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2012 
 

August 14, 2012 
 
► Motion to approve letter to CD 15 regarding signage designation of San Pedro’s Cultural 

Arts District:  Motion by James Allen to approve the letter as corrected, seconded by Andrew Silber 

and passed unanimously by the Central SPNC Board.  Letter addressed to Joe Buscaino follows: 

Subject:  Cultural Arts District Signage 

Dear Councilman Buscaino,     

The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council is concerned about signage and way finding in our district and 

we have come to realize that in the City of Los Angeles most, if not all, of the recognized Cultural Arts Districts 

have designated signs that define the boundaries of these districts.  Our San Pedro Arts Culture and 

Entertainment district does not.   

The ACE District Plan was not only approved by the CRA/LA Commission and the DCA Commission, but was 

funded and approved by the City Council itself.  It deserves to have the same kind of official designation that 

other cultural districts have within the city.  

Could you have your staff look into which department of the city handles this sign problem and request that this 

deficiency be remedied?  Also, could your representative communicate with us on the process and timing until it 

is accomplished?  If the department or your staff needs any guidance in this matter, we stand ready to lend a 

hand. 

Thank you for your continued good work on behalf of the citizens of San Pedro and the entire CD 15. We 

appreciate your acknowledgment to this correspondence. 

James Preston Allen, Vice-President CSPNC 

On behalf of the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council Board 

 

► Motion to change CD15 ad hoc committee to standing committee:  Motion from Committee to 
change the status of the CD 15 ad hoc committee to a standing committee was approved 
unanimously by the Board.   
 
► Committee recommendations on comments to be submitted on Port of LA Master Plan.  The 
Board approved sending the following comments by a vote of 14 yes, 0 no.   
  
Recommendations for Adoption by the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council: 
i) As the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council is vitally and ardently interested in the outcome of the Port of 
Los Angeles master plan update, it would urgently request that steps and strategy to arrive at the finished 
document be accurately and promptly communicated by the Port of Los Angeles to the Central 
San Pedro Neighborhood Council, on each and every occasion when that communication is appropriate. 
A. We ask that Port of Los Angeles master plan update meetings including, but not limited to, scoping meetings, 
public outreach meetings and community workshops be notified to all Central SP NC board members and 
Central SP NC Port Relations Committee members in a timely manner by email. 
B. We ask that vital meetings relevant to the development of this update be not held between 6p.m. and 10p.m. 
on evening of the second Tuesday of any month. 
C. We ask that PCAC committee members are all notified of meetings, scoping meetings, public outreach 
meetings and community workshops. (Although three of the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council Port 
Relations Committee members [Anderson, Vought, Alexander] attended a Port of Los Angeles Port Master Plan 
Update Public Workshop on Thursday July 19, 2012 at the Banning’s Landing Community Center in 
Wilmington, - none of these three received email notice nor a postcard advising of August 14th public scoping 
meeting). 
ii) The following list of relevant items we, (the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council), feel to be vital for 
inclusion in future planning for the Port of Los Angeles, and we ask that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood 
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Council adopt these items as its own, as we feel that they all need to be included in the Port of Los Angeles 
Master Plan update, on behalf of our stakeholders: 
A. Emphasis must be placed on developing and enhancing those sections of waterfront which are designed for 
use by visitors and local residents, (e.g. Crafted, USS Iowa, Kaiser Point cruise terminal) e.g., parking issues, 
marketing, infrastructure, landscaping, mass public transit. 
B. The San Pedro Waterfront needs to be developed as a ‘seamless interface’ with downtown San Pedro 
in accordance with the vision described by the Urban Land Institute, SMWM studies, consultant Keith 
Gurney, the City of L.A. Community Redevelopment Agency, and others. 
The ULI Study (2002) is available here: 
http://www.chulavistaca.gov/City_Services/Development_Services/RedevHousing/Projects/documents/SanPedr
oReport.pdf see also http://sanpedrocity.org/wpcontent/uploads/2012/03/AGENDAPACKETMAR2012.pdf and 
http://sanpedrocity.org/wpcontent/uploads/2011/02/buscainoletterCRAwithattachments.pdf and (from the 
Port of Los Angeles): http://www.portoflosangeles.org/EIR/SPWaterfront/FEIR/1_Introduction.pdf 
CRA intentions are here: 
http://www.crala.net/internetsite/Projects/Pacific_Corridors/upload/Pacific%20Corridor%20Five%20Year-2.pdf . 
Further analysis of need for seamless interface is here: 
http://fourstory.org/features/story/a-vision-for-san-pedro/ 
C. The Red Car or other Port of Los Angeles light rail needs to connect with the Los Angeles Metro passenger 
rail system which serves downtown Los Angeles and the proximity of Los Angeles International Airport. 
D. A water taxi or other means of public water transportation needs to be developed to connect the Port of Los 
Angeles with other waterfront destinations such as Santa Monica, Newport Beach, Seal Beach, Alamitos 
Beach. 
E. The Red Car project must be developed to interconnect broader areas of San Pedro town and its suburbs. 
F. Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council would like to see more diversity in the Port of Los Angeles’s 
economic development plan. Revenues should be diversified beyond relying too heavily on container traffic at 
the expense of developing other revenuable plans; this will require the Port of Los Angeles to expand the 
diversity of its economic activities. 
G. Truck traffic on city streets must be ameliorated and its impact reduced as a public safety need, an aesthetic 
need and an environmental need. Alternatives must be found to this problem, (e.g. a dedicated on/off ramp at 
Westmont and the 110 Freeway). 
H. The general public must have more access to the water, (not just to viewing the water from the waterfront), 
but access to the ocean or to channels. (E.g. beaches, coastal berms, boat launches). 
I. The Port must reduce the heat island effect on its land through increased and improved landscaping and 
alternative surface materials along with other means that the Port identifies and implements. 
J. The California Coastal trail needs to be further established and improved throughout Port of Los Angeles 
property. 
K. The impact of night time operations on adjacent communities needs to be abated and reduced, including the 
impacts of light and noise pollution at night. 
L. A bicycle lane system needs to be established between Long Beach and Downtown San Pedro, across 
Terminal Island. 
M. Historical sites, buildings and facilities need to be protected and preserved, N. Dedicated space must be 
found for the relocation of hazardous materials including the facilities owned or operated in San Pedro by Plains 
All American Pipeline, L.P. or PAA Natural Gas Storage, L.P., or by PNGS GP LLC 
O. Nature Preserves and Marine Habitats should be encouraged, developed, expanded and maintained. 
P. Landscaping should be instigated and carried out all along Ocean Boulevard, wherever it is within Port of Los 
Angeles boundaries. 
Q. More Port of Los Angeles land must be dedicated to capture and generate electrical power, thereby reducing 
dependence on the Los Angeles’ grid: A renewable energy-based system must be developed to facilitate the 
large-scale transmission and storage of solar and wind power. 
R. Interface between Port of Los Angeles properties and the adjacent community(ies) should be beautified and 
landscaped including the undergrounding of utility cables and lines. 
S. The Port of Los Angeles must develop a plan which guarantees that continued personal recreational use of 
the Outer Harbor is not hindered, reduced or curtailed. 
T. Industrial land use should be concentrated on Terminal Island, and not on community-adjacent land (e.g. the 
west bank of the main channel). 
U. Rail cargo should access and egress the Port of Los Angeles via grade separations to minimize impact on 
local traffic, improve quality of life for harbor area residents, and reduce danger to road users. 
V. The percentage of all cargo moved by rail, (including empty containers), entering and leaving the Port of Los 
Angeles should be increased, and the percentage needing the use of streets and freeways should be 
decreased. 
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W. Quiet zones need to be established for all railway/railroad activities adjacent to residential communities. 
X. Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council would like to know the Port’s longterm plans for Knoll Hill. 
 

► Motion Re: Letter of support for Off the Vine Wine’s application for new permit for 
expanded area: Motion brought forth by the Land Use Planning Committee to send a letter of 
support for Off the Vine Wine’s application for new permit for the expanded area to the Planning 
Department was passed unanimously by the Board. 
 
 
July 10, 2012 
 
► Council File update regarding opening a Council file requesting that a Neighborhood Prosecutor 
be assigned to San Pedro: James Allen made a motion to forward the following document to the HANC 
so that a council file can be considered and submitted by all the Harbor Area Neighborhood Councils. The 
motion was seconded by Annette McDonald and passed unanimously the Board.  Document follows: 
 
“Motion to open a council file requesting that a Neighborhood Prosecutor be assigned to 
San Pedro (Action Item). 
Central San Pedro has benefited previously from the services of a Neighborhood Prosecutor from the 
staff of the City Attorney’s office. In recent months, this service has been withdrawn from us, due to 
financial constraints placed upon the City Attorney’s Office. 
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council finds this to be unacceptable, (just as the removal of 
LAPD from our streets would be unacceptable). 
This Council therefore requests that a neighborhood prosecutor be re-appointed for this district no 
later than August 1st, 2012, in order that the City can continue its avowed commitment to 
public safety.  
1. Quote from http://atty.lacity.org/OUR_OFFICE/index.htm website of the City Attorney’s Office: 
“With more than 500 lawyers and 1,000 employees overall, the Los Angeles City Attorney's 
Office is among the largest government legal offices in the country. It is the third-largest government 
law office in California, following the Attorney General’s Office and the Los Angeles County District 
Attorney’s Office. 
The City Attorney is the chief prosecutor for the City of Los Angeles with jurisdiction to prosecute all 
misdemeanor criminal offenses and infractions. He is also the chief legal advisor and general counsel 
to the Mayor and the City Council, as well as all boards, departments, and officers in the City of Los 
Angeles.” 
2. Seven pages of City Attorney’s Office names and phone numbers: 
http://atty.lacity.org/stellent/groups/electedofficials/@atty_contributor/documents/contributor_we 
b_content/lacityp_007337.pdf 
3. Seven pages of City Attorney’s Office organizational flow chart: 
http://atty.lacity.org/stellent/groups/electedofficials/@atty_contributor/documents/contributor_we 
b_content/lacityp_013816.pdf 
I regret that you might have to copy and paste these two links in 2 and 3 above.” 
 
►PCAC MOTIONS: 
a. Motion to support relocation of Valero tank farm in Wilmington. Andrew Silber moved that the 
PCAC representative vote to support the PCAC Motion, seconded by Kali Merideth and passed 
unanimously by the Board.  PCAC Motion follows: 
The Wilmington Waterfront Development Subcommittee recommends that the PCAC support 
Vopak’s preferred reconfiguration project at Berth 191-194. 
 
b. Motion in support of Federal quite zone for freight rail in the Port. Frank Anderson moved that the 
PCAC representative vote in favor of the motion, seconded by Andrew Silber. The motion passed with 15 
yes votes and 1 no vote.  PCAC Motion follows: 
WHEREAS, PHL, BNSF and UP trains move cargo on Terminal Island, intermodal yards and to 
and from the Port on rail lines that extend beyond the boundaries of the Port at all hours of the 
day and night; and 
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WHEREAS, trains are required to blow horns at at-grade crossings and as part of regular rail 
operations at levels that often exceed 100 decibels, which is well above the City’s 65-decible 
noise limit and disruptive to residents in San Pedro and Wilmington; and 
WHEREAS, a study commissioned by the Port in 2005 provided recommendations to reduce 
episodic noise related to Port activity including the development of Quiet Zones, which can 
eliminate the need to use train horns at at-grade rail crossings; and 
WHEREAS, the Port is in the process of preparing a comprehensive update to the Port Master 
Plan which includes the construction of more rail lines and rail yards to accommodate a 
forecasted cargo volume 2 ½ times the existing level. 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that PCAC requests the Board of Harbor Commissioners to 
direct staff to establish Quiet Zones within the Port boundaries, and at at-grade railroad crossings 
within four miles of the Port boundaries that have a clear nexus to Port-related cargo. 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that we encourage the Board of Harbor Commissioners to 
establish a working committee to assist the Harbor Department in determining the improvements 
necessary to establish a Rail Quiet Zone in the Harbor area. 
 

►Board Approval of revised Letter Re: Issue Concerning Release of Impounded City Official 
Vehicle.  Pat Carroll moved that the letter be sent as presented, seconded by Andrew Silber and passed 
unanimously by the Board.  Approved wording of letter follows:  
Our stakeholders listened with much dismay and outrage to a report by CBS2 Los 
Angeles, regarding the release from impound of a car belonging to the spouse of a senior manager in 
the City of Los Angeles. 
We have been assured from Chief Beck’s office that an investigation into allegations of preferential 
treatment will be undertaken. 
This Neighborhood Council would like to be kept appraised of this investigation, so that we might 
attempt to reassure our stakeholders that our City does not operate a two-tier system with regard to 
law enforcement. 
Can you please confirm back to us that we will receive written confirmation of:  
1. Whether there is any substance to CBS2’s report; 2. the progress and then the outcome of this 
investigation (initiated by Chief Beck’s Office); 3. Whom is conducting this investigation; 4. Any 
remedial steps being taken to ensure that this type of potential ethical breach cannot occur in our City 
in the future. 
 
 
June 12, 2012 

 

►Board Approval of Report on Land Use Planning Meeting of May 16, 2012:  Motion passed 

unanimously approving the two pages of recommendations from the Land Use Planning Committee 

on the Draft Community Plan Update as follows:   
The numbers preceding the paragraphs below refer to page numbers of the draft report dated April 12. 
3 The CP should acknowledge that although downtown San Pedro is readily accessible to both the 110 freeway 
and Route 47 to Long Beach, it is not well connected to public transit, but that improved mass transit 
opportunities would help San Pedro reach it's potential for sustainable growth. 
16 Reference to Sunken City is only negative, although this site has geological and historic 
interest to many residents. 
25 The Plan also supports the creation maintenance and expansion of an its Arts, Cultural and Entertainment 
District. Also, a customized public sidewalk dining plan should be created for the ACE district to facilitate 
permitting. 
36 Policy LU5.3; Add restrictions on pawn shops, liquor stores and bars, as stated on pg 33.  
37 Policy LU5.12; Add: improve and widen public sidewalks where feasible, move utilities underground, and 
enhance bus stops with public art and other amenities. 
40 Seventh St as well as Sixth St constitutes the core or heart of the Downtown Community Center, which is not 
mentioned in other sections of the draft as well. Please note that Seventh Street will replace Sixth St as the 
connection to the waterfront when the Port reconstructs Harbor Blvd as planned, and only Seventh Street 
provides a signalized intersection with Gaffey Street.  
42 Policy LU7.5; AGFs (above ground utility facilities) should also be eliminated on Pacific Avenue, as this is an 
important pedestrian corridor. 
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43 "Harbor Blvd - Welcome Gateway"; The Caltrans surface parking lot may be better used for the construction 
of a parking structure serving the Cruise Terminal (or Park and Ride attached to an extended Red Car system 
traveling north) than as a "signature building". Also, the relocation of assisted housing units from the freeway 
exit loop (old Seven Seas motel) and landscaping of this area would greatly improve this community entrance. 
53 The California Coastal Trail that passes through San Pedro is a very significant feature for our area, and 
should be mentioned in the introduction of this section and treated with its own specific policy statement. 
59 San Pedro Prioritized Streets; Seventh St should be included with priorities for both pedestrians and motor 
vehicle. Again, see Port's plan to make it the primary connection between downtown and the waterfront. 
70 Policy M5.3 - add "on existing rail rights-of-way continuous with the Port's Red Car Line" with respect to the 
extension of the Metro Green Line and/or Harbor Subdivision Light Rail to San Pedro. 
71 Identify the three bus stops at the intersection of Pacific Avenue and Seventh Street as the most significant 
downtown serving bus stops, and most in need of improvement and enhancements. 
72 Pacific Avenue does not suffer from traffic congestion (LOS is good), and should not be listed as congested 
and a principle mobility concern. 
73 Policy M7.2; motorized vehicle priority street list should include Harbor Blvd.  
81 Mention the California Coastal Trail in the context of Recreation and Scenic Highways  
 
Other comments that are not directly tied to existing sections of the draft include: 
The inadequate sidewalks adjacent to these two streets should be widened: 
�The west side of Centre Street between 6th and 7th Streets. 
�The west side of Harbor Boulevard between 6th and 7th Streets. 
The important bus stops at the following intersections of should be enhanced with additional seating and made 
more attractive: 
�Pacific Ave & Seventh St 
�Gaffey and First St 
Public transit routes should connect senior housing and other special populations to medical facilities. Our 
DASH should be routed along 7th Street (instead of Summerland St) to provide better access to the hospital 
and medical offices on 7th Street. 
A bus transit map should be created showing the current bus routes serving San Pedro and the bus and rail 
transit hubs to which they connect; this should be included as an exhibit to the community plan. Such a map 
would assist the community in analyzing additional transit needs as well as helping make existing transit options 
clearer. 
Official street tree plans should be created for 6th St, 7th St, Pacific Av. and Gaffey St. Tree well standards that 
conform to the existing sidewalk grid pattern should be created. 
San Pedro supports community-based agriculture and community gardens, which should be included in the 
redevelopment of large sites such as Rancho San Pedro, Ponte Vista, and military housing compounds. 
Knoll Hill has no pedestrian access. Trails are needed to allow pedestrian access outside of the 
road to the hilltop. 

► Motion to Approve Letter in support of LAUSD Adult Education Programs.  The Board 

unanimously approved sending the following letter to the entire LAUSD School Board.  

Subject:  Support for Adult Career Education Programs 

Dear Dr. Vladovic, 

The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council is extremely concerned about the impending closure of two Adult 

Career Education facilities within our district, the San Pedro Community Adult School and the Harbor 

Occupational Center. 

These facilities provide low cost job training to adults and students from our local secondary schools where 

vocational training is no longer offered.  They offer concurrent High School Diplomas, GED Certificates, ESL 

and citizenship courses.  This is a crucial step towards our constituents’ ability to contribute to the workforce.  

These skills are also a prime reason why employers choose to locate in Los Angeles. 

We urge you to reconsider the decision to close the Adult Career Education program and immediately 

reinstatement the program so they may continue to offer courses through the summer and fall terms. 

Regards, 

cc:   Mayor Antonio Villiaraigosa; LAUSD Board President Monica Garcia; Superintendent John Deasy; 
Councilman Joe Buscaino, CD15 
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May 8, 2012 

 

► Motion to Approve Off Street Racing Letter:  Letter in response to Port Director Knatz’ letter on 

the subject of a racing track.  Two revisions to the letter were proposed.  After a short discussion, the 

board unanimously approved sending the letter as revised.  Wording of revised letter follows: 

Thank you for your response of March 28, 2012.  In reply, we would point out that the plan for this raceway is in 

compliance with State Tidelands in that it is proposed to be a portable installation.  All that are required are k-

rails, grandstands, a couple of trailers for offices/toilets, and possibly chain link fencing.  All of which are 

temporary in nature.  This allows for a community facility with the flexibility to position it on a parcel not in use at 

a given time.  The duration could be for a single event, weeks, months, or longer depending on the site. 

