MEMORANDUM

Agendaltem #:___ 7
Meeting Date: 04/14/15

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL

THRU: ANTON DAHLERBRUCH, CITY MANAGER /{f

FROM: SHERI REPP-LOADSMAN, PLANNING & BUILDING DIRECTOR é p/

SUBJECT: PW 611-14; REVIEW OF THE PRELIMINARY DESIGN FOR PASEO DEL SOL
TURNAROUND

DATE: APRIL 14,2015

The Issue

Shall the City Council approve the expanded scope and potential budget adjusting for the Paseo Del Sol
Turnaround project?

Background and Analysis

Lower Paseo Del Sol has no location for vehicles to turnaround. The street ends abruptly at the
beginning of a gated fire road. Many vehicles use the driveway of the home located at 2035 Paseo Del
Sol to turnaround. There have also been concerns about the inability of service vehicles and emergency
responders to turn around at the easterly terminus.

In 2002, these concerns prompted the hiring of JIMC? to design a hammerhead turnaround at the end of
the street. The construction bids received were between $59,000 and $110,000 for construction, far
greater than the original estimated budget of $27,000. These bids were determined to be too high for
construction costs, and records show the project did not proceed due to a lack of funding.

In 2013, the potential need for a turnaround was raised again to the City’s Traffic Safety Committee and
a recommendation to approve was forwarded to the City Council. It was assumed that the design plans
from 2002 would be utilized for the construction bid process. On May 14, 2013, the City Council
approved the Traffic Safety Committee recommendation to restrict parking to only residents of the street
to minimize impairments to public safety access. Subsequently, the City Council budgeted $75,000 in
the capital improvement budget for construction costs of a hammerhead turnaround.
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In 2013, the City received a grant for $75,000 from the Los Angeles County Regional Park and Open
Space District for the project. In preparing the fiscal year 14-15 budget, the $75,000 capital improvement
budget was retained and did not reflect the $75,000 grant. It was not intended during the budget process
to increase the available funds to $150,000 since the expectation for construction costs remained at
$75,000.

In preparation of the Notice Inviting Bids, it was determined by staff that the design did not address
recent building code amendments. There were also concerns that the original 2002 hammerhead design
created an area that was not readily visible and could present a safety and nuisance issue. A Request for
Proposal (RFP) was issued in September 2014 to retain an engineering firm to provide new conceptual
design, final design, and construction management services. The City Council was advised that $150,000
was available if both the CIP funds and the grant were utilized. It was assumed that the $150,000 budget
would allow enough funds for both design and construction costs. Staff recommended that NV5 be
awarded the contract and City Council approved award of the contract on October 28, 2014.

After preliminary project review, NV5 found that exploratory excavation of the site was needed to
further develop the preliminary designs. NV5 was authorized to conduct the additional work to
determine if the project was still feasible. Exploratory test pits found soils comprised of highly-
expansive, creep-affected colluvium and weathered bedrock. This condition necessitated modifying the
preliminary design by adding a more substantive and deeper footing.

NVS5 submitted the attached preferred design alternatives that propose the following:
- Vehicle turnaround placed approximately 40 feet past existing fire road gate
- 10-foot retaining wall showing 8-foot finished face on the upslope of the fire road
- Soil import and expansive soil removal
- Landscape removal
- Approximately 50 linear feet of road asphalt removal and re-pavement
- Spread footing foundation

The differences between Site Layout Alternative 1.1 and 2.0 are minimal, with a slight shift in the
location of the turnaround to minimally impact surrounding landscaping.

NV5’s engineer estimate of cost of construction is $130,000, which is significantly higher than the
estimated $75,000 construction costs anticipated in the budget. Staff expected the estimate to be
approximately $100,000 to $110,000 due to the change in the design. The higher cost is primarily due to
non-standard spread footing that is required. As noted in the Fiscal Impact discussion, the projected
costs will exceed the budget, combined with the subsequently awarded $75,000 grant, by approximately
$19,800 for a total cost of $169,800. Costs may vary depending upon the actual lowest, responsible bid
for construction.

Staff is requesting further direction. Based upon recent discussions with the Los Angeles County Fire
Department, there is still a general consensus that the turnaround would be beneficial to public safety.
However, due to the face that this turnaround will not benefit fire apparatus traveling farther down the
roadway, the installation is not critical to fire operations.

Staff has advised NV5 to stop work until it is determined if the project should proceed. While there are
public benefits associated with the Paseo Del Sol Turnaround Project, the costs are greater than
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anticipated. The City Council is requested to consider increasing the budget to $169,800 to reflect grant
award proceeds and the increased costs associated with site conditions and design enhancements.

Fiscal Impact

To proceed with design and construction, the adoption of Resolution R15-15, appropriating additional
fiscal year 14-15 funding from the Capital Improvement Project Fund (CIP) is required. This budget
adjustment includes two components (1) adjust the original budget appropriation from $75,000 to
$169,800, updated for current cost estimates and the previously confirmed Los Angeles County Regional
Park and Open Space District grant funding, and (2) recording the revenue budget estimate for the
aforementioned grant funding. Factoring in grant reimbursement funding, the net city use of resources is
estimated at $94,800 as itemized below:

Paseo Del Sol Capital Project (City Portion) 75,000
- Construction 130,000 130,000
- NV5’s Design Contract Amount 35,000 35,000

- Excavation ( outside of original scope) 4,800 4,800

Total 75,000 169,800 94,800

Alternatives Available to Council

The following alternatives are available to the City Council:
1. Direct staff to discontinue preliminary design of the Paseo Del Sol Turnaround.
2. Direct staff to continue design and construction of Paseo Del Sol Turnaround and adopt
Resolution R15-15, appropriating additional FY 14-15 funds from the Capital Improvement Fund

Project balances and to direct NV5 to begin final design of the turnaround.

3. Instruct staff to take different actions as determined.
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Recommendation from Staff

It is recommended that the City Council discuss and provide direction regarding the Paseo Del Sol
Turnaround project and adopt Resolution R15-15, adjusting the FY 14-15 budget accordingly.

Staff Report prepared by

Stephen Cruz /1

Assistant Engineer

Attachments:
A —Proposed Site Layout 1.1
B — Proposed Site Layout 2.0
C —Resolution R15-15
D — Correspondence Received
E — Traffic Safety Committee Staff Report dated May 8, 2013
F — City Council Minutes dated May 14, 2013
G — Public Works Department — Budget Issue Paper
H — LA County Regional Park and Open Space District Grant



ATTACHMENT A

GO

ORI
IR
T
! i

\i&’&h%

§ 2
G NN
L
S
X

FEATHER &

e
S
s

G e

Aol
i
fE

START PAVEMENT
AT EX. GATE

GRAPHIC SCALE

R
(AN

A2
SR
if;vvif

ok
N
kg (O3

paSp
4 PEDESTRIAN
ACCESS

18" TREES TO
BE REMOVED

S

[hiass ‘.‘:néé‘m
iy

RIS

S

AT
NG

ik

Sty

60’ 80’

o 100 200 300 40

SCALE 1"= 20’

PRELIMINARY

NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION

XREFS: n: \390035100\codd\exhidit

OATE: __ 12/81/204 fiug:
SERVER: __ /A LAYOUT:_ OPTION 11
PATH:
DRAWNG NAME: _E)PALC RIUSO-ABOUT 0PIL3
PAGE SETUP:__

DESIGMER: _ _RCE __PROJ, MOR: ___CK

STTONG TN RS

BIIG AVEME OF SCENCE, BUTE ™
BIRIDAA T  WSRIBEDAN FAX

W BEX, CA 6T8
FITAVS.COM

SHEET KUWSE
PASEO DEL SOL 1
FIRE ACCESS ROAD IMPROVEMENTS-OPTION 1.1 R o 1
PREPARED FOR: CITY OF PALOS VERDES ESTATES DATE SUBMITTED: JAN 2015 e

NEII/\IHC)V.LLV[

"L

1Y



ATTACHMENT B

3"A.C. OVER
6" CLASS 2 AGG. BASE
@ 95% COMPACTION

A 12" SCARIFY NATIVE
10" FEATHER @ 95% COMPACTION

END C&G AT

PROP. GATE : ACCESS ROAD SECTION

NO SCALE

PROP. AC

PAVEMENT 10.0" MAX.

