BLUE FOLDER ITEM

Blue folder items are additional back up material to administrative reports and/or public comments received after the printing and
distribution of the agenda packet for receive and file.

CITY COUNCIL MEETING
MAY 5, 2026

J.1 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

e Public Communications
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RECD CITY CLERKS

For public record at a council meeting

Attention: Mayor, City Council, City Attorney, City Clerk, City Manager, Chief of Police,
Fire Chief and Director of Human Relations

Public Safety Commission Disbandment, Conduct of City Representatives, and
Governance Failures

We write as residents and taxpayers who have carefully reviewed numerous video recordings of
meetings of the now-disbanded Public Safety Commission. What we observed is deeply concerning
and raises serious questions regarding transparency, accountability, and adherence to lawful
governance.

The Public Safety Commission was established as a civilian advisory body to provide independent,
informed recommendations on matters of public concern. Under the California Government Code,
such bodies exist to promote transparency, meaningful public participation, and informed
decision-making.

The video record demonstrates that the Commission was not ceremonial or passive. Commissioners

took their responsibilities seriously, asked substantive questions, and consistently sought clarification

and supporting data. They repeatedly acknowledged their advisory role, consistent with California law
and the City Charter.

Despite this, City officials later characterized the Commission as attempting to exercise “oversight.”
That characterization is unsupported by the record and directly contradicted by the Commissioners’
own statements. Asking questions, requesting data, and seeking accountability are not
overreach—they are the core function of an advisory body.

Moreover, even if the Commission was not formally designated as an oversight body, residents and

OFF.

taxpaying citizens retain the inherent right to question, evaluate, and be concerned about how their city

operates. in that sense, both the Commission and the public serve a functional oversight role, ensurin
transparency, accountability, and responsible governance.

Attempting to reframe legitimate inquiry as improper “oversight” is not only inaccurate—it undermines

g

public participation and discourages the very engagement that open government is intended to protect.

As meetings progressed, it became evident that legitimate inquiries were met with resistance. At the
same time, essential operational data routinely provided by comparable agencies—such as crime
statistics, traffic enforcement data, fire response metrics, staffing levels, and equipment
readiness—was consistently absent. These omissions materially impaired the Commission’s ability to
fulfill its role and undermined the purpose of civilian participation.



Lack of Evidence Supporting Disbandment

During the very limited public City Council discussions regarding the disbandment of the Commission,
several justifications were presented, including alleged HIPAA violations, overreach of authority,
improper discussion of personnel matters, and unspecified legal concerns. Additionally, we understand
that there were no individual interviews or discussions with Commissioners for any explanations
concerning the allegations.

After reviewing extensive meeting footage, we found no substantiated evidence supporting these
claims. No documentation, legal opinions, or specific examples have been publicly produced to justify
dissolution. Instead, the rationale relied heavily on speculative language such as “may” or “could.”

If procedural or legal concerns existed, the City had an obligation to provide guidance and corrective
direction—not to pursue immediate disbandment absent any demonstrated violation.

The absence of evidence, combined with shifting explanations, raises a significant concern that the
stated reasons for dissolution were pretextual rather than based on actual misconduct or legal
necessity.

l. Police Department Liaison Conduct

The conduct of the Police Department liaison raises serious concerns regarding transparency,
accountability, and obstruction of the Commission's work.

The liaison appeared either insufficiently prepared, improperly positioned, or unwilling to engage in
good faith. On multiple occasions:

Legitimate questions were deflected or met with incomplete or inaccurate responses
Inaccurate citations of laws

Lack of understanding of basic Police operations

Requested information was withheld or delayed

Statements were later contradicted

When asked to provide documentation on various issues, the liaison frequently stated he was “very
busy,” yet devoted significant meeting time to unrelated personal activities outside the City's scope.
This selective use of time undermined the Commission’s function.

A, Failure to Transmit Commission Actions

Commissioners repeatedly requested that recommendations be forwarded to the City Council or
appropriate staff. The liaison acknowledged he did not transmit some of these requests, stating he was
“pacing himself.”

As a result:

° Commission-approved recommendations were never forwarded



° Actions taken by the Commission were effectively nullified
° A false narrative of inactivity was created

This is particularly significant, as the alleged lack of productivity was later cited as justification for
disbandment. The record clearly shows the issue was not inaction by the Commission, but a blatant
failure to transmit its work.

B. Withholding and Misrepresentation of Information

On at least two occasions, the liaison stated requested information did not exist, later acknowledging
that it did but would not be released without a public records request. This inconsistency undermines
credibility and obstructs the Commission's lawful advisory role.

C. Interference with Volunteer Recognition
The liaison actively blocked the Commission’s effort to recognize Police Community Volunteers:

Stated the Commission was prohibited from issuing recognition

Stated that by order of the Chief of Police that "outside acknowledges were not appropriate”
Refused to distribute approved certificates

Provided shifting and contradictory explanations

Produced no policy or legal authority supporting these actions

This conduct constitutes interference with a lawful and customary function of an advisory body and
raises concerns of misfeasance and potential abuse of authority. Further it erodes the recruitment and
detention of volunteers. Interestingly information was received that the liaison was scheduled to
receive an recognition award from a local organization which implies that they were selective in who is
acknowledged and by whom.

D. Real-Time Direction and Suppression of Inquiry

Video evidence shows the liaison was receiving real-time direction via text message during meetings.
On one occasion, he referenced unnamed “high-level” personnel who had directed him to limit any
questions for fear that the inquiry would turn into an "inquisition.” He refused to identify the questions
that were allowed. When pressed he refused to identify the personnel and asserted sole authority to
limit questioning.

This conduct conflicts with the Government Code for transparency, public participation and disclosure
of writings.

It raises serious concerns regarding integrity, independence, and improper influence over public
proceedings.



E. Addition of Supervisory Personnel

The later placement of a Lieutenant to oversee Commission proceedings appears to have
compounded, rather than resolved, issues. The individual provided no meaningful participation, raising
concerns regarding unnecessary overtime costs and ineffective resource allocation.

Il. Fire Department Representation

The Fire Department's representation demonstrated a pattern of inadequate preparation, lack of
responsiveness, and diminished accountability.

The assigned Battalion Chief on many occasions:

° Appeared unprepared or disengaged
° Failed to provide basic operational information
5 Demonstrated limited knowledge of departmental programs

His attendance was inconsistent, and requests for information were frequently dismissed as too
time-consuming despite the availability of delegated or automated data.

A. Contradictory Statements

During one meeting when asked about budgetary concerns, the Battalion Chief asserted that the City
had fully met Departmental needs. When presented with documented deficiencies in station
conditions, he was unable to reconcile the discrepancy. This raises concerns regarding the accuracy
and completeness of information provided to the public.

B. Lack of Awareness of Wellness Programs

He repeatedly was unable or unwilling to discuss mental health or wellness resources for personnel
which reflects a significant leadership deficiency, particularly given the recognized importance of first
responder well-being.

Collectively, this conduct reflects a pattern inconsistent with the responsibilities of a command-level
officer and undermines confidence in departmental leadership.

C. Budget and Resource Allocation Concerns

Of particular concern, during a discussion where budgetary matters were not being directly addressed,
the Battalion Chief unsolicitedly stated that six firefighters had recently completed arson investigation
training.

While this may appear commendable, it raised immediate concerns:

° There is no indication that arson is a significant issue within the City
° The City already appears to have existing arson investigators



® The addition of six more appears excessive and unjustified

For comparison, the City of Los Angeles maintains approximately ten arson investigators for a
population of roughly four million. Redondo Beach, with approximately 69,000 residents, appears to be
allocating resources disproportionately.

When questioned, the Battalion Chief appeared uncertain and then indicated that these individuals
could be “lent out” to other agencies.

This raises additional concerns:

® City-funded personnel are being used outside the jurisdiction
® No reimbursement structure was identified
. Taxpayer-funded resources may be subsidizing external agencies

Further, it was acknowledged that these are bonus positions, despite the individuals not being actively
assigned as arson investigators. This raises concerns regarding inefficient or inappropriate use of
public funds for overtime or pension based compensation.

lll. City Attorney’s Office

It appeared that the City Attorney's Office failed to provide balanced, responsive, or meaningful legal
guidance necessary to support the Commission's lawful function.

It appeared that the Office was narrowly focused on presenting information related to homelessness
issues, often emphasizing favorable aspects, while failing to address broader and equally relevant
concerns. This included a lack of responsiveness to questions involving crime trends, enforcement
practices, and the status or handling of filed cases.

In several instances, the information provided appeared incomplete, unresponsive, or insufficient to
allow the Commission to make informed recommendations. This selective engagement—whether
intentional or not—materially limited the Commission’s ability to evaluate public safety issues in a
comprehensive and objective manner.

Under the City Charter, the City Attorney is required to provide legal advice to boards and
commissions. However:

@ Meaningful responses to legal inquiries were not provided
° Requests related to audits and oversight were declined
° Attendance was inconsistent, later attributed to being “too busy”

This lack of engagement obstructed the Commission’s ability to function and increased potential legal
exposure for the City.



A. Leadership and Governance Failures
These issues reflect a broader systemic pattern of:

Withholding information
Obstructing inquiry

Failing to transmit official actions
Limiting transparency

Avoiding accountability

IV. City Manager Responsibility

The City Manager has a fiduciary responsibility to supervise City personnel and ensure lawful,
professional conduct.

The record reflects that the City Manager was present during a meeting where interactions became
adversarial and, at times, hostile. We have been advised that concerns were raised regarding these
conditions.

Despite this awareness, no meaningful corrective action appears to have been taken.

Failure to intervene under such circumstances represents a breakdown in supervisory responsibility
and fiduciary duty.

V. City Clerk Concerns

We understand through reliable sources that the City Clerk was approached by Commissioners
regarding concerns over:

Meeting decorum

Accountability of staff

Obstruction of Commission functions
A developing hostile environment

Commissioners specifically communicated that conditions had become a hostile working environment.
As a supervisor and manager the City Clerk has a legal obligation to intervene and to report the
conduct.

The City Clerk declined to provide substantive guidance and indicated the matter would be referred to
Human Resources and the City Attorney’s Office. To date, no visible action or resolution has occurred.

This lack of response contributed to the continuation of problematic conduct and eroded confidence in
administrative oversight.



A. Leadership and Governance Failures

City leadership was aware of serious issues—obstruction, misrepresentation, withheld information,
and direct complaints—and failed to act.

Instead, the City disbanded the Commission, eliminating the body raising those concerns. This raises
a clear question:
Was this decision based on facts—or convenience?

The pattern is evident: obstruction, lack of transparency, and avoidance of accountability.

Under the City Charter:

. The City Manager supervises
° Chiefs discipline
° The City Council oversees

None acted. That is a breakdown in governance.

B. Accountability and Public Trust

These concerns are supported by recorded meetings and are not speculative. Once raised, a duty to
act exists. Failure to act is not neutral—it is tacit approval.

Suppressing inquiry and dissolving oversight undermines public trust and exposes the City to legal and
financial risk.

Additional Observations

We have received unverified but consistent reports that the Commission may have been disbanded to
remove certain members, and that concerns involving potential racial bias were known but not
addressed.

While anecdotal, this aligns with the pattern and demands independent review.

Further concerns arise from information disclosed during City Council proceedings indicating that a
Commissioner may have received direction from the Mayor regarding how Commission activities
should be handled.

Specifically, it was suggested that such direction involved efforts to:

Monitor internal Commission activity

Limit or control the scope of inquiry

Discourage or prevent certain lines of questioning

Restrict the ability of Commissioners to gather information



If accurate, such conduct raises serious concerns regarding interference with an independent advisory
body and undermines the integrity of the Commission's purpose.

Additionally, statements made by the Mayor during public proceedings appear, based on the record, to
be inconsistent with documented facts. This raises further concerns regarding the accuracy and
reliability of representations made in connection with the decision to disband the Commission.

Taken together, these issues suggest the possibility that the actions leading to the dissolution of the
Commission may not have been solely based on procedural or legal considerations, but may instead
reflect improper influence, mischaracterization of facts, or efforts to limit independent inquiry.

These concerns further underscore the need for a thorough, impartial, and independent investigation.

Demand for Investigation

Ne demand an immedi

Department Liaisons.

Their conduct described may constitute Violations of law, Violations of police and fire policy and
Potential violations of state law

This must be treated as a personnel complaint with a full impartial investigation.

It does not appear that the conduct described could have occurred in a vacuum. Accordingly, a formal
investigation is required. If supervisory or command-level personnel were aware of, condoned, or
directed such conduct, they must also be held accountable and reminded of their obligations. Where
appropriate, disciplinary action should be taken.

It is imperative that this matter be investigated internally and without delay. A proactive response is
essential. Failure to do so risks external intervention, increased public scrutiny, reputational harm, and
potential civil liability. Addressing these issues now is both prudent and necessary.

The Police and Fire Department iiaisons should be relieved of duty pending the outcome of the
investigation. If misconduct or neglect is confirmed, appropriate discipline must follow, up to and
including removal from their positions.

Leadership—particularly within public safety—must remain above reproach. Accountability at all levels
is not optional; it is required.

We request that the investigation include the review of the videos and formal interviews of all
commissioners.



Systemic Concerns and Community Standard

The pattern reflected in the record does not appear isolated. It suggests a broader systemic
failure—one in which conduct is tolerated, ignored, or, at worst, coordinated. It is difficult to conclude
these actions occurred in a vacuum. Rather, it appears individuals failed to act, were unable to act, or
chose not to act.

In any city, this is unacceptable. A lack of accountability not only allows misconduct to persist—it
emboldens it. Individuals may begin to believe they can act without consequence, ignore the
community and taxpayers, and expand their conduct into more serious violations. When accountability
is absent, trust is eroded and authority is misused.

Of particular concern is the perception that some individuals believe their positions are “secure” to the
point that they are not answerable to anyone—not to leadership, not to voters,not to taxpayers, and
not even to the governing structure itself. This creates a dangerous environment where individuals
may view themselves as untouchable. That cannot be allowed to occur.

Equally troubling is the perception that those who are connected, related, or otherwise aligned with
leadership may be treated differently than members of the community who simply expect fairness,
transparency, and professionalism. Any appearance of preferential treatment undermines public
confidence and calls into question the integrity of governance.

While many City employees serve with integrity, the pattern observed raises concern that dysfunction
is being normalized rather than corrected. This is further compounded by a chilling effect on those who
wish to do the right thing. When citizens and employees fear being ignored, marginalized, or
discouraged for raising concerns, accountability breaks down and public trust erodes.

Community Standard

As residents and taxpayers, we support our public safety personnel and City officials when they serve
with integrity and professionalism. That support, however, requires accountability.

When standards are not met, they must be addressed. Mediocrity is not a goal. Indifference is not
acceptable. The public deserves competence, transparency, and honesty.

Accountability is not opposition—it is a fundamental obligation of public service. The same standards
enforced on the public must be upheld within these institutions. Anything less undermines trust,
damages credibility, and erodes the foundation of public service.

@:«v U}asw‘wfwx_
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Notice

This matter will be presented to appropriate oversight bodies, media outlets, and other relevant parties
to ensure transparency and accountability. To confirm receipt and awareness, we reserve the right to
submit public records requests to each of you.

Failure to take timely and appropriate action will further expose the City to legal liability, reputational
harm, and continued governance failure.

Respectfully,

Citizens of our City who are concerned and hope for accountability. Many of us have already voiced
concerns but have been ignored

10



From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail)

To: info; LA District Attorney

Cc: rmiller@hooperlundy.com; Robert W. Lundy; Kevin Cody; Garth Meyer; CityClerk; CityCouncil@torranceca.gov;
cityclerk@hermosabeach.gov; cityclerk@manhattanbeach.gov

Subject: Concern about BCHD CEO and Board Making False Statements to the Public

Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2026 10:27:28 PM

CAUTION: Email is from an external source; Stop, Look, and Think before opening
attachments or links.

