CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH
PARKING AND PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS COMMISSION
MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING
DECEMBER 6, 2012
A.

CALL TO ORDER

The regular meeting of the Manhattan Beach Parking and Public Improvements
Commission was held on the 6th day of December, 2012, at the hour of 6:38 p.m., in the
City Council Chambers of City Hall, 1400 Highland Avenue, in said City.
B.

ROLL CALL
Present:
Absent:
Staff Present:
Clerk:

C.

Stabile, Nicholson, Fournier, Silverman, and Chair Adami.
None.
Madrid, Rydell and Mason.
Kennedy.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
12/06/12-1

August 23, 2012

MOTION: Commissioner Nicholson moved to approve the Parking and Public
Improvements Commission minutes of August 23, 2012. The motion was seconded by
Commissioner Stabile and passed by unanimous voice vote.
D.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION
None.

E.

GENERAL BUSINESS

12/6/12-2 Administrative Appeal to Remove and/or Relocate One (1)
On-Street Public Parking Space Adjacent to 217 4th Place
Chair Adami introduced the item.
Management Analyst Madrid gave the presentation. She began by
showing an aerial map of 217 4th Place and the surrounding neighborhood. She
explained that due to the recent slurry seal project, the parking T’s have not been
replaced due to this pending appeal. She then provided the background
information on the appellant, Ms. Mary Anderson’s request to remove and/or
relocate the parking space adjacent to her property at 217 4th Place. Staff
reviewed the request with the Traffic Engineer and Director of Community
Development and did not find valid justification for removing or relocating the
public on-street parking space adjacent to 217 4th Place. Both requests were
denied. On October 19, 2012, Ms. Anderson filed an Appeal of an Administrative
Action to the Parking and Pubic Improvements Commission. She is appealing
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staff’s evaluation denying the removal and/or relocation of the subject parking
space adjacent to her property.
Commissioner Stabile asked if the parking space was installed through a
request from a resident and what are considered valid reasons for removing
parking.
Management Analyst Madrid responded that there was not a request in
the project file, that the traffic engineer at the time made the decision to install the
parking space and valid reasons for removing parking include safety concerns or
impeding emergency vehicle access.
Management Analyst Madrid continued her presentation and explained
that staff suggested Ms. Anderson to circulate a petition to see if she could get
support from her neighbors to remove and/or relocate the parking space. Ms.
Anderson received 14 supportive signatures from surrounding neighbors,
however, only eight of those were within the petition area directly surrounding her
property.
Management Analyst provided staff’s recommendation to uphold the
decision of the Director of Community Development and deny the request to
remove and/or relocate one (1) on-street public parking space adjacent to 217 4th
Place. In addition, staff also provided the Commission three alternatives to
consider, including:
1. Relocate the subject parking space to the south side of 4th Place
directly adjacent to 400 Bayview Drive. This recommendation would
require the parking prohibitions to be reversed on 4th Place to “NO
PARKING THIS SIDE” on the north side and “NO PARKING
OPPOSITE GARAGES AND/OR CARPORTS” on the south side,
which may impact parking for all properties contiguous to 4th Place,
and would be inconsistent with alley parking on east/west streets
throughout the City.
2. Removing the only legal parking space on 4th Place. This
recommendation would change the parking prohibitions on the entire
200 block of 4th Place to “NO PARKING ON THISE STREET” since no
other legal parking spaces on 4th Place would remain.
3. Maintaining and relocating the existing parking space westerly a small
amount and install red striping in front of the walkway to 217 4th Place
to better facilitate access to the property. This will not affect any
parking prohibitions on 4th Place.
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Management Analyst Madrid also shared that surrounding homes within
500 ft. of the appeal location were noticed of tonight’s Administrative Appeal and
the staff report includes the appellant’s Application of Appeal of Administrative
Action with attachments, the mailed public notice with vicinity map and public
comments.
Commissioner Fournier clarified that Commissioner Stabile was asking for