In the 1990’s a raceway operated on Terminal Island which was relocated as needed when the Evergreen and 

NYK terminals were under construction.  Since then the raceway has been attempting to find a location in the 

South Bay. 

We understand that there were objections raised when it was proposed to locate the raceway in Wilmington at 

the Anchorage Road Soil Storage Site.  This plan is entirely different for the reasons stated above and should 

be evaluated on its own merit. 
Seeing that there are many parcels at the Port not in use due to planning/pending lease agreements/EIR 

processes, the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council urges the Port to reconsider its prior position and 

support this worthwhile project. 

 

► Bylaws Committee:  Board resolved to make the following changes to the Bylaws:   

a. Age: Pat Carroll moved to amend the voting age for stakeholders and committee members to be 14 and 

the age to be able to hold office at 18.  The motion was seconded by Linda Alexander and passed with 

14 yes votes and 1 no vote.   

b. Absences:  Allyson Vought moved to amend Article Five Section 7 to read “3 unexcused absences in a 

twelve month period”.  The motion was seconded by Pat Carroll and passed with 8 yes votes and 7 no 

votes.   

c. Seating of new officers:  Andrew Silber moved that the people filling board vacancies be seated at the 

end of the meeting where they are selected.  Motion seconded by Kara McLeod and passed with 9 yes, 

2 nos.   

d. Approval of Amended Bylaws:  Motion by James Allen to approve the bylaws as submitted by 

committee with the above amendments, seconded by Linda Alexander and passed with 13 yes votes, 1 

no vote.   

 

► Motion to File Community Impact Statement Regarding the draft Community Care Facilities 

Ordinance (Council File #11-0262).   

The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council views well-run community care facilities as providing 

important public benefits to the community. Per the March 8, 2012 report from the Planning Dept to 

the City of Los Angeles PLUM Committee:   

"Currently, a variance is needed to locate a licensed facility for seven or more in a residential zone. 

The proposed ordinance removes that obstacle and expands options for licensed facilities by 

permitting them by-right as a public benefit in all zones subject to municipal performance standards, 

including a limitation of two residents per bedroom." 

This council generally supports the proposed ordinance that (1) permits facilities by-right subject to 

performance standards and (2) provides alternative compliance procedures when care providers 

propose reasonable alternatives to the performance standards. However, the alternative compliance 

procedures should be clearly defined and should not unreasonably burden the care providers as to 

timeline or cost. Furthermore, the density requirements specifying the number of beds per room 

should be rewritten to instead require a minimum room square footage per bed, consistent LA County 

requirements.  Motion passed with 9 yes votes and 4 no votes.  
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►Motion Re:  Request for prioritized code enforcement based on observed excess of signage:  

The 700 block of Pacific Avenue contains significant and multiple violations of City sign 

ordinances. Seven properties identified as probable code violations with respect to displaying 

excess signage are: 700, 701, 702, 708, 711, 716, 717 S. Pacific Avenue.  Andrew Silver moved to 

amend the above list adding the liquor store on the corner of 7th and Center, seconded by Annette 

McDonald.  The motion to amend passed unanimously and the motion as amended then passed 

unanimously. 

►RESOLUTION RE: Priorities for public space improvements:  The Board approved the following 

priorities with the understanding that none of these priorities should jeopardize any parking plan 

currently in process with the Council Office: (Motion approved by 11 yes, 1 no) 

a) Replace remaining Norman ad bearing bus benches with new contractor Martin Outdoor Media bus 
benches. 

b) News racks that do not receive regular maintenance can be a blight on the community and should 
be reported. The City should provide the neighborhood council with a contact name and number for 
reporting and follow up. 

c) Bollard repair for sidewalk sitting nodes in front of 445 W. 7th St 
d) Improvement of condition of satellite parking lots: City Lot 641 and the Croatian Cultural Center 

parking lot. Walls need finishing and repairing, on-site signage needs improvement, and way finding 
signs from Pacific Avenue need to be designed and installed. 

e) Improvement of accessibility of satellite parking: repair the alley curb return along the east side of 
Pacific Avenue between 6th and 7th Streets, as this lies in the pedestrian path from the satellite 
parking lots to the center of downtown San Pedro. 

f) Plaza at 6th & Mesa: large kiosk removal and bench relocations in order to open up plaza space 
and eliminate view obstruction of the artistic retaining wall. 

g) Lillian Fierman walkway improvement 
h) Deficiency of Centre Street sidewalk, west side between 6th and 7th Streets. Consider boardwalk 

extension. 
 

►Motion to File Community Impact Statement Regarding the City budget for economic 
development staff within the Planning Department; File #11-0086-S4:  
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council recognizes the importance of economic development activities 
as practiced by the Community Redevelopment Agency (prior to State defunding) for the purpose of reducing 
blight and making strategic investment in economically challenged neighborhoods. We ask that the City of Los 
Angeles provide reasonable funding for staff personnel who specialize in economic development in order that 
they may collaborate with this neighborhood council and other community groups in the interest of blight 
reduction and strategic capital investment. Staff should be assigned to the Pacific Corridor Redevelopment Area 

for regular interaction and coordinated planning.  Motion from Committee passed by the Board with 13 yes 
votes, 0 no votes. 
 
►Motion Re: Community-based planning for the future of Ports O'Call 
The Port of Los Angeles, as landlord for the Ports O'Call property, is about to enter into a RFQ process, or 

"Request for Qualifications" (as a developer). The Central SPNC recommends that a community forum be held 

this summer to take advance public comments on the proposed redevelopment of Ports O'Call, in order to pro-

actively prepare this neighborhood council to respond to Port redevelopment actions. This community forum 

should be sponsored by the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council, or, the three San Pedro neighborhood 

councils acting together if it is agreed to do this cooperatively.  Central SPNC should have a representative on 

the panel that picks a developer for Ports O’Call.   

The amended motion was then passed unanimously by the Board. 

►Board Approval to send “Letter of Concern” to Police Commission, City Attorney, Ethics 
Commission, Council District 15 Office:  Motion by Andrew Silber to send the letter as presented 
in the agenda packet.  Motion seconded by Kara McLeod and passed with 10 yes votes, 1 no vote.   
Wording of letter follows: 
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Dear Mr. Trutanich, 
Re: Waiving of Vehicle Impound Fees 
We have been made aware of a news broadcast by CBS of the alleged release of a vehicle from proper and 
correct police impound because ownership of that vehicle is by the spouse of City of Los Angeles Departmental 
General Manager. 
We have been asked by a majority/unanimous1 vote of my fellow Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council 
Board members to write and officially make the following enquiry: 
We would very much like to know if this news report is correct and accurate, and if not, then where it is 
inaccurate. 
In either event, can you please let us know 1. who or which agency/department is conducting an investigation 
into these allegations, and 2. in the event that such investigation confirms all or part of these allegations by CBS 
News, then what action is the City of Los Angeles likely to take in order to ensure the cessation of this practice 
of favoring City Employees above other citizens of the City of Los Angeles? 
 

►Motion to Approve Revised Central San Pedro NC logo:   

 

 
 

The Board reviewed the revised logo as presented by the Committee and approved the logo with 10 

yes votes, 1 no vote.   

 

April 10, 2012 

 

► No motions other than funding motions (see past funding overview) 

 

March 13, 2012 

 

► Marymount College: A letter of support for Marymount’s Expansion Project was included in the 

Agenda Packet. Andrew Silber moved that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council endorse the 

Marymount CUP and send the letter as presented. The motion was seconded by Pat Carroll and carried 

unanimously. 

 

► Clearwater Project:  Sue Castillo moved that a letter be sent to the Sanitation Department requesting 

a one month extension on the Public Comment period, seconded by Art Almeida. Motion carried 

unanimously.  

 

► Motion Re: Free Speech Issue at Farmer’s Market: Andrew Silber moved to approve the motion as 

presented, seconded by Sue Castillo and carried with 11 yes votes and 0 no votes. The wording of the 

resolution follows: 

“Whereas our stakeholder citizens wish to exercise their First Amendment rights at the San Pedro 

Farmers Market, we, the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council, request a clear written policy 

from the San Pedro Chamber of Commerce stating its adherence to protecting free speech, assembly 

and petition in any public place. 
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► Parking Meter Motion:  Motion by Andrew Silber to send the letter as presented in the agenda packet, 

seconded by Allyson Vought. The motion was passed with 7 yes votes and 3 no votes. The contents of the 

letter were as follows:  

The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council strongly recommends that the Transportation Committee 

advocate a trial time of (4) months of free parking in downtown San Pedro. This is needed to regain customer 

base that has been lost since April 2009 when the parking meter rates jumped from .25 an hour to $1.00 an 

hour.  

Merchants in our area have seen their business decline as a result, and with the economy still challenged, 

people need an incentive to re-visit and do business in downtown San Pedro. Since the start of the fare hike the 

number of cars parked on our streets is down 65% by the City’s own statistics. 

Business in Downtown San Pedro needs help and we endorse a trial moratorium on parking meters for this time 

to help revitalize the area. After the trial period we will then need to assess its success to see if a permanent 

removal of the meters is warranted. 

 

► CD 15 Action Item List: Andrew Silber gave an update on the CD15 Action item list as it was created 

by the ad hoc committee. A copy was included in the agenda packet. Bill Roberson moved that the 

updated CD15 Action Item list be submitted to the Council District 15 representative, Joe Buscaino and his 

staff, as a vehicle for tracking issues. The motion was seconded by James Allen and passed unanimously 

by the Board.  

► Skateboard Safety Issue: Motion by Art Almeida that the Board go on record supporting councilman 

Joe Buscaino’s position on the skateboarding issue and that a rule be passed by the City Council that 

safety helmet be worn by skateboarders on public property, seconded by Annette McDonald. Motion 

carried unanimously. 

► Land Use Planning Committee:  A motion was brought forth from the Committee to take the following 
list, meet with Councilman Buscaino, and discuss all eight points in order for the Central San Pedro 
Neighborhood Council and CD15 to work together to further Central’s redevelopment interests. The motion 
was seconded by James Allen and passed unanimously by the Board.  
List:   
List of CRA-assisted activities of concern to the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council: 
1. City Code violation enforcement activity. CRA staff received complaints from the PC CAC and other 
community members about violations associated with particular nuisances, routed these to the appropriate City 
departments, and provided status reports back to the PC CAC. The systematic method and follow up increased 
City staff accountability and helped provide transparency into the 
City's code enforcement efforts. This neighborhood council offers to act as a similar clearinghouse and resource 
to the City in order to achieve significant code enforcement results, carried out as a part of its official CD Issue 
List function instituted in 2010. 
2. Non-discretionary building permit sign off with respect to compliance with the San Pedro Downtown 
Design Guidelines and stated historic preservation goals. CRA staff previously carried out this function 
(over and above the work of City Planning staff). This NC asks that particular City staff member(s) who are 
knowledgeable about local guidelines and goals be assigned to this task, and that this staff be made available 
to the neighborhood council for reporting and follow 
up on building permit approvals. 
3. Community Plan Update. CRA planning staff provided expert assistance that was focused on Pacific 
Corridor Area needs. This NC asks that the City Planning Dept bring the current draft document to public 
stakeholders at a community forum coordinated with the NC before any significant decisions are made, and that 
the process for finalizing the Plan allow reasonable time for NC input. 
4. Design Advisory Panel. The Pacific Corridor Redevelopment Area benefited from the independent 
recommendations of its panel of design professionals on significant new projects, as these recommendations 
were typically implemented and greatly improved final design quality. This NC wants to continue to receive the 
benefits of such a panel, and is interested in organizing this under the aegis of the neighborhood council. 
5. Sidewalk repairs, updated street furniture and public greenscaping were among CRA efforts in 2009-
2011, but more remains to be done. It is recommended that an NC task force focusing on those issues be 
formed, and that Council District 15 work with this task force to find continued funding for such projects. 
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6. Major Projects. The Pacific Corridor Redevelopment Area working plans included community-desired 
initiatives such as a downtown parking structure, new park space, and the improvement of the Warner Grand 
Theater. Some of these initiatives achieved funding that will survive the loss of the CRA, but many others await 
further development. This NC has a continuing interest in these initiatives which will require economic 
development expertise. We ask that a dedicated City economic development specialist be assigned to our 
district and be made available to work with us. 
7. Seamless Interface between the community and the waterfront. CRA staff worked with POLA staff for 
many years to incrementally implement the "seamless interface" vision established in the 2001 ULI Report on 
downtown San Pedro. This NC remains dedicated to the seamless interface concept and asks Council District 
15 to recognize the importance of this vision and commit to 
achieving it over the coming years. 
8. Affordable housing. The CRA funded and generally assisted with the development of affordable housing 
projects in this community, and this NC remains interested in such development. 
 
 

February 14, 2012 

 

► Expansion of ACE District: James Allen commented on Central’s previous Motion from November 

2011 and presented a letter of support to be sent to Councilman Joe Buscaino. The wording of the letter 

follows: 

Dear Councilman Joe Buscaino: 
On November 8, 2011 at the monthly board and stakeholder meeting, the Central San Pedro 
Neighborhood Council board passed the below referenced motion recommending the expansion of the 
Arts, Culture and Entertainment District (ACE) to include portions of the waterfront where the USS Iowa 
will reside and going south along Beacon Street to connect to the Crafted in Los Angeles development at 
warehouses 9 &10. 
We believe that this is a forward looking proposal which anticipates certain cultural activities that should be 
contained within one district and that would allow for the better marketing and promotion of San Pedro's 
cultural assets. It is our hope that you could propose this through a council motion for swift action seeing 
as how there are obvious benefits and negligible costs to the city. 
Thank you for your consideration in this matter, 
Respectfully, Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council 
(The motion referred to in the letter is included in this document under November 2011 motions.)  
Annette McDonald moved that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Board send the presented letter to 
the council office requesting that the City Council take action. The motion was seconded by Sue Castillo 
and passed with 9 yes votes, 2 no votes. 
 
 

January 10, 2012 

 

►Letter of Support from community to bring USS IOWA Veterans Association Reunion to San 

Pedro:   Andrew Silber moved to send a letter of support from the Central SPNC to the USS Iowa 

Veterans Association requesting that the lodging for the July 2nd through July 7th Reunion be brought 

to San Pedro and not Long Beach, seconded by Kara McLeod and approved unanimously by the 

Board.  

 

►Motion to Approve a CD15 Ad Hoc Committee: Andrew Silber is tracking activity, requests and 

concerns on issues that are important to the Central SPNC and where support or assistance is 

requested from the Council Office. It has been suggested that an ad hoc committee be formed and 

that committee will work closely with the new Councilmember for CD15.  Motion by Julia Parker to 

form an ad hoc committee to track activity, requests and concerns that need assistance and support 

from the Council District 15 Office. Motion seconded by Carrie Scoville and approved unanimously by 

the Board.  
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►Motion on BNSF Southern California International Gateway DEIR:  The Board voted 

unanimously in favor of directing the PCAC Representative from Central SPNC to vote in favor of the 

following PCAC motion: 

 

Motion on BNSF Southern California International Gateway DEIR: 

WHEREAS, the Port of Los Angeles (the Port) has released the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the 

Southern California International Gateway project “the Project” to be operated by project applicant BNSF 

Railway, and 

WHEREAS, the Project will displace a number of local businesses which occupy the area subject to the 

development of the Project, and 

WHEREAS, Fast Lane Transportation, Inc. (Fast Lane) is one of those businesses subject to dislocation, and 

WHEREAS, Fast Lane is the only local business subject to dislocation as the result of the development of the 

Project which owns the land upon which it operates, and 

WHEREAS, the Port has identified a relocation site for Fast Lane Transportation, Inc. in the DEIR, and 

WHEREAS, the relocation site is operationally deficient and inadequate to support the continued operation of 

Fast Lane in its present state, and 

WHEREAS, Fast Lane seeks to continue to operate its business in Wilmington and retain in excess of one 

hundred jobs it supports, and 

WHEREAS, the lack of a specific and adequate relocation plan in the DEIR creates unacceptable uncertainty 

resulting in difficult operating conditions for Fast Lane, then 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Wilmington Waterfront Development Subcommittee recommends to 

the Port Community Advisory Committee (PCAC), that PCAC recommends to the Board of Harbor 

Commissioners to direct Port staff to make sufficient Port land available to Fast Lane Transportation to ensure 

Fast Lane can relocate and continue its operations within Wilmington. 

 

2011 
December 13, 2011 
 
►Motion from Election Committee:  The Board passed a motion to discuss the responses to the 
survey. After a lengthy discussion, the board passed a motion with 10 yes votes, 0 no votes, to 
provide the following responses to the City Clerk’s survey:   
1. Is your NC willing to postpone elections until 2014, as determined by the City’s 2011-2012 Budget 
and Administration Code restrictions placed on the City Clerk.  Response by Board is “NO, Our By-
laws call for a 2-year term.  That is the term our stakeholders selected us to serve.” 
2. If your NC Board would like to hold a non-City Clerk election prior to 2014, what is your Board 
willing to consider in terms of cost of the elections?  Response by Board “Utilize the Town Hall 
selection process and forgo the election process.” 
3.  Who would your NC Board prefer to administer your elections in the future?  Please rank the 
options below in the order your NC would most prefer.  Response by Board.  1st  Choice A) Your NC 
(Using a Town Hall Selection Process).  The board did not choose a 2nd  or 3rd option in the ranking.   
4. Which method does your NC Board prefer for electing board members?  Response by Board “At-
Polls Elections”. 
5.  As an alternative to the methods above, would your NC Board prefer a Town Hall Election or Town 
Hall Selection?  Response by Board:  “Town Hall Selection (Open or public ballot). 
6.  Please include specific comments from your stakeholders or Board Members that you feel would 
be valuable as part of this survey.  Response by Board:  No additional comments were given in 
response to this question.   
 



 

P
a

g
e
1

2
 

► Motion Re: Port’s Sampson Way Conceptual Redesign:  Motion from Land Use Planning 
Committee that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council support the Port’s Sampson Way 
Conceptual Redesign as presented at the Land Use Planning Committee meeting with a request that 
as part of this project the Port also widen the sidewalk in front of the Municipal Building, seconded by 
James Allen, and passed unanimously by the Board. 
 
 
November 8, 2011 
 

► Motions related to the filing of Community Impact Statements on behalf of Central San 
Pedro:   
 
Sue Castillo moved that the Board reaffirm to DONE that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood 
Council wants representatives to be able to file Community Impact Statements on its behalf.  The 
motion was seconded by Andrew Silber and passed unanimously by the Board.   
 
Sue Castillo moved that the following Board Members be authorized to submit “Community Impact 
Statements” on behalf of the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council:  Sue Castillo, Andrew Silber, 
Carrie Scoville and Scott Gray.  The motion was seconded by Pat Carroll and passed unanimously by 
the Board.  
 
Sue Castillo moved that the following Board Members be authorized to submit Council Files on 
behalf of the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council:  Sue Castillo, Andrew Silber, Carrie Scoville 
and Scott Gray.  The motion was seconded by Andrew Silber and passed unanimously by the Board.   
 