Public Comment All Concerned Agencies:

At the 4/22/26 Board Meeting, the CEO stated that the 514 N Prospect building must be
demolished due to not meeting seismic code. He made that statement in writing also to the
mailing list of roughly 30,000 residents of the area. The statement is clearly not true. If it
were, the building would be red-tagged by the Building Department. No, it does not meet
CURRENT code, but not a single building on the entire BCHD campus dues meet all current
codes, including seismic.

Also at that meeting, the Board President made representations that the former hospital
building must have a seismic retrofit or be demolished because "it's the law". That is clearly a
false statement. The 514 building is NOT functioning as a hospital, and at this time, it meets
all seismic codes that are applicable to the building.

BCHD cannot be allowed to have its CEO and Board President telling lies to the public. The
Board is preparing to tear down the building and encumber the taxpayer owned land with a 99

year lease. The risk to taxpayers is likely in the $100M range and cannot be based on lies.

The video of the meeting will post tomorrow for your review.
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https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displayText.xhtml?lawCode=WIC&division=5.&title&part=7.&chapter=1.&article




https://www.dhcs.ca.gov/Documents/Assessing-the-Continuum-of-Care-for-BH-Services-in-California.pdf
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https://us06web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_RevUYciARgCbur_9WeDPzg

https://www.infrastructure.buildingcalhhs.com/faq-page/

https://www.infrastructure.buildingcalhhs.com/grantees/cy/
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https://www.infrastructure.buildingcalhhs.com/training-and-technical-assistance/



















https://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-congress/house-bill/1319/text

https://www.dhcs.ca.gov/services/MH/Pages/MH_Prop63.aspx
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From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail)

To: Communications; CityClerk

Cc: stopbct il.com; TRAO News; Garth Meyer

Subject: Fwd: Public Comment and Objection to BCHD"s "ALLCOVE" Medical Office Building Parking Plan
Date: Monday, April 27, 2026 8:03:05 AM

Attachments: image.png

Exhibit-A-(BHCIP) Round 4 Program Funding Agreement 05132023.pdf

CAUTION: Email is from an external source; Stop, Look, and Think before opening attachments or links.
Public Comment: RB Council, Planning Commission, City Manager, City Attorney

Offsite parking is UNACCEPTABLE to the neighborhood. We've had to petition for PERMIT PARKING because of the District's poor parking behavior in the past. It is
inconvenient for residents - and the District has demonstrated a lack of control over parking historically.

BCHD needs to deal with its own externalities instead of foisting them on the community, such as the HEALTH DAMAGES BCHD will create from excess, above FTA
limits noise. The City must require adequate parking the for the nearly 10,000 sf medical office building. The next 30 years of mandatory operation cannot be conditioned
on BCHD's year-to-year funding plans for ALLCOVE. At any time, the building may need to be leased to a commercial provider that would have FAR TOO LIMITED
OF PARKING.

—————————— Forwarded message ---------

From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail) <menelson@gmail.com>

Date: Fri, Apr 17, 2026 at 10:04 PM

Subject: Re: Public Comment and Objection to BCHD's "ALLCOVE" Medical Office Building Parking Plan

To: Eleanor Manzano <cityclerk@redondo.org>, CityCouncil@torranceca.gov <citycouncil@torranceca.gov>, CityClerk <CityClerk@torranceca.gov>, Andrew Winje
<Andrew.Winje@redondo.org>, Sean Scully <Sean.Scully@redondo.org>, Paige Kaluderovic <Paige.Kaluderovic@redondo.org>, Marc Wiener
<marc.wiener@redon rg>

Cc: TRAO News <traonews@gmail.com>

In order to be very clear, the following is excerpted from BCHD's contract for funding with the State and designates the full variety of uses that the building MUST be
used for throughout the 30 year period. Should ALLCOVE funding fail, the building cannot be fallow, it must be used according to Exhibit B, which could have very
different parking requirements. BCHD cannot be allowed to reduce parking to a level that would DISBENEFIT RESIDENT-TAXPAYERS who are the financial
backstop for 30 years and would suffer the damages of legal action. The BCHD Executives ($2.5M/year cost) and Board (apparent average age in excess of 60
years old) may be retired or deceased. Adequate parking must be required for any of the potential uses IN THE CURRENT PLAN. Approval must be withheld
until parking is adequate.

Parking must be such that any of those uses can be accommodated in order to maintain compliance with the agreement. BCHD's intent to have offsite parking on another
parcel is inappropriate and places surrounding areas at risk of employee, tenant, and patient parking.

These two excerpts demonstrate that BCHD is required to perform for a minimum of 30 years at the proposed facility for a named purpose in Exhibit B.

ATTACHMENT H DECLARATION OF RESTRICTIONS
H-12

DécuSign Envelope ID: 41A93F65-ABAG-48DA-AE12-47C88CT4430C

EXHIBIT "B"
PROPERTY AND OPERATIONS

A facility that provides one or more of the following behavioral health services to children and
youth, ages twenty-five (25) and younger, including, pregnant and postpartum women and their
children; transition-age youth, ages eighteen (|18) to twenty-five (25); and their families, including:
outpatient clinical support services, including, community mental health, wellness and prevention,
crisis stabilization, substance use disorder, partial hospitalization; or residential clinical services
that provide shelter and support, including, substance use disorder, crisis, community treatment,
perinatal substance use disorder, psychiatric acute care, psychiatric health, or short-term
therapeutic. The facility shall accept and provide services to Medi-Cal beneficiaries as patients.

The full agreement is attached.

On Thu, Apr 16, 2026 at 8:53 PM Mark Nelson (Home Gmail) <menelson@gmail.com> wrote:
Redondo Beach Council, Planning Commission and Torrance Mayor, Council and City Attorney:

BCHD revealed a plan for the ALLCOVE building tonight at a public meeting from 530-630 with 14 attendees. The plan showed only 8 parking places at the
ALLCOVE building.

It needs to be clear that per BCHD's contract with the State of California - this is a general mental health services building (aka, medical office building) with a required
operational life of 30 years. That is a key term of the funding agreement. BCHD needs to provide adequate parking for the 30 year life as a general medical office
building, NOT AS A BOUTIQUE ALLCOVE FACILITY.
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ATTACHMENT H DECLARATION OF RESTRICTIONS
H-12

DocuSign Envelope ID: 41A93F65-ABAG-48DA-AE12-47CB8C74430C

EXHIBIT "B"
PROPERTY AND OPERATIONS

A facility that provides one or more of the following behavioral health services to children and
youth, ages twenty-five (25) and younger, including, pregnant and postpartum women and their
children; transition-age youth, ages eighteen (18) to twenty-five (25); and their families, including:
outpatient clinical support services, including, community mental health, wellness and prevention,
crisis stabilization, substance use disorder, partial hospitalization; or residential clinical services
that provide shelter and support, including, substance use disorder, crisis, community treatment,
perinatal substance use disorder, psychiatric acute care, psychiatric health, or short-term
therapeutic. The facility shall accept and provide services to Medi-Cal beneficiaries as patients.








































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displayText.xhtml?lawCode=WIC&division=5.&title&part=7.&chapter=1.&article








https://www.dhcs.ca.gov/Documents/Assessing-the-Continuum-of-Care-for-BH-Services-in-California.pdf
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https://us06web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_RevUYciARgCbur_9WeDPzg
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The contract is quite clear for funding - the facility must operate for 30 years as a public mental health facility.

If the City has any thoughts of approving the Flagler and Beryl C-2 building without full parking, then notice needs to be served to the neighborhoods so that we can
contest it at the City Council. Obviously BCHD has operated in the shadows to this point.



M Gmall MEN <menelson@gmail.com>

FYI: Youtube of BCHD Board Meeting 4/22/26 with Links to the Three of Us and
Bakaly

1 message

Mark Nelson (Home Gmail) <menelson@gmail.com> Thu, Apr 23, 2026 at 9:11 PM
To: Christian Anthony Horvath <horvath.rbd3@gmail.com>, CHorvath@cityofrh.net

Bakaly - Lies about seismic standards
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxElo?t=848

Bakaly's CEO Report Statement on Silverado - Lies about seismic standards

Our community members and friends are residing in Silverado. As a public agency, we have a duty to protect their safety.
We understand that families want to have their loved ones remain in the building because they like Silverado’s senice and
are wary about moving their loved ones. Continuing with Silverado in a new building on the campus is not feasible, and
even if it was feasible, would result in immobile loved ones living for at least 3 more years in a building_that does not
meet seismic safety standards. That is a risk we simply cannot take. The Health District will do all it can to ensure a
smooth transition.

Former D3 Council Member Horvath
https://youtu.be/1tckndNxElo?t=3892

ER Doctor w/Dad at Silverado & Horvath's Spouse
https://youtu.be/1tckndJNxElo?t=4109

Mark Nelson Discussing Seismic
https://youtu.be/1tckndNxElo?t=4381

Board President Jane Diehl Making a FALSE CLAIM that Hospital Seismic Law REQUIRES Retrofit or Demolition
https://youtu.be/1tckndNxElo?t=4591

ER Doctor w/Dad at Silverado & Horvath's Spouse
https://youtu.be/1tckndNxElo?t=4831

Former D3 Council Member Horvath Clarifying Hospital Upgrade
https://youtu.be/1tckndNxElo?t=5029

Mark Nelson Clarifying Hospital Upgrade and Discussing BCHD Refusing to Consider Health Damages in the EIR
https://youtu.be/1tckndJNxElo?t=5238


https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=848
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=848
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=3892
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=3892
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=4109
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=4109
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=4381
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=4381
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=4591
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=4591
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=4831
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=4831
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=5029
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=5029
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=5238
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIo?t=5238

From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail)

To: CityClerk; citycouncil@manhattanbeach.gov; CityCouncil@torranceca.gov; cityclerk@hermosabeach.gov; cityclerk@manhattanbeach.gov; City
Council; CityClerk; James Light; Brad Waller; Chadwick B. Castle; Paige Kaluderovic; Scott Behrendt; Zein Obagi

Cc: stopbchd@gmail.com; TRAO News

Subject: Public Comment - BCHD"s proposed PRIVATE project adds only 0.4% to Assisted Living stock for 80% NON-RESIDENTS

Date: Sunday, April 26, 2026 3:05:27 PM

Attachments: BCHD Paying Execs.pna

CAUTION: Email is from an external source; Stop, Look, and Think before opening attachments or links.

Why are we letting BCHD SQUANDER OUR LAND for $1-1.5M per year that ONLY PAYS 50%
OF EXECUTIVE PAYROLL and houses ONLY 20% DISTRICT RESIDENTS (analysis by zip
code per BCHD's data)

Based on California Department of Social Services (CDSS) data and recent 2026 senior housing reports, the area
within a 60-mile radius of 514 N Prospect Ave, Redondo Beach encompasses one of the densest
concentrations of licensed Residential Care Facilities for the Elderly (RCFE) in the United States.

Within this radius—which includes all of Los Angeles and Orange Counties and portions of Ventura, Riverside, and
San Bernardino Counties—there are approximately 1,200 to 1,500 licensed facilities, providing a total capacity of
roughly 45,000 to 55,000 assisted living beds/rooms.

WHY A 60-MILE RADIUS COMPARISON - BECAUSE THAT'S WHERE BAKALY TOLD
DISPLACED SILVERADO RESIDENTS TO LOOK! We have such an out of control so-called
"health" district.

IN ORDER TO PAY 50% OF IT’S EXECUTIVE PAYROLL -
BCHD IS EVICTING THE SILVERADO RESIDENTS

80% non-resident

THE PRIVATE PROJECT’S RENT WILL PAY ABOUT
50% OF BCHD BLOATED EXECUTIVE PAYROLL

CEO Bakaly DISMISSED THE CONCERNS of
Silverado families those could be uh relocated uh
there are also 1,500
memory care uh beds available uh in the 60-mi radius."

THE AREA MUST REALLY NEED ASSISTED LIVING ROOMS — RIGHT?

one of the densest concentrations of licensed Residential Care Facilities for the Elderly
(RCFE) in the United States

BCHD IS SACRIFICING OUR PUBLIC LAND TO PAY 50% OF EXECUTIVE PAYROLL
WHILE INCREASING ASSISTED LIVING BY LESS THAN 1/2 OF 1-PERCENT!
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BCHD is planning to lease 5-acres of OUR public land for about $1 to $1.5M per year to a private
developerforan {11/, (=51 <31 of the District assisted living project.

THE PRIVATE PROJECT’S RENT WILL PAY ABOUT
50% OF BCHD BLOATED EXECUTIVE PAYROLL

At the April 2026 BCHD Board Meeting — =0 )1: =1 1[0 K\ I S0 | Se(e )\ o] 1) o)

Silverado families -1 <102 U0 <100 those could be uh relocated uh o o=
Silverado uh facilities. There's one uh very close in RanchoPV.Um -~ - .~ . ¢
memory care uh beds available uh in the 60-mi radius."

BCHD'’s is giving away 5-acres of public land for 99-years to pay half its executive
bloat. And the developer plans around 220 assisted living rooms on the 5 acres.

THE AREA MUST REALLY NEED ASSISTED LIVING ROOMS — RIGHT?

Based on California Department of Social Services (CDSS) data ... the area within a 60-mile radius of 514 N
“osa=00 0= - one of the densest concentrations of licensed Residential Care Facilities for the Elderly
0l el e there are approximately 45,000 to 55,000 assisted living beds/rooms.

BCHD IS SACRIFICING OUR PUBLIC LAND TO PAY 50% OF EXECUTIVE PAYROLL
WHILE INCREASING ASSISTED LIVING BY LESS THAN 1/2 OF 1-PERCENT!





From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail)

To: CityClerk
Subject: Public Comment - Non Agenda Items - 4/21/26
Date: Tuesday, April 21, 2026 7:20:38 PM

CAUTION: Email is from an external source; Stop, Look, and Think before opening
attachments or links.

Public Comment

Redondo Beach City Council
Non-Agenda ltems

April 21, 2026

Just about one year ago, we sat here discussing capital projects and the City’s math challenges
estimating the size and cost of a Safe-and-SoundWall for the 500-600 block of the Prospect
frontage.

All said and done, the $2M+ City estimate was corrected to around $250K and its height trimmed
down to meet State Code..

So here we are tonight with a 6 month old poorly performing greenery view block that provides no
Safe-and-Sound benefits. The US DOT is on the record that shrubbery doesn’t dampen sound
more than a couple decibels and no sound and safety wall.

In the meantime, it appears that the City’s lack of ability to vet false fire alarm calls and sinkhole
reports cost taxpayers WHAT COULD HAVE BEEN A SIZEABLE CONTRIBUTION TO THE
SAFE-and-SOUNDWALL.

On December 11 2025, the house directly across from BCHD called and reported a fire at
Silverado. After a dozen or so emergency vehicles arrived, the RBFD concluded it was either
condensate or holiday spray on snow in some windows that was reported. A dozen vehicles and
50 or so first responders for an hour was FREE — RIGHT?

Last week, the same house with no qualifications in engineering or roadbuilding reported a
forming sinkhole on the Prospect frontage. Somehow, the City came out, dug up a 15 x 30 foot
portion of the road, hauled away the debris, and promptly replaced the hole with an asphalt patch.
A lot of equipment and manpower for a day. A bore and core or even ground penetrating radar
would have been cheaper.

| spoke to a couple of the crewmembers, and their response was — total waste of time and money.
Great.