18" TREES TO AN\
BE REMVED WALL SECTION
St < NO SCALE

GRAPHIC SCALE

0 100 200 30 40 _60° 80 PREL!M’NARY

XREFS: n: \adb095100\codd\exhivil

s *S = o S
SCALE 1= 20 NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION
DATE: ___12/NIf204 g 121874 . SHEET Ruwd :
ey VI5 PASEO DEL SOL 1 13
oo 0 RO L o FIRE ACCESS ROAD IMPROVEMENTS-OPTION 2 R S
e —— oo Mo of s, w0 uuocn os= | PREPARED FOR: CITY OF PALOS VERDES ESTATES DATE SUBMITTED: FEB 2016 ;g';gg*g: g
=
Z
~




EI‘TACHMEN'I.#7 »

et

RESOLUTION R15-15
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
PALOS VERDES ESTATES, CALIFORNIA
APPROVING THE USE OF FY 14-15 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT FUNDS

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PALOS VERDES ESTATES, CALIFORNIA DOES
RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: To adjust the Budget for FY 2014-15 as follows:

BUDGET ADJUSTMENT # 15

Exp. Account
Number

Original | Budget | Revised
Budget Adi. Budget

75,000p 94,800 169,800

Description Fund

Capital Improvement
Projects Fund

Paseo Del Sol Capital Project (City Portion)  |30-7500-81105

COST BREAKDOWN
- Construction 130,000
- NV5’s Design Contract Amount 35,000
- Excavation 4,800
Total 169,800

- IRevenue Account| .
Number "¢ -

Paseo Del Sol Capital Project (Grant Revenue) [30-38010 CapltaI.Improvelmnt
Projects Fund

.| Original | Budget | Revised
| Budget | Adj. Budget
75,0001 75,000

Descripﬁélj’ »

DETAIL

Los Angeles County Regional Park and Open Space District Grant Award ( Reimbursement upon project completion) 75,000
Total 75,000

WHEREAS, on April 14, 2015, the City Council considered a report from the Planning
Department on the proposed appropriation and use of existing available and FY 14-15 Capital
Improvement Project (CIP) funds; and

WHEREAS, the Council has opted to continue the preliminary design of the Paseo Del Sol
Turnaround project,

NOW THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Palos Verdes Estates DOES RESOLVE AS
FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Approval of a FY 2014-15 CIP budget appropriation adjustment for the Paseo Del Sol
Turnaround Capital project of an additional $94,800, for a total budget of $169,800, and an
associated revenue budget adjustment within the CIP fund in the amount of $75,000 from the
Los Angeles County Regional Park and Open Space District for reimbursement to the City upon
project acceptance and completion:



Section 2. The City Clerk shall certify to the passage and adoption of Resolution R15-15.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED on this 14th day of April, 2015.

Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Vickie Kroneberger, City Clerk Christi Hogin, City Attorney
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CORRESPONDENCE
RECEIVED

ATTACHMENT: D]

#7.



John Harbison Comments on
Paseo Del Sol Turnaround Agenda Item -- 4/14/15 PVE City Council Meeting

Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers:

Today (April 10) | was walking down Paseo Del Sol towards the fireroad and noticed the
sign indicating that plans for the new turnaround would be discussed at the April 14,
2015 City Council Meeting. Since the plans won’t be revealed until tomorrow night (April
11) and because the deadline for written public comment is today (April 10) at 5pm, |
have no alternative but to submit my comments without the benefit of seeing the actual
plans being proposed. | will be out of town on April 14™ so | will not be present to make
comments personally in the meeting. Please include this in the packet to be sent out on
April 11.

At the January 18, 2014 City Council meeting, | extended congratulations for being
awarded a $75,000 grant from the Los Angeles County Regional Park and Open Space
District for the Paseo Del Sol Turnaround project under the Competitive Trails Grant
Program. Our existing trails in PVE are a precious resource and part of the original
master plan for PVE designed by the Olmsted Brothers -- who started with carving out
parkland and then filled in the housing and commercial space in between.
Unfortunately, maintenance of these existing trail assets in the Olmsted plan have not
been a priority for City Government and some improvements are needed to these
neglected assets. It’s great to have financial support from the County.

However, | have still have some questions/concerns about this Paseo del Sol Turnaround
project which | would like to see addressed in your ensuing discussion:

1. Does not closing Lower Paseo to all but resident traffic by eliminating all parking
on the uphill side, and limiting parking on the downbhill side to residents with
permits, as well as signs at the entrance that there is no outlet and no parking
effectively eliminate all the traffic that had previously been using Mr. Clark’s
driveway for a turnaround? Who is left to turnaround at the end of Paseo del
Sol? As such, a turnaround, even one paid for by the County seems totally
superfluous.

2. In 1949, PVE lost a court case called Roberts vs PVE where the court prevented
PVE from building a maintenance structure on parkland even though the
structure was to house equipment whose sole use was to maintain parkland. Is
not building the turnaround on parkland at the end of Paseo del Sol hence
illegal? Is it not in violation of the underlying deed restrictions and the CC&R’s?

3. s this really the highest priority trail improvement project for PVE? How was
that determination made?

4. Why is the City going to such extreme measures to spend $75,000 when it
benefits only one resident? Do we all get to define a pet project and ask PVE to
fund that?
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5. Was the application accurate in its depiction of the project? “Projects may
consist of acquisition, development, improvement and/or rehabilitation of real
property for trails and public access.” It goes on to say it can include “bike
paths, trails, and public access points to existing trails including amenities such
as trail heads, parking lots, fencing and outdoor exercise equipment along
urban trails.” Does this even qualify? The turnaround does nothing to improve
parking or trail access. Has the City misled the County by stating that this will
improve access for hikers and create parking? It does neither of those things,
since parking is still prohibited on this road.

6. City Council has openly discussed and considered closing this trail. In 1978 it
actually did close the trail for some period (see PV Peninsula News 4/24/78).
What happens if City Council acts to close the trail again —is it liable to repay the
grant money? Is it liable from misleading the County about its intentions for this
trail? At the very least, given the statements made on the record by City
Councilmembers in recent years about their lack of support of this trail, |
encourage the current City Council to state on the record that they have no
intention of closing this trail at least during their terms.

7. If the justification is to improve access for fire trucks, what is the scenario where
this would be improved by a turnaround? Due to the abrupt bends in the fire
road and the narrowness, it would be nearly impossible to back a fire truck (that
had gone part-way down the road) all the way up the hill to the location of the
turnaround. And if the argument is that backing trucks up the paved portion of
Lower Paseo Del Sol is difficult with parked cars on that road, then why is
permitted parking allowed for street residents?

8. Finally, why was the notice sign not posted until April 10" just 4 days before the
City Council Meeting? (I walked the trail late afternoon on April 9" and the sign
was not posted at that time).

I still believe this is an unnecessary waste of taxpayer money, with no benefit to the
general public; in fact, it is arguably a detriment to the public because the first 20 yards

or so of the Fire Road will be lost as parkiand and converted to roadway.

| recommend that the project be abandoned since an alternative solution of restricting
parking has already fully solved the problem that is purported being solved redundantly.

John Harbison

916 Via Panorama
Palos Verdes Estates, CA



#7

ATTACHMENT.

c. PARKING RESTRICTIONS, SIGNAGE AND POTENTIAL TURN AROUND
ON LOWER PASEO DEL SOL.

Action: Recommend that Staff: 1) revise parking restrictions on Lower Paseo Del
Sol to prohibit parking at all times, with the exception of residents and their
guests, on the north side of the street; 2) install a “Resident Parking Only” sign for
Paseo Del Sol at Via Del Monte; and, 3) direct staff to submit a budget issue paper
to the City Council to fund the construction of a hammerhead turnaround at the
east end of Lower Paseo Del Sol as previously designed.

Director Rigg reported there is no overflow for parking onP Del Sol; currently on the south
i §tricted to only residents on the

concerns due to smoking of the roéd Hls nelghbor installed cameras on his pnvate party adjacent
to entry of the ﬁre road. .

Steven Van Slcklen, Lower Paseo Del Sol supports a camera and a turnaround for fire safety; it
cannot be done currentIy without entry to private driveway. A turnaround is not an attractive
nuisance but a necessity,, and he suggested stairs be put in from Via Del Monte for trail users.

John Clark, Paseo Del Sol, supported his neighbors’ comments. He installed cameras and noted
there is much activity; police have been responsive. He was concerned about crime; a serious
problem. A petition was submitted supporting the turnaround from all the neighbors, and said it is
the only street in City that should have a fire safety turn around, and supported cameras.

Councilmember Bird asked what’s been seen on the video. Mr. Clark responded cars, public
urination, loiterers, other activities in parked cars, and parking at the gate. Councilmember Bird
asked if he could provide the video tape to the police and Mr. Clark responded he could.

Arlo Sorensen, Paseo Del Sol, said a baby was left in a car, and there are dog walkers that don't

CITY COUNCIL
May 14, 2013



clean up; he supported his neighbors' comments.

Jim Parker,Via Somonte, did not support a hammerhead turn indicating it would not decrease bad
behavior. He supported signage, but not the expense of a hammerhead turnabout or cameras.

Dick Luciani, Via Elevado, said they never had problems but lately they occur; he did not support
advertising trails bringing in people from out of the area.

Jim D'Angelo, Via Elevado, supported anything that can be done on Tejon and Paseo Del Sol to
protect residents and their right to quiet enjoyment of their homes nd the impacts of the public
invading their privacy. ’

MPT Perkins asked staff if cameras were discussed by the irector Rigg said it was
discussed in passing, but he would research costs and funct:onahty,wuh Council’s direction.

Councilmember Rea asked about parameters fon;h_éir determination thi

vening, such as
restricting pedestrian access to the fire trail. ‘

City Attorney Hogin said Council llad,:provided previéﬁsl : ded direction.