►Motion Re: Downtown Parking:  James Allen moved that the Central SPNC Board send a letter 
to the appropriate parties requesting free parking downtown for the holidays.  The motion was 
seconded by Pat Carroll and passed unanimously by the Board. 
 
►RESOLUTION RE: ROLE OF NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCILS ON LAND USE AND ZONING  
ISSUES.  Moved by James Allen, seconded by Andrew Silber and passed unanimously by the Board.  
Wording of motion follows: 
Whereas Section 900 of the City Charter states that two purposes of neighborhood councils are  
1) to promote more participation in government and 2) to make government more responsive to local 
needs; and   
Whereas neighborhood councils have had an increasing interest in the importance of land use and 
zoning issues; and   
Whereas Los Angeles City Council members have become increasingly aware of the value of 
neighborhood council input on these matters;  
Therefore be it resolved that whenever a city council member does not concur with a Central San 
Pedro Neighborhood Council official position on land use or zoning issues that they respond within 30 
days, providing a written response addressed to this neighborhood council which clearly outlines and 
delineates the reasons for their actions. 
 
►Resolution Re: Expansion of ACE District Boundaries.  The board voted in favor of the motion 
with 8 yes votes and 2 no votes.  The following resolution was adopted:   
Motion to extend ACE district to include Warehouse 9 & 10 
Whereas, the CRA/LA has approved and funded the Arts, Culture and Entertainment district for the Downtown 
area of San Pedro to promote the arts in their various forms for the public benefit; and  
Whereas, the ACE district exists to promote a sustainable arts community that attracts and retains artists in this 
community and that this goal is parallel to the concept of a crafts center just beyond the borders of the ACE 
district; and  
Whereas the Port of Los Angeles has entered into an agreement with a developer for Warehouses 9 & 10 for 
the express purpose of creating an arts & crafts center open to the public and on the tide-lands of the Port of 
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Los Angeles, and has entered into an agreement for the USS Iowa to be berthed at docks 88-90 on the main 
channel; and  
Whereas, currently the ACE district boundaries are Fourth Street on the North, Harbor Boulevard to the East, 
Eighth Street to the South, and Pacific Avenue to the West, and extending all the way to the center of the Main 
Channel on the east; and  
Whereas, it would be in the best interests of the CRA/LA, the community and Port of  
LA to extend the borders of the existing ACE district to include the proposed craft center on  
Harbor Blvd. at Warehouses 9 and 10, as well as the areas below, as a natural and conceptual addition to the 
ACE District and its plan.  
Therefore Be It Resolved that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council urges the  
CRA/LA to expand the boundaries of the current Arts, Culture and Entertainment (ACE) district to include the 
area described as follows: beginning at the intersection of Eighth Street and Beacon St, thence southerly along 
Beacon Street to its intersection with Crescent Avenue, thence southwesterly along Crescent Avenue to its 
intersection with 22nd Street, thence easterly along 22

nd
  Street to the centerline of the Main Channel, thence 

northerly along the centerline of the Main Channel to its intersection with the easterly prolongation of Fourth 
Street, thence westerly along Fourth Street to Harbor Boulevard.  
And furthermore, that the district be expanded to include all of the waterfront areas now included in the San 
Pedro PBID assessment district that is inclusive but not limited to the docks where the USS Iowa will soon be 
berthed. This would also include the waterfront south of the Maritime Museum known as Ports O' Call Village 
and portions of the SP Slip. 
 
►Motion to adopt bylaws change:  Scott Gray moved to adopt all bylaws changes presented in the 
Agenda Packet, and also in Article VII, Section 1, seconded by Andrew Silber and approved by a vote 
of 9 yes, 0 no:  
Article VII COMMITTEES AND THEIR DUTIES 
Section 1: Standing 
The Election Committee: The Election Committee shall be a standing committee of the Governing 
Board. The Election Committee shall have authority to set up and operate elections or a selection 
process if the City Clerk does not conduct the Council’s election process. The Election Committee 
shall conduct oversight of any election/selection process used to elect members to the Governing 
Board. 
 
►Motion Re:  Endorsement of a clean-energy and jobs-creation concept funded by an AMP-
offset fee paid from windfall profits from the project.  (Moved by James Allen, seconded by 
Carrie Scoville and passed unanimously by the Board).   
Motion Re: Jobs and Clean Energy Project  
Whereas, each supertanker unloading at Pier 400 will save its owners up to $2 million each time they dock 
because the ships no longer will have to lighter their crude oil into smaller tankers west of Catalina to bring it to 
Los Angeles, and   
Whereas, alternative marine power (AMP) is currently not required for all Supertanker calls at the new 
Supertanker berth at Pier 400, and  
Whereas, this will require and permit hundreds of Supertankers to unload while running engines 24 hours a day 
at dockside during the first decade of the project, and  
Whereas, the Harbor Area is a federal non-attainment zone for air pollution, and   
Whereas, an AMP-offset fee would fund a jobs and clean-energy program for the Harbor Area and beyond 
using windfall profits from the project, 
Therefore be it Resolved, the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council endorses a clean energy and jobs-
creation concept, funded by an AMP-offset fee paid from windfall profits from the supertanker project or by 
donations from Plains All American, the permittee, and  
Further Resolved, the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council asks other Neighborhood Councils in the City 
of Los Angeles to endorse the clean-energy and jobs-creation concept, and  
Further Resolved, the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council asks each candidate for the CD 15 seat to 
take a stand for or against the clean energy and jobs-creation concept and further to pledge once elected to 
seek the plan’s implementation by the city of Los Angeles, as well as any necessary enabling legislation. 
 

►Motion to give notice to Inactive Board Members prior to removal from the Central SPNC 
Board. James Allen moved that the Central SPNC give written notice to those Board Members having 
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missed three consecutive meetings prior to them being considered for removal from the Board.  The 
motion was seconded by Sue Castillo and approved unanimously by the Board.    
 
►Motion Re: Sidewalk Repair Issue: Sue referred to information presented on pages 24 & 25 of the 
agenda packet.  The proposed motion asks the City to go back to the drawing board. A motion was 
brought forth by the Land Use Planning Committee requesting that the 2-page resolution (attached) 
be submitted as a Community Impact Statement and those copies be forwarded to the Department of 
Public Works, the Mayor, City Council Staff and the Council Person elected in January.  The Board 
approved the motion unanimously.   The 2-page resolution referenced above follows: 
 
CENTRAL SAN PEDRO NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL 
Draft Community Impact Statement and response to City of Los Angeles proposal to make individual property 
owners financially responsible for the repair of sidewalk fronting their properties where such repairs are made 
necessary by City-owned street trees. 
This neighborhood council is very concerned about the condition of the public sidewalks in the City of Los 
Angeles and recognizes the following: 
Although State of California Law currently provides that cities may enact regulations that place 100% of the 
burden of sidewalk repairs on the adjacent property owner, the common law of easements specifies that the 
party that benefits from an easement shall pay the costs of installing and maintaining the improvements that 
serve the purposes of that easement. Although sidewalks in good condition enhance private property values to 
some degree, the party benefiting from public sidewalks is primarily the public. Therefore, we conclude that the 
public sidewalks should be maintained primarily at common or public expense. The public sidewalks of a City 
are an important component of its transportation and recreational infrastructure. It is in the general interest of 
the City to encourage its citizens to walk rather than drive to destinations whenever possible, and to walk for 
recreational purposes as well. Public sidewalks in good condition serve these common (public) purposes. 
The cost of replacing sidewalks destroyed by adjacent street trees could exceed $10,000 along a single 
property frontage, which is beyond the reasonable financial means of many property owners in this City. 
Treeroot damaged sidewalks are scattered irregularly throughout the City, where sidewalks in perfect repair 
exist side-by-side to sidewalks in need of total replacement, through no fault of the adjacent property owner. 
Placing the burden of repair solely on fronting property owners is an unjust solution to a common problem. 
The trees along the streets of a city provide many benefits to the residents of the city, including air quality 
improvements, urban heat sink reduction, and aesthetic benefits. The proposed transfer of liability of street tree 
damage on private property owners is very likely to produce changes in the behavior of property owners which 
will result in the significant loss of trees to the city, including the health benefits provided by such trees. The 
impacts of the ordinance are likely to be most severe in low-income neighborhoods, where the cost of sidewalk 
and tree maintenance is proportionately higher relative to home values. 
While it is logical to require individual property owners to plant, water and maintain their own parkway plantings, 
the least cost-effective way to repair sidewalks is for individual property owners to contract for repairs on a per-
property basis. The most cost-effective way to repair public sidewalks is through a large-scale sidewalk repair 
contract that is focused by locality, or neighborhood. 
The poor condition of sidewalk in the City of Los Angeles did not occur overnight and cannot be fixed overnight. 
Patience, creativity and a focus on cost-effective and just cost sharing among the citizenry are required to solve 
this problem. Demonstration projects prior to implementing a "final solution" would allow the city to observe the 
best practices of other cities, experiment with different repair approaches, and follow up with the implementation 
of a rational citywide program. 
 
This neighborhood council requests that the City return to the planning phase of a citywide sidewalk 
repair plan that includes the input of neighborhood councils. Demonstration citywide sidewalk repair 
programs should consider inclusion of the following strategies: 
 
The city should prioritize sidewalk repairs to address the worst sidewalk conditions first, based on objective 
criteria. Most-need repairs should be prioritized by the degree of damage and offset; priorities should also be 
assigned by general accessibility considerations such as the volume of pedestrian traffic, walk to school routes, 
proximity to retail centers and public facilities such as hospitals and other public buildings. These priorities 
should be established in a Sidewalk Evaluation and Needs Guidelines (reference City of San Diego). 
The City should re-examine its budgeted priorities for its existing revenue stream. If it is conclusively determined 
that there are insufficient existing funds to carry out a first or demonstration phase repair program based on the 
guidelines referenced above, the City should place a measure on a city ballot enabling a bond issuance to 
obtain the needed funds for that phase, spreading the repair costs across the public served. If the priority repair 
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areas reflect distinct neighborhood patterns, assessment districts unique to those neighborhoods could be 
proposed. 
The City should enter into large-scaled sidewalk repair contracts that maximize cost efficiency. Such contracts 
should be geographically focused, as contractor mobilization within a limited area (versus city-wide) will achieve 
greater efficiency. 
Prior to implementing general expense-only contracts, the City should recreate its 50/50 voluntary repair 
program. This program should emphasize prioritized repairs (see guidelines above) and be carried out as large-
scale competitively-bid contracts. The 50% private share should be established exclusive of City administrative 
fees (reference cities of Berkeley and San Diego and their 50/50 programs). By implementing this before repairs 
made at general (taxpayer or assessment district) expense, the inventory of needed repairs will be reduced 
early on. 
No residential property owner should be charged City overhead costs, including permit fees, when that property 
owner opts to voluntarily contract for the repair of their adjacent sidewalk at their own expense. 
Sidewalk repairs under 25 square feet shall be made to City standards but shall not require a City permit 
(reference City of Oakland; also City of San Jose, where a free permit is mailed with the notice to correct and 
the property owner may do the work without hiring a contractor). 
In the event that financial responsibility is laid directly on a property owner for the repair of their adjacent 
sidewalk, there should be a $500 ceiling fixing the maximum cost that an owner-occupied residence must bear 
for repair of their adjacent sidewalks (also reference City of Livermore, CA, for which the maximum per property 
liability is fixed at $1,765). Proof of inability to pay should extinguish any lien or postpone the payment. 
Every effort should be made by the City to protect its urban forest. Valuable and sustainable trees shall not be 
removed. Trees deemed by Urban Forestry to be less than valuable and sustainable should, if removed, be 
replaced by a suitable species in appropriate location(s). 
Although assignment of liability for damages suffered due to trip and fall accidents on out-of-repair sidewalks 
are ultimately determined in a court of law, the City shall enact no legislation or policies which place or tend to 
place an extraordinary burden of oversight and care for the common property of public sidewalks and trees on 
individual property owners, who are "laypersons" with respect to these matters. 
 
Finally, this neighborhood council strenuously opposes a point-of-sale repair requirement that places 
unlimited cost burdens on individual residential properties regardless of the equity held or profit to be 
gained by a sale of a property. 
 

►HANC Related Motions: 

1.  A motion was passed by HANC related to the Day Laborer Program.  Carrie Scoville moved that 
the Central SPNC endorse HANC’s day laborer motion, seconded by Andrew Silber and passed 
unanimously by the Board.  (Motion to be forwarded to Eric Garcetti).    
 
2. HANC is opposed to automatic extension of NC board member terms ending 2012 to 2014 and 
requests a change in the plan for neighborhood councils to allow NC’s to conduct their own elections 
if they choose to do so.  Carrie Scoville moved that the Central SPNC endorse HANC’S opposition to 
the automatic extension, seconded by James Allen and approved unanimously by the Board. 
 
October 11, 2011 
 

PCAC Related Motions:    
► PCAC Election Endorsement – Motion to approve recommendation from the CSPNC Executive 
Board as follows: This neighborhood council has a representative on the PCAC, Carrie Scoville, and 
we emphatically support her advancement within that organization. We hereby endorse her as an 
Officer of the Port Community Advisory Committee. Motion to approve the recommendation passed 
unanimously by the CSPNC Board. 
 
► LA Waterfront Plan Participation - The EIR/Aesthetic Mitigation Subcommittee approved  
the following recommendation on September 8, 2011. Recommendation:   
Whereas, the PCAC was established through LA City Resolution #6039 and charged with the responsibility of 
reviewing past and present Environmental Impact Reports and Port impacts and mitigations affecting Harbor 
Area Communities;  
Whereas, the Port of LA conducted public presentations of the LA Waterfront Plan without PCAC participation 
or recognition of the responsibility assigned to PCAC by the LA City Resolution;   
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Therefore, be it resolved, that PCAC strongly recommends to the Board of Harbor Commissioners that it 
ensure the PCAC can fulfill responsibilities assigned by City Resolution #6039 by recognizing the PCAC as the 
necessary venue for public presentations and discussions regarding the LA Waterfront Plan and/or that the 

Waterfront Plan meetings be conducted through POLA/PCAC partnership. Motion to approve the 
recommendation passed unanimously by the CSPNC Board.  
 
► Colonial Yacht Anchorage / Wilmington Youth Sailing Center - The Wilmington  
Waterfront Development Subcommittee approved the following recommendation on June 14,  
2011.  Recommendation:  
The Wilmington Waterfront Development Subcommittee recommends to the PCAC that the PCAC recommend 
to the Board of Harbor Commissioners (BHC) that the Port continue to designate Colonial Yacht Anchorage’s 
existing land and water space for recreational uses and to preserve the existing uses that include a boat yard, a 
launch ramp and marina slips. The Port designate Colonial’s storage yard and surrounding slips on the 
southwest corner of Anchorage and Shore Roads for the Wilmington Youth Sailing Center, separate from any 

future lease of the boat yard, launch ramp and marina slips. Motion to approve the recommendation 
passed unanimously by the CSPNC Board. 
 
► Wilmington YMCA Swimming Pool Funds - The Wilmington Waterfront Development  
Subcommittee approved the following recommendation on August 9, 2011. Recommendation:  The 
Wilmington Waterfront Development Subcommittee supports the request from the Wilmington YMCA for an 
additional $500,000 for cost overruns on the swimming pool project that was funded by the China Shipping 
Mitigation. The overrun came from increased construction costs and the unanticipated remediation costs for 
methane gas. The Committee directed Gary Kern, the Chair of the Wilmington Waterfront Development 
Subcommittee, to draft a letter of support proposing that the money be drawn from any remaining mitigation 
available funds /TraPac funds or from the Port’s Harbor Revenue Fund.  

The Board voted in favor of the amended motion as shown above. 
 
September 13, 2011 
 

► DWP Resolution.   The following motion was approved unanimously by the Board.    
Whereas, the DWP is proposing to increase our power and water rates by 26% and 24% respectively over the 
next two and a half years, the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council urges both the  
Board of Water and Power Commissioners and the City Council not to consider nor to act upon the  
DWP proposed water and power rate increases until the Ratepayers’ Advocate is established.  Once that body 
is established, it should thoroughly review and analyze the proposed rate increases and present such review 
and analysis to the Ratepayers, to Neighborhood Councils in Los Angeles and to the public for their careful 
consideration.  
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council SUPPORTS the motion, as introduced by Councilman  
Englander (Council file# 11-0452-S4), calling for the OPA (Ratepayers’ Advocate’s office) to first review the 
current DWP rate increase proposal.  
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council OPPOSES any rate increases until the Ratepayers  
Advocate has reviewed and analyzed these rate increases and discussed the review and analysis with the 
Ratepayers and the public. The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council AUTHORIZES the filing of a 
COMMUNITY IMPACT STATEMENT to Council File# 11-0452-S4 declaring its support for Councilman 
Englander's motion. 
 

►Motion Re: Request for Rancho LPG EIR:   Andrew Silber moved to support the resolution, 
seconded Carrie Scoville.  After discussion, the board voted in favor of the motion as presented with 
9 yes votes and 0 no votes.   
Whereas, the San Pedro Neighborhood Councils have historically opposed the existence of the Ultra 
Hazardous Amerigas Liquid Propane Gas facility in San Pedro and have consistently urged the City and Port of 
Los Angeles to relocate the facility due to its high risk; and 
Whereas, the risk of hazard continues to increase every day due to the facility’s aging infrastructure, increased 
likelihood of earthquake or natural disaster due to its location in a seismically dangerous area and tsunami 
zone, and a growing threat of terrorism in a port city acknowledged as a probably target site; and 
Whereas, the facility entered into the community 37 years ago without benefit of a Risk Analysis and failed to 
engage in an EIR process when, for example, the business significantly changed its business operation from 
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the transport of LPG and Butane primarily by sea to the more hazardous mode of transportation by truck and 
rail, and when pipelines from refineries were constructed and connected; and 
Whereas, the restoration of a legal public process needs to be instituted to ensure the right of our communities 
to live in a safe environment; and  
Whereas, the rail line spur accommodating the transportation of the Liquid Gas for Rancho LPG falls uinder the 
jurisdiction of the Port and City of Los Angeles;   
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council hereby moves that the Port of Los Angeles immediately 
revoke their permit to the rail line access to the Rancho LPG Facility until an Environmental Impact Review 
(EIR) process is completed that reflects the current Rancho LPG operation and proves that the Harbor 
communities are not exposed to an unnecessary and elevated risk of hazard due to their operation. 
 

►Motion Re: Downtown Parking Structure on 7th Street:  Pat Carroll moved to support the 
concept of a multi-use 5 story building with 3 floors of public parking, seconded by Art Almeida.  The 
motion was passed with 10 yes votes and 0 no votes. 
 