So here we are. No Safe-and-SoundWall - and 2 expensive false alarms from the same people at
513 N Prospect.

How about the City invests in CALL BLOCKING — YOU HAVE THE NUMBER TO BLOCK - and
turns the next WASTED $25K event into an ante for the Safety & Soundwall? Thank you.
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From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail)

To: Communications; CityClerk; cityclerk@manhattanbeach.gov; cityclerk@hermosabeach.gov;
CityCouncil@torranceca.gov

Cc: Garth Meyer

Subject: Public Comment All Agencies: Where is BCHD"s Counsel when BCHD"s CEO and President are LYING about
Seismic Codes?

Date: Friday, April 24, 2026 8:59:37 AM

CAUTION: Email is from an external source, Stop, Look, and Think before opening
attachments or links.

I'd have been really disappointed if my own attorney had not stopped me if I decided to
misrepresent the facts of a state law in a hearing. Apparently NO BIG DEAL for BCHD.

BCHD Board President Claiming State Law REQUIRES Retrofit or Demolition of 514
N. Prospect

https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxElo?t=4591

Even BCHD's own seismic consultant concluded that there is no legal requirement to retrofit
or demolish. This is a serious lapse in ethics for certain, and likely an intent by BCHD Board
to mislead the public in a public meeting.

Here's former RB D3 Councilmember Horvath calmly explaining the actual law and
attempting to correct President Diehl.

https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxEIlo?t=5029
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From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail)

To: CityClerk
Subject: Public Comment City Council - Leaf Blight
Date: Sunday, April 26, 2026 3:15:05 PM

CAUTION: Email is from an external source; Stop, Look, and Think before opening
attachments or links.

Apparently about 20 years ago, leaf blight was identified as an emergent problem for the
Mpyrtes that were planted recently on Prospect. It would be good to know if the City has
planned preservation measures.

Publication Type:

Journal Article

Authors:

Putnam, M. L.; M. Serdani; M. Curtis; S. Angima
Source:

N. Z.J. For. Sci., Volume 41 Suppl., p.S57-S63 (2011)

Abstract:

In spring, 2009, the Oregon State University Plant Clinic received reports of severe defoliation
of California wax-myrtle plants (Morella californica (Cham. & Schlecht.) Wilbur) on the
north-central coast of Oregon, in western North America. Isolations from necrotic leaf tissue
yielded an organism which, from morphological characteristics and a genus-specific enzyme-
linked immunosorbent assay, was identified as a species of the genus Phytophthora. Total
DNA was extracted from hyphal tip-derived cultures from leaf or twig tissue and subjected to
a polymerase chain reaction process aimed at species identification. Sequencing techniques
revealed a 99.7% match with P. syringae although our isolates differed from published
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descriptions of this species in some respects. Inoculation of healthy plants with cultured
mycelium resulted in symptoms similar to those originally observed in the field, and
reisolations produced colonies of the same organism. This is the first report of a species

of Phytophthora causing disease in M. californica. Leaf blight of California wax-myrtle is
now widespread on the north-central coast of Oregon. This disease is serious and is adversely
affecting the health of this native understory species which is frequently used for amenity
plantings.
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From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail)

To: info; LA District Attorney

Cc: rmiller@hooperlundy.com; Robert W. Lundy; Kevin Cody; Garth Meyer; CityClerk; CityCouncil@torranceca.gov;
cityclerk@hermosabeach.gov; cityclerk@manhattanbeach.gov

Subject: Re: Concern about BCHD CEO and Board Making False Statements to the Public

Date: Thursday, April 23, 2026 9:15:22 PM

Attachments: Gmail - FYT Youtube of BCHD Board Meeting 4 22 26 with Links to the Three of Us and Bakaly.pdf

CAUTION: Email is from an external source; Stop, Look, and Think before opening
attachments or links.

As promised, the attachment contains links to false statements from BCHD CEO and Board
President along with supporting facts with citations from other public speakers.

On Thu, Apr 23, 2026 at 12:38 PM Mark Nelson (Home Gmail) <menelson@gmail.com>
wrote:

Below is the statement from BCHD "Continuing with Silverado in a new building on the campus
is not feasible, and even if it was feasible, would result in immobile loved ones living for at least 3 more

years in a building that does not meet seismic safety standards."

As part of the CEO report, this statement is clearly designed to mislead. A plain
reading of the BCHD CEO claim is that occupancy is not feasible because of
seismic standards. The fact base below demonstrates that BCHD is even aware
that its statement is false.

Below is a summary of the lawful facts regarding the 514 N Prospect, Redondo
Beach building:

There are no local ordinances in Redondo Beach that currently mandate the seismic
retrofit of the 514 South Bay Hospital building. Consequently, the building is not
"out of compliance" with local law, as no law requires it to meet modern standards.

The primary legal and regulatory frameworks surrounding the building’s seismic
status are as follows:

1. California State Law (SB 1953)

The Alfred E. Alquist Hospital Seismic Safety Act (specifically SB 1953) required all
acute care hospitals to meet strict seismic standards by 2020 or 2030.

e Status: Because the 514 building no longer provides acute care (it now houses
administrative and outpatient services), it is no longer subject to these state-
mandated hospital retrofit requirements.
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M Gmall MEN <menelson@gmail.com>

FYI: Youtube of BCHD Board Meeting 4/22/26 with Links to the Three of Us and
Bakaly

1 message

Mark Nelson (Home Gmail) <menelson@gmail.com> Thu, Apr 23, 2026 at 9:11 PM
To: Christian Anthony Horvath <horvath.rbd3@gmail.com>, CHorvath@cityofrh.net

Bakaly - Lies about seismic standards
https://youtu.be/1tcknJNxElo?t=848

Bakaly's CEO Report Statement on Silverado - Lies about seismic standards

Our community members and friends are residing in Silverado. As a public agency, we have a duty to protect their safety.
We understand that families want to have their loved ones remain in the building because they like Silverado’s senice and
are wary about moving their loved ones. Continuing with Silverado in a new building on the campus is not feasible, and
even if it was feasible, would result in immobile loved ones living for at least 3 more years in a building_that does not
meet seismic safety standards. That is a risk we simply cannot take. The Health District will do all it can to ensure a
smooth transition.

Former D3 Council Member Horvath
https://youtu.be/1tckndNxElo?t=3892

ER Doctor w/Dad at Silverado & Horvath's Spouse
https://youtu.be/1tckndJNxElo?t=4109

Mark Nelson Discussing Seismic
https://youtu.be/1tckndNxElo?t=4381

Board President Jane Diehl Making a FALSE CLAIM that Hospital Seismic Law REQUIRES Retrofit or Demolition
https://youtu.be/1tckndNxElo?t=4591

ER Doctor w/Dad at Silverado & Horvath's Spouse
https://youtu.be/1tckndNxElo?t=4831

Former D3 Council Member Horvath Clarifying Hospital Upgrade
https://youtu.be/1tckndNxElo?t=5029

Mark Nelson Clarifying Hospital Upgrade and Discussing BCHD Refusing to Consider Health Damages in the EIR
https://youtu.be/1tckndJNxElo?t=5238
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2. Local Ordinances

While nearby cities like Los Angeles (Ordinance #183893) and Santa Monica have
passed mandatory seismic retrofit laws for older non-ductile concrete
buildings, Redondo Beach has not adopted a similar ordinance.

Compliance: Under the current Redondo Beach Building Code, existing buildings are
generally "grandfathered" in and do not need to be upgraded to current standards
unless they undergo major renovations or a change in use.

3. Redondo Beach General Plan

The City’'s General Plan identifies non-ductile concrete buildings (like the 514
building) as a safety risk and suggests they be "upgraded, relocated, or phased out".
However, this is a policy guideline for future development, not a legally binding
ordinance that triggers immediate non-compliance for existing structures.

Summary of Legal Standing

BCHD acknowledges that while the building is seismically vulnerable and fails to
meet the safety performance levels of a new building, it remains legally
compliant with current local codes because no mandatory retrofit law exists in
Redondo Beach.

On Wed, Apr 22, 2026 at 10:26 PM Mark Nelson (Home Gmail) <menelson@gmail.com>
wrote:
Public Comment All Concerned Agencies:

At the 4/22/26 Board Meeting, the CEO stated that the 514 N Prospect building must be
demolished due to not meeting seismic code. He made that statement in writing also to the
mailing list of roughly 30,000 residents of the area. The statement is clearly not true. If it
were, the building would be red-tagged by the Building Department. No, it does not meet
CURRENT code, but not a single building on the entire BCHD campus dues meet all
current codes, including seismic.

Also at that meeting, the Board President made representations that the former hospital
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building must have a seismic retrofit or be demolished because "it's the law". That is
clearly a false statement. The 514 building is NOT functioning as a hospital, and at this
time, it meets all seismic codes that are applicable to the building.

BCHD cannot be allowed to have its CEO and Board President telling lies to the public.
The Board is preparing to tear down the building and encumber the taxpayer owned land
with a 99 year lease. The risk to taxpayers is likely in the $100M range and cannot be
based on lies.

The video of the meeting will post tomorrow for your review.



From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail)

To: info; LA District Attorney

Cc: rmiller@hooperlundy.com; Robert W. Lundy; Kevin Cody; Garth Meyer; CityClerk; CityCouncil@torranceca.gov;
cityclerk@hermosabeach.gov; cityclerk@manhattanbeach.gov

Subject: Re: Concern about BCHD CEO and Board Making False Statements to the Public

Date: Thursday, April 23, 2026 12:39:31 PM

CAUTION: Email is from an external source; Stop, Look, and Think before opening
attachments or links.

Below is the statement from BCHD "Continuing with Silverado in a new building on the
campus is not feasible, and even if it was feasible, would result in immobile loved ones living for at least 3

more years in a building that does not meet seismic safety standards."

As part of the CEO report, this statement is clearly designed to mislead. A
plain reading of the BCHD CEO claim is that occupancy is not feasible because
of seismic standards. The fact base below demonstrates that BCHD is even
aware that its statement is false.

Below is a summary of the lawful facts regarding the 514 N Prospect, Redondo
Beach building:

There are no local ordinances in Redondo Beach that currently mandate the seismic
retrofit of the 514 South Bay Hospital building. Consequently, the building is not "out
of compliance" with local law, as no law requires it to meet modern standards.

The primary legal and regulatory frameworks surrounding the building’s seismic
status are as follows:

1. California State Law (SB 1953)

The Alfred E. Alquist Hospital Seismic Safety Act (specifically SB 1953) required all
acute care hospitals to meet strict seismic standards by 2020 or 2030.

Status: Because the 514 building no longer provides acute care (it now houses
administrative and outpatient services), it is no longer subject to these state-
mandated hospital retrofit requirements.

2. Local Ordinances

While nearby cities like Los Angeles (Ordinance #183893) and Santa Monica have
passed mandatory seismic retrofit laws for older non-ductile concrete
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buildings, Redondo Beach has not adopted a similar ordinance.

Compliance: Under the current Redondo Beach Building Code, existing buildings are
generally "grandfathered" in and do not need to be upgraded to current standards
unless they undergo major renovations or a change in use.

3. Redondo Beach General Plan

The City’s General Plan identifies non-ductile concrete buildings (like the 514
building) as a safety risk and suggests they be "upgraded, relocated, or phased out".
However, this is a policy guideline for future development, not a legally binding
ordinance that triggers immediate non-compliance for existing structures.

Summary of Legal Standing

BCHD acknowledges that while the building is seismically vulnerable and fails to meet
the safety performance levels of a new building, it remains legally compliant with
current local codes because no mandatory retrofit law exists in Redondo Beach.

On Wed, Apr 22, 2026 at 10:26 PM Mark Nelson (Home Gmail) <menelson@gmail.com>
wrote:
Public Comment All Concerned Agencies:

At the 4/22/26 Board Meeting, the CEO stated that the 514 N Prospect building must be
demolished due to not meeting seismic code. He made that statement in writing also to the
mailing list of roughly 30,000 residents of the area. The statement is clearly not true. If it
were, the building would be red-tagged by the Building Department. No, it does not meet
CURRENT code, but not a single building on the entire BCHD campus dues meet all
current codes, including seismic.

Also at that meeting, the Board President made representations that the former hospital
building must have a seismic retrofit or be demolished because "it's the law". That is clearly
a false statement. The 514 building is NOT functioning as a hospital, and at this time, it
meets all seismic codes that are applicable to the building.

BCHD cannot be allowed to have its CEO and Board President telling lies to the public. The
Board is preparing to tear down the building and encumber the taxpayer owned land with a
99 year lease. The risk to taxpayers is likely in the $100M range and cannot be based on
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lies.

The video of the meeting will post tomorrow for your review.



From: Alexandros Martinez

To: CityClerk

Subject: Public Comment - City Council Meeting - May 5, 2026 - Agenda Item ]
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2026 9:02:57 PM

Attachments: Line 109 Manhattan Beach El Segundo.png

You don't often get email from alclark815@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

CAUTION: Email is from an external source, Stop, Look, and Think before opening
attachments or links.

Hello,

Two months ago, Beach Cities Transit proposed they would be switching the terminals for
their routes, with Line 102 being extended to Riviera Village while Line 109 is shortened to
Redondo Beach Pier. In the near future, are services at Manhattan Village Mall (Rosecrans
Ave) and Plaza El Segundo (Sepulveda BI/PCH) going to be simplified, also according to the
Service Study? I have an attachment to show what I am talking about.

Alexandros Martinez
Redondo Beach, CA 90278
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From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail)

To: CityClerk; James Light; Marc Wiener; Paige Kaluderovic; Joy Ford

Cc: Kevin Cody; info; info@allcove.org; CityCouncil@torranceca.gov

Subject: Fwd: Public Comment and Objection to BCHD"s "ALLCOVE" Medical Office Building Parking Plan
Date: Friday, May 1, 2026 11:54:14 AM

CAUTION: Email is from an external source, Stop, Look, and Think before opening
attachments or links.

BCHD claims that it will be in active construction in two weeks on the mental health services
building at Beryl & Flagler. No plan has been provided to the neighborhood, nor has any
public meeting been held by the City on permitting. As stated below, the current parking plan
is unacceptable for a building with a 30-year deed restriction obligation to operate as a mental
health services building. The current hope by BCHD to have additional parking 400 feet away
by foot with an elevation gain of 30-feet is laughable. The surrounding neighborhoods will
bear the brunt of parking either immediately, or at some point in the legally obligated 30-year
operation of the medical office building.

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail) <menelson@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Apr 16, 2026 at 8:53 PM

Subject: Public Comment and Objection to BCHD's "ALLCOVE" Medical Office Building
Parking Plan

To: Eleanor Manzano <cityclerk@redondo.org>, CityCouncil@torranceca.gov

<citycouncil@torranceca.gov>, CityClerk <CityClerk@torranceca.gov>, Andrew Winje

<Andrew.Winje@redondo.org>, Sean Scully <Sean.Scully@redondo.org>, Paige Kaluderovic
<Paige.Kaluderovic@redondo.org>, Marc Wiener <marc.wiener@redondo.org>

Cc: TRAO News <traonews@gmail.com>

Redondo Beach Council, Planning Commission and Torrance Mayor, Council and City
Attorney:

BCHD revealed a plan for the ALLCOVE building tonight at a public meeting from 530-630
with 14 attendees. The plan showed only 8 parking places at the ALLCOVE building.

It needs to be clear that per BCHD's contract with the State of California - this is a general
mental health services building (aka, medical office building) with a required operational life
of 30 years. That is a key term of the funding agreement. BCHD needs to provide adequate
parking for the 30 year life as a general medical office building, NOT AS A BOUTIQUE
ALLCOVE FACILITY.

