure out
what it is going to take to integrate the TRAILS DEVELOPMENT / MAINTENANCE CRITERIA of July
4, 2012 into the TNP update. There are both existing trails and designed “conceptual” trails.
Somebody “in house” should have the expertise to identify which TYPE each one is.

There are two sides to that. Only the trail tread width is identified on their Public Amenities Plan. The
width and height of the trail prism needs to be assigned by TYPE for new construction and for
maintenance purposes. The other thing is the average grade of the trail and how long are the steep
places. That needs to be from each end of an assigned trail name.

All of these trails are or will become Category |. The TNP does not now address the Code
Enforcement issues as in when a third party is responsible for trail maintenance. It is really nice that
Trump repaired the Sunset Trail. But, that begs the questions... Was it restored to a specific
criteria? And, how long was it closed?

The TRAILS DEVELOPMENT / MAINTENANCE CRITERIA of July 4, 2012 is all about the future.
What may volunteers do? Trail repairs should be more specific than... “Whatever the Fire
Department wants.” Foliage should be kept trimmed back to outside the prism for line of sight and
other anti user conflict reasons. PVPLC should not be able to allow designated trails to become
overgrown and then call the corridor “untouchable precious habitat”.

The exercise of backing into Trump’s Public Amenities Plan should be a big help for designing the
ideal trails network in the PB Landslide RFP.

We have lots of “chickens and eggs”. Everyone is telling me to talk with you.



My question is... Who has been assigned the task of assigning the trail TYPE to each of our
Category | trails?

...S 310-377-8761

PS: Following is a sample of what the Task Force’s Open Space Subcommittee wrote in their
recommended format for the CTP. You have all 20 pages, right?

| have modified this to accommodate the change recommended by the PUMP Committee. See the
Badlands Segment map in the 1993 Conceptual Trails Plan.

S3A11 The Badlands Segment of the Palos Verdes Loop Trail

Route: This point-to-point trail segment begins at the parcel boundary near Portuguese Canyon
(GPS S3A11-1+) where it must connect with the Crenshaw Segment (S3A10) and extends eastward
and south to restore the Crenshaw Extension across the “Sandbox” area and north on the “Mexican
Village” access road to Klondike Canyon where it must connect with the Klondike Segment (S3A12)
(GPS S3A11-9+).

Status: Category lll

Development/Maintenance Criteria: TYPE 3.

Access: This trail segment does not intersect with any public street. However, it goes through the
proposed Gateway Park area which could be improved as a trailhead with access from PV
Drive South

Objectives: As a segment of the Palos Verdes Loop Trail, this trail is the primary,
unpaved connection between Upper Point Vicente Park and the Ladera Linda

Community Center.
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Teresa Takaoka

From: SUNSHINE <sunshinerpv@aol.com>

Sent: Friday, February 02, 2018 2:17 PM

To: CC; Deborah Cullen; Doug Willmore; Elias Sassoon; Ara Mihranian; Cory Linder

Cc: kelvin@vanderlip.org; Robert Nelson <nelsongang@aol.com>; Idb910@juno.com;
smhvaleri@cox.net; ken.delong@verison.net; andre@ruggerimarble.com

Subject: PB Landslide Feasibility Study Comment No. 4

MEMO From SUNSHINE
TO: RPV City Council, City Manager and interested parties
RE: Priorities for the Draft Portuguese Bend Landslide Feasibility Study

| am under the impression that comments submitted to Staff are simply being forwarded to the
Consultant. | have noticed that my comments relate more to the potential parameters than those
previously given to the Consultant as a result of the workshops which are essentially the same as
what Staff proposed at the first workshop.

Following are two photos of the previous work to preserve Palos Verdes Drive South and control the
land movement. | submit them in support of the fact that any work will not endanger the “habitat”.

