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2 PORTUGUESE BEND ROAD
ROLLING HILLS, CA 90274
(310) 377-1521

AGENDA CITY COUNCIL CITY OF ROLLING HILLS
Regular City Council Meeting Monday, April 11, 2022 7:00 PM

The meeting agenda is available on the City’s website. The City Council meeting will be live-streamed on the
City’s website. Both the agenda and the live-streamed video can be found here:
https://www.rolling-hills.org/government/agenda/index.php
Members of the public may submit written comments in real-time by emailing the City Clerk’s office at
cityclerk@cityofrh.net. Your comments will become part of the official meeting record. You must provide your
full name, but please do not provide any other personal information that you do not want to be published.
Recordings to City Council meetings can be found here:

https://www.rolling-hills.org/government/agenda/index.php.
Next Resolution No. 1294 Next Ordinance No. 376

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

4. PRESENTATIONS/PROCLAMATIONS/ANNOUNCEMENTS

4.A. CITY COUNCIL REORGANIZATION
RECOMMENDATION:
A. PRESENTATION OF NEW MAYOR AND MAYOR PRO-TEM
B. PRESENTATION TO MAYOR DIERINGER IN RECOGNITION OF HER
SERVICE DURING HER 2021-2022 TERM AS MAYOR
C. COMMENTS FROM OUTGOING MAYOR

4 B. PRESENTATION FROM REPUBLIC SERVICES ON CUSTOMER SERVICE.
RECOMMENDATION: Receive and File.

5. APPROVE ORDER OF THE AGENDA

This is the appropriate time for the Mayor or Councilmembers to approve the agenda as is or reorder.

6. BLUE FOLDER ITEMS (SUPPLEMENTAL)

Blue folder (supplemental) items are additional back up materials to administrative reports, changes to the posted
agenda packet, and/or public comments received after the printing and distribution of the agenda packet for receive and
file.

6.A. FOR BLUE FOLDER DOCUMENTS APPROVED AT THE CITY COUNCIL


https://www.rolling-hills.org/government/agenda/index.php
https://www.rolling-hills.org/government/agenda/index.php
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/3bd76750d701e48163ab9c4949c154860.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/0be0944dd35bb220edf6b90d1b222f260.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/a1d7cb817aaa510e4d8dfe39c4a1eb040.pdf

MEETING

RECOMMENDATION: Approved
CL_AGN_220411_CC_BlueFolderltem_8C_Supplemental.pdf
CL_AGN_220411_CC_BlueFolderltem_11A_Supplemental.pdf

PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

This is the appropriate time for members of the public to make comments regarding the itemsnot listed on this agenda.
Pursuant to the Brown Act, no action will take place on any items not on the agenda.

CONSENT CALENDAR

Business items, except those formally noticed for public hearing, or those pulled for discussion are assigned to the
Consent Calendar. The Mayor or any Councilmember may request that any Consent Calendar item(s) be removed,
discussed, and acted upon separately. ltems removed from the Consent Calendar will be taken up under the "Excluded
Consent Calendar" section below. Those items remaining on the Consent Calendar will be approved in one motion. The
Mayor will call on anyone wishing to address the City Council on any Consent Calendar item on the agenda, which has
not been pulled by Councilmembers for discussion.

8.A.

8.B.

8.C.

8.D.

8.E.

8.F.

8.G.

APPROVE AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING FOR THE CITY COUNCIL REGULAR
MEETING OF APRIL 11, 2022

RECOMMENDATION: Approve.
CL_AGN_220411_CC_AffidavitofPosting.pdf

APPROVE MOTION TO READ BY TITLE ONLY AND WAIVE FURTHER
READING OF ALL ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS LISTED ON THE
AGENDA

RECOMMENDATION: Approve.

APPROVE THE FOLLOWING CITY COUNCIL MINUTES: MARCH 28, 2022
RECOMMENDATION: Approve as presented.
CL_MIN_220328_CC_F_A.pdf

PAYMENT OF BILLS
RECOMMENDATION: Approve as presented.
CL_AGN_220411_PaymentOfBills.pdf

REPUBLIC SERVICES RECYCLING TONNAGE REPORT FOR FEBRUARY 2022
AND FORCE MAJEURE NOTIFICATION RELATED TO UNAVAILABILITY OF
CVT FACILITY DUE TO FIRE.

RECOMMENDATION: Receive and file.

CL_AGN_220328 UnforseenCircumstances_CVTFire.pdf

0222 - Rolling Hills YTD Tonnage Report.pdf

APPROVE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT AND AUTHORIZE THE
CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT AMENDMENT WITH THE PALOS
VERDES PENINSULA LAND CONSERVANCY TO PROVIDE ONE-YEAR FIRE
FUEL MAINTENANCE SERVICE FOR PHASE 4 AREA.

RECOMMENDATION: Approve as presented.
CL_AGN_220411_CC_PVPLC_PSA_4thAmendment.pdf
CL_AGN_220411_CC_PVPLC_ReducingFuelLoadProject_Phase4.pdf

APPROVE FIRST AMENDMENT TO PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT
WITH HQE SYSTEMS INC. COVERING SUPPLEMENTAL SERVICES FOR A


https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1431558/CL_AGN_220411_CC_BlueFolderItem_8C_Supplemental.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1431576/CL_AGN_220411_CC_BlueFolderItem_11A_Supplemental.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/9e0d0235c0789bc5664256c3c6bde8430.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1311139/CL_AGN_220411_CC_AffidavitofPosting.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/85b6f4275334a029c4c690e45a68e6150.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/fb7818195da25d4e308f6704eedb80b40.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1431541/CL_MIN_220328_CC_F_A.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/e5760c9fcfecd169a0c7d2d2b9fbc7b90.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1321188/CL_AGN_220411_PaymentOfBills.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/d13fb3f882bb7b018a26ead1aab0e6fb0.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1298971/CL_AGN_220328_UnforseenCircumstances_CVTFire.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1307478/0222_-_Rolling_Hills_YTD_Tonnage_Report.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/3ca6b8e2b3d64af7c930f2a52beb349b0.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1319620/CL_AGN_220411_CC_PVPLC_PSA_4thAmendment.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1319621/CL_AGN_220411_CC_PVPLC_ReducingFuelLoadProject_Phase4.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/e93d6b1533da32e59c4bcbe72f83e7210.pdf

9.

NOT-TO-EXCEED AMOUNT OF $3500.00.
RECOMMENDATION: Approve as presented.
CL_AGN_220411_CC_PSA HQE_Amendment01.pdf

EXCLUDED CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS

10. COMMISSION ITEMS

10.A. ZONING CASE 21-29: REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A CONDITIONAL USE
PERMIT AND A VARIANCE TO ALLOW A NEW 934-SQUARE-FOOT STABLE
AND EXISTING 3,500-SQUARE-FOOT CORRAL TO BE LOCATED WITHIN THE
REAR AND SIDE YARD SETBACKS AND EXCEED THE LOT COVERAGE FOR
A PROPERTY LOCATED AT 29 CREST ROAD WEST (LOT 174-C-2-MS),
ROLLING HILLS, CA (PERRIN).
RECOMMENDATION: It is recommended that the City Council receive and file
Resolution No. 2022-03 and Zoning Case No. 21-29 for a new stable and

planter walls at an existing corral located at 29 Crest Road West.
01 Development Table (ZC 21-29).pdf

02 Project Plans 29 Crest Road West (ZC 21-29).pdf

03 PC Minutes and Riding Ring Easement 1973.pdf

04 Vicinity Map - 29 Crest Road West (ZC 21-29).pdf
2022-03_PC_Resolution_CUP_29CrestRdW_E.pdf

11. PUBLIC HEARINGS

12.

13.

14.

11.A. CONTINUATION OF APPEAL OF COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS'
DECISION ON VIEW PRESERVATION COMPLAINT - 61 EASTFIELD DRIVE
(JUGE - COMPLAINANT) AND 59 EASTFIELD DRIVE (TAMAYO/SIERRA -
VEGETATION OWNER)

RECOMMENDATION: Consider the appeal and provide direction to staff.
City Council Staff Report - Field Trip 040722.pdf
CL_AGN_220328_StaffReport_TVCMeeting_11.30.21.pdf
CL_AGN_220328_ArboristReport_59-61EastfieldDr.pdf
CL_AGN_220328_ResolutionN02021-21-CTV.pdf

CL_AGN_220328 13A_Association.Withdrawal.Complaint.pdf

CL_AGN_220328 RequestForAppeal.01.27.22 PhotosRemoved.pdf

CL_AGN_220328_ 13A_2007 GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER INSPECTION REPORT.pdf
CL_AGN_220411_BlueFolderltem_11A_Pictures.04.11.22.pdf

OLD BUSINESS

NEW BUSINESS

13.A. CONSIDER REQUEST FROM THE ROLLING HILLS COMMUNITY
ASSOCIATION NEEDS OF SENIORS COMMITTEE TO IMPROVE CITY HALL
CAMPUS AND APPROVE SUGGESTED IMPROVEMENTS.
RECOMMENDATION: Approve as presented.
2022-03-15LtrNeedsOfSeniorCommittee.pdf

MATTERS FROM THE CITY COUNCIL


https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1319785/CL_AGN_220411_CC_PSA_HQE_Amendment01.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/427cd4203ec44e114f843db81156f2420.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1315052/01_Development_Table__ZC_21-29_.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1315053/02_Project_Plans__29_Crest_Road_West__ZC_21-29_.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1315054/03_PC_Minutes_and_Riding_Ring_Easement_1973.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1315055/04_Vicinity_Map_-_29_Crest_Road_West__ZC_21-29_.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1315061/2022-03_PC_Resolution_CUP_29CrestRdW_E.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/3b0e8ef2c683e7ac3150e02b4663a4990.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1315096/City_Council_Staff_Report_-_Field_Trip_040722.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1306353/CL_AGN_220328_StaffReport_TVCMeeting_11.30.21.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1306354/CL_AGN_220328_ArboristReport_59-61EastfieldDr.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1306355/CL_AGN_220328_ResolutionNo2021-21-CTV.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1306357/CL_AGN_220328_13A_Association.Withdrawal.Complaint.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1321193/CL_AGN_220328_RequestForAppeal.01.27.22_PhotosRemoved.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1306356/CL_AGN_220328_13A_2007_GEOTECHNICAL_ENGINEER_INSPECTION_REPORT.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1431571/CL_AGN_220411_BlueFolderItem_11A_Pictures.04.11.22.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/d00b66bbe17cac4f8b15182254509bde0.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1312658/2022-03-15LtrNeedsOfSeniorCommittee.pdf

15.

16.

17.

18.

14.A.

14.B.

UPDATE ON ROLLING HILLS TENNIS COURTS IMPROVEMENTS TO ADD
PICKLEBALL COURTS. (PIEPER)

RECOMMENDATION: Receive a presentation from Councilmember Jeff
Pieper and provide direction to staff.

DISCUSS HOLDING AN ANNUAL STATE OF THE CITY EVENT. (MIRSCH)
RECOMMENDATION: Consider and provide direction to staff.

MATTERS FROM STAFF

RECESS TO CLOSED SESSION

16.A.

16.B.

16.C.

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL: ANTICIPATED LITIGATION
GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 54956.9(d)(2)

RECOMMENDATION: A point has been reached where, in the opinion of the
City Council on the advice of its legal counsel, there is a significant exposure
to litigation against the City.

Number of Potential Cases: 1
Letter from Californians for Homeownership dated March 3, 2022

CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS CALIFORNIA GOVERNMENT
CODE SECTION 54957.6 CITY DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE: CITY
MANAGER UNREPRESENTED EMPLOYEE: SENIOR MANAGEMENT ANALYST
CANDIDATE

RECOMMENDATION: None.

CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION
54957.6 A CITY'S DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE: MAYOR BEA DIERINGER
UNREPRESENTED EMPLOYEE: CITY MANAGER ELAINE JENG
RECOMMENDATION: None.

RECONVENE TO OPEN SESSION

ADJOURNMENT

Next regular meeting: Monday, April 25, 2022 at 7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chamber,
Rolling Hills City Hall, 2 Portuguese Bend Road, Rolling Hills, California, 90274.

Notice:

Public Comment is welcome on any item prior to City Council action on the item.

Documents pertaining to an agenda item received after the posting of the agenda are available for review in
the City Clerk's office or at the meeting at which the item will be considered.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), if you need special assistance to participate in
this meeting due to your disability, please contact the City Clerk at (310) 377-1521 at least 48 hours prior to the
meeting to enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility and accommodation for
your review of this agenda and attendance at this meeting.


https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/f9b6fd7a1a8321f1a8edddc1815180070.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/44051a7f78cedebc27fa01157644e64b0.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/bdcb79c4a1cf96218eebbf6ed4e2fd630.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/6805b535809ae781b659d850bc3bd8790.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/rollinghills/ed360cbfb13557804cf6e5bf088bd63b0.pdf
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Agenda Item No.: 4.A
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH, CITY CLERK / EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT TO
CITY MANAGER

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: CITY COUNCIL REORGANIZATION

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

None.

DISCUSSION:

None.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
None.

ATTACHMENTS:
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Agenda Item No.: 4.B
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH, CITY CLERK / EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT TO
CITY MANAGER

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: PRESENTATION FROM REPUBLIC SERVICES ON CUSTOMER
SERVICE.

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

At the March 28, 2022 City Council meeting, Mayor Pro Tem Black voiced concerns about
Republic Services customer service including their lack of understanding or knowledge as to
what is included in the current contract.

DISCUSSION:
None.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
Receive and file.

ATTACHMENTS:
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Agenda Item No.: 6.A
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH, CITY CLERK / EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT TO
CITY MANAGER

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: FOR BLUE FOLDER DOCUMENTS APPROVED AT THE CITY COUNCIL
MEETING

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

None.

DISCUSSION:

None.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approved.

ATTACHMENTS:
CL_AGN 220411 _CC_BlueFolderltem 8C_Supplemental.pdf
CL_AGN_220411_CC_BlueFolderltem_11A_Supplemental.pdf


https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1431558/CL_AGN_220411_CC_BlueFolderItem_8C_Supplemental.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1431576/CL_AGN_220411_CC_BlueFolderItem_11A_Supplemental.pdf

BLUE FOLDER ITEM (SUPPLEMENTAL)

Blue folder (supplemental) items are additional back up materials to administrative reports, changes to the posted agenda packet,
and/or public comments received after the printing and distribution of the agenda packet for receive and file.

CITY COUNCIL MEETING
April 11, 2022

8.C APPROVE THE FOLLOWING CITY COUNCIL MINUTES: MARCH 28, 2022

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH, CITY CLERK/EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT TO THE CITY
MANAGER

CL_MIN_220328 CC_F_A.pdf



https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/attachment/1431541/CL_MIN_220328_CC_F_A.pdf

BLUE FOLDER ITEM (SUPPLEMENTAL)

Blue folder (supplemental) items are additional back up materials to administrative reports, changes to the posted agenda packet,
and/or public comments received after the printing and distribution of the agenda packet for receive and file.

CITY COUNCIL MEETING
April 11, 2022

11.A CONTINUATION OF APPEAL OF COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS' DECISION
ON VIEW PRESERVATION COMPLAINT - 61 EASTFIELD DRIVE (JUGE -
COMPLAINANT) AND 59 EASTFIELD DRIVE (TAMAYO/SIERRA - VEGETATION
OWNER)

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH, CITY CLERK/EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT TO THE CITY
MANAGER

CL AGN 220411 BlueFolderltem 11A Pictures.04.11.22.pdf



https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/attachment/1431571/CL_AGN_220411_BlueFolderItem_11A_Pictures.04.11.22.pdf
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Agenda Item No.: 8.A
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH,

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: APPROVE AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING FOR THE CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING OF APRIL 11, 2022

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

None.

DISCUSSION:

None.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve.

ATTACHMENTS:
CL_AGN_220411_CC_AffidavitofPosting.pdf

10


https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1311139/CL_AGN_220411_CC_AffidavitofPosting.pdf

Administrative Report

8.A., File # 1121 Meeting Date: 04/11/2022

To: MAYOR & CITY COUNCIL

From: Christian Horvath, City Clerk

TITLE

APPROVE AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING FOR THE CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING OF APRIL 11, 2022

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) SS
CITY OF ROLLING HILLS )

AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING

In compliance with the Brown Act, the following materials have been posted at the locations below.

Legislative Body City Council
Posting Type Regular Meeting Agenda
Posting Location 2 Portuguese Bend Road, Rolling Hills, CA 90274

City Hall Window
Meeting Date & Time April 11, 2022 7:00pm Open Session

As City Clerk of the City of Rolling Hills, | declare under penalty of perjury, the document noted above was
posted at the date displayed below.

Christian Horvath, City Clerk

Date: April 7, 2022

11
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Agenda Item No.: 8.B
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH,

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: APPROVE MOTION TO READ BY TITLE ONLY AND WAIVE FURTHER
READING OF ALL ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS LISTED ON THE
AGENDA

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

None.

DISCUSSION:

None.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve.

ATTACHMENTS:

12
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Agenda Item No.: 8.C
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH,

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: APPROVE THE FOLLOWING CITY COUNCIL MINUTES: MARCH 28,
2022

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

None.

DISCUSSION:

None.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve as presented.

ATTACHMENTS:
CL_MIN_220328 _CC_F_A.pdf

13


https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1431541/CL_MIN_220328_CC_F_A.pdf

Minutes

Rolling Hills City Council
Monday, March 28, 2022
Regular Meeting 7:00 p.m.

1. CALL TO ORDER
The City Council of the City of Rolling Hills met in person on the above date at 7:00 p.m. Mayor Bea Dieringer
presiding.

2. ROLL CALL
Councilmembers Present: Mirsch, Pieper, Wilson, Mayor Pro Tem Black, Mayor Dieringer
Councilmembers Absent: None
Staff Present: Elaine Jeng, City Manager

Jane Abzug, City Attorney

John Signo, Planning & Community Services Director

Christian Horvath, City Clerk / Executive Assistant to the City Manager
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE - Mayor Dieringer
4. PRESENTATIONS/PROCLAMATIONS/ANNOUNCEMENTS — NONE

5. APPROVE ORDER OF THE AGENDA

Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Black, seconded by Councilmember Wilson to approve order of the agenda.
Motion carried unanimously with the following vote:

AYES: Mirsch, Wilson, Pieper, Black, Mayor Dieringer
NOES: None

ABSENT: None

6. BLUE FOLDER ITEMS (SUPPLEMENTAL)

City Clerk Horvath provided explanations for what was included in the Blue Folders and what if any
differentiation existed between files already in the agenda packet.

Motion by Councilmember Pieper, seconded by Councilmember Mirsch to receive and file supplemental
Items for 8.C, 8.D, 11.B, 11.C, 12.A, 13.A, and 13.B. Motion carried unanimously with the following vote:

AYES: Mirsch, Wilson, Pieper, Mayor Dieringer

NOES: Black

ABSENT: None

7. PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS — NONE
8. CONSENT CALENDAR

8.A. APPROVE AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING FOR THE CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING OF MARCH
28, 2022

MINUTES - CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Monday, March 28, 2022
Page 1

14



8.B.

8.C.

8.D.

8.E.

8.F.

8.G.

8.H.

8.1.

Motion

APPROVE MOTION TO READ BY TITLE ONLY AND WAIVE FURTHER READING OF ALL
ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS LISTED ON THE AGENDA

APPROVE THE FOLLOWING CITY COUNCIL MINUTES: MARCH 14, 2022
PULLED BY COUNCILMEMBER MIRSCH FOR FURTHER DISCUSSION

RECEIVE AND FILE THE ANNUAL PROGRESS REPORTS FOR THE GENERAL PLAN AND
HOUSING ELEMENT

CONSIDER AND APPROVE THE PLANNED EXPENDITURES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2022-2023
SAFE CLEAN WATER MUNICIPAL PROGRAM FUNDS FOR SUBMISSION TO LOS ANGELES
COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT

RECEIVE AND FILE THE INITIAL JURISDICTION COMPLIANCE REPORT TO BE SUBMITTED
TO CALRECYCLE BY APRIL 1, 2022

RECEIVE AND FILE AREQUEST FOR TIME EXTENSION FOR THE SAFETY ELEMENT UPDATE
FROM CALOES

RECEIVE AND FILE A LETTER FROM THE LOS ANGELES REGIONAL WATER QUALITY
CONTROL BOARD REGARDING THE PALOS VERDES PENINSULA WATERSHED
MANAGEMENT GROUP'S TIME SCHEDULE ORDER FOR MACHADO LAKE

by Councilmember Pieper, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Black to approve Consent Calendar

excluding Item 8D. Motion carried unanimously with the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:

Mirsch, Wilson, Pieper, Black, Mayor Dieringer
None

ABSENT: None

9.

8.D.

Motion

EXCLUDED CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS
PAYMENT OF BILLS

by Councilmember Mirsch, seconded by Councilmember Pieper to receive and file. Motion carried

unanimously with the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:

Mirsch, Wilson, Pieper, Black, Mayor Dieringer
None

ABSENT: None

10.

11.

11.A

COMMISSION ITEMS — NONE
NEW BUSINESS

RECEIVE AND FILE A VERBAL REPORT FROM THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY FIRE
DEPARTMENT ON FIRE FUEL ABATEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE CITY OF ROLLING HILLS

Presentation by Battalion Chief Matt Briones, Los Angeles County Fire Department

No action taken.

MINUTES - CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Monday, March 28, 2022

Page 2



11.B. PROPOSAL FROM PALOS VERDES PENINSULA LAND CONSERVANCY FOR A FOURTH
PHASE OF FUEL ABATEMENT IN THE NATURE PRESERVE CLOSEST TO THE CITY OF
ROLLING HILLS

Presentation by Cris Sarabia, Palos Verdes Peninsula Land Conservancy

Motion by Councilmember Pieper, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Black to put together a Phase 4 contract
amendment for an amount not to exceed $32,400 by excluding proposed specific southernmost sections of
Acacia removal near Burma Road/Ichibod Trail. Motion carried unanimously with the following vote:

AYES: Mirsch, Wilson, Pieper, Black, Mayor Dieringer

NOES: None

ABSENT: None

11.C. REVIEW SOLID WASTE COLLECTION SERVICE FEE INCREASE FOR FY 2022-2023 AND
CONSIDER SETTING PROPOSITION 218 REQUIRED PROTEST HEARING DATE

Presentation by Elaine Jeng, City Manager

Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Black, seconded by Councilmember Pieper to have the city absorb the increased
fees for FY22/23. Motion carried with the following vote:

AYES: Pieper, Black, Mayor Dieringer

NOES: Mirsch, Wilson

ABSENT: None

12. OLD BUSINESS

12.A. RECEIVE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ON HQE SYSTEMS' PROPOSED OUTDOOR SIREN
SYSTEM AND DIRECT STAFF TO CONDUCT A COMMUNITY SURVEY FOR FEEDBACK ON AN
OUTDOOR SIREN SYSTEM

Presentation by Elaine Jeng, City Manager

Public Comment: Arlene Honbo, Alfred Visco

Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Black to not proceed any further. Motion failed for lack of a second.

Motion by Councilmember Pieper, seconded by Councilmember Mirsch to go forward with HQE Systems

allocating a budget not to exceed $3,500 to further investigate potential co-location sites for poles. Motion

carried unanimously with the following vote:

AYES: Mirsch, Wilson, Pieper, Black, Mayor Dieringer

NOES: None

ABSENT: None

Mayor Dieringer requested to skip Iltem 12B to allow presenters and public commenters on other items an
opportunity to participate earlier in the evening. Without objection, so ordered.

13. PUBLIC HEARINGS

MINUTES - CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Monday, March 28, 2022
Page 3



13.A. APPEAL OF COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS' DECISION ON VIEW PRESERVATION
COMPLAINT - 61 EASTFIELD DRIVE (JUGE - COMPLAINANT) AND 59 EASTFIELD DRIVE
(TAMAYO/SIERRA - VEGETATION OWNER)

Presentation by John Signo, Planning & Community Services Director
Public Comment: Edgar Coronado, Joseph Juge

Motion by Councilmember Mirsch, seconded by Councilmember Pieper to continue public hearing to an
adjourned regular meeting field trip on April 7, 2022 at 7:00 a.m. and then the April 11" Regular City Council
meeting. Motion carried unanimously with the following vote:

AYES: Mirsch, Wilson, Pieper, Black, Mayor Dieringer
NOES: None
ABSENT: None

13.B. CONSIDER AND APPROVE RESOLUTION NO. 1291 OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
ROLLING HILLS ADOPTING THE SAFETY ELEMENT UPDATE AND A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION FOR THE SAFETY ELEMENT

Presentation by John Signo, Planning & Community Services Director
Lexi Journey & Camila Bobroff of Rincon Consultants
Victoria Boyd & Meghan Gibson of Chambers Group

Motion by Councilmember Mirsch, seconded by Councilmember Pieper to Approve Resolution No. 1291
adopting the Safety Element update and a negative declaration for the Safety Element. Motion carried
unanimously with the following vote:

AYES: Mirsch, Wilson, Pieper, Black, Mayor Dieringer
NOES: None
ABSENT: None

Mayor Dieringer returned to Item 12B. Without objection, so ordered.

12.B. APPROVE PRIORITIES/GOALS FOR FISCAL YEARS 2022-2023 AND 2023-2024 DEVELOPED
AS A PART OF THE 2022 STRATEGIC PLANNING WORKSHOP; DISCUSS POTENTIAL
BUDGET ITEMS TO SUPPORT THE 2022 CITY COUNCIL PRIORITIES; AND PROVIDE
DIRECTION TO STAFF

Presentation by Elaine Jeng, City Manager

Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Black, seconded by Councilmember Pieper to approve the FY 22/23 and FY 23/24
priorities and goals. Maotion carried unanimously with the following vote:

AYES: Mirsch, Wilson, Pieper, Black, Mayor Dieringer
NOES: None
ABSENT: None

Motion by Councilmember Mirsch, seconded by Councilmember Pieper to receive and file potential budget
item and increase Wildfire Mitigation/Emergency Preparedness suggested budget allocation by an additional
$200,000.00. Motion carried unanimously with the following vote:

AYES: Mirsch, Wilson, Pieper, Black, Mayor Dieringer

MINUTES - CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Monday, March 28, 2022
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NOES: None
ABSENT: None
14. MATTERS FROM THE CITY COUNCIL

Councilmember Mirsch announced that there would be a special Fire Fuel Committee meeting on March
30th in addition to the regularly scheduled meeting on April 20th.