The contract is quite clear for funding - the facility must operate for 30 years as a public
mental health facility.

If the City has any thoughts of approving the Flagler and Beryl C-2 building without full
parking, then notice needs to be served to the neighborhoods so that we can contest it at the
City Council. Obviously BCHD has operated in the shadows to this point.
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From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail)

To: Communications
Cc: CityClerk; CityCouncil@torranceca.gov; cityclerk@hermosabeach.gov; cityclerk@manhattanbeach.gov; City

Council; citycouncil@manhattanbeach.gov; CityClerk; info; info@achd.org; executiveoffice@bos.lacounty.gov;
Los Angeles Mayor"s Office

Subject: Public Comment: BCHD"s Upcoming Community Meeting MUST BE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE DISTRICT
RESIDENTS
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2026 2:06:23 PM

CAUTION: Email is from an external source; Stop, Look, and Think before opening
attachments or links.

BCHD has a planned public meeting:

Strategic Development Half-Day Meeting — Community Space Visioning

Friday, May 8, 2026

8am.— 12 p.m.

AdevnturePlex

1701 Marine Ave, Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

The Half-Day brings together BCHD’s Board, committees, staff, volunteers, community
partners, and members of the public to improve decision-making, enhance organizational
responsiveness, improve performance, and strengthen the organization.

Typically, BCHD meetings are upwards of 90% insiders. Board members, Executives
($2.5M/yr annual cost), Employees, Affiliated Volunteers, Vendors, Consultants, and
Contractors. As a result, the meetings are not representative of the views of the

over 90,000 adults in the district by BCHD's very DESIGN.

From the most recent census data:

Total

Population
City (2024 Est.) Adult Population % (18+) Estimated Adult Count
Hermosa Beach 18,687 80.50% 15,043
Redondo Beach 68,075 77.40% 52,690
Manhattan Beach 33,453 75.40% 25,224
Total 120,215 77.3% (Avg) 92,957

BCHD is free to have whatever "packed by insiders" meetings it wants. But BCHD is not
allowed to represent the results as the COMMUNITY VIEW unless BCHD can demonstrate at
least a MAJORITY of participants are not affiliated by payroll or other relationship with the
District. PACKED MEETINGS DON'T COUNT.
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From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail)

To: CityClerk

Subject: Public Comment - Capital Project 500-600 N Prospect Ave

Date: Saturday, May 2, 2026 1:01:49 PM

Attachments: NORTH PROSPECT AVE TRAFFIC VOLUME STUDY - Establishing a Robust Baseline for the Health Damages of

Emissions.docx
North Prospect Avenue Roadway Barrier for Public Health.docx

CAUTION: Email is from an external source, Stop, Look, and Think before opening
attachments or links.

Public Comment RB City Council

The attached discusses the safety and sound wall proposal for the 500-600 N Prospect Ave
frontage. Recall that last year's submission by RBPW used a 24-ft tall x 1000-ft long wall
design (does not meet state code) and used an outlier high price from CalTrans dataset
resulting in a nonsensical cost estimate that was presented to the Council. The estimated cost
for a 600-ft x 8-ft tall wall more appropriately sized for the need is far closer to $200K than
last years $2M+ estimate.

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail) <menelson@gmail.com>

Date: Mon, Apr 27, 2026 at 2:39 PM

Subject: Public Comment - Capital Project 500-600 N Prospect Ave - PWSC
To: Eleanor Manzano <cityclerk@redondo.org>, Andrew Winje

<Andrew.Winje@redondo.org>, <mike.witzanzky(@redondo.org>

Dear Commissioners:

We are entering the next capital project cycle and I am recommending that the Safe-n-
Soundwall for the 500-600 Block of N. Prospect be included for both corrected estimation and
also deliberation again this year. We understand from last year's process that getting into the
queue is required, and after the estimating gaft, we now recognize that it will require proper
vetting.

Ample case was demonstrated of excessive road and traffic noise, particulate matter (PMx),
toxic emissions, and resident safety from prior high speed crashes that landed on the frontage
from big Prospect. Children and the elderly are particularly susceptible to the lifelong and life
threatening impacts of particulates, whether in childhood brain development or in cognitive,
cardiac, and pulmonary diseases.

As you'll recall, the engineering estimate for the wall was in error during the last cycle. The
wall as designed by the City to be 24-feet tall (well above the height range of 8 to 14-feet tall
established by the State. Further, an outlier was used as a cost estimate. An 8-foot tall by 600-
feet long wall would be around $200,000.

I am including a report created for the local homeowners that documents the hazards and heath
damages.

Please enter the Safe-n-Soundwall into the queue of capital projects. With regard to this
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NORTH PROSPECT AVE TRAFFIC VOLUME STUDY:

Establishing a Robust Baseline for the Health Damages of Emissions



[bookmark: _GoBack]For the segment of North Prospect Avenue in Redondo Beach, specifically between Del Amo Boulevard and 190th/Anita Streets, the most recent traffic data comes from the 2024 Traffic Study for the Redondo Beach Housing Element Implementation and the City’s official traffic flow records.

Traffic Flow Data

The North Prospect Avenue corridor is a four-lane secondary arterial that connects North Redondo to the Pacific Coast Highway. The segment between Anita Street/190th Street and Del Amo Boulevard is the highest-volume portion of the corridor.

· Average Daily Traffic (ADT): Approximately 18,200 vehicles per day (this represents the peak daily volume for the Prospect corridor, which ranges from 7,600 to 18,200 ADT depending on the segment).

· Peak Hour Flows: Peak travel typically occurs during the morning (07:00–10:00) and evening (15:00–20:00) rush hours. While exact per-hour segment counts vary by day, peak hour volumes for this capacity are estimated at 1,500 to 1,850 vehicles per hour.

· Level of Service (LOS): Most segments along this stretch currently operate at LOS B or C during peak hours, though the major intersection at 190th/Anita can experience higher congestion levels (LOS D during AM peaks).

· Cut-Through Traffic: Studies related to the nearby Beach Cities Health District (BCHD) campus indicate that during the AM peak hour, approximately 47% of northbound and 41% of southbound traffic on North Prospect consists of cut-through commuters avoiding larger arterials.

Intersection Context

For further context, the major feeding intersection just north of this segment (190th St & Flagler Ln / Anita St) carries significantly higher volumes:

· Daily Traffic at 190th/Anita: ~24,500 vehicles per day.

· Intersection Performance: It is signalized and operates at a Volume-to-Capacity (V/C) ratio of approximately 0.747 (LOS C) in the AM peak.

Citation

Fehr & Peers. (2024). Traffic Study for the Redondo Beach Housing Element Implementation: General Plan and Zoning Amendments. Prepared for the City of Redondo Beach, September 2024.

Source Data URL

· Primary PDF Source: Traffic Study for Redondo Beach Housing Element (September 2024)

· City Traffic Engineering Resources: Redondo Beach Traffic Volumes & Flow Map


[bookmark: _GoBack]NORTH PROSPECT AVE ROADWAY BARRIER FOR PUBLIC HEALTH:

Protection of Child Development and Senior Aging



Abstract

This research document evaluates the localized health risks associated with vehicle emissions on the North Prospect Avenue corridor in Redondo Beach, CA. Utilizing site-specific traffic data and emission modeling, this report quantifies the concentrations of particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5) and mobile source air toxics (MSATs) such as benzene and formaldehyde. The analysis synthesizes recent peer-reviewed literature (2024–2026) to assess the physiological impacts on two highly vulnerable demographics: children and seniors. Results indicate that peak traffic flows significantly elevate roadside pollutant concentrations, approaching or exceeding state health thresholds. This document concludes that the implementation of a solid roadway barrier (SRB) serves as a critical mitigation strategy to reduce both noise and the horizontal dispersion of carcinogenic pollutants, thereby protecting the health and property rights of adjacent residents.



Summary of Task

The objective of this analysis is to model the air quality profile for a specific secondary arterial segment—North Prospect Avenue between Del Amo Boulevard and 190th/Anita Streets—and evaluate the resulting public health implications. Using a peak volume of 1,850 vehicles per hour and current emission factors for the 2026 fleet mix, we have estimated the "roadway increment" (the pollution added solely by traffic) and combined it with coastal baseline data. This assessment focuses on the "taking" of health from sensitive receptors located within 20 meters of the roadway.



Impacts on Children

Children are uniquely susceptible to the pollutants modeled in this corridor due to their higher ventilation rates relative to body mass and their ongoing structural lung development.



· Respiratory Development: Recent longitudinal studies confirm that exposure to PM2.5 and nitrogen dioxide near roadways causes persistent deficits in lung function (FEV1) and increases the incidence of pediatric asthma (American Lung Association, 2026). Infants and young children show a 10 percent increase in respiratory tract infections for every 10 microgram per cubic meter increase in particulate concentrations (Frontiers in Public Health, 2025).


· Carcinogenic Risks: The modeling of North Prospect Avenue reveals benzene levels that contribute to a localized cancer risk. Peer-reviewed evidence has identified a linear, positive association between traffic-related benzene exposure and the risk of childhood leukemia, particularly acute myeloid leukemia, in children under the age of six (Environment and Public Health, 2025).


· Neurological Effects: Particulates smaller than 2.5 micrometers can cross the blood-brain barrier, triggering neuroinflammation that has been linked to impaired cognitive development and behavioral disorders in school-aged children.





Impacts on Seniors

Seniors (ages 65 and older) represent the other critical "sensitive receptor" group in the North Prospect corridor, often suffering from pre-existing cardiovascular or respiratory conditions that are exacerbated by roadway toxics.



· Cardiovascular Events: Umbrella reviews from 2025 indicate a robust correlation between short-term spikes in PM2.5—such as those modeled during the North Prospect peak hours—and immediate increases in myocardial infarction (heart attack), stroke, and arrhythmia (PubMed, 2026).


· Hospitalization and Mortality: Chronic exposure to traffic-related air pollution at the levels estimated in our appendix is associated with a 15 percent higher risk of cardiovascular hospitalization for Medicare beneficiaries. Research emphasizes that for seniors, there is "no safe threshold" for particulate exposure; even levels below federal standards continue to drive mortality (Harvard T.H. Chan School of Public Health, 2024).


· Cognitive Decline: Long-term exposure to the fine soot and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) modeled in this segment is increasingly linked to accelerated cognitive decline and the onset of dementia and Parkinson’s disease in elderly populations.



Mitigation: The Benefit of a Solid Barrier

To address the health "taking" described above, the installation of a solid roadway barrier (SRB) between North Prospect Avenue and residential homes provides two primary benefits:



1. Vertical Dispersion: A solid barrier forces the pollution "plume" from vehicles upward. This creates a "wake effect" that increases the mixing of pollutants with cleaner air before they reach residential windows, effectively reducing the ground-level concentration of particulates and toxics by as much as 15 to 30 percent.

2. Particulate Capture: Solid barriers, particularly when combined with localized vegetation, act as a physical sink for larger particulates (PM10) and roadway dust, preventing them from settling on residential properties and gardens.

3. Noise and Stress Reduction: Beyond air quality, solid barriers reduce ambient noise by 3 to 9 decibels (Maryland Department of Transportation, 2023). Reducing chronic noise stress is a known factor in improving cardiovascular outcomes and sleep quality for both children and seniors.



Conclusion

The air quality modeling for North Prospect Avenue suggests that peak traffic periods create a high-concentration corridor of particulates and toxics that directly impact the health of vulnerable neighbors. Given the robust 2024–2026 evidence linking these pollutants to pediatric respiratory damage and senior cardiovascular mortality, the implementation of a solid barrier is not merely an aesthetic choice but a necessary public health intervention to mitigate the de facto taking of health and property rights.






Appendix: Air Quality Modeling Tables

Table A: Particulate Matter (PM) Estimates (Peak Hour)

		Pollutant

		Baseline Level

		Traffic Increase

		Total Peak Hour Level



		PM2.5 (Fine Soot)

		11.0 micrograms per cubic meter

		+ 4.4 micrograms per cubic meter

		15.4 micrograms per cubic meter



		PM10 (Road Dust)

		22.0 micrograms per cubic meter

		+ 18.2 micrograms per cubic meter

		40.2 micrograms per cubic meter







Table B: Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) Concentrations

		Air Toxic

		Traffic Increment (Added to Air)

		Chronic Health Goal (REL)



		Benzene

		0.616 micrograms per cubic meter

		3.0 micrograms per cubic meter



		Formaldehyde

		0.396 micrograms per cubic meter

		9.0 micrograms per cubic meter



		Diesel Particulate Matter

		0.243 micrograms per cubic meter

		5.0 micrograms per cubic meter



		Acrolein

		0.026 micrograms per cubic meter

		0.35 micrograms per cubic meter
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project, I will serve as an expert witness for the neighbors that are having their health damaged
by the roadway. The decision to move forward with the project belongs with those who will be
behind the wall. At this point, I am assuring that it is queued for corrected analysis so that
they have an opportunity for health and safety improvements on the frontage.

Mark Nelson
N Prospect

cc: City Council



NORTH PROSPECT AVE TRAFFIC VOLUME STUDY:
Establishing a Robust Baseline for the Health Damages of Emissions

For the segment of North Prospect Avenue in Redondo Beach, specifically between Del Amo
Boulevard and 190th/Anita Streets, the most recent traffic data comes from the 2024 Traffic
Study for the Redondo Beach Housing Element Implementation and the City’s official traffic
flow records.

Traffic Flow Data

The North Prospect Avenue corridor is a four-lane secondary arterial that connects North
Redondo to the Pacific Coast Highway. The segment between Anita Street/190th Street and Del
Amo Boulevard is the highest-volume portion of the corridor.

e Average Daily Traffic (ADT): Approximately 18,200 vehicles per day (this represents
the peak daily volume for the Prospect corridor, which ranges from 7,600 to 18,200 ADT
depending on the segment).

e Peak Hour Flows: Peak travel typically occurs during the morning (07:00-10:00) and
evening (15:00-20:00) rush hours. While exact per-hour segment counts vary by day,
peak hour volumes for this capacity are estimated at 1,500 to 1,850 vehicles per hour.

e Level of Service (LOS): Most segments along this stretch currently operate at LOS B or
C during peak hours, though the major intersection at 190th/Anita can experience higher
congestion levels (LOS D during AM peaks).

e Cut-Through Traffic: Studies related to the nearby Beach Cities Health District (BCHD)
campus indicate that during the AM peak hour, approximately 47% of northbound and
41% of southbound traffic on North Prospect consists of cut-through commuters avoiding
larger arterials.

Intersection Context

For further context, the major feeding intersection just north of this segment (190th St & Flagler
Ln / Anita St) carries significantly higher volumes:

e Daily Traffic at 190th/Anita: ~24,500 vehicles per day.
e Intersection Performance: It is signalized and operates at a Volume-to-Capacity (V/C)
ratio of approximately 0.747 (LOS C) in the AM peak.

Citation

Fehr & Peers. (2024). Traffic Study for the Redondo Beach Housing Element
Implementation: General Plan and Zoning Amendments. Prepared for the City of
Redondo Beach, September 2024.