►Motion Re: Marketing Plan for San Pedro:  Background information was provided on the need 
for creating a coordinated committee representing those organizations that want to participate to 
develop a marketing plan (branding) for San Pedro.  The following motion was brought forth from the 
Outreach Committee:  The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council agrees to participate in the 
development of the coordinated marking plan for San Pedro and will appoint a representative 
providing that the meeting process is transparent.  The motion was passed by the board with 7 yes 
votes and 2 no.  
 
August 9, 2011 
 

►Motion Re: Street Safety Issues.  The board briefly discussed the issue of dangerous conditions 
at the following locations:  The intersection of Pacific Avenue/Front Street; the intersection of 14th 
Street/Palos Verdes Street; and the lack of sidewalks on Gaffey between the Elberon Bridge and 
Channel Street.  During discussion several board members provided personal accounts of the 
dangers involving those areas.  A motion was made by James Allen and seconded by Andrew Silber 
that the Board send a letter to the Council District 15 Office pointing out the challenges on these 
streets and requesting assistance.  The motion was passed unanimously. 
 
Motions Re: Taco Bell Project.  
 
►Linda Alexander explained that the Central SPNC Board had not publicly noticed that the Taco Bell 
project update would be an action item and therefore the motion from the July meeting should be 
reconsidered and a new vote taken.  This would require that ¾ of the Board agree.  Pat Carroll made 
a motion to reconsider the previous motion of July 12, 2011 related to the Taco Bell Project.  The 
motion was seconded by Frank Anderson and passed by 11 yes votes, 0 no votes.  
 
►The following new motion was passed unanimously by the Board:  “The Central San Pedro 
Neighborhood Council supports the citizens who worked with Taco Bell in their efforts to improve their facility 
while also attempting to reduce Taco Bell’s negative impacts on their immediate neighborhood.  We 
acknowledge Taco Bell’s agreement with conditions to reduce such impacts, but strongly support the 
neighborhood’s request to relocate the access to the private garage located at 722-724 W. 11th Street which is 
directly impacted by Taco Bell’s traffic flow pattern before this neighborhood council can support the project, we 
ask that Taco Bell return to the negotiating table to resolve this issue even if additional time will be required to 
complete this otherwise beneficial project.” 

 
►Andrew Silber made a motion that before the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council supports 
Taco Bell’s project at this site we need assurance that they will provide cleanliness and trash pickup 
in the alley, sidewalk and parkway adjacent to their property.  The motion was seconded by Kara 
McLeod and passed unanimously by the Board.   
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►Motion Re: Fresh and Easy proposed at Southwest Corner 6th & Gaffey.  Three current store 
fronts on 6th and Gaffey will be taken over and the property will be remodeled to accommodate the 
new Fresh and Easy Express store.  The Fresh & Easy group has met with the CRA and adjusted 
their original plans to accommodate the requests of the CRA Design panel.  They will be asking for a 
Conditional Use Permit to sell beer and wine.  The Fresh and Easy Express store is around 4,000 
square feet.  Liquor sales are being considered during stores hours which are 6am-11pm.  A motion 
was made by Andrew Silber that the Central San  
Pedro Neighborhood Council support the proposed Fresh and Easy project at the Southwest  
Corner of 6th and Gaffey and its request for a Conditional Use Permit for the sale of beer and  
wine.  The motion was seconded by Kara McLeod and passed by the Board with 7 yes  
votes and 4 no votes.   
 
 
July 12, 2011 
 

►Taco Bell Project at 1025 Gaffey. A Motion was made by Art Almeida that the Central San Pedro 
Neighborhood Council does not approve Taco Bell’s proposal until concerned citizens are satisfied 
that their needs are met. The motion was seconded by James Allen and passed by 6 yes votes and 0 
no votes. The following board members abstained Andrew Silber, Carrie Scoville, Kali Merideth, and 
Scott Gray. 
 
►Bylaws Motions:  
a.  Motion made by Pat Carroll and seconded by Andrew Silber to approve minor  
amendments to the Central SPNC Bylaws in Article 6 Section 2; Article 6, Section 1 and  
Article 5, Section 9 as presented by the Bylaws Committee Chair. The motion was  
passed by unanimous vote. 
b.  Motion brought forth from the Bylaws Committee to approve the re-ordered Bylaws per  
the DONE template. The motion was passed by unanimous vote. During discussion  
Carrie Scoville talked about discrepancies in the boundaries map. 
 
►Parking Meters: The Board approved the following letter to be sent to Bill Rosendahl, Chair of the 
Transportation Committee for the City of Los Angeles:   
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council strongly recommends that the Transportation Committee 
advocate a trial time of (4) months of free parking in downtown San Pedro. This is needed to regain customer 
base that has been lost since April 2009 when the parking meter rates jumped from .25 an hour to $1.00 an 
hour. Merchants in our area have seen their business decline as a result, and with the economy still challenged, 
people need an incentive to re-visit and do business in downtown San Pedro.  
Since the start of the fare hike the number of cars parked on our streets is down 65% by the City’s own 
statistics. At the same time we insist that the two-hour limit be strictly enforced to ensure appropriate traffic 
management.  Business in Downtown San Pedro needs help and we endorse a trial moratorium on parking 
meters for this time to help revitalize the area. After the trial period we will then need to assess its success to 
see if a permanent removal of the meters is warranted. 
 

June 22, 2011 (Special Meeting) 
 

►Proposed Redistricting of Legislative Districts in California.  The Board passed the following 
motion:   San Pedro Bay not being a part of the South end of the Santa Monica Bay is a community of interest 
that includes the greater Los Angeles Harbor Area that is inclusive of the Neighborhood Council districts in the 
LA Council District 15 (Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council, Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council, 
Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council, Wilmington Neighborhood Council, Harbor City Gateway North 
Neighborhood Council, Harbor Gateway South Neighborhood Council, and Harbor City Neighborhood Council), 
and should be included in one assembly district, one state senate district and one congressional district.”  
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June 7, 2011 
 

► Motion to approve letter on Front Street Landscaping Project Comments for 
submittal to the Port:  The Board unanimously approved the following letter be sent to the Port: 
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council enthusiastically supports the Port's plans for improving the 
frontage of the China Shipping terminal along Front Street from Swinford to Pacific Avenue. These 
enhancements will provide safe pedestrian and bicycle routes, continue the Waterfront Promenade and 
California Coastal Trail, and reduce industrial blight affecting the community. Generally speaking, we are in 
agreement with the conceptual and planning work to date. However, the depth of the area landscaped is 
somewhat less than optimum, as described below: 
The proposed landscape section includes curbside planting, a paved way for pedestrians and bicyclists, and an 
inner (fence-side) planting. The paved way is proposed as 12 feet - this width is looked at as adequate for the 
expected traffic. The planted sections are proposed as 3 feet wide and 7 feet wide, varying from curbside to 
fence-side locations on either side of a meandering path. We ask that the curbside planter (aka parkway) width 
be no less than 5 feet wide, in order to provide a planter area of useable width - a three foot wide planter 
typically cannot contain plantings much beyond groundcover in scale. We further propose that the fence-side or 
inner planting area be not less than 10 feet wide, as this planting provides the buffer to the adjacent container 
terminal. A planter of at least 10 feet wide can accommodate the generously sized trees that are desirable here. 
In summary, we are asking for a landscaped section of at least 27 feet in width, rather than 23 feet. 
Furthermore, we hope to see additional trees planted on the China Shipping Terminal side of the fence 
(between the fence and the railway within the terminal) in order to further enhance this streetscape, deter 
trucking activities unrelated to terminal functions, and mitigate the effects of the industrialization upon the 
community. However, a visually permeable fence below the tree canopy line is desirable. 
We look forward to continuing to observe the planning process that will create a safe walkable and bikable 
connection between the San Pedro and Wilmington waterfronts.  
The Central SPNC Board also recommends to the Port that whenever it is utilizing public money for public art 

that it work with the San Pedro ACE District to consult on what public art should be used. 
 
►Motion requesting consideration of combining the Red Car Maintenance  
Facility and Museum at one location.   The Board approved the following letter:  
Dr. Geraldine Knatz, Executive Director  
Subject: Red Car Museum/Maintenance Facility  
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council is actively engaged in the Port’s design workshops for the San 
Pedro Waterfront. A component being proposed is siting of a new Red  
Car Maintenance Facility east of Harbor Boulevard in the Ports ’O Call area.  Concurrently the Port is 
conducting design workshops for conversion of the Bekins Building in Wilmington into a new Red Car Museum. 
Without preference to either location, the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council strongly encourages 
combining the two projects into a Red Car Museum/Maintenance Facility to enhance its value as a tourist 
attraction for rail aficionados as well as the general public.  
We look forward to receiving regularly updated information on the Port's plans for this regionally important 
facility.  
 

►Motion Re:  Clearwater, Cleanwater and T.I.R.E. projects:  The following motion was passed 
unanimously.  Resolved that the Central San Pedro NC President attempt to interest the other 
neighborhood councils into having a joint review of the three issues (Clearwater, Clean Water and 
T.I.R.E.) outside of a regular council meeting.  
 
►Motion to support Clean up Green Up campaign. The following motion was passed unanimously 
by the Board:  The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council endorses the "Clean-Up, Green-Up 
Strategies" campaign and proposed City ordinance, Council File #11-0112.  
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May 10, 2011 
 
►Response to Rancho Holdings Invitation: Linda Alexander received an invitation from  
Rancho Holdings to three representative from the Central SPNC to their upcoming meeting  
scheduled for Wednesday, May 11, 2011 at 6pm. Several board members were opposed to  
sending representatives to a meeting which was not open to the entire public. After  
discussion, Julia Parker made a motion that the Central SPNC not participate in the  
upcoming meeting. The motion was seconded by Scott Gray and passed by the Board with  
8 yes votes and 2 no votes. 
 
 
 
April 12, 2011 
 
►RESOLUTION CONCERNING POLA'S PLANS TO PROVIDE A DIRECT CONNECTION  
BETWEEN HARBOR BLVD AND SAMPSON WAY, AT THE HARBOR AND 7TH ST  
INTERSECTION.  A motion was made by James Allen that the Board support the resolution as 
presented. The motion was seconded by Pat Carroll and passed unanimously by the Board. 
 
Whereas the Port of Los Angeles has an approved EIR with plans for the elimination of vehicular traffic on Sixth 
Street east of Harbor Blvd and the development of a public plaza in front of the Maritime Museum building at 
Sixth Street. The new primary vehicular connection between downtown and the waterfront will the intersection 
of Harbor Blvd and Seventh Street;  
As this change will have a great impact on downtown San Pedro, the Central San Pedro  
Neighborhood Council has reviewed the alternative intersection designs presented by the Port and has the 
following comments:  
The construction of an extremely large intersection here is undesirable as this would divide the community from 
its waterfront, visually as well as from a pedestrian access perspective. We prefer that the Harbor Blvd roadbed 
not exceed two lanes in each direction plus the necessary additional turn lanes.  
We prefer that this intersection maintain the character of an urban street rather than that of a freeway or 
suburban highway. The design speed for this intersection should be no greater than 35 miles per hour. Lane 
widths and curve radii should be reduced to be consistent with this moderate design speed.  
In consideration of the above concerns, this neighborhood council prefers alternative intersection design 
number 2 as presented by the Port.  
We have concerns regarding the 15-foot high retaining wall along the east side of Harbor/Sampson Way, facing 
the waterfront and the new plaza. How will this wall and the area fronting this wall be treated? We ask the Port 
to research options and present these to the community for comment before the project goes to a construction 
design phase.  
We ask that the sidewalk on the west side of Harbor Blvd in front of City Hall be widened from approximately 8 
feet wide (existing) to 12 to 15 feet as a part of this project, as this is the only reasonable and appropriate 
opportunity to widen this sidewalk.  
We have concerns regarding the proposal to site a solar panel farm on the roofs of the proposed cliff-side 
parking structures (as approved in the waterfront EIR). We do not consider these utility structures between 
upper San Pedro and its view of the waterfront to be acceptable from a 4 aesthetic perspective. 

 
March 8, 2011 
 
►No motions other than funding motions (see past funding overview) 
 
 

February 8, 2011 
 
►Motion Approving Letter to Governor Re: State Enterprise Zones  
Dear Gov. Brown, 
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council respectfully urges you to reconsider your proposal to 
eliminate Enterprise Zones as part of your plan to address the state’s fiscal crisis.  
While we understand that difficult times require that we make choices that may not be to our  
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liking, but which serve the greater good, Enterprise Zones have proven their economic worth and 
long-term benefit both to local jurisdictions and the state.  
San Pedro was only recently included in a newly redrawn and approved Enterprise Zone and has not, 
therefore, had the opportunity to experience its benefits. We are confident, however, that based on 
history, it will be an exceptionally positive economic driver for a community that has for too many 
decades suffered an exodus of industry that generate both jobs and tax revenues.  
Our neighboring community of Wilmington has developed an extensive core of small and midsize 
businesses that employ many thousands of people and produce exports, wholly as a result of its 
placement in an Enterprise Zone.  
Certainly we join you in seeking to cut wasteful programs, but Enterprise Zones have proven that they 
are not wasteful, but are, indeed, beneficial. It has been estimated that businesses claim only ten 
percent of the tax credits available to them for Enterprise Zones. Yet, the availability of these zones 
has created the potential for new or relocated businesses and new jobs.  
In a community such as San Pedro, with a history of losing its economic base, the unrealized 
potential of Enterprise Zone program is one we can ill afford to lose.  
Again, we urge you to reconsider your proposal to eliminate this potentially important program. 
 
 
►Motion Re: Redevelopment Agency. 
 A letter was presented addressed to the Governor in opposition of his plan to eliminate the 
redevelopment agencies. The letter presented three options and the Board voted to choose Option A 
as follows:  
 
Dear Gov. Brown,  
The tangible benefits of redevelopment are apparent throughout the Central San Pedro community.  
Dating back to 1969 and the adoption of the Beacon Street Project, San Pedro has slowly experienced the 
improvements made possible by this means of creative use of taxation and construction financing.  
Therefore, we view with alarm your proposal to eliminate redevelopment agencies as part of resolving budget 
problems not of their making. It is neither fair nor prudent to suddenly and with inadequate notice move to 
destroy the mechanism that has made possible the resurgence of so many of our state’s derelict areas. They 
have created jobs, both through the construction projects they have funded and through the businesses that 
have grown through their development programs.  
We strongly urge you to reconsider your proposal to eliminate these agencies that have been so instrumental in 
our state’s economic growth for two generations.  
Governor Brown, we appreciate that you are taking the strong leadership role in attempting to resolve our 
state’s fiscal emergency. We applaud you for being bold. And we urge that as you endeavor to resolve the 
problems we face, that you keep in mind what benefits the greatest number of our state’s residents over the 
longest period of time. 

 
 
►Motion to Support Resolution Re:  Disaster and Evacuation Planning 
The following motion was passed unanimously: 
  
WHEREAS, the Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council is in and adjacent to an area containing many 
industrial facilities including refineries, pipelines, storage tanks, and a port with vessels calling from all over the 
world and transporting a wide variety of goods; and  
WHEREAS, the Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council is in and adjacent to an area crossed by 
earthquake faults, roads used by both passenger vehicles and industrial trucks including tank trucks, rail lines 
used by tank cars crossing roads, hazardous material loading docks, and many other similar facilities, and the 
Port of Los Angeles is also widely considered a potential target for terrorist activity; and  
WHEREAS, in case of an emergency requiring evacuation, the Northwest Neighborhood Council area has only 
Western Avenue and possibly Gaffey Street as exit routes, but because Gaffey Street runs north past the 
Rancho Holdings butane storage facility and the Conoco Phillips refinery on the east and the Defense Fuel 
Supply facility on the west egress on Gaffey Street in an emergency may be limited; and  
WHEREAS, the Port of Los Angeles, Los Angeles Police Department, and Los Angeles Fire Department have 
extensive disaster preparedness plans in place or in development which will generate pre-prepared responses 
from a number of first responders, but which are primarily designed to evacuate or tend to the needs of the Port, 
not the surrounding community,  
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NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council requests the 
Council Office to convene a committee consisting of representatives from the harbor area Neighborhood 
Councils, for the purpose of determining what disaster preparedness plans and evacuation plans exist and 
developing such additional plans that may be necessary, and that the committee be assisted by the first 
responders in case of emergencies, such as the Police and Fire Departments;  
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that a copy of this resolution be sent to the harbor area Neighborhood Councils 
with a request that they join with us in requesting the forming of a committee. The President is directed to attest 
to the adoption of this Resolution and the Secretary is directed to forward it to the Council Office and to the 
other harbor area Neighborhood Councils for their consideration. 

 
January 11, 2011 
 
►Motion Re: Letter in Support of Gambol Project.  The Board unanimously approved sending the 
following letter to the mayor and the Harbor Commissioners, as well as Councilwoman Janice Hahn:  
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council condemns in the strongest possible terms the recent action by 
the Los Angeles Board of Harbor Commissioners to terminate negotiations with Gambol Industries regarding 
the potential reopening of the former Southwest Marine site as an operating ship yard. 
The arguments in favor of continuing negotiations, and of supporting Gambol’s intentions for this site, are 
numerous and well known to the Harbor Commissioners. Support for the project from the San Pedro community 
is well documented and unified. Yet, the Harbor Commissioners have chosen to ignore the potential for direct 
long-term economic benefits to San Pedro and its residents (and ultimately to the greater City of Los Angeles) 
by following the Port staff’s recommendation. That recommendation, now adopted, is severely compromised by 
the evidence still to be disclosed that Port staff did not negotiate in good faith with Gambol Industries. 
We are encouraged the City Council has agreed to take over this issue. Negotiations should be reopened with 
Gambol; Port staff should be removed from the process and, instead, an independent consultant engaged to 
ensure that the best interests of the community and the Port are represented in a final, accurate, and unbiased 
determination as to the viability of the Gambol project. 
Time is of the essence in multiple elements of this matter: the need to find a proper disposal site for sediment 
dredged from the Main Channel, the need for Gambol Industries to move ahead with site planning, and most 
importantly the need to create new jobs in San Pedro as quickly as possible. Therefore, this matter should be 
reopened by the Harbor Commission at the soonest possible opportunity with direction that it be handled fairly 
and with oversight to ensure that it is. 

 

2010 
 

December 2010 
►No meeting, no motions. 

 
November 9, 2010 
►Motion Re:  Risk Analysis for Gaffey Street Butane Storage Facility.   The board unanimously 
passed a motion that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council write a letter to the City Council 
members asking that they use their positions to request a thorough report from anyone who has one 
to help enlighten us on the issue.  
 
►Motion passed to establish an ad hoc committee to partner with existing food  
distribution organization(s) to provide non-perishable food to our community after the holiday season 
(January-February). 
 