Mayor Pro Tem Black made further comments about Republic Services customer service issues, as well as
noting the cellular service and internet service

15. MATTERS FROM STAFF — NONE

16. RECESS TO CLOSED SESSION

16.A. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 54957.6
CITY'S DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE: MAYOR BEA DIERINGER
UNREPRESENTED EMPLOYEE: CITY MANAGER ELAINE JENG

Mayor Dieringer recessed the City Council to Closed Session at 9:55 p.m.

17. RECONVENE TO OPEN SESSION

The City Council reconvened to Open Session at 11:02 p.m. and there was no reportable action.

18. ADJOURNMENT: 11:02 P.M.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:02 p.m on March 28, 2022. The next regular meeting of the City Council

is scheduled to be held on Monday, April 11, 2022 beginning at 7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chamber at

City Hall, 2 Portuguese Bend Road, Rolling Hills, California. It will also be available via City’s website link at:
https://www.rolling-hills.org/government/agenda/index.php

All written comments submitted are included in the record and available for public review on the City website.

Respectfully submitted,

Christian Horvath, City Clerk

Approved,

James Black, M.D., Mayor

MINUTES - CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Monday, March 28, 2022
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Agenda Item No.: 8.D
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL
FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH,

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: PAYMENT OF BILLS

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

None.

DISCUSSION:

None.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve as presented.

ATTACHMENTS:
CL_AGN_220411_PaymentOfBills.pdf
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Agenda Item No.: 8.E
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH,

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: REPUBLIC SERVICES RECYCLING TONNAGE REPORT FOR

FEBRUARY 2022 AND FORCE MAJEURE NOTIFICATION RELATED
TO UNAVAILABILITY OF CVT FACILITY DUE TO FIRE.

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

Accompanying this month's tonnage report is a letter from Republic services regarding a fire
at their CVT facility in Anaheim which processes residential recyclables and organic materials.
The City's collected materials are being diverted to other facilities on a temporary basis while
the CVT facility is unavailable.

DISCUSSION:
None.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
Receive and file.

ATTACHMENTS:
CL_AGN 220328 UnforseenCircumstances CVTFire.pdf
0222 - Rolling Hills YTD Tonnage Report.pdf
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February 28, 2022

Via Email: Citymanager(@cityofrh.net
Elaine Jeng, P.E.

City Manager

City of Rolling Hills

2 Portuguese Bend Road

Rolling Hills, CA 90274

Re:  Force Majeure Notification Pursuant to Amended and Restated
Agreement for Residential Solid Waste Management Services;
Unavailability of CVT Facility Due to Fire

Dear Ms. Jeng:

I am writing to notify the City that the CVT processing facility located in Anaheim,
one of our facilities providing recyclable materials and organics waste processing
services, experienced a serious fire event on Sunday evening, February 20, 2022.
Facility damage assessments are ongoing, but we have been notified as of Friday
February 25, 2022, that because of significant damage sustained to the facility and
processing equipment as a result of the fire, the CVT facility will not be available for
use to process the City’s residential recyclables and organic materials for the
foreseeable future. Please accept this as our letter notification of a force majeure event
pursuant to section 27.1 of the Agreement for Solid Waste and Recyclables Collection
Services (“Franchise Agreement”) resulting from the fire affecting our ability to
perform processing of the City’s residential recyclables and organic materials under
the terms of the Franchise Agreement.

The City’s collected materials are being diverted to other facilities on a temporary
basis pending our having a more detailed understanding of the length of time the CVT
facility will be unavailable.

Please note that our collection operations in the City are not impacted; residential
routes will continue to be serviced in accordance with our Franchise Agreement
requirements.

We expect to be better able to assess the extent of CVT facility damage and the
timeframe required to restore facility operations, including on a partial basis, within
the next several weeks.




Ms. Elaine Jeng, P.E.
City Manager
February 24, 2022
Page 2 of 2

If you have any questions or should need any additional information regarding the fire
and our services, please let me know and I will respond as quickly as I can.

Sincere

neral Manager

Cc:  City Attorney
Best, Best & Krieger
1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 110
Manbhattan Beach, CA 90266

Email: MJenkins@localgovlaw.com




QRW REPUBLIC

wﬁ SERVICES

CITY OF ROLLING HILLS RESIDENTIAL FRANCHISE
2022

Year 2022
Franchise Y/N Y

Commodity Tons Collected Tons Recovered Tons Disposed Diversion %
Jan Greenwaste 98.26 98.26 - 100.00%

Trash 156.54 - 156.54 0.00%
Feb Greenwaste 93.00 93.00 - 100.00%

Trash 134.41 - 134.41 0.00%

Grand Total 290.95 39.66%

Contract Requires 30% Household - 191.26

page 1012 e A—
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Agenda Item No.: 8.F
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH,

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: APPROVE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT AND

AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT
AMENDMENT WITH THE PALOS VERDES PENINSULA LAND
CONSERVANCY TO PROVIDE ONE-YEAR FIRE FUEL MAINTENANCE
SERVICE FOR PHASE 4 AREA.

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

On March 28, 2022, the City Council voted unanimously to direct staff to prepare an
amendment with the Palos Verdes Peninsula Land Conservancy for one year maintenance of
the Phase 4 area for a not to exceed amount of $32,400.00 by excluding proposed specific
southernmost sections of Acacia removal near Burma Road/Ichibod Trail.

DISCUSSION:
None

FISCAL IMPACT:
Phase 4 will cost $32,400.00

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve as presented.

ATTACHMENTS:

CL_AGN_220411_CC_PVPLC_PSA _4thAmendment.pdf
CL_AGN_220411_CC_PVPLC_ReducingFuelLoadProject _Phase4.pdf
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CITY OF ROLLING HILLS

FOURTH AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT FOR FIRE FUEL ABATEMENT

THIS FOURTH AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT FOR FIRE FUEL ABATEMENT is
made and entered into as of April 11, 2022 by and between the CITY OF ROLLING HILLS, a
municipal corporation ("City") and the PALOS VERDES PENINSULA LAND
CONSERVANCY, a California public benefit corporation ("Conservancy").

RECITALS

A. City and Conservancy entered into an Agreement for Fire Fuel Abatement dated
October 21, 2019 whereby Conservancy is obligated to remove the fire fuel on the land under
the City’s control as a fire hazard abatement measure for the direct benefit of Rolling Hills
residents (the “Agreement”).

B. In 2020, the City paid Conversancy the fixed sum of $34,200 for services rendered
under the Agreement.

C. City and Conservancy entered into a First Amendment to Agreement for Fire Fuel
Abatement dated June 8, 2020 to expand the scope of work and increase the cost to include
additional areas of work and work days for acacia and non-native shrub/tree removal and
mustard mowing services (the “First Amendment”).

D. In 2020, the City paid Conversancy the fixed sum of $50,000 for services rendered
under the First Amendment. In 2020, the City also paid Conservancy $12,000 for annual mowing
services. The total amount the City paid to the Conservancy in 2020, for all services was $96,200.

E. City and Conservancy entered into a Second Amendment to Agreement for Fire
Fuel Abatement dated July 13, 2021 to expand the scope of work and add funds for the expanded
scope of work (the “Second Amendment”). In 2021, the City paid Conservancy the fixed sum of
$119,800.

EF. On February 28, 2022, City and Conservancy entered into a Third Amendment to

-1-
Fire Fuel Abatement
Fourth Amendment to Agreement
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Agreement for Fire Fuel Abatement to expand the scope of work for phase III maintenance in
2022 and add funds for the expanded scope of work (the “Third Amendment”).

G. City and Conservancy now desire to enter into this Fourth Amendment to the
Agreement for Fire Fuel Abatement to expand the scope of work for phase IV work and add
funds for the expanded scope of work (the “Fourth Amendment”).

H. Conservancy has represented to City that it has the expertise, experience, and
qualifications to perform or cause the performance of the services.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing and the covenants and
agreements set forth below, City and Conservancy agree as follows:

1. City and Conservancy agree to amend and supplement the Scope of Services attached to
the Agreement as Exhibit A, the Scope of Services (Supplemental) attached to the Second
Amendment as Exhibit A, and the Scope of Services (Second Supplemental) attached to the
Third Amendment as Exhibit A with the Scope of Services (Third Supplemental) attached to this
Fourth Amendment as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference.

2. Section 2 “Compensation” of the Agreement is amended to read as follows:

A. In 2021, City shall pay Conservancy the fixed sum of $87,000 for the services
described in Exhibit A (Supplemental), and $32,800 for mowing services ($12,000 for annual
mowing services and $20,800 for follow up mustard mowing services), for a total amount not to
exceed $119,800, and representing the total compensation for all work, labor, equipment,
materials and expenses incurred by Conservancy in 2021. Conservancy shall submit an invoice
to City upon completion of the services and the City will make payment within 10 days of the
close of the month in which work was performed.

B. In 2022, City shall pay Conservancy for the services described in Exhibit A (Second
Supplemental) and Exhibit A (Third Supplemental) $72,600for mowing services ($37,800 for
annual mowing services and $34,800 for follow up mustard mowing services) and $13,200 for
acacia cutting and chipping for a total amount not to exceed $85,800, representing the total
compensation for all work, labor, equipment, materials and expenses incurred by Conservancy
in 2022. Conservancy shall submit an invoice to City upon completion of the services and the
City will make payment within 10 days of the close of the month in which work was performed.

C. In 2023, City shall pay Conservancy $20,800 for follow up mustard mowing
services.

D. Prevailing Wage. Conservancy or its contractor shall abide be the minimum prevailing
rate of wages as determined by the State of California, Department of Industrial Relations for
each craft, classification, or type of workman employed to carry out provisions of the
Agreement. During the term of this Agreement, Conservancy shall keep on file sufficient

2.
Fire Fuel Abatement
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evidence of its employee compensation to enable verification of compliance of Prevailing Wages
as established by State of California, Department of Industrial Relations.

3. All terms and conditions of the Agreement not amended by the First Amendment, Second
Amendment, Third Amendment, and this Fourth Amendment remain in full force and effect.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto for themselves, their heirs, executors,
administrators, successors, and assigns do hereby agree to the full performance of the covenants
herein contained and have caused this Third Amendment to be executed by setting hereunto
their names, titles, hands, and seals this 11th day of April 2022.

CONSERVANCY:

(Title)

CITY:

Elaine Jeng, City Manager of the City of Rolling Hills

Attested:

Christian Horvath, City Clerk of the City of Rolling Hills

Date:

Fire Fuel Abatement
Fourth Amendment to Agreement
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EXHIBIT A
(THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL)
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PALOS VERDES PENINSULA

LAND CONSERVANCY

Proposal to the City of Rolling Hills
Fuel Load Reduction in 2022(Phase 4)

Submitted by the Palos Verdes Peninsula Land Conservancy

The Palos Verdes Peninsula Land Conservancy (Conservancy) is continues to be intimately
aware of the fire concerns on the Palos Verdes Peninsula, and continues to discuss measures
to reduce fire risk with the four peninsula cities. Conservancy staff members work with City of
Rolling Hills staff to implement fuel modification work as required by County Department of
Agriculture Weights and Measures as part of landowner responsibilities for fuel modification
near adjacent homes as well as measures above and beyond. Additionally, the Conservancy
clears over 90 acres of weeds in restoration sites within the Palos Verdes Nature Preserve and
clears 30+ miles of trails annually. This weeding approach is very specialized and must be
accomplished while complying with the NCCP/HCP implementation guidelines and respecting
the natural resources on the preserve. We understand that the city desires to continue to
prioritize efforts to reduce fuel load in Preserve areas, and the Conservancy understands that
vegetation exists beyond current fuel mod zones that pose fire threats. Therefore, the
Conservancy is offering technical expertise to aid the City and augment city staff in the effort
to continue reduce fuel load vegetation by targeting the removal of invasive plants such as
Acacia and Mustard and other non-native plants, which in turn improves habitat for local
wildlife, including the federally threatened coastal California gnatcatcher, the cactus wren, a
state species of concern and the federally endangered Palos Verdes Blue Butterfly.

This proposal outlines the potential areas for this extra 2022 work. The areas identified in
Portuguese Bend Reserve include the areas abutting and leading into Rolling Hills in Portuguese
Canyon, Ishibashi Canyon and Paintbrush Canyon. In total, an approximate 7 acres are
proposed for fuel load reduction in the Preserve. This work can be completed in less
than 4 weeks by simultaneously removing Acacia and mowing dry brush in order to
complete this work in a timely manner during fire season. For these additional
efforts, the Conservancy requests a one-time grant from the city up to $39,000 for
the proposed work outlined herein. The Conservancy understands the city’s timing
considerations and would be prepared to begin the work as soon as funding is made available.

The Conservancy has identified the priority removal of tall Acacia shrubs due to their combustible
nature (Acacia shrub contain an estimated 90% dry plant matter and volatile resins) and their
prevalence throughout the Preserve and border areas. The locations for the proposed Acacia
removal were chosen due to prior fires occurring in those areas, proximity to homes and risk to
the community as well as the ecological benefits of invasive plant removal. Fire agencies agree
that Acacia is a highly flammable plant and that it should be removed wherever possible. It was
included as a high-hazard plant in the L.A. County Fire Department’s recently published “Ready!
Set! Go!” pamphlet. This proposal also includes the removal of other non-native shrubs and trees

1
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like Chinese Pistache, Myoporum and Ash trees. Mustard when dry, continues to be a high fire
risk species. The continued expansion of mowing areas is also included in this proposal.

The Conservancy, as Habitat Managers for the Preserve, has qualified experts on staff with the
experience required to oversee the work to be performed and will assure the correct and safe
removal of the invasive plants using the best techniques at the most efficient cost. The results of
this work will be shared with the City provided at the conclusion of the work performed.

Where possible and with simpler tasks, volunteers will be deployed to augment the work volume
and control costs. In ongoing maintenance activities, the Conservancy will create internship and
volunteer opportunities for invasive plant management to keep the Acacia from re-invading the
areas and to assist in monitoring activities. In this way, additional valuable learning opportunities
will be made available to local youth.

As projects are completed and conditions are assessed, restoration in these locations may be
appropriate and funding may be pursued, since this proposal does not include replanting in the
Acacia removal sites.

Acacia Removal
Approximately 1.5 acres

These Acacia removal sites are situated in the northern portion of Portuguese Bend Reserve along
the border with the city of Rolling Hills. A fire occurred at this location in 2009 burning
approximately 230 acres. Much of the vegetation was burned, including the non-native Acacia,
which has since begun to grow back from stump sprouting and seed germination.

It is recommended that crews enter the area on foot as possible and remove shrubs with
chainsaws and lighter equipment. Trees should be chipped in designated areas and treated to
prevent regrowth. The site will be monitored for seed germination and removal.

The Acacia throughout this area totals approximately 1.5 acres. This site is known habitat of
the federally threatened coastal California gnatcatcher and the cactus wren, a state species of
concern as well as other species of concern.

Mowing Area
Approximately 5.5 acres

There is a large stand of invasive mustard in west of Paintbrush Canyon that is dry and can be
mowed. This site is adjacent to historical farmland and were disked in subsequent years, so
the loose soils have provided a disturbance regime which is particularly favorable to mustard
and non-native grasses and weeds. Approximately 5.5 acres of mustard is at this location.
Slopes are very steep and high quality coastal sage scrub habitat is scattered throughout the
slope. Careful consideration to not damage native plants and close oversight will be needed.
In response to community concern about the vast expanse of dry mustard growth at
Portuguese Bend Reserve, the Conservancy will oversee mowing in this area and conduct
bird nesting surveys.
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Acacia Removal Site in Red Polygon
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Budget

The budget reflects a typical detailed tree and shrub removal project within the preserve with
minimal disturbance to native habitat and to the surrounding vegetation, following NCCP/HCP
protocols. Careful non-native tree removals proposed in this project, increase the habitat value
for the federally threatened coastal California gnatcatcher and cactus wren, a state species of
concern, as well as other native species while providing public benefit. These costs reflect the
estimated time it would take the contractors to complete the project using hand tools and
machinery to either chip tree material or haul plant material offsite and oversight and bird
monitoring by Conservancy biologists to assure that best management practices are

implemented (ie. minimization and avoidance measures such as nesting bird surveys are required
by the NCCP/HCP).

These costs are based on best estimates provided by contractors for the Acacia removal and for
mowing as two separate projects. For maximum benefit for fuel load reduction and habitat,
both projects are recommended to be completed concurrently.

Project Acres Budget
Acacia Cutting and Chipping ~1.5 $13,200
Mowing of mustard ~55 $25,800
One-time Project Total ~1.5 $39,000
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Other Project Considerations

This project is a worthwhile investment into the long-term benefit of the communities adjacent
to the open space and wildlife within. While more costly per acre to implement new, labor-
intensive work than annual fuel modification weed whacking efforts, removing Acacia and other
non-native trees is a positive, visible impact to the landscape and a one-time project cost to the
City in these target areas. This is unlike areas of mustard which, while needed to reduce fire
threat, require annual treatment and ongoing maintenance costs. To help ensure that this
investment is successful, the Conservancy recommends annual monitoring of areas to prevent
regrowth. This project strategy is supported by the Fire Department, which has identified Acacia
removal as a priority effort to reduce fire fuel load in the Preserve. This project is also
responding to the nearby community requests to respond to nuisance Acacia and mustard near
homes on the Preserveborder.

Community Partnerships

As part of the Conservancy’s collaborative approach, we partner with various organizations to
complete projects and provide various benefits to the community. If the timing and logistics are
appropriate, we would work with some of our partner organizations to add to the costs savings.
We work with the Los Angeles Zoo and Botanical Gardens which accept fresh Acacia greenery
for the enhancement of their animal’s physical and mental health. We will save many of the
straight long branches from the Acacia tree for delineation of trails and to provide ground snags
for lizards and insects. We also have a partnership with the local schools that offer
woodworking classes for instructional teaching. Lastly, if the material does not contain seeds,
we will use the chipped wood as a mulch in fuel modification zones to keep weeds down into
the future.

The Conservancy will also engage the local colleges with applicable internships which allow
students to gain a better understanding of the natural world, resource management and gain
experience to prepare to enter the workforce. Thousands of hours of intern assistance with
projects have been logged and counting. By engaging these students who span from across
the globe, we are creating a lasting experience and leaving a lasting impression of the great
natural habitat that exists on the peninsula.

Currently the Conservancy is hosting an Americorp team and if schedule permits, the team
will assist with this project.

Potential for Restoration and Supplemental Work

As these projects are completed, the cleared land can provide opportunity for habitat restoration
and enhancement. A species that is potentially applicable to many of the local habitat types of
Palos Verdes, is our local cactus. While no plant is fireproof, there are certain characteristics
which make some plants more resistive to fire, such as cactus. Where applicable cactus can be

12
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planted and maintained until establishment, if supplemental funding is available. Mature cactus
holds a mutual relationship with the cactus wren, a state species of concern, since the cacti
needles protect young nestlings from predators, providing the best habitat.

To make a larger impact, the Conservancy typically plants mature cactus that is appropriate for
immediate nesting, giving us more value per dollar spent. The approximate cost for planting and
maintaining a | acre cactus restoration project over a 5 year span is approximately $30,000, and
the Conservancy would be pleased to provide a restoration plan for lands along the Rolling
Hills border of the Preserve for the benefit of community and wildlife.

13
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Agenda Item No.: 8.G
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH, CITY CLERK / EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT TO
CITY MANAGER

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT:

APPROVE FIRST AMENDMENT TO PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
AGREEMENT WITH HQE SYSTEMS INC. COVERING SUPPLEMENTAL
SERVICES FOR A NOT-TO-EXCEED AMOUNT OF $3500.00.

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

On March 14, 2022, the City Council unanimously voted to direct staff to go forward with HQE
Systems allocating a budget not to exceed $3,500 to further investigate potential co-location
sites for poles.

DISCUSSION:
None.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Fiscal impact will not exceed $3500.00.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve as presented.

ATTACHMENTS:
CL_AGN_220411_CC_PSA_HQE_Amendment01.pdf
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FIRST AMENDMENT TO
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT

THIS FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT

(“First Amendment”) is made and entered into this 11" day of April, 2022, by and between the
CITY OF ROLLING HILLS, a California municipal corporation (hereinafter the “CITY”), and
HQE Systems, Inc., a California corporation with its principal office at 42075 Remington
Avenue, Suite #109, Temecula, California 92590 (hereinafter the “CONSULTANT"). CITY and
CONSULTANT are sometimes referred to in this First Amendment individually as a “Party” and
collectively as the “Parties.”

RECITALS

A. CITY and CONSULTANT have entered into that certain Professional Services

Agreement for Emergency Communications System services last executed on August 26,
2021 (the “Agreement”).

B. CONSULTANT rendered services under the Agreement, and the CITY paid

$3,280.00 for such services.

C. The Parties now desire to amend the Agreement in order to extend the term,

provide for additional services to be rendered by CONSULTANT, and provide for additional
compensation to CONSULTANT (“First Amendment”).

Now, therefore, for and in consideration of the mutual covenants and conditions herein

contained, CITY and CONSULTANT agree the following terms, as set forth in this First
Amendment.

1.

Section 2 “Scope of Work” of the Agreement is amended to read as follows:

CONSULTANT shall provide the services described in the Scope of Services attached
to the Agreement as Exhibit A and incorporated therein by reference. CONSULTANT
shall also provide the following supplemental services (“Supplemental Services”):

Execute Task 2.1 of the Project Scope set by the City and all of the specified
essential tasks outlined by the City as the sub-tasks. Create the tentative plan of
action based on information captured from the City.

The term of the Agreement shall be from August 26, 2021 to August 26, 2023 unless
terminated sooner pursuant to the provisions of this Agreement. Such term may be
extended upon written agreement of both CITY and CONSULTANT.

Section 3 “Cost” of the Agreement is amended to read as follows:

The CITY agrees to pay CONSULTANT for the Scope of Services attached to the
Agreement as Exhibit A and incorporated therein by reference, a fixed fee of Three

65277.00001\34989395.2
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4.
remain

Thousand Two Hundred Eighty Dollars ($3,280). The CITY agrees to pay
CONSULTANT for the Supplemental Services, a fixed fee of Three Thousand Five
Hundred Dollars ($3,500). These amounts include the cost for the services and all
expenses, travel and mileage, attendance at meetings, and reimbursable expenses.

Section4  “Method of Payment” of the Agreement is amended to read as follows:

Upon full execution of the Agreement and this First Amendment, CONSULTANT shall
submit an invoice in duplicate and addressed to the CITY OF ROLLING HILLS, CITY
MANAGER, 2 Portuguese Bend Road, Rolling Hills, CA 90274. CITY shall remit
payment for the Services within fourteen (14 days) of receiving the invoices.

Except as amended by this First Amendment, all provisions of the Agreement shall
in full force and effect.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Amendment on the

date and year first written above.

CITY OF ROLLING HILLS HQE SYSTEMS, INC.
ELAINE JENG, City Manager HENRY HERNANDEZ, Chief Operating Officer
ATTEST:

CHRISTIAN HORVATH, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

MICHAEL JENKINS
CITY ATTORNEY

65277.00001\34989395.2
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Agenda Item No.: 10.A
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: JOHN SIGNO, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING & COMMUNITY SERVICES
THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: ZONING CASE 21-29: REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A CONDITIONAL

USE PERMIT AND A VARIANCE TO ALLOW A NEW 934-SQUARE-
FOOT STABLE AND EXISTING 3,500-SQUARE-FOOT CORRAL TO BE
LOCATED WITHIN THE REAR AND SIDE YARD SETBACKS AND
EXCEED THE LOT COVERAGE FOR A PROPERTY LOCATED AT 29
CREST ROAD WEST (LOT 174-C-2-MS), ROLLING HILLS, CA
(PERRIN).

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

On March 15, 2022, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing field trip at 29 Crest
Road West to become familiar with the proposal for a new stable and garden walls at an
existing corral. The Planning Commission continued the public hearing to the evening meeting
in which it voted unanimously to adopt Resolution No. 2022-03 approving the project with
conditions.

Zoning, Location, and Lot Description

The property located at 29 Crest Road West is zoned RAS-2 and has a net lot area of 59,850
square feet (1.37 acres). The lot is developed with a 5,413-square-foot single family residence
and a 1,125-square-foot garage. The project site slopes downward from the residence to the
rear of the lot. There is a 14-foot grade difference from the residence and pool area to the
proposed stable and corral. The existing residence, garage and pool are located on the first
pad (34,000 square feet) which is the upper portion of the lot located closest to Crest Road
West; the second pad (13,600 square feet) contains a tennis court; the third pad (9,200
square feet) is located in the rear of the property and is currently developed with two
freestanding 12-foot-high wooden chicken coops and a 3,500-square-foot white corral.

DISCUSSION:

Applicant Request



The applicant is proposing to build a new 934-square-foot stable and maintain the existing
3,500-square-foot corral fence in the rear portion of the lot. Two new planter walls with a
maximum height of four feet are proposed to be installed between the existing tennis court and
the stable; this involves 8 cubic yards (cy) of grading (4 cy of cut and 4 cy of fill). In addition,
the two existing chicken coops will be demolished. The stable will include 934 square feet of
new flatwork. The new stable would allow the applicant to keep two horses on-site and would
allow direct access to John’s Canyon Trail and a bridle trail which are located adjacent to the
rear and side yard of the project site. No additional landscaping is proposed adjacent to the
existing corral.

In the 1960’s, the project site was vacant and was part of a larger subdivision that was
developed with a community riding ring for use by residents of the City. In 1973, the property
owner sought approval of a new home, tennis court, and a stable to be located in the front
yard. The request for the stable was rejected by the Planning Commission due to concerns
about lot coverage and the proposed location of the stable in the front; however, the property
owner agreed to grant an easement to maintain the rear portion of the lot as a horseback
riding ring for the community (See attached Planning Commission Minutes dated May 1,
1973). The current property owner/applicant has obtained a quit claim for the community riding
ring easement.

Conditional Use Permit (CUP)

As per Rolling Hills Municipal Code Section 17.80.050, a Conditional Use Permit is required
for a stable greater than 200 square feet and a corral that is greater than 550 square feet in
size. The applicant is requesting approval of a Conditional Use Permit for the proposed 934-
square-foot stable and existing 3,500-square-foot corral. The corral was constructed in the
1970s and was used as a community riding ring. The easement for the riding ring has been
removed; however, the corral is still intact. The new stable and corral will be situated
approximately 8-feet below the existing tennis court on gradually sloping area in the rear
portion of the property.