Councilmember Humphrey app1ec1ate: om :ents regardmg reszdents support of the turnaround.
She confirmed we that could not restrict non-reside ts from entering the public road. She
understood the turning restriction impact and'the turn und»may beneﬁt the Clty for fire safety

Councdm mber Bird favored:the TSC's recommendation, along with increased patrols and
enforcement. Cameras are important deterrents to crime. He supported future discussion regarding
prohibited uses ofvthe parklands t"lS a publlc street, however, and they cannot deny use by non-
residents.

Councilmember Humphrey a f closing off the fire road can be done. Director Rigg said they
cannot prohibit access to a pubhc street, but they can restrict parking.

Director Rigg said there have been issues with the cameras at the Neptune Fountain; Chief
Eberhard corrected that they are continuously monitored and are fully operational.

Councilmember Rea asked if a fence with a lock could not be provided for fire access road to stop
public access. Director Rigg said yes; there are a significant amount of residents that use it,
though, and recommended an opportunity for additional public testimony.

Councilmember Rea asked Chief Eberhard if there is increased organized gang activity in the
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area. Chief Eberhard said no, but there has been additional public activity with the advent of social
media.

Councilmember Rea agreed with Councilmember Bird; the turnaround is a public safety issue and
supported the TSC’s recommendation.

Councilmember Humphrey said gates and fences for the fire protection access road is a discussion
for future consideration.

Councilmember Perkins agreed that community members value the tralls and pathways for local
emoyment Socnal medxa has drawn people from everywherew

actually not desngnated as such; it is asphalt that runéthrough Clty parklands He said utility
vehicles use it and it is an access road for many different purposes.

and cons of a hammerhead turnaround

mphrey, Council approved the

On motion of Councilmember Rea, seconded by Courici
i : 1) rev1se parkmg restrictions on

Trafﬁc Safety Commltt rccon’mendatlons, dlrec

guests, on the north side of the street
Via Del Monte; and, 3) submit a buc
a hammerhead- turnaround at_ t
unammous oral vote: Goodhart absent

COMMUNI ATIONS FROM THE PUBLIC No one came forward to speak.

13. PW-597-12; Award of Contract for FY12-13 Catch Basin Grate Replacement Project

Director Rigg said recently all of the grates in the City were looked at for conformance to the
County standard, which is a 3/4 in. gap between longitudinal bars. 25 grates had 1-3/4" and are not
bicycle friendly. There has been a change in the way bicycle-safe grates have been looked at and
adopted by Caltrans; 11 grates have previously been replaced at the recommendation of the CJPIA
on PV Drive North. Issues with a previously awarded contractor led to voiding the contract and the
City rebid. Additional locations for installation were included with the rebid. Signs have been
placed at existing grates temporarily and stripes were painted on the road. They are working with
the County and JPIA to determine appropriate course of action. This is first phase of known grates
that must be replaced.

CITY COUNCIL
May 14, 2013
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ATTACHMENT: E

MEMORANDUM

Agendaltem#:._____ 3
Meeting Date: ___ 5/8/13

TO: MEMBERS OF THE TRAFFIC AND SAFETY @i)MMITTEE
FROM: ALLAN RIGG, PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR

SUBJECT: REVIEW OF PARKING RESTRICTIONS, SIGNAGE, AND POTENTIAL
TURNAROUND ON LOWER PASEO DEL SOL

DATE: MAY 8§, 2013

Background

The Parklands Committee and the City Council recently reviewed trails in the City and potential
enhancements to the trails. One trail that was focused on was the “Backbone Trail”, which is an
existing trail that begins near Apsley Road and Palos Verdes Drive West in Lunada Bay, travels
up and over Bluff Cove and onto the Paseo Del Sol Fire Road, along the westerly edge of the
Golf Course, and ends at the easterly end of Via Tejon. During the review of this trail there was
significant testimony from residents who live at the ends of and along the trail regarding a
variety of problems already experienced due to the use of the trail. These included:
¢ Excessive parking on Via Tejon and Paseo Del Sol
e Privacy impacts along the trail, including rear yards on Via Elevado and lower Paseo Del
Sol
¢ Security issues due to increased access
o Illegal activities such as drug use and drinking in the parklands, especially at the ends of
Via Tejon and lower Paseo Del Sol
o Liability for the City
o Trash along the trails
o Issues with dog walkers and bicyclists

The issues raised by the public were very insightful to staff and though Council declined to take
action to improve the trail, staff was directed to work with the Parklands Committee to identify
mitigating measures including a “Trails Policy.” In consideration of the issues raised, we may be
able to reduce many of the impacts for the residents who live along lower Paseo Del Sol, as well
as those who live along Via Tejon East of Malaga Lane, with parking restrictions, signage, and a
vehicular turnaround.
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Analysis

Parking on lower Paseo Del Sol is currently prohibited on the south side at all times and
prohibited on the north side from 9 pm until 5 am each day. The residents of the street all have
hang tags that exempt their cars and their guests’ cars from the night time restrictions on the
north side. The night restrictions were put into place to reduce the illegal activities that have
taken place numerous times on the fire road and at the end of the street.

An additional challenge on this street is the lack of an area on the street for vehicles to turn
around. Many vehicles currently use the driveway of the home at 2035 Paseo Del Sol, which is a
significant inconvenience to the resident due to trash being left, staining of the driveway, noise,
and lights shining into the home. Due to these concerns a turnaround at the end of the street was
designed in year 2002. It is technically called a “hammerhead” and was designed to be located a
short distance, 40 feet, past the existing gate. The location was picked as the width of the road
and the gentler slope of the hill above the roadway would result in lower walls and a lower
project cost. The project was put out to bid and the low bid came in at $58,847. The
estimated/budgeted cost of the construction was significantly lower at $27,071. Due to a lack of
funding the project was not pursued. There were also concerns that the turnaround area could
become an attractive nuisance and would attract additional people and vehicles to the end of the
street. If the Committee wanted the Council to potentially fund this project, a budget issue paper
would be prepared and reviewed by the Council in order to fund the project.

Please note Paseo Del Sol is unique in the City due to the lack of a proper vehicular turnaround,
and it may be appropriate to eliminate any parking on the street, with the exception of the
residents of the street and their guests. We could simply change the signs on the north side of the
street to prohibit parking at any time, and the residents could use their existing hang tags to
exempt themselves and their guests from the restriction. This would keep many vehicles off the
street and eliminate the issues of turning around at the end of the street. We could advertise the
fact that there is no non-resident parking on the street with signage at Via Del Monte stating
“Resident Parking Only” or a variation of this.

We could also add signage at the end of the street indicating current sections of the Municipal
Code that would be relevant for people using the parklands, such as:

e All Pets Must Be On a Leash

e No Littering

e Neighborhood Watch

Currently we have signage at the end of the street indicating No Smoking and Emergency
Vehicles Only.

Alternatives Available to the Traffic Safety Committee

The following alternatives are available to the Traffic Safety Committee:



-

1. Revise parking restrictions on lower Paseo Del Sol to prohibit parking at all times, with
the exception of residents and their guests on the north side of the street.

2, Direct staff to submit a budget issue paper to the City Council to fund the construction of
a hammer-head as previously designed.

3. Direct staff to pursue different, combined, modified alternatives.

4. Decline to act.

Recommendation from Staff

This is a matter of Committee discretion.

@f]&eport Prepared by:

Allan Rigg, Public Works Director




JOHN W. CLARK
2035 PASEO DEL SOL
PALOS VERDES ESTATES, CALIFORNIA 90274

May 1, 2013

City of Palos Verdes Estates
Attn: Traffic and Safety Committee
Subject: Traffic and parking issues on lower Paseo Del Sol

Committee Members,

in an effort to bring each of you current prior to the scheduled May 8" meeting |
am taking the liberty of enclosing files which contain correspondence as well as
other related data that directiy correlates to the Safety, Security and Privacy
concerns of all the homeowners living on lower Paseo del Sol.

in summary we respectfully ask that the City of Palos Verdes Estates make
substantial improvements in daytime parking, closing the fire road at night,
installation of cameras, police surveillance and consideration of our petition for a
much needed turnaround for the street. We appreciate your help in resolving our
dilemma.

Very truly yours

ohn Clark

c.c Mr. Dan Dreiling, interim City Mananger
Mr. Allan Rigg, Director of Public Works and Planning

Attachments:
Parkland file
Signage file
Turnaround file

#7.
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~ PARKLAND FILE

Jjohn and Mary Clark
2035 Paseo Del Sol
Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274

January 14. 2013

City of Palos Verdes Estates
Att: Parkiand Committee

We wish to express our concern regarding the proposal by the City of Palos Verdes Estates to introditce
and promote the use of some long forgotten trails that are intruding on the peace and quiet and more
importantly the safety and security of the homes on lower Paseo del Sol as well as other
neighborhoods in the City.

We have fived at the very end of lower Paseo Del Sol at the fire road entrance for thirty seven years.
For many years we have experienced well behaved bikers, hikers and walkers, but the last three to five
years we have had a major influx of people from out of the area parking their cars on our street and
using the fireroad.  These visitors are using Paseo del Sol and the fire road not only for hiking, but in
many cases as their personal dumping ground for furniture, liquor bottles, beer cans, bags of food, all
matter of trash including drug paraphernalia and condoms.  Further evidence of this disturbing
behavior can be readily seen by the ever increasing volume of gang graffiti on the fire road which is
painted over by the City on a regular basis.  To discourage this gang and drug activity a petition was
recently signed by all the residents of our street,  As a result the City has installed signs prohibiting
parking from 9:00PM to 5:00AM on the side of the street with homes. The other side, because of the
narrow nature of the street has “no parking” at anytime.