the history of the parking space; if the space existed prior to 2004; the criteria
that was used to create the parking space; and if it was a staff decision to install
the parking space.
Chair Adami asked if the parking space is a standard sized space or a
compact car parking space.
Management Analyst Madrid stated that before the street was slurried, it
was an 18 foot space.
Traffic Engineer Rydell confirmed that 18 feet is the common length for a
parking space.
Commissioner Silverman asked if the issue staff had with relocating the
parking spot was directly related to the cost of replacing the signage.
Management Analyst Madrid responded no.
Commissioner Silverman asked how much signage would need to be
changed if the parking space was removed and if it would be difficult to do.
Management Analyst Madrid explained removing the parking space would
not be difficult from the City’s standpoint because only a few signs would need to
be changed out, but that eliminating the parking space would create a situation
where occupants on the 400 block of 4th Place would no longer be able to park
across their own garage on 4th Place as several do now, since no parking would
be allowed on the entire segment of 4th Place.
Commissioner Silverman asked for clarification and if the informal
arrangement would be voided.
Management Analyst Madrid explained that some occupants on 4th Place
park their vehicles across their own garage/carport even though it may be parked
opposite their neighbor’s garage/carport. Although this is prohibited, the
occupants have an informal arrangement with their neighbors which allow them
to park in this manner because enforcement is a complaint driven process. This
informal arrangement works for the neighborhood and is seen all throughout the
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City. If the parking space was removed, effectively banning parking on the entire
street, the informal arrangement would no longer be allowed on 4th Place.
Commissioner Fournier asked Management Analyst Madrid if there are
any other exceptions in the Sand Section that would be comparable to the
current situation.
Management Analyst Madrid responded to her knowledge, there are no
other similar exceptions.
Chair Adami stated that parking in alleys in the City of Westwood
automatically gets you a parking ticket.
Commissioner Silverman stated that Manhattan Beach Police Department
only tickets alley parking on a complaint basis.
Chair Adami iterated his question was in terms of state law, is it illegal to
park in all alleys?
Commissioner Nicholson further explained that in this situation the Police
Department has decided to be selective and not enforce “NO PARKING
OPPOSITE GARAGES AND/OR CARPORTS” rules since it is a complaint driven
process.
Commissioner Silverman asked if there is a sidewalk between the house
and the parking space.
Management Analyst Madrid explained there are no sidewalks in alleys.
Management Analyst Madrid introduced the appellants, Mr. Peter
Goodwin and Ms. Mary Anderson, who gave their presentation.
Mr. Goodwin’s presentation hit upon a few points the homeowner’s
deemed important including: the lack of a walkway. Mr. Goodwin explained they
do not have the benefit of a sidewalk and it is a unique parking space that is
located at a T intersection. Drivers must complete a tight turn and those using the
parking space hit and scrape the wall. Unfortunately, no one has taken
responsibility and it continues to happen. He explained they have spent nearly
$2,500 in repair costs on the planter wall. He then shared that staff continues to
state there is a set pattern in regards to parking on east/west streets in the Sand
Section even though Homer Place, 8th Place and 2nd Place do not follow the
pattern. He stated that staff states that the parking space partially encroaches in
the walkway which provides access to the home. The design of the home did not
include a parking space in front of the home. When his townhome was
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constructed, that private parking was increased from four parking spaces on the
property to six parking spaces on the property. That the parking space was
installed without notification or provocation from the neighbors. And removing
and/or relocating the parking space required one or two signs to be changed. Mr.
Goodwin explained he was not able to find an example of a parking space
directly in front of a home similar to his and feels as though they are being
treated differently.
Mr. Goodwin citied three different parts of the Municipal Code that he
believes apply to his situation:
•