This RFP and grant application should represent the best possible, permanent, engineered solutions
for the General Plan update, the Clean Watershed Plan, emergency access, recreational trails
network and Landflow control. Reseeding the vegetation should be even better this time because we
now have a better understanding (and seed collection) of what can/should be a “native” habitat.

My plea is that you not compromise on any of the best possible, coordinated designs in favor of not
impacting the existing habitat. As in, “mitigation measures” will reduce the effectiveness of the end
product. The PVP Land Conservancy has rewritten their Mission Statement. The City of Rancho
Palos Verdes has not.

This really is our “second in a lifetime” chance to get it done, right. No more substandard sewers. No
more substandard catch basins. No more substandard storm drains. No more substandard trails and
trail routes. No more substandard erosion control. Get the ideal design for everything and then
take a very close look at phasing and other ways to reduce the funding complications.

Scroll on down past the photos to see an old letter to the Editor. It was not meant to be funny.
Following that is an even older one. Both were written from my point of view as a horse owner, a
resident of the active landslide and as a supporter of the PVP Land Conservancy’s original mission.












July 27, 2007
TO THE EDITOR:

This is in response to a most incredible letter you published (July 26, 2007) about the roadway repairs on Palos
Verdes Drive South. How can anyone have lived in Rancho Palos Verdes, read the PVP News, used this road
for 30 years and not know about the oldest, continuously moving landslide in the United States (if not the

world)?

The City Council, personally, should pay to install a first class bridge? That is physically and fiscally absurd.
Anyone who doesn't appreciate the heroic job that the City is doing to just keep this mile of roadway "passable
for MTA buses" needs to make themselves "tired" by driving from Halfway Point to Long Point via the other

three Palos Verdes Drive's. It is a public roadway. However, there is no law that says you have to use it.

This is the good ol' US of A. Will and Mary Ann Felando have the right to express their opinions even if they
sound like Communists, Fascists, Socialists and/or just plain selfish people. The rest of us "stupid taxpayers"
have the right to hope that caring people will continue to step up and run for public office despite this sort of

gratuitous abuse.

SUNSHINE

6 LIMETREE LANE

RANCHO PALOS VERDES, CA 90275

1-310-377-8761

Sunshine
6 Limetree Lane
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-5909
(310) 377-8761

SunshineRPV@aol.com

June 6, 2003



TO THE EDITOR:

If one starts counting when humans from Europe first arrived on “Our Hill”, then there are at least
eight non indigenous critters and thousands of non indigenous plants living here with us and mostly
roaming at will. The critters are red foxes, peafowl, green parrots, cats, dogs, horses, tree rats and
gray squirrels. | am counting the hawks, owls, snakes, insects, skunks, gophers, coyotes, field mice,
ground squirrels, opossums and gray foxes as indigenous. Each resident seems to have reason to
love or hate each of them.

Anyone who moved here expecting to cocoon in a safe, private, quiet enclave with fresh air and
beautiful vistas has never lived in a semi rural environment. The Palos Verdes Peninsula may be
paradise when compared with most other places, but it is not without having to deal with the
neighbors.

Each of our four cities’ governing bodies has dealt with their constituents’ opinions about
neighborliness in differing ways. Of the eight critters, the only one that can be legislated out is the
horses. The rest involve trapping and or killing. (Note that swine already have been legislated out
and cattle, sheep, goats, chickens, geese etc are eliminated when anyone complains.)

While the peafowl are being hotly debated in Palos Verdes Estates, the horses are being legislated
out of Rancho Palos Verdes and the gray/fox squirrel population is exploding everywhere (less one
on Grayslake). In some areas, the raven population is getting pretty nasty, too.

What our cities and community associations need to do is aggressively control increases in the
populations and increases in the territories of the invasive critters and plants. A price list should be
established. Residents should be able to request and pay for having these critters removed from any
area that they were not living on when each given city incorporated. Feral, non native critters and
invasive non-native plants should not be tolerated on publicly owned property.