Variances for reduced setbacks and exceedance of lot coverage

The applicant is requesting approval of a variance for a new 934-square-foot stable and an
existing 3,500-square-foot corral that will encroach into the required side and rear yard
setbacks and exceed the maximum 35% lot coverage.

Variance request to allow a new stable to encroach into the required setbacks:

The RAS-2 Zoning district requires a stable to maintain a minimum 35-foot side yard setback
and a 50-foot rear yard setback from other structures. The proposed stable would be setback
32 feet from the east side yard and 30 feet from the west side yard; this would result in an
encroachment of 3 feet and a 5 feet, respectively. The stable would be setback 85 feet from
the eastern rear property line and 80 feet from the western rear property line; this exceeds the
minimum required 50-foot rear yard setback. The setbacks for the proposed stable are shown
in the Table 1 below.

Table 1. Setbacks for the New Stable
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Setbacks for Stable

Required Required Meets Code Requirements
RMHC Section 17.18.060.A.2
No. A Variance is required for a 3’
East interior side yard 35’ 32’ encroachment into the required
35’ interior side yard setback
No. A Variance is required for a 5°
West interior side yard 35’ 30’ encroachment into the required

35’ interior side yard setback

85’ on the east

Yes. The stable exceeds the

on adjacent properties

Rear yard 50’ minimum required rear yard
80’ on the west setback
. Yes. The stable exceeds the
Setback from the off-site structures 35" 80’ to 140" required 35’ setback from

neighboring structures.

Variance request to allow an existing corral to encroach into the required setbacks:

The RAS-2 Zoning district requires a corral to maintain a minimum 25-foot side yard setback
and a 25-foot rear yard setback. The existing corral was a constructed in the 1970s and was
used as a community riding ring; the easement for the riding ring has been removed, however
the corral is still intact. The corral has an existing setback of 6 feet from the east side yard and
12.5 feet from the west side yard; this results in an encroachment of 19 feet and 12.5 feet into
the required 25-foot side yard setbacks, respectively. The corral has an existing setback of 20
feet from the east rear yard and 10 feet from the west rear yard; this would result in an

encroachment of 5 feet and 15 feet into the 25-foot required rear yard setback, respectively.
The setbacks for the proposed stable are shown in Table 2 below.

Table 2. Setbacks for the Existing Corral

Setbacks for Corral

Required|Proposed Meets Code Requirements
RHMC Section 17.18.090.3
INo. A Variance is required for a 19’
East interior side yard 25 6’ encroachment into the required 25’
interior side yard setback
INo. A Variance is required for a
West interior side yard 25’ 12’-6” 12-6" encroachment into the

required 25” interior side yard
setback

20’ on the east

No. A Variance is required for a 5’
and 15 encroachment into the

on adjacent properties

Rear yard 25 10’ on the west required 25’ rear yard setback
Yes. The stable exceeds the
Setback from a residential structure |35’ 57 required 35’ yard setback from the
on-site structure.
Setback from residential structures ves. The stable exceeds the
35 Approx. 50’ to 100' |required 35’ setback from

neighboring structures.
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Variance request to allow a new stable to exceed the maximum lot coverage.

The minimum lot size for property within the RAS-2 zone is 87,120 square feet. The project
site is 59,850 square feet (1.37 acres) in area which is 27,270 square feet smaller than the
minimum lot size for the RAS-2 zoning district. However, since the property was legally
subdivided the lot size is considered legal nonconforming. The lot consists of an unusual lot
configuration; it is wider in the front and narrows in width as it slopes downward toward the
rear of the site.

The proposed structural coverage on the lot is 17,108 square feet (29%) which exceeds the
lot coverage limitations (20% maximum permitted); the proposed 934-square-foot stable
further increases the existing 38% lot coverage by 2%. The proposed total coverage for
structures and flatwork will be 23,933 square feet or 40% which also exceeds the lot coverage
limitation of 35% maximum. Therefore, a Variance is required to allow the increase in
structural and lot coverage for the proposed stable.

Upon subdivision, this property was burdened with an easement in favor of the adjacent
property for a community riding ring. The current property owners were successful in removing
the easement; however, the existence of the easement impacted the nature of the
development of the project. Additionally, the property occupies the northeast corner of the
intersection John’s Canyon and Crest Road West. The property was originally developed with
a driveway off John’s Canyon. To facilitate mail delivery to the corresponding Crest Road East
street address, the driveway was relocated from John’s Canyon to provide access from Crest
Road East. As a result, a large circular motor court was constructed on Crest Road East
which accounts for the majority of the excess lot coverage.

MUNICIPAL CODE COMPLIANCE
Area of Disturbance for the Stable and Corral

The project site has been previously disturbed due to development of two freestanding 12-foot
tall wood chicken coops and the existing 3,500-square-foot corral which was formerly used as
a riding ring. The two chicken coops would be demolished and replaced by a new 934-square-
foot stable and the existing corral will remain intact. The new 934-square-foot stable will
occupy 2% of the lot; the area of disturbance will increase from 38% to 40%.

Access to Stable

The stable and corral will be accessed via a 6-foot-wide service driveway that on the eastern
property line consisting of decomposed granite.

Height of stable and corral fencing

The ridgeline of the new stable would be 14’-6” in height. The existing 3,500-square-foot corral
consists of a white three-rail fence. The new stable and the existing corral would be situated
approximately 8 feet below the existing tennis court on a gradually sloping area in the rear
portion of the property.

Lot Coverage

The proposed structural coverage on the lot will be 17,108 square feet, or 29% of the lot,
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which exceeds the lot coverage limitations of 20% maximum. The proposed 934-square-foot
stable increases the lot coverage by 2%. The proposed total coverage including structures and
flatwork will be 23,933 square feet or 40% of the lot area which also exceeds the lot coverage
limitation of 35% maximum. Therefore, a Variance is required to allow the minor increase in lot
coverage.

Lot Disturbance

The disturbed area may be up to 60% of the net lot area provided that at no point the slopes
resulting from grading are greater (steeper) than 3:1, or three units horizontal (run) to one unit
vertical (rise). The proposed project does not include grading as the corral area has been
disturbed and has a slope of less than 3:1. Construction of the stable will not increase lot
disturbance.

Environmental Review

The proposed project has been determined to not have a significant effect on the environment
and is categorically exempt from the provisions of CEQA pursuant to Section 15303 (New
Construction or Conversion of Small Structures) of the CEQA Guidelines, which exempts
accessory structures including stables, corrals, and fences.

Public Participation

A resident inquired about the number of horses that will be permitted to occupy the stable;
however, the Municipal Code does not regulate the number of horses. According to the
applicant, there will be no more than two horses in the stable. Secondly, there was a comment
about adding more landscaping along the rear property line where the corral is located; there
is some vegetation along the rear property line but no additional landscaping is proposed as
part of the project.

CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL OF CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

17.42.050 Basis for approval or denial of Conditional Use Permit.
The Commission (and Council on appeal), in acting to approve a conditional use permit

application, may impose conditions as are reasonably necessary to ensure the project is
consistent with the General Plan, compatible with surrounding land use, and meets the
provisions and intent of this title. In making such a determination, the hearing body shall find
that the proposed use is in general accord with the following principles and standards:

1. That the proposed conditional use is consistent with the General Plan;

2. That the nature, condition and development of adjacent uses, buildings and structures
have been considered, and that the use will not adversely affect or be materially
detrimental to these adjacent uses, building or structures;

3. That the site for the proposed conditional use is of adequate size and shape to
accommodate the use and buildings proposed;

4. That the proposed conditional use complies with all applicable development standards of
the zone district;

5. That the proposed use is consistent with the portions of the Los Angeles County
Hazardous Waste Management Plan relating to siting and siting criteria for hazardous
waste facilities;

6. That the proposed conditional use observes the spirit and intent of this title.

43



CRITERIA FOR VARIANCES

17.38.050 Required Variance findings.

In granting a variance, the Commission (and Council on appeal) must make the following
findings:

1.

2.

o oA

7.

That there are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions applicable to the
property that do not apply generally to other properties in the same vicinity and zone;
That such variance is necessary for the preservation and enjoyment of substantial
property rights possessed by other properties in the same vicinity and zone but which is
denied the property in question;

That the granting of such variance will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare
or injurious to properties or improvements in the vicinity;

That in granting the variance, the spirit and intent of this title will be observed;

That the variance does not grant special privilege to the applicant;

That the variance is consistent with the portions of the County of Los Angeles Hazardous
Waste Management Plan relating to siting and siting criteria for hazardous waste
facilities; and

That the variance request is consistent with the general plan of the City of Rolling Hills.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the City Council receive and file Resolution No. 2022-03 and Zoning
Case No. 21-29 for a new stable and planter walls at an existing corral located at 29 Crest
Road West.

ATTACHMENTS:

01 Development Table (ZC 21-29).pdf

02 Project Plans 29 Crest Road West (ZC 21-29).pdf
03 PC Minutes and Riding Ring Easement 1973.pdf
04 Vicinity Map - 29 Crest Road West (ZC 21-29).pdf
2022-03 PC _Resolution_ CUP_29CrestRdW_E.pdf
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https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1315053/02_Project_Plans__29_Crest_Road_West__ZC_21-29_.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1315054/03_PC_Minutes_and_Riding_Ring_Easement_1973.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1315055/04_Vicinity_Map_-_29_Crest_Road_West__ZC_21-29_.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1315061/2022-03_PC_Resolution_CUP_29CrestRdW_E.pdf

Development Table Zoning Case No. 21-29

(29 CREST ROAD WEST)

Site Plan Review, Conditional Use EXISTING EXISTING | PROPOSED TOTAL
Permit and Variance PAD 1 PAD 2 PAD 3
RAS- 2 Zone Setbacks Single family Recreation | New Stable
Front: 50 ft. from front easement line residence, court (SF) and corral
Side: 35 ft. from side property line garage, spa, (SF)
Rear: 50 ft. from rear easement line equipment,
entryways (SF)

Net Lot Area (59,850 s.f.) 37,050 13,600 9,200 59,850
Residence 5,413 5,413
Garage 1,125 1,125
Swimming Pool/Spa 720 720
Pool Equipment 40 40
Guest House
Stable (min. 450 SF) 934 934
Corral (existing; min. 550 SF) 3,500 3,500
Recreation Court 7,200
Entryway, Breezeway
Sheds, Trellises, Gazebo
Raised Deck
Barbecue, Outdoor Kitchen
Water Features, Etc.
Service Yard 100 100
Total Structure Area 8,974 7,200 934 17,108
Structural Coverage (20% maximum) 15.0% 12.0% 2% 29%
Grading (balanced on site) 4 cy cut 8 cy

and 4 cy fill

for planter

walls

Total Flatwork 6,825 6,825
Total Structural and Flatwork 15,799 7,200 934 23,933
Total Lot Coverage (35% maximum) 26% 12.0 % 2% 40%
Grading (balanced on site)
Building Pad Coverage 24% 52% 10%
(Policy: 30% maximum)
Disturbed Area (40% maximum; up to No Change No Change | No Change| No Change

60% with slopes less than 3:1)
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' T MINUTES' OF THE o R
ADJOURNED MEETING. OF THE. PLANNING COMMISSION :
: CITY OF ROLLING HILLS, CALIFORNIA ‘{1;. AN

‘May 1, 1973

JAn: adgourned meeting ‘of the Planning Commission of the City: of
Rolling Hills ‘was. held at ‘the Administration Building, 2 Portuguese .
Bend Road Rolling Hills, California at 7 30 P M. Tuesday, May 1 1973.

CALL TO ORDER

PRESENT: - William Field
‘James Johnston -
Sidney Morse
Joan Saffo - s :
Godfrey Pernell Chairman

ABSENT None
ALSO PRESENT -Teena CIifton . City Manager
- William Kinley City Attorney.
June  Cunningham Seeretary . .
‘Richard Anderson ‘Palnning Advisor
Arthur ‘Alef - . ‘Attorney SN
T. Heinsheimer Resident’
‘Mr. & Mrs. H. Murdock h
Mrs. S. Morse - "o
" E. L. Pearson - "

8. D.- Weiman IR "

' APPROVAL OF MINUTES 1102

. A motion to approve the minutes of the meeting of April 17, 1973 .
as corrected was made by Commissioner Mbrse,_seconded by Commissioner

cJohnston and carried unanimously.1

ITEMB HELD OVER ‘tf'ﬂ

GENERAL PLAN CITY OF ROLLING HILLS 1110.

". Chairman Pernell. re—opened ‘the Public ‘Hearing on the General Plan'”

for - the City of Rolling Hills, continued from the meeting of April 17,
1973. The Citg ‘Manager distributed copies of the Plan as revised and
e. Planning Commission at the- April 17th meeting. -

: F0110w1ng disucssion of the plan as’ revised and’ amended, addition-

al. corrections, additions and deletions ‘were made. Chairman Pernell

closed the Public Hearing on the Plan, and set Tuesday, May 8th at -
7:00-A.M, as the date for a special meeting for the purpose of a-: final
review of the General Plan prior to referring the matter to the Council

ZONING CASE NO 123 Marvin Nordby 1740

, The Manager advised the Commission that she had discussed the
matter with Mr. and Mrs. Nordby, and with their contractor,.but the

‘corrected plans for the proposed pool had not been - submitted as re-
‘quested. ) . el R

- Chairman- Pernell ordered the matter held ori the agenda until
the. next regular meeting of the Planning Commission on May 22; 1973,
and said that if the applicant did not comply with the requirements
of -the City by that date the 1tem would be removed from the agenda.<
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. . ¢ . May 1,71973
ZONING CASE NO. 124, -Stable in ‘Front Yard

ZONING CASE NO. 125, Tennis Court in‘Side Yard = * 1850
S. D. WEIMAN, Lot 174C-MS: = = . AR

""" The Chairman re-operied the hearing on applications by Mr. S..D..
" "Weiman for conditional use permits to construct & stable in the fromt. |
“‘yard and a tennis court in"thé side yard of Lot.174C-MS, held over from -

iﬂthe meeting pf:ARfi%:??th.3 

. Chairman Pernell ‘advised the Commission that he had received a -

-.legal ‘opinion on the matter from the City Attorney, as requested, -and

" Mr. Kinley had stated that a legal document .entitled "Easement- Agree- . :

. "ment and- Covenants Runhing with the:Land" dated 'January 25, 1971, .

_ executed by Edward. L.: Pearson burdens land owned by S: D. Weimanm, ap~ "
* plicart, and conveys to Mr. Pearson an exclusive easement for the tuse:.

. of real property described therein by Mr. Pearson, his successors,
-, 'his immediate family -and guests, Provisions of Ordinance No. 33,: '

Section 5.04 had been violated by the Agreement, and Mr. Kinley recom;":_

mended that steps. be taken by the owner of the easement to restore

the Applicant's lot to its original configuration without the burden - .-

'of the riding Ting easement before ary permit should be granted for
 construction of:-the improvements -planned. T

“Edward L. Pearson, 1 Johns -'Cén;'oﬁ Road, advised the _Comn‘liss:lc_in"j'-

:':f"_‘,"t":‘hét'?:he was.:the original owner -of Lot. 174C-MS, consisting of 4+ acxes,
./ which he subdivided into two parcels approximdtel eleven years ago. |

«.Three years ‘later he developed a riding ring .on the parcel now owned - -
" by Mr. Weiman, -and for ‘many years it was; used by residents throughout

-the City, and Mr. Pearson-assumed all obligations of maintenance,

.- -insurance, etc. .Approximately three years ago.he. sold the parcel to': . .
- »a Mr, Howard Meister, who planned to construct a home in the area oc-~ -

3 ng racilities. . er . dlscusslin

. Mr..Meister,. it _ .
. lot would be. reserved for a ring for use of the Meister and Pearsom .

es, -

at a stable, could mor be: constructed .

t was agreed tha asportibn'fa"t the rear of ,-Mr..ifMeiste't".sj_'

2CUZST gennis of S deuomee  R9.Crest W

“would be When
.. to-Mr. Meister. the tramsfer included two agreements, one in favor of -

T Mrd .Méistef: to Mr. Weiman, Mr. Meister's easement was not-transferred

. on construction of a st , 3.—£0. = .

& area becau Ia#_,_éf_'zhé_prpximity of other homes. e area whic
d be advyers affected by a stable. When the property was sold

Mr. Pearson, his successors, his immediate family and guests, and one
‘in favor .of Mr. Meister, his successors, his immediate family and .~

guests gi'\iiﬂg bothequa —E8 men oNe Che and adeh—was—to-be-de-
¢ —~riding’ r.tng} In the subsequent sale of ‘the property by

to the new owner. Mr, Pearson stated that it was his wish to have his
. easement agreement amendéd.to a non-exclusive easement giving Mr, Wei-
"man full control over the entire parcel, but he wished:the restriction

L%

57 . Mr.'Weiman stated that he was agreeable’ to:the’ amendment, and: -
‘requested that Mr. Arthur Alef, his attorney, draw up an amendment -
satisfactory to-him, to Mr, ‘Pearson,:the City Attorney’ and the.Plan-
ning Commission. .-Mr. Kinley advised that such. an agreement could be

.. drawn, and Chairman Pernell recessed. the meeting at 9:15 P.M, so that ..

Mr., Ai'e£ could . prepare thé amendment to ‘the Agreement: .

9:30 P.M; - Meeting ie-ébﬁﬁqned.‘- LA e

' . Chai'r?mah. -Péfne1,1. fé-cbnv'éhed the meeting, aner Alef pr-e‘ée.nt»e‘d'
the amendment of .the ‘Agreement :to the .City’'Attornmey’and Mr. Pearson. : '
The amendment was acceptable to Mr: Kinley, and Mr. Pearson executed

the document, which was then notarized and givento Mr. -Alef for record- -

ation. Mr. Kinley advised the Commission that the ndén-exclusive éase-
ment' to Mr.. Pearson was not in violdtion of. .the Zoning Ordinance, and -
. that Mr. S, D. Weiman is the owner of 2.079 .acres gross. - Chairman. Per-
nell then directed that discussion be resumed.- DR

LT o
. S ;2-
e e
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Mrs. Clifton advxsed ‘that during a’ rrwiew of the re-numbering
of Johns Canyon’ Road shehad contacted the Post Office about the-: -
possibility of: assigning a.Jobns Canyon: Road address for the Weiman
property, as the driveway would bz on .Johns. Canyon Road. rather than:
on Crest Road. "The 'Postmaster said it would.be confusing to have -
‘the entrance. on one: street and the address on another, and recommen-

ded ‘that the matter be resolved. - In the event that the address was
‘changed, the Manager said a variarce would not:be réguired, because
.;the stable would be in the side yard rather than in the front - yard

,The Manager stated ‘that -no contact was made by any resident i

~in" the area who. had. been advised of the applications, expressing
;either opposition .to or ‘approval of the irequest for- the stable or.
 tennis court. Chairmarn Pernell said that until action was taken to-
‘change the frontage of the parcel the -Planning: Commission would
.consider the applications for conditIOﬁEI ‘use’ permits as submitted.

In discussing ‘the matter CommiSSLOner uohnston stated that in

Ordinance No. 113 CREATING A PLANNING COMMISSION AND IMPOSING AND:

SPECIFYING CERTAIN DUTIES THEREON Paragraph #3 charges the Commis-
sion with "granting of .variances and conditional use permits shall

‘be careéfully scrutinized-------- to prevent overconstruction.of the
.1ot of parcel to be improved", and said:that although the Architec-
tural Committée had approved construction of structures as submitted -
it was his opinion that if conditional use permits were. granted as’ .
requested, the parcel would be over-developed, ‘because the acreage

of the parcel less easements is approximately 1.4 acres.in a 2 acre

- zone. The house, ténnis court and stable as’ planned would occupy =
:,14,000 square: feet of the approximately 59,000 square feet available,
'fand the additiona of ‘a .swimming pool and paxed driveway with turning -

area would occupy additonal area. -Commissioner Saffo said: she agreed

-, that the’ parcel as shown would be over-developed, and said she was

. in opposition to-approval. Commissioner Morse said he had an objec-
. .tion.to a stable in a: front or side-yard, -and felt that a stable in

" "the front’ yard, on Crest Road or in the side yard on Johns Canyon Road

='wou1d be obgectionable._

‘Mr. Welman advised the Comm1551on that 4in planning for develop-
ment of the parcel he had attempted to comply with the requirements
of the Rolling Hills Community Association Building Regulations, -

whic¢h state ‘on page 8 that "Each new site plan-----shall provide. ade-:

quate space and location- for a stable: capable of -accommodating -feed, -

‘tack: and stall for at.léast one horse', and further, oh page 5, na1i
‘buildings, including accessory buildings, shall not cover more than.

25% of the area of the entire lot, exclusive of easements"‘ however, -
the ‘definition of . accessory buildings does not include a tennis court.

*.In view of the concerns expressed by the Planning Commission members,

Mr. Weiman advised that he wished to withdraw his applicaton for: the
stable, and wished the Comniission to consider.only his application ..
for a variance’ of 2 1/2 feet 1n the side yard for construction of a

tennis court.

Mr Pears01 said that as a ne1ghbor he wished to. state again
that. the. plan for development of the property .as submitted is a con-
tribution to ‘the entire neighborhood, he felt that Mr. Weiman had
done an.excellent job cf planning, and' he- did not consider it over-
bu11d1ng of the site. " The parcel is one of the most usdble parcels

in the City, Mr. Pearson said, and could .accommodate everything Mr.

Weiman planned, . and: he complimenteu Mr. Weiman on his apptroach and

‘conformation to requirements of the City ‘and Association, while
.maintaining the Rolling Hills etmosphere. Ihe Chalrman thereafter

closed the Public Hearing.‘ - _
Commissioner Morse moved ‘thét a conditional use permit be

.epproved for a variance of 2 1/2 feet in the side ‘yard be granted

..35_.‘
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to Mr. Weiman under Azt1cle 111 Sectlon 3 07 of Drdlnance No- 33.

The motion was seconded by Comm1531orer F1e1d and: carr1ed by the
following roll call _vote: f'_ R oo PR

“AYES: Comnissioners Field, Morse, Chairman Pernell
"NOES :. Comm1551oners Johnston Saffo el T
ABSENT:; hone o . S

The Manager advis:d M WEiman that the matter would be on the

-agenda .of theé Board of Directors of the Kolling Hills Commuhity

Association meet1ng ‘on Ihuraday, May 3, 1973, at 7 00 ‘A, M.::

N ADJOURNMENT R

' There being no further business to come before the meeting,"
the Chairman adjourned the session at 10:30 P.M.. to Tuesday, May 8
1973 at 7: 00 ‘AM., to con51der the .General ‘Plan. -

City Clerk

LR
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EASEMENT AGREEMENT AND COVENANTS' RUNNING WITH THE LAND

dey of |
and BA?ARA
JANET, MEISTER (Meist:er)

X. . RECITALS

1. Pearson is the owner of the tea]. ‘property described in
Exhibits "A" and “3", attached hereto and made a part hereof.

-

THES EASEMENT AGREEMENT is made and enteréd into this 25024
' , 1971, by and between EDWARD L. PEARSON

FlLd Nty
J. PEARSON ZPeareon) and HOWARD W. I\EISTER, IX.and

[
.

Saild

real property is hereinafter somet:imes referred to as Parcel A end

' Parcel B, respectively.-

2, Concurrently herewith Peareon is conveying fee title to

Parcel B to Meister.

3. Pareels A and B axe edjominé' -end‘c'ontig'uous perce‘.l.s.

4. Pearsun represents and warrants to Meistex. that the pro-

* vigions of this Easement Agreement, ‘and the conveyance of fee title
to Parcel B.to Meister, do mnot corntravene or violate any applicable
Declaration or other instrument containing covenants, conditions and
restrictions affecting Parcels A .and B nor the applicable ordirances, .
laws and regulations of the City of Rolling H:.lls, Cmmty of Los

Angeles, State of California.

1L

EasmEwr - .

1. Meister does here‘by g::ant and convey. to Pearson an exclusive
for the use of the surfade of the real pToperty described in

eas
Eﬁhibit "o (attached hereto and made a part hereof -- said real
_ property being a part of Parcel B) for the purpose of constructing

" and maintaining a horsebac.k rid:l.ng ring, subject to the following:

'Sa. [d easement ehall 'be and remain for the sole use

(a)
. and purpose of the maintenancé of a horseback Fid-_ *

o ’ .ing ring to be uSed by the fee owrer. of Paxrcel A . -
o and_said fee owner' 8 immediate. family and guests
g‘§ ‘HE- and e prov:lded, owever, not-

53 withstanding the foregoing, Pagxsor (including his

8 immediate family) shall have the xight to make use
a gi of the said horseback riding ring in the_event.
g _ YPeardon conveys fée EItle to Parcel A, but such
Si gg right to be exercised by Peagson (and’his inmediate
B 3 - family) only for sg_J.ong as Pearson holds fee title

1 to_residential property in the 1 the City of Roilinj g Hilis,
; Eg County of . Los Angeles, State of California, a and is a—
T ‘ -;.- ’

L1ee

LY gt po Ly s)

-

et M e So—
—_ en -
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' III, COVENANT RUNNING WITH THE LAND SR

. Pearson’ does hereby agree and covenant with respect to the
_ ‘real property described in Exhibit "C" (easement area) as follows:

.. 24 The e’aqemenﬁ herein gz;anteci -i.,é""i'n?'ﬁ.erpétui.tia:."

‘. (a) - To maintain the said easement: area in a state of goéd

. (d)

e )
’ 0.-'!:"},3' 3. o

. P .
E [ A . . .
v - . )
A .

¢ boma’ £1de-re sident ‘there .e.’-'e.in::éndeéﬁé;mmer of Panrcﬁ_':l-'.-:j
- A_consents thereto in writing, an executed copy ©f ... . :

S ‘:_!i '—_——-—T . ' . o

i(b)."- The fee owner of Parcel A shall-at all.times main-

3.4 tain the easement area including the said horseback: ' .-
‘ziding ring in-a state of good condition and repair .. B -

i 4y (including replacement as the same may be reguired,- . -
}:. from time to time) at the sole cost and expense of - ..