Authority to install traffic control devices 14.12.010 Section B,
“traffic control devices be installed to give notice to the public of the
application of such law…”
The appellants know of no such notification.
• Residential Districts – Specific Purposes 10.12.010 Section B,
“ensure adequate light, air, privacy, and open space for each
dwelling…”
The appellants state that the parking space restricts access to their
required open space.
• Driveway – Visibility 10.64.150
The appellants state that the parking space is three feet from 221 4th
Place’s carport driveway.
He agrees that parking is at a premium in the City and considers how this
parking spot came to be directly in front of their home. He concluded by stating
they have yet to experience open and transparent government.
Commissioner Silverman asked when the townhomes were built.
Commissioner Stabile responded; the townhomes were built in 2006.
Ms. Anderson clarified the townhomes were built in 2004; the Anderson’s
purchased the property in 2006. The parking space was installed after the home
was built during the original escrow in 2004.
Commissioner Silverman asked why the Anderson’s feel the parking
space should be removed since it was already installed when they purchased the
property in 2006.
Ms. Anderson responded that when they purchased the property, they did
not understand the damage the parking space would cause; she explained it has
been an ongoing issue for the last seven years.
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Chair Adami stated the Anderson’s have not previously complained to the
City regarding property damage and asked why.
Ms. Anderson explained they believed people would take responsibility for
the damage that was caused and they were patient.
Commissioner Nicholson asked for clarification of the relationship between
cars and the wall.
Ms. Anderson explained that the parking space is adjacent to their
planter wall and vehicles parking in the space are facing west on 4th Place; that
the most common way off of 4th Place is a hard right turn onto Bayview Drive.
Commissioner Fournier asked if the damage to the wall is attributed the
car parked in the space.
Commissioner Nicholson asked if there is a relationship between being
parked in the space, turning right, and causing damage.
Ms. Anderson explained the damage occurs when there is a car parked in
the space and is turning right and hits the planter wall. When this occurs, the
impact can be felt on the third level of their home. She also explained they have
witnessed it happen on three occasions in the last three or four years.
Commissioner Silverman asked if there would be a downside if the
parking space was relocated to the south side of 4th Place.
Ms. Anderson explained that was an option they recommended the City to
consider when their first request to remove the parking space was denied by
staff.
Commissioner Fournier asked if the home builder knew there was a
parking space there when he designed the townhome.
Robin Michael, the builder and occupant of the adjacent townhome
explained when the Certificate of Occupancy was issued; the City immediately
installed the parking space. He shared his belief that the parking space is a
hazard and explained his son received a ticket because his vehicle was blocking
emergency vehicle access.
Commissioner Nicholson asked Mr. Michael what the corner looked like
before the rebuild and if there was a cinderblock wall.
Mr. Michael explained the garages were facing Bayview Drive before the
rebuild but there was a cinderblock wall in the same place.
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Commissioner Fournier asked if Mr. Michael currently lives in the
townhouse next door.
Mr. Michael answered in the affirmative.
Commissioner Stabile asked for clarification from staff regarding the
accusation the appellants made regarding the lack of consistency with east/west
street signage.
Management Analyst Madrid explained she mapped all of the east/west
numbered “Place” streets in the Sand Section using the City’s GIS software, and
determined they are consistent with ”No Parking this Side” on the south side and
“No Parking Opposite Garages/Carports” on the north side, and some segments
do not allow parking on either side of the street.
Commissioner Fournier asked the Anderson’s for their main objective for
their request.
Ms. Anderson explained that moving the parking space westerly does not
address the issue of vehicles encroaching in their walkway and therefore, they
asked the parking space be relocated to the south side of the street or eliminated
altogether.
Commissioner Stabile pointed out the photos provided by the appellants
are inconsistent with Management Analyst Madrid’s information.
Management Analyst Madrid responded that Homer Place is the City
boundary line; the north side of the street is consistent with current City parking
prohibitions while the south side of the street is in the City of Hermosa Beach.
The 8th Place at Bayview picture, the No Parking on the south side is consistent,
and the sign for the north side is not visible in the picture provided by the
appellants.
Audience Participation
Jacob (no last name provided), stated that he is the owner of the silver
truck shown in several of the photos provided by the appellant, apologized for
blocking the appellant’s walkway and explained originally the cinderblock wall
went to the end of the property. He has been parking in the said parking space
for the last 15 years and has never hit the wall or the telephone pole.
Commission Fournier asked if Jacob had some history regarding the
parking space.
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Jacob explained that he has been using that parking space for as long as
he’s lived there which has been for the last 15 years. At some point the parking
space was painted over to prohibit parking, and in 2004 the parking T’s were
reinstalled to allow for parking again.
James Horner stated he does not understand why this one space is so
important. It will make a difference to homeowner’s enjoyment of their property
and supports the Anderson’s request that the parking space be removed.
Commission Discussion
Commissioner Stabile asked if the picture of 2nd Place at Ocean Drive was
accurate, meaning the No Parking on the north side of the street. He indicated
his inclination towards relocation of the parking space and explained the three
arguments against relocation:
1- Inconsistent with other alley streets. It’s a value but not the only value
in issue here and not necessarily the most important value. He shared
his belief the consistency is overridden by other considerations.
2- Might be easier to park on the other side of the street.
3- Requires changes in signage. Parking on the other side of the street
doesn’t hurt anyone; He favored relocating the parking space to the
south side of the street. If that is deemed invalid. He would be inclined
to remove the parking space; relocate or move.
Management Analyst Madrid stated that the 2nd Place at Ocean Drive
picture provided does not show the sign for the south side, and the sign on the
north side states “No Parking Within 25 Feet”.
Commissioner Silverman shared his concern regarding the consistent
property damage and suggested relocating the parking space might have an
impact but would not impede anyone’s entrance to their home. He expressed
concern with losing parking.
Commissioner Nicholson shared he would prefer to move the parking
space across the street. He wanted to honor the appellants request to keep
parking, therefore, was leaning toward the third recommendation.
Commissioner Fournier iterated his concern is consistency; he believes
consistency is important and expressed his concern that the appellants were not
interested in moving the parking space west and shared his support for staff’s
recommendation.
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Chair Adami thanked everyone for their participation and commented that
the issue of parking in the Sand Section is very important; he voiced his
opposition to relocating the parking space across the street and suggested
removal.
MOTION: Commissioner Nicholson moved to recommend to the City
Council to relocate the parking place across the street, as specified in the first
alternative recommendation. Commissioner Nicholson clarified relocating the
parking space would not have adverse effects on the neighborhood. The motion
was seconded by Commissioner Stabile.
Traffic Engineer Rydell shared his belief that by relocating the parking
space across its current location, that the majority of traffic would be coming from
Highland Avenue westbound on 4th Place, therefore, relocating the parking space
would possibly cause vehicles parking in the wrong direction. He also
commented that relocating the parking space to the south side of 4th Place does
not mitigate the possible damage to the wall; vehicles making a right turn from 4th
Place to Bayview Drive would actually be closer to the wall when making that
turn and may continue to cause damage to the planter wall.
Chair Adami reiterated that relocation would create more problems and
removing the parking space is the right decision.
Ayes:

Nicholson and Stabile.

Noes:

Chair Adami, Silverman, and Fournier.

Abstain:

None.

Absent:

None.

MOTION: Chair Adami moved to recommend to the City Council to
remove the parking space as specified in the second alternative
recommendation. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Stabile.
Commissioner Nicholson stated the third alternative recommendation was
the best option.
Ayes:

Chair Adami and Stabile.

Noes:

Nicholson, Silverman, and Fournier.

Abstain:

None.

Absent:

None.
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MOTION: Commissioner Silverman moved to recommend to the City
Council to relocate the parking space a small amount westerly as specified in
the third alternative recommendation. The motion was seconded by
Commissioner Fournier.
Commissioner Stabile commented the motion fails to address degradation
of homeowner’s quality of life issues and safety.
Commissioner Silverman explained he did not see an issue with quality of
life or blocking sunlight issues because their living space is on the third floor.
Commissioner Nicholson reiterated that the homeowner’s purchased the
property with the current parking in place and does not know the extent of the
relationship between the parking spot and damage.
Ayes:

Silverman, Nicholson and Fournier.

Noes:

Chair Adami and Stabile.

Abstain:

None.

Absent:

None.

Management Analyst Madrid explained to the appellants that the PPIC’s
recommendation will go to City Council most likely at the second meeting in
January 2013 because the first meeting in January is dark.
RECESS AND RECONVENE
At 7:53 p.m., there was a recess until 8:02 p.m., when the meeting reconvened in
regular agenda order with all Commissioners present.
12/06/12-3
on Pacific Avenue

Installation of Shared Roadway Bicycle Markings (Sharrows)