Source Data URL

e Primary PDF Source: Traffic Study for Redondo Beach Housing Element (September
2024)

e City Traffic Engineering Resources: Redondo Beach Traffic Volumes & Flow Map



https://cms2.revize.com/revize/redondobeachca/HETrafficStudy.pdf
https://cms2.revize.com/revize/redondobeachca/HETrafficStudy.pdf
https://redondo.org/departments/public_works/engineering_services/traffic_engineering/traffic_volumes.php

NORTH PROSPECT AVE ROADWAY BARRIER FOR PUBLIC HEALTH:
Protection of Child Development and Senior Aging

Abstract

This research document evaluates the localized health risks associated with vehicle emissions
on the North Prospect Avenue corridor in Redondo Beach, CA. Utilizing site-specific traffic data
and emission modeling, this report quantifies the concentrations of particulate matter (PM10 and
PM2.5) and mobile source air toxics (MSATSs) such as benzene and formaldehyde. The analysis
synthesizes recent peer-reviewed literature (2024—2026) to assess the physiological impacts on
two highly vulnerable demographics: children and seniors. Results indicate that peak traffic
flows significantly elevate roadside pollutant concentrations, approaching or exceeding state
health thresholds. This document concludes that the implementation of a solid roadway barrier
(SRB) serves as a critical mitigation strategy to reduce both noise and the horizontal dispersion
of carcinogenic pollutants, thereby protecting the health and property rights of adjacent
residents.

Summary of Task

The objective of this analysis is to model the air quality profile for a specific secondary arterial
segment—North Prospect Avenue between Del Amo Boulevard and 190th/Anita Streets—and
evaluate the resulting public health implications. Using a peak volume of 1,850 vehicles per
hour and current emission factors for the 2026 fleet mix, we have estimated the "roadway
increment" (the pollution added solely by traffic) and combined it with coastal baseline data. This
assessment focuses on the "taking" of health from sensitive receptors located within 20 meters
of the roadway.

Impacts on Children

Children are uniquely susceptible to the pollutants modeled in this corridor due to their higher
ventilation rates relative to body mass and their ongoing structural lung development.

e Respiratory Development: Recent longitudinal studies confirm that exposure to PM2.5
and nitrogen dioxide near roadways causes persistent deficits in lung function (FEV1) and
increases the incidence of pediatric asthma (American Lung Association, 2026). Infants
and young children show a 10 percent increase in respiratory tract infections for every 10
microgram per cubic meter increase in particulate concentrations (Frontiers in Public
Health, 2025).

e Carcinogenic Risks: The modeling of North Prospect Avenue reveals benzene levels
that contribute to a localized cancer risk. Peer-reviewed evidence has identified a linear,
positive association between traffic-related benzene exposure and the risk of childhood
leukemia, particularly acute myeloid leukemia, in children under the age of six
(Environment and Public Health, 2025).

o Neurological Effects: Particulates smaller than 2.5 micrometers can cross the blood-

brain barrier, triggering neuroinflammation that has been linked to impaired cognitive
development and behavioral disorders in school-aged children.
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Impacts on Seniors

Seniors (ages 65 and older) represent the other critical "sensitive receptor" group in the North
Prospect corridor, often suffering from pre-existing cardiovascular or respiratory conditions that
are exacerbated by roadway toxics.

e Cardiovascular Events: Umbrella reviews from 2025 indicate a robust correlation
between short-term spikes in PM2.5—such as those modeled during the North Prospect
peak hours—and immediate increases in myocardial infarction (heart attack), stroke, and
arrhythmia (PubMed, 2026).

e Hospitalization and Mortality: Chronic exposure to traffic-related air pollution at the
levels estimated in our appendix is associated with a 15 percent higher risk of
cardiovascular hospitalization for Medicare beneficiaries. Research emphasizes that for
seniors, there is "no safe threshold" for particulate exposure; even levels below federal
standards continue to drive mortality (Harvard T.H. Chan School of Public Health, 2024).

e Cognitive Decline: Long-term exposure to the fine soot and volatile organic compounds
(VOCs) modeled in this segment is increasingly linked to accelerated cognitive decline
and the onset of dementia and Parkinson’s disease in elderly populations.

Mitigation: The Benefit of a Solid Barrier

To address the health "taking" described above, the installation of a solid roadway barrier (SRB)
between North Prospect Avenue and residential homes provides two primary benefits:

1. Vertical Dispersion: A solid barrier forces the pollution "plume" from vehicles upward.
This creates a "wake effect" that increases the mixing of pollutants with cleaner air before
they reach residential windows, effectively reducing the ground-level concentration of
particulates and toxics by as much as 15 to 30 percent.

2. Particulate Capture: Solid barriers, particularly when combined with localized vegetation,
act as a physical sink for larger particulates (PM10) and roadway dust, preventing them
from settling on residential properties and gardens.

3. Noise and Stress Reduction: Beyond air quality, solid barriers reduce ambient noise by
3 to 9 decibels (Maryland Department of Transportation, 2023). Reducing chronic noise
stress is a known factor in improving cardiovascular outcomes and sleep quality for both
children and seniors.

Conclusion

The air quality modeling for North Prospect Avenue suggests that peak traffic periods create a
high-concentration corridor of particulates and toxics that directly impact the health of vulnerable
neighbors. Given the robust 2024—-2026 evidence linking these pollutants to pediatric respiratory
damage and senior cardiovascular mortality, the implementation of a solid barrier is not merely
an aesthetic choice but a necessary public health intervention to mitigate the de facto taking of
health and property rights.
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Appendix: Air Quality Modeling Tables
Table A: Particulate Matter (PM) Estimates (Peak Hour)

Pollutant

Baseline Level

Traffic Increase

Total Peak Hour Level

PM2.5 (Fine Soot)

11.0 micrograms per
cubic meter

+ 4.4 micrograms per
cubic meter

15.4 micrograms per
cubic meter

PM10 (Road Dust)

22.0 micrograms per
cubic meter

+ 18.2 micrograms
per cubic meter

40.2 micrograms per
cubic meter

Table B: Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) Concentrations

meter

Air Toxic Traffic Increment (Added to |Chronic Health Goal (REL)
Air)
Benzene 0.616 micrograms per cubic 3.0 micrograms per cubic meter|

Formaldehyde

meter

0.396 micrograms per cubic

9.0 micrograms per cubic meter|

Diesel Particulate Matter

meter

0.243 micrograms per cubic

5.0 micrograms per cubic meter|

Acrolein

meter

0.026 micrograms per cubic

0.35 micrograms per cubic
meter
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From: Darryl Boyd

To: CityClerk; Mike Witzansky; James Light; Paige Kaluderovic; Chadwick B. Castle; Brad Waller; Scott Behrendt; Zein
Obagi; Joy Ford; Andrew Winje; Mark Garlock; Michael Klein; Ryan Liu; Candace Nafissi

Subject: REQUEST FOR BUDGET AND FUNDING THE N PROSPECT AVE MEDIAN

Date: Monday, May 4, 2026 1:02:26 PM

Attachments: Prospect Median Landscape Proposal.pdf

SpeedTables-JimLight-Email.pdf
N Prospect Ave Median Budget Funding Request.pdf

CAUTION: Email is from an external source; Stop, Look, and Think before opening
attachments or links.

***City Clerk please include this email and attachments as a “Blue Folder” item
for 5/5/26 Redondo Beach City Council meeting.

REQUEST FOR BUDGET AND FUNDING THE N PROSPECT AVE MEDIAN

Residents of 500-600 N Prospect Ave. thank Public Works Commissioner Candance
Nafissi very much for speaking up for us on 4/27/26 at the Public Works Sustainability
Commission meeting.

A few of Candace's comments: "The sound from the street is insane" and "I have zero
peace", "l feel bad for the Prospect people" should tell you everything. This isn't just a
N Prospect Ave. problem. This is now a Beryl Heights neighborhood problem. It's a
community and citywide problem. It's a Quality Of Life problem. You are all well aware
of the entire situation here at 500-600 N Prospect Ave. as | have been seeking
resolution since October 2024, well documented to all of you.

Listen to Candance’s comments to City Manager Mike Witzansky below:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1CyiWMyXI-6Mby6qqi7S7j4LsALNtSgRA/view?

usp=drive_link

We need proper funding and corrective action taken. No more excuses and
walking away from what is a clear Public Safety and Noise Nuisance situation.

THE N. PROSPECT AVE MEDIAN NEEDS FUNDING FOR NECESSARY
UPGRADES

The N Prospect Ave. median is over 60 years old. It has never been upgraded to
compensate for increased traffic, increased car and motorcycle noise, increased toxic
fumes from vehicles with illegal exhaust systems, emergency vehicles, buses, 18
wheelers, and big box trucks. Other noise from vehicles includes cell phone
conversations, ultra loud audio and booming bass. The Beach Cities Health District
campus produces traffic and noise from its tenants, businesses, employees, patrons,
visitors, emergency vehicles, and its own Residents. Our properties are being
intruded upon and we are being assaulted by unrelenting noise and vibration day and
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AUSTRALIAN WILLOW

Geijera parviflora

GENERAL INFO

This tree has a graceful, weeping habit with slender branches that give it a delicate appearance. Its
narrow, evergreen leaves are dark green and slightly leathery, providing a lush canopy year-round.
Small, fragrant white flowers bloom in clusters, adding a subtle but pleasant aroma to the surroundings.
The tree is drought-tolerant and thrives in a variety of soil types, making it a resilient choice for urban

landscapes. Its moderate growth rate and manageable size make it suitable for both small gardens and
larger public spaces.

Native range: Australia

Horticultural use: Screen or Lawn Tree or Street Tre
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TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tree shape: Rounded

Foliage type: Evergreen

Maximum tree height: 45 feet

Canopy width: 20 feet

Growth rate: ~24-36 in/year

Leaf arrangement and form: Alternate, Simple
Leaf/leaflet shape: Spear-shaped

Leaf color: Green

Flower color: White

Flowering Time: Fall or Spring

Fruit: Small Mostly Green Capsule
Fruiting time: Summer

Fruit value: Wildlife use it

Bark: Dark Brown or Light Green, Rough

Litter: Dry Fruit
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MOUNTAIN ALOE

Aloe marlothii

GENERAL INFO

Aloe marlothii (Mountain Aloe) - Succulent unbranched large aloe that often grows to 10 feet tall with
persistent old leaves making a skirt around the trunk. The leaves of the Mountain Aloe are large, of a
gray-green color, with reddish-brown soft spines along the margins and randomly on other parts of the
leaf. In late fall to late winter appears the wide-spread branching inflorescence bearing red-orange
flowers. Plant in full sun in a well-drained soil. Requires little to no supplemental irrigation in coastal
California gardens. Hardy to 20° F. The Mountain Aloe is a wide-ranging species from KwaZulu-Natal into
Mozambique, Zimbabwe and Botswana and there is considerable variability in flower color and shape of
the inflorescence. Our plants are from seed purchased from Silverhill Seeds in South Africa and are
described as the typical form with horizontal inflorescence and dark orange flowers.
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PLANT CHARACTERISTICS
Category: Succulent

Family: Aloeaceae (now Asphodeloideae)
Origin: South Africa (Africa)
Evergreen: Yes

Flower Color: Orange Red
Bloomtime: Fall/Winter
Height: 8-10 feet

Exposure: Full Sun

Summer Dry: Yes

Deer Tolerant: Yes
Irrigation: Low Water Needs

Winter Hardiness: 20-25° F
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o James Light <james.light@redondo.org> Feb 13,2025, 1:228PM  Y¥ @ “

to Paige, me ¥

Darryl,
Thank you for the email and kind words. You are spot on with Councilmember Kaluderovic! And | am thankful that she invited me.

| have already sat down with Public Works to discuss K-rails and other alternatives. Our Director said the city is exploring “traffic
tables” to control speed... they are wider than speed bumps but are effective at calming traffic and apparently generate less noise.

It sounds like they are going to test it on a smaller street and also get the Fire Department feedback on whether they are acceptable
in arterials that they use for rapid response. He indicated this may be an effective way to control speed on Artesia. Some examples
below:

| have already sat down with Public Works to discuss K-rails and other alternatives. Our Director said the city is exploring “traffic
tables” to control speed... they are wider than speed bumps but are effective at calming traffic and apparently generate less noise.

It sounds like they are going to test it on a smaller street and also get the Fire Department feedback on whether they are acceptable
in arterials that they use for rapid response. He indicated this may be an effective way to control speed on Artesia. Some examples
below:

When | brought this up in Referrals to Staff at the last City Council meeting, the City Manager said they have an open item to come
back to Council on this. So Councilmember Kaluderovic is on this and I've got her back.

| forgot about the signal timing question so thanks for reminding me. | will bring it up.

VR

o James Light <james.light@redondo.org> Thu, Feb 13, 2025, 1:42PM  Y¥ @ «

to Paige, me «

Oops. | typed Artesia, | meant speed tables may be effective on Prospect.... | am doing too many things in parallel. Sorry.

Jim Light

Mayor

310.989.3332

415 Diamond St., Redondo Beach, CA 90277
redondo.org
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City Clerk please include this email and attachments as a “Blue Folder” item for
5/5/26 Redondo Beach City Council meeting.

REQUEST FOR BUDGET AND FUNDING THE N PROSPECT AVE MEDIAN

Residents of 500-600 N Prospect Ave. thank Public Works Commissioner Candance
Nafissi very much for speaking up for us on 4/27/26 at the Public Works Sustainability
Commission meeting.

A few of Candace's comments: "The sound from the street is insane" and "l have zero
peace", "l feel bad for the Prospect people" should tell you everything. This isn't justa N
Prospect Ave. problem. This is now a Beryl Heights neighborhood problem. It's a
community and citywide problem. It's a Quality Of Life problem. You are all well aware
of the entire situation here at 500-600 N Prospect Ave. as | have been seeking
resolution since October 2024, well documented to all of you.
Listen to Candance’s comments to City Manager Mike Witzansky below:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1CyiWMyXI-6Mby6qqi7S7j4LsALNtSgRA/view?usp=drive
link

We need proper funding and corrective action taken. No more excuses and walking
away from what is a clear Public Safety and Noise Nuisance situation.

THE N. PROSPECT AVE MEDIAN NEEDS FUNDING FOR NECESSARY UPGRADES

The N Prospect Ave. median is over 60 years old. It has never been upgraded to
compensate for increased traffic, increased car and motorcycle noise, increased toxic
fumes from vehicles with illegal exhaust systems, emergency vehicles, buses, 18
wheelers, and big box trucks. Other noise from vehicles includes cell phone
conversations, ultra loud audio and booming bass. The Beach Cities Health District
campus produces traffic and noise from its tenants, businesses, employees, patrons,
visitors, emergency vehicles, and its own Residents. Our properties are being intruded
upon and we are being assaulted by unrelenting noise and vibration day and night.

It is beyond time to modernize and upgrade the median for safety and noise reduction.
In the past, cars have run over the median, taken out a light pole, and landed in front of
our homes. 521, 523, 525 Prospect Ave Residents were withesses and were impacted.
Thankfully no one was injured or killed. We need real protection for all Residents at
500-600 N Prospect Ave., especially for our neighbors with children. An 8-10’ wall is
needed on the outer perimeter of median #1, Beryl St. to BCHD crossing. This section
gets the heaviest and fastest moving traffic and the most noise.



https://drive.google.com/file/d/1CyiWMyXI-6Mby6qqi7S7j4LsALNtSgRA/view?usp=drive_link

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1CyiWMyXI-6Mby6qqi7S7j4LsALNtSgRA/view?usp=drive_link



INSTALLATION OF SPEED TABLES ON MAIN N PROSPECT AVE
Traffic Calming Benefits:

1. Increased Safety.
Slowing the speeding vehicles down, especially at the hill crossing Beryl St. will
increase public safety. Pedestrians and Residents are currently under very
unsafe conditions. Speeding and erratic driving is a threat to Residents and
Pedestrians.

2. Decreased ambient noise levels.
Noise from speeding cars and drivers gunning and racing through the corridor will be
decreased. Noise from drivers gunning off of green lights at traffic stops will decrease.
Noise from other larger vehicles will be decreased.