. the said fee owmer of Parcel A; and

.(é)-". The fee owner of Parcel A shall and does hereby _
- w0v:agree to indemnify and save ‘the fee owner of Parcel -
. . B from all liability, damages, cost and expense

~ (ineluding attorneys' fees) arising out of or in-
<4+ curred upon said easement area as described in
v - Exhibit "C'" and ‘any use in comnection therewith,-

¢ " 4hether with or without the knowledge or consent of

; -the fee owmer of Parcel A; and |
. .(d) : All improvements upon or affecting the easement area

- (including, without limitation, grading, drainage and

the like) shall comply with all applicable-laws,
" ordindnces and regulations, Pearson hereby agreeing

R :.to indemnify and save Meister harmless from any act
. -ty or alleged act constituting a violation or alleged
violation of any such applicable law, ordinance oxr
regulation. Lo R T

.
Pl

a3
.- F .

~ condition-and repair (including replacement ag the :
‘i game may be.required, "from time to time) at the sole
cost and expense of the fee owner of Parcel A; and

all liability, damages, cost’and expense (including

(b) . To indemnify and save the fee cwmer 'of Parcel B from
o attorneys' -fees) arising out of or.imcurred upom

oy " .+ sald easement area'and any use in comnection there-

.. " with, whether with or without the knowledge ox comsent’
+ of the fee owner of Parcel A; and . . '

o () " That all improvements upen or A'ffec,ting'the' e'_ésemem:

area (including, without limitation, grading, drain-
 age and the like) shall comply with all applicable-
. laws, oxdinances and regulat:l.ong; and S

. : . -
. . "

To use the'easement only in the hamner and for the

, 'purpose herein stated, and not .othezwise,

- LI
. R

. .-
* -

AR, * said consent to be delivered to the owner of Parcel .- ' .-
‘: b “'\.'}l B; and . * . - . -

.

L1232

.
T A et e — ey v i

— -




' Agreement and Covenants Running With the Land aé of the day and year

‘ .
1 - L)
o e e pReRs s b
.
. N -, ) . .
. . - g . tae .t .
] . .

-2, The covenants and .agreements as contained in this agree- *

- ment are hereby declared to- be covenants’ running with the land and

shall be and hereby are expressed to be for the benefit of Parcel B . .
and the owner or owners thereof, from time.to time, and their sue-

. cessors in interest: and assigns; and, shall be binding upon the

owner or owners of, Parcel A,:from-tima to time,.and their successors
in interest and assigns, P L "

IV. GENERAL PROVISIONS - o I cy

. 1. The provisions hereof shall not be effective for any

purpose unless and until the -same has been executed by the parties .
hereto, acknowledged, and recoxded in the office of .the County

Recorder of Los Angeles County, ‘California. . . ,

- 2. The provisions hereof .shall inure to-the benefit” of and
be binding upon each of the parties. hereto .and their respective heirs,
devisees, personal representatives, successors in interest and assigns.

3. In the event of litigation concerning the use of the ease-
ment or the covenants related. thereto to be kept and obsexved by the
owner oxr owners, from time to time, of Parcel ‘A, the prevalling
party shall be entitled to costs and attorneys’ fees. : T

. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this ‘Easement

£irst ‘hereinabove written

: S A
o ; i+~ BARBARA J. PEARSON

R andi bl S R L D e —

N

-
b s .

a d

oy A .
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THOSE PORTIONS OF LOT "H" OF RANCHO LOS PALOS VERDES, ' IN Pl
THE CITY OF ROLLING HILLS, IN THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, RPN L

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ALLOTTED TO JOTHAM BIXBY BY DECREE - % 'wi ) .« '

OF PARTITION IN ACTION “BIXBY ET ALey VSe BENT ET AL.," ° AT
CASE NO. 2373, IN -THE DISTRICT COURT .OF THE 17TH JUDICIAL b LT

DISTRICT OF SAID STATE, IN AND FOR SAID COUNTY OF LosS ANGEﬁESEf*'ﬁ“;j;;q

AND ENTERED IN BOOK 4 PAGE 57 OF JUDGMENTS IN KTHE SUPERIOR ) R
COURT OF SAID COUNTY, DESCRIBED AS .FOLLOWS: . Y

ALL OF THAT PORTION DF. THE LAND DESCRIBED IN PARCEL NO. ST
3 OF DEED TO WRESSEY C. COOKE AND WIFE, RECORDED AS DOCUMENT . '

)

ND. 538 ON JUNE 22,4 1944 IN BDOK 20955 PAGE 363, OFFICIAL DA .‘,._']:."
e WL,
%

B
4. .
BN

LTI L

RECORDS OF SAID COUNTY, LYING NORTHWESTERLY OF THE FOLLOMING
DESCRIBED LINE: coe s
LN O

BEGINNING AT A PODINT IN THE SDUTHWESTERLY BOUNDARY OF THE T
SAID PARCEL NO. Lo DISTANT THEREON SOUTH 70° 05t 10" EAST Lot
209.89 FEET FROM THE SOUTHWESTERLY CORNER THEREOF; THENCE IR
NORTH 19° 54 50" EAST 50.00 FEET: - THENCE NORTH 20° 24¢ B LTS O

30" EAST 533.05 FEET TO A POINT IN THE NORTHERLY BOUNDARY . ¥+ [’ %"

OF SAID PARCEL NO. 1 WHICH 1S WESTERLY THEREON 355.00 FEET . .

 FROM THE MOST EASTERLY CORNER OF SAID PARCEL NO. 1, THENCE cLoe T

ALONG SAID NORTHERLY BOUNDARY, NORTH 78° 14! 20" WEST, 10115 oL

* FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING:. THENCE SOUTH 20° 241 300

HESTy 275.00 FEET: THENCE SOUTH 68° 36' 17" WEST, 196.7% FEETy " ." .
THENCE SOUTH 87° 7' 40" WEST, 30.00 FEET TO A POINT IN THE A

WESTERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID PARCEL NO. 1 DISTANT THEREGN, NORTH - L T

2° 42! 20" WEST, 165.00 FEET FROM SAID SOUTHWEST CORNER. TR L

‘l
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. EXHIBIT “pb :
e L ey P e e n :.-:--51.4: Tt e s e
Ml Thise portions of Lot "HY of Ranche Los Palos Verdes,:in'the eity of R011in'3“mila‘¢"’3:'z
{4l 1in the county Of los Angeleg, state of Galifornia, allotted to Jotham Bixby by:. " "ﬂltl"
“hliidecree of partition in action "Bixby et al,, Ve, Bent ef'al!," Case No, .2373, 7 §n"'thty(
g;(:’,-": district court of the 17th Judicial District of 8aid-state, {nand for ‘said count: .

: . ; unty of:,
*)us Lo8 Augeles, and entered in book 4 Pége 57 of judgneiits in the Superior Couxt’ of; ga!.d i
o b1 -county, described as follows: - ., . .. BT TR IR PRRR 2
'l?".':':.;’!"3 * o ) . |:'v'.' ”l ”"l LN ‘-';.-,;“ ot r‘ & .“.""l‘!!i '
iy L

e o - Lo RN § b , - ",‘.‘.:"."j:-‘ 'l-"
9% A21 of that Bortion of the land desestbed n Parcel No.* :

5L Co e T P
Nos"1 of deed to Wressey C. Coobialh
«t 4% -and wife, recorded as document no, 538 on June- 22, 1944 fn Book 20955 page 363,,0ffisdc

..'.ﬁl?ts tecords of said county, fncluded within the following de‘aeﬁbed Iinea:;; ORI 159‘;".: i'f-%' :—'
-.....",_.. R e 2t . 3, .. RN .-..-,..---.‘-'.- PRI N 5, ‘.-".-':. L e ek _",-:. o Slpker
-L'. "—:_ r"'""".--v-—-—.- .-..'. . :.-‘.I. v e N Fall ) NI v e :f; ,;’_' :.-:,‘ -_-‘".-..‘. :;‘! "}. [ .‘,_?3.1: SR v._'.:'ﬁ!-':“ .._,..‘ '{:"”_.'- ,_' l."g'.':!
e : e {0 el ';"{!- N A ORI 11 120 NGRS ff

{ ',-,!l. Beginning at a potnc' in t'hé Sputherllj bsundaz'-j'ﬁ of the -,éntd parcel no. 1, dlctqp

24¥13° thereon South 70° 05' 10" East 209,89 feet: from-the Southwest .corner .thereof; *
:.-'i. %i: thence North 199 54' 50" Eagt 50.00 feet; thence North 20° 24' 30" Eagt 533,05

‘Jifeet to & point in the Northerly boundary of gaid parcel ne, 1l which.ig Wesl:e'x:ly?lr .
“tthereon 355.00 feet from the most, Easterly corner of said parcel no, 1i 'chence;i.-a,i\ s
Ir"along said Northerly boundary, North 786 14¢ ggu West; 101.15. feet:; ‘thence South, , 4
et _f., 120° 24% 30" est, 275,00 feet; thence South 689°36' 17" West, 196.71 feet; thence i)

%G South 87° 17" 40M West, 30.00 feet to.a point -in the Wasterly boundary of gaig. AT

",5',’;'}'-'.1’ -iparcel no, 1, distant thereon North 2° 42" 20" West:, 165 feet from said ‘Southwestis:lifiH
,r,“f:'!f' ‘corner; thence along said Westerly boundary, South.20°42' 2pv Bast, 165,00 feet « .4}
'l'{,g‘.:i".". to saild Southyest ‘cormer; thence South, 700 _05,':\, 10" Eagt 209.89 feet to the pofnt i+ i
t 4t OF egloning, gt e LR S PR :
[ % . : AL MY Lf S ol u7k NV AN

.
LI

a5

et Y
[ P AR S 'Sy

e YW
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EXHIBIT "C" Co .0 THAT PORTION OF LOT mye |
DF RANCHO LOS PALOS VERDES, IN-THE CITY OF ROLLING HILLS, IN . !
THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, STATE DF CALIFORNIAs ALLOTTED T0 - - KR
JOTHAH BIXBY BY DECREE OF PARTITION IN ACTION "RIXEY ET AL,/sw £
CASE ND. 2373, IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE 17TH JUDICIAL i :
DISTRICT OF SAID STATE, IN AND EOR SAID COUNTY DF LOS ANGELES, .
AND ENTERED IN DODK 4 PAGE 57 OF JUDGRENTS IN THE SUPERIOR , ’ :
COURY OF SAID COUNTY, DESCRIBED AS FOLLONS ¢ Co

. . -4 .
- ALL OF THAT PORTION OF THE LAND DESCRIBED IN PARCEL NOs. 1 OF
DEED TO WRESSEY C. COOKE AND WIFE, .RECORDED AS DOCUMENT MO, st oLt
‘538 ON JUNE 22, 1944 IN BOCK 20955 PAGE :363, OFFICIAL RECORDS .° L
. OF SAID COUNTY, INCLUDED WITHIN THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED LiEss "
1 A , Y. . LR

BEGIKNING AT A POINT -IN THE SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF THE SAID ' PR

PARCEL NO. 1, DISTANT THEREON SOUTH 70¢ 0S¢ 10" EAST 209,89 . ",,'

"FEET FROM THE SOUTHMEST CORNER THEREOFy THENCE NORTH 19° w8 T
54! 50" EASY 50.00 FEETy; THENCE NORTHI 20° 24* 30" RASY 533.05 . - "

FEET TO A POINT IN THE NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID PARCEL NDe 2, . ]

WHICH IS WESTERLY THEREON 355.00 FEET FROM THE MOST EASTERLY T - .'. ,

CORNER OF SAID PARCEL NDe 2 oy o, fdran peint o2 1 AR
N . - ; : ..'l -.1 ° B . v »

- basyin NG TH m-.i.'.‘alo-n‘q, Suxg_', e 'fft_)_u.rll}.z Bow "

~

_'gu;;,uag,‘y.;
,mtl_:-.;;sl;z_’ %%/ iecn R LR L7 R A Sthene
brith - Zet 2yl 5ol £t yolow Flet | Hhioie

-

Saw"’)\"?f' l it o, Lyl Ny LR
ST 2 e d Y e '/.2-*-*,- AL ey

Worth 20% 2405y masilliesien oy o
the i e ol bapianing i ‘

t A -5
"
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Yoara ...
+* (ndividusl) -,

. O

_ befers me, the -inderslgricd, N “I' bie
b mn; esomg;;lddlnxﬁvl’n lcf;ludprnruld

RSON.

known 1o me

1o be lha person 8

whose neme_8_8YE

-_subscribed ] i

to the within Snstrument and acknowledged tlm_th_

1 execuled the same. i

OFFICIAL SEAL  °
AUDREY H. HEABN

PRINCIPAL QFFICE IN.
LOS  ANGELES COUNTY

' mb-murmm..w-un

L

vossva.

(adividaad) '

STATE OF CAUFOHN!A
loe Amc-

‘.

8

Les

]
g

tobethe person 8

to the w‘ht:n Instrument and lehowhdg:d-lhn_ﬁhﬂ;t::__

ex
. l WITNESS myjhend srd official seal.

" whostrame 8 _HIE

ubscribed .,

oi-'ncm’i.‘ SEAL
- AUDREY, H. HEARN
ARY POBLIC » CALIFORNLA

PRINGIFAL OFFICE IN
Los AHEELES COUNTY,

{ My cnmm!sslon Expires Nov, 8, 1973

v

) ﬁl‘lwfullllalu!uhllnll




City qfﬂpmﬂg .‘7{1'12:9 2 PORTUGUESE BEND ROAD ROLLING HILLS, CA 90274

29 Crest Road West, Rolling Hills 90274

TITLE VICINITY MAP CASE NO. Zoning Case No. 21-29
Site Plan Review

OWNER Perrin

ADDRESS
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RESOLUTION NO. 2022-03

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY
OF ROLLING HILLS GRANTING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
AND A VARIANCE TO ALLOW A NEW 934-SQUARE-FOOT
STABLE AND EXISTING 3,500-SQUARE-FOOT CORRAL TO BE
LOCATED WITHIN THE REAR AND SIDE YARD SETBACKS AND
EXCEED THE LOT COVERAGE FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED
AT 29 CREST ROAD WEST (LOT 174-C-2-MS), ROLLING HILLS,
CA (PERRIN)

THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ROLLING HILLS DOES
HEREBY FIND, RESOLVE AND ORDER AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Property Owners, Patrick and Donna Perrin, ("Applicant") for the
real property located at 29 Crest Road West, Rolling Hills, CA are requesting a
Conditional Use Permit and Variance for a new 934-square-foot stable and existing
3,500-square-foot corral to encroach into the required side and rear yards (the
"Project"). The project includes two planter walls between the tennis court and
corral that will have a maximum height of four feet and requires approximately eight
cubic yards of grading. The Project will be located adjacent to trails on the east and
north of the stable and corral.

Section 2. The Planning Commission conducted duly noticed public
hearings to consider the application at an onsite meeting on March 15, 2022, at
7:30 AM and at its regular meeting on March 15, 2022, at 6:30 PM. Neighbors
within a 1,000-foot radius were notified of the public hearings and a notice was
published in the Daily Breeze on March 5, 2022. The Owners and their agent were
notified of the public hearings in writing by first class mail and the Owners and their
agent were in attendance at the hearings.

Section 3. The property is zoned RAS-2 with a net lot area of 59,850 square
feet (1.37 acres), which is smaller than the requirements of the RAS-2 zone that
requires a minimum net lot area of 87,120 square feet. The lot is developed with a
5,413-square-foot single family residence and a 1,125-square-foot garage. There are
three existing building pads on site with approximately 14 feet difference in
elevation. The existing residence, garage and pool are located on the highest and
largest pad (37,000 square feet) located near Crest Road West; the secondary pad
(13,060 square feet) is in the middle of the property and is developed with a tennis
court; the third pad (9,200 square feet) is in the rear of the property and includes
two 12-foot tall chicken coops and a 3,500-square-foot corral that was constructed
as part of a former community horseback riding ring.
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Section 4. The Project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) Guidelines pursuant to Section 15303, Class 3 (New Construction or
Conversion of Small Structures), which exempts the construction and location of
a limited number of new, small facilities or structures, including accessory
structures, such as a stable and corral, because it involves the construction of a
934-square-foot stable and maintenance of an existing 3,500-square-foot corral.
The Project is also exempt from the CEQA Guidelines pursuant to Section 15301,
Class 1 (Existing Facilities), which exempts the minor alteration of topographical
features involving negligible or no expansion of use beyond that existing, because
the Project site involves approximately eight cubic yards of grading for new planter
walls.

Section 5. Section 17.16.020.A of the Rolling Hills Municipal Code requires
a Variance for projects that encroach into the required setbacks and exceed the
maximum allowable lot coverage.

Section 6. Section 17.18.060 of the Zoning Ordinance contains conditions
for a stable and corral, subject to approval of a conditional use permit. The
proposed stable and corral comply with the provisions of this section. With respect
to this request for a Conditional Use Permit, the Planning Commission finds as
follows:

A. That the proposed conditional use is consistent with the General
Plan; The granting of a Conditional Use Permit for the stable and corral would
be consistent with the purposes and objectives of the Zoning Ordinance and
General Plan.

B. That the nature, condition and development of adjacent uses,
buildings and structures have been considered, and that the use will not
adversely affect or be materially detrimental to these adjacent uses, building or
structures; The nature, condition, and development of adjacent structures
have been considered, and the project will not adversely affect or be materially
detrimental to these adjacent uses, buildings, or structures because the
proposed uses (stable and corral) are located of sufficient distance from
nearby residences so as to not impact the view or privacy of surrounding
neighbors. .

C. That the site for the proposed conditional use is of adequate size
and shape to accommodate the use and buildings proposed; The property is
adequately sized to accommodate such use, and on an existing level building pad.
The proposed use is appropriately located in that it will be sufficiently separated from
nearby structures.

62



D. That the proposed conditional use complies with all applicable
development standards of the zone district; The proposed uses (stable and
corral) meet the standards for the minimum size and height standards set forth in
the Rolling Hill Municipal Code; however, variances are required for
encroachments into the required side yard and rear yard setbacks and for
exceedance of the maximum lot coverage.

E. That the proposed use is consistent with the portions of the Los
Angeles County Hazardous Waste Management Plan relating to siting and siting
criteria for hazardous waste facilities; The proposed conditional use is consistent
with the portions of the Los Angeles County Hazardous Waste Management Plan
relating to siting criteria for hazardous waste facilities because the project site is not
listed on the current State of California Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites List.

F. That the proposed conditional use observes the spirit and intent
of this title. The project is harmonious in scale and mass with the site, the
natural terrain, and surrounding residences because the proposed use
complies with the low-profile residential development pattern of the community
and will not give the property an over-built look. Sufficient areas of the lot will
remain open and unobstructed. The lot is sufficiently large to accommodate
the proposed use.

Section 7. Sections 17.38.010 through 17.38.050 of the Rolling Hills
Municipal Code permit approval of a Variance when exceptional or extraordinary
circumstances applicable to the property, and not applicable to other similar
properties in the same zone, prevent the owner from making use of a parcel of
property to the same extent enjoyed by similar properties in the same vicinity. The
Applicant requests Variances from Sections 17.18.090.3 and17.16.070.A to allow
a stable and corral to encroach into the side and rear yard setbacks, allow the
structural coverage to exceed the maximum 20%, and allow the lot coverage to
exceed the maximum 35%.

With respect to this request for Variances, the Planning Commission finds
as follows:

A. That there are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions
applicable to the property that do not apply generally to other properties in
the same vicinity and zone.

There are several extraordinary circumstances applicable to this property. The
minimum lot size for property within the RAS-2 zone is 87,120 square feet. The
project site is 59,850 square feet (1.37 acres) which is 27,270 square feet smaller
than the minimum lot size; this is considered legal nonconforming. The lot consists
of an unusual lot configuration; it is wider in the front and narrows in width as it
slopes toward the rear of the site. Upon subdivision, this property was burdened
with an easement in favor of the adjacent property for a community riding ring. No
other property in the vicinity was burdened with such an easement. The property
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owners were successful in removing the easement; however, the existence of the
easement impacted the nature of the development of the property. Additionally, the
property occupies the northeast corner of the intersection of Johns Canyon Road
and Crest Road West. The property has a Crest Road West address but the site
was originally developed with a driveway on Johns Canyon Road. To facilitate mail
delivery to the corresponding street address, the driveway was relocated to provide
access from Crest Road and a large circular motor court was constructed which
accounts for the majority of the excess lot coverage. These circumstances do not
apply to other properties in the vicinity.

. That such variance is necessary for the preservation and enjoyment of
substantial property rights possessed by other properties in the same vicinity
and zone but which is denied the property in question.

Granting the requested variance for the stable and corral to encroach into the
side and rear yard setbacks and to exceed the maximum lot coverage will
facilitate construction of a stable on the property. The existing structural coverage
is 27% and the existing lot coverage is 38%. The proposed 934-square-foot stable
would increase structural and lot coverage by 2% bringing the total to 29% and
40%, respectively. Construction of the stable will result in a minor increase in lot
coverage and having a stable and corral on-site is a property right enjoyed by
other properties in the vicinity.

. That the granting of such variance will not be materially detrimental to the
public welfare or injurious to properties or improvements in the vicinity.
Granting a variance to construct the proposed stable and corral will not be
detrimental to the public welfare and will not be injurious to properties in the vicinity;
horse keeping facilities are allowed and encouraged in the Rolling Hills equestrian
community. Further, the project will be consistent with other equestrian
development in the area.

. That in granting the variance, the spirit and intent of this title will be observed.
The stable and corral are harmonious in scale and mass with the site, the
natural terrain, and surrounding residences because the proposed use
complies with the low-profile residential development pattern of the
community and will not give the property an over-built look. The lot is
sufficient to accommodate the proposed use.

. That the variance does not grant special privilege to the applicant.

A stable and corral are common amenities enjoyed by many properties
throughout the City. The proposed project, together with the variances, will be
compatible with the objectives, policies, general land uses, and programs
specified in the GeneralPlan.

. That the variance is consistent with the portions of the County of Los Angeles
Hazardous Waste Management Plan relating to siting and siting criteria for
hazardous waste facilities.
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Granting a variance to construct the proposed stable and maintain an existing
corral will be consistent with the applicable portions of the Los Angeles County
Hazardous Waste Management Plan related to siting criteria for hazardous waste
facilities.

G. That the variance request is consistent with the General Plan of the City of
Rolling Hills.
Granting the variance to exceed the maximum lot coverage to construct a two-stall
stable will be consistent with the General Plan of the City of Rolling Hills, which
allows and encourages horse keeping equestrian facilities in this equestrian
community.

Section 8. Based upon the foregoing findings, the Planning Commission
hereby approves Zoning Case No. 21-29, arequest for a Conditional Use Permit for a
934-square-foot stable and a 3,500-square-foot corral and a Variance to 1) allow
the stable to encroach three feet and five feet into the east and west 35-foot side yard
setbacks, respectively, while maintaining a minimum setback of 80 feet from the nearest
adjacent residences and 2) allow the corral to encroach six feet and 12.6 feet into the
east and west side yard setbacks, respectively, and encroach five feet and 15 feet into
east and west rear yard setback, respectively, and 3) allow the 934-square-foot stable
to further increase the structural coverage from 27% to 29% and total lot coverage from
38% to 40%.

A. The Conditional Use Permit and Variance approval shall expire within
two years from the effective date of approval if construction pursuant to this
approval has not commenced within that time period, as required by Section
17.42.070 and 17.38.070 of the Rolling Hills Municipal Code, or the approval
granted is otherwise extended pursuant to the requirements of those sections.

B. If any condition of this resolution is violated, the entitlement granted
by this resolution shall be suspended and the privileges granted hereunder shall
lapse and upon receipt of written notice from the City, all construction work being
performed on the subject property shall immediately cease, other than work
determined by the City Manager or his/her designee required to cure the
violation. The suspension and stop work order will be lifted once the Applicant
cures the violation to the satisfaction of the City Manager or his/her designee. In
the event that the Applicant disputes the City Manager or his/her designee's
determination that a violation exists or disputes how the violation must be cured,
the Applicant may request a hearing before the City Council. The hearing shall
be scheduled at the next regular meeting of the City Council for which the agenda
has not yet been posted, the Applicant shall be provided written notice of the
hearing. The stop work order shall remain in effect during the pendency of the
hearing. The City Council shall make a determination as to whether a violation of
this Resolution has occurred. If the Council determines that a violation has not
occurred or has been cured by the time of the hearing, the Council will lift the
suspension and the stop work order. If the Council determines that a violation
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has occurred and has not yet been cured, the Council shall provide the Applicant
with a deadline to cure the violation; no construction work shall be performed on
the property until and unless the violation is cured by the deadline, other than
work designated by the Council to accomplish the cure. If the violation is not
cured by the deadline, the Council may either extend the deadline at the
Applicant's request or schedule a hearing for the revocation of the entitlements
granted by this Resolution pursuant to Chapter 17.58 of the Rolling Hills
Municipal Code (RHMC).

C. The Project shall comply with all requirements of the Municipal Code,
including the Building and Construction Ordinance and the Zoning Ordinance.

The lot shall be developed and maintained in substantial conformance with
the site plan on file dated February 24, 2022, except as otherwise provided in these
conditions. The working drawings submitted to the Department of Building and
Safety for plan check review must conform to the development plan approved with
this application. A copy of the conditions of this Resolution shall be printed on plans
approved when a building permit is issued and a copy of such approved plans,
including conditions of approval, shall be available on the building site at all times.

The licensed professional preparing construction plans for this Project for
Building Department review shall execute a Certificate affirming that the plans
conform in all respects to this Resolution approving this Project and including
conformance with all of the conditions set forth therein and the City's Building Code
and Zoning Ordinance.

Further, the person obtaining a building -permit for this Project shall execute
a Certificate of Construction stating that the Project will be constructed according
to this Resolution and any plans approved therewith.

D. The total overall lot coverage of the net lot area shall not exceed
23,933 square feet or40%.

E. The total structural coverage of the net lot shall not exceed 17,108
square feet or 29%.

F. The disturbed area of the lot shall not be increased above what is
shown on the development table for the application.

G. At any time there are horses on the property, Best
Management Practices (BMPs) shall be applied for manure control, including but
not be limited to removal of the manure on a daily basis or provision of a receptacle
with a tight closing lid that is constructed of brick, stone, concrete, metal, or wood
lined with metal or other sound material and that is safeguarded against access by
flies. The contents of said receptacles shall be removed once a week. It is
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prohibited to dispose of manure or any animal waste into the Municipal
Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) or into natural drainage course.

