
 BOARD AND STAKEHOLDER MEETING AGENDA  
Tuesday 18 February 2025   6:30 PM 

NOTE Tuesday meeting day 

In-Person Meeting (Without Teleconferencing) 

Los Angeles Yacht Club, 285 Whalers Walk, San Pedro CA 90731 
PUBLIC INPUT AT NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL MEETINGS — Comments from the public on agenda items will be heard only when the respective item 
is being considered. Comments from the public on other matters not appearing on the agenda that are within the assembly’s jurisdiction will be heard 
during the General Public Comment period. Please note that under the Brown Act, the assembly is prevented from acting on a matter that you bring to its 
attention during the General Public Comment period; however, the issue raised by a member of the public may become the subject of a future meeting. 
Public comment may be limited to a fixed time per speaker or a limited number of speakers by the presiding officer of the assembly. Those wishing to 
make comment, but not wanting to speak publicly, may submit written communications to the Board. 

1. Voluntary opportunity to say the Pledge of Allegiance. 
2. Public comment on non-agenda items. 
3. Call to order and roll call. 

4. Board member comment on non-agenda items. [May include comment on Board members’ own activities/brief announcements; 
brief response to statements made or questions posed by persons exercising their general public comment rights or asking questions for clarification; intro-
duction of new issues for consideration by the Board at its next meeting; or requests for research and a report back to the Board.] 

5. Approval of prior meeting minutes. 
6. Report from law enforcement and public officials. 
7. Committee reports [2 minutes per committee] 
8. Motion on State Density Bonus Law/Evacuation Routes/High Fire Severity Zones / Safe Passage — Re-

ferred to Rules, Elections and Intergovernmental Relations Committee 1/15/25. 
9. Motion on Housing Element Relief from Builder’s Remedy. 
10. Request for Virtual Public Participation at City Council and its Committees. 
11. Motion on Board of Public Works (BPW) Sidewalk and Transit Amenities Program (STAP) Program 

Implementation. 
12. Motion opposing Urban Panels. 
13. Motion opposing proposed SB 79 (Wiener) — Transit-Oriented Development & Upzoning. Introduced 

1-15-25.  Sponsored by California YIMBY, Streets for All, Bay Area Council, SPUR, Greenbelt Alliance. 
14. Motion supporting Council File 24-0602, to report on the impact of synthetic turf and recommend 

actions. 
15. Motion requesting expedited action by Caltrans to address grafitti blight. 
16. Treasurer’s report. 
Budget and Finance (Consent Calendar) 

17. Approval of Monthly Expenditure Reports for January 2025. 



18. Approval of Monthly Expenses, including approval of Treasurer’s payment of all recurring Neigh-
borhood Council expenses including (but not limited to) Bridgegap Temporary Staffing and Ser-
vices Agency in the amount not to exceed $1,000 per month, the Mailroom in the amount not to 
exceed $1,000 per month, office supplies in the amount not to exceed $1,000 per month, an 
amount not to exceed $300 for refreshments for the monthly Board meeting, and an amount not to 
exceed $200 for cleaning fees after the Board meeting. 

19. Approval of funding requests received from committees.  
20. Appointments of committee officers, committee members, and Board representatives including but not 

limited to appointing Robin Rudisill to the Coastline and Parks Committee. 
21. Announcements. 
22. Public comment on non-agenda items. 
23. Adjournment. 

——————— 

8. Motion on State Density Bonus Law/Evacuation Routes/High Fire Severity Zones / Safe 
Passage — Referred to Rules, Elections and Intergovernmental Relations Committee 1/15/25. 
https://clkrep.lacity.org/onlinedocs/2025/25-0002-S2_misc_01-15-25.pdf 
Whereas the measure proposed in CF 25-0002-S2 seeks to support and place in the City’s legislative 
2025-2026 Program, the introduction and passage of legislation to amend State Density Bonus Law to re-
quire documentation of the impacts that additional residents would have on existing evacuation routes 
that would be used by residents of the development and the existing surrounding residents to ensure that 
evacuation routes are not overwhelmed during a wildfire or other catastrophic emergency, and should it be 
found that a development utilizing Density Bonus Law creates a negative impact on the evacuation route 
used by future residents of the development and surrounding residents, the development may be required 
to reduce the residential units of the development up to the point of not being able to utilize the additional 
density. 
Resolved, the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council supports adoption of CF 25-0002-S2 in recogni-
tion of the challenges identified in the evacuation of residents fleeing the recent Pacific Palisades fire disas-
ter. 
Further resolved, the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council urges that this resolution be amended to 
include consideration of the effects of the state Density Bonus Law on areas affected by other types of nat-
ural disasters or catastrophic events, such as floods, tsunamis, and earthquakes.  