Management Analyst Madrid presented the staff report. She provided
background information including that in November 2011 the City Council adopted the
multi-jurisdictional South Bay Bicycle Master Plan which includes 31 total miles to be
implemented over a 10 year period. She then introduced South Bay Bicycle Coalition
Executive Director Mike Don.
South Bay Bicycle Coalition Executive Director Mike Don addressed questions
regarding why Pacific Avenue was specifically chosen for sharrow markings. Mr. Don
also explained 16 meetings were conducted for the preparation of the South Bay Bicycle
Master Plan and the goal is to create safer streets for all road users alike. Sharrows
protect cyclists and keep them off sidewalks. He continued that the more bike users, the
calmer and friendlier the streets will be; he then asked all audience members in support
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of the sharrows to stand and encouraged the commission to approve the sharrow
markings at 125 feet intervals instead of the recommended 250 feet intervals.
Commissioner Stabile shared one of the concerns that had been expressed:
sharrows would encourage bicyclists to ride abreast and slow down traffic.
Mr. Don explained Pacific Avenue is the start of a grid and bicyclists already
have the right to use the entire lane. He hopes the sharrow markings will have a calming
effect on all traffic and explained that history shows it is not a problem.
Commissioner Silverman asked what if someone is on their bike and is riding
slower and you have a car that needs to pass.
Mr. Don explained that situation is very tough because right now that same thing
exists, in the State of California bikes have the right to use the entire lane, but with
education both the cyclists and drivers should be more courteous.
Commissioner Silverman asked if their will be education for cyclists.
Mr. Don explained the Beach Cities Bicycling Club President will be announcing
a new program and law enforcement has the ability to give cyclists the same kind of
citation as a motorist for violating traffic laws.
Commissioner Fournier asked if pedestrians lose any rights on a class two bike
path.
Mr. Don stated that no, pedestrians do not lose any rights.
Chair Adami asked Mr. Don to explain bicycle lane classes.
Mr. Don shared that Class I is like the bike path, it is separated; Class II has
dedicated white lines painted on the street; Class III has BIKE ROUTE signage but can
include other measures for calming streets.
Chair Adami stated the staff report is recommending two hundred and fifty feet
while the Bicycle Coalition is recommending 125 feet, he asked why that was the case.
Mr. Don explained the more reminders, the safer the street.
Audience Participation
Individuals addressing the Commission on this item were as follows:
Jamie Sheek, 17th and Pacific Avenue, related her apprehension and explained
that mothers and fathers do not slow down when taking their kids to school in the
morning. She expressed concern that installing the markings will encourage people to
ride their bikes to school and make the situation more dangerous on Pacific Avenue.
Jim Hannon, Beach Cities Cycling Club President and South Bay Bicycle
Coalition Board Member, announced the Beach Cities Cycling Club and South Bay
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Bicycle Coalition will be rolling out a joint youth safe cycling program in the first quarter
of 2013. The program will address how to ride properly, safely, and hopefully encourage
fewer parents to drive their children to school. He shared his feeling that sharrows on
Pacific Avenue would encourage people to commute by bicycle to work.
Eleane Hoons, 3400 Block of Pacific Avenue, expressed her concern with the
sharrow markings. She backs out of her driveway and feels it is dangerous without the
sharrow markings; she felt bikers are more aware when there are no markings.
Julian Katz, Hermosa Beach Public Works Commissioner, shared he rides
his bicycle frequently and stated professionals have looked at the steps being taken to
make the Beach Cities more bicycle friendly. He stated the signs that will be installed will
help notify bicyclists and motorists that everyone should be more vigilant.
Fred Manna, No Address Provided, explained that sharrows are not
encouraging people to ride on the specific streets but making it safer for those who
already ride on the street. The design of the sharrow is not to create a bike route but to
make bikes more visible to drivers.
Jeanne Hendricks, No Address Provided, expressed her support for safer and
calmer streets for cycling, walking, and driving in Manhattan Beach and sees the
sharrows as an opportunity to make healthier choices.
Ted Ernst, former Manhattan Beach Resident, urged the Commission to
recommend the sharrows on Pacific to City Council so awareness and safety are
highlighted. He stated they would be aligning themselves with minimizing their reliance
on gasoline.
John Wilcox, Manhattan Beach Resident, thanked the Commissioners for their
service to the City. He mentioned he is an advocate for the South Bay Bicycle Coalition
and encouraged the Commission to support the sharrow markings every 250 feet to
make the route to school safer for kids walking or riding their bikes to one of the three
schools on Pacific Avenue. He stated it helps adhere to the commitment to the Bicycle
Master Plan and the City’s commitment to the Vitality City plan. He also mentioned the
City should be addressing dangerous drivers.
David Sounis, No Address Provided, mentioned that he rides to Raytheon
sometimes and if you are biking up 8th street to get to the east side of the City the
Valley/Ardmore intersection is difficult.
Todd Dipaola, South Bay Bicycle Coalition Founder, thanked staff and the
Commission for their support. He shared that when he was a little boy he began riding
his bike to elementary school, then to high school, then to college, and eventually biked
across America. He explained sharrows provide safety benefits and is excited to see
Manhattan Beach making this first step.
Commission Discussion
Commissioner Nicholson explained it is a wonderful proposal and shared his
hope the Commission move forward with it. He is very much in favor of what has been
said tonight and saw this as an opportunity to change the mindset of residents of
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Manhattan Beach. He hopes the markings will mitigate some of the dangerousness of
going to school on bikes and really believes it is a great opportunity for the public.
Commissioner Fournier thanked the City for putting on all of the workshops and
allowing the Commissioners and residents to be better informed. He explained although
it may seems scary, any type of effort to mark roadways differently is an added value in
the safety issue. He expressed his appreciation to the coalition and suggested anyone
who has doubts should look at the data and educate themselves.
Commissioner Silverman shared his vision that the size of cars and new
regulations are going to encourage lighter, smaller cars and more bicycle commuters.
He sees bicycle commuting as the way of the future all over the world. And his belief this
proposal is a move in the right direction and needed to help us to move forward with
bicycle transportation in Manhattan Beach and the world.
Commissioner Stabile announced he has been a supporter of the South Bay
Bicycle Master Plan since he became aware of it and now is the implementation. He
asked how to continue to move the process forward and shared his support for the
sharrow markings.
Chair Adami shared that he lived on Pacific in 1988 and used to ride his bike to
LAX; he is excited and happy to move forward with the ideas brought fourth in the
Bicycle Master Plan and thanked the Bicycle Coalition for their commitment. He
explained his two sons and wife were in the audience earlier and had hoped to share
their support for the sharrows; he suggested an education campaign in the schools and
thanked staff for their work.
Commissioner Nicholson suggested the next street to add sharrow markings
should be Bell Avenue.
MOTION: Commissioner Stabile moved to recommend to the City Council that
the proposed Sharrow markings be installed on Pacific Avenue between 5th Street and
Rosecrans Avenue at 250 foot intervals. The motion was seconded by Chair Adami.
Commissioner Silverman added a friendly amendment allowing markings to be less than
250 feet apart. Chair Adami asked Traffic Engineer Rydell to confirm the current interval
are not greater than 250 feet. Traffic Engineer Rydell confirmed and Chair Adami
suggested the friendly amendment state “intervals not greater than 250 feet” and the
motion passed by the following unanimous roll call vote:
Ayes:
Noes:
Abstain:
Absent:
F.