H. During construction, the site shall be maintained in a safe manner so
as not to threaten the health, safety, or general welfare of the public.

I A drainage plan, as required by the Building Department shall be
prepared and approved by City Staff prior to issuance of a construction permit.
Such plan shall be subject to LA County Code requirements.

J. During construction, conformance with the air quality management
district requirements, stormwater pollution prevention practices, county and local
ordinances and engineering practices so that people or property are not exposed
to undue vehicle trips, noise, dust, and objectionable odors shall be required.

K. During construction, all parking shall take place on the Project site and, if
necessary, any overflow parking shall take place within the unimproved roadway
easements located on the north side adjacent to Project site only and shall not obstruct
neighboring driveways. During construction, to the maximum extent feasible, employees
of the contractor shall car-pool into the City.

L. During construction, the property owners shall be required to schedule
and regulate construction and related traffic noise throughout the day between the hours
of 7 AM and 6 PM, Monday through Saturday only, when construction and mechanical
equipment noise is permitted, so as not to interfere with the quiet residential environment
of the City of Rolling Hills.

M. The property owners shall be required to conform to the Regional Water
Quality Control Board and County Public Works Department Best Management
Practices (BMP's) requirements related to solid waste, drainage and storm water
management and comply with the City's Low Impact development Ordinance (LID), if
applicable.

N. A minimum of 65% of the construction material spoils shall be recycled
and diverted. The hauler shall provide the appropriate documentation to the City.

0. All graded areas shall be landscaped. In addition, the planter area
between the tennis court and new stable, and the corral fence along the rear property
line shall be screened from the neighbors and a landscaping plan shall be submitted to
the City for review and approval. If landscaping of 500 square feet or greater is
introduced or redeveloped, the landscaping shall be subject to the requirements of the
City's Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance. Any plants introduced for this Project shall
not grow into a hedge but be offset and shall not exceed the ridgeline of the house. The
landscape plan shall be found in compliance prior to issuance of a building permit.

67



P. The Project must be reviewed by the Rolling Hills Community Association
(RHCA) Architectural Review Committee.

Q. The contractor shall not use tools that could produce a spark, including for
clearing and grubbing, during red flag warning conditions. Weather conditions can be
found at:

http:/mww.wrh.noaa.gov/lox/main.php?suite=safetv&page=hazard
definitions#FIR

It is the sole responsibility of the property owner and/ or his/her contractor to monitor the
red flag warning conditions. Should a red flag warning be declared and if work is to be
conducted on the property, the contractor shall have readily available fire distinguisher.

R. Prior to finaling of the Project an “as constructed" plans and certifications
shall be provided to the Planning Department and the Building Department to ascertain
that the completed Project is in compliance with the approved plans. In addition, any
modifications made to the Project during construction, shall be depicted on the "as built/
as graded" plan.

S. Until the Applicant executes an Affidavit of Acceptance of all conditions of
this approval, the approvals shall not be effective. Such affidavit shall be recorded
together with the resolution.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS 15th DAY OF CH, 2022.

Z/

,/BéﬂbcﬂHEthcﬁAl AN

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK
Christion HocvatH

Any action challenging the final decision of the City made as a result of the
public hearing on this application must be filed within the time limits set forth in
section 17.54.070 of the Rolling Hills Municipal Code and Code of Civil
Procedure Section 1094.6.
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Agenda Item No.: 11.A
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: JOHN SIGNO, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING & COMMUNITY SERVICES
THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: CONTINUATION OF APPEAL OF COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS'

DECISION ON VIEW PRESERVATION COMPLAINT - 61 EASTFIELD
DRIVE (JUGE - COMPLAINANT) AND 59 EASTFIELD DRIVE
(TAMAYO/SIERRA - VEGETATION OWNER)

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

On March 28, 2022, the City Council opened the public hearing, took public testimony,
discussed the item, and continued it to April 7, 2022, at 7 a.m. to a field trip at the subject
properties. On April 7, 2022, the City Council conducted the field trip at the subject properties
to better understand the view impairment complaint. The City Council visited the property
located at 61 Eastfield Drive (Juge, Complainant) to observe the alleged view impairment from
the viewing point caused by vegetation located at 59 Eastfield Drive (Sierra and Tamayo,
Vegetation Owners). The City Council also visited 59 Eastfield Drive to better understand the
location and type of the vegetation. The City Council continued the public hearing to April 11,
2022.

History

On September 4, 2019, the City received a View Preservation Application from Mr. Joseph
Juge at 61 Eastfield Drive (Complainant) regarding vegetation located on Mr. Julio Sierra and
Dr. Beatriz Tamayo's property at 59 Eastfield Drive (Vegetation Owners). The application was
found to be insufficient because the parties had not gone through initial reconciliation and
mediation as described in Rolling Hills Municipal Code (RHMC) Section 17.26.040.

On October 28, 2020, Mr. Juge filed another application requesting review by the Committee
on Trees and Views (CTV). The application included correspondences showing initial
reconciliation and meditation were attempted, which continued until October 9, 2020, when the
Vegetation owners asked about the responsibility for the mediator's fee. Records show that
the Complainant never responded to the question, thus ending all communication between the
two parties. Complainant claimed that he met the requirements of the Municipal Code because
the mediation phase exceeded the 60-day period. Per the Municipal Code, the Complainant
may proceed to an advisory hearing before the CTV if the Vegetation Owners fail to respond
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within 60 days. In this case, the Vegetation Owners responded to the request for mediation,
however, the Complainant stopped communicating. Based on this action, the mediation phase
was not completed.

On June 1, 2021, staff informed the CTV on the actions that had taken place. The parties were
advised to continue and complete the mediation phase with the caveat for an end date.

On August 17, 2021, staff reported to the CTV that both parties had not settled on a mediator
and a new deadline was set for October 5, 2021.

On September 1, 2021, the Vegetation Owners emailed the Complainant and copied staff that
they have decided to withdraw their intention to mediate.

On October 5, 2021, November 2, 2021, November 3, 2021 (site visit), November 9, 2021,
and November 16, 2021, the CTV held meetings to discuss the application. Ultimately, it was
decided that an arborist be selected to provide an evaluation of the vegetation.

On November 17, 2021, the Complainant sent the City a list of four arborists. The City
contacted all four, but only one responded, Mr. Gregory MacDonald. Mr. MacDonald was
ultimately retained after both parties agreed to his services.

On November 30, 2021, at 10:00 a.m., the arborist conducted a site inspection at both
properties and prepared a written report for tree maintenance and restoration that was
presented to the CTV at its evening meeting on November 30, 2021 at 5:30 p.m. At the
evening meeting, the CTV adopted Resolution No. 2021-21-CTV advising on the view
preservation dispute. The Committee made several recommendations for restorative actions
and preventative measures, which are described in Resolution No. 2021-21-CTV.

On January 27, 2022, the City received an appeal of Resolution No. 2021-21-CTV from the
Vegetation Owners' attorney, Mr. Edgar Coronado.

DISCUSSION:

The purpose of the field trip was to familiarize the Councilmembers on the properties and the
view preservation being sought. A viewing point needs to be established and a determination
needs to be made on if there is a view impairment. Per Section 17.26.020 of the Rolling Hills
Municipal Code, the following terms are defined as follows:

e "View impairment" means any obstruction of a pre-existing view by vegetation on
another property within the City that significantly diminishes that pre-existing view.

¢ "Pre-existing view" means the view that existed at any time since the complainant's
property was most recently purchased for fair market value through an arm's length
purchase or sale, as evidenced by a deed. The pre-existing view cannot be the result of
a natural disaster or illegal activities.

¢ "View" means a visually impressive scene or vista, such as the Pacific Ocean, off-shore
islands, mountains, lights of the Los Angeles basin, the Palos Verdes Hills and canyons,
the Los Angeles Harbor and/or Long Beach Harbor, and similar, as observed from a
viewing point. A view may include structures or vegetation in the foreground or
background of the view seeker's property. A "view" may be observed from one or more
viewing point, and may be panoramic.

e "Viewing point" means any view from the primary living area or active use area of a
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primary residence, excluding views from minor rooms, such as garages or closets, and
also includes views from accessory buildings or structures, including pool decks and
gazebos, but excluding animal pens, aviaries, corrals, greenhouses, porte cocheres,
riding rings, run-in sheds, sheds, stable/barns, free-standing storage rooms, and tack
rooms.

Pursuant to RHMC Section 17.25.040.D, if either party is not satisfied by the
recommendations of the CTV, said party may request a public hearing before the City Council
to review the decision of the CTV. The City Council shall be guided by the evaluation criteria
set forth in Section 17.26.050, and the heirarchy of restorative actions set forth in Section
17.26.060.

17.26.050 - Considerations for applying the view preservation ordinance.

A. The following nonexclusive factors, for which the parties can prove by a preponderance of
the evidence, are to be considered in determining whether a pre-existing view has been
obstructed:

1. The viewing point(s) from which the view is observed;

2. The extent of the view obstruction, both currently and at the maximum height the
tree/vegetation is likely to reach (as described by the most current edition of the New
Sunset Western Garden Book);

3. The quality of the view, including the existence of landmarks, vistas, or other unique view
features;

4. The extent to which trees and/or vegetation have grown to obscure the enjoyment of the
view from the claimant's property since the claimant acquired his/her property;

5. The extent to which the vegetation on the property preserves privacy (visual and
auditory), wind screening, energy conservation, and/or climate control;

6. The extent to which the vegetation owner can establish the earliest known date when the
complained of vegetation was planted or existed on the vegetation owner's real property;
and

7. The degree to which the complainant diligently tried to protect and maintain their view
through informal agreements with the vegetation owner or prior vegetation owner(s) and
to initiate initial discussions with the current vegetation owner; and the degree to which
the current vegetation owner has reasonably participated in initial discussions.

B. The following applicable, nonexclusive factors, for which the parties can prove by a
preponderance of the evidence, may be considered in determining the appropriate restorative
action, if any is necessary:

1. The variety of tree, its projected rate of growth (as described by the most current edition
of the New Sunset Western Garden Book) and maintenance requirements;

2. The aesthetic quality of the tree(s), including but not limited to species characteristics,
size, growth, form and vigor;

3. Location with respect to overall appearance, design or use of the tree on the vegetation
owner's property, including, but not limited to blending, buffering, or reduction in the
scale or mass of a structure;

4. Soil stability provided by the tree(s), considering soil structure, degree of slope and
extent of the tree's root system;

5. The extent to which the vegetation owner can establish the earliest known date when the
complained of vegetation was planted or existed on the vegetation owner's real property;

6. Privacy (visual and auditory) and wind screening provided by the tree(s) to the tree
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owner and to neighbors;
7. Energy conservation, shade and/or climate control provided by the trees;
8. Wildlife habitat provided by the trees.

17.26.060 - Restorative action.
A. Restorative actions may include, but are not limited to, the following, in order of preference,
assuming no countervailing health or safety interest(s) exist:

1. Lacing. Lacing is the most preferable pruning technique that removes excess foliage and
can improve the structure of the tree.

2. Crown Raising.

3. Crown Reduction. Crown reduction is preferable to tree removal, if it is determined that
the impact of crown reduction does not destroy the visual proportions of the tree,
adversely affect the tree's growth pattern or health, or otherwise constitute a detriment to
the tree(s) in question.

4. Heading Back. Heading back is only to be permitted for trees specifically planted and
maintained as a hedge, espalier, bonsai, or in pollard form and if restoration actions in
subsections (A) through (C) of this section will not accomplish the determined
preservation action and the subsequent growth characteristics will not create a future
obstruction of greater proportions.

5. Topping. Topping is only to be permitted for trees/vegetation species for which it is
appropriate.

6. Removal. Removal may be considered when the above-mentioned restoration actions
are judged to be ineffective and may be accompanied by replacement plantings or
appropriate plant materials to restore the maximum benefits lost due to vegetation
removal.

B. Restorative action shall include written conditions (including ongoing maintenance),
directions, and a schedule by which the mandates must be completed, and may be made to
run with the land and apply to successors in interest. The complainant may bear the cost of
the initial restorative action, unless the parties agree to share the costs in some other manner.
Subsequent maintenance of the vegetation in question may be performed at the cost and
expense of the owner of the property on which the vegetation is growing, unless otherwise
agreed to by the parties or required pursuant to any final arbitration agreement or court order.
The vegetation shall be maintained so as not to allow for future view impairments.

C. In cases where restorative action may affect the health of a tree, such actions should be
carried out in accordance with standards established by the International Society of
Arboriculture for use in the State of California. Severe pruning (heading back and/or topping)
should be avoided due to the damage such practice causes to the vegetation's form and
health. Where removal is required, replacement by appropriate species should be considered.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
Consider the appeal and provide direction to staff.

ATTACHMENTS:
City Council Staff Report - Field Trip 040722.pdf


https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1315096/City_Council_Staff_Report_-_Field_Trip_040722.pdf

CL_AGN_220328_StaffReport_ TVCMeeting_11.30.21.pdf
CL_AGN_220328_ArboristReport_59-61EastfieldDr.pdf

CL_AGN 220328 ResolutionN02021-21-CTV.pdf

CL_AGN_220328 13A_Association.Withdrawal.Complaint.pdf

CL_AGN_220328_ RequestForAppeal.01.27.22_PhotosRemoved.pdf
CL_AGN_220328 13A_ 2007 GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER INSPECTION REPORT.pdf
CL_AGN_220411_BlueFolderltem_11A_Pictures.04.11.22.pdf
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https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1306353/CL_AGN_220328_StaffReport_TVCMeeting_11.30.21.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1306354/CL_AGN_220328_ArboristReport_59-61EastfieldDr.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1306355/CL_AGN_220328_ResolutionNo2021-21-CTV.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1306357/CL_AGN_220328_13A_Association.Withdrawal.Complaint.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1321193/CL_AGN_220328_RequestForAppeal.01.27.22_PhotosRemoved.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1306356/CL_AGN_220328_13A_2007_GEOTECHNICAL_ENGINEER_INSPECTION_REPORT.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1431571/CL_AGN_220411_BlueFolderItem_11A_Pictures.04.11.22.pdf
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Agenda Item No.: 4.A
Mtg. Date: 04/07/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: JOHN SIGNO, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING & COMMUNITY SERVICES

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: FIELD TRIP ON APPEAL OF COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS'
DECISION ON VIEW PRESERVATION COMPLAINT - 61 EASTFIELD
DRIVE (JUGE - COMPLAINANT) AND 59 EASTFIELD DRIVE
(TAMAYO/SIERRA - VEGETATION OWNER)

DATE: April 07, 2022

BACKGROUND:

On March 14, 2022, the City Council opened the public hearing, took public testimony, and
continued the item to a field trip at the properties on April 7, 2022, at 7:00 a.m.

DISCUSSION:

The purpose of the field trip is so the Councilmembers can become familiar with the properties
and the view preservation being sought. A viewing point needs to be established and a
determination needs to be made on if there is a view impairment. Per Section 17.26.020 of the
Rolling Hills Municipal Code, the following terms are defined as follows:

"View" means a visually impressive scene or vista, such as the Pacific Ocean, off-shore
islands, mountains, lights of the Los Angeles basin, the Palos Verdes Hills and canyons,
the Los Angeles Harbor and/or Long Beach Harbor, and similar, as observed from a
viewing point. A view may include structures or vegetation in the foreground or
background of the view seeker's property. A "view" may be observed from one or more
viewing point, and may be panoramic.

"View impairment" means any obstruction of a pre-existing view by vegetation on
another property within the City that significantly diminishes that pre-existing view.
"Viewing point" means any view from the primary living area or active use area of a
primary residence, excluding views from minor rooms, such as garages or closets, and
also includes views from accessory buildings or structures, including pool decks and
gazebos, but excluding animal pens, aviaries, corrals, greenhouses, porte cocheres,
riding rings, run-in sheds, sheds, stable/barns, free-standing storage rooms, and tack
rooms.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.
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RECOMMENDATION:
Conduct a field trip at the properties involved and continue the public hearing to the regularly

scheduled City Council meeting on April 11, 2022.

ATTACHMENTS:

Photos from Mr. Juge residence 10.5.21 - CC Attachment.pdf

Photo Key - CC Attachment.pdf

Juge _Tamayo.Sierra View Case Agenda Packet 10.05.21 CTV Meeting - pgs 174-191 - CC
Attachment.pdf

Juge _ Tamayo.Sierra View Case Agenda Packet 10.05.21 CTV Meeting - pgs 63-66 - CC

Attachment.pdf
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https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1311159/Photos_from_Mr._Juge_residence_10.5.21_-_CC_Attachment.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1311160/Photo_Key_-_CC_Attachment.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1311161/Juge___Tamayo.Sierra_View_Case_Agenda_Packet_10.05.21_CTV_Meeting_-_pgs_174-191_-_CC_Attachment.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1311162/Juge___Tamayo.Sierra_View_Case_Agenda_Packet_10.05.21_CTV_Meeting_-_pgs_63-66_-_CC_Attachment.pdf

The photos were taken by Staff from Mr. Juge’s residence (61 Eastfield Drive) at the Field
Trip Meeting on October 5, 2021.

e

The photos taken by Staff from Mr. Joe Juge’s residence located at 61 Eastfield Drive on 10.05.21
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The photos taken by Staff from Mr. Joe Juge’s residence located at 61 Eastfield Drive on 10.05.21
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The photos taken by Staff from Mr. Joe Juge’s residence located at 61 Eastfield Drive on 10.05.21
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The photos taken by Staff from Mr. Joe Juge’s residence located at 61 Eastfield Drive on 10.05.21
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The photos taken by Staff from Mr. Joe Juge’s residence located at 61 Eastfield Drive on 10.05.21
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The photos taken by Staff from Mr. Joe Juge’s residence located at 61 Eastfield Drive on 10.05.21
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The photos taken by Staff from Mr. Joe Juge’s residence located at 61 Eastfield Drive on 10.05.21
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Oleanders Mr. Heater's home 2007.JPG
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Pepper tree, Schefflera, 2007.jpg
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Pepper tree 2007.jpg
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71812021 Mr. Juge's Two-Story house 2021.JPG
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Agenda Item No.: 6.A
Mtg. Date: 11/30/2021

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: STEPHANIE GRANT ,

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: VIEW PRESERVATION COMPLAINT - 61 EASTFIELD DRIVE (JUGE -
COMPLAINANT) AND 59 EASTFIELD DRIVE (TAMAYO/SIERRA -
VEGETATION OWNER)

DATE: November 30, 2021

BACKGROUND:

At the Committee on Trees and Views teleconference meeting on November 16, 2021, The Committee
continued the meeting until November 30, 2021 at 5:30 p.m. This would give the City more time to
select an arborist that was affordable for the Complainant, meet the City's requirements and
certifications, and Vegetation Owners' approval.

On November 17, 2021, Joe Juge (Complainant) sent the City a list of 4 arborists. The City contacted all
four arborists, and only one arborist responded, Mr. Gregory MacDonald.

On November 22, 2021, Gregory MacDonald (Arborist) provided the City with his qualifications and
proposal.

On November 22, 2021, City Staff reviewed Gregory MacDonald's certifications and qualifications.
Staff determined he met all of the City's requirements and certifications.

On November 22, 2021, Joe Juge (Complainant) agreed to the Arborist rate of $120 per hour for
services and 12% required City Administrative fee of the total cost of arborist services.

On November 24, 2021, Dr. Tamayo and Mr. Sierra (Vegetation Owners) reviewed all of the Arborist
information and approved Gregory MacDonald to serve as the arborist. They also agreed to grant the
arborist access to their property, with the request that a 48 notice is provided before he enters onto their
property. The Vegetation Owner's requested the inspection be scheduled on either Tuesdays or
Thursdays. It was also requested that the arborist understand the view preservation standards provided
by the RHMC before any recommendations are made.

On November 24, 2021, Mr. Joe Juge came into the City to pay the arborist fees a total of $480 ($120
per hour) and $57 (12% required City Administrative fee).
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On November 29, 2021, the City will enter into a contract agreement with Gregory MacDonald to
provide arborist services. The arborist and Complainant will enter into a contract agreement for services.

On November 30, 2021 at 10:00 a.m., the arborist will conduct site inspections at 61 Eastfield Drive
(Complainant) and 59 Eastfield Drive (Vegetation Owners) and prepare a written report for tree
maintenance and restoration that will be presented at the Committee on Trees and Views evening
meeting on November 30, 2021 at 5:30 p.m. The arborist's recommendations, along with the
Committees' recommendations will be included into the resolution that will be drafted by Staff.

DISCUSSION:
This meeting is a continuation of the Committee on Trees and Views virtual meeting held on November

16,2021 at 5:30 p.m.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:

Direct Staff to prepare a resolution.

ATTACHMENTS:
SUPPLEMENTAL_ARBORIST REPORT 59 - 61 Eastfield Dr 11-30-2021.docx
SUPPLEMENTAL_2021-01.CTV_RESOLUTION_61_Eastfield Drive__Juge v. Tamayo-

c1.DOCX _ _
[Link to draft resolution removed]
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https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1157082/ARBORIST_REPORT_59_-_61_Eastfield_Dr_11-30-2021.pdf

ARBORIST REPORT for
61 Eastfield Drive, Rolling Hills, CA - View restoration

On November 30, 2021, I, Gregory MacDonald, Certified Arborist #WE 6469A did a site visit
to assess recommendations for view restoration. There are a number of trees and some shrubs
involved. Starting from the far left of the view issue, there is a Toyon shrub that should be fine
with some reduction trimming up to 25% of foliage. It could possibly be trimmed lower at the
next years trimming if it responds well to the first trim.

Much lower on the slope, there is an apparently fully dead Eucalyptus that should be
removed down to near ground level. It may or may not be a view issue but as a course of
regular maintenance and safety needs to be addressed. The entire root system should probably
be left in place to not disturb the slope.

The large ash tree appears to be 60 + years old and in less than great health. It has dieback
typical of drought stress but should not be adversely affected by the recommended reduction
and lacing. As a deciduous tree, it has systems in place to deal with foliage loss. | would add the
need for crown cleaning to remove all completely dead branches.

The two relatively young Canary Island Pine Trees should do fine with crown reduction
trimming to an appropriate side branch/whorl. | would advise not removing more than 30% of
the foliage at this time. If possible, the side branches should not be cut at this time but could
possible be reduced in following years. This action will completely change the natural form of
these two trees, but if follow-up trimming is done with care, they can be good shade and slope
stabilizing trees.

The Avocado appears to be in decline and needs no trimming.

The large Pepper tree was recommended to be reduced to the roofline of the adjacent
structure. This tree has well developed branching, so this should be fine if reduction cuts are
used and no topping cuts are done. The request to remove the large trunk growing over the
pathway down towards the pool house is not recommended. | feel it would be far better
reduced both vertically at the end as well as laterally. This would reduce the weight out to the
side. The tree has survived being cut significantly at the base (many years ago) and | would not
suggest adding to that by removing a trunk of the tree. | would advise against cuts larger than
4” diameter as Schinus molle are not known to compartmentalize decay very well.

The Loquat tree close to the structure should be fine with crown reduction trimming. It too,
has well developed branching that allows for smaller cuts.

The pomegranate tree will do fine with reduction trimming. As a deciduous tree, it has
systems in place to deal with foliage loss.
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The Oleander hedge is suffering from “Oleander Leaf Scorch” also called “Bacterial Leaf Scorch”
(BLS) and there is no known cure. It is possible to prolong the life of these shrubs with
additional watering, and | strongly recommend adding a drip irrigation system. If screening and
sound reduction are the goal, | would suggest interplanting with True Bay, Wax leaf Privet, or
Australian Brush Cherry. They can be planted in between the existing Oleanders and as the
Oleander continue to die, the new shrubs can take over the role of a hedge. The insect that
carries the bacterial disease (Xylella fastidiosa), gets the bacteria by feeding on diseased shrubs
and trees, so removal of these diseased shrubs may be a consideration. Once infected, the
shrubs slowly lose the ability to transport water through their Xylem to other parts of the
shrub. Trimming this hedge at the roof line should be fine.

The Schefflera shrub can be reduced in height one branch at a time with a lower risk of
damage to it.

An inspection and Arborist Report with recommendations do not in any way give or imply any
warrantee against tree or limb failures. Trees and their limbs can and do fail. No inspection can
prevent that, and recommendations given here are simply given as options to consider. Every
tree can react differently to trimming, climate, soil conditions, and watering. Any action taken
are the responsibility of the property owner and the company doing the physical work.

| thank you for the opportunity to be of help with these trees,
Gregory MacDonald
ISA Certified Arborist #We 6469A
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275
(310) 941-2174
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ARBORIST REPORT for

61 Eastfield Drive, Rolling Hills, CA - View restoration

On November 30, 2021, |, Gregory MacDonald, Certified Arborist #WE 6469A did a site visit
to assess recommendations for view restoration. There are a number of trees and some shrubs
involved. Starting from the far left of the view issue, there is a Toyon shrub that should be fine
with some reduction trimming up to 25% of foliage. It could possibly be trimmed lower at the
next years trimming if it responds well to the first trim.

Much lower on the slope, there is an apparently fully dead Eucalyptus that should be
removed down to near ground level. It may or may not be a view issue but as a course of
regular maintenance and safety needs to be addressed. The entire root system should probably
be left in place to not disturb the slope.

The large ash tree appears to be 60 + years old and in less than great health. It has dieback
typical of drought stress but should not be adversely affected by the recommended reduction
and lacing. As a deciduous tree, it has systems in place to deal with foliage loss. | would add the
need for crown cleaning to remove all completely dead branches.

The two relatively young Canary Island Pine Trees should do fine with crown reduction
trimming to an appropriate side branch/whorl. | would advise not removing more than 30% of
the foliage at this time. If possible, the side branches should not be cut at this time but could
possible be reduced in following years. This action will completely change the natural form of
these two trees, but if follow-up trimming is done with care, they can be good shade and slope
stabilizing trees.

The Avocado appears to be in decline and needs no trimming.