►Motion passed to change Central’s website domain name from sanpedrocity.org to 
centralsanpedro.org.  
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►Plaza Park motion from committee: The following motion from committee was unanimously 
approved by the Board: 
Resolution regarding development of Plaza Park and the Harbor Blvd/Sampson Way/7th Street  
intersection:  
Whereas funding has long been approved for redevelopment of Plaza Park and reconfiguration of the Harbor 
Boulevard/Sampson Way intersection, and  
Whereas this funding is intended to ameliorate detrimental environmental conditions long endured by the 
community, and  
Whereas the San Pedro Waterfront and Historic Downtown are poised to become significant attractions for 
tourists and other visitors, and  
Whereas current conditions and projected growth necessitate immediate and significant need to facilitate 
movement of visitors and residents between the Waterfront and Downtown, and  
Whereas the community has long endured blight in an area intended to provide a respite from urbanization, and  
Whereas members of this community have worked for decades to initiate this project and facilitate its 
completion, and  
Whereas no plausible reason has been provided for the delay in transferring approved funds to begin this 
project,  
Now, therefore, be it resolved by the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council to seek and encourage funds 
designated for the Plaza Park and adjacent intersection project to be transferred immediately by the Port of Los 
Angeles to the City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks. 
 

►PCAC MOTIONS:   
1. MOTION RE: SUPPORT OF PCAC.  Resolved to send the following letter of support to the Mayor with cc’s 
to Councilwoman Hahn, Harbor Commissioners, the Port, and PCAC: The Central San Pedro Neighborhood 
Council wishes to express our support for maintaining a strong Port Community Advisory Committee. The 
Committee plays a vital role in communication with the Harbor Commission and we feel this should be 
continued. We request your support for continuing the PCAC and ensuring its relevance and viability as the Port 
of Los Angeles continues to address crucial issues related to Port growth and community mitigation efforts.  
2. LA WATERFRONT PRIORITIES FOR THE MAYOR: The PCAC is seeking discussion topics to recommend 
the Mayor address prior to leaving office. Topics must be Port related and actionable in the near term. The 
CSPNC Land Use and Planning Committee recommends PCAC support the following: 1. Downtown San Pedro 
Harbor Plans; 2. San Pedro/Wilmington Connection Improvements (Front Street/John S. Gibson Blvd. frontage); 
and 3. Plaza Park Intersection improvements 
3. CSPNC LETTER IN SUPPORT FOR PCAC SAN PEDRO COORDINATED PLAN  
SUBCOMMITTEE: Resolved to send the following letter of support to the PCAC Co-Chair: The  
Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council strongly urges that the San Pedro Coordinated Plan and the 
Wilmington Waterfront Development Subcommittees not be combined, but remain as separate entities of the 
PCAC. While we wholeheartedly support cooperation and a unified waterfront, each community within the 
harbor district has distinct challenges and needs. These need to be identified and addressed to present an 
informed decision for the PCAC and the Harbor Commission. Our objective is to give voice to the citizens of 
each harbor community and we believe this can most effectively be achieved though dedicated subcommittees. 

 

 
October 12, 2010 
 
►Motion Re:  Front Street.  The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council requests that our Board 
and Stakeholders be given the opportunity to meet with POLA Planning Staff to discuss the planning 
of Front Street. The motion passed with 12 yes votes, 0 no votes. 
 
►Land Use Planning Committee: Be it so moved that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council 
expand the purview of the Land Use Planning Committee to take up miscellaneous Public Works and 
Transportation issues as they may arise, until such a time that a separate committee might be 
established. The Board approved the motion by unanimous vote.   
 
September 14, 2010 
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►Motion Re: Request for Support on Issue of re-hiring workers laid off by Tesoro Refinery.   
“The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council would like Tesoro to reconsider its decision to hire the 
subcontractor “Savage” and/or we would like Tesoro to require any subcontractor, including the existing one, to 
place value on employing an experienced workforce and rehire all the laid-off workers from our community.”  
The motion was passed by unanimous vote of the Board.  The board requested that a copy of the letter to go to 
Tesoro, Local 13 and Savage.    

 
August 10, 2010 
 
►Motion Re: San Pedro Convention and Visitors Bureau.  The following motion was passed by 
unanimous vote:  
“Whereas San Pedro enjoys no organized or effective tourism effort, the Central San Pedro Neighborhood 
Council endorses the formation of a San Pedro Convention and Visitors Bureau (SPCVB).  We, the Central San 
Pedro NC, ask that all San Pedro community organizations support and help the formation of the SPCVB and 
urge elected officials to divert transit occupancy taxes funds toward this organization.”      
  
►Motion Re:  Letter of Support of the San Pedro Convention and Visitors Bureau.  The board 
approved the following letter: 
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council offers its strong endorsement of the new San Pedro Convention 
& Visitors Bureau.  
We recognize the great potential for San Pedro as a destination for visitors as well as for business-related 
meetings and other events. We believe that the best opportunity for the community to take advantage of these 
types of opportunities is through an independent professional entity fully dedicated to marketing San Pedro as a 
destination.  In addition, we would like to see San Pedro get its full share of transit occupancy taxes.    
The San Pedro Convention & Visitors Bureau has devised a comprehensive and rational business plan that 
serves the best interests of the community and its residents. It is committed to developing an environment that 
fosters the creation of jobs for local residents. It is committed to ensuring that San Pedro is an attractive 
destination for both visitors and residents.  
As we provide our support to the San Pedro Convention & Visitors Bureau, we encourage other individuals and 
organizations in the community do likewise. Further, we strongly encourage existing organizations and bodies 
that are involved in tourism promotion and related activities to partner with the San Pedro Convention & Visitors 
Bureau as a leader in these important efforts. 

 
 
►Motion Re:  Proposed Topless bar on Gaffey Street.  The following motion was passed:  The 
Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council formally opposes the use of the property at 1010 N. Gaffey as a place 
of adult entertainment.   

 
►Motion Re:  Forming ad hoc committee to deal with Local History issues as they arise:  
Motion passed to form an ad hoc committee to deal with local history issues as they arise.  The 
motion was passed by unanimous vote of the Board.   
 

►Motion Re:  USS IOWA.  Motion passed to submit the following letter in support of the USS IOWA 
reaffirming the resolution from January.  
Letter reads:    
     “The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council enthusiastically supports the placement of the USS IOWA in 
the Port of Los Angeles.  
     We are excited about the opportunity presented by having this historical icon in our community.  The  
500,000 visitors the ship will potentially bring each year will garner new permanent jobs and new revenue the 
City of Los Angeles desperately needs.  We anticipate the addition of this great ship will help make San Pedro 
and our waterfront a destination point for visitors across the nation.  
     The prospect of the educational program is especially appealing to us as our district’s youth need as many 
opportunities as possible.  The USS IOWA team should be commended for the great effort it has made in 
designing a practical and effective youth outreach program which will bring countless benefits for our 
community.    
     In closing, we commend the Pacific Battleship Center for the excellent work it has done in developing such a 
comprehensive plan to bring this ship to Los Angeles.” 
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►Motion Re: Renaming Bandini Canyon Park Issue:  Motion passed to send the presented letter 
along with an accompanying letter stating our support and our past resolution regarding the renaming 
of Bandini Canyon Park.   
 
►Motion Re:  Board of Harbor Commissioners Appointment:  The following motion was passed:   
“Whereas the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council has previously requested that a vacant seat on the 
Board of Harbor Commissioners be filled by a local resident, and,  
Whereas that request was ignored;  
We, the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council formally require that the Honorable Mayor find and appoint a 
resident of the Los Angeles Harbor area to fill the recently vacated seat on the Board of Harbor Commissioners.  
And, further, that a follow up letter be written re-stating Central’s past position regarding Board appointments by 
the Mayor.”  
 

 
 

July 13, 2010 
 
►Resolution in support of the addition of Street furniture on downtown sidewalks.  Passed by 
unanimous vote of the Board: 
Whereas downtown San Pedro’s pink concrete street furniture, including benches, bollards, trash cans, and 
large above-ground planters, installed during the 1980’s on 6th and 7th Streets between  
Pacific Avenue and Center Street, are in a state of disrepair and reflect the style of a previous decade that is 
inconsistent with the historic character of much of downtown’s architecture; and  
Whereas the City of Los Angeles Community Redevelopment Agency Community Advisory Committee for the 
Pacific Corridor Redevelopment Area and its staff project managers (the “PC CAC” and “CRA” respectively) 
desire to replace downtown street furniture including benches and trash cans with historic replica cast-iron 
street furniture; and   
Whereas the pink concrete benches and planters will be donated to interested schools and other public facilities 
and reused rather than discarded; and   
Whereas this effort includes the replacement of plastic-ad bearing bus benches within the downtown area with 
the same historic street furniture design, as the ad-bearing benches are extremely unattractive and a blight on 
the community;   
Therefore, the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council supports the replacement of downtown San  
Pedro’s pink concrete street furnishings and plastic ad-bearing benches with the PC CAC and CRA selected 
street furniture coordinated design.    

 
June 8, 2010 
 
Motions Re: Disbursements/Funding 
►Pat Carroll made a motion that whatever funds the CSPNC has available to disburse to community 
organizations in 2010-11 be prioritized to the underserved youth and families in the community 
through food banks,  public safety and health initiative and graffiti abatement and after school 
educational programs.  The motion was seconded by Andrew Silber and then passed by the Board 
with 8 yes votes and 0 no votes.  
 
►Pat made a motion to open the process of submitting proposals to all community organizations and 
to notify both past and new organizations of the priorities that are set and the financial limitation be an 
amount not to exceed $1,000.  Furthermore, previously submitted proposals do not have to be 
resubmitted but can be modified to fit the criteria.  The motion was seconded by Philip Strout and 
then passed by the Board with 8 yes votes and 0 no votes.    
 
 

May 11, 2010 
 
►Motion Re:  Gambol Industries. Andrew Silber made a motion that (1) the Central SPNC write a 
letter to the Board of Harbor Commissioners stating that we support the Mayor of Los Angeles’ 
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priority to create jobs in Los Angeles by facilitating Gambol Industries project and instructing Port 
management to facilitate the construction of Gambol Industries new southwest shipyard; and (2) to 
authorize Andrew Silber or someone else from the Board to attend the May 18th meeting and read 
this letter into the record.  The motion was seconded by Carrie Scoville and passed with 13 yes votes, 
0 no. 
 
►Motion Re:  Sidewalk Repair Issue:  The City of Los Angeles is acting irresponsibly and illegally 
in attempting to delegate responsibility for public sidewalk repair.  Repairing and maintaining 
sidewalks within the public right of way is a core city function of collective interest to all of us and 
cannot be made the burden of individual property owners.   The motion was passed unanimously by 
the board and this is to be carried forward to the City Council. 
 
 
 

April 13, 2010 
 
►Motion Re: Appointment of CSPNC representative to the CRA Pacific Corridor CAC:  Sue 
Castillo made a motion that we convey to Councilwoman Hahn that we support retaining Andrew 
Silber as CSPNC'c representative to the CRA Pacific Corridor CAC.  The motion was seconded by 
Phill Trigas and passed with a vote of 11 yes, 0 no. 
 
►Motion Re: Updating of Website:  Phill reported that the ad hoc subcommittee recommends the 
acceptance of the proposal from Kristina Smith to modify the webpage as shown in the subcommittee 
minutes.  Andrew Silber made a motion to accept the subcommittee’s minutes as stated.  The motion 
was approved by the board with 11 yes votes, 0 no votes. 
 

March 9, 2010 
 
►Motion Re:  Support of Proposal to Establish Commercial/Artcraft District: Andrew Silber 
made a motion that we support the proposal for the establishment of a commercial/Artcraft District in 
San Pedro with the boundaries to be left up to the SPACE and  
the PBID.  The motion was seconded by Caroline Brady-Sinco and motion passed with 10 yes  
votes and 1 no votes.  Summary Below:    
PROPOSAL SUMMARY FOR A COMMERCIAL/ARTCRAFT DISTRICT IN SAN PEDRO 
The purpose of the zoning change is to further identify San Pedro as an active enclave for innovation, 
entrepreneurship and creativity in order to attract new businesses and residents to "the Edge of LA".  
Demographer Joel Kotkin maintains that people will increasingly be working from home, and that live/work/sell 
neighborhoods will be most appealing to people with new ideas that will shape the future. People will want to 
avoid long commute times and will look to live and work in environments that they view as the most stimulating 
for their businesses and families.  This overlay will help us define ourselves as “just that hive.”   
   
1. Section 13.06 of the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code provides for the establishment of “Commercial  
and Artcraft Districts (CA district overlay)…whereby the artisan segments of the population may live, create and 
market their artifacts.”     
2. Districts may be created by petition of 75 % of the owners and lessees of property in an area of no less  
than three acres, or by resolution of the City Council (the later is proposed).     
3. Regulations are imposed to promote and achieve optimal conditions for artcraft functions while maintaining 
adequate protection from obnoxious pollutants for adjacent properties.     
4. The creating, assembling compounding or treating of articles shall be accomplished by hand, or to the  
extent practical for a particular artifact. Only retail (not wholesale) sales would be allowed.     
5. Total Kiln volume shall not exceed 24 cubic feet and no individual kiln shall exceed 8 cubic feet.    
6. Power tools shall be limited to electrically operated motors of not more than one horsepower.   
7. Machinery and equipment shall be installed and maintained…noise, smoke, dust, odor and all other 
objectionable factors shall be confined…to the extent that no annoyance or injury shall result to persons 
residing in the vicinity.     
8. The display of all completed artifacts shall be permitted outdoors…sale of all items except antiques shall be 
limited to those lawfully produced on the premises.   
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9. Employees/paid helpers shall be limited to no more than 3 persons other than members of the immediate 
family occupying the dwelling on the premises.     
10. The following activities are on permitted indoors, on the first floor:   
Block printing, jewelry manufacturing, metal engraving, ornamental iron, printing and publishing, taxidermy, 
watchmaking.     
11. Artcraft classes shall be permitted with no additional off-street parking provided that classes are held no 
more than 2 days a week, 3 hours per day, and limited to 15 persons. All classes must be held on the first floor 
of the building. No certificate of occupancy is required for this activity. 
 
►Motion Re:  PCAC Restructuring:  (from the PCAC Steering Committee).  The Central SPNC Board 
unanimously approved directing our PCAC Representative to support the following PCAC Motion 
when presented at the next PCAC Meeting. 
Whereas the Port Community Advisory Committee has been in continuous operation since January 2002 and 
was formed to implement three charges from the Mayor's office, and     
Whereas many of the original tasks PCAC studied and made recommendations on have been received and 
acted upon by the Board of Harbor Commissioners, including the China Shipping Mitigation Funds, the 
Wilmington Waterfront Plan, the Clean Trucks Initiative, and the San Pedro Waterfront Plan, and Whereas the 
Port Executive Director felt it necessary to curtail PCAC operations by eliminating staff support for its 
committees and operations, and    
Whereas the Board of Harbor Commissioners has not replaced the Commissioner co-chair in four years, 
hampering orderly and timely communication with the Board,    
Therefore the Port Community Advisory Committee makes the following recommendations for changes to its 
structure and operation:    
1.    Adopt the PCAC recommendation for By-law changes, POLA #83 and POLA #84 adopted by PCAC on 
May 20, 2008;   
2.    Eliminate those organizations that did not send a representative to the PCAC meetings during 2009;    
3.    Place on inactive status, those organizations that have three consecutive absences without notification to 
the chair, and give them 30 days to respond to the question as to whether or not they wish to retain their seat 
on the Committee;   
4.    Adopt a new By-law stating that inactive members shall not count against a quorum;    
5.    Provide Port staff for the following committees meeting monthly: Air Quality, Wilmington Waterfront  
Development; San Pedro Coordinated Plan; Environmental Impact and Mitigation; Steering, and the monthly 
PCAC meeting;    
6.    Provide Port staff for rotating all other committees or ad hoc committees that may be formed as deemed 
necessary but who will not meet on a monthly basis;    
7.    Report on a monthly basis directly to the Board of Harbor Commissioners as a set part of the Board  
agenda; and    
8.    Have the Port City Attorney work with the PCAC to suggest further By-law changes that may be necessary 
to carry out the membership changes and quorum changes that the suggested restructuring will require.    
 
 

February 9, 2010 
 
►Motion Re: Proposed support for a grant application to fund the improvement of the Lilyan 
Fierman walkway as an art park:  Motion passed that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council 
support the application efforts of the CRA to fund the improvement of the Lilyan Fierman Walkway.   
 
►Motion Re:  Proposed acquisition of the County’s California History Collection currently 
housed in the Rosemead Public Library.  Art Almeida talked briefly about a collection that the 
Rosemead Public Library would like to sell.  He feels that bringing this collection to San Pedro would 
be a tremendous attraction.  A motion was passed empowering Art Almeida to inquire about acquiring 
this on behalf of the neighborhood council.   
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January 12, 2010 
 
►Motion Re:  Support of USS Iowa. Sue Castillo made the following motion seconded by Pat 

Carroll:  The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council requests and supports the Pacific Battleship 

Center working with the Port of Los Angeles to bring the USS Iowa to the San Pedro/Wilmington 

waterfront, as part of our waterfront development.  The motion passed with13 yes votes and 0 no 

votes. 

2009 
 

December 8, 2009 (Special Meeting to address Safety Issues) 
 
► Motion Re: LAPD.  Andrew provided the following motion which was seconded by Daryl Seybold 
and passed by the Board:  The CSPNC will continue to support and communicate closely with the 
LAPD but will also lobby continuously for adequate sworn officers for the Harbor Division.   
 
► Motion Re:  Request for LAPD Report on Acquisition of Officers:  Kara McLeod made a 
motion that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council formally requests that Captain Hayes send 
us a report on the progress of getting officers to San Pedro.  Motion passed. 
 
 
November 10, 2009 
 
►Motion Re:  Harbor Area Public Rail Transportation:  The following motion was passed: 
Whereas there is large-scale commercial development planned in the Harbor Area by the Port of Los Angeles 
totaling $2 billion annually; and  
Whereas that development, including the San Pedro and Wilmington waterfront projects, are designed to bring 
hundreds of thousands, and eventually millions of yearly visitors to the port; and  
Whereas that development will create jobs and attract permanent residents; and  
Whereas the Port I a key engine of Los Angeles's economic development; and  
Whereas the 405 and 110 freeways are overburdened with cars on weekdays and weekends; and  
Whereas reliable public transit is an important component of a sustainable future;  
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council therefore resolves that we support direct public rail transit to 
downtown Los Angeles and LAX routes serving San Pedro, Wilmington and Harbor Gateway as par of a well-
connected, regional transit system, preferring clean electric rail but supporting interim transit systems as electric 
rail is developed, and we ask our elected and appointed representatives to do all in their power to see that the 
MTA, SCAG and any other interested agencies create and prioritize such transit for the Harbor Area in the near 
future. 
 
 
►Motion Re:  Parking Meter Rates in Downtown San Pedro.  The following motion was passed:  
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council supports the petition requesting a decrease in the 
parking meter rates to 50 cents per hour and free parking for the holidays.   
 