CIS to Council File 25-0002-S2 
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9. Motion on Housing Element Relief from Builder’s Remedy. 
Whereas the City faces new challenges in meeting its State-assigned RHNA housing goals; 
Whereas in addition to experiencing the loss of a significant number of housing units due to fire and the 
resulting need to rebuild/replace them, there will be significant new demands placed on the need for con-
struction workers and construction materials that will have an impact on the overall cost of construction; 
Whereas demands impact available supply, the increased costs may render planned projects infeasible – 
thus stunting the City’s ability to meet RHNA goals; 
Whereas the City is unable to control these variables and should not find itself at risk from the application 
of Builder’s Remedy; 
Whereas with the recent fires (and the introduction of tariffs on building materials), many approved and 
proposed housing projects will no longer "pencil out" as labor and materials will go up in cost and that will 
affect housing production; 
Whereas cities can approve projects (and have done so only to see them stall when insurance costs and 
other items changed the project balance sheets) but they cannot guarantee they will be built; 
Whereas Builder's Remedy will automatically apply if goals and benchmarks to goals are not met; 
Whereas RHNA was a challenge when adopted but is now inconsistent with current community 
objectives; 
Whereas Builder’s Remedy, when applied during this time of disaster response, will bring with it height-
ened opportunities for developers to prey on vulnerable disaster victims; 
Whereas it is the City’s role to plan for development that creates livable, sustainable communities and not 
merely to incentivize housing production; and 
Whereas Builder’s Remedy does nothing to promote livable communities but rather it punishes neighbors 
and neighborhoods with out-of-scale development often in locations where it will damage overall livability 
and compromise public safety. 
Resolved, the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council requests Councilmember McOsker to introduce a 
measure to City Council stating that the City include in its 2025-2026 State Legislative Program SUPPORT 
and/or SPONSORSHIP for any legislation that would result in amendments to the State Density Bonus 
Laws and Housing Accountability measures to suspend the application of BUILDER’S REMEDY in the 
current Housing Cycle for those cities/municipalities in Los Angeles County that have adopted /approved 
Housing Elements. 
  

CIS to Council File 21-1230 

10. Request for Virtual Public Participation at City Council and its Committees. 
Whereas, City Council has discontinued acceptance of virtual testimony at Council hearings and 
meetings — requiring members of the public to travel to City Hall to speak or testify; and 
Whereas, requiring in-person testimony creates a significant barrier to public participation. 
Resolved, the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council requests Councilmember McOsker to introduce a 
motion requiring virtual participation at City Council and its Committee meetings. 
Further resolved, the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council requests that the City Council direct the 
City Clerk with the duty of seeking public input to create recommendations to improve the overall public 
comment process. 
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11. Motion on Board of Public Works (BPW) Sidewalk and Transit Amenities Program (STAP) 
Program Implementation. 
Whereas YEAR 3 recommended locations for digital transit shelters and digital Urban Panels are to be 
considered at the Feb. 21, 2025 Board of Public Works (BPW) Meeting; and  
Whereas the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council opposes the proposed list of recommended digital 
ad structures on the BPW YEAR 3 list for the following reasons: 

• BPW failed to release this list to the public and to Neighborhood Councils for adequate and meaning-
ful review before voting on it; 

• Many people, and in particular, City Council staff, have little or no knowledge of the program's Miti-
gated Negative Declaration (MND) environmental document adopted on 9/20/22 and do not know 
where program structures must comply with existing overlays, community plans, and/or the Mobility 
Element of the General Plan; 