The large Pepper tree was recommended to be reduced to the roofline of the adjacent
structure. This tree has well developed branching, so this should be fine if reduction cuts are
used and no topping cuts are done. The request to remove the large trunk growing over the
pathway down towards the pool house is not recommended. | feel it would be far better
reduced both vertically at the end as well as laterally. This would reduce the weight out to the
side. The tree has survived being cut significantly at the base (many years ago) and | would not
suggest adding to that by removing a trunk of the tree. | would advise against cuts larger than
4” diameter as Schinus molle are not known to compartmentalize decay very well.

The Loquat tree close to the structure should be fine with crown reduction trimming. It too,
has well developed branching that allows for smaller cuts.

The pomegranate tree will do fine with reduction trimming. As a deciduous tree, it has
systems in place to deal with foliage loss.
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The Oleander hedge is suffering from “Oleander Leaf Scorch” also called “Bacterial Leaf Scorch”
(BLS) and there is no known cure. It is possible to prolong the life of these shrubs with
additional watering, and | strongly recommend adding a drip irrigation system. If screening and
sound reduction are the goal, | would suggest interplanting with True Bay, Wax leaf Privet, or
Australian Brush Cherry. They can be planted in between the existing Oleanders and as the
Oleander continue to die, the new shrubs can take over the role of a hedge. The insect that
carries the bacterial disease (Xylella fastidiosa), gets the bacteria by feeding on diseased shrubs
and trees, so removal of these diseased shrubs may be a consideration. Once infected, the
shrubs slowly lose the ability to transport water through their Xylem to other parts of the
shrub. Trimming this hedge at the roof line should be fine.

The Schefflera shrub can be reduced in height one branch at a time with a lower risk of
damage to it.

An inspection and Arborist Report with recommendations do not in any way give or imply any
warrantee against tree or limb failures. Trees and their limbs can and do fail. No inspection can
prevent that, and recommendations given here are simply given as options to consider. Every
tree can react differently to trimming, climate, soil conditions, and watering. Any action taken
are the responsibility of the property owner and the company doing the physical work.

| thank you for the opportunity to be of help with these trees,
Gregory MacDonald
ISA Certified Arborist #We 6469A
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275

(310) 941-2174
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RESOLUTION NO. 2021-21-CTV

A RESOLUTION OF THE COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS OF THE
CITY OF ROLLING HILLS ADVISING ON THE VIEW PRESERVATION
DISPUTE BETWEEN JOSEPH JUGE, ON THE ONE HAND, AND
BEATRIZ TAMAYO AND JULIO SIERRA, ON THE OTHER

THE COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS OF THE CITY OF ROLLING HILLS DOES
HEREBY FIND, RESOLVE AND ADVISE AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. On October 28, 2020, Mr. Joseph Juge (“Complainant”) filed a view
impairment complaint (“Complaint”), alleging that the view from his home at 61 Eastfield Drive,
Rolling Hills was significantly impaired by certain vegetation on the property of Dr. Beatriz
Tamayo and Mr. Julio Sierra (“Respondents”), located at 59 Eastfield Drive, Rolling Hills (the
“Dispute”). Complainant and Respondents are referred to together herein as the “Parties.”

- SECTION 2. As set forth in more detail below, Respondents initially agreed to mediate
the Dispute but subsequently withdrew their consent to mediate. A public hearing before the City
of Rolling Hills (“City””) Committee on Trees and Views (“Committee”) was properly noticed and
advertised pursuant to Rolling Hills Municipal Code (“RHMC”) sections 17.26.040(C)(4). The
subject public hearing was conducted on November 2, 2021. On November 3, 2021, the Committee
held a field trip meeting at Complainant’s home. The public hearing was continued to November
30, 2021. The Complainant and the Respondents were in attendance at the public hearing;
Respondents were not present at the November 3 field trip. Complainant represented himself;
Respondents were represented by Edgar Coronado, Esq. Evidence was heard and presented from
all persons interested in the Dispute and from members of the City staff. The Committee reviewed,
analyzed and studied the evidence submitted.

SECTION 3. The public hearing was conducted using terms as defined in RHMC section
17.26.020, including but not limited to:

A. “View”: a visually impressive scene or vista, such as the Pacific Ocean, off-shore
islands, mountains, lights of the Los Angeles basin, the Palos Verdes Hills and canyons, the Los
Angeles Harbor and/or Long Beach Harbor, and similar, as observed from a viewing point. A view
may include structures or vegetation in the foreground or background of the view seeker’s
property. A “view” may be observed from one or more viewing point, and may be panoramic;

B. “View impairment”; any obstruction of a pre-existing view by vegetation on
another property within the City that significantly diminishes that pre-existing view;

C. “Pre-existing view”: the view that existed at any time since the complainant’s
property was most recently purchased for fair market value through an arm’s length purchase or
sale, as evidenced by a deed. The pre-existing view cannot be the result of a natural disaster or
illegal activities;

D. “Viewing point”: any view from the primary living area or active use area of a

primary residence, excluding views from minor rooms, such as garages or closets, and also
includes views from accessory buildings or structures, including pool decks and gazebos, but

65277.00020\34494424.6
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excluding animal pens, aviaries, corrals, greenhouses, porte cocheres, riding rings, run-in sheds,
sheds, stable/barns, free-standing storage rooms, and tack rooms.

SECTION 4. The Committee finds as follows regarding the Complaint:

A. Pursuant to RHMC section 17.26.040(C)(4)(d)(iii), a view, within the meaning of
RHMC chapter 17.26, existed at the time Complainant purchased his property in 1982, and is now
significantly impaired by vegetation growing on Respondents’ property.

B. Complainant purchased the property on which his home currently sits in 1982.

C. Complainant remodeled his home after he purchased the property, and such
remodel took place generally on the same site as the home purchased in 1982.

D. Based on the photos provided by Complainant in the Complaint and Complainant’s
testimony at the public hearing, a view existed from the time when Complainant purchased his
property in 1982.

E. Based on the photos provided by Complainant in the Complaint and Complainant’s
testimony at the public hearing, the view included both canyon and city vistas.

F. Respondents purchased their home in 2007.

G. Complainant made extensive efforts to resolve and mitigate the view impairment
through private channels with the Respondents, as evidenced by the correspondence included in
the Complaint, spanning four (4) years — from December 2016 to summer 2020. Specifically,

(1) On May 26, 2020, Complainant requested that the Parties enter into
mediation to resolve the Dispute.

(i1) On July 25, 2020, within the 60-day period for response pursuant to RHMC
section 17.26.040(B)(1), Respondents agreed to mediation.

(iii) On August 13, 2020, Complainant proposed two mediators for
Respondents’ consideration.

(iv) On October 9, 2020, Respondents asked, prior to making a choice, who
would be responsible for the mediator’s fee.

(v) As noted above, on or about October 28, 2020, Complainant filed the
Application with the applicable fee to the City.

H. On June 1, 2021, the Committee held a virtual hearing at which only Complainant
was in attendance. The hearing was continued to August 4, 2021 to allow the Parties to mediate.

L. The City provided suggestions for possible mediators. The Parties did not select a
mediator.
2
Resolution No. 2021-21-CTV

61 Eastfield Drive (Juge v. Tamayo)
65277.00020\34494424.6
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1. The August 4 meeting did not occur.

K. On August 17, 2021, the Committee held a meeting to receive an update on
mediation efforts between the Parties. The Committee continued the public hearing to October 5,
2021.

L. The City provided more suggestions of possible mediators.

M. Complainant contacted the City’s suggested mediators and obtained fee and
availability information. On August 23, 2021, Complainant shared this information with
Respondents.

N. On September 1, 2021, Respondents withdrew their agreement to mediate.

0. At the public hearing on November 2, 2021, the Committee examined the written
and photographic evidence provided by both parties and heard argument from both parties. At the
conclusion of the hearing, based on its review and application of the non-exclusive factors set forth
in RHMC section 17.26.050(A), including but not limited to subsection (7) and its application to
findings (G) through (N) above, the Committee determined that Complainant’s view has been
significantly obstructed by Respondent’s vegetation along the south side of Respondents’
structure, as well as by the pepper tree, the ash tree, and pine tree on Respondent’s property.

P On November 3, 2021, the Committee met at Complainant’s home at 61 Eastfield
Drive to assess what action with respect to the view-impairing vegetation would be appropriate to
restore Complainant’s view. Based on that site visit, the Committee concluded that certain
restorative measures were warranted but that consultation with a certified arborist would be
necessary to ensure that such measures would not jeopardize the long-term health of the trees and
other vegetation on Respondents’ property.

Q. Prior to the November 30, 2021 continued public hearing, the City retained Gregory
MacDonald, a certified arborist, to conduct his own site visit and opine on the most appropriate
actions with respect to Respondents’ trees to both restore Complainant’s view and protect the long-
term health of the trees.

SECTION 5. The Committee, pursuant to RHMC section 17.26.050(B), makes the
following findings to support its advised restorative action in Section 6 below:

A. None of Respondents’ trees that are impairing Complainant’s view are rare.

B. Sound and heat mitigation should not be affected, as any proposed restorative action
would not involve removal of any trees.

C. There should be no reduction of stature in any trees, resulting in harm or loss of
Respondents’ privacy.

D. Vegetation existed upon Respondents’ purchase of their property in 2007.
3
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E. Vegetation on the south side of Respondents’ structure acted as a privacy buffer.

SECTION 6. Based on (i) the Committee’s observations at the site visit it conducted on
November 3, 2021, (ii) the key attached hereto as Exhibit A, and (iii) the certified arborist’s
written report and recommendations to the Committee at the hearing on November 30, 2021, and
pursuant to RHMC section 17.26.060, the Committee finds and recommends the following
restorative actions:

A. Pursuant to RHMC sections 17.26.040(C)(4)(f) and 17.26.060(B), Complainant
should bear the cost of the initial restorative action described below, unless otherwise stated and
unless the parties agree to share the costs in some other manner.

B. The restorative actions set forth in this Section 6 should occur sometime within 120
days of adoption of this resolution, unless an appeal is pending.

C. All vegetation and trees should be reduced so as not to exceed the corresponding
ridgelines of the respective vegetation or tree. To the greatest extent possible, crown reduction
should be used to reduce height.

D. The loquat tree in the view corridor should be decreased by approximately 6 feet.

E. The southside vegetation, including the oleander, corresponding to the roofline that
is no further east of the chimney, should be reduced.

F. The ash tree should be crowned and laced (with crown cleaning) so that it can be
reduced to the nearest dwelling ridgeline of the south side of the property.

G. The Toyon tree should be crowned and laced to approximately 4 feet below the
ridgeline; provided, however, that initial restorative action should not result in more than 25%
reduction. If the prescribed reduction level is not met due to the 25% maximum reduction
limitation, another attempt should be made the following year — at Respondents’ expense.

H. No action is recommended for the avocado tree.

L Any trees or vegetation adjacent to and west of the chimney on Respondents’
residence should not exceed the ridgeline.

J. The westerly trunk of the pepper tree, besides being reduced in size to its
corresponding ridgeline, should be laced and reduced laterally.

K. The two (2) pine trees should be crowned and reduced to their respective ridgelines;
provided, however, that initial restorative action should not result in more than 30% reduction. If
the prescribed reduction level is not met due to the 30% maximum reduction limitation, another
attempt should be made the following year — at Respondents’ expense.

Resolution No. 2021-21-CTV

61 Eastfield Drive (Juge v. Tamayo)
65277.00020\34494424.6

116



SECTION 7. The Committee recommends the following conditions to prevent future
view impairments:

A. Pursuant to RHMC section 17.26.060(B), maintenance of the trees and vegetation
in question subsequent to initial restorative action should be performed at the cost and expense of
Respondents, unless otherwise agreed to by the parties.

B. All trees and vegetation should be maintained at the levels prescribed in Section 6
above so as not to allow for future view impairments.

C. The parties should review the state of Respondents’ trees and vegetation on an
annual basis.

SECTION 8. Within sixty days of the date of this advisory resolution, if either or both
parties disagree with the advisory resolution and wish to pursue a review hearing before the City
Council, the disagreeing party must notify the City in writing that they wish to proceed with a
review hearing before the City Council. This resolution is advisory and unenforceable by the City
of Rolling Hills.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS 30TH DAY OF NOVEMBER 2021.

/ - m
W —

“SEAN CARDENAS, CHAIRMAN

ATTEST:

72N gl
M~

CHRISTIAN HORVATH, CITY CLERK
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) §§

CITY OF ROLLING HILLS )

I certify that the foregoing Resolution No. 2021-21-CTV entitled:
ARESOLUTION OF THE COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS OF THE
CITY OF ROLLING HILLS ADVISING ON THE VIEW PRESERVATION
DISPUTE BETWEEN JOE JUGE, ON THE ONE HAND, AND BEATRIZ
TAMAYO AND JULIO SIERRA, ON THE OTHER

was approved and adopted at an adjourned regular meeting of the Committee on Trees and
Views on November 30, 2021 by the following roll call vote:

AYES: Cardenas, Cooley, Kirkpatrick
NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

// NPT D

RISFIAN HORVATH,'CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 2021-21-CTV
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c@[ﬂng dl'h’[[: C]ommu.néty Hssociation

o/cﬁancgo .(/Da[o:t %’LC[E.’:
NOo. 1 PORTUGUESE BEND RD. ° ROLLING HILLS, CALIF. 90274
(310) 544-6222 ROLLING HILLS CALIFORNIA (310) 544-6766 FAX

May 11, 2018

Mr. Julio Sierra

Dr. Beatriz Tamayo

59 Eastfield Drive
Rolling Hills, CA 90274

Re:  View Complaint #30

Dear Mr. Sierra and Dr. Tamayo:

At the April 19, 2018 meeting, the Board of Directors discussed the View Complaint #30
requesting that the view complaint against your property be deferred until a ruling is received in

the matter of Colyear v. RHCA because the property is subject to Declaration 150AF.

Please contact the Association office when the property line has been staked and the silhouette is
up.

Sincerely,

Lacey Tedesco
Administrative Assistant

td/BOD-RHCA/ActionLtr- Tamayo-Sierra- 5-11-18
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cﬁo[[mg @LILL'[[i ’ ommunéty Hssociation
0/[ cﬁanc/;o Pulos Vendes

No. 1 PORTUGUESE BEND RD. ° ROLLING HiLLs, CALIF. 90274

(310) 544-6222 ROLLING HILLS CALIFORNIA (310) 544-6766 FAX

May 10, 2018

Mr. Julio Sierra

Dr. Beatriz Tamayo

59 Eastfield Drive

Rolling Hills, CA 90274

Re: Juge/ Sierra-Tamayo View Complaint

Dear Mr. Sierra and Dr. Tamayo:

This letter is in response to your request at the April 19, 2018 RHCA Board meeting for the Board to
consider putting the view complaint filed by Mr. Juge concerning trees on your property until the

Colyear v. RHCA is resolved.

The Board has taken your request under consideration. | will contact you when they have made a
decision.

if you have any questions, piease feei weicome to contact me at the RHCA office.

Sincerely,

AN

Kristen Raig
RHCA Manager

Cc: Clint Patterson, RHCA View Committee Chair
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cﬂo[[uzg 0%[[5 dommunity Hssoaiation

o/ cﬁ)ana/;o FPofos Verdes

No. 1 PORTUGUESE BEND RD. . ROLLING HILLS, CALIF. 90274

(310) 544-6222 ROLLING HILLS BALIFDRN'A (310) 544-6766 Fax

August 30,2018

Julio Sierra & Beatriz Tamayo
59 Eastfield Drive
Rolling Hills, CA 90274

Re: Notification of Withdrawal of View Complaint #30; Juge-Sierra/Tamayo

Dear Mr. Sierra and Mrs. Tamayo:

Please be advised that we have received a request from Joseph Juge at 61 Eastfield Drive
to withdrawal his view complaint for trees located in the easement between 61 and 59
Eastfield Drive and to the right of the home at 59 Eastfield Drive

The item has been removed from the Board of Directors agenda.

Please feel free to call our office with any questions.

— L

Sincerely,

Toni Day
RHCA Administrator

td/license agreements/Notice of Withdrawi-Sierra-Tamayo 8-30-18
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Lawyaw Package ID: e42d509f-b7b7-4445-3306-8cbf51ee63f1

ﬁ oy of Riting it .

NAME:
ADDRESS:

TREES LOCATED AT:

REQUEST FOR APPEAL
Julio Sierra and Beatriz Tamayo MD

59 Eastfield Drive
Rolling Hills, CA 90274

at the above address

SRS g B TA T

A h b e

NC. 2 FORTUGUESE BEND ROAD
ROLING HILLE, GA' 00274
(310) 377-15321
FAX (310) 377.7288

1 hereby request eppeal of the decision of the Committee on. Trees and Views on the above
referenced application(s) for the following reasons:

please see attached request

sicngp,  Beatniz E.Targayg_,M,D_ | 7«/&: C Jurta

DATED: 01/26/2022
FEE:

$1,333.33 Paid by check énclpged with request.

{Twohirds of original appilcation feo - $1,333.33)

REIMC 17.26.050 - The Commtited’s Jecision shall be fianl tuenty (200) deigs offer adop Han of jte sarittern Sndisigs, 1odess it o6
appialed o the City Contiucil piursuant (o the provisisng of Rothug Hills Mancipal Code, Chapter 1754
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REQUEST FOR APPEAL OF CTV DECISION
APPELLANTS: Julio Sierra and Beatriz Tamayo, M.D.
Address: 59'Eastfield Drive, Rolling Hiils, CA 90274

Introduction: Pursuant to RHMC 17.26.040(D)(1), Appellants are appealing decision made by the
Committee on Trees and Views (CTV) of the City of Rollings Hills of Resolution 2021-21-CTV(See
Exhibit A), The Appellants appeal the CTV's findings in Section 4 settion A through E of the
Resolution along with the remedy of restorative actions provided in Section 6 of the Resolution.
Appellanis believe and therefore allege that Joseph Juge Jr. (hereinafter referred to as Juge), provided
false and misleading testimony at the November 2, 2021 hearing that was material to the cuteome of
this case. Mareover Appellants also believe that the CTV committed reversible arror in its, decision
since the evidence did not support & finding, by a preponderance of the evidence, that Juge’s home had
a pre-existing view from a view point as defined by RHMC 17.26,020 and that the view was impaired
by vegetation on Appellant’s property. The protected view in this case is defined in RHMC 17.26.020.
The CTV failed to make any specific findings as any pre-exisiting view from a viewing point.on Juge’s
property that was obstructed by Appellants vegetation other than to make a generalized statement,
withotit any substantive evidence, that Juge had a pre-existing view that needs restoration,

Juge failed to identify weng points on his property that had pre-existing views impaired by
Appellant’s vegetation. The viewing points are key and central to establish whether Juge has a valid
claim, Juge never specified any viewing points in his complaint nor provided any testimony to specify
those areas on his property that has pre-existing views that require restoration, It was clear from the
hearing that the CTV failed to consider and carefully examine the evidence provided by both Juge and
Appellant that would have raised questions about the existerice of any pre-existing views on the
property. This is especially concerning in light of the fact that Juge demolished the original home:
purchased in 1982 and proceeded to construct a new home which was significantly larger than original.
Moreover it took nearly 30 years to complete and pass inspection.

As will be provided in greater detail below, Juge did not establish by a preponderance of the evidence
that he met the requirements under RHMC 17.26.020 that he had a protected, pre-existing view from a
cognizable viewing point on his property. Moréover Juge mislead the committee by providing false
information by the nature and scope of the “remodel” he performed on the property. The cominittee
relied entirely on this false representation which served as the basis of its decision. The City Council
of the City of Rolling Hills should overturn the CTV’s November 30, 2021 Resolution conclude that
Juge has no view under the code [RHMC 17,26,040(C)(4)(d)(i))-

Appellants request that the City Council consider all of the Exhibits attached to this appeal along with

all docoments submitted by Joseph Juge, and the Appellants, Beattiz Tamayo MD and Julio Sierra
along, along with all testimony provided by the parties at the November 2, 2021 hearing.

Basis For Appeal:

1. Juge’s complaint fails to provide any viewing points ffom within his property that
establish pre-existing views requiring restoration. Juge provided no viewing points from within
his home or on his propérty that had a pre-existing views as defined by RHMC 17.26.020.

1
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2, Juge pravided false and misleading testimony as to the nattire and extent of the construction of
his residence, Juge testified that the nature of the work perform on his horne was.a “remadel”
and that the remodel took place on the same site as the home purchased in 1982. The
misrépresentation was material to the gutcome of the case since the CTV made findings based
on the false represéntation. See Resolution No. 2021-21-CTV Sections 4(C), (D) and (E).

3. Juge did not meet kiis evidentiary requirement to establish, by a. preponiderance of the evidence,
that he had a pre-existing views from viewing points o his property that was. impaired by
Appellants’ vegetation that requires restorative action within the meaning of the code. See
RHMC 17.26.020.

4. Appellants vegetation existed in its current stated well before Juge completed the
construction and pass final inspection of the new home in 2016,

Backgrourid: The properties at issue herein are lacated adjacent to one another on a north south
trajectory divided by an easement. Testimony and evidence from the hearing established that Juge
purchased his.property on er.about 1982 and the Appellants purchased their property in February 2007.
The record along with documents submitted by Juge reveal that significant changes were made te his
property smnmg in the mid-1980s to January 2016. The evidence also reveals that Juge could nof
legally reside in the home until January 2016 -when the home passed final inspection.

Analysis:

1. Juge’s complaint fails to provide any viewing paints from within his property that
establish pre-existing views requiring restoration. Juge provided no viewing points from within
his home or on his property that had a pre-existing views as defined hy RHMC 17.26.020.

In his complaint filed on or about October 28, 2020, Juge claims that his views on the north facing side
of his house are obstructed. In support of his complaint, Juge provides pictures of views which he
claims existed at the time he purchased the property in 1982. Juge provides aerial views of Appellants
property and identifies trees that-obstruct his view, The pictures de not validate his claim since no view
can be ascertained by the photographs. The photographs. do not establish any viewing points as
defined by the cede on the north facing side of his property. In fact Juge fails to provide any evidence
from within or around the original home establishing that north facing views existed at the time of
acquisition. The code is clear when it states, that the intent of this section is to preserve the views that
existed at the time that the property was-purchased. See RHMC 17.26.010.

Juge does nat provide any evidence of any view that the 1982 home had when purchased. Also
photographs of views he included in the complaint are inadequate since they fail to establish a viewing
point from within the the residence, any actessory buildings or any other area where a viewing point .
can exist. (See definition of “Viewing point” in RHMC 17.26.020). Hence Juge’s complaint should be
dismissed since it fails to meet the threshold requirement that he needs to state with specificity the
viewing points that establish his right to claim a pre-existing view under the code.

2, Juge provided false and misleading testimony as to the nature and extent of the construction
of his residence. Juge testified that the pature of the work perform on his home was &

2

125



“remodel” and that the remodel took place on the same site as the home purchased in 1982, The
misrepresentation was material to the outcome of the case since the CTV made findings based
on the false representation. See Resolution No. 2021-21-CTV Sections 4(C), (D) and (E).

Since Juge did net provide any written evidence to suppert his claim that he had a pre-existing view
from viewing points on his property, CTV meémbers asked whether he constructed a new home or
remnodeled the existing one. Juge responded that it was a remode] on the site of the original home.
Juge’s statement is false, Documents produced by the City of Rolling Hills via.a Public Records
Requests establish that Juge constructed a new home larger, than the original footprint of the 1982
home, The pictures submitted by Juge clearly establish that the original home was demolished. The
evidence produced by the City also reveals that it took Juge approximately 30 years to complete the
copstruction of the new residence, Final inspection of the new residence took place on January 2016.

In his complaint Juge provxded photographs purportedly establishing off views from the property {See
Exhibit B). The only view that is clear from the photographs is that Juge had demolished the original
home down to the foundation. The 1982 heme no longer existed, Building permits taken out by Juge in
1987 show that he was grading the propeérty for a 5,400 square foot addition. (See Exhibit C), Juge
stated on the permit that he was going to “|e]nlarge existing rooms and add new reoms” (See Exhibit
C). The pictures reveal that it was not an addition but m fact a tear down and new build. A permit
taken out in 1991 shows that Juge efforts was not to perform a “remodel” of the 1982 home but the
construction of a new home with significantly more square footage than the original home. (See
Exhibit D).

Also of note is that Juge's construction project took almost 30 years to complete, An internal
memorandum of the City of Rolling Hills revealed that on May 15, 2012 Juge called the Building and
Safety Departierit requesting a inspection of the-new home. An inspection revealed that the house
was not complete. There were numerous items that needed to be complete before the property could be
cleared for occtipancy. (See Exhibit E). Essentially the home was not habitable in 2012. The inspector
observed that most of the interior inside the home was not finished. Also all of building permits for
construction project had expired. Records from the County of Los Angeles state that the finai
inspection of the praject took place on or about January 16, 2016, (See Exhibit F).

Clearly this was not a remodel but a significant construction project of a new home that took nearly 30
years to corapleie. The representation made to the CTV was false, The représentation wis materjal
since the CTV based its decision squarely on the false represenitation o establish-that Juge had a pre-
existing view-under the code.

3. Juge did not meet his evidentiary requirement to establish by a preponderance of the evidence
that he had a pre-existing view from a viewing point on his property that was impaired by

Appellants’ vegetation that requires.réstorative action within the meaning ef the code. See
RHMC 17.26.020.

The €TV heavily relied on the representation made by Juge fhat the tonstruction he performed on his
home was a remodel of the original home purchased in 1982. For reasons stated above, the
rommiittee’s reliance on that representation was misplaced. Moreover the statement was simply false,
See Resolution No.2021-21-CTV Section 4(C). Also the committee’s reliance on the phiotographs in
Exhibit B was also misplaced because the photographs were taken when the house was undergoing

3
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constryction hot a reniodel. Since the house as not complete and habitable at the time that Juge claims
he had a north facing views from his hause, he does not have any viewing points from his residence to
establish that he has a pre-existing view that requires restoration. Moreover ke does riot provide any
evidence that there is any correlation between the north-facing views. of the original 1982 home to the
riew home, Thetefore Juge does has not meet his evidentiary thresliold to establish that he has a view
under the code.

4. Appellants vegetation existed in its current stated well before Juge completed the
construction and past final inspection of the new home in 2016.