Further evidence of our safety concern are the attached articles published in the Wall Street Journal
and the Daily Breeze which reported the gradual release of potentially thousands of low level inmates

from our jails in the coming months.  California saw a year over year increase of 4.5% in property
crime in the fourth quarter of 2011,  Figures for 2012 will not be released until late 2013.

We have recently learned that our street is now being considered as a designated “link” between an
existing trail from Lanada Bay and the Paseo Dej Sol fire Road.  This will significantly increasa the
volume of people, traffic and parking on a street that has limited parking for homeowners and guests
and currently no “turn around” for cars, trucks or fire equipment.

Perhaps most disturbing of all is the attached web site article “Nobody Hikes in .LA." which advertises
for all to see that the Paseo Del Sol fire road is high on the list of popular hiking trails in Southern
California.  This web-site provides specific directions from the 405 freeway even pointing out which
side of Paseo del Sol to park on.  For all intent and purposes our street is becoming a public parking
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lot. Should a fire occur in the adjacent parkiand, the narrow access and parked cars will seriously
impede the ability for fire equipment to enter the fire road.

In addition to the aforementioned the City has now established a trail on a seldom used, mostly hidden
path, located within ten to thirty-five feet from the east side of our property. We have always been
under the impression that this path was created by the telephone company to service their overhead
fines. Several weeks ago in conjunction with a fire abatement program the City cleared and
considerably widened this path, creating a trail now visible to all from the fire road.  Indigenous trees
and plants were removed which up to that time had provided a natural screen for privacy and safety of
adjacent homes. There is no question the fire abatement program is essential to our well being
however we feel the security we once enjoyed has been seriously compromised. To further
complicate our dilernma this new trail now links Paseo del Sol to Via Somonte and then connects with
an existing trail that exits on to Via Del Monte. The attached article recently published in the Daily
Breeze illustrates the difficulty our Pelice could have pursuing and apprehending suspects due to the
Cities topography, consisting of canyons, brush and the trail system.

We live in a world where parents will not allow their children to walk to school and yet we are inviting
“"anyone from anywhere" to look into our backyards and through our windows from trails recently
cleared weaving throughout our community. We're even providing maps and guide books. In our
opinion this is not the time to encourage more foot traffic on these “backyard trails” i a City that has
been known for peaceful neighborhoods, and a safe environment in which to raise families and send
children to school.  As the famous line from the movie “field of dreams” said “buiid it and they will
come.” With them will come their cars, and with many their trash, and maybe with a few there will
be unintended consequences, all because of a beautiful idea built on a “trail of good intentions”. It
saddens me to have to say, this is an ill-conceived proposal for times we are living in.

We chose the City of Palos Verdes Estates as a friendly city with beautiful views and a place in which
the city puts the well being of its citizens first. It is one thing to groom trails in secluded wooded and
open bluff areas on the Hill, but it is quite another to create trails which may have an impact on the
security and safety of its citizens.  For the reasons previously stated we strongly oppose any
designation of lower Paseo del Sol as an official link in the trail system.  We also respectfully request
that the recently cleared path on the east side of our property be allowed to return to its natural state
to discourage access behind our home and others.  The City is in the process of securing and planting

two trees in the parkland which eventually may help provide some privacy and security we once
enjoyed, and for this we are most grateful. ’

Sincerely,
John and Mary Clark

4 - attachments
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Paseo Del Sol Fire Road to Via Campesina (Palos Verdes Estates) « Nobody Hikes in L.A. rage 1 OV 7,

Nobody Hikes in L.A.

There's more to So Cal than theme parks.
Posted by: dlockeretz | March 9, 2011

Paseo Del Sol Fire Road to Via Campesina (Palos
Verdes Estates)

i
Rate This

133F & Share )

(hip: anobodvkﬂces:ma.ﬁies.wﬂigws.cmdwlilosﬂﬂmg-zo11wsz1pg)
Santa Monica Bay from the Paseo Del Sol fire road

http://nobodyhikesinla.com/2011/03/09/paseo-del-sol-fire-road-to-via-campesina-palos-verdes-estates/  1/8/2013
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Wilow tree near e Ealns Verdes gOIf course

Text and photography copyright 2011 by David W. Lockeretz, all rights reserved. Information and
opinions provided are kept current to the best of the author’s ability. All readers hike at their own
gk, and should be aware of the possible dangers of hiking, walking and other cutdoor aétivities. The
_athor does not take any responsibility for injuries sustained during hikes or walks on the routes
described here. Check the informational links provided for up to date frail condition information.

Paseo Del Sol Fire Road to Via Campesina

> Location (http://mapq.st/h6G4rp): End of the Paseo Del Sol fire road in Palos Verdes Estates. From
1405, take the Hawthorne Blvd. exit and head south for 7 miles. Take a right on Palos Verdes
Drive North, go 0.4 miles and turn left on Silver Spur. Go 0.7 miles and turn right on
Montemalaga Drive. (o a mile (Montemalaga becomes Granvia Altimara) and turn right on Via
Del Monte. Go 0.7 miles and take a hard right onto Paseo Del Sol. Park at the end of the road (left
side of the street only) and pick up the frail at the dead end. From I-110, take the Pacific Coast
Highway exit, go west for 3.1 miles and turn left on Crenshaw. Go 1.3 miles and turn right on
Palos Verdes Drive North, and drive 0.9 miles to Silver Spur.

o Agency: City of Palos Verdes Estates

» Distance: 2 miles

o Elevation gain: 400 feet

o Difficulty Rating: PG

> Suggested time: 1 hour

° Best seasor: Yearsround

= USGS topo map: Redondo Beach ‘

—= More information: Quidogr Guide fo the Palos Verdes P
2 c duct/09326538632%ie=UTF8&ta bodvhike-

20&IinkC ' 1789%&creative=9325&creativ ={932653863
o Rating:5

hitp://nobodyhikesinla.com/2011/03/09/paseo-del-sol-fire-road-to-via-campesina-palos-verdes-estates/  1/8/2013



Paseo Del Sol Fire Road to Via Campesina (Palos Verdes Estates) « Nobody Hikes in L.A. Page 3 of #,f_? -

This is an interesting hike that offers both great ocean views and a short but rugged siretch through a
secluded canyon. The destination is a huge willow tree that makes a perfect spot for a picnic,

alfhough the trail does continue around the edge of the Palos Verdes Golf Course, 50 it's easy to make
longer hike out of it.

From the end of Paseo Del Sol, pass the gate and follow a concrete path. The trail is similar to the
Aliso Sumumnit Trail in south Orange County in that it is not much of a wilderness route, but it offers

great ocean and mountain views. On dlear days, you can see both the Santa Monica and San Gabriel
ranges, and everything in between from this road.

After 3/4 of a mile, the paved trail ends at Via Campenisa. Look for a single-track that branches off to
the left, heading under a bridge. The trail is rough in places, but easy to follow. Some of the terrain
..may be a little tricky. especially following rains, so be careful. In about a quarter of a mile, you arrive

at a clearing where you can sit on a the ground-level branches of an enormous willow tree.

This makes a nice turn-around spot, as you have already taken in the most interesting scenery and
best views, but if you want to continue, the trail leaves the canyon, crosses two footbridges and climbs
a hill. From here, you can take a left and follow the trail to the end of Via Tejon near Palos Verdes

Estates, or go uphill, take a right and end up at the golf course.

http://nobodvhikesinta.com/2011/03/09/paseo-del-sol-fire-road-to-via-campesina-palos-verdes-estates/  1/8/2013
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. . . - Four Residential Burglary Suspects Caught by Deputies in Rancho Palos Verdes.” from ... Pagelofl #-

Z

Building Safer Communities Together

Receive aleris from your local agencies

Full Notification

LASD - Lomita Station, Los Angeles County Sheriff

Friday Aprit 261h, 2013 5; 05:16 p., POT Sorsrd,

Advisory  FOUr Residential Burgiary Suspects Caught by
Deputies in Rancho Palos Verdes.

More Messages

See more messages from Lomita,
On April 26th, 2013, Lomita Station deputies responded to the 27000 black of Whitestone Califorpia »
Drive in Ranciio Palos Verdes regarding suspicious activity in the area.
Navigate & Discover
Deputies aived on scene and obseved a suspicious vehicle with three accupants parked Enter atown, zip cade or address
on Whitestone Drive. While contacting the occupants, a female matching the description of
the person in the call watked to the vehicle from alongside a residence. Deputies inspected
the residence and found indications that an illegal entry into the home was attempted. During
their investigation, deputies also discovered narcotics, burglary tools, and stolen property in
the suspects’ vehicle. The four suspects were arrested and booked at Lomita Station on
suspicion of burgtary, possession of burglary tools, receiving stolen property, and
possession of a confrolled substance.

Due to the ongoing investigation, the identity of the suspects will not be released at this time.