3. Decreased need for additional RBPD man power.
Less Redondo Beach Police Department manpower would be required for traffic

enforcement which is a cost savings and frees up RBPD for other needs.

On 2/8/25 the idea of Speed Tables on main N Prospect Ave. was introduced by Ryan
Liu at a N Prospect Ave neighborhood meeting. The idea was backed by Mayor Jim
Light. Mayor Light provided photo samples of speed tables in an email to me and
encouraged District 3 Council Member Paige Kaluderovic to pursue Speed Table
installation on main N Prospect Ave. Mayor Light also acknowledged the clear safety
issues as he was a personal witness having attended the 2/8/25 neighborhood meeting.
https://drive.google.com/file/d/145Ju62VX4AN|MYsvDZlee5Xlce5gWXcpo/view?usp=driv
e_link

As far as we know, Kaluderovic did not pursue the option of installing Speed Tables on
main N Prospect Ave. There are Speed Table table installations at Flagler/Dominguez
Park, N Paulina Ave., N. Lucia Ave., N. Juanita Ave., N. Irena Ave., N. Francisca Ave.
where there is much less traffic and speeding. Why has N Prospect Ave. been skipped?

The benefits of Speed Table installation will outweigh the cost.

***Flagler at Dominguez Park is a perfect example of what needs to be installed on N
Prospect Ave. See video below. You will see how my Hummer H2 which is a large
vehicle is forced to come within speed compliance very smoothly. Video below:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1KhhbYm_bRyr7HpbCJT2NYelYak1TxBsa/view?usp=driv
e_link




https://drive.google.com/file/d/145Ju62VX4NjMYsvDZIee5Xlce5gWXcpo/view?usp=drive_link

https://drive.google.com/file/d/145Ju62VX4NjMYsvDZIee5Xlce5gWXcpo/view?usp=drive_link

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1KhhbYm_bRyr7HpbCJT2NYelYak1TxBsa/view?usp=drive_link

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1KhhbYm_bRyr7HpbCJT2NYelYak1TxBsa/view?usp=drive_link



INSTALLATION OF A SOUND AND SAFE WALL ON THE OUTER PERIMETER OF
N. PROSPECT MEDIAN #1

Safety And Noise Reduction, Health Benefits:

1. Increased Safety. Protects Residents and Pedestrians from speeding and erratic
drivers and possible runaway vehicles.

2. Decreased ambient noise levels. Residents are being subjected to 85-95 DB of
noise day & night. This is unbearable. 50-55 DB day 40-50 DB night is
considered acceptable according to State, County, and Redondo Beach city
code.

3. Provides a better health environment for Residents. Fewer toxic fumes can
penetrate and impede onto our properties and our persons.

4. Protects Residents from ambient noise reflecting off of the Beach Cities
Health District buildings. 500-600 N Prospect Ave. especially in the 515-527

zone are heavily impacted by reflected noise from and off of the BCHD campus
and from N Prospect Ave. traffic noise bouncing off of those buildings. It is a 24x7
sonic, surround sound noise nuisance.

***Alternatively, there are industrial fencing soundproofing products available on
the market that could be compared and possibly used in lieu of a block wall.

FIX AND COMPLETE THE LANDSCAPING ON THE ENTIRE N. PROSPECT AVE.
MEDIAN

$6,400 was spent by the City of Redondo Beach on a functional landscape and
beautification plan that was never installed.
On 2/8/25 at a neighborhood meeting this plan was presented to the Residents of
500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents were very happy and excited to see this plan that
was presented to us come to life. But it never did. The plan included
Podocarpus hedges, Geijera parviflora trees, Aloe marlothii succulents. We watched
samples planted of the Podocarpus and Aloes and saw them thrive. We were happy.
But before we knew it all the test plants were removed and an installation began with
completely different plants and no trees. Residents were never advised or given a
chance to have input on any changes. The plan is here:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/12iIHN3Q-wbHGdP9sDABI5el6iNLuUP_tih/view?usp=drive
link




https://drive.google.com/file/d/12iHN3Q-wbHGdP9sDABi5eI6iNLuP_tih/view?usp=drive_link

https://drive.google.com/file/d/12iHN3Q-wbHGdP9sDABi5eI6iNLuP_tih/view?usp=drive_link



California wax myrtle plants were installed instead of Podocarpus. Coyote plant and
mulch was installed. Achillea millefolium might have been a better consideration for
weed control. None of the plants presented to Residents were used. We asked
questions, we were basically told to shut up and accept what we were given. We have
watched wax myrtles die and be replaced. Many are still dying or are weaklings that
won't grow. The coyote plant has weeds growing in it, the mulch is eroding leaving
exposed irrigation lines. These plants were completely wrong for the N Prospect Ave.
median application and situation. The hope and goal was to get our privacy and some
noise reduction back with a functional landscape plan. We got neither.

Not getting satisfactory answers from Jim Light or Paige Kaluderovic on why changes
were made and Residents were excluded from any input or information on who made
changes and why, | initiated a Public Records Request on 11/9/25. This PRR was
stonewalled for 5 months before any information or correspondence was released to
me. To date | have received very limited information on what happened, and am still
waiting for another batch to come through. Apparently that won’t happen until 5/26/26.

The California Wax Myrtles will never replace Pordacarpus in density. Right now the
myrtles that have survived flap in the wind, with gaps in between, providing no real
privacy, and noise just seeps through. The original Oleander hedges had a height of
approximately 12’ high and 9’ density curb to curb, they provided great privacy and
noise reduction. The California Wax Myrtles were the wrong choice for this application.
The Podocarpus and Geijera parviflora would have been a very good combination
aesthetically and for noise reduction.

Pordocarpus is known for its density, low maintenance, is highly effective for
noise reduction, absorbs & deflects sound waves.

Geijera parviflora is known for its dense foliage, grows 20 to 30 feet tall, drought
tolerant, adapts well to poor soils, absorbs and deflects sound waves.

Podocarpus was preferable, used in high traffic & noise situations like Manhattan Beach
Blvd. and near South High School according to Mike Klein. Kline speaks about Mayor
Jim Light wanting native plants at 2:48 PWSC 4/28/25. The Mayor interfered in the
process, going against what was known to work and against the City Charter.
https://drive.google.com/file/d/11ZorunVUoHNUcJJ116uewVMPu3Zr7 GDK/view?usp=dri
ve_link

The open space to the rear curb should be filled with another row of these plants to fill
out 9’ curb to curb. There are several dead plants between 515 to 527 that need
replacement, and many more up and down the street.



https://drive.google.com/file/d/1lZorunVUoHNUcJJ116uewVMPu3Zr7GDK/view?usp=drive_link

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1lZorunVUoHNUcJJ116uewVMPu3Zr7GDK/view?usp=drive_link



FUNDING FOR THE N PROSPECT AVE. MEDIAN UPGRADES IS REQUESTED AND
BADLY NEEDED.

Residents here have been ignored, and the upkeep and upgrades of the N Prospect
Ave. median itself has gone neglected for decades now.

Paige Kaluderovic mentioned $200K of funds and possibly more were set aside for the
median when | originally began the requests to get something done here. Somehow
those funds didn’t exist when | tried to revisit that option and she had a lapse of memory
regarding what she said. So | am requesting that CIP funds be looked at again for the N
Prospect Ave. median in this budgeting cycle.

ALTERNATIVE FUNDING:

BCHD who has been a bad neighbor to us for many years now, should step up and
contribute with funding as should their new developer partner which | assume at this
point will be Sunrise. We as Residents of the Beach Cities help to fund BCHD. They
should give something back to us for the abuse and disregard for our Quality Of Life
that they have put us through and the coming demolition and construction nightmare
that will be forced upon us. Mr. Witzansky stated on 4/27/26 in the PWSC meeting that
Public Works and the Transportation Department has done a good job of finding funding
for projects. So alternative funding, if needed, should be seeked out immediately for us
on N Prospect Ave. This is a very worthy, way past due, much needed project.

The “Bike Path To Nowhere” behind BCHD where kids & transients get high, loiter,
and leave their garbage found funding. The street dug up in front of 519 N Prospect
Ave. on 4/7/26 for a nonexistent “sink hole” at a cost of approximately $20-25,000 was a
waste of our taxpayer dollars. An unused median site design at a cost of $6,400 was
wasted. Speed Tables at Flagler/Dominguez Park, N Paulina Ave., N. Lucia Ave., N.
Juanita Ave., N. Irena Ave., N. Francisca Ave., a crosswalk at Beryl St. and N.
Guadalupe. Parks and Pickleball courts all get funded. Money is being spent on things
that could wait and wasted on non-emergencies.

We also know through a PRR that safety upgrades to the median were denied by the
City Manager last year and that the Public Works Director diverted funds that may have
been used for N Prospect Ave. to Catalina Ave. For some reason we are forced to beg
for proper funding for remediation of public safety and noise nuisances and the
restoration of our privacy and Quality Of Life. Another year has gone by and our District
3 Council Member has not stepped up for us and has gone silent. Please fix that.





STATE, COUNTY, AND CITY LAWS AND ORDINANCES ARE NOT BEING
ENFORCED BY THE CITY OF REDONDO BEACH.

Quiality Of Life for 500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents has been detrimentally impacted
over the past 2 years by clear Public Safety and Public Noise Nuisances on the N
Prospect Ave median and corridor. If the City Of Redondo Beach refuses to strictly
enforce State, County, and its own local laws and ordinances as it should, then the
above requests are in line and completely reasonable. We need action taken and
funding budgeted by Redondo Beach City Government immediately.

We are not 2nd rate Residents here. Many of us are homeowners of over 30 years. We
know the differences on our street, in our neighborhood, and in our City. Saying that
there is not enough CIP to go around is not an acceptable response and it's actually
insulting to us. Heads of City Departments are very well paid. There are several very
highly paid City of Redondo Beach employees. Half of just one of those very high
annual salaries would pay for what we need on the 500-600 N Prospect Ave. median.

Our elected officials are supposed to work with us to find solutions, not back pedal,
break promises, and disappear. The City Manager telling us this is how Redondo Beach
is and to just live with it is unacceptable. The 500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents need
solutions funded and implemented. We need help and we need relief. City Employees
get paid very well by us. We elected our City Government to represent us and to protect
us. So please do so.

500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents are suffering psychological & physical abuse, a loss
of property values, and the loss of our lawful right to quiet and peaceful enjoyment of
our properties due to the inaction of Redondo Beach City Government. Please correct
this and budget for and fund the N. Prospect Ave. median safety and noise
improvement project.

Darryl Boyd

bce: 500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents
And other concerned Redondo Beach Residents






night.

It is beyond time to modernize and upgrade the median for safety and noise
reduction. In the past, cars have run over the median, taken out a light pole, and
landed in front of our homes. 521, 523, 525 Prospect Ave Residents were withesses
and were impacted. Thankfully no one was injured or killed. We need real protection
for all Residents at 500-600 N Prospect Ave., especially for our neighbors with
children. An 8-10’ wall is needed on the outer perimeter of median #1, Beryl St. to
BCHD crossing. This section gets the heaviest and fastest moving traffic and the
most noise.

INSTALLATION OF SPEED TABLES ON MAIN N PROSPECT AVE

Traffic Calming Benefits:

1.

Increased Safety.
Slowing the speeding vehicles down, especially at the hill crossing Beryl St.

will increase public safety. Pedestrians and Residents are currently under very
unsafe conditions. Speeding and erratic driving is a threat to Residents and
Pedestrians.

2.
Decreased ambient noise levels.

Noise from speeding cars and drivers gunning and racing through the corridor will be
decreased. Noise from drivers gunning off of green lights at traffic stops will decrease.
Noise from other larger vehicles will be decreased.

3.

Decreased need for additional RBPD man power.
Less Redondo Beach Police Department manpower would be required for traffic

enforcement which is a cost savings and frees up RBPD for other needs.

On 2/8/25 the idea of Speed Tables on main N Prospect Ave. was introduced by
Ryan Liu at a N Prospect Ave neighborhood meeting. The idea was backed by Mayor
Jim Light. Mayor Light provided photo samples of speed tables in an email to me and
encouraged District 3 Council Member Paige Kaluderovic to pursue Speed Table
installation on main N Prospect Ave. Mayor Light also acknowledged the clear safety
issues as he was a personal witness having attended the 2/8/25 neighborhood
meeting.
https://drive.google.com/file/d/145Ju62VX4AN|MYsvDZlee5Xlce5gWXcpo/view?
usp=drive_link

As far as we know, Kaluderovic did not pursue the option of installing Speed Tables


https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fdrive.google.com%2Ffile%2Fd%2F145Ju62VX4NjMYsvDZIee5Xlce5gWXcpo%2Fview%3Fusp%3Ddrive_link&data=05%7C02%7Ccityclerk%40redondo.org%7C3a9d29c6097245451b8d08deaa17de55%7C08ea6101a7cb4984aff676e3d00172df%7C0%7C0%7C639135217454545649%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=av3K1S%2Bl74H9mQejJIULGgWtgMtDoiPQw8On9ZSHbQ8%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fdrive.google.com%2Ffile%2Fd%2F145Ju62VX4NjMYsvDZIee5Xlce5gWXcpo%2Fview%3Fusp%3Ddrive_link&data=05%7C02%7Ccityclerk%40redondo.org%7C3a9d29c6097245451b8d08deaa17de55%7C08ea6101a7cb4984aff676e3d00172df%7C0%7C0%7C639135217454545649%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=av3K1S%2Bl74H9mQejJIULGgWtgMtDoiPQw8On9ZSHbQ8%3D&reserved=0

on main N Prospect Ave. There are Speed Table table installations at
Flagler/Dominguez Park, N Paulina Ave., N. Lucia Ave., N. Juanita Ave., N. Irena
Ave., N. Francisca Ave. where there is much less traffic and speeding. Why has N
Prospect Ave. been skipped?

The benefits of Speed Table installation will outweigh the cost.

***Flagler at Dominguez Park is a perfect example of what needs to be installed on N
Prospect Ave. See video below. You will see how my Hummer H2 which is a large
vehicle is forced to come within speed compliance very smoothly. Video here:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1KhhbYm_bRyr7HpbCJT2NYelYak1TxBsa/view?

usp=drive_link

INSTALLATION OF A ND AND SAFE WALL ON THE OUTER PERIMETER
OF N. PROSPECT MEDIAN #1

Safety And Noise Reduction, Health Benefits:

1.
Increased Safety. Protects Residents and Pedestrians from speeding and
erratic drivers and possible runaway vehicles.

Decreased ambient noise levels. Residents are being subjected to 85-95 DB
of noise day & night. This is unbearable. 50-55 DB day 40-50 DB night is
considered acceptable according to State, County, and Redondo Beach city
code.

Provides a better health environment for Residents. Fewer toxic fumes can
penetrate and impede onto our properties and our persons.

Pr Residents from ambient noise reflecting off of the Beach Citi
Health District buildings. 500-600 N Prospect Ave. especially in the 515-527
zone are heavily impacted by reflected noise from and off of the BCHD campus
and from N Prospect Ave. traffic noise bouncing off of those buildings. It is a
24x7 sonic, surround sound noise nuisance.

***Alternatively, there are industrial fencing soundproofing products available
on the market that could be compared and possibly used in lieu of a block
wall.