Appellants provided photographic evidence of the vegetation that their home had at the time of they
purchased their home in February 2007, (See Exhibit G). The City hired Gregory MacDonald a
certified arbortist that testified that the trees o Appellants property were mature and not new growth,
He opined that the Pepper Tree on Appellants property was approximately 60 years old. Since Juge is
unable to establish that he bad 4 pre-existing view from the house he original purchased in 1982, any
north facing view that is blocked by Appellants vegetation from his new home is not a view impairment
as defined by the code. {See RHMC 17.26.020). A view impairment is defined by the code as follows:
*...any obstruction of a pre-existing view by vegetation on another property within the City that
sxgmﬁcantly diminishes that pre- existing view.” In this case Juge does not have a pre-existing view
since he cannot establish the view of the home he purchased fn 1982, Moreaver since the new house is
significantly larger that the original house, the pre-existing view of the original home no longer applies
Yo this case. It is clear that Juge is attempting to do is acquire a view that did he did not have from the
original 1982 home and it not entitled to after the completion of the new home in 2016, Hence the
vegetation on Appellants property does not obstruct Juge’s view.

Conclusion:

Appellants respectfully request that the City Council of the City of Rolling Hills overturn the CTV's
resolution holding that Juge had pre-existing based on a lack of any credible evidence to support the
claim. Pursuant to RHMC 17.26,040 (C)(4)(a)(1), The City Council should hold that Juge does not have
a view within the meaning of the code.

Please direct all notices and cortespondence regarding this appeal to:

Edgar Coronado.

Law Office of Edgar Coronado
3620 Pacific Coast Highway Ste 200
Torrance, California 90505
Telephone; (424) 350-7731

email; coronadolaw@gmail.com

127



EXHIBIT A

128



RESOLUTION NO. 2021-21-CTV

ARESOLUTION OF THE COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS OF THE,
CITY OF ROLLING HILLS ADVISING ON THE VIEW PRESERVATION
DISPUTE BETWEEN JOSEPH JUGE, ON THE ONE HAND, AND
BEATRIZ TAMAYO AND JULIO SIERRA, ON THE OTHER

THE COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS OF THE CITY OF ROLLING HILLS DOES
HEREBY FIND, RESOLVE AND ADVISE AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1, On October 28, 2020, Mr. Joseph Juge {“Complainant®) filed 8 view
impairment complaint (“Cvmplalm”), alleging thal the view from his home at 61 Basifield Drive,
Rolling Hills wes significantly imppired by certain vegetation op the property of Dr. Beatriz
Tamayo and My: Iulio Sierta (“Respondents™), located at 59 Fastfield Drive, Rolling Hills (the
“Dispute’™), Complainant and Respondents are referred to together herein ag the “Parties,”

SECTION 2. As st forth in more detail below, Respondents initially agreed to mediate
the Dispute. but subsequently withdiew their consent to mediate. A, public hearing before the City
of Rolling Hills (“City”) Committce on Trees and Views (“Committec”) was properly noticed and
sdvertised pursuant to Rolfing Hills Municipal Code (“RHMC") zections 17.26.040(C)(4). The
subject public hearing was conducted on Noveiber 2, 2021, On November 3, 2021, the Committeg
held a field tripy meeting at Complainant’s home. The public hearing was continued to November
30, 2021. The Complainant and the Respondents were in attendance at the public hearing;
Respondents were niot present at the November 3 field trip, Compldinant represented himself;
Respondents were represented by Edgar Coronsido, Fsq. Evidence was heard and presented from
all persons iiiterested in the Dispute and from members of the City staff: The Committec reviewid,
analyzed and studied the evidence submitted.

SECTION 3. The public hicaring was cotiducted using terms as defined in RHMC section
17.26.020, including but not Linyited to:

A “View": a visually impressive scene or vistu, such as the Pacific Ocean, off-shore
islands, mountains, lights of the Los Angeles basin, the Palos Viardes Hilly and canyons, the Los
Angéles Hasbor snd/or Long Beach Harbor, and similur, as observed from a viewing point. A view

may include structures or vegetation in -the ﬁ:regmund ox background of the view seeker's
propesty. A “view” may be observed from one or mere viewing point, and miay be panoramic;

B.  “View impairment”: any obstruction of a pre-existing view by vegetation on
another property within the City that significantly diminishox that-pre-cxisting view;

C.  “Pre-existing view": the view. that existed -al any nime since the complainant’s
property was most recéntly purchased for fair market valic through an arm’s length purchase or
sale, 46 evidenced by a deed. The pre-existing view canmol be the resuil.of & natural disaster or

illegal activiries;
D.  “Viewing poluf”; any view ffam the primary living ares ot active use area of a

primary residence, excluding views fiom minor roums, such 48 garages or closets;, and also
ncludes views from accessory buildings or structures, mcluding pooi decks and -gazebos, bus

5277000203442
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excluding animal pens, aviaries, corrals, greenlhiouses, porte cocheres, riding rings, run-in sheds,
sheds, stable/barns, free-standing stotage rooms, and tack rooms.

SECTION 4, The Committes finds as follows reganding the Complaint:

A, Pursuant to RHMC section 17.26.040(CX4)(d)ii), a view, within the meaning of
RHMC chapter 17.26, existed at the time Complainant purchased his property in 1982, and is now
significantly impaired by vegetation growing on Respoudents’ property.

B.  Complainant purchased the property on which his home curvently sits in 1982.

C.  Complainanl remodeled his bome afler be purchased the property, and such
remiodéd took place generally on the same site as the home purchased in 1982.

D. Based on the photos provided by Complainant in the Comnplains and Complainant’s
testimony at the public liearing, a view existed from the time when Complainam purchased his
property in 1982,

E. Based on the photos provided by Complainant in the Complaint and Complainant’s
testimony at the public hearing, the view included both cariyon and city vistas,

F. Respondents purchased their home in 2007.

G.  Complainant madc extensive. efforts (o resolve and mitigate the vicw impairment
through private channeis with the Respandents, as evidéenced by the correspondence included in
the Complaint, sparining four (4) ycars — fiom December 2016 1o summer 2020, Specifically.

{i) On May 26, 2020, Complainant requested that the Parties enter into
mediation th resolve the Dispute.

(i) On July 25, 2020, within the 60-day period for response purssant to REMC
section 17.26.040(BX1), Respondents agreed to mediation.

(iii) On August 13, 2020, Complainant proposed two mediators for
Respondents® copsideration,

{iv)  On October 9, 2020, Respondents asked, prior to meking a choice, who
would be respunsible for the mediator's fee.

(V) As noted sbove, on or about October 28, 2020, Complainant filed the
Application with the applicable fee to the City.

H.  OnJune}, 2021, the Committee held & virtual hearing &t which only Complainap
‘was in attendance. The hicaring was contiued to August 4, 2021 to allow the Parties to mediate,

1 The City provided suggestions for possible mediators. The Parties did not select 4
2
Resolution No. 2021-24-CTV
61 Eastfield Drive (Juge v, Tamayo)
5277 0020/34495424.6

130



I, The Augnst 4 meeting did siof occur.

K. On August 17, 2021, the Committee held s meeting to veceive an update on
;&disﬁoﬂ efforts between the Parties. The Committes: continued the public hearing 1o October 5,
021,

L. TheCity provided more suggestions of pessible mediators.

M. Complainant contacted the City’s suggested mediators and obtained fee and
availsbility information. On August 23, 2021, Complainant. shared this information with
Reéspandents.

N.  OnSeptember 1, 2021, Respondenis withdrew their agreement to mediate.

O. At the public hearing on November 2, 2021, the Corhittee examined the written
and photographic evidence provided by both parties and heard argument from both parties. At the
conclusion of the hearing, bised on its revicw and application of the non-exclusive faciors set forth
in RHMC section 17.26.050(A), including but not Hvited ta subssection (7) and its application.to
findings {G) throagh (N) above, the Committee determined that Complainant's view has been
significantly obstructed by Respondent’s vegetation -along the south side of Respondents'
structure, 2s well as by the pepper tree, the ash tree, and pine.iree on Respondent's property.,

P.  On November 3, 2021, the Committee et si Complainant’s home at 6] Fasificld
Drive to assess what action with respect to the view-impairing vegetation would be sppropriate to
restore Complainant’s view. Based on hat site visit, the Commities concluded that certain
restorative measures were warranited buf that consuliation with a cerfified arhorisi would be
necessary to ensure that such measurés-would not jeopardize the Jong-term health of the trees and
other vegetation an Respondents’ property.

Q.  Prior fo the November 30, 2021 continued public hearing, the City metained Grogory
MacDonald, a certified arhorist, Lo conduct his own sile visil and opine on the most appropriate
actions with respoct 1o Respondents' trees 1o both restore Complainant's view: and prolect the long-
term health of the trees.

SECTIONS. The Committer; pursuant 10 RHMC section 17.26.050(B), mekes the
following findings to support its advised restorative action in Section 6 below:;

A.  Noneof Ret;pondcm' trees that are impairing Comiplairiant’s view are rare.

B.  Soundand heat mitigation shiuld notbeaffocted, as any proposed restorative action
wotld not involve removal of any trees.

C. There should be no roduction of stature in any trees, resuiting in harm or loss of
Respordents’ privacy.
D.  Vegetation existed upon Respondents’ purchase of théir property in 2007.
. 3
Resolution No, 2021-21-CTV -

61 Eastficld Drive (Juge v. Tamayo)
-BSATTO00R03H424.6
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E.  Vegetation on the south side of Respondents® struchire acted as a privacy buffer.

] 6. Based on (i) the Committee's observations at the site visif it conducted on
November 3, 2021, (i) the key attached hereto as Exhibit A, and {iii} the certified arborist®s
written report and recommendations 1o the Commitiee at the hearing on November 30, 2021, and

pursuant to RHMC section 17.26.060, the Committes finds and recommends the followmg
restorative actions:

A, Parsyant to RHMC sections 17.26. 040((2){4)0) and 17.26,060(B), Complainant
should beer the cost of the initial restorative action described below, unless otherwise stated and
unless the pasties agree to share the costs in some other nianner.

B.  The restorative actions set forth in this Seéction 6 should oceur sometime within 120
days vf adoption of this resolution, unless an appeal is pending.
' C, All vegetation and trees should bé reéduced st as not 1o exceed the comesponding
ridgelines of the respective vegetation or tree. To the greatest extent possible, crown reduction
shoiild be usad to reduce height.

D.  Theloquat wee in the view comridor should be decreased by approximately © féet.

E. The southside vegetation, including ihe oleander, corrésponding to the roofline that
is 1to further east of the chimney, should be reduced.

F.  The ash trec should be crowned and laced (with crown eleaning) so ihat it.can he
reduced 1o the nearest dwelhng tidgeline of the south side of the property.

G.  The Toyon tree should be crowned and faced to approximately 4 feet below the
ridgeline; provided, however, that initial restorative action should not result in more than 25%
reduction. If the prescribed reduction level is not met due fo the 25% maximum reduction
limitation, another artempt sheiild be made the following year - at Respondents’ expense,

H. No action is recommended for the svocado tree,

1 Any trees or vegetation adjaceni 10 and west of the chimney on Respondents”
residence should not exceed the rdgeline.

b The westerly trunk of the pepper tree, besides being reduced in size 1o its
corresponding ridgeline, should be laced and reduced laterally.

K. Thetwo (2) pine trees should be crowned and reduced to their respective ridgelioes;
provided, however, that initial restorative action should not result in more than 30% reduction, If
the prescribed reduction [evel is not met due o the 30% maximum reduction Timitation, anuther
attempt should be made the following year - at Respondents’ expense.

Resolition No. 2021.21 LTV
61 Esstficld Drive (upe v, Tamayo)
S3277.00020134454424 6



SECTION'7. The Committes recominends the following conditions to prevent fiiture
view impairments;

A.  Pursuant to RHMC section 17.26.060(B), maintenance of the trees and vepetation
in question subsequent to initis] restorative action shovld be:performed at the cost and expense of
Respondents, unless otherwise agreed 1o by the parties.

B. Al trecs and vegetation should be maintained at the Jevels prescribed in Section 6
above 50.25 not to allow for future view impairments.

C.  The perties should review the state of Resporidents’ trees and vegetation on an

SECTION 8. Within sixty days of the date of this advisory resolution, if either or both
parties disagree with the advisary resolution and wish to pursue & review hearing before the City
Council, the. disagreeing party must gotify the City in writing that they wish to proceed with a
review hearing before the City Council. This resolution is advisory and unenforceable by fhe City
of Rolling Hills.

PASSED, APPROVED AND.ADOPTED THIS 30TH DAY OF NOVEMBER 2021,

. I/,—’? ,-}/’;7
et N

"“SEAN CARDENAS, CHAIRMAN

Resolution No. 2021-21-CTV
61 Eastficld Drive (Juge v. Tainayd).
$5277.0002004494424.6
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) §§

CITY OF ROLLINGHILLS . )

1 centify that the foregoing Resolution No. 2021-21-CTV cntitled:
A RESOLUTION OF THE COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS OF THE
CITY OF ROLLING HILLS ADVISING ON THE VIEW PRESERVATION
DISPUTE BETWEEN JOE JUGE, ON THE ONE HAND, AND BEATRIZ
TAMAYO AND JULIO SIERRA, ON THE OTHER

was approved and adopted at an adjoumed regular meeting of the Commitice on Trees and
Views on November 30, 2021 by the following roil call vote:

AYES: Cardenas, Cooley, Kirkpatrick
NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

miig HORVATH,;CZ ; : ; o

Resotution No. 2021-21-CTY

61 Eamifield Drive (Juge v. TWYO)
SS277.00020: 344340246

134



Lawyaw Package ID: e42d509f-b7b7-4445-aa06-8chf51ee63f1

% % M % N TR A g o JAis~ v
NO 2 PORTLUGUESE B'END ROAD
LT o ROLLING HILLS. CA gaz7a

(310) 377-152%

FAX (310) 377.-7268
A REQUEST FOR APFEAL
NAME: Jﬂir_) hSifrra' am_l_ge_a_tr.izTamayo MD
ADDRESS: 59 EastfieldDrive = .
Rolling Hills, CA90274
TREES LOCATED AT: atthe aﬁove address N

I hereby request appeal of the decision of the Conunittee on Trees and Views on the above
referenced application(s) for the following reasons:

please see attached request

sicnep:  B€alriz E.Tamayo,M.D. Julio € Suerta
DATED: 01/26/2022 - o

$1,333.33 Paid by check enclosad with requast.
{Two-thirds of original application fee - $1.333.33)

FEE:

RHMC 17.26.080 -1fi¢ Connrithten'y dectaion sholl be final tioenty (201 doys after adoptinn o) its wovitien findinge, wndess 1t 1=
appealed io the City Council purssandt fo the provisions of Rolling Hills Municipal Cade, Chapter 17.54.
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City of Rolling Hills ... ..

ND, 2 PORTUGUESE BEND ROAD
ROLLING HILLE, CA 90274
(10 771521
FAX (a10) 377-T288

REQUEST FOR REVIEW
BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS

Foliowing unsuccessful recondiliation efforts and mediation, to request and proceed to a review
hearing before the Commitise on Trees and Views, the complainant must submit the Tollowing:

1.
2.

Letter requesting & review hearing before the Commiittes on Trees and Views.:

An official record of when the current property owner acquired the property (such as a
current tifle report) and of the view that existed when the current property owner (as
w;mammmiﬂarepun}mmmdﬂupmpeny‘or‘areoordﬂmmeviewwdmd
at any time since the complainant purchased the property. The pre-axisting view cannot
be the resill of a natural disaster or ilegal activities.
Documentstion ehowing good faith effort to effect & solution, including reconciliation and
medistion efforts and evidence that adequate time was provided to the vegetafion owner
to respond to said efforts.

The attached application Toryn must be fully completed, and must be supplemented by
evidence of the allaged view(s) impairmenl end may include, but is nol imiled to
documentary evidence, {(8s described in Section 17.26.050 of the View Preservation
Ordinance), datad photographs or written declarations. |

An inventory of the trees and their location on the vegetalion owner's property, prepared
by & profeasiona) arborist or & surveyor is highly recommended; and may be required.

Owner's stion (sttached)

Certified Property Owner's List and thres (3) sets of self-sdhesive mailing labels for ai
property owners within 1,000 . radius from the exterior boundaries of the property under
consideration with vegetation, Induding the owner of the subject property. This

Information must be as it appears on the latest available assessment roli of the Los

Angeles County Assessor. This list shall be cartified to be true and comect {complete

Cerlified Property Owner's Affidawvit).

Application Feé (per Resolution No. 1206).

Review by Commiites on Tress and Views $2,000

Provessing foe

Environmenial Review Fees:

Preparation and Siall Review of Inttial Study 3200

Preparation of Negative Dasclaration of . $1,000 plus fee charged by CA

Mitigated Negative Declaration Dept. of Fish & Wildlife, if
applicable, as agjusted annually

RECEIVED R
C wrum O

b ~

— -
Raquest for eeviswby CTV. - m SRSy Hils. Irejimed 01-2018
Bw W s \ .

e
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Describe how the view is impaired and describe the “viewing points” of your house, accessory
siructures or yard from which the view Is impaired, (see Secfion 17.26.020-Definitions)

Clalmant’s view i impaired by the vegetalion owner's 11688 &nd hedges along the north-
facing side of the claiment’s prnpeﬂy including claiments primary living areas and areas of
active use. Claimant is not seeking 1o restore views from any minor rooms, such as animal
pens, cormals, aviaries, of greenhouses.

Describe what view(s) will__be restorad by remediation of the vegetation.

¥

“Claimants north-facing views from his Iving areas and areas of active use will be restored
when the vegetation is remediated, as shown in the attached photographs.

Describe what action is apedifically proposed [o restore the view (i.e timming, lacing, crown
reduction of removal of the vegetation).

“Claimant proposes t trim the hedges and schefflera alcng the driveway to 87 below the
Tidgeiine of the vegetation owner's residence.

“Cisimant promoses o remove calif, pepper, Grown and thin ash, foyon and pine 1o 48" below
Towsr ridgeline. Lowsr crown o “nknown” i6es 1o 6 below ridgeling, Crown omamental
pomegranate and avocado to 36° below ridgeling,

Roquest fir review by CTV Prépared 01-20i8
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Describe what, if any, factors descdbed in Seclions 17.26.050 and 17.26.060 of the View
Preservation Ordinance have you considered in determining whether a pre-axisting view has
been obstructed and for the appropriste restorative actions you're proposing.

With respect o the factors set forth in section 17.26,050-060, of the View Preservation

[Please note that the City may requirs further information in order to dlarify, amplify, correct, or ctherwise
suppiement the application. ummmmdmwmmmmymwm
you supply that information promptly to avoid any delay in the processing of the application.]

APPLICATION FEE
An wplwaﬁon fes of $2,000.00 must accompany the application. Make check payable to the
CITY OF ROLLING HILLS, (Additional fees may be required).

Request fr review by CTV Prepaved 01-2018

L4 4
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3

-OWNER'S DECLARATION

REQUEST FOR REVIEW
BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS

1 (We) dediare under penalty of parjury that the foregoing is true and comect.
61 Eastfieid Dr. Rolling Hills

Executed at : , California,
28 October 20
this day of 20
Joseph H. Juge Jr.
61 Eastfield Dr, Rofling Hills, Ca. 80274
Address

NOTE: The Owner's Declaration can onfy be usad if this application is sighed in California. If
this application is signed outside of Califomia, the applicant should acknowlodge hefore a
Notary Public of the State where the signature is fixed, or before another officer of that Stats
authorized by its laws to take acknowledgments, that he (it) owns the property described hevein,
and that the information accompanying this application is trug to the best of his (its) knowledge
and belief. Attach appropriate acknowledgment here.

APPLICANT: DATE FILED:
REPRESENTATIVE:. __ FEE:

COMPANY NAME: RECEIPT NO:
COMPANY ADDRESS: BY:

COMPANY PHONE NO.

PROPERTY ADDRESS:

Request fir review by CTV Prepored 01-2018
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CERTIFIED PROPERTY OWNER'S LIST
AFFIDAVIT

REQUEST FOR REVIEW
BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON TREES AND VIEWS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) 8§
CITY OF ROLLING HILLS )
Joseph H, Juge Jr.
], Juge , declare under penally of
perjury that the attached list contains the names and addresses of all persons to whom all
property is assessed as they appear on the latest available assessment roll of the County within
the area described and for a distance of one thousand (1,000) feet from the exterior boundaries

of property Jegally described as:
Ses Attachment.

Rofing Hills 25 October 20
Executedat . o  California, this _——_ day of 20

Requést for review by CTV. Prepared 012012
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With respsct to the factors set forth in section 17.26.050-060 and 17.28.060
of the View Preservation Ordinance, claimant submits that his view of the
Guesn’s neckiace along the coast and to the east to downtown Los
Angeles is & high-quality scenic view in both daylight and at night.

Claimeant’s scenic views are almost completely obstructed by the
vegetation-owner's trees and hedges along the north-facing side of
claimant’s property including claimant’s primary living areas and areas of

Despite many efforts over the years to have the vegetation-owner maintain
his vegstation so as not to obstruct claimant's scenic views, the vegetation-
owner's treeés, hedges and shrubs have grown 1o almost completely
obstruct claimant's scenic views.

Ctaimant does not believe that the subject vegetation preserves any
privacy far the vegetation owner whatsoever, nor does it provide energy
conservation, wind screening, or climate control for any part of the
vegetation-owner's primary residence.

Claimant has submitted photographs that show that the subject vegetation
has been planted and/or not maintained.

Claimant submiits that he has diligently tried to protect and maintain his
view through informal agreement with the vegetation owner by initiating
discussions and attempting to engaga the vegetation-owner in dispute
resolution discussions. Ciaimant submits that the vegetation-ownar has not

Pparticipated in such discussions in a reasonable: or good-faith manner,
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MEMO TO FILE: Yar o wd UR99/2012
61 Eastfield

On 5/15, 12 Mr. Juge called the Building and Safety Department to ask for a FINAL inspection on
the house construction.

Records showed that all permits expired. Building and Safety cannot FINAL projects with expired
permits,

On 5/18 Mr. Juge paid to renew permits.

On 5/21 Wayne Chatman, Building Inspector and [ went out to inspect the property.

The house is not finished or ready for a final,

Some outstanding issues include:
¢ Noaccess to garage; floor of garage higher than driveway by 4inches —pour concrete to
finish the driveway
s Front drainage not sloped correctly because front driveway not finished ~solution- pour
concrete to finish front driveway ta be flush with drains and slope min. 2% away from
house
Need dead bolts on doors
Rear clean out to be brought to grade
Windows not finished (do not meet Title 22 requirements)
Handrail on stairs to basement
Interior not finished in most areas
Stable not completed and does not meet City’ requirements for agricultural/tack room
space-will provide info. to owner
« Dthers as specified by Wayne

*« & & B & @

‘Wayne is to discuss with Kit (stipervisor] if permits can.be separated for the remodei of the
previously existing portion of the house from the addition and final the remodeled portion of the
house first, Thie owner-would pull separate permits to complete the construction of the addition
and separate permit for the stable and keep finishing those.

However, in order to final just the remodeled portion of the house, some of the above points must
be completed.
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1/23/22, 3:32 PM

ety v hie g

Building Permiits Viewer

Hearoh aus sila

v n

vig

61 EASTRIELD DR . ROLLING HILLS CA 90 ! | ]E Enter address, mlerseellon(streei @ street), parcel number/apu/ain
Parcel Info  Permits +  Dotuments Report a Vinlatlon

- Open final7 Canceligd Expired: 1
! | = — — ———— — y [ =N — JE—— "
L , o Date Date | ’
A pemitzp R on P lee | Bermit | Permit | Work Description | Owaer |
T i jRis | Issued | Finalized | | Mame |
/|{ BL 1205170010 ’ 1 HOUR_ INSPECTION TO FINAL :
|61 EASTFIELD DR ROLLING Finauzeleormal 05/17/2012 05117/2012 01/20/2015 | EXPIRED PERMITH# 3647A
|| s - 824 SQFT ENLARGEMENT OF ROOMS ,
RS - e 4 — 3 4 - T
I’} BL 1205170012 ! ; | ! 1 HOUR INSPECTION TO FINAL |
‘}| |61 EASTFIELD DR ROLUNG  [Finalized /Normal 105/17/2012|05/17/2012/01/20/2016 EXPIRED PERMIT# 0734A .
- ﬂHuLs 1 i 1604 SQFT RECONSTRUCTION OF
EL 1205170015 ' i |1 WR INSPECTION TO FINAL EXP |
|61 EASTFIELD DR ROLLING |r-manzed Normal 05/17/2012|05117/2012 01/20/2016; PERMITS 4427A & ELD405130054 :
HiLLS | ] _
| 'GR 1205170001 | | |1 HOUR INSPECTION TO FINAL I
i f /61 EASTFIELD DR ROLLING 'FinalizediNonnal 05/17/2012j0S/ 17/2012 01/20/2015 EXPIRED PERMIT# 3640A
! |HitLs
e e - i !
|ME 1205170004 . f ! I | |1 HOUR INSPECTION TO FINAL
| |61 EASTFIELD DR ROLLING  Finalized iNarma' 05/17/2012 los/17/2012. 01/2012016 EXPTRED PERMIT
HILLS o o _ I
i | |MP 1408090001 ' ' ' |4 HOUR INSPECTION TO FINAL ;w
|| l61 EASTFIELD DR ROLLING. Finalized|Normial 05/09/2014 06/09/2014; 01120/2015' EXPIRED PERMITS TO FINAL .
s j | | |EXPIRED PERMITS (FROM THE |
PL 1205170006 1 ' [ |1 WOUR INSPECTION TO FINAL | |
{61 EASTFIELD DR ROLLING finaljzedjhlmma! 05/17/2012 05/17/2012 01/20/2016 EXPIRED PERMITS #442BA & #3734
HILLS 1 | !

hitps://dpw.lacounty.gov/bsdfopv/Default.aspx
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CONNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMERT OF PUBLTIC WORKS
BUTLDING AND SAFETY / LAND DEVEINOJPMENT

ROLLING HILLS
24320 NARBORKE
LOMITA CA 20717

'\ BEdSTE 1L

BUILDING BERMIT
ALTERATION/REPAIR
BL 1202 1205170010

Ly Y AP

Rl

PHORE: (310) 534-3760 EAT:
JLEGAL ID: ] ) NO. OF CONST BUILDING ARDRESS:
QN FILE ] sQ. ET STORIES TYPE 61 EASTFIELD DR
STRUCTUKE: 82% v-B RHLL CA 902745260

PSSESS0R TNFORMATLUN NUMBER:
RE67-005-037

NEAREST CRQSS STREET:

THOMAS PAGE: 823 GRID: F2

LOCALITY . ROLLING RHILLS

| ABELICANT:, TEL. BO:
|SEME AS OWNER -
|
CONTRACTOR® o TEL, NO:
SAME AS OWHER -
LIC, NO
ARCRITSCT OF EAGAREER; TEL. NO:
LIZ, NO:
|MAR N&: BEWER MAP BOUR; FABE:  FLRE @ONE: TME-
4922 4 ag|
I¥0. DF FAMILITS: DWELLING UNIISN: APT/COND; STAT CLASS:
| ¢ No 7
1
i STHGOL WITHIN HAZARDODS
{BTX QUALITY: 3000 FEET MATER1IALS
WO Ny we

FEE GESCRIPTION: QUANTITY: UOM: AMJUNT ¢
AA. BLDG FERMIT ISSUANTE 58.50
AH STATE GREEN BLDG FEE 1000.00 VAL 1.00
AC STRONG MOTION RESID 1000,00 VAL 0.50
E£2 INSPECTION [HOURLY) 1.00 Hou 242,08
! ‘TOTAL FEES 312.80

‘e

REFORT ID: DPRI6L ROUTE TD: HE1200

TENANT - EXIST BLDG USE: SFR USE Z0NE: R-A ISSUED ONg PROCESSED BY:
EXIST OCC GRP: 05/1%/32 8B

OWNER « TEL. NO: BLDGS. NOW ON LOT: VALUATION: FIN/.L TATE FINAL BY: CODE=

JUGE JOSERH H JR;JUGE JOSEPH H {3120} 377-9538- 1,000 i— —_ : — —

€1 EASTFIELD OR | {22 W2 o SN —

RHLL 02745260 FEES PAID DESCKEZPTION OF WORK k.