Lomita Station detectives are actively seeking additional crimes committed by this group of
individuals. They are also advising all residents to be vigitant and report any suspicious
activity in their neighborhood by contacting Lomita Sheriff's Station or their local faw

enforcement agency.

If you wish to remain Anonymous, call “LA Crime Stoppers” by dialing 800-222-TIPS (8477),
texting the letters TIPLA plus your tip to CRIMES (274637), or using the website
http:iflacamestoppers.org

Addressit.ocation

LASD - Lomita Station Les Angeles County Sheail
26123 S. Narbonne Ave

Lomita, CA 80717

Contact
Emesgency: 9-1-1
Not-emergencies: 310-538-1661

For help, reply HELP to 888777 To cance!, raply STOP 10 883777 No charga but Message & Daia rates may apply. You will typicatly receive 3 messages per week
More infa at nizle com. ATST. T-tdohile®, Sprint, Verizon Wireless and most other carriers are supportad. Contact customer suppor al subpert@nixle com

Company Overview Support Press Contact Careers Termsof Service  Privacy Policy FAQs

© 2013 Nixle LLC, All rights reserved,

EJ

http://local.nixle.com/alert/4993419/ 4/26/2013
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October 25, 2012
Dear Resident of Lower Paseo Del Sol,

We have received your request regarding the parking issues on your street and will be
implementing a new program to address your concerns. The intent of the program is to
eliminate parking during the night by people who come to the area to use the Fire Road
for illicit purposes.

Our crews will be soon ipstalling “No Parking™ signs on the north side of your street, the
side on which the homes are located. The timing of the restrictions will be 9 pm until 5
am, which is consistent with the timing of night time restrictions in other areas of the City
where we have had similar issues.

In order to accommodate the cars of the residents and their guests which may need to be
parked on the street during the restricted hours, we will provide each residence with three
Temporary Parking Permit hangtags which can be hung from your rear view mirror. The
Police Department will not ticket cars with the permit displayed during the restricted
hours. If you have an event that will result in more than three cars on the street during
the restricted hours, please call the Police Department at (310) 378-4211 and they will
not ticket cars on the street during the event. The number of hangtags and the system for
alerting the Police Department is the same as our other permit programs in the City, such
as that around the High School, and has proven to be very successful. Please note that
you do not need to fill in a date on the tag for it to be valid, and you can use these
indefinitely.

Mr. John Clark has volunteered to distribute the hangtags, and we thank him for this and
for his efforts in leading the residents of Paseo Del Sol in tying resolve this issue.

If you have any questions, please call me at (310) 378-0383.

Siberety,

an Rigg, AICP, PE
Director of Planning and Public Works

cc:  Judy Smith, City Manager

SIGNAGE FILE #¥7-



JOHN W. CLARK
2035 PaAseEo DEL SoL
PALOS VERDES ESTATES, CALIFORNIA 80274

September 20, 2012

City of Palos Verdes Estates
Attn: Judy Smith, City Manager

Dear Judy,

Attached is the petition from the owners of property located on
lower Paseo Del Sol and which reflects their concerns of fire and
safety as outlined in the letter encioge_d.( Mot M&)

Very Truly Yours,

m Lk,

John W. Clark

w kT
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JOHN W. CLARK
2035 PASEO DEL SoL
PALOS VERDES ESTATES, CALIFORNIA 80274

March 11,2013
Dear Mayor Bird, City of Palos Verdes Estates

Once again thank you for the encouraging remarks you offered at the most recent
Council Meeting in support of the problem those of us living on Lower Paseo del Sol are
experiencing. 1am pleased to say that our personal problem in regards to our privacy and
security concerns has been rectified by the planting of dense bushes and trees and for this
we are most gratefol.

If the City were to undextake a study 1o solve the issue of access to the Fire Road
and Lower Paseo del Sol as it pertains to excessive traffic, limited parking, namrow street,,
drugs and graffiti, I respectfully ask if it would be possible to include the feasibility of
constructing a hammer-head tum-around as originally proposed by the attached plot plan -
circa 1920?

My apologies for attaching incomplete correspondence of the tuin-aronnd
between Allan Rigg and me going back to 2004. Missing is my letter of October 5, 2005
as well as the second page of my letter dated July 23, 2004. (By copy to Allan shonld be -
possess the aforementioned in his file, I would appreciate his making copies for Messrs.
Bird, Dreiling, and myself}) As you can see these letters wexe written eight years ago and
in the meantime major societal changes have taken place which, over time, will only
increase and contione to invade the privacy and security we once enjoyed.

For all intent and purposes our driveway has become and will continue to be the
“tum around” for our street. Our home was bwilt in 1928 and up until five years ago,
there was only the occasional hiker and biker, but as evidenced by my neighbor’s
spmbngaﬁeFehmyzéchang,mmdmmwlychangedm
way of living.

Inmnchszmsntmaybeworlhexplormghowmnydmd—ends&eﬁsmomcnylacka
suitable tarn around. Apparently the eary City planners felt Lower Paseo del Sol
required one. Thank you for your consideration.

Very truly yours,

John. W. Clark

cc  Dan Dreiling, Interim City Manager, Palos Verdes Estates
Allan Rigg, Director of Public Works/Planning, Palos Verdes Estates
File Copy - Clark
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October 11, 2005

John W. Clark
2035 Paseo Del Sol
Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274

Re: Paseo Del Sol Tarnaround

Dear Mr. Clark, 7{/{/"‘7'; WJA;?

Thank you for your letter @m@o me regarding the lower end of Paseo
Del Sol. You have again expresse that the City has not proceeded with the
construction of the turnaround that was previously designed and that you would like this
project revisited.

Our response to your concerns has not changed since we wrote you last year. The City
previously investigated the need for the turnaround due to our observation that fire trucks
on the street had to back out all the way to Via Del Monte. We contracted with an
engineer who designed a turnaround to Fire Department specifications and provided us
with plans and specifications. The project was competitively bid for construction, and
the low bid was $58,847, which was significantly higher than the $26,370 budget we had
established. We believe the increase in cost was due to the risk that the contractors saw
in building the project.

We asked the Fire Department for funding to help us construct the project as they are the
primary beneficiary, but they refused. The project is not being pursued at this time and is
not budgeted for fiscal year 2005/06. Due to the failure of the utility users tax and
current budget constraints it would be an even more difficult project to fimd teday than i
2001 when it was put out for bid. In addition, due to the escalation of construction prices,
we would expect the bids to be significantly higher.

Sincerely,
Director of Public Works/Planning

Cc:  James B. Hendrickson, City Manager
Fire Station 106

340 Palos Verdes Drive West, i’alos Verdes Estates, California 90274 (310) 378-0383
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July 29, 2004

John W. Clark .
20335 Paseo Del Sol .
Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274

Re: Paseo Del So} Turnaround
Dear Mr. Ciark,

Thank you for your letter dated July 23, 2004 to me regarding the lower end of Paseo Del
Sol. You have expressed concern that the City has not proceeded with the construction of
the turnaround that was previously designed and that you would like this project
revisited. ’

The City previously investigated the need for the turnaround due to our observation that
fire trucks on the street had to back out all the way to Via Del Monte. We contracted
with an engineer who designed a turnaround to Fire Department specifications and
provided us with plans and specifications. The project was competitively bid for
construction, and the low bid was $58,847, which was significantly higher than the
$26,370 budget we had established. We believe the increase in cost was due to the risk
that the contractors saw in building the project.

We asked the Fire Department for funding to help us construct the project as they are the
primary beneficiary, but they refused. The project is not being pursued at this time and is
not budgeted for fiscal year 2004/05 or 2005/06. Due to the failure of the utility users tax
and current budget constraints it would be an even more difficult project to fund today
than in 2001 when it was put out for bid.

Sincerely,

Allan Rigg, P.E. ,
Director of Public Works/Planning

Cec: James B. Hendrickson, City Manager (w/original letter)

378-0383

palos Verdes Estates, California 90274 (310

2340 Palos Verdes Drive West,



July 23, 2004

Mr. Alan Riggs

Public Works Director

340 Palos Verdes Drive West
Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274

Dear Alan,

My purpose in writing this letter is to explain my hopes that the City of Palos Verdes
Estates will reconsider constructing a “hammer head” turnaround immediately past
the entrance gate into the parkland on the fire road«continuation of Paseo Del Sol.

Several years ago ex~council member Mr. Ed Thompson, and the then Fire Chief
along with yourself viewed a demonsiration of the difficulty in turning a fire fruck
around in the parkland. Apparently the original city plan allowed for a turnaround
directly opposite our home at 2035 Paseo Del Sol, but was abandoned many years
ago for an unknown reason. It was further felt that a swap for the property opposite
our home for a similar piece of property within the parkland and just past the gate
would be more feasible and legally possible within the city charter.

Subsequently, the city authorized the drilling of a hole just past the parkland gate to
establish the depth of the bedrock. I have recently learned that the project has been
shelved due to the lack of funds. Apparently the estimated cost of $80,000 was
dropped from the budget, however it seems to the undersigned that this is not
extravagant when compared to the possible loss of property in the event of a fire.

\ 1 respectfully ask if the city would please revisit my request for the construction of a
turnaround just inside the parkland gate and my reasons are as follows:

1) Fire Hazard: The odds of 2 fire continue to increase each year.
Just two weeks ago the city police department responded at 3:30
am to a half hour of fireworks on the fire road and fortunately
apprehended the perpetrators. However there could easily have
been serious consequences if a fire had been started.