►Motion Re:  City’s proposed sidewalk ordinance as drafted by the Harbor Alliance  
of Neighborhood Councils.  After Board discussion, the motion was amended and passed with the 
following wording:   
Whereas nearly half of all sidewalks in the City of Los Angeles are in need of repair, and these conditions  
are a source of injury and subject the city to liability, and  
Whereas the City of Los Angeles is facing a serious budget shortfall, and   
Whereas, an Ordinance has been drafted that would amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of the LAMC to 
transfer liability and responsibility to property owners for repair of curbs, driveways and sidewalks due to tree 
root damage; and   
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Whereas one of the Mayor’s goals is to increase the number of trees,   
Whereas the City does not allow the adjoining property owners to remove the root cause of the sidewalk 
damage, i.e. the offending trees, and   
Whereas the this neighborhood council is desirous of promoting both tree-lined streets and safe sidewalks;   
Now Therefore Be It Resolved that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council:  
(1) Opposes the proposed ordinance as it is currently written.  
(2) Opposes any transfer of liability for sidewalk slip and fall accidents to the adjoining property owner unless it 
can be shown that the property owner’s sole negligence has caused the problem.  
(3) Requests that the existing sidewalk task forces be expanded to include representatives of  
Neighborhood Councils from throughout the City;  
(4)  Requests that the full array of options be presented to the community for comment and input through a 
series of workshops throughout the City with adequate time for review and comment. 
 

►Motions Re:  Knoll Hill Conceptual Plan Discussion:  
Motion #1 – CSPNC’s position on Knoll Hill:  
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council supports a park plan for Knoll Hill which conforms to the policies 
of the California State Lands Commission Public Trust Doctrine for the entire hilltop to include passive use and 
undesignated open space for active recreational purposes.  
As such we support elements of the “Alternative Four” plan, which received the highest amount of public 
support at the February 3, 2009 Knoll Hill community planning meeting and is in conformance with the Public 
Trust Doctrine.  
We have confidence in the Port’s ability to implement this plan and request that the Port of Los Angeles retain 
exclusive jurisdiction over Knoll Hill.  
We further instruct our Board members to advocate this position when speaking on behalf of the board and that 
it also be communicated immediately to the Port of Los Angeles, the Harbor Commission,  
Councilwoman Janice Hahn, Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa, and the Los Angeles Alliance for Neighborhood 
Initiatives.    

The above motion was seconded by Art Almeida and passed by a Board vote of 10 yes, 2 no.  
 

Motion #2 – Formation of a CSPNC Knoll Hill Committee:  The following motion was made by  
Carrie Scoville and seconded by Kara McLeod:  
In view of the conclusion of the Knoll Hill Steering Committee, the Central San Pedro Neighborhood  
Council moves to establish a CSPNC Ad Hoc Knoll Hill Committee to provide public input and oversight on the 
Knoll Hill Park Plan through its final implementation.   
During discussion, Phill Trigas commented that he would like to see more members of the community involved 
in such a committee.  After discussion the motion was passed with a Board vote of 6 yes, 3 no.   
 

October 13, 2009 
 
►Motion Re: Knoll Hill.  (Several motion were presented but failed. Refer to Minutes of meeting).  
Kara McLeod made a motion that when this plan is presented on October 27th that the land swap 
idea must be graphically represented in some way that would make it quite clear to the community 
that the land would be split.  The motion was seconded by Julia Parker and passed with 11 yes votes 
and 0 no votes. 
 

►Motion Re:  COPE (Community Outreach Promoting Emergency Preparedness):  The board voted 
unanimously in favor of endorsing the COPE outreach project in November related to Flu Vaccines.     
 
 
September 8, 2009 
 
►Motion Re: Support of “Concept” Plan presented by Geraldine Knatz.  Andrew Silber made a 
motion in support of the “concept” of the plan that was presented by Geraldine Knatz at today's 
meeting.  The motion was seconded by Phill Trigas.  After a short discussion, the board voted in favor 
of the motion with 7 yes votes; 6 no votes.  (Art Almeida attempted to table the motion but then 
withdrew) 
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►Motion Re: Special Meeting for Outreach of Waterfront Plan: Motion passed that the Central 
SPNC Board call a special meeting on September 22 with outreach to the community to address the 
specifics of the Waterfront Plan.   
 
 
August 11, 2009 
 
►Motion Re: Renaming of Bandini Canyon:  At the July meeting, Art Almeida commented that he 
felt there was a need to rename the area called Bandini Canyon because it is technically not a 
canyon, but an arroyo.  After discussion, Andrew Silber made a motion to request the renaming of 
Bandini Canyon to Bandini Arroyo.  The motion was seconded by Art Almeida and passed by 7 yes 
votes, 5 no votes and 1 abstention. 
 
►Motion Re:  PCAC.   Carrie Scoville commented on Dr. Geraldine Knatz’s July 24th announcement 
that as of August 1st, Port staff and consultants would no longer be provided at certain PCAC 
subcommittee meetings due to budget cuts.  These subcommittees would still be able to meet per the 
Stipulated Judgment, however, Port support would not be provided.  In response, Andrew Silber 
recommended that the PCAC go back to the Port and ask them to continue supporting these 
subcommittees.  Linda Alexander then made a motion that the Central SPNC authorize Carrie 
Scoville to write a letter to Geraldine Knatz and the Harbor Commission requesting the reinstatement 
of the existing staff, consultants and committees that serve the PCAC as they currently exist.  
Furthermore, the CSPNC is requesting that the meetings continue to rotate between Wilmington and 
San Pedro.  This motion was seconded by Kara McLeod and passed by a Board vote of 8 yes, 0 no. 
 
 
July 14, 2009 
 
►Motion Re: Harbor Alliance of Neighborhood Councils (HANC).  A motion was made by Kara 
McLeod that our board members should submit their personal priorities for future HANC actions to 
our representative Julia Parker via email.  The motion was seconded by Andrew Silber and passed 
unanimously be the board. 
 
►PCAC Motion Re: Access Road & Sound Wall at Wilmington Marina:   Action item for next 
week’s meeting include a request to the Port to put in a separate access road and a sound wall for 
the residents of the Wilmington Marina.  This is due to the fact the relocation of a rail yard will create 
more rail traffic and ultimately the Marina residents will be trapped.  Carrie Scoville recommends a 
yes vote on this action item.  There was a unanimous vote by the CSPNC Board to have Central’s 
PCAC rep vote yes on this action item.   
 
►Motion Re: Pacific Corridor Redevelopment Area Community Advisory Committee (PC CAC) 
Report:  Motion passed to provide the following two names to Councilwoman Hahn for her to choose 
a representative from the Central SPNC to the PC CAC:  Andrew Silber and Kara McLeod. 
 
June 9, 2009 
 
►Motion Re:  Gambol Marine Center Proposal.  The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council 
requests that the Port of Los Angeles preserve the historic Southwest Marine boat repair facility and 
make it available as a lease facility for the proposed Gambol Marine Center, and work with Gambol 
Industries to develop a construction plan to accept the necessary channel deepening dredge material 
in a manner that does not interfere with Gambol’s Marine Center proposal.  The board voted 
unanimously in favor of the motion.   
 
 



 

P
a

g
e
3

1
 

►Motion Re:  Knoll Hill.  Motion passed that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council reaffirms 
its position of keeping Knoll Hill under the purview of State Tidelands. The motion was seconded by 
Art Almeida and passed by a vote of 11 yes, 0 no.   
 
►Motion Re:  Knoll Hill.  Sue Castillo brought forth a more detailed motion which was seconded by 
Linda Alexander and passed by the board with 9 yes votes and 2 no votes.  The motion read as 
follows: 
We affirm our position in opposition to any “land swap” that would eliminate Tidelands Trust protection for Knoll 

Hill.  We request that the Knoll Hill Steering Committee move swiftly to complete a conceptual plan process that 

is consistent with State Lands Commission requirements for Tidelands.  We emphasize that no “land swap” for 

the purpose of serving an alternative plan should occur unless and until a formal written plan, including full 

funding to carry out the plan, is approved by this neighborhood council and the community. 

►Motion PCAC Report:  The Board voted (9 yes, 1 no) to instruct Central’s PCAC representative to 

vote yes on both of the following as one motion.  

PCAC action item:   
China Shipping Aesthetic Mitigation Projects for Wilmington and San Pedro - the EIR/Aesthetic Mitigation 

Subcommittee recommends to the PCAC that they recommend to the Board of Harbor Commissioners that the 

following projects be approved for funding from the China Shipping Settlement Agreement, Aesthetic Mitigation 

Fund, for both Wilmington and San Pedro. 

 

Wilmington:  The projects recommended to be allocated from the Wilmington funds have been recommended in 

amounts equal to the remaining fund total of $5,151,971. Therefore, no priority order has been ranked and all 

projects are recommended equally. 

   1.  Banning's Landing Education Program, Health Program only, $1,000,000 

   2.  Los Angeles Harbor Lighthouse Restoration Project, funding to be capped at $1,800,000 

   3.  Wilmington Marinas Parkway $1,455,971 

   4.  Tall Ship Restoration for Youth Program Expansion, funding to be capped at $771,000  

   5.  Under the Drain: Elementary Storm Water Education Program, not to exceed $75,000  

   6.  Welcome to Wilmington Sign, not to exceed $50,000. 

San Pedro:  The projects recommended to be allocated from the San Pedro funds exceed the remaining fund 

amount of $6,966,012. Therefore, a priority order has been ranked. Projects 4(a) and 4(b) have very similar 

components and, therefore, share the same ranking.   

San Pedro projects are ranked in priority order for funding.  Each project should be fully funded before any 

funds are allocated to the next prioritized project.  The ranking permits prioritized applicants to refine and clarify 

their budgets, rather than have the PCAC approve fixed budgets from estimates in the call for proposals.   

   1.  Nexus Study  

   2.  Hey Rookie Swimming Pool  

   3.  Northwest Harbor Beautification  

   4(a)  N. Front Street/N. Pacific Avenue Scenic Hwy Improvements  

   4(b)  Front Street-Harbor Blvd. Landscaped Gateway Improvements  

   5.  Angels Gate Park Renovation Project 
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►Motion Re: Pac Corridor CAC. Janice Hahn has asked Central for a representative on the Pac 

Corridor CAC.  We need to give two names to Janice Hahn.  The board voted unanimously in favor of 

the names of Andrew Silber and Daryl Seybold to be submitted to Councilwoman Hahn’s office as 

potential members of the Pac Corridor CAC.    

 

May 12, 2009 
 
►Motion Re: Approval of City of Los Angeles 2010 NC Election Stipulations.  Bill Roberson 

gave a report on the new election stipulations.  The only decision that isn’t covered in our by-laws is 

verification of stakeholder status and eligibility to vote.  There are only two options, per DONE 

regulations:  Self-affirmation of stakeholder status, or stakeholder affirmation subject to verification.  

Motion by Kara McLeod that we accept the self-affirmation option, seconded by Sue Castillo. With a 

vote of 10 yes, 1 no, the motion passed. 

►Motion Re:  Stipulation Worksheet.   The Board approved the Stipulation Worksheet as 
presented by the Election Committee with the stakeholder status affirmation just passed, to be 
submitted to the City Clerk passed by unanimous vote of the Board.  The Stipulation Worksheet will 
be scanned and submitted by email to the City Clerk by the Administrative Assistant, Kristina Smith. 
 

►Motion Re: New appointee to Board of Harbor Commissioners: The Board approved the 

following motion.  “The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council requests that Mayor Villaraigosa appoint a 

Los Angeles Harbor Area resident to the recently vacated Board of Harbor Commission seat, as it is of the 

utmost importance that these commissioners fully understand and appreciate the City of Los Angeles 

community in which the port is located”.   

►Motion Re: NC Funding.  The following motion was approved unanimously by the Board:   

BE IT RESOLVED that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council demands that the City maintain 

neighborhood council funding at a level of at least $45,000 per year. 

►PCAC Motions. There was a unanimous vote in favor of having the PCAC rep vote yes on both of 

the following: 

 

A. Wilmington’s Recommendation for the Wilmington Youth Sailing Center - from EIR/Aesthetic Mitigation 

Subcommittee  

Whereas, the California State Lands Commission approved the Wilmington Youth Sailing Center Aesthetic 

Mitigation Proposal in June 2003 that included facility construction costs as well as $230K for startup and 

operating costs, and;  

Whereas, the Board of Harbor Commissioners approved the Sailing Center project in 2006 and allocated $3.1M 

for construction of the facility only, based on construction of a new facility on undeveloped land and water, and;  

Whereas, in 2008, Port staff determined that the proposed location would not be available for ten or more years 

and has proposed an alternate site within an existing marina that will not require extensive development of land 

and water as originally anticipated, will result in a cost savings. 

Therefore, Be it Resolved that the Wilmington Waterfront Subcommittee & the EIR/Aesthetic Mitigation 

Subcommittee recommends that the PCAC request the Board to reallocate $500,000 of the approved $3.1M in 

construction funds to operating revenue to cover startup and approximately three years of operating costs for 

the Sailing Center. 

B.  Wilmington’s Open Space, A Park – from the EIR/Aesthetic Mitigation Subcommittee 

Whereas, this project was the highest ranked project when the Wilmington Aesthetic Mitigation Committee 

initially met on June 28, 2007 to evaluate and prioritize the Wilmington Aesthetic Mitigation Proposals, and; 
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Whereas, all of the members of the Committee that voted were from Wilmington. Therefore, Be It Resolved that 

the EIR/Aesthetic Mitigation Subcommittee recommend to the PCAC that the PCAC recommend to the Board of 

Harbor Commissioners that the “East Wilmington Open Space, a Park” project be re-established as the highest 

ranked priority project as voted in the EIR/Aesthetic Mitigation Subcommittee meeting of June 28, 2007, in order 

to honor the true spirit and intent of the China Shipping Aesthetic Mitigation Settlement. 

►Motion Re: Opposition of City of LA Draft Ordinance (CEQA) The following motion presented 

by the Land Use Planning Committee was approved by unanimous vote of the CSPNC Board as 

follows: 

The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council opposes the City of Los Angeles draft ordinance “establishing 

procedures for appeals to the City Council of CEQA determinations”, as this ordinance is intended to reduce 

citizen participation in the state environmental protection CEQA process.  In particular: 

1- There should be no reduction to the appeal filing period, 

2- Any member of the public should be able to file an appeal, 

3- Appealable topics should not be restricted to topics previously raised to non-elected decision-making 

bodies, 

4- City Council should provide at least 21 days of CEQA-related hearings notice to neighborhood 

councils, 

5- There should be no fee to a member of the public to file an appeal, 

6- CEQA decisions should not be declared final until all appeals have been withdrawn or decided by 

City Council. 

 

April 14, 2009 
 
►Motion Re:  Knoll Hill.  Sue Castillo made the following motion which was seconded by Kara 

McLeod and passed by unanimous vote of the Board.  The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council 

opposes any land swap that would eliminate Tidelands Trust protection for Knoll Hill. Furthermore, we request 

that Councilwoman Janice Hahn cease and desist negotiating any such land swap, and stop interfering in the 

development of a conceptual plan for a park on Knoll Hill until the public process is complete.  

►Motion Re:  Parking Fees.  The Board discussed the issue of increased parking fees and how it 

has affected the downtown business district.  Andrew Silber made the following motion, seconded by 

Phill Trigas and passed unanimously by the Board:  The San Pedro downtown community has 

experienced many negative impacts caused by the recently implemented City of Los Angeles-enacted increase 

in our parking meter fees and collection hours. The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council requests that City 

Transportation staff consult with our community to further staff understanding of these impacts, and that the City 

Council act to resolve the problems it has created. 

►Motion Re: Objection  to BOHC Ruling on Ports O’Call:   The Board passed the following 
motion with 10 yes votes and 1 no vote.  The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council strongly objects to 
the Board of Harbor Commissioners’ ruling of April 2, 2009 that defers to some unknown future date $20.6 
million in budgeted, well-planned and long-awaited improvements to the Ports O’Call Village and surrounding 
waterfront property. These improvements were promised to the Harbor community over three and one-half 
years ago. 

 

 
March 10, 2009 
 
►PCAC Motions:  The Board voted unanimously in favor of directing the PCAC 

Representative, Carrie Scoville, to vote as she recommends in support of an Anchorage Road Soil 



 

P
a

g
e
3

4
 

Storage Site Land Use Feasibility Study and a Recreational Boat Ancillary Capacity Study.  
      1.  Anchorage Road Soil Storage Site Land Use Feasibility Study-from the Port Master Plan/ 

             Quality  Life Subcommittee: 

 Whereas, the Port Master Plan/Quality of Life Subcommittee’s previously recommended land use changes 
to the Port of Los Angeles Master Plan have not been adopted by the Port and are currently under review 
by the subcommittee, and;  

 Whereas, the Port of LA’s 40-acre Anchorage Road Soil Storage Site, designated as Planning Area 6 in the 

proposed amended Port Master Plan is inconsistent with the 2000 Wilmington-Harbor City Community Plan 

that states, “A substantial portion of the Cerritos Channel area of the Port shall continue to be reserved for 

recreational uses. Approximately 40 acres of land and water are currently developed for marina-related 

activities, and 40 adjacent acres east of the marina are designated for recreational uses under the Port of 

Los Angeles Plan, when oil extraction at this location has ceased,” and;  

Whereas, oil extraction equipment on these 40 acres was removed in the 1990’s, and; Whereas, the 

community wishes to develop a master plan for the Wilmington marina/recreational area in order to 

complete the redevelopment of the Wilmington waterfront, which potentially requires revisions to existing 

land use classifications.  

Therefore, be it resolved, that the Port Master Plan/Quality of Life Subcommittee moves that PCAC 

recommend to the Board of Harbor Commissioners that a land use feasibility study be conducted for the 40-

acre Anchorage Road Soil Storage Site to identify uses that are compatible with existing recreational uses, 

and;  

 Be it further recommended that the evaluation include uses proposed in the 1987 Cal Hamilton, 

Wilmington Harbor Interface Study, the 2006 Cal Poly Wetlands Presentation as well as uses proposed by 

the Wilmington community and Port Master Plan Subcommittee that include: Boat Yard/Boat Building 

Facility, Wetlands, Visitor Serving Facilities, Park Space, Golf Course, Botanical Garden, Consolidated Slip 

Storm Water Treatment Facility, aquaculture (fish hatchery).   

2.  Recreational Boat Ancillary Capacity Study-from the Port Master Plan/Quality of Life 

       Subcommittee: 

Whereas, according to the Port of Los Angeles website, there are 3935 recreational boat slips in the Port, 

and;  

Whereas, there are three boat yards in the Port that service recreational vessels; Colonial Yacht Anchorage, 

Eddie's Marine and Wilmington Marine Service (Larson's only services vessels over 70 feet), and;  

Whereas, recreational vessels require a haul out to maintain bottom paint, underwater fittings and/or 

mechanical apparatuses.  

