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Additional Documents List 
Regular City Council Meeting 

February 5, 2020 
Item 
No. 

Agenda Item Description Distributor Document 

12 

Adoption of a Resolution Approving a 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 
Between the City of South Pasadena and 
the Los Angeles Regional Interoperable 
Communications System (LA-RICS) 
Joint Powers Authority  
 

Joe Ortiz, Police Chief Memo 

14 

Second Reading and Adoption of an 
Ordinance Adopting by  
Reference the 2019 California Fire 
Code with Certain Amendments, 
Additions, and Deletions thereto 
Chapter 14 of the South Pasadena 
Municipal Code with Certain 
Amendments, Additions, and Deletions 
thereto Chapter 14 of the South 
Pasadena Municipal Code 

Paul Riddle, Fire Chief Memo 

15 

Approve the First Reading and 
Introduction of Two Ordinances: 1) 
Restructure and Rename the Freeway 
and Transportation  
Commission to Create the Mobility and 
Transportation  
Infrastructure Commission with 
Updated Responsibilities; and 2) 
Restructure the Public Works 
Commission with Updated Roles and 
Responsibilities 

Shahid Abbas, Public Works 
Director 

Kristine Courdy, Deputy Public 
Works Director 

Memo 
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PC 
re. 
15 
and 
16 

15. Approve the First Reading and 
Introduction of Two Ordinances: 1) 
Restructure and Rename the Freeway 
and Transportation Commission to 
Create the Mobility and Transportation 
Infrastructure Commission with 
Updated Responsibilities; and 2) 
Restructure the Public Works 
Commission with Updated Roles and 
Responsibilities 
 
16. Receive and File Ramona Street 
Neighborhood Traffic Management 
Plan  

Public Comment (Various) Emails 
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Maria Ayala

From: Abelson, Lawrence 
Sent: Wednesday, February 5, 2020 1:34 PM
To: CCO
Cc: Maria Ayala
Subject: 2/5/20 City Council Meeting - Brief comments on regular session agenda items 15 and 

16

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of South Pasadena. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
Honorable Mayor Joe and Councilmembers Cacciotti, Khubesrian, Mahmud and Schneider, 
 
I was hoping to be able to attend tonight’s City Council meeting to share some thoughts on the Mobility/Public 
Works Commission item and the Ramon Street traffic plan item (items 15 and 16 on the regular session 
agenda), but a conflict has developed.  While I have much to say, I haven’t had the time to sit down and put 
together a comprehensive discussion.  Also, I have been involved in numerous meetings and discussions on 
these topics over an extended period of time, so much of it could be duplicative.  In light of all of this and the 
fact that the meeting is tonight, and out of respect for your time in preparing for tonight, I will be brief. 
 
Item 15 – New Mobility and Transportation Infrastructure Commission ad Restructuring of Public Works 
Commission 
 
My focus is on the Responsibilities component of the proposed ordinance, sec. 2.47‐2 on page 15‐8 of the 
agenda packet.  
 
First, I would delete the clause “as directed by the city council or city manager, on policies” in the first 
paragraph.  The scope of the commission is clearly set forth in paragraphs (a) through (d).  Adding this 
additional limitation creates confusion and is nonsensical when read in conjunction with (d) and is duplicative 
when applied to (a) and (c).  Also, including this clause could have the effect of quashing one of the most 
important benefits of any commission, which is to provide ground‐up ideas and support on matters within its 
purview.  This includes not only providing a forum for community input on, in this case, traffic and 
transportation matters, but also serving as a vehicle for developing recommendations in response thereto (or 
in response to observations and experience of its own members).  That cannot happen if the approach is “top 
down,” where everything it discusses must first be approved by the city manager or city council. 
 
Second, noticeably absent from this commission’s responsibilities is the recommendation of street capital 
improvement projects to the City Council for the next fiscal year, currently handled by the PWC but not 
covered by either proposed ordinance included in tonight’s packet.  Also, there is no provision for the 
commission to be able to review and provide recommendations on street, mobility and other 
transportation‐related projects.  This is critical if the City wants to continue to avoid the kinds of outcomes it 
experienced with the Fair Oaks project designed and constructed with the Rogan funds. 
 
