This is the original email sent by Tim Kelly to PBCA residents who are on his email list. (Note: To be added to his list, please email tkellyrpv@aol.com)

From: tkellyrpv@aol.com [mailto:tkellyrpv@aol.com]

Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2009 7:51 AM

To: tkellyrpv@aol.com

Subject: York Event Center Reminder

This Saturday, Jan 31, Mr York and the New York Food Company will conduct a sound test at the pr oposed event center on the old pony club site. This test will be conducted between 1.00 and 3.00pm in the afternoon. This test is to allow all our residents to experience the potential noise levels that may occur during proposed events. There will be a band and a DJ present and sodas and water will be provided. Classic Party Rents will be providing some basic rentals, nothing major just enough to display where things “might” go for a typical event. Please feel free to attend and provide comment. This test is being conducted as a result of discussions held during the Jan board meeting.


Following are edited responses that Tim received from PBCA residents. Names and other identifying information have been edited out to protect the privacy of the correspondents. Individual responses are separated by solid lines.

…..But it would seem, if there must be noise at the pony club area. it would be best to locate the source somewhat down hill from the crest ,between the old jumping ring and the Ocean, if it not going to be inside a building like happens at PVGC, Trump National GC. et al. 


…We love the tranquility of our neighborhood.  Mr. York's proposed Event Garden would adversely affect our enjoyment of our property.  There is absolutely no benefit to us to have this Event Garden down the street.  None. 

We understand that Mr. York would like to make money from his investment.  However, he does not have a right to do so by means of a commercial venture on this residential-zoned property.  The City has zoned this property RS-2 for a reason and therefore the property should only be used in a manner consistent with that designation.

There are many reasons, which I will not bore you with now, that we oppose the proposed Event Garden.  One of the main reasons, however, is the noise.  It will be intolerable to many residents in Portuguese Bend.  Mr. York has held personal parties at this location before.  Even though these parties have had far less than 300 in attendance, we heard the laughter, talking, cars, music, etc.  The police were called on at least one occasion as a result of the noise and raucous behavior. 

I'm sorry to report (if you have not heard it from others already) that Mr. York is not viewed as a good neighbor.  There are people in Portuguese Bend who will not trust him regardless of the project he proposes. 

Lastly, we believe that the Faux-Party on January 31, will  not be a realistic simulation of any future events.  It's during the middle of the day when traffic and ambient noises are at their highest.  Most of the proposed functions will likely be at night, when noises of any kind are heard more easily.  In addition, it appears that you did not invite 300 guests.  If there are relatively no people at the Faux-Party (except for Portuguese Bend residents coming and going and a band), it seems ridiculous to say that this would represent the noise level of one of your proposed functions. 

 

….Again, I understand that you and Mr. York want to make money.  However, this is not the right place for your Event Garden and we plan to fight this proposal to the end. 

Again, the sound travel at 3 pm is entirely different than at 8pm.......totally different.....nightime it will carry twice as far and as loud...check the principles and practice of  sound physics....this test is a setup.  The sound equipment they are renting is not the same equipment that a performing group would use, or a rental DJ....This test is rigged.  Why is our community/ PBCA  even considering that this "party park" is appropriate for a quiet residential area.  In Palos Verdes Estates, they would handle this whole idea with a big fat "NO WAY".  That is why property there is worth more than RPV and our neighborhood.....It is called RESIDENTIAL INTEGRITY.   This PARTY PARK  could decimate property values.  They will be running five nights a week during the summer......and they will up the capacity once they are in....... 


….For the Faux-Event on 1/31, is YORK/NYFC inviting people to the party other than PBCA residents?  If it's just a band, how is that an example of what a party will be like (up to 300 guests, hundreds of cars, etc)?  It will also be in the middle of the day which is not indicative of a true weekend party due to the calm that is associated with evenings in Portuguese Bend which allows for sound to travel more easily.  I understand that some events will be in the day bu t I presume most will be in the evening.  In my opinion, the night time will be more troublesome for us. 

As you may have figured out, … are adamantly against the York Event Center and regardless of the Faux-Party results, we are planning to fight it all the way.  York has never been a good neighbor and coming to the Board meeting was not a sign of benevolence, but rather necessity.  He needs the Board and residents on his side before he goes to the City. 

I wanted you to know our feelings and the fight that York has in front of him. This is not good for Portuguese Bend for many reasons.  

I am also confused and concerned why the Portuguese Bend Community Association Board appears to be taking a neutral stance on this proposal.  Could you please explain this a little further?

 

I…'m more concerned about 9 pm!


the test is useless, as the sound carries at night much differently than during the day.......you need to do a test at night, just after dark......


…Are they talking about tents on York's property now empty?   No way!!!!!!! When the people in the slide area below us have events it blast us all over. There are Echoes around here, stand 3/4 down my drowsy and say something and you will hear the echo.

 

…I think I agree with a lot of people that our community is not the service entrance for large, commercial or public events and I don't for a minute believe these 100 events per 6-12 months are all York private events.  I think, if it did anything, the Community lawsuit establishes the use of the roads and "that ain't it".

As for the number of events covered under one permit, it seems that they really want 100 in 6 months- not 100 per year.  I am sure you figured that out as well.  It might be reasonable to agree to 100 per YEAR or 2 per week, whichever is fewer.  More than 2 per week might get to be a bit much for everyone, even if there are weeks when there are zero.

Otherwise, except for the fact that it is not zoned for these types of things, I don't have much else to contribute in a negative way.  Maybe we could use the building for our meetings or a summer community barbecue sometimes.  Maybe (please) we could again be allowed to hike through th e area if we are not disturbing an event.


…One question that I have is whether the City has been brought into this issue yet or is it only at the PBCA level as this point?  It is my understanding that the City needs to get involved. 


…Sound travels and will disrupt the peaceful setting of Portuguese Bend.  When it says that “All speakers shall be directed away from Portuguese Bend and Barkentine neighbors” I’m curious to know where they will be pointed as there are basically residences in all directions of the proposed site.  The fact that it is a valley of some sort, noise travels and will be disruptive for the residents of Portuguese Bend. 

When it says that noise will be permitted “from 8 a.m. until 10 p.m. from Sunday through Thursdays”  What is going to happen on Friday and Saturday nights – the most popular nights for parties/events? 

Even if the event ended at 10 p.m., we all know that on occasion (or maybe regularly), this time constraint would not be respected.

·          Dirt and Dust

It says “at least” 117 spaces E2 what is the maximum.  The surfaces will be dirt, gravel, OR turf.  Cars driving on this type of surface will cause major dust and dirt problems for the residents of Portuguese Bend. 

·          Zoning (more discussion below under Public Policy)

This area is zoned RS-2 for a reason.  It was meant to be for single family residences.  Mr. York is attempting to skirt that zoning in order that he=2 0can convert his land (that he originally wanted for residences) into a commercial and viable business. 

It’s not appropriate to establish a commercial business in the middle of a residential area.  That is the reasoning behind zoning laws.  If Mr. York can circumvent that zoning and the policy