FIX AND COMPLETE THE LANDSCAPING ON THE ENTIRE N. PROSPECT AVE.


https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fdrive.google.com%2Ffile%2Fd%2F1KhhbYm_bRyr7HpbCJT2NYelYak1TxBsa%2Fview%3Fusp%3Ddrive_link&data=05%7C02%7Ccityclerk%40redondo.org%7C3a9d29c6097245451b8d08deaa17de55%7C08ea6101a7cb4984aff676e3d00172df%7C0%7C0%7C639135217454565699%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=yZJD%2BWfCpuDwX6u6YH0bhnyOL7RvErrBFq%2FUXq1exRM%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fdrive.google.com%2Ffile%2Fd%2F1KhhbYm_bRyr7HpbCJT2NYelYak1TxBsa%2Fview%3Fusp%3Ddrive_link&data=05%7C02%7Ccityclerk%40redondo.org%7C3a9d29c6097245451b8d08deaa17de55%7C08ea6101a7cb4984aff676e3d00172df%7C0%7C0%7C639135217454565699%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=yZJD%2BWfCpuDwX6u6YH0bhnyOL7RvErrBFq%2FUXq1exRM%3D&reserved=0

MEDIAN

$6,400 was spent by the City of Redondo Beach on a functional landscape and
beautification plan that was never installed.

On 2/8/25 at a neighborhood meeting this plan was presented to the Residents of
500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents were very happy and excited to see this plan that
was presented to us come to life. But it never did. The plan included

Podocarpus hedges, Geijera parviflora trees, Aloe marlothii succulents. We
watched samples planted of the Podocarpus and Aloes and saw them thrive. We
were happy. But before we knew it all the test plants were removed and an
installation began with completely different plants and no trees. Residents were never
adwsed or given a chance to have input on any changes The plan is here:

usp= dnve hnk

California wax myrtle plants were installed instead of Podocarpus. Coyote plant
and mulch was installed. Achillea millefolium might have been a better
consideration for weed control. None of the plants presented to Residents were used.
We asked questions, we were basically told to shut up and accept what we were
given. We have watched wax myrtles die and be replaced. Many are still dying or are
weaklings that won't grow. The coyote plant has weeds growing in it, the mulch is
eroding leaving exposed irrigation lines. These plants were completely wrong for the
N Prospect Ave. median application and situation. The hope and goal was to get our
privacy and some noise reduction back with a functional landscape plan. We got
neither.

Not getting satisfactory answers from Jim Light or Paige Kaluderovic on why changes
were made and Residents were excluded from any input or information on who made
changes and why, | initiated a Public Records Request on 11/9/25. This PRR was
stonewalled for 5 months before any information or correspondence was released to
me. To date | have received very limited information on what happened, and am still
waiting for another batch to come through. Apparently that won’t happen until 5/26/26.

The California Wax Myrtles will never replace Pordacarpus in density. Right now the
myrtles that have survived flap in the wind, with gaps in between, providing no real
privacy, and noise just seeps through. The original Oleander hedges had a height of
approximately 12’ high and 9’ density curb to curb, they provided great privacy and
noise reduction. The California Wax Myrtles were the wrong choice for this
application.

The Podocarpus and Geijera parviflora would have been a very good combination
aesthetically and for noise reduction.


https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fdrive.google.com%2Ffile%2Fd%2F12iHN3Q-wbHGdP9sDABi5eI6iNLuP_tih%2Fview%3Fusp%3Ddrive_link&data=05%7C02%7Ccityclerk%40redondo.org%7C3a9d29c6097245451b8d08deaa17de55%7C08ea6101a7cb4984aff676e3d00172df%7C0%7C0%7C639135217454584561%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=VfrI4zD4blkrVlsbgNjXnXIj5GG03MnHhiA1WvGPxds%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fdrive.google.com%2Ffile%2Fd%2F12iHN3Q-wbHGdP9sDABi5eI6iNLuP_tih%2Fview%3Fusp%3Ddrive_link&data=05%7C02%7Ccityclerk%40redondo.org%7C3a9d29c6097245451b8d08deaa17de55%7C08ea6101a7cb4984aff676e3d00172df%7C0%7C0%7C639135217454584561%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=VfrI4zD4blkrVlsbgNjXnXIj5GG03MnHhiA1WvGPxds%3D&reserved=0

Pordocarpus is known for its density, low maintenance, is highly effective for
noise reduction, absorbs & deflects sound waves.

Geijera parviflora is known for its dense foliage, grows 20 to 30 feet tall,
drought tolerant, adapts well to poor soils, absorbs and deflects sound waves.

Podocarpus was preferable, used in high traffic & noise situations like Manhattan
Beach Blvd. and near South High School according to Mike Klein. Kline speaks
about Mayor Jim Light wanting native plants at 2:48 PWSC 4/28/25. The Mayor
interfered in the process, going against what was known to work and against
the City Charter.
https://drive.google.com/file/d/11ZorunVUoHNUcJJ116uewVMPu3Zr7 GDK/view?
usp=drive_link

The open space to the rear curb should be filled with another row of these plants to fill
out 9’ curb to curb. There are several dead plants between 515 to 527 that need
replacement, and many more up and down the street.

FUNDING FOR THE N PROSPECT AVE. MEDIAN UPGRADES IS REQUESTED
AND BADLY NEEDED.

Residents here have been ignored, and the upkeep and upgrades of the N Prospect
Ave. median itself has gone neglected for decades now.

Paige Kaluderovic mentioned $200K of funds and possibly more were set aside for
the median when | originally began the requests to get something done here.
Somehow those funds didn’t exist when | tried to revisit that option and she had a
lapse of memory regarding what she said. So | am requesting that CIP funds be
looked at again for the N Prospect Ave. median in this budgeting cycle.

ALTERNATIVE FUNDING:

BCHD who has been a bad neighbor to us for many years now, should step up and
contribute with funding as should their new developer partner which | assume at this
point will be Sunrise. We as Residents of the Beach Cities help to fund BCHD. They
should give something back to us for the abuse and disregard for our Quality Of Life
that they have put us through and the coming demolition and construction nightmare
that will be forced upon us. Mr. Witzansky stated on 4/27/26 in the PWSC meeting
that Public Works and the Transportation Department has done a good job of finding
funding for projects. So alternative funding, if needed, should be seeked out
immediately for us on N Prospect Ave. This is a very worthy, way past due, much
needed project.

The “Bike Path To Nowhere” behind BCHD where kids & transients get high, loiter,


https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fdrive.google.com%2Ffile%2Fd%2F1lZorunVUoHNUcJJ116uewVMPu3Zr7GDK%2Fview%3Fusp%3Ddrive_link&data=05%7C02%7Ccityclerk%40redondo.org%7C3a9d29c6097245451b8d08deaa17de55%7C08ea6101a7cb4984aff676e3d00172df%7C0%7C0%7C639135217454603555%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=okykmTRipvxDygCL5FG%2BKdu%2B7GhB899ihTO5K4b5cA0%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fdrive.google.com%2Ffile%2Fd%2F1lZorunVUoHNUcJJ116uewVMPu3Zr7GDK%2Fview%3Fusp%3Ddrive_link&data=05%7C02%7Ccityclerk%40redondo.org%7C3a9d29c6097245451b8d08deaa17de55%7C08ea6101a7cb4984aff676e3d00172df%7C0%7C0%7C639135217454603555%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=okykmTRipvxDygCL5FG%2BKdu%2B7GhB899ihTO5K4b5cA0%3D&reserved=0

and leave their garbage found funding. The street dug up in front of 519 N Prospect
Ave. on 4/7/26 for a nonexistent “sink hole” at a cost of approximately $20-25,000
was a waste of our taxpayer dollars. An unused median site design at a cost of
$6,400 was wasted. Speed Tables at Flagler/Dominguez Park, N Paulina Ave., N.
Lucia Ave., N. Juanita Ave., N. Irena Ave., N. Francisca Ave., a crosswalk at Beryl St.
and N. Guadalupe. Parks and Pickleball courts all get funded. Money is being spent
on things that could wait and wasted on non-emergencies.

We also know through a PRR that safety upgrades to the median were denied by the
City Manager last year and that the Public Works Director diverted funds that may
have been used for N Prospect Ave. to Catalina Ave. For some reason we are forced
to beg for proper funding for remediation of public safety and noise nuisances and the
restoration of our privacy and Quality Of Life. Another year has gone by and our
District 3 Council Member has not stepped up for us and has gone silent. Please fix
that.

TATE NTY, AND CITY LAWS AND ORDINANCES ARE NOT BEIN
ENFORCED BY THE CITY OF REDONDO BEACH.

Quality Of Life for 500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents has been detrimentally
impacted over the past 2 years by clear Public Safety and Public Noise Nuisances on
the N Prospect Ave median and corridor. If the City Of Redondo Beach refuses to
strictly enforce State, County, and its own local laws and ordinances as it should, then
the above requests are in line and completely reasonable. We need action taken and
funding budgeted by Redondo Beach City Government immediately.

We are not 2nd rate Residents here. Many of us are homeowners of over 30 years.
We know the differences on our street, in our neighborhood, and in our City. Saying
that there is not enough CIP to go around is not an acceptable response and it's
actually insulting to us. Heads of City Departments are very well paid. There are
several very highly paid City of Redondo Beach employees. Half of just one of those
very high annual salaries would pay for what we need on the 500-600 N Prospect
Ave. median.

Our elected officials are supposed to work with us to find solutions, not back pedal,
break promises, and disappear. The City Manager telling us this is how Redondo
Beach is and to just live with it is unacceptable. The 500-600 N Prospect Ave.
Residents need solutions funded and implemented. We need help and we need relief.
City Employees get paid very well by us. We elected our City Government to
represent us and to protect us. So please do so.

500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents are suffering psychological & physical abuse, a



loss of property values, and the loss of our lawful right to quiet and peaceful
enjoyment of our properties due to the inaction of Redondo Beach City Government.
Please correct this and budget for and fund the N. Prospect Ave. median safety and
noise improvement project.

Darryl Boyd

bce: 500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents
And other concerned Redondo Beach Residents

Darryl Boyd - Broker/Owner, MRP, SFR, CPTS

Specialized Court Services:
Expert Witness - Probate & Trust Valuation Disputes
Substitute Administration - Probate Cases

DARRYL B. BOYD, BROKER
Redondo Beach, CA 90277
(310) 490-0139 Direct cellular
darrylkhr@gmail.com

DarrylBoydBroker.com
CA DRE #01178871


mailto:darrylkhr@gmail.com
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fdarrylboydbroker.com%2F&data=05%7C02%7Ccityclerk%40redondo.org%7C3a9d29c6097245451b8d08deaa17de55%7C08ea6101a7cb4984aff676e3d00172df%7C0%7C0%7C639135217454622103%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Jqm%2BG%2FAO89Z3YP7TEgDFEuj0LQe2cR%2BTjdmne6ri6hU%3D&reserved=0
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AUSTRALIAN WILLOW

Geijera parviflora

GENERAL INFO

This tree has a graceful, weeping habit with slender branches that give it a delicate appearance. Its
narrow, evergreen leaves are dark green and slightly leathery, providing a lush canopy year-round.
Small, fragrant white flowers bloom in clusters, adding a subtle but pleasant aroma to the surroundings.
The tree is drought-tolerant and thrives in a variety of soil types, making it a resilient choice for urban

landscapes. Its moderate growth rate and manageable size make it suitable for both small gardens and
larger public spaces.

Native range: Australia

Horticultural use: Screen or Lawn Tree or Street Tre
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TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tree shape: Rounded

Foliage type: Evergreen

Maximum tree height: 45 feet

Canopy width: 20 feet

Growth rate: ~24-36 in/year

Leaf arrangement and form: Alternate, Simple
Leaf/leaflet shape: Spear-shaped

Leaf color: Green

Flower color: White

Flowering Time: Fall or Spring

Fruit: Small Mostly Green Capsule
Fruiting time: Summer

Fruit value: Wildlife use it

Bark: Dark Brown or Light Green, Rough

Litter: Dry Fruit
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MOUNTAIN ALOE

Aloe marlothii

GENERAL INFO

Aloe marlothii (Mountain Aloe) - Succulent unbranched large aloe that often grows to 10 feet tall with
persistent old leaves making a skirt around the trunk. The leaves of the Mountain Aloe are large, of a
gray-green color, with reddish-brown soft spines along the margins and randomly on other parts of the
leaf. In late fall to late winter appears the wide-spread branching inflorescence bearing red-orange
flowers. Plant in full sun in a well-drained soil. Requires little to no supplemental irrigation in coastal
California gardens. Hardy to 20° F. The Mountain Aloe is a wide-ranging species from KwaZulu-Natal into
Mozambique, Zimbabwe and Botswana and there is considerable variability in flower color and shape of
the inflorescence. Our plants are from seed purchased from Silverhill Seeds in South Africa and are
described as the typical form with horizontal inflorescence and dark orange flowers.
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PLANT CHARACTERISTICS
Category: Succulent

Family: Aloeaceae (now Asphodeloideae)
Origin: South Africa (Africa)
Evergreen: Yes

Flower Color: Orange Red
Bloomtime: Fall/Winter
Height: 8-10 feet

Exposure: Full Sun

Summer Dry: Yes

Deer Tolerant: Yes
Irrigation: Low Water Needs

Winter Hardiness: 20-25° F
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o James Light <james.light@redondo.org> Feb 13,2025, 1:228PM  Y¥ @ “

to Paige, me ¥

Darryl,
Thank you for the email and kind words. You are spot on with Councilmember Kaluderovic! And | am thankful that she invited me.

| have already sat down with Public Works to discuss K-rails and other alternatives. Our Director said the city is exploring “traffic
tables” to control speed... they are wider than speed bumps but are effective at calming traffic and apparently generate less noise.

It sounds like they are going to test it on a smaller street and also get the Fire Department feedback on whether they are acceptable
in arterials that they use for rapid response. He indicated this may be an effective way to control speed on Artesia. Some examples
below:

| have already sat down with Public Works to discuss K-rails and other alternatives. Our Director said the city is exploring “traffic
tables” to control speed... they are wider than speed bumps but are effective at calming traffic and apparently generate less noise.

It sounds like they are going to test it on a smaller street and also get the Fire Department feedback on whether they are acceptable
in arterials that they use for rapid response. He indicated this may be an effective way to control speed on Artesia. Some examples
below:

When | brought this up in Referrals to Staff at the last City Council meeting, the City Manager said they have an open item to come
back to Council on this. So Councilmember Kaluderovic is on this and I've got her back.

| forgot about the signal timing question so thanks for reminding me. | will bring it up.

VR

o James Light <james.light@redondo.org> Thu, Feb 13, 2025, 1:42PM  Y¥ @ «

to Paige, me «

Oops. | typed Artesia, | meant speed tables may be effective on Prospect.... | am doing too many things in parallel. Sorry.

Jim Light

Mayor

310.989.3332

415 Diamond St., Redondo Beach, CA 90277
redondo.org
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City Clerk please include this email and attachments as a “Blue Folder” item for
5/5/26 Redondo Beach City Council meeting.

REQUEST FOR BUDGET AND FUNDING THE N PROSPECT AVE MEDIAN

Residents of 500-600 N Prospect Ave. thank Public Works Commissioner Candance
Nafissi very much for speaking up for us on 4/27/26 at the Public Works Sustainability
Commission meeting.

A few of Candace's comments: "The sound from the street is insane" and "l have zero
peace", "l feel bad for the Prospect people" should tell you everything. This isn't justa N
Prospect Ave. problem. This is now a Beryl Heights neighborhood problem. It's a
community and citywide problem. It's a Quality Of Life problem. You are all well aware
of the entire situation here at 500-600 N Prospect Ave. as | have been seeking
resolution since October 2024, well documented to all of you.
Listen to Candance’s comments to City Manager Mike Witzansky below:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1CyiWMyXI-6Mby6qqi7S7j4LsALNtSgRA/view?usp=drive
link

We need proper funding and corrective action taken. No more excuses and walking
away from what is a clear Public Safety and Noise Nuisance situation.