• The Board must consider the establishment of some guidelines related to the numbers of STAP struc-
tures located at, for example, a SINGLE intersection.  It is pure visual pollution to locate electronic/
digital transit shelters on four corners of an intersection AND have added urban panels at the same 
intersection; 

• It could be dangerous to install digital changing ad structures of any kind directly adjacent to our 
City's high schools where new young drivers are more vulnerable to danger from distractions; 

• It is a poor decision to install digital changing ad structures of any kind adjacent to City parks, open 
spaces and/or sensitive biological resources; and 

• Some structures are listed on designated Scenic Highways which is a violation of the City's Mobility 
Element of the General Plan, which clearly states that no advertising structures may be placed within 
500 feet of the center line of a designated Scenic Highway. 

Resolved, the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council requests that BPW staff circulate the LIST OF 
YEAR 3 LOCATIONS to all Neighborhood Councils whose areas have proposed shelters for meaningful 
review at the time they are distributed to Council District offices at least sixty (60) days prior to the BPW 
voting on it. 

12. Motion opposing Urban Panels. 
Resolved, the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council opposes the installation of Urban Panels — two-
sided digital ad structures that provide neither shade nor shelter for transit riders — intended to be placed 
on the public right-of-way. 

13. Motion opposing proposed SB 79 (Wiener) — Transit-Oriented Development & Upzoning. 
Introduced 1-15-25.  Sponsored by California YIMBY, Streets for All, Bay Area Council, SPUR, 
Greenbelt Alliance. 
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB79 
Whereas, SB 79 will make it legal to build multi-family housing near transit, including in areas currently 
zoned only for  single-family homes, by requiring upzoning near rail stations and bus lines; 
Whereas, the City has met the State’s Housing Element requirements; 
Whereas, the State has adopted many housing measures and should now leave cities to meet already adopt-
ed measures before adding additional measures; and 
Whereas, evaluation of the existing housing measures should be completed before additional new policies 
are forwarded. 
Resolved, the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council requests that Councilmember McOsker introduce 
a motion opposing SB 79 in the City’s 2025–2026 State Legislative Program.   
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14. Motion supporting Council File 24-0602, to report on the impact of synthetic turf and 
recommend actions. 
Environment and Sustainability Committee 
Whereas current City of Los Angeles policy does not discourage or prevent private sector property owners 
or public sector agencies from acquiring or installing synthetic turf products for installation in outdoor 
spaces, and 
Whereas synthetic turf products are produced from raw petrochemical inputs including crude oil, and the 
production process inherently includes the formation and integration of a wide range of toxic chemicals 
into synthetic turf finished products, include a wide range PFAS, phthalate compounds, which almost uni-
versally decompose into microplastic contamination of ecosystem, causing widespread health impacts on 
humans and other plant and animal lifeforms, and 
Whereas PFAS, phthalate and other compounds widely found in synthetic turf products are known to be 
carcinogenic, endocrine disruptive, and cause or contribute to a wide range of human and wildlife health 
problems, with particularly acute impact on cognitive development of children and adolescents, and 
Whereas deployment of synthetic turf undermines the health and well-being of natural habitats, by block-
ing groundwater absorption, supressing soil microbes, causing heat island effects, consuming and contam-
inating water resources, and causing injury to athletes who train and practice on it, and 
Therefore the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council supports CF 24-0602, which instructs the Chief 
Legislative Analyst to work with the Climate Emergency Management Office and other City agencies to 
prepare a 9-part assessment and report to Council, and other city agencies to undertake specific 
assessments related to the impact of synthetic turf on the City of Los Angeles, recommend policy changes 
to incentivize the removal of synthetic turf, and identify partners for study and funding. 

CIS to Council File 24-0602 

15. Motion requesting expedited action by Caltrans to address grafitti blight. 
Resolved, the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council approves the following letter requesting that the 
Council Office work with our State Legislators to request the promised and more expedited action by Cal-
trans to address ongoing graffiti blight. 