Each year there are more cyclist, runners, walkers, and young
adults that continue to use the fire road daily and increase the
chances of fire.

2) Parkland maintenance: The fireroad requires at least a once a year
inspection which subsequently requires service vehicles to cut
shrubbery and trees and to maintain the roadway so that it is
serviceable for both city fire and police departments.

3) Construction: Lower Paseo Del Sol has had a major increase in the
renovation of its homes these past few years. As a result, most of
the homes now have electronic gates and practically all have new

\ %f’w
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ATTACHMENT: (#7-

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT ~ BUDGET ISSUE

TITLE Paseo Del Sol Turnaround
EXPENDITURE & FY Public Works Fiscal Year: 2013-14
ESTIMATED COST One —time costs: $75,000

Annual On-going Costs $0

FUNDING SOURCE Unobligated Capital Improvement Fund

PRIORITY Medium

DESCRIPTION Lower Paseo Del Sol has had a significant issue for many
years as there is no location on the street for vehicles to turn around. Many vehicles
currently use the driveway of the home at 2035 Paseo Del Sol, which is a significant
inconvenience to the resident due to trash being left, staining of the driveway, noise,
and lights shining into the home. Due to these concerns a turnaround at the end of the
street was designed in year 2002. It is technically called a “hammerhead” and was
designed 1o be located a short distance, 40 feet, past the existing gate. The location
was picked as the width of the road and the gentler slope of the hill above the roadway
would result in lower walls and a lower project cost. The project was put out to bid and
the low bid came in at $58,847. The estimated/budgeted cost of the construction was
significantly lower at $27,071. Due to a lack of funding the project was not pursued.
There were also concerns that the turnaround area could become an attractive
nuisance and would attract additional people and vehicles to the end of the street.

This issue was again raised recently to the Traffic Safety Committee. The Committee
recommended to the City Council that this issue be evaluated once again and that a
budget issue paper be prepared for the City Council’s review. The Council agreed at
their meeting on May 14, 2013, and staff has created this budget issue paper. '

The project would be identical, with the exceptionuof the cost which we have escalated
at a rate of 2.5% per year since the previous bid.



ATTACHMEN #7.

Project Agreement-V14
Page 1of11

PROJECT AGREEMENT-V14
Los Angeles County Regional Park and Open Space District Grant

{From the Los Angeles County Proposition A, Safe Neighborhood Parks, Gang Prevention, Tree-
Planting, Senior and Youth Recreation, Beaches and Wildlife Protection (“the 1992 Proposition”),
which voters approved on November 3, 1992; and Los Angeles County Proposition A, Safe
Meighborhood Parks Act {“the 1996 Proposition”), which voters approved on November 5, 1996,

Grant No.: 58G8-14-2433

The Grantee listed below (“Grantee”} and the Los Angeles County Regional Park and Open Space District {“the
District”) do hereby enter into this Project Agreement-V14 (“this Agreement”), and under the terms and conditions
of this Agreement, Grantee agrees to complete the project as described in the Description of the Project and the
District, acting through the Director of the County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation and
pursuant to the Propositions, agrees to fund the project up to the total grant amount indicated.

Grantee: City of Palos Verdes Estates
Project Name: Pase Del Sol Trail Access Improvements

Grant Amount: Seventy five thousand ($75,000.00)

Awarded pursuant to Funding Identification Code: 4.n.4.D.

Description of Project:

Trail access improvements at Paseo Del Sol in the City of Palos Verdes Estates.

Project Performance Period: FROM: 03/04/2014 TO: 06/30/2015



Project Agreement-V14
Page 2 of 11

Special Provisions

A

None.

General Provisions

A.

Definitions

L

The term “Grantee” as used herein means the party described as Grantee on Page 1 of this Agreement
and any future successor(s).

The term “Application” as used herein means the individual application, and its required attachments,
for the grant identified on Page 1 of this Agreement.

The term “Board of Supervisors” means the County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors, acting in its
capacity as the governing body of the District.

The term “District” as used herein means the Los Angeles County Regional Park and Open Space
District. Unless otherwise specified herein, the Director of the County of Los Angeles Department of
Parks and Recreation shall administer this contract on behalif of the District,

The term “Procedural Guide” as used herein means the Procedural Guide(s}, and any subsequent
amendments or changes thereto, issued by the District for grants awarded pursuant to the section{(s) of
the Propositions as described on Page 1 of this Agreement.

The term “Project” as used herein means the Project that is described on Page 1 of this Agreement.

The term “Propositions” as used herein means Los Angeles County Proposition A, Safe Neighborhood
Parks, Gang Prevention, Tree-Planting, Senior and Youth Recreation, Beaches and wildlife Protection,
which voters approved on November 3, 1992 and Los Angeles County Proposition A, Safe
Neighberhood Parks, which voters approved on November 5, 1996.

Project Execution

1.

Subject to the availability of grant monies from the Propositions, the District hereby grants to the
Grantee a sum of money (grant monies) not to exceed the amount stated on Page 1 in consideration
of, and on the condition that the sum be expended in carrying out, the purposes set forth in the
Description of Project on Page 1 and under the terms and conditions set forth in this Agreement, the
Propositions {see Attachment A} and the attached Application {see Attachment B).

Grantee agrees to furnish any additional funds that may be necessary to complete the Project. Grantee
agrees to budget and appropriate annually, in each fiscal year until completion of the Project, an
amount equal to the total estimated cost of the Project less the grant amount stated on Page 1 of this
Agreement.

Grantee agrees to complete the Project in accordance with the time of Project performance as set
forth on Page 1, and under the terms and conditions of this Agreement and the Procedural Guide. The
time of Project performance may be extended upon mutual agreement, in writing, of the Grantee and
District. The requirements of the Propositions and of this Agreement last in perpetuity and may be
enforced by the District at any time.

Grantee shali comply as lead agency with the California Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources
Code, Section 21000, et. seq. Prior to submitting requests for reimbursement of actual construction or
acquisition costs, Grantee agrees to file with the District a copy of the Mitigated Environmental impact
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Report or Negative Declaration along with a response from the State Clearinghouse, if required; and a
copy of the Notice of Determination filed with, and stamped by, the County Clerk; or, if the Project is
categorically exempt, then a copy of the Natice of Exemption filed with, and stamped by, the County
Clerk, or at the District’s sole discretion, other written certification of exemption as deemed acceptable
by the District.

Grantee agrees that, prior to incurring actual development and/or acquisition costs, it will submit all
requested development and/or acquisition documents to the District for prior review and approval.

Grantee shall use monies allocated in this Agreement, to the maximum extent practical, to employ
youth from the community in which the Project is being carried out. Grantee is encouraged, and has
authority to use said monies, to pravide funding through agreements with community conservation
corps, the California Conservation Corps and other community organizations, particularly when youth
can be employed to work on restoration or rehabilitation projects being carried on in their own
communities. Such agreements shall be entered into solely for the accomplishment of the Project
described on Page 1 of this Agreement.

Therefore, prior to requesting reimbursement for actual construction, development or acquisition
costs, Grantee must submit a report to the District describing its efforts to employ youth in the
community. The report shall contain, at @ minimum, the number and approximate age of youth to be
employed at each stage of the Project, a description of the wark the youth will perform, the process by
which the youth shall be employed, the amount the youth will be paid and, the name of any
organizations ar agencies that will supply youth to be employed on the Project, as well as a description
of Grantee’s efforts to employ youth in every stage of the Project.

Grantee must comply fully with all State and Federa! laws regarding the employment of youth on the
Project.

Notwithstanding the above, the District reserves the right to establish goals for the employment of
youth if, in the District’s opinion, it is necessary to do so in order to accomplish the purposes of the
Propositions.

Grantee agrees to file with the District copies of any contracts or agreements executed for work on the
Project. Grantee further agrees that it will make a good faith effort to recruit and promote minority-
owned and women-owned businesses to participate in the process for the award of any contracts or
agreements executed for work on the Project.

Therefore, when filing with the District a copy of any contract or agreement for work on the Project,
said copy will be accompanied, at a minimum, by a description of the process used for identifying
minority and women contractors or vendors; a list of firms from which the Grantee solicited or
received offers; and comparative statistics regarding the minority and women participation and
percentage of minority and women ownership of each contractor and subcontractor working on the
Project. In addition, said copy will be accompanied by a statement affirming that, on final analysis and
consideration of award, contractor or vendor was selected without regard to race, color, creed or
gender, unless City, State or Federal laws and/or regulations or court decisions require otherwise, in
which case the Grantee will state the applicable reason. Grantee further agrees to retain on file, and to
make available to the District on request, statistical information regarding the minority and women
participation and percentage of minority and women ownership in each firm participating in the
bidding process.

Grantee agrees to secure completion of the development work in accordance with the approved
development plans and specifications or force account schedule.