Best regards,
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Teresa Takaoka

From: Minas <yerelian@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, February 02, 2018 12:19 AM
To: Teresa Takaoka

Subject: Slide are

Planting trees with deep roots,

Roots acting capillaries suck the water up and slow down the slide or maybe even prevent it.

Any other band aid (such as recommended) require costly maintenance to be effective and is not reflected in the report
$SS.

When Finding the source of the springs under ground that are causing the slide, then a real solution can be more
effective.

Minas Yerelian
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Teresa Takaoka

From: SUNSHINE <sunshinerpv@aol.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 23, 2018 6:18 PM

To: CC

Cc: gtaccini@cox.net; huffdeborah8@gmail.com; ccf214@cox.net; eileenfrere@earthlink.net;

diamor22@aol.com; lindorferl@cox.net; jrrcarlton@aol.com; exleyhouse@hotmail.com;
begr8full@msn.com; mmcarman@cox.net; rstirling@cox.net; fstirling@cox.net;
nbarber310@cox.net; saxhousel@gmail.com; aliderek@gmail.com;
jdcradio@gmail.com; jstasio@cox.net; cc@rpv.gov; Deborah Cullen; EZStevens@cox.net;
Mickey Rodich <mickeyrodich@gmail.com>; leneebilski@hotmail.com;
pvpasofino@yahoo.com; smhvaleri@cox.net; Krista Johnson
<kristamjohnson@cox.net>; amcdougalll@yahoo.com

Subject: Do the people have a voice?

Dear Madam Mayor and City Council,

Too many public comments, concerns and suggestions are being ignored and/or being obfuscated
into some "twilight zone". Thank you ever so much for attempting to schedule Special Council
Meetings to address the Budget, the General Plan and the Natural Communities Conservation Plan
(NCCP).

Personally, | do not think that you need any more public input in order to redirect a previous City
Council's direction about the General Plan. Direct Staff to stop pursuing their proposed changes. You
are going to have to direct them, specifically, to produce a current Land Use Map. (Oh, that means
you have to fund the Staff Time to save the draft version and produce one in which the proposed
changes have been deleted.) Well, that is what So Kim told me.

My next request is that you fund the Staff Time to run a "search and replace" on the draft General
Plan Update. Delete all mention of sustainable development and sustainability with something like an
original RPV GOAL.

Once that is done, | am sure that you will see that the Draft NCCP is not compliant with the RPV
General Plan. No further discussion required. The NCCP, as a regional planning tool, was so absurd
that none of the other cities on the Peninsula bought into it. Make it go away.

Why not combine all of the council's policies etc. into one document? Nobody reads them,

anyway. The RPV Coastal Specific Plan speaks to a "Viewing Station" but the term is not defined in
the Glossary. After much debate, a definition was agreed upon. Did it get added to the

Glossary? No. ltis a "Council Policy". And the site which started the whole ruckus is undergoing a
Staff Level review of proposed modifications to the entitlements. Well, they are not proposing more
blockage of the ocean as viewed from PV Drive West.

Please stop the degradation of the City of Rancho Palos Verdes. The PVP Land Conservancy has
changed their Mission Statement. They are organized and pushy. A Delphi Technique workshop
does make for a community consensus. Only three of you five may be able to save us. The question
is... Which three?



There ain't no such thing as a "done deal" until the Council gets to vote on which monies are
committed.

That bring up The Budget.
..S 310-377-8761

In a message dated 1/23/2018 12:16:21 AM Pacific Standard Time, ezstevens@cox.net writes:

Hi,

{ was the only one that attended the Traffic Safety Committee meeting tonight. A total of 3 people attended on
the other subjects.

{ was totally disappointed in Mr. Elias Sassoon & his assistant Nadine & the City Council in not giving us more
insight about the grant proposal for the bike lane construction.