THE N. PROSPECT AVE MEDIAN NEEDS FUNDING FOR NECESSARY UPGRADES

The N Prospect Ave. median is over 60 years old. It has never been upgraded to
compensate for increased traffic, increased car and motorcycle noise, increased toxic
fumes from vehicles with illegal exhaust systems, emergency vehicles, buses, 18
wheelers, and big box trucks. Other noise from vehicles includes cell phone
conversations, ultra loud audio and booming bass. The Beach Cities Health District
campus produces traffic and noise from its tenants, businesses, employees, patrons,
visitors, emergency vehicles, and its own Residents. Our properties are being intruded
upon and we are being assaulted by unrelenting noise and vibration day and night.

It is beyond time to modernize and upgrade the median for safety and noise reduction.
In the past, cars have run over the median, taken out a light pole, and landed in front of
our homes. 521, 523, 525 Prospect Ave Residents were withesses and were impacted.
Thankfully no one was injured or killed. We need real protection for all Residents at
500-600 N Prospect Ave., especially for our neighbors with children. An 8-10’ wall is
needed on the outer perimeter of median #1, Beryl St. to BCHD crossing. This section
gets the heaviest and fastest moving traffic and the most noise.


https://drive.google.com/file/d/1CyiWMyXI-6Mby6qqi7S7j4LsALNtSgRA/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1CyiWMyXI-6Mby6qqi7S7j4LsALNtSgRA/view?usp=drive_link

INSTALLATION OF SPEED TABLES ON MAIN N PROSPECT AVE
Traffic Calming Benefits:

1. Increased Safety.
Slowing the speeding vehicles down, especially at the hill crossing Beryl St. will
increase public safety. Pedestrians and Residents are currently under very
unsafe conditions. Speeding and erratic driving is a threat to Residents and
Pedestrians.

2. Decreased ambient noise levels.
Noise from speeding cars and drivers gunning and racing through the corridor will be
decreased. Noise from drivers gunning off of green lights at traffic stops will decrease.
Noise from other larger vehicles will be decreased.

3. Decreased need for additional RBPD man power.
Less Redondo Beach Police Department manpower would be required for traffic

enforcement which is a cost savings and frees up RBPD for other needs.

On 2/8/25 the idea of Speed Tables on main N Prospect Ave. was introduced by Ryan
Liu at a N Prospect Ave neighborhood meeting. The idea was backed by Mayor Jim
Light. Mayor Light provided photo samples of speed tables in an email to me and
encouraged District 3 Council Member Paige Kaluderovic to pursue Speed Table
installation on main N Prospect Ave. Mayor Light also acknowledged the clear safety
issues as he was a personal witness having attended the 2/8/25 neighborhood meeting.
https://drive.google.com/file/d/145Ju62VX4AN|MYsvDZlee5Xlce5gWXcpo/view?usp=driv
e_link

As far as we know, Kaluderovic did not pursue the option of installing Speed Tables on
main N Prospect Ave. There are Speed Table table installations at Flagler/Dominguez
Park, N Paulina Ave., N. Lucia Ave., N. Juanita Ave., N. Irena Ave., N. Francisca Ave.
where there is much less traffic and speeding. Why has N Prospect Ave. been skipped?

The benefits of Speed Table installation will outweigh the cost.

***Flagler at Dominguez Park is a perfect example of what needs to be installed on N
Prospect Ave. See video below. You will see how my Hummer H2 which is a large
vehicle is forced to come within speed compliance very smoothly. Video below:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1KhhbYm_bRyr7HpbCJT2NYelYak1TxBsa/view?usp=driv
e_link



https://drive.google.com/file/d/145Ju62VX4NjMYsvDZIee5Xlce5gWXcpo/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/145Ju62VX4NjMYsvDZIee5Xlce5gWXcpo/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1KhhbYm_bRyr7HpbCJT2NYelYak1TxBsa/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1KhhbYm_bRyr7HpbCJT2NYelYak1TxBsa/view?usp=drive_link

INSTALLATION OF A SOUND AND SAFE WALL ON THE OUTER PERIMETER OF
N. PROSPECT MEDIAN #1

Safety And Noise Reduction, Health Benefits:

1. Increased Safety. Protects Residents and Pedestrians from speeding and erratic
drivers and possible runaway vehicles.

2. Decreased ambient noise levels. Residents are being subjected to 85-95 DB of
noise day & night. This is unbearable. 50-55 DB day 40-50 DB night is
considered acceptable according to State, County, and Redondo Beach city
code.

3. Provides a better health environment for Residents. Fewer toxic fumes can
penetrate and impede onto our properties and our persons.

4. Protects Residents from ambient noise reflecting off of the Beach Cities
Health District buildings. 500-600 N Prospect Ave. especially in the 515-527

zone are heavily impacted by reflected noise from and off of the BCHD campus
and from N Prospect Ave. traffic noise bouncing off of those buildings. It is a 24x7
sonic, surround sound noise nuisance.

***Alternatively, there are industrial fencing soundproofing products available on
the market that could be compared and possibly used in lieu of a block wall.

FIX AND COMPLETE THE LANDSCAPING ON THE ENTIRE N. PROSPECT AVE.
MEDIAN

$6,400 was spent by the City of Redondo Beach on a functional landscape and
beautification plan that was never installed.
On 2/8/25 at a neighborhood meeting this plan was presented to the Residents of
500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents were very happy and excited to see this plan that
was presented to us come to life. But it never did. The plan included
Podocarpus hedges, Geijera parviflora trees, Aloe marlothii succulents. We watched
samples planted of the Podocarpus and Aloes and saw them thrive. We were happy.
But before we knew it all the test plants were removed and an installation began with
completely different plants and no trees. Residents were never advised or given a
chance to have input on any changes. The plan is here:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/12iIHN3Q-wbHGdP9sDABI5el6iNLuUP_tih/view?usp=drive
link



https://drive.google.com/file/d/12iHN3Q-wbHGdP9sDABi5eI6iNLuP_tih/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/12iHN3Q-wbHGdP9sDABi5eI6iNLuP_tih/view?usp=drive_link

California wax myrtle plants were installed instead of Podocarpus. Coyote plant and
mulch was installed. Achillea millefolium might have been a better consideration for
weed control. None of the plants presented to Residents were used. We asked
questions, we were basically told to shut up and accept what we were given. We have
watched wax myrtles die and be replaced. Many are still dying or are weaklings that
won't grow. The coyote plant has weeds growing in it, the mulch is eroding leaving
exposed irrigation lines. These plants were completely wrong for the N Prospect Ave.
median application and situation. The hope and goal was to get our privacy and some
noise reduction back with a functional landscape plan. We got neither.

Not getting satisfactory answers from Jim Light or Paige Kaluderovic on why changes
were made and Residents were excluded from any input or information on who made
changes and why, | initiated a Public Records Request on 11/9/25. This PRR was
stonewalled for 5 months before any information or correspondence was released to
me. To date | have received very limited information on what happened, and am still
waiting for another batch to come through. Apparently that won’t happen until 5/26/26.

The California Wax Myrtles will never replace Pordacarpus in density. Right now the
myrtles that have survived flap in the wind, with gaps in between, providing no real
privacy, and noise just seeps through. The original Oleander hedges had a height of
approximately 12’ high and 9’ density curb to curb, they provided great privacy and
noise reduction. The California Wax Myrtles were the wrong choice for this application.
The Podocarpus and Geijera parviflora would have been a very good combination
aesthetically and for noise reduction.

Pordocarpus is known for its density, low maintenance, is highly effective for
noise reduction, absorbs & deflects sound waves.

Geijera parviflora is known for its dense foliage, grows 20 to 30 feet tall, drought
tolerant, adapts well to poor soils, absorbs and deflects sound waves.

Podocarpus was preferable, used in high traffic & noise situations like Manhattan Beach
Blvd. and near South High School according to Mike Klein. Kline speaks about Mayor
Jim Light wanting native plants at 2:48 PWSC 4/28/25. The Mayor interfered in the
process, going against what was known to work and against the City Charter.
https://drive.google.com/file/d/11ZorunVUoHNUcJJ116uewVMPu3Zr7 GDK/view?usp=dri
ve_link

The open space to the rear curb should be filled with another row of these plants to fill
out 9’ curb to curb. There are several dead plants between 515 to 527 that need
replacement, and many more up and down the street.


https://drive.google.com/file/d/1lZorunVUoHNUcJJ116uewVMPu3Zr7GDK/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1lZorunVUoHNUcJJ116uewVMPu3Zr7GDK/view?usp=drive_link

FUNDING FOR THE N PROSPECT AVE. MEDIAN UPGRADES IS REQUESTED AND
BADLY NEEDED.

Residents here have been ignored, and the upkeep and upgrades of the N Prospect
Ave. median itself has gone neglected for decades now.

Paige Kaluderovic mentioned $200K of funds and possibly more were set aside for the
median when | originally began the requests to get something done here. Somehow
those funds didn’t exist when | tried to revisit that option and she had a lapse of memory
regarding what she said. So | am requesting that CIP funds be looked at again for the N
Prospect Ave. median in this budgeting cycle.

ALTERNATIVE FUNDING:

BCHD who has been a bad neighbor to us for many years now, should step up and
contribute with funding as should their new developer partner which | assume at this
point will be Sunrise. We as Residents of the Beach Cities help to fund BCHD. They
should give something back to us for the abuse and disregard for our Quality Of Life
that they have put us through and the coming demolition and construction nightmare
that will be forced upon us. Mr. Witzansky stated on 4/27/26 in the PWSC meeting that
Public Works and the Transportation Department has done a good job of finding funding
for projects. So alternative funding, if needed, should be seeked out immediately for us
on N Prospect Ave. This is a very worthy, way past due, much needed project.

The “Bike Path To Nowhere” behind BCHD where kids & transients get high, loiter,
and leave their garbage found funding. The street dug up in front of 519 N Prospect
Ave. on 4/7/26 for a nonexistent “sink hole” at a cost of approximately $20-25,000 was a
waste of our taxpayer dollars. An unused median site design at a cost of $6,400 was
wasted. Speed Tables at Flagler/Dominguez Park, N Paulina Ave., N. Lucia Ave., N.
Juanita Ave., N. Irena Ave., N. Francisca Ave., a crosswalk at Beryl St. and N.
Guadalupe. Parks and Pickleball courts all get funded. Money is being spent on things
that could wait and wasted on non-emergencies.

We also know through a PRR that safety upgrades to the median were denied by the
City Manager last year and that the Public Works Director diverted funds that may have
been used for N Prospect Ave. to Catalina Ave. For some reason we are forced to beg
for proper funding for remediation of public safety and noise nuisances and the
restoration of our privacy and Quality Of Life. Another year has gone by and our District
3 Council Member has not stepped up for us and has gone silent. Please fix that.



STATE, COUNTY, AND CITY LAWS AND ORDINANCES ARE NOT BEING
ENFORCED BY THE CITY OF REDONDO BEACH.

Quiality Of Life for 500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents has been detrimentally impacted
over the past 2 years by clear Public Safety and Public Noise Nuisances on the N
Prospect Ave median and corridor. If the City Of Redondo Beach refuses to strictly
enforce State, County, and its own local laws and ordinances as it should, then the
above requests are in line and completely reasonable. We need action taken and
funding budgeted by Redondo Beach City Government immediately.

We are not 2nd rate Residents here. Many of us are homeowners of over 30 years. We
know the differences on our street, in our neighborhood, and in our City. Saying that
there is not enough CIP to go around is not an acceptable response and it's actually
insulting to us. Heads of City Departments are very well paid. There are several very
highly paid City of Redondo Beach employees. Half of just one of those very high
annual salaries would pay for what we need on the 500-600 N Prospect Ave. median.

Our elected officials are supposed to work with us to find solutions, not back pedal,
break promises, and disappear. The City Manager telling us this is how Redondo Beach
is and to just live with it is unacceptable. The 500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents need
solutions funded and implemented. We need help and we need relief. City Employees
get paid very well by us. We elected our City Government to represent us and to protect
us. So please do so.

500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents are suffering psychological & physical abuse, a loss
of property values, and the loss of our lawful right to quiet and peaceful enjoyment of
our properties due to the inaction of Redondo Beach City Government. Please correct
this and budget for and fund the N. Prospect Ave. median safety and noise
improvement project.

Darryl Boyd

bce: 500-600 N Prospect Ave. Residents
And other concerned Redondo Beach Residents



From: Mark Nelson (Home Gmail)

To: CityClerk

Cc: Paige Kaluderovic; Brad Waller; Chadwick B. Castle; Scott Behrendt; Zein Obagi; mike.witzanzky@redondo.org;
Joy Ford; TRAO News; Kevin Cody

Subject: BLUE FOLDER ITEM - NON-AGENDA ITEMS 5/5/26 Council Meeting

Date: Tuesday, May 5, 2026 2:22:24 PM

CAUTION: Email is from an external source; Stop, Look, and Think before opening
attachments or links.

MEMORANDUM

TO: Redondo Beach City Council, City Manager, City Attorney, Public Works Commission,
Planning Commission, and Police Department

FROM: 500-600 N. Prospect Neighborhood Support
DATE: May 1, 2026

SUBJECT: Capital Improvement Project Recommendations: 500-600 Block of N. Prospect
Avenue

This memorandum identifies essential capital projects for consideration during the current
capital planning cycle to address critical safety, noise, and public health concerns in the
residential area surrounding the 500-600 block of N. Prospect Avenue.

Capital Project Recommendationse Safety-Sound Wall (Big Prospect side of
the divider parcel)

Establishes a physical safety barrier for pedestrians and frontage users. It provides

essential noise reduction to mitigate risks such as chronic stress and cardiovascular

health impacts documented in peer-reviewed research, specifically addressing the
"significant" noise profile projected for upcoming construction in the area.

e Speed Tables (Big Prospect between Beryl St. and Diamond St.)
Reduces vehicle speeds to improve physical safety for residents and campus visitors.
Slower traffic also directly reduces ambient environmental noise, further protecting the
community from associated negative health impacts.

ATTACHMENT: TECHNICAL BACKGROUND AND SUPPORTING DATA

Environmental Health Impacts
Analysis of local environmental reports indicates that projected construction noise levels will

exceed established safety standards. Supporting research highlights the following risks:

e Pediatric Development: Chronic noise exposure is associated with delays in cognitive
development and reading proficiency in children.

e Senior Health: Increased noise levels correlate with higher risks of cognitive impairment
and cardiovascular strain in older populations.

e Physiological Stress: Environmental noise triggers persistent stress responses, leading

to hypertension and vascular risks.


mailto:menelson@gmail.com
mailto:CityClerk@redondo.org
mailto:Paige.Kaluderovic@redondo.org
mailto:Brad.Waller@redondo.org
mailto:Chadwick.Castle@redondo.org
mailto:Scott.Behrendt@redondo.org
mailto:Zein.Obagi@redondo.org
mailto:mike.witzanzky@redondo.org
mailto:joy.ford@redondo.org
mailto:traonews@gmail.com
mailto:kevin@easyreadernews.com

Economic and Neighborhood Impact

Modeling of the residential ecosystem surrounding the 514 N. Prospect Ave site indicates
significant economic risks from unmitigated environmental stressors:

e Property Value Stability: Market data modeling suggests that noise and traffic
congestion can lead to substantial depression of property values in the immediate vicinity.
e Preservation Strategy: The proposed Safety-Sound Wall and speed tables serve as
mitigation tools to preserve neighborhood character and stabilize property values against
the negative impacts of large-scale development.
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