Grantee agrees to permit the District to make periodic site visits to determine if development and/or
work is in accordance with the approved pians and specifications, or force account schedule, including
a final inspection upon Project completion.
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Any modification or alteration in the Project, as set forth in the Application on file with the District,
must be submitted, in writing, to the District for prior approval. No modification shall be effective until
and unless the modification is executed by both Grantee and the District.

if the Project includes acquisition of real property, Grantee agrees to comply with Chapter 16
{(commencing with Section 7260} of Division 7 of Title 1 of the Government Code and any applicable
federal, state, or local laws or ordinances. Documentation of such compliance will be made available
for raview upon the District’s request.

If the Project includes acquisition of real property, Grantee agrees to furnish the District preliminary
title reports respecting such real property or such other evidence of title that the District determines to
be sufficient, Grantee agrees in negotiated purchases to correct, prior to or at the close of escrow, any
defects of title that in the opinion of the District might interfere with the operation of the Project. in
condemnation actions, such title defects must be eliminated by the final judgment.

a. Grantee shall cause to be recorded on the title of any real property acquired with funds from the
Propositions, a deed restriction requiring compliance with the Propositions and this Agreement,
in perpetuity.

If the Project includes landscaping, Grantee shall use drip irrigation systems and shall use drought-
resistant or xerophytic trees, plants, lawn or sod, unless Grantee can show, to the District’s satisfaction,
that it is infeasible to do so.

Project Costs

The grant money provided under this program may be disbursed as follows:

1.

If the Project includes acquisition of real property, the District may disburse to Grantee the grant
monies as foliows, but not to exceed, in any event, the District grant amount set forth on Page 1 of this
Agreement:

a.  When acquisition is by negotiated purchase, the District may disburse the amount of the District-
approved purchase price together with District-approved costs of acquisition. The District-
approved purchase price shall not exceed the value contained in a valid appraisal report, unless
the District agrees, in advance, to the higher price.

b.  When acquisition is aliowed pursuant to the Propositions through eminent domain proceedings,
the District may disburse the amount of the total award, as provided for in the final order of
condemnation, together with District-approved costs of acquisition. Grantee shall bear all costs
and make ali advances associated with obtaining an order of immediate possession in an
eminent domain proceeding.

o In the event Grantee abandons such eminent domain proceedings, Grantee agrees that it shall
bear all costs in connection therewith and that no grant monies shall be disbursed for such costs.

if the Project includes development, after the completion of the Project or any phase or unit thereof,
the District will disburse funds to Grantee only after the District has reviewed and approved all
requested development documents and has received from Grantee a statement of incurred costs. The
District may disburse funds in the amount of District-approved incurred costs shown on such
statement, but not to exceed the District grant amount set forth on Page 1 of this Agreement, or any
remaining portion of the grant amount.

The statements to be submitted by Grantee shall set forth in detail the incurred costs of work
performed on development of the Project and whether performance was by construction contract or
by force account. Statements shall not be submitted more frequently than once a month, unless the
District requests otherwise.
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The District must approve modifications of the development plans and specifications and/or force
account schedule prior to any deviation from the District-approved plans and specifications, and/or
force account schedule, unless previously authorized by the District.

The District may retain up to ten (10) percent of the grant amount pending project completion and
verification that the Grantee has satisfied all terms and conditions of this Agreement. Within three (3)
months of Project completion, Grantee must submit final project documents. The District will not
make final payment, including but not limited to the ten percent retention, until it has received all
closing documents from the Grantee and has made 2 final Project inspection. At the District’s
discretion, the District also may perform an audit of Grantee’s Project expenditures before final
payment is made. Nothing in this section preciudes the District from performing an audit of Project
expenditures at a later date in accordance with Section | of this Agreement.

Project Administration

L.

Grantee agrees to promptly submit any reports that the District may request. In any event, Grantee
shall provide to the District a report showing total final Project expenditures.

Grantee agrees that property and facilities acquired or developed pursuant te this Agreement shail be
available for inspection upon the District’s request in perpetuity.

Grantee agrees to use any monies disbursed by the District under the terms of this Agreement solely
for the Project herein described.

Any non-recreational use of a Project must be preapproved in writing by the District, and if approved,
Grantee agrees that any gross income earned from such non-recreational uses of a Project shall be
used for recreation development, additional acquisition, operation or maintenance at the Project site,
unless the District approves otherwise in writing.

Grantee also agrees that any gross income that accrues to a grant-assisted development Project during
and/or as part of the construction, from sources other than the intended recreational uses, also shall
be used for further development of that particular Project, unless the District approves atherwise in
writing.

Grantee agrees to submit for prior District review and approval any and all existing or proposed
operating agreements, leases, concession agreements, management contracts or similar arrangements
with non-governmental entities, and any existing or proposed amendments or modifications thereto,
as they relate to the project or the project site in perpetuity.

Grantee further agrees not to enter into any contract, agreement, lease or similar arrangement, or to
agree to any amendment or modification to an existing contract, agreement, lease or similar
arrangement, that, in the District’s opinion, violates federal regulations restricting the use of funds
from tax-exempt bonds.

Grantee agrees that, upon entering into any contract for the construction, maintenance, operation or
similar activity related to the Project, Grantee will require said contractor ta carry adequate insurance
required by the District and naming the District as an additional insured. [n addition, said insurance
must require that Grantee and the District be given thirty (30) days advance written notice of any
modification or canceliation of said insurance. Grantee agrees to submit proof of such insurance to the
District for its prior approval.

Grantee and District will conform to the requirements of Government Cocle Section 6250, et seg. in
making all documents relating to this Agreement, the grant obtained and all other related matters
available for public review during regular business hours. In the case that the Project involves
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acquisition of property, however, both the District and Grantee may withhold from public review any
and all documents exempted under Section 6254, subsection (h}, prior to completion of said
acquisition.

In the event that the District is required to defend an action on a Public Records Act request for any of
the contents of an Grantee's submission under the terms and conditions of the Agreement, Grantee
agrees to defend and indemnify the District from all costs and expenses, including attorneys’ fees, in
any action or liability arising under, or related to, the Public Records Act.

In order to maintain the exclusion from gross income for federal income tax purposes of the interest on
any bonds, notes or other evidences of indebtedness issued for the purpose of providing the grant
monies made available in this Agreement, Grantee covenants to comply with each applicable
requirement of Section 103 and Sections 141 through 150, inclusive, of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986, as amended. In furtherance of the foregaing covenant, Grantee hereby agrees that it will not,
without the prior written consent of the District, {a) permit the use of any portion of the Project by any
private person or entity, other than on such terms as may apply to the public generally; or (b} enter
into any contract for the management or operation of the Project or any portion thereof, except with a
governmental agency or a nonprofit corporation that is exempt from federal income taxation pursuant
to Section 501(c){3) of the Internal Revenue Code.

If Grantee receives the prior permission of the District, acting through the Board, to sell or otherwise
disposes of property acquired or developed with grant maonies provided under this Agreement,
Grantee shall reimburse the District in an amount equal to the greater of 1} the amount of grant
monies provided under this Agreement; 2) the fair market value of the real property; or 3) the
proceeds from the portion of the property acquired, developed, improved, rehabilitated or restored
with grant monies.

If the property sold or otherwise disposed of with the prior permission of the District, acting through
the Board of Supervisors, is less than the entire interest in the property originally acquired, developed,
improved, rehabilitated or restored with the grant monies, then Grantee shail reimburse the District an
amount equal to the greater of: 1) an amount equal to the proceeds; or 2) the fair market value,

With the written consent of the District, the Grantee may transfer property acquired, developed,
improved, rehabilitated or restored with funds granted under this Agreement to another public
agency; to a nonprofit organization authorized to acquire, develop, improve or restore real property
for park, wildlife, recreation, open space, or gang prevention and intervention purposes; or to the
National Park Service, provided that any proposed successor agrees to assume the obligations imposed
under the Propositions and to accept assignment of this Agreement. Under these conditions, the
Grantee shall not be required to reimburse the District as described in Section B, Paragraph 10 of this
Agreement. Any such transfer must require the nonprofit or public entity acquiring the property to
enter into a written agreement with the District and agreed to comply with the terms of the
Propositions and this Agreement.

£.  Project Completion and Enforcement

1

Grantee may unilaterally rescing this Agreement at any time prior to the commencement of the
Project. After Project commencement, this Agreement may be rescinded, modified or amended only by
mutual agreement in writing.

Failure by the Grantee to comply with the terms of this Agreement, or any other agreement
established pursuant to the Propositions, may be cause for suspension or termination of all obligations
of the District hereunder.
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Failure of the Grantee to comply with the terms of this Agreement shall not be cause for the
suspension of all obligations of the District hereunder if, in the judgment of the District, such failure
was beyond the reasonable control of the Grantee. In such case, any amount required to settle, at
minimum cost, any irrevocable obligations properly incurred shall be eligible for reimbursement under
this Agreement.