Mr Sassoon said that it was a done deal & that it was ready to go to the final design phase with the new
Trump entrance for the 12 future homaes. He also stated that Trump would help pay for the plans & the
construction of the entrance & the widened bike lanes (that was also needed for emergency vehicles to pass
cars) & making the center divider smaller. He said that this had to go out to bid for construction (fast track)
before June 30 to meet the requirements for the Grant & the City Council to approve everything.

Mr. Sassoon said that | still had one more opportunity to address the City Council before this happened. But like
he stated this is a done deal & The Traffic Safety Committee really should not have been involved with this

whole process at all.

Ftold Mr. Sassoon & the Committee | was very disappointed with the way this was handled & we only received
the notice by accident a few months ago.

| suggested that the grant money should be shifted to where it is really needed like at PV Dr. § & La rotunda to
the San Pedro line & PV Dr East were you just have a single white line for a bike path not where we already

have a nice 4 foot path.

I told him this is like when they came into Seaview about 5 years ago & replaced all our Handicap side walk
ramps with new ones when areas that had none should have been done first.

Please help.
Edward Stevens

32418 Conqueror Dr

From: SUNSHINE [mailto:sunshinerpv@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, January 22, 2018 4:08 PM




To: mickeyrodich@gmail.com; EZStevens@cox.net; leneebilski@hotmail.com; pvpasofino@yahoo.com;
smhvaleri@cox.net; peter.vonhagen@daumcommercial.com; john@johncruikshank.us; kristamjohnson@cox.net;
annamcdougall@cox.net; dshive@lasd.org

Subject: Fwd: URGENT. Public Comments Requested

Hello neighbors who see the bigger picture,

The RPV Staff is marching forward on this Grant Application. We have until February 2, 2018
to attempt to influence what the Consultant presents as the Feasibility Study which will direct
the Request For Proposal (RFP) which will become the substance for a Federal Infrastructure
Improvement Grant. Putting the pro's and con's of grants aside, we all need to push for this
one to be for what the community actually needs, all within a focused area.

Safe Bike Lanes as currently described are not needed. The current RPV Conceptual
Bikeways Plan (CBP) calls for conventional 4 ft. wide Class |l bike lanes along both sides of
PV West and PV South. The 6 foot wide "safe" bike lanes should not be introduced in the
plan for reconstructing PV South across the active PB, Klondike and Abalone Cove
landslides. Although the roadway profile is not mentioned, yet, one can bet that they will be
slipped in later if we don't object to them, now.

The current RPV Conceptual Trails Plan (CTP) calls for a pedestrian/equestrian (unpaved)
pathway along the seaward side with no designated crossings to the landward side in the
landslides area. The RPV Trails Network Plan (TNP) calls for lots of multi-use non-motorized
trails across the PB landslide. Subsequent to the TNP, we now have a PB Preserve Trails
Plan and a Coastal Vision Plan. And, the TNP has been undergoing an "update" for more
than 17 years.

The existing trails are simply leftovers from farming roads and social trails which were here
when the City incorporated. An actual "Plan" which includes both engineering for erosion
control and planning for circulation needs has not yet been produced. Now is our opportunity
to get that, at least partially, on "Other Peoples Money" (OPM).

Notice who is managing the public input on this project.

Public Comments should be submitted to Teri Takaoka, Deputy City Clerk,
at TeriT@rpvca.gov.




Inquiries can be directed to Deborah Cullen, Director of Finance, at 310-544-5304 or via email
at DCullen@rpvca.gov.

Where are our Staff Engineers (PE) and Staff members of the American Institute of City
Planners (AICP)? If these people are not defending our current General Plan, it is up to "We
The People" to speak up and at least attempt to avoid the "Errors and Omissions" which
RPV's history is so fraught with. ...S 310-377-8761

PS: Good news. Yesterday, Sunday afternoon, a neighbor was going northbound on PV
Drive West and passed by three Sheriff patrol cars worth of Deputies handing out citations to
misbehaving bicyclists.