1 HOLK INSPECTION TO EINAL EXPIRED BERMITH 36472
824 SOFT ENLARGEMEWT OF RUOMS AND ADD NEW ROONS

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

| KEEROVATS TATE

INSPECTOR SLGNATURE

__ LOCATION AND SETBACKS

__ SOILy ENGINBER APPROVAL

m FODRDATION/VRENCH FORMS

| STAR, UNDER FLUOH

RAISED FLOOR FRAMING

UNDERFLOOR TNSULATION

FLOOR SHFATHING

ROGF J:aATHIRG

FRAME INSPECTION

PIRE <PRINXLER HANGERS

MRSULATTON/WEATHER STRIF

INTERICR, LATH/DRYWALL

EXTERTOR LATR

RATFD FTOOR/CETL ASSEW,

RATED WALL ASSEMBLIES

RATED SHAFTS/OFENINGS

T-BAR CBILIRGS

TOT DRAINAGE
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{OENTY OF LOS ANGELES FOLLING HILLS % 1202 MISCELLANEOUS PERMIT
UEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 24320 NARBONKE ME 1202 1404090001
BUTLOING AND SAFETY / LAND DEVELOPMENT LOMITA CA 80717
BHONE: (310} 534-3760 EXT:
‘LEGAT, ID: ®O. OF CONST NEW BUILDING ADDRESS:
ON PILE 8Q. FT STPRIES TYFE OCCUP GROUP 61 ERYTPTELD DR
e . STRUCTURE i V-8 R-3 RHLL Ch 902745260
ASSESSOR 1NFORMATION NUMBER: B - NEAREST CROSS STREET:
15§7-005-037 EXIST RLDG USS: SFR TROMAS PAGE: B23 GRID: F3  LOCALITY: ROLLING MHILLS:
e — EXIST OCL GRP: R-3 USE ZONE: R-A -
TENAWT: R ISSUED ON: PROCESSED BY:
BLDGES. NOW ON LOT: VALUATION: oh/0487 L4 RB
]
DOWNER: TEL., NO: ____|FInAL DATE FINAL BY_ CODE:
JUGE JOSEPK H JR:JUGE JOSEPH H - [LIST ITEMI: ,
£1 EASTFIELD OR. { .M..Uﬁ e U AT
RHLL 302745260 DESCHIPTION OF WORK . - .
4 HOUR INSPECTION TO FINAL EXPIRED PERMITS ‘f0 FINAL EXPYRRD
o QCOUP LOAD' EXIST: PERMITS {FROM THE 80'S) ME 1205170004 PL 1205170006 |
APPLICANTS TEL. NO: QCCUR LOAD NEW: BL 1208170022 BL 1205170010 BL 1205170015 GR 1205170003
EAME A8 CWRER -
PRRKING SPACES REQUIRED:. SPECIAL, CONDITIONS:
PARMING SEACES PROVIDED: ,
i _ . EXIT HARDWARE: — 1
CONTRACTOR & wEL. ND: | LTIMITED TIME USE ]
{5AME RS OWNES' “ HER OF EXITS: FHOM ™
LIC. NO e B
FEES PAID B
AFFROVALS DATE INSPECTOR SIGNATURE
. DU i - e FEE DESCRLPTION: QUANTITY: HOM: AMOUNT : |
IARCHTTECT GR RNGINEER- TEL. NO: TRAILER USE
1 - DA FERMIT ISSUANCE 70.80 { -
i LIC. N0: [1J INSPECTTIONS OTHER 4.00 HOU 1,001.20 |SAFETY PERMIT
TOTAL FEES 1,0M4.080 | SR = =
TEWE, STRUCT. AFPRGVED
MAF B0 SEWER MAP S0OK: PAGE; FIRE ZONE- CHP: TEMP, STROCT. REMOVED
D UF FAMILTRES; OWELLING UNITS: APT/COND: STAT Chesa: —
Ho
SCHOOL WITHIN HRZARDODS | e
ALR QUALITY. 1000 FEET MATERIALS o - _ .
NO No He

{REPORT ID: DPRZE&7

‘ROUTE TQ: BS1200
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COUNTY OF LO& ANGELES ROLLING HILLS k1292 BUTLRING FERMIT
DEPARTMENY OF PUBLIC WORES 24328 NARPONNE ALTERATION/REFAIR
HUILDING AND SAFETY / LAND DEVELOPMENT LOMITA CA 30717 BL 1202 1205170012
BHONE: (31D} B34-3760 EXTi
LEGAL ‘1D: NO. OF CONST BUILDING ADDRESE:
ON FILE 5Q. FT STORIES TYPE 61 EASTFIELD DR
STROCTURE: 824 V-B BHLL CA 302745260
ASSESSOR INFORMATION NUMBER: NEAREST CROSS STREET: ,
7567-005- 037 THOMAS PADE: B23 ORID: FI  LOCALITY: ROLLING HIZLS
TENANT : EXIST BLDG USE:; SFR USE ZONE: R-A 1SSGED ON: FROCESSED BY:
EXTET OCC GRP: a5/17412 RB
OWHER: TEL, NO; BLDGS. NOW ON LOT: VALUATION : FINAY. DATE . FINAL BY: CODE:
JUGE JOSEPH H JR;JUGE JOSEPFH H tatol 377-353a- 1,000 r/ . ’ p
& EASTFIELD DR (\Z0\oo e \Nae~—
FEES PAID DESCRIPTION OF WORK ®

RHLL 0745260

APOLICANT: TEL, NO
S&ME RS OWNER
. g _ - —— b
CONTRACTOR: TEL, NO:
SAME RS DWNER .
LI, WO
ARCHITECT OR SWGINEER: TEL. ND:
LIC. NOs
MAD NO; SEWER MAF BOOR: PAGE: FIRE ZONE: P
4922 4 o0
NO_ OF FAMMLIES: DWELLING UNITS: APT/COND: STAT CLASS:
0 No 21
B SCHOOL WITRIN HAZARDOUS :
ATR. QUALTTY: 1006 FEET MATERIALS
O NO NO

-‘FEE DESCRIPTION:

AA BLDG PERMIT ISSUANCE
AR STATE GREEN BLDG FER
AC STRONG MOTION RESID
E2 INSPECTION (HOURLY)

REPORT ID: DPR26E1

CQUANTITY: UOM: AMOUNT
68.50

1000.00 VAL 1.00
1000.00 VAL 0.50
1.00 HOU 242.80

TOTAL FEES 312,80

ROUTE T0: 851200

1 HOUR INSPECTION TO FINAL EXPIRED PERMITH 3724A

1 {3654 SOFT RECONSTRUCTION OF BARN
| SPECTAL CONDITIONS:
APPROVALS DATE INSPECTOR SIGNATURE

LOCATION AND SETBACKS

SOILS ENGTNEER AFPROVAL

FOUNDATION/TRENGH FORMS

SLAB/UNDER FLOOR

RATSED FLOOR FRAMING'

UNDERFLOOR: INSULATION

FLOOR SHEATHING

RODF SHEARTHING

SHERR PANELS

FRAME INSPECTION

FIRE SPRINKLER HANGERS

INSULATION/WEATHER STRIP

INTERIOR LATH/DRYWALL

EXTERIODR LATH

RATED FLOGR/CEIL ASSEM.

RATED WALL RSSEMBLIES

RRTED -SHAFTS/OPENINGS

' T-BAR CEILINGS

LOT DRAINAGE
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELEX ROLLING HILLS # 1202 MECHARICAL, PERMET

159

DEPARIMENT QF PUBLIC WORKS 24320 NARBONNE ME 1202 1205170004
BUILDING AND SAFETY / LAND DEVELOPMENT LOMITA CA 90717
PHONE: (310) 534-3760 EXt:
LEGAL ¥D: ’ ] ¥EES DAID I RUILDING ADDRESS:
ON FILE 61 EASTFIELD LR

FEE DESCRIBTION: QUANTITY: LOM: AMOUNT : RHLL CA 902745260
ASSESS0R INFORMATION NUMBER: ) NEARRST CROSS STREET:
T567-005-037 01 PERMET ISSUANCE FEE g8,50 | THOMAS PAGE: 822 [GRID: ¢3  LOCALITY: ROLLING MIfLg |

785 SUPPLEMENTAL FC FEE 1.00 HoO 242.80
TEHANT TOTAL FEES 311.30 [I5SDUED ON: PROCESSED BY: PLAN BY:

ws/17/12 RB

OWNER B B TEL. WO: . Ezzﬂ DATE FINAL BY: CODE:
JUGE JOSEEH H JR;JUGE JOSEPH H (310) 377-9538- - ﬁ , " N\
61 EASTPIELD DR "2\l (» L.&uﬁ; b
RHLL 902745250 DESCRIPTION OF WORK

|1 HOUR INSPECTION TO FINAL EXPIRED PERMIT

RPPLICANT: TEL. NO:
EAME AS OWNER

SPECIAL CONDITIONS.:

CONTRACTOR : ‘TEL. NO: APPROGVALS DATE " INSPECTOR, STGRATURE
ShME AS UWHER - .

LIC. NO FARU/HWALL FURNACE

EOMBUSTION AIR OPENINGS

ARCHITECT OR ENGINEER: TEL. NO: DUCT WORK

- | o Yy
1

LIC. ND: AC/COMPRESSOR

THERMOSTAT

FIRE DAMPERS

- sy ol b s o Y

SMOKE DETECTION DEVICES

COMMERCTIAL HOOR

REPCRT ID: DPR264 ROUTE TO; Bsi2oo0 i o




EXHIBIT G
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Beatriz E. Tamayo, M.D.

o Julig C, Slerra
59 Eastfield Drive
leimn Hills, CA 80174
b m.mwuhoo com
July 8, 2021
VIAS U.S.MAIL and EMAIL .

Committee on Trees and Views
No. 2 Portuguese Bend Road
Rolling Hiills, CA 90274 -

-

Dear CTV members:

The Municipal Code chapter 17 26 020 - Definitions , descnbes *View” asa
visually impressive scene or vista, such as.the Pacific Ocean, off-shore
islands, mountains, lights of Los Angeles basin, the Palos Verdes hills and
canyons, the Los Angeles Harbor, and similar, as_observed from a viewing

point.

Also describes “Viewing point” as any view from the primary living area or
active use area of a primary residence, excluding views from minor rooms,
such as garages or closets, and also includes views from accessory buildings
or structures, including pool decks and gazebos, but excluding animal pens,
aviaries, corrals, greenhouses, porte cocheres, riding rings, run-m sheds,
sheds, stablefbarns, free-ustandmg storage rooms, and:tack rooms.

Based on these fundamentai descriptions, NONE of the pictures presented
by Mr. Juge in his view impairment aliegations complies with the definitions.
You don't see in any of his pictures The Pacific Ocean, or the city lights, or
Los Angeles Harbor, etc.” He even claims he.could see the Queen’s heckiace,

but again, none of his pictures supports his allegations. i

Rrior to any view impairment allegation, evidence. of a pré-existing view
must be fully demom Mr. Juge is yet to present onhe.

LT R T S O
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Maoreover, none of his pictures from 1987-1988 were taken from any
qualifying living space, none from a bedroom or a living room, etc.

The lack of images in accordance with the RHMC chapter 17.26.020
Definition of View, must render all of Mr. Juge's view complaint
allegations legally invalid.

All Mr. Juge has presented so far are a handful of pictures of what appears to
be the exterior area of a demolished house, taken, according to him, in
1987-1988. (in some of those pictures our home is also seen, however, it's
far from fitting in the RHMC  definition of a View). He's also presented
plentiful of pictures mostly from 2018-2020 showing what he makes look like
a "sudden” view impairment. Certainly, he must explain what happened
hetween 1988 and 2018 since it’s clear that the vegetation he complains
about, wasn't planted in the yéar 2018.

Mr. Juge's failure to present any evidence of what happened during those 30
“silant” years suggests only one thing: there isn't any.

Besides all these inconsistencies, Mr. Juge is also not -comparing apples to
apples : All of his pictures from 1987-1988 were taken from ground level and
from different spots of his property as compared with the ones from
2018-2020 which were taken from a living room that did not exist until 2010
when Mr. Juge finished the construction of his new home since it took him
over 20 years to build it.” His new house extends farther towards the west
side of his property, the whole terrain where his new house now sits was
considerably elevated prior fo it's construction and in addition to that, his
new home.is a two-story house with the garages on the first floor and the
living spaces on the second floor (see attached pictures), Therefore, the

angles, view points and- hights of the photos taken on 1987-1988 are

completely different to the ones from 2018-2020.

In an additional note, Mr. Juge mentions in his allegations our cleanders, but
as you can see in his own pictures, their hight barely reach our home's
rooftop, because, they .started (mysteriously) to wilt ever since Mr. Juge
came up with his view impairment atlegations. ’ .

Mr. Juge also provided a copy of the MLS listing of his property, in which it's
¢lear that his property is not listed as having any view.

We're attaching a photo takén on February 2007, the month and year we
purchased our property. The picture was taken the day the escrow papers
were signed, both pgr;tie,sw ‘met at the property to sign those papers

e e e e e N L o

162



simultaneously. After finishing, we posed for that picture. The picture was
taken by my husband, you can see from left to right: our daughter, and
behind her, Mr. John Heater, the former property owner, next to him is our
son, then me at the center, then our realtor and Mr. Heater's maid. At the
back, is our master bedroom, located on the south west of the property, next
to 61 Eastfield driveway, The most important piece of evidence we want you
to natice are the trees next to the master bedroom: The pepper tree and the
loquat tree, both mentioned In Mr. Juge's allegations The pepper tree's
branches are well above our home's rooftop. It's evident in this picture that
those trees were rna.ture trees at the time we purchase;:l our property.

Mr. Heater, also allowed us to take pictures of his home the way it looked
when it was listed for sale (see attachments), in those pictures, it's seen,
through his windows, some of the vegetation mentioned on Mr, Juges
allegations. Also in 2007, soon after we purchased the property, we took
pictures of its surroundlngs in.those pictures you can see the California
Pepper tree, the Oleanders, the Loquat, the Avocado tree, the Toyon Ash, the
Schefflera, the Pomegranate and many others. It's claar in those pictures
that by then 2007, all that vegetation was already rnatura vegetation. (see
attached pictures). o

Attached , there's also a picture taken by the geotechnical engineer on
January 26 2007 during his inspection-of our property, In that photo, you
also see our master bedroom and next to it the pepper tree and the loquat
tree. The hight of the pepper tree in that plcture, is quite considerable in
reference to our home's rooftap

Before buying our home, we inquired at the City of RH and at the RHCA
regarding any pendmg of past complaint against the property, but found
none. We visited the pmperty in several occasions prior to submitting an
offer. Besides the regular home inspéction, we requested three additional
ones: pool inspection, gectechnical inspection and chimney inspection. We
were present during each of those mspections as also was Mr. Heater who
lived permanently there. " Each time we visited the home, we were able to
talk in person with Mr. Heater about different matters related to the property,
vet not once; any kind of agreement with any necghbor to trim or maintain the
property's vegetation: was ever mentioned by Mr. Heater. -

Soon after we purchased our home, we started trimmmg and maintaining all
its vegetation at our own expense as we continue to do throughott the 14

years we've Iwed at the pmperty and without any neighbcsr s assistance.
(at
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Is all this intended to “restoring” a yet to be proven view, or is it more about
CREATING a view to a new home?

Thank you.

Respectfully,

A Santons MO ,. Qﬁézﬂ

Beatriz E. Témayo, M.D. J_'u'h/n C. Sierra

cc: Michael Jenkins, ESq., City Attorney ,at michael.jenkins@bbklaw.com
(via email only) o

Brian W. Byun, Esq,. Deputy City Attorney, at Brian.byun@bbklaw.com
(via email only)

Beatriz Dieringer, Clty Mayor, at bdieringer@cityofrh.net (via email only)

James Black, M.D., Mayor Pro tem, at jblack@cityofrh.net (via email
only)

Elaine Jeng, City Manager, at ejeng@cityofrh.net (via email only)

Meredith Elguira, Planning and Community Services Director,

at melguira@cityofrh.net (via smail only)

164



7/8/2021 Geotechnical Engineer, Pepper tree, Schefflera, 2007.JPG
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https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1sCJMalzv8TFViA1t7-2muU-A7mbHIaCU




Mprs. Beatrize Tamayo & Mr. Julio Sierra January 29, 2007
Job No. 01BT07 Page 13

Efflorescence was noted the exterior face of the foundation wall to the north of the dining room.

View of the addition made to the southwest of the original structure. The structure is missing
roof gutters and downspouts.

L.A. Private Eyes Geotechnical Engineers A Division of Prestige Engineering, Inc.
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Mers. Beatrize Tamayo & Mr. Julio Sierra January 29, 2007
Job No. 01BT07 Page 10

View of the property from the westerly backyard looking east.

/
L.A. Private Eyes Geotechnical Engineers A Division of Prestige Engineering, Inc.
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Agenda Item No.: 13.A
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: ELAINE JENG, CITY MANAGER

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: CONSIDER REQUEST FROM THE ROLLING HILLS COMMUNITY

ASSOCIATION NEEDS OF SENIORS COMMITTEE TO IMPROVE CITY
HALL CAMPUS AND APPROVE SUGGESTED IMPROVEMENTS.

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

On March 15, 2022, staff received a letter from the Rolling Hills Community Association
(RHCA) with a request from the Needs of Senior Committee (NSC) to improve the City Hall
campus. The COVID-19 pandemic changed the practice of using residential homes to hold
social and community events indoor. The NSC noted that there is a need for outdoor
community space to meet in a safe, and well-ventilated environment. The NCS suggested the
following:

e Flatten lawn area between City Hall and RHCA to make it more useful for outdoor
seating (tables and chairs or law chairs for movie, music, etc.) But keep this area open
for snow use during children's holiday party.

e A gazebo or other structure with a floor and shade for events in the area between the
two buildings where the long "no mow" fescue grass is located.

e Remove jasmine and agapanthas from the flower beds around RHCA to create more
usable space.

e Improve lighting in City Hall parking lot.

e Mark city hall parking with mile fraction markers so people may walk the parking lot
around buildings for exercise.

On Monday, March 21, 2022, staff met with Co-Chair of the NSC and RHCA Manager Kristen
Raig to discuss the suggested improvements.

DISCUSSION:

Staff invited Co-Chair of the NSC and RHCA Manager to the April 11, 2022 City Council
meeting to be a part of the presentation to the City Council. Additionally, staff was provided
with a sketch from a landscape architect showing elements of improvements for the City Hall
campus as reference.
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The City Council recently engage the services of Evan Smith Landscape Architect (Evan
Smith) to inventory the existing irrigation system at the City Hall campus. On Thursday, March
31, 2022, staff held a kick-off meeting with Evan Smith and discussed potential improvements
suggested by the NSC.

Should the City Council approve the suggested improvements by the NSC, staff will explore
funding opportunities, develop a high level cost estimate for design and construction, and can
incorporate a budget in the FY 22-23 proposed budget for adoption in late May or early June
2022.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 bicycle and pedestrian funds are available to
local agencies in Los Angeles County. These funds may be used for design and construction
of pedestrian and bicycle facilities and amenities (including wheelchair ramps).

TDA Article 3 local returns are allocated to local agencies on a per-capita basis. The City of
Rolling Hills is allocated $5000.00 annually and currently has an accrued balance of
$25,000.00. The 2018 allocation is due to expire on June 30, 2022. Should the City Council
approve the suggested improvements by the NSC, staff can explore the eligibility of the TDA
Article 3 available funding to be applied to the approved scope of improvements.

TDA Article 3 funds may be used for the following activities to pedestrian and bicycle facilities:

Engineering expenses leading to construction.

Right-of-way acquisition.

Construction and reconstruction.

Retrofitting existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities, including installation of signage, to

comply with the American with Disabilities Act (ADA).

¢ Route improvements such as signal control for cyclists, bicycle loop detectors,
rubberized rail crossings and bicycle-friendly drainage grates.

e Purchase and installation of bicycle facilities such as secure bicycle parking, benches,

drinking fountains, changing rooms, rest rooms and showers which are adjacent to

bicycle trails, employment centers, park-and-ride lots, and/or transit terminals and are

accessible to the general-public.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve as presented.

ATTACHMENTS:
2022-03-15LtrNeedsOfSeniorCommittee.pdf
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of Rancho Palos Verdes

No. 1 PORTUGUESE BEND RD. « RoOLLING HiLLs, CaLir. 90274

(310) 544-6222 ROLLING HILLS

GAHJ-F&?A:I}&Z (310) 544-6766 Fax

Elaine Jeng, City Manager
Rolling Hills City Council
2 Portuguese Bend Road
Rolling Hills, CA 90274

Re: Landscaping at City Hall Campus
Honorable Council Members and Ms. Jeng:

The members of the Needs of Seniors Committee of the Rolling Hills Community Association
would like to respectfully request that the City consider funding some modifications to the
landscaping around the City Hall and RHCA buildings to make it more of a community resource

and gathering place.

Rolling Hills is a tight-knit community with active clubs who host several annual events during
the year. Akey aspect of these events has been the generosity of individual community
members to open their homes for these events. With the onset of Covid in 2020, a need for
outdoor community spaces became apparent to allow community members to meet in a safe,
well-ventilated environment.

Clubs and community groups utilized the outdoor spaces between the City and RHCA buildings
for a block captain appreciation lunch, weekly Tai Chi and the Women's Club holiday party.

We understand the City has hired a landscape architect to evaluate and make
recommendations for the City Hall area landscaping. We hope to provide some input and
suggestions to expand the useful / accessible areas to allow for additional events and more use

by the community.

Suggestions:

e Flatten lawn area between City Hall and RHCA to make it more useful for outdoor
seating (tables and chairs or lawn chairs for movie, music, etc.) But keep this area open
for snow use during children’s holiday party.

e A gazebo or other structure with a floor and shade for events in the area between the
two buildings where the long “no mow” fescue grass is located.

e Remove jasmine and agapanthas from the flower beds around RHCA to create more
useable space.

e Improve lighting in City Hall parking lot
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e Mark city hall parking with mile fraction markers so people may walk the parking lot
around buildings for exercise.

Thanks so much for your consideration.

Sincerely,

The Members of the RIHCA Needs of Seniors Committee
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Agenda Item No.: 14.A
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH,

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: UPDATE ON ROLLING HILLS TENNIS COURTS IMPROVEMENTS TO
ADD PICKLEBALL COURTS. (PIEPER)

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

At the March 14, 2022 City Council Meeting, the City Council took no further action until
Councilmember Jeff Pieper reported back on discussions with the Rolling Hills Community
Association.

DISCUSSION:
None.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
Receive a presentation from Councilmember Jeff Pieper and provide direction to staff.

ATTACHMENTS:
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Agenda Item No.: 14.B
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH,

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: DISCUSS HOLDING AN ANNUAL STATE OF THE CITY EVENT.
(MIRSCH)

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

At the February 14, 2022 City Council meeting, Councilmember Leah Mirsch expanded on the
Council's direction for staff to inform the community on the city's accomplishments and
activities in the last two years to support the 2020 strategic plan and inquired if the City

Council would consider holding a State of the City event annually.

DISCUSSION:
None.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
Consider and provide direction to staff.

ATTACHMENTS:
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Agenda Item No.: 16.A
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH, CITY CLERK / EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT TO
CITY MANAGER

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL: ANTICIPATED LITIGATION
GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 54956.9(d)(2)

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:

A point has been reached where, in the opinion of the City Council on the advice of its legal

counsel, there is a significant exposure to litigation against the City.

Number of Potential Cases: 1
Letter from Californians for Homeownership dated March 3, 2022

DISCUSSION:
None.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:

None.

ATTACHMENTS:
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Agenda Item No.: 16.B
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL
FROM: ELAINE JENG, CITY MANAGER

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS

CALIFORNIA GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 54957.6

CITY DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE: CITY MANAGER
UNREPRESENTED EMPLOYEE: SENIOR MANAGEMENT ANALYST
CANDIDATE

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:
None.

DISCUSSION:
None.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
None.

ATTACHMENTS:
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Agenda Item No.: 16.C
Mtg. Date: 04/11/2022

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL
FROM: CHRISTIAN HORVATH,

THRU: ELAINE JENG P.E., CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR

GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 54957.6

CITY'S DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE: MAYOR BEA DIERINGER
UNREPRESENTED EMPLOYEE: CITY MANAGER ELAINE JENG

DATE: April 11, 2022

BACKGROUND:
None

DISCUSSION:
None

FISCAL IMPACT:
None

RECOMMENDATION:
None.

ATTACHMENTS:
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