Stabile, Nicholson, Fournier, Silverman and Chair Adami.
None.
None.
None.

COMMISSION ITEMS

F1.
Commissioner Stabile asked about the smoking on the strand issue he raised at
the last PPIC meeting.
Management Analyst Madrid explained his comments were included in the action
minutes that went for approval to the City Council. The City Council must pull the
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minutes and provide staff with direction on a specific item in order to move forward on
that item.
Commissioner Nicholson stated it may be time to approach City Council
members individually.
F2.
Management Analyst Madrid announced that Sergeant Mark Mason will be
retiring at the end of the month; the retirement party is at 3:30 p.m. on Tuesday,
December 11, 2012 in the Police/Fire community room. She asked Commissioners
interested in attending or speaking at his retirement to let her know. Management
Analyst Madrid also said she would forward the retirement party flyer to the
Commissioners.

F3
Commissioner Fournier raised the issue of taxis taking up parking spaces on
Friday and Saturday nights, as well as, lining up along Ocean Drive.
Management Analyst Madrid explained there is a taxi stand on Ocean Drive and
that staff is working with the taxi companies and the Downtown to see if additional taxi
stands can be created in the downtown area.
F4
Commissioner Fournier expressed concern regarding the traffic signal lights at
the intersection fo 15th Street, Valley Drive, and Ardmore Avenue. When a vehicle is
facing eastbound 15th street about to cross Valley Drive– vehicles facing westbound are
not aware that the eastbound driver has a green light. 15th Street.
Management Analyst Madrid stated that the Traffic Engineer will look into the traffic
request.
G.

STAFF ITEMS
12/06/12-5

Monthly Revenue and Expenditure Report:
and File

Receive

Received and filed.
12/06/12-6

Staff Follow-Up Items

Management Analyst Madrid announced Traffic Engineer Rydell won the City two
more Highway Safety Improvement Program grants and asked Traffic Engineer Rydell to
provide the details of each grant.
Traffic Engineer Rydell explained the two grants are for a protected left turn
traffic signal at Sepulveda Boulevard and 8th Street and the other is a City-wide
Pedestrian Improvement Plan which identified locations throughout the City where
accidents happened in the last ten years and the plan will construct improvements in
those locations. The two grants total almost half a million dollars.

Traffic Engineer Rydell explained the grants are very competitive.
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Management Analyst Madrid highlighted that Traffic Engineer Rydell has won the
City 1.4 million dollars in grants over the last two years.
Commissioner Nicholson, looking at the financial reports, stated the City’s
revenues are up over 2008 levels and those projected for 2013 are significantly better
and pointed out everything seems to be exceptional except parking citations are not on
target.
Chair Adami asked if the 1.5 million dollars in grant monies is included in the
revenue portion of the financial reports.
Management Analyst Madrid stated that those monies are not reflected in the
financial reports.
H.

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 9:06 p.m. to the regular Parking and Public
Improvements Commission Meeting on Thursday, January 24, 2013, in the City Council
Chambers of City Hall, 1400 Highland Avenue, in said City.
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