Send comments on Trails Network Plan and Feasibility Study
Dear trails advocates,

Now is a big opportunity to get the City of Rancho Palos to move forward with
some major trail improvements. Notice the new deadline for them to receive
comments. February 2, 2018 which is coming up soon.

Following is a link to see the Feasibility Study. The important things are what
is notinit. Here is a list of what | think should be included. Choose one or
however many you are willing to request.

1. Coordination with Trails Network Plan update

2. Engineering design for improving trails for erosion control and rain water
run-off management.

3. Design a trails plan based on user recreation quality opportunities as
described in the PV Loop Trail Project’'s Mission, the CA Coastal
Conservancy’s “three strings in a yarn” and the TRAILS DEVELOPMENT /
MAINTENANCE CRITERIA of July 4, 2012,

4. Design a water control structure near the top of Portuguese Canyon which
creates a TYPE 2 “bridge” which will restore the trail connection to the Fire
Station on Crest Road and the perimeter trail around the north side of the
Portuguese Bend Nature Reserve.

5. Design a water control structure near the top of Paint Brush Canyon which
creates a TYPE 2 “bridge” which will restore the trail continuity on the
perimeter trail around the northeast side of the Portuguese Bend Nature
Reserve.

6. Design a restoration of the Crenshaw extension which will implement the
PUMP Committee’s concept to restore the north south main connection for

4



emergency access, south side evacuation and improve the PV Loop Tralil
continuity between the Forrestal Reserve and the Filiorum Reserve.

7. Reconsider the Gateway Park Vision for at least a trailhead to take the
burden off of Del Cerro Park. It is a better trail experience to go uphill on the
way out and downhill on the way back.

All of these individual suggestions point to a community desire to have the
public’s use of this public property considered along with the desire to control
the landslide and reduce the cost of maintaining Palos Verdes Drive

South. We should get as much “bang for our buck” in this grant

opportunity. Plus, adding more scope later never seems to get done. There is
still no trail across San Ramon Canyon and it would have been a very small
matter when all the heavy equipment was on-site.

The Consultant has been advised to minimize damaging the “habitat”’. This
was not an issue the last time the City took on this objective and moved a
million yards of dirt. Since we are going to scar the area, anyway, and the
habitat came back better than ever last time, our trails network should be
designed and implemented as a coordinated part of this project.

You all need to say so. Now. Follow the instructions on the following Notice
and please, blind copy me. Call or email if you have questions. Staff knows
what all the technical terms mean. Your memo need not be very

specific. Designing the trails was brought up at a workshop and Staff chose to
ignore it. It will take a flood of letters to make them stop doing that.

.S 310-377-8761

In a message dated 1/19/2018 12:33:27 AM Pacific Standard Time,
listserv@civicplus.com writes:

View this in your browser

Draft Portuguese Bend Landslide Feasibility Study — Public Comments
Requested

At the January 16, 2018 City Council meeting, the Draft Portuguese Bend
Landslide Feasibility Study was presented to the City Council. Based on the
level of community interest and the number of public comments received,
the City Council directed Staff to compile the public comments and provide
responses for the City Council’s consideration at a future special meeting.



The City wants to hear from you and is continuing to accept public comments
until Friday, February 2, 2018. Public comments submitted between December
22,2017 and February 2, 2018 will be provided to the Consuitant (DBS&A) for
responses.

Click here to view the Draft Portuguese Bend Landslide Feasibility Study.

Click here to view the January 16, 2018 City Council Staff Report on the Draft
Portuguese Bend Landslide Feasibility Study

Public Comments should be submitted to Teri Takaoka, Deputy City Clerk,
at TeriT@rpvca.gov.

Inquiries can be directed to Deborah Culien, Director of Finance, at 310-544-
5304 or via email at DCullen@rpvca.gov.
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make changes to your subscription by visiting http://www.rpvca.gov/list.aspx.
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