February 19, 2025 
Honorable Tim McOsker 
Los Angeles City Councilmember, CD15 aka The One-Five 
City Hall 200 N. Spring Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Councilmember McOsker, 
We know how much you care about San Pedro and how important it is to you that San Pedro shed her 
ill-deserved reputation as a gang infested, decrepit port town and that San Pedro, be instead, elevated to 
her rightful place as a gateway port to the rest of the world and a vital economic hub as the second 
largest port on the Pacific Coast of the United States.  Additionally, we’re on the cusp of a renaissance 
period the expected result of which is to attract all kinds of people to our town as a desired place to 
work, live, and play. 
Part of this renaissance is the new Caltrans project to expand the entrance and exit pathways to San 
Pedro and the new West Harbor development from the 110 Freeway to Harbor Blvd. and Gaffey Street 
via new lanes and routes enhanced with beautifully redesigned retaining walls to create a streamlined 
effect while driving in. 
Caltrans held a substantial number of public outreach meetings through the Joint Planning and Land 
Use Committee of the three San Pedro Neighborhood Councils, and at every meeting, the issue of graf-
fiti on the retaining walls was brought up by multiple community members.  Caltrans assured the 
community that all of the new walls would be coated with special materials which make it easier for 
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graffiti to be removed and that they would also maintain the new surfaces to keep them clear of graffiti 
and the area clear of trash and other debris as well. Unfortunately, this has NOT happened. 
Instead, what has happened is that numerous community members reach out to Caltrans reporting 
daily incidents of graffiti and wait endlessly for the promised cleanup to happen.  Even when action is 
promised, Caltrans officials direct community members to follow a byzantine process of documenting 
what kind of surface the graffiti is painted on, where it is and then being sure to reach out to one of four 
separate graffiti cleaning divisions to file the report (because there are four different divisions equipped 
with specialized clean up materials to deal with particular kinds of graffiti, etc.), and still there’s a mas-
sive queue that can last weeks before anything is done, and all the while, new graffiti is added daily. 
While people in the community are willing and happy to report incidents in conjunction with Caltrans 
ALSO making an effort to regularly inspect these areas, it’s neither safe nor the community’s responsi-
bility to paint over the graffiti.  Moreover, the surfaces were supposed to be coated with material that 
makes it easy to remove rather that paint over graffiti.   
This process should be as simple as reporting the location of the graffiti, stating what surface it’s on, and 
submitting a photo or several via the LA311 app and then having a crew come out to remove it within 24 
hours.  Since no one knows the workings of the Caltrans system better than those who work at Caltrans, 
there should be an app, or some other way for the community to easily report problems in this vitally 
important area of new development and the so called “front door” of our community, and then let Cal-
trans handle the rest in a timely and expeditious manner as they promised multiple times in multiple 
community meetings. 
Right now, even the newest of the new is quickly defaced, and anyone entering who has had a “bad” 
opinion of what kind of place San Pedro is will likely feel that they were correct in feeling that way.  It’s a 
terrible look for our town which only perpetuates the negative opinions many people have, albeit unjus-
tifiably, and it won’t be solved by one massive and well-advertised cleanup day that wouldn’t be good for 
anything more than an expensive photo op.  
Caltrans needs to come up with a solution that includes regular inspections of this area and quick ac-
tion to mitigate any problems.  In addition, the Los Angeles Police Department should develop a strate-
gic and tactical plan to catch people in the act of defacing this area.  Because it’s not practical for various 
LAPD units to be stationed all night every night, which is when most of this activity happens, it may be 
worth considering the installation of high-resolution infrared cameras to record and live broadcast ac-
tivities to the police which, with the main police station a few blocks away on John S. Gibson Blvd, they 
could arrive to catch people very quickly.  Then word would get out that this is a very risky spot to en-
gage in these kinds of behaviors.  Lastly, and certainly not least, is the community’s willingness to con-
tinue actively participating in the process by notifying Caltrans as incidents occur, but again, it’s not 
okay to force the community to negotiate a byzantine labyrinth of bureaucratic quagmires only to be 
told they did something wrong or even if everything was done correctly, to then have to wait weeks or 
months for any response or action. 
Councilmember McOsker, please find a way to help us resolve this issue quickly and smoothly.  The 
success of any San Pedro renaissance including the future of the West Harbor development will be di-
rectly affected by the FIRST impression people have as they arrive. 