Therefore, be it resolved, that the Port Master Plan/Quality of Life Subcommittee moves that PCAC 

recommend to the Board of Harbor Commissioners that an ancillary study or survey be conducted to 

determine how much capacity is needed for the 3935 recreational boats moored in the Port of LA in order to 

comply with Tariff 4, Section 22, Seaworthy Vessel and Vessel Maintenance requirements. 

 

►Motion Re:  Knoll Hill.  Sue gave a progress report on the Knoll Hill park-planning process.  The 

board voted unanimously in favor of the following two point motion: 

a) The Port of Los Angeles and Janice Hahn should make the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council a 
partner to their discussions about a potential land-swap and the disposition of Knoll Hill. 

b) Objection to the lack of significant input allowed to Steering Committee Members in LANI's Knoll Hill 
Park Planning process. 
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February 10, 2009 
 
►Consent Calendar items: The following three items were approved unanimously by consent. 
 
1- The CSPNC supports the activities of Harbor Interfaith Services at 670 West Ninth Street, and their 

preliminary plans for an entirely rebuilt Harbor Interfaith Service facility.  We support waiving the 2-story 
height limit that City zoning regulations impose on this site, subject to the following conditions: 

o The proposed 3-story structure achieves this height only in the center of the site and sensitively 
steps down to one or two stories at the east and west edges of the site as it abuts single-story 
structures on either side. 

o The façade of this facility should be constructed high quality, durable exterior materials including 
stone and commercial grade windows. 

o The façade should be modified to increase the amount of clear window area on the first story 
abutting the sidewalk so as to present a more open face to pedestrians. 

o The proposed project includes a 2nd-story open play area, which is proposed to be edged with an 
extended building wall and integral trellis-topped columns.  Developer agrees to extend the building 
wall to the level needed to protect the open area occupants, and use no chain-link or other 
utilitarian or industrial-styled security fencing on the façade. 

o Developer shall remove the large billboard currently located on the site. 

2- Petition by Black Hill residents requesting removal of the soil surcharge filling the West Basin Southwest 
Slip; Action Item: Resolution to accept the petition and forward it to the Port of Los Angeles. 

3- CALTRANS plans to expand freeway access ramps; Action Item: Request CALTRANS to present 
detailed plans for the expansion of all freeway access ramps within the Central San Pedro 
Neighborhood Council jurisdiction prior at one of our Stakeholder Meetings prior to finalizing their 
plans. 
 
 

►Motion Re: Standing Rules. The Board approved adopting the following standing rules: For 

the purpose of assuring the efficient conduct of business, while permitting full and adequate opportunity to 

be heard, the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council adopts the following Standing Rules: 

At the Agenda Setting Meeting, the time duration of each agendized presentations by any Board Member, 

Committee Chair, Public Official, or Stakeholder shall, after due discussion and opportunity to be heard, be 

set, and so calendared.  The Members present at each Agenda Setting Meeting may also set specific time 

limits on each agenda item coming before the next board meeting; except: 

a. Each Stakeholder or member of the public requesting permission to speak shall be allotted no less 
than 3 minutes to speak. 

b. Public officials filing a written or oral request to make an announcement or report shall be allotted 
no less than 3 minutes to speak.  

c. The President, Vice President, Committee Chair, or other presiding officer shall so conduct the 
Stakeholder or Committee Meeting so as to assure that each speaker abides by the time duration 
set at the Agenda Setting Meeting.  Robert's Rules shall govern the chairing officer's extension or 
limitation of time, objections thereto, and resolution thereof. 
 
 

►Motion Re: Knoll Hill Park Planning.  The Board adopted the following resolution:  
 

1. The CSPNC supports Alternative 4 as presented at the January 12, 2009 Steering Committee 
Meeting. 

2. The entire park should be available for public use. No areas should be dedicated to the use of any 
private entity. 

3. Space and facilities should be provided for all ages and interests. 
4. The facilities most requested in the City of Los Angeles 2008 Recreation and Park survey should 

be provided on Knoll Hill (see report by Donna Littlejohn published on January 7, 2009 in the Daily 
Breeze). 

5. A large open space should be provided for gathering and various active sport and recreational 
uses on the southeast quadrant of the hilltop. 
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6. Space and facilities should be provided for a playground, picnic areas, comfortable seating, bicycle 
parking and substantial tree cover for shade. 

7. A minimum amount of area should be dedicated to roadway and parking lot. Parking space as 
necessary should be improved with permeable paving. 

8. CSPNC shall petition the Port of Los Angeles and the Board of Harbor commissioners to follow the 
California Tidelands Trust Act in approving plans for the development of Knoll Hill. 

9. CSPNC shall write to the California State Lands Commission stating our opposition to any 
extension of the temporary use agreement between the Port of Los Angeles and the Eastview 
Little League and requesting that a written opinion be provided regarding the development of Port-
owned property with dedicated baseball fields. 
 

►Motion Re: China Shipping Aesthetic Mitigation Proposals. With the exception of abstentions 
from Andrew Silber and Carrie Scoville, there was unanimous vote to support the recommendations 
of the Land Use Planning Committee and forward this to POLA.  Recommendations follows: 
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council’s Land Use Planning Committee has reviewed the list of 35 

Aesthetic Mitigation Proposals generated by the Port's August 1, 2008 call for community-generated projects. 

This project is funded by $6.6 million is available pursuant to the aesthetic mitigation funding required by the 

settlement of the Port of Los Angeles China Shipping lawsuit.  Although the many excellent proposals submitted 

address various community needs, it was agreed that it would be most appropriate to fund the five proposals 

recommending the beautification and improvement of the area immediately adjoining the China Shipping 

Terminal for pedestrians, bicyclists, and California Coastal Trail users. The five proposals included in our 

recommendation are as follows: 

 Proposal # 24: Front Street - Harbor Blvd landscaped Gateway Improvements.  There are three 

components to this proposal: 

• Front Street Gateway.  Landscaping of the roughly triangular unimproved dirt lot at the intersection of 

Pacific Avenue with Front Street (southeast corner). 

• Harbor/Beacon Gateway and Trail Improvements. Improvement of the southwest and northwest corners 
of the intersection of Harbor Blvd with Swinford  Street and the CA-47, including landscaping and 
sidewalks (note: the northwest corner abuts the Samoan Apartment building). Improvement of the 
existing pedestrian trail from Palos Verdes Street to Harbor Blvd with new walk, landscaping, fencing 
and lighting. 

• Front Street- Sidewalk and Streetscape Improvements.  This proposal addresses the west and south 
sides of Front Street abutting Knoll Hill, adding sidewalk, curb and gutter, as well as trees, turf and 
irrigation. 
 

Proposal #26: Black Hill Stabilization/Green Belt Park. Includes the improvement of the north slope of Black 

Hill along the south and west side of Pacific Avenue from Front Street to Channel Street, and the improvement 

or relocation of commercial properties fronting the street. The hillside is currently in a degraded condition and 

needs erosion-controlling plantings.  Most of the commercial properties blighted, vacant, and/or derelict 

(although some may create positive local character and sensitivity to the retention of this feature is needed).   

Proposal #27: N. Front Street/N. Pacific Avenue Scenic Highway Improvements.  This proposal suggests 

that the entire corridor beginning at the intersection of Harbor Blvd and Swinford Street, heading north and west 

along Front Street to the intersection with Pacific Avenue, and continuing west and north along Pacific Avenue 

to its intersection with Channel Street be named and improved as a Scenic Highway. Project Scenic Highway 

Guidelines dictate the plantings of adjacent hillsides to control erosion with fire-resistant natives, the retention of 

existing trees and other plants of value, the prohibition of outdoor advertising and removal of existing, and the 

undergrounding of utilities. 

Proposal #32: Public Stairwell at N. Front Street and N. Pacific Avenue. Noting that Summerland Avenue, 

which provides the only community connection to Black Hill, is substandard and not useable by pedestrians. 

There is an existing trail leading from the upland community of Black Hill down to Pacific Avenue that is 

proposed to be improved with a public stairwell. 
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Proposal #34: N. Front Street/N. Pacific Avenue Sidewalk Installation and Bicycle Path. There is currently 

no sidewalk along the east and north edge of Front Street between the Vincent Thomas Bridge and Pacific 

Avenue, and only incomplete sidewalk along Pacific Avenue between the Front Street and Channel Street. 

Pedestrians, bicyclists and California Coastal Trail users share the roadbed with heavy truck traffic, causing 

great liability to the City and the Port. It is proposed that the boundary of the China Shipping parcel fronting the 

street perimeter be relocated as needed to provide pedestrians and bicycle improvements and landscaping. 

These proposals compliment and overlap each other. The benefits of combining these proposals into 

one project are many: 

1. The project nexus is unquestionable. The proposals would directly mitigate China Shipping 
development impacts by addressing the immediate vicinity of the China Shipping Terminal. 

2. The proposals convert this gateway to San Pedro from blight to a positive gateway statement, 
bringing many economic benefits to the community. 

3. The proposals would provide a green buffer between Port operations and the upland residential 
community, and filtration of air pollution resulting from China Shipping development and heavy truck 
traffic serving the Port. 

4. The proposals help mitigate the loss of water views caused by the filling of the Southwest Slip as 
viewed from the upland community of Black Hill. 

5. The proposals result in the build-out of this section of the California Coastal Trail, providing a state-
level benefit. 

6. The proposals for trail, sidewalk and bicycle path provide recreational benefits. 
7. The proposals provide new and improved connections between community and the corridor. 
8. The proposals improve the north boundary of the Pacific Corridor Redevelopment Area and further 

redevelopment goals. 
9. The proposals compliment the Port's improvement of Knoll Hill. 
10. The proposals extend and compliment the Port's recent improvements of portions of the east side 

of Pacific Avenue. 
11. The proposals would contribute to the connection of the San Pedro Waterfront with the Wilmington 

Waterfront. 
 

Therefore, it is proposed that the corridor comprised of Harbor Blvd, Front Street and Pacific Avenue including 

the adjacent hillsides be improved as described in proposals numbered 24, 26, 27, 32 and 34, in an efficient, 

holistic, and comprehensive manner.  The length of this corridor, as shown on Exhibit A, is approximately 1 

mile.  The particular elements of the combined proposal include: 

• New curb, gutter and sidewalk where missing along the corridor. 
• A Class 1 Bicycle Trail, segregated from vehicular traffic. 
• Roadbed improvements as needed. 
• High quality crosswalks at key locations. 
• Lush, irrigated landscaping at the pedestrian level for filtration of air pollutants, emphasizing large-

canopy trees.   
• Drought-tolerant native non-irrigated landscaping on adjacent hillsides to beautify and control erosion. 
• Replacement of existing chain link fencing with high-quality wrought iron fencing. 
• General elimination of blight in the form of billboards and other non-conforming outdoor advertising 

along the corridor. 
• Completion of a segment of the California Coastal Trail with interpretive signage. 
• A pedestrian trail/stairway connection to Black Hill. 
• A pedestrian trail/stairway connection to Palos Verdes Street. 
• Improvement of bus stops 
• Undergrounding of utilities along the corridor. 
• Improvement or relocation of commercials operations along the south edge of Pacific Avenue. 

 
The combined cost estimate for these proposals total $10.3 million, but we believe that an integrated project 

could be done more efficiently and at less total cost than the individual components.  Also, as this corridor fronts 

Port operations, the Port has obligations to improve the adjacent public right-of-way just as any private property 
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owner does. It would be appropriate that additional Port monies be provided for the improvement and long-term 

maintenance of this corridor.  

Furthermore, other sources of funding from interested agencies could contribute to the beautification of this 

corridor.  As the area of the CA 47 on/off ramps is included, Caltrans should provide funds for the improvement 

of this area.  As this corridor forms the northern boundary of the Pacific Corridor Redevelopment Project Area, 

certain redevelopment funds might be contributed, such as the funds needed to improve or relocate blighted 

Pacific Avenue businesses.  As the public utilities are required to underground utilities along high useage and 

scenic corridors per PUC Rule 20A, such funding should be applied to this project.  Finally, as this area is also 

considered to be a part of the Wilmington waterfront, funding dedicated to that project should be applied here.  

We note that it may be found more cost effective to limit pedestrian and bicycle improvements to the east and 

north sides of Front Street. 

 

January 13, 2009 
 
►PCAC MOTIONS:  The board advised the PCAC Representative to vote yes on the following PCAC 
Action Items: 

• Foreign trade zones impacts on communities.  The PCAC may request that the Port study 
the impact of foreign trade zones in a community and whether there are opportunities for 
funding local area improvements. The vote was 6 yes to 4 no to support such a request. 

• Inclusion of Construction Emissions in Health Risk Assessments.  The PCAC may 
request that the Board of Harbor Commissioners include pollution caused by construction 
activities in formal health risk assessments for projects. The vote was 10 yes and 0 no to 
support such a request. 

• Opposition to Cruise Ships in Outer Harbor: The PCAC may take a position of support for 
the community-generated “Sustainable Waterfront Plan” and strongly oppose any permanent 
berthing of cruise ships in the outer harbor. This question was split into two parts upon the 
request of the body. The vote to support the Sustainable Waterfront Plan passed with 6 yes 
votes to 3 no votes. The vote to strongly oppose any permanent berthing of cruise ships in the 
outer harbor passed with 7 yes votes to 4 no votes. 

 

►Motion Re:  Ponte Vista.  The following resolution was adopted by unanimous vote: 

Whereas the proposed Ponte Vista project is of great interest to the people of San Pedro and 
surrounding areas; and,  
Whereas it is inconvenient for community members who desire to attend a Planning Commission 
hearing to have to travel more than 20 miles to downtown Los Angeles; and, 
Whereas it is desirable that government serves the needs of those most impacted by this 
development; 

 

►Motion Re:  Determination of a next action regarding the Department of Water & Power's 

Solar Initiative (proposed Measure B on the City's March General Election): Court voted in favor of 

the DWP community working committee’s request and dismissed a lawsuit by the Working 

Californians group, including a request to pay attorney fees and court costs.  Next step for us would 

be to find a way of publishing our opinion, perhaps in Daily Breeze, Community Impact Statement, 

send statement to Janice Hahn’s office.  Sue Castillo made a motion to submit our previously adopted 

resolution as a community impact statement, seconded by Carrie Scoville. The motion passed with 7 

yes to 3 no votes. 

 



 

P
a

g
e
3

9
 

2008 
 

December 9, 2008  
 
► Motion Re: Knoll Hill.   The following Resolution was unanimously adopted by the Board: 

The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council has adopted several official position statements on the 
development and proposed uses for Knoll Hill, including:  
 
--Resolution dated October 10, 2006, in which we opposed the development of Knoll Hill for the exclusive use of 
any private organization and requested that Councilwoman Hahn explore potential uses of this land with our 
Neighborhood Council before committing to any development proposals (see also letter to Janice Hahn dated 
December 22, 2006). 
 
--Resolution June 18, 2008, regarding Central San Pedro's special needs for parks and open spaces, noting 
that this area is significantly underserved with these types of facilities. 
 
--Letter of Protest dated August 14, 2007 regarding the development of the Eastview ball fields, and CEQA 
violations related thereto. 
 
At the first community meeting for the planning of a park on Knoll Hill, which was held on November 19, 2008, 
at the Crowne Plaza Harbor Hotel San Pedro, this Neighborhood Council witnessed the following: 
 
Councilwoman Hahn made an opening statement that unilaterally advocated keeping the Eastview Little 
League ball fields on Knoll Hill without regard for, nor consideration of, the community’s needs for recreation 
and open space in this area.  This position conflicts with the Tidelands Trust Act, ignores the previous position 
statements of the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council, and was inappropriate at this early stage in the 
planning process.  
 
Several meeting attendees put forward the argument that open spaces, parks, and the downtown area in 
particular (aka Central San Pedro), are so infested by criminal gangs that without the predominant presence of 
the Eastview Little League any beneficial use of this land by the general public would not possible. 
 
Therefore now the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council resolves as follows: 
 
We protest the characterization of our neighborhood as controlled by criminal gangs as this is inaccurate and 
offensive. 
 
We urgently request a meeting with Councilwoman Janice Hahn regarding her position on the use of Knoll Hill 
in order to bring her position into consistency with California law and the needs of the greater community. 
 
We request that the Port of Los Angeles, in approving a development plan for Knoll Hill, observe the principles 
and requirements of the California Tidelands Trust Act, which Act favors general public use over private use, 
regional use over merely local use, and development serving multiple uses over single limited uses.  The 
Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council continues to advocate for park development on Knoll Hill that 
provides space for passive use and relaxation; facilities for individual, family and community uses; multi-use 
fields for active sports shared by multiple organizations; and for the preservation of the views from Knoll Hill for 
all to enjoy. 
 

► Motion Re: Knoll Hill Steering Committee:  Daryl Seybold and Jim Cordero were the two 
nominees.  The board voted 5 votes in favor of Cordero and 7 votes in favor of Daryl Seybold.  Daryl 
Seybold was appointed to fill the vacant position of Central San Pedro NC Rep on the Knoll Hill 
Steering Committee.  Sue Castillo then made a motion to appoint Cordero as an alternative, 
seconded by Carrie Scoville.  10 yes, 1 no.  Motion passed. 
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► Motion Re: Parks and Recreation Department:  Frank Anderson made a motion that the Board 
send letters to Councilwoman Janice Hahn and Mark Mariscol at the Department of Rec and Parks, 
with a copy to the Mayor, as the councilwoman claims to be supportive of childrens’ sports and after 
school programs, to make sure funds are found to continue the programs at Leland Park.  Seconded 
by Kara McLeod.  11 yes, 0 no.  
 
► Motion Re: Prop B solar initiative:  The following resolution was adopted by unanimous vote of 
the Board:   
                       
RESOLUTION ON PROPOSITION B ON THE MARCH 2009 BALLOT 

WHEREAS City Charter and the Neighborhood Council/LADWP Memorandum of Understanding require that 

neighborhood councils receive timely information so that they may provide comment and input to the City 

Council, City Committees and Commissions before decisions are made; and, 

WHEREAS no organizational or cost analysis information provided to the ratepayers of Los Angeles at the 

November 7, 2008 City Council meeting at which it was determined that Proposition B would be placed on the 

March 2009 ballot; and,  

WHEREAS in order that the solar measure was ensured immediate placement on the ballot, the DWP 

Commission and the Community were bypassed and the measure was sent directly to the City Council which 

unanimously voted its approval; and, 

WHEREAS it is the policy of the City and DWP to have competitive bidding on major projects, Proposition B 

contradicts this policy; and, 

WHEREAS Proposition B was named Solar Energy/Job Creation by the City Council on November 25, 2008, 

the name erroneously implies that workers from the private sector and other unions will be hired; and,  

WHEREAS this multi-million dollar action will increase rates on top of the 24% increase already approved last 

year, and the rates will be further compounded with the addition of the forthcoming comprehensive solar 

program; and, 

WHEREAS the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council supports green power and sustainable energy, it 

deplores the process used by the City to place Proposition B on the ballot; and, 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council opposes Proposition B. BE IT 

FURTHER RESOLVED that Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council will provide the City with a Community 

Impact Statement on this matter. 