The Grantee’s fuil compliance with the terms of this Agreement will have significant benefits to the
District, and to the property and quality of life therein, through the preservation and protection of
beach, wildlife, park, recreation and natural lands of the District, provision of safer recreation areas for
all residents, prevention of gangs, development and improvement of recreation facilities for senior
citizens, the planting of trees, construction of trails, and/or restoration of rivers and streams. Because
such benefits exceed, to an immeasurable and un-ascertainable extent, the amount of grant monies
that the District furnishes under the provisions of this Agreement, the Grantee agrees that payment by
the Grantee to the District of an amount equal to the amount of the grant monies disbursed under this
Agreement by the District would be inadequate compensation to the District for any breach by the
Grantee of this Agreement. The Grantee further agrees, therefore, that the appropriate remedy in the
event of a breach by the Grantee of this Agreement shall be the specific performance of this
Agreement, with an injunction against any breaching conduct, unless otherwise agreed to by the
District. Nothing in this Section shall limit in any way the District’s legal or equitable remedies under
this Agreement or any other remedy available by law. No delay or omission by the District in the
exercise of any right or remedy upon any breach by Grantee shall impair in any way the District’s right
to enforce the terms of this Agreement, nor be construed as a waiver.

Grantee and the District agree that, if the Project includes development, final payment may not be
made until the Project conforms substantially with this Agreement and is a usable public facility.

Grantee and each County lobbyist or County lobbying firm, as defined in Los Angeles County Code
Section 2.160.010, retained by Grantee, shall fully comply with the County Lobbyist Ordinance, Los
Angeles County Code Chapter 2.160. Failure on the part of Grantee or any County lobbyist or County
lobbying firm to fully comply with the County Lobbyist Ordinance shall constitute a material breach of
this Agreement, upon which the District may terminate or suspend this Agreement.

If the District brings an action to enforce the terms of this Agreement, the Grantee shall be responsible
to pay the District’s reasonably attorney’s fees and costs, including expert witness costs, if the District
prevails in said action.

Payment of Funds

1.

Grantee may request reimbursement from the District for eligible expenses, which the Grantee has
properly incurred and paid, no more frequently than every thirty (30} days. Grantee shall submit
reimbursement reguests on District-provided Payment Request Forms, including the applicable
attachments.

All Payment Request Forms should be sent to:

Los Angeles County

Regional Park and Open Space District
510 South Vermont Avenue, Room 230
Los Angeles, California 90020

Grantee should submit its payment request prior to the fifteenth day of the month to receive
reimbursement within four to six weeks, The District may hold Payment Request Forms received after
the fifteenth of the month until the next month, which may result in reimbursements being delayed.
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The District may withhold a portion of the amount of reimbursement if, in the opinion of the District,
an expenditure is not eligible under the terms and conditions of this Agreement, the Propositions, the
Application or the Procedural Guide. In such cases the District shall notify the Grantee of the amount
of expenditures declared ineligible and the reason(s) for the inefigibility. Grantee, within thirty (30)
days of notification, may dispute the District’s decision, in writing, to the District and provide records
andfor documentation to support its claim. The District shall review the information and/or
documentation provided and will notify Grantee of its final determination. If Grantee fails to dispute
the findings, in writing, within the thirty day period, than the Grantee shall have waived its right to
dispute the findings.

Hold Harmless and Indemnification

1

Grantee shall indemnify, defend and hold the District harmless from and against any and all liability to
any third party for or from loss, damage or injury to persans or property in any manner arising out of,
or incident to, the performance of this Agreement or the planning, arranging, implementing,
sponsoring or conducting of the Project or any other operation, maintenance or activity by the
Grantee. Grantee agrees to defend and indemnify the District from all costs and expenses, including
attorney's fees, in any action or liability arising under this Agreement or the planning, arranging,
implementing, sponsoring or conducting of the Project or any other operation, maintenance or activity
by the Grantee

The District shali have no liability for any debts, liabilities, deficits or cost overruns of the Grantee.

Grantee and District agree that the liability of the District hereunder shall be limited to the payment of
the grant monies pursuant to the terms and conditions of this Agreement and the Procedural Guide.
Any contracts entered into, or other obligations or liabilities incurred by, the Grantee in connection
with the Project or otherwise relating to this Agreement shall be the sole responsibility of the Grantee,
and the District shall have no obligation or liability whatsoever thereunder or with respect thereto.

Independent Grantee

This Agreement is by and between the Los Angeles County Regional Park and Open Space District and
Grantee and is not intended, and shall not be construed, to create the relationship of agent, servant,
employee, partnership, joint venture or association between the District and Grantee.

Financial Records

1.

Grantee agrees to maintain satisfactory financial accounts, dacuments and records for the Project and
to make them available to the District for auditing at reasonable times. Grantee also agrees to retain
such financial accounts, documents and records for five (5) years following Project termination or
completion.

Grantee and the District agree that during regular office hours, each of the parties hereto and their
duly authorized representatives shall have the right to inspect and make copies of any books, records
or reports of the other party pertaining to this Agreement or matters related thereto. Grantee agrees
to maintain, and make available for District inspection, accurate records of all its costs, disbursements
and receipts with respect to its activities under this Agreement and the use of any property acquired
under this Agreement in perpetuity.

Grantee agrees to use an accounting system that complies with generally accepted accounting
principles.

At any time during the term of this Agreement or at any time within five years after the expiration or
prior termination of this Agreement, authorized representatives of the District may conduct an audit of
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Grantee for the purpose of verifying appropriateness and validity of expenditures that Grantee has
submitted to the District for reimbursement under the terms of this Agreement. If said audit reveals
expenditures that cannot be verified or that were paid in violation of the terms of this Agreement, the
Propositions or the Procedural Guide, the District may, at its discretion, reduce the grant amount by an
amount equal to these expenditures,

Grantee, within thirty (30) days of notification that an audit has resulted in the exception of
expenditures, may dispute the audit findings in writing to the District and provide the District with
records and/or documentation to support the expenditure claims. The District shall review this
documentation and make a final determination as to the validity of the expenditures.

If Grantee has received all grant monies prior to the audit, or if remaining grant monies are insufficient,
and if said audit reveals expenditures that cannot be verified or that were paid in violation of the terms
of this Agreement, the Propositions or the Procedural Guide, Grantee shall pay the District an amount
equal to these expenditures within sixty (60} days after receiving written notification of the
expenditures disallowed and the reason for the disallowance.

Notwithstanding Government Code Section 907, in the event that Grantee fails to repay the District in
full for the amount of excepted expenditures, the District may offset an amount equal to the excepted
expenditures from any monies that may be due to Grantee under the terms and conditions of the
Propositions. Through the execution of this Agreement, Grantee waives its rights under Government
Code Section 807.

J. Use of Facilities

1

Grantee agrees to use the property acquired or developed with grant monies under this Agreement
only for the purpose for which it requested District grant monies and will nat permit any other use of
the area, except as allowed by prior specific act of the Board of Supervisors as governing body of the
District and consistent with the terms and conditions of the Propositions and this Agreement.

Grantee agrees to maintain and operate in perpetuity the property acquired, developed, rehabilitated
or restored with grant monies, subject to the provisions of the Propositions. With the District’s prior
written approval, the Grantee, or its successors in interest in the property, may transfer the
responsibility to maintain and operate the property in accordance with the Propaositions to a nonprofit
or government entity.

Grantee agrees to actively oppose, at its sole expense, any clgims as to reserved rights to the grant-
funded property that are contrary to the purposes of the Prapositions, Procedural Guide and or this
Agreement, including but not limited to oil, gas, and other hydrocarban substances; minerals; water;
and/or riparian resources.

Grantee agrees to provide for reasonable public access to Jands acquired in fee with grant monies,
including the provision of parking and public restrooms, except that access may interfere with resource
protection,

K. Nondiscrimination

1

The Grantee shall not discriminate against any person on the basis of race, color, sex, sexual
orientation, age, religious belief, national origin, marital status, physical or mental handicap, medical
condition, or place of residence in the use of any property or facility acquired or developed pursuant to
this Agreement.

All facilities shall be open to members of the public generally, except as noted under the special
provisions of the Project Agreement,
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incorporation by Reference

The Application and its required attachments, including the Assurances, and any subsequent change or
addition approved by the District, is hereby incorporated in this Agreement as though set forth in full. The
Procedural Guide, and any subsequent changes or additions thereto, and the Proposition also are hereby
incorporated in this Agreement as though set forth in full.

Severability

If any provision of this Agreement, or the application thereof, is held invalid, that invalidity shall not affect
other provisions or applications of the Agreement that can be given effect without the invalid provision or
application, and to this end the provisions of this Agreement are severable.

No provision of this Agreement, or the application thereof, is waived by the failure of the District to enforce
said provision or application thereof,
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantee and District have caused this Agreement to be executed by
their duly authorized representatives as of the latter day, month and year written below.

GRANTEE:

By: Lo Tl e,

Signature of Authori;’:ed/Representative

T’tle TR “\L‘"f % "\ AN - o L {J LS *‘ N
N ’
H i E
Date: PRRCA RN
LOS ANGELES COUNTY
REGIONAL PARK AND OPEN SPACE DISTRICT:
Director, Parks and Recreation
Date: e i

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
JOHN KRATTLI

COUNTY COUNSEL

. %

CHRISTINA A. SAi.SE DA
Principal Deputy

Grant No.; 58G8-14-2433
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Attachment A
Los Angeles County Proposition A
Safe Neighborhood Parks, Gang Prevention, Tree Planting, Senior and Youth Recreation,

Beaches and Wildlife Protection

Approved by Los Angeles County voters on November 5, 1996
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