Please consider making these changes to the draft ordinance. 
 
Item 16 – Ramona Street Traffic Management Plan 
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At more than one meeting of the Public Works Commission (PWC), I and other members requested that this 
proposed plan be shared with the Commission for our review and input.  That never happened.  Instead, it 
went straight to a presentation to the community.  I found out about the plan from an impacted neighbor just 
recently.  Even then, what was provided did not include the first 20 pages of the report you were provided for 
tonight’s meeting.  I would suggest that, before any further development, the plan is sent to the new Mobility 
and Transportation Infrastructure Commission (Mobility Commission) for its review and comment.   
 
One of the catalysts for the formation of the PWC was the unfortunate result of the Fair Oaks reconstruction 
project completed approximately 10 years ago.  The goal was to ensure that, going forward, the City had a 
citizen commission comprised of knowledgeable, experienced individuals who could provide 
recommendations, input and oversight for such projects, so that the problems on Fair Oaks with which we 
continue to live today are not repeated.  The PWC has successfully initiated, advised on and supported a host 
of successful roadway and other transportation, parking and other projects throughout the City, many of 
which have already been implemented and others we hope to see accomplished with, among other things, the 
Measure M and Measure R funding.  I can think of only one significant project with a serious flaw while serving 
on the PWC.  Unfortunately, the design was not reviewed by the PWC, and, when we discovered and raised 
the issue, our recommendations for correction were not implemented.  Public Works staff is stretched thin, 
and while the advice of third party consultants is important, they do not and cannot know the needs of what 
will/won’t work in our City better than knowledgeable citizens who care, are interested and want to make a 
difference and can help bridge that gap.  So, bottom line, I request and highly recommend that staff be 
directed to submit the Ramona plan to the Mobility Commission for input and feedback as soon as possible 
and certainly before it is finalized and the projects are decided.   
  
Thank you for your time and consideration, 
 
Larry Abelson 

 
 

 
IMPORTANT NOTICE: This message is intended only for the addressee and may contain confidential, 
privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient, you may not use, copy or disclose any 
information contained in the message. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender 
by reply e-mail and delete the message. 
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Maria Ayala

From: Andrew Berk 
Sent: Wednesday, February 5, 2020 3:58 PM
To: CCO
Subject: Email the Council

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of South Pasadena. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
I understand the Ramona Street Neighborhood Traffic Management Plan is the last City of South Pasadena City 
Council agenda item for tonight & in 16th position - meaning that it will be most likely be late into the evening 
(closed door council meeting being held immediately prior as well) when it’s presented, addressed and open for 
any public comment and possible call to action by the city. We as concerned stakeholders and adjacent 
neighbors, have not had adequate time to review and comment on the Plan, as we were only this past weekend 
notified via hard mail notice that it was being done and that the city would be open for comment in this Feb 5, 
2020 South Pasadena City Council meeting. Most of our neighbors and affected stakeholders may also either 
not have been notified and/or need more time to review it all before the City hears any presentations, 
recommendations, or certainly any action or inaction on this agenda item.  
 
We invite and strongly encourage the South Pasadena City Council and relevant staff to physically look with 
their own eyes as to the traffic and parking activity and impact on our streets surrounding Holy Family School 
throughout the school day so that they can be fully informed and look it all themselves to see the traffic and 
parking impact and before someone in our community, including one of our children, gets seriously injured due 
to the critically concerning circumstances here. The Traffic Plan from what I could gather at this point seems 
woefully inadequate and inaccurate.  
 
Additionally, as it relates to Holy Family’s in progress Master Plan (which the neighborhood has been mostly 
excluded from and notified about) the interest in the school expansion. We all need to address this as a whole as 
it relates to the impact on the neighboring community, our quality of life, quiet enjoyment, and everyone’s 
safety here.  
 
Andrew Berk 

 

 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
 

A.D. - PC 3


	Additional Docs AGENDA 2-5-20
	AD No. 12
	AD No. 14
	AD No. 15
	P.C. Emails