 
November 18, 2008 (Special Meeting) 
 
► Motion Re: Response to POLA's San Pedro Waterfront Project.   Andrew Silber made a motion 
to adopt the draft that Sue Castillo created adding support for a 13th street pedestrian bridge.  
Seconded by Kara McLeod.  9 yes, 0 opposed, motion passed. 
 
Dr. Geraldine Knatz, Executive Director 
Port of Los Angeles 
P.O. Box 151 
San Pedro, CA 90733-0151 
 
Subject: Response to POLA's San Pedro Waterfront Project 
 
The Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council (CSPNC) was created by the City of Los Angeles to advocate for 
the interests of the stakeholders in downtown San Pedro. Since our inception in 2002, we have consistently 
supported the redevelopment of the waterfront to serve residents, local business interests, and all who have a 
stake in the Los Angele waterfront. We see this redevelopment as being essential to improving the quality of life 
for residents, the local economy, and providing good stewardship of our precious waterfront resources. 
Upon review of the San Pedro Waterfront Project DEIR released in September of 2008, we have come to the 
conclusion that the Port’s Alternative 4 with certain modifications best meets the goals of our stakeholders. As 
decided by official action of CSPNC on November 18, 2008, we strongly support moving forward with 
Alternative 4, and provide the following additional comments to clarify the conditions of our support: 
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1. All passenger terminals serving the cruise industry should remain concentrated in the downtown area. The 
Port needs to make a significant investment in the downtown cruise terminal complex as this is situated at the 
visitor entrance to our waterfront and should be a significant architectural landmark. The existing Berth 93 
terminal building is in great need of renovation, and the expansive parking lots fronting it are an eyesore. The 
renovation or reconstruction of the existing terminal buildings along with the construction of needed ancillary 
structures should occur in the near future to stimulate waterfront redevelopment and to generate interest among 
other potential investors. The development of pedestrian level uses that take advantage of the plaza at the new 
Swinford water feature should also be a priority. Although the creation of a new North Harbor is appealing, this 
should not be allowed to take away from the acreage needed to establish an attractive and functional world-
class cruise passenger terminal. 
2. We agree with other community organizations that find large parking lots on the east side of 
Harbor Boulevard to be both a waste of prime waterfront property and a barrier to our connection with the 
waterfront. Off-site structured parking should be built as needed west of Harbor Boulevard in such a manner as 
to be available for the joint use of cruise passengers and other downtown visitors. We urge the Port to consider 
providing multi-level structured parking at the site of the Boys and Girls Club surface parking lot, at the Caltrans' 
Beacons Street parking lot (either in partnership with Caltrans or by purchasing this lot from them), or at one of 
the Community Redevelopment Agency's downtown opportunity sites. We also support the development of 
parking structures along the rail yard bluff as proposed by the Port. Any prime parking retained on the cruise 
terminal complex should be architecturally integrated with redeveloped terminal buildings to be attractive and to 
retain views of the waterfront. 
3. We are especially enthusiastic about the construction of the waterfront promenade, the proposed Downtown 
Harbor, the 7th Street Harbor, the 7th Street Pier, the Town Square fronting the Maritime Museum, and the 
pedestrian bridge linking the community at 13th and Beacon Streets to the waterfront. The completion of these 
projects will do much to generate waterfront excitement and link the community to the waterfront, and should be 
made a high priority for early completion. 
4. The proposed reconfiguration of the connection between Harbor Blvd and Sampson Street, eliminating the 
6th Street connection in favor of a streamlined, freeway-like intersection designed to move large quantities of 
private vehicular traffic from Harbor Boulevard onto the primary waterfront thoroughfare, is a poor plan that 
neglects its role in providing a key linkage to downtown San Pedro. This intersection, over 300 feet long, would 
be less safe and not function as well, traffic-wise, as a tried and true compact 90-degree intersection. 
More importantly, it squanders an unnecessarily large area for roadbed, does not respect our urban-grid 
formula, and severs a vital connection between downtown and the waterfront. 
We ask the Port to go back to the drawing board and connect Harbor Boulevard and Sampson Way with a 7th 
Street extension. 
5. We wholeheartedly support the Port’s efforts to redevelop and repurpose the Ports O'Call property in order to 
maximize the benefits which should accrue to this central parcel of waterfront property. Firstly, we ask that 
redevelopment focus on providing additional 
regional attractions which do not compete with our downtown economy or cause negative impacts on our 
stakeholders. While determining how to best meet this goal, we feel it essential in terms of sustainability that the 
existing key tenants of Ports O'Call who are successful in terms of the numbers of visitors and local customers 
they serve should be supported with the improvements they need to continue to be successful. We note that the 
current DEIR simply specifies a certain number of square feet of new development, but we ask the Port to be 
wary of a generic, developer-created plan that provides standard commercial opportunities without the 
investment of vision that should be dedicated to a prime waterfront resource. Both urban planning experts and 
the community should be consulted as to what the highest and best use of this property might be prior to 
seeking developer proposals for a new master plan. Finally, as we must recommend the elimination of the North 
Harbor watercut in order to optimize the Downtown Cruise Terminal, we suggest that “tugboats, visiting historic 
and naval vessels, and the SS Lane Victory” be located in either the Downtown Harbor or along the Ports O’Call 
waterfront in order to keep these essential services and attractions prominently positioned along our waterfront. 
6. With respect to the proposed conference center in Ports O'Call, we ask that the Port do all that is possible to 
place this needed facility at a waterfront location that is integrated into a visionary master plan for waterfront 
redevelopment. We note that these large facilities have the potential to create a zone of relative inactivity when 
sited within a regional tourist serving attraction. A water-view location closer to downtown with integrated 
parking facilities is most desirable. We ask the Port to consider locating it atop the proposed blufffronting 
parking structures. 
7. Finally, we have these concerns about three major elements that were NOT included in the 
DEIR: 
a) The Port should meet its commitment to linking downtown to the waterfront by extending the Red Car line or 
providing some other attractive form of public transport that connects downtown to the 6th Street Red Car 
station. 
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b) The City of Los Angeles Community Redevelopment Agency has been advocating for linkages between 
downtown and the waterfront that include a partnership between their organization and POLA for the creation of 
a joint use parking structure on one of their downtown opportunity sites. Providing downtown parking options for 
cruise passengers would encourage these visitors to enjoy San Pedro before being shuttled off to the cruise 
terminal. 
c) The much discussed Maritime and Marine Science Research Center should be included in the Port's master 
planning for the waterfront, as this single institution alone has a tremendous potential for positive impact on our 
economy and the long-term sustainability of the region. 
We hope that the Port of Los Angeles will take these comments from the official City of Los 
Angeles-sanctioned representatives of the stakeholders of downtown San Pedro to heart, and incorporate them 
into their plans for a truly great waterfront for the City of Los Angeles. 
Sincerely, John Delgado, Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council President 
cc: Mr. S. David Freeman, President, Los Angeles Harbor Commission; Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa; Hon. 
Janice Hahn, Camellia Townsend, San Pedro Chamber of Commerce, CSPNC Board members 
 

November 11, 2008  
 
► Motion Re:  Waterfront Plan.  Kara McLeod made a motion that the board meet on Tuesday, 

November 18th, to discuss the Waterfront Plan and reach a consensus.  The motion was seconded by 

Art Almeida and the board voted unanimously in favor.  Motion passed.   
 

October 14, 2008  
 
► Motion Re: Mandate for Standing Rules Committee:  Dan Pasley explained that part of our new 

By-laws state that this board once seated will form a Standing Rules Committee that will report at the 

next meeting on recommendations for Standing Rules.  Dan nominated Bill Roberson to the position 

of Interim Chair of such a committee.  Andrew Silber made a motion that we create a Standing Rules 

Committee.  The motion was seconded by Sue Castillo.  13 votes in favor, 0 no. The motion passed.  

Andrew made a second motion to make Bill Roberson Interim Chair of the Standing Rules 

Committee.  The motion was seconded by Dan Pasley and the board voted in favor with 13 yes, 0 no.   

► Motion Re: Requesting a Representative from Mayor’s Office:  Andrew Silber made a Motion 

that the secretary contact the Mayor’s office to send a representative to our monthly meetings.  The 

motion was seconded by Art Almeida.  The Board voted in favor of the motion with 13 yes votes, 0 

no. 

September 9, 2008  
 
► Motion Re: Approval of Letters.  Sue Castillo reported on the July walking tour discussion at the 
Land Use Planning committee held August 7th where the committee settled on some action.  Sue 
provided handouts with examples of letters that the committee would like to send to the Port and 
Councilwoman Janice Hahn.  A motion was brought forth from the committee to finalize the letters 
and send them to the Port and Janice Hahn.  The motion was seconded by Bill Roberson.  The board 
voted:  9 yes, 0 no, 1 abstention.  Motion passed.  (Letters can be found on the website under the 
“Correspondence” tab) 
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August 12, 2008  
 
► Motion Re: Ponte Vista Development.  The Board approved the Resolution below by a vote of 7 

yes votes, 2 no votes, 2 abstentions and 1 recusal.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
July 8, 2008  
 
► Motion Re: South Regional High School 15.  CSPNC is opposed to LAUSD continuing 

development of South Region High School 15 until an alternative plan with budget comparisons 

showing improvements and upgrades to San Pedro High School is presented to the community. 

Andrew Silber made the motion seconded by Joe Donato.  The board voted on the motion with the 

following results:   9 yes, 0 opposed, 3 abstentions.  Motion passed.   

 

► PCAC Motion 

Motion:  The Air Quality Subcommittee recommends that the PCAC request Port staff to put through 

Motion No. 66 regardng the storage and transport of dredged materials at and to Anchorage 

Road to the Board of Harbor Commissioners.  Additionally, the PCAC requests timely movement 

of all previously passed motions from POLA to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for their 

consideration. 
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The Board voted to instruct the PCAC representative to vote yes on the above motion at the next 

PCAC meeting.  10 yes votes, 0 no votes, 2 abstentions.    

 

► Motion Re:  Addendum to the Bridge to Breakwater EIR/EIS: 

The Board voted to instruct the PCAC representative to vote yes on the above motion at the next 

PCAC meeting. 8 yes votes, 0 no votes,4 abstentions.    

 

RESOLUTION, PART #1 

Whereas preliminary versions of the Bridge to Breakwater plan do not offer a viable, community-

supported alternative for keeping the cruise ship terminal and berths near downtown and north of 5th 

Street, and  

Whereas the community has produced past alternatives with features that are not included in one 

comprehensive alternative in the Port’s current draft for the San Pedro Waterfront, and 

Resolved that the PCAC strongly advises that a new alternative be developed before release of the 

DEIR and incorporated in the DEIR that contains these elements in a newly revised alternative four: 

 - Leaves Harbor Boulevard as is and maintains the scenic designation of harbor Boulevard, 

preserving views and view corridors 

- Contains three cruise ship berths north of 5th Street 

- Requires amping of all cruise ships 

- Runs the Red Car line extensively all along the waterfront with stops from Cabrillo Beach to the 

north harbor including downtown as well as Kaiser Point and the Warehouse One Peninsula 

- Moves parking, especially long-term parking, away from the waterfront by under-grounding day-trip 

visitor parking along Harbor Boulevard and building parking structures for cruise ship passengers 

along John S. Gibson Boulevard and on Terminal Island 

- Creates a promenade from the Bridge to the Breakwater along the waterfront, completing the 

north/south California Coastal Trail through San Pedro 

- Creates a second pedestrian walkway on the landside of Ports of Call 

- Builds a boat launching ramp at Kaiser Point 

- Expands by 10 acres the tidal pool and salt marsh at Salinas de San Pedro 

- Builds land bridges between downtown and Ports of Call, including roof gardens on the parking 

structures and east-west connecting walkways 

- Maintains all berths as shared berths with no terminals dedicated to one vendor 

 

RESOLUTION, PART #2 

Whereas the Port project description places a cruise ship terminal south of 5th Street as its preferred 

location, PCAC requests that the DEIR/DEIS for the San Pedro Waterfront investigate another 

alternative that berths a cruise ship along the Main Channel with a water cut to offset navigation 

problems. 

 

June 10, 2008 – ABC Channel 7 Townhall Style Meeting (no resolutions) 
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May 13, 2008  

 

► Motion Re: ACE District 5 Year Plan.  Presentation by James Allen:  ACE refers to Arts, 
Culture and Entertainment.  James Allen provided a handout and explained the purpose of an ACE 
District.  As condos come into this area, we don’t want the arts to suffer.  Artists go where rents are 
low.  He outlined their plan: 

i. Halt the loss of artists and art galleries brought about by rising rents 
ii. Explore affordable artist housing options 
iii. Establish ways to make the area more business and permit-friendly to working 

artists, performing arts venues, art galleries, restaurants and merchants 
iv. Preserve our historic infrastructure and pedestrian friendly town 
v. Promote our current arts district and build on what we have now. 

Andrew Silber made a motion that our board support the five year plan of the ACE District as 

presented.  The motion was seconded by Sue Castillo.   The stakeholders were polled and 33 were in 

favor of the board motion, 0 opposed.  Board members voted 13 in favor, 0 opposed.  The motion 

passed.   

► Motion Re: Amerigas Study:  Jody James, board member on the Northwest San Pedro 

Neighborhood Council talked about the dangers of butane and propane storage at the facility.  She is 

requesting unity from all three San Pedro Neighborhood Councils as well as Wilmington to consider 

having a study made of the dangers of the facility in the event of a disaster such as an earthquake.  

Andrew Silber commented that he would like to hear from the other side.  Janet Gunter spoke in 

support.  Sue Castillo made a motion that the Central San Pedro Neighborhood Council express our 

concern about the safety of the Amerigas facility and the safety of the surrounding community, and 

support the Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council in their analysis of this issue.  The motion 

was seconded by Andrew Silber.  The motion was to include a letter from our council to Janice Hahn.  

12 yes votes, 0 no votes, motion passed.   

► Motion Re: Town Hall Meeting with Channel 7 ABC TV.    Andrew Silber made a motion to 

support having KABC Channel 7 film a town hall meeting put on by our Central San Pedro 

Neighborhood Council.  The motion was seconded by Isaiah Alexander.  11 yes, 2 no.  0 abstain.  

Motion passed.   

 
April 8, 2008  
 
► Motion Re: Land Use and Planning Committee:   Sue Castillo commented on the importance of 

the committee.  Bill Roberson commented that he feels it is important to strengthen the committee 

system in light of the developers proposing projects etc.  Dan commented that the most widely 

attended meetings in the past were the Land Use and Planning Committee Meetings.  This gives us 

more credibility with the city offices if we are actively involved in planning issues.  Comment from 

Kara McLeod on the major accomplishment of the Land Use and Planning Committee to get a public 

park created (Knoll Hill).  Motion to make the committee a standing committee.  10 yes votes, 0 no 

votes.  Motion passed. 

► Motion Re: May 1st ILWU protest:  This is a march over the bridge.  Still up in the air.  ILWU has 

asked for a work stoppage for that day and they haven’t had a response yet.  National Union has 

asked for a stoppage for the war in Iraq.  A motion was made to write a letter of support ; 9 yes votes, 

0 no votes, 1 abstain.  Motion passed. 
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March 11, 2008 – No motions other than approval of minutes 

 
February 12, 2008  
 
► Motion Re: Letter of Protest:  After reviewing letters of protest submitted by Dan Pasley and Kara 

McLeod with regard to our neighborhood council protesting the City Clerk taking over Neighborhood 

Council Elections, Andrew Silber made a motion to accept the letter of protest created by Kara 

McLeod.  The motion was seconded Pam Newsom (8 yes, 0 no 3 abstention).  Motion passed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

► Motion Re: LANI.  Sue Castillo reported that we have three years to plan for the Knoll Hill property 

after Eastview Little League’s lease expires.  The Land Use committee made a motion to write a letter 

to POLA asking them to engage LANI for the purpose of carrying outreach and workshops for the 

planning of the future park at Knoll Hill.  10 yes votes, 0 no votes.  Motion passed. 

 
January 8, 2008  
 
► Motion Re:  Vote in October to Dismiss board member.  President Joe talked briefly on this topic 

where the city attorney got involved.  He would like the board to move forward as we have positive 

things to do in our community and we need 17 board members to participate.  We will be searching 

for someone to replace that person who would be in office until July.  Pres. Joe would like to see the 

position taken by someone who has been part of the process and knows what is going on.  Kara 

McLeod commented that since elections are coming up it might be a good idea to form a 
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Communications Committee and give someone the opportunity to work with that committee to better 

understand how everything works and to get their support.  Dan Pasley and stakeholder, Phill Trigas, 

expressed interest in creating such a committee.  Andrew Silber suggested that the board decide on 

a description of duties so that the person knows what they have to do.  The By-laws currently define 

the Communications/Outreach duties.  Sue Castillo made a motion that this item be placed on the 

agenda for the February stakeholder meeting.  Motion seconded by John Delgado.  Dan suggested 

that we hold a Communications committee meeting in January to discuss.  Benetta would like to take 

part.  (Stakeholder poll:  14 stakeholders in favor, 0 oppose.  Board members:  11 yes vote, 0 no).   

► Motion from By-Laws/Election Committee.  A recommendation was brought forth from the 
January 7th Meeting of the By-Laws/Election Committee Meeting that the board accept DONE’s option 
No. 3 relating to our upcoming election.  The option read as follows:  Proceed with elections as 
currently scheduled under the current process in the Citywide Election Procedures.  The Independent 
Election Administrator will conduct these elections with administrative approval and assistance from 
DONE. (13 yes votes, 1 opposed, 1 abstained). Motion passed.   
 
► Motion Re:  Letter of Protest.  Kara McLeod made a motion that the board send a letter of protest 

to DONE and the City of Los Angeles protesting an inappropriate time to respond to the request 

brought forth by the City Council and that the entire procedure and imposition of the city Clerk taking 

over our election without our permission.  (No second needed as motion came from By-Laws/Election 

Committtee).    10 yes votes, 4 no votes  Motion passed. 

► Motion Re:  LANI.  Sue Castillo made a Motion to put LANI on the agenda for February and give a 

presentation. (Recommendation came out of Land Use Committee therefore doesn’t need a second). 

(Stakeholder poll:  16 yes, 0 no) (Board 13 yes, 0 no).   

► Motion Re:  Support of PCAC Recommendations:  Carrie Scoville gave her report.  Distributed a 

handout showing agenda items for next week’s meeting.  Showed schedule of 17 projects for 

proposed funding for projects in Wilmington.  Gave a more detailed description of the Wilmington 

projects that the PCAC will be voting on at the next meeting.  Talked about $50 million China 

Shipping mitigation funds. Gave an excellent description on how the funding works and how the State 

Lands Commission operates.  Andrew Silber made a motion that our council support the 

recommendations of the PCAC.   Daryl Seybold seconded the motion (stakeholder poll 13 yes, 0 no 1 

abstain) (Board members, 13 yes, 0 no, 1 abstain).   

 