Sincerely, 
  
Doug Epperhart, President 
On behalf of Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council Board 

CC: 
Drew Leach, San Pedro Field Deputy, Office of Councilmember Tim McOsker, CD15 
drew.leach@lacity.org 
Brian M. Martinez, Office of Senator Laura Richardson, 35th Senate District 
bryan.martinez@sen.ca.gov 
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Erick Ponce-Furlos, Office of Assemblymember Muratsuchi, 66th Assembly District 
erick.ponce-furlos@asm.ca.gov 
Mark Fuentes, Office of Assemblymember Gipson, 65th Assembly District 
mark.fuentes@asm.ca.gov 
Eric Menjivir, Media Relations Manager, Caltrans District 7 
eric.menjivir@dot.ca.gov 
Erik Skindrud, Customer Service Liaison, Caltrans District 7 
Erik.Skindrud@dot.ca.gov 
Mona Sutton, City of L.A. Harbor Area Planning Commission 
owsqueen@yahoo.com 
Elise Swanson, President, San Pedro Chamber of Commerce 
eswanson@sanpedrochamber.com 

For more information, please email cspnclive@gmail.com; write to CSPNC, 1840 S. Gaffey Street #34, San Pedro, CA 90731; or visit the 
Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council website at www.cspnc.org.  

STATE OF CALIFORNIA PENAL CODE SECTION 403 (Amended by Stats. 1994, Ch. 923, Sec. 159. Effective January 1, 1995.) — Every person who, without 
authority of law, willfully disturbs or breaks up any assembly or meeting that is not unlawful in its character, other than an assembly or meeting referred 
to in Section 302 of the Penal Code or Section 18340 of the Elections Code, is guilty of a misdemeanor. 

NOTICE TO PAID REPRESENTATIVES — If you are compensated to monitor, attend, or speak at this meeting, City law may require you to register as a 
lobbyist and report your activity. See Los Angeles Municipal Code §§48.01 et seq. More information is available at ethics.lacity.org/lobbying. For as-
sistance, please contact the Ethics Commission at 213-978-1960 or ethics.commission@lacity.org 

PUBLIC ACCESS OF RECORDS — In compliance with government code section 54957.5, non-exempt writings that are distributed to all or a majority of 
the Board members in advance of a meeting may be viewed at 1840 S Gaffey St, San Pedro, CA 90731, at our website: http://www.cspnc.org, or at the 
scheduled meeting. In addition if you would like a copy of any record related to an item on the Agenda, please contact the Coastal San Pedro Neighbor-
hood Council by email at cspnclive@gmail.com.  

PUBLIC POSTING OF AGENDAS — Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council agendas are posted for public review as follows: 1840 S Gaffey St, San 
Pedro, CA 90731 and http://www.cspnc.org  You can also receive our agendas via email by subscribing to L.A. City’s Early Notification System at:  
https://lacity.gov/government/subscribe-agendas/neighborhood-councils  

RECONSIDERATION AND GRIEVANCE PROCESS — For information on 
the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council’s process for board action 
reconsideration, stakeholder grievance policy, or any other procedural 
matters related to this Council, please consult the CSPNC Bylaws. The 
Bylaws are available at our Board meetings and our website http://
www.cspnc.org  

THE AMERICAN WITH DISABILITIES ACT — As a covered entity under 
Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of Los Angeles 
does not discriminate on the basis of disability and upon request will 
provide reasonable accommodation to ensure equal access to its pro-
grams, services, and activities. Sign language interpreters, assisted 
listening devices, or other auxiliary aids and/or services may be provided 
upon request. To ensure availability of services please make your request 
at least 3 business days (72 hours) prior to the meeting by contacting the 
CSPNC secretary by email at cspnclive@gmail.com.  

SERVICIOS DE TRADUCCION — Si requiere servicios de traducción, 
favor de avisar al Concejo Vecinal 3 días de trabajo (72 horas) antes del 
evento. Por favor contacte Secretaria, CSPNC, por correo electrónico a 
cspnclive@gmail.com para avisar al Concejo Vecinal.
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Meeting location is Los Angeles Yacht Club, past the 
DoubleTree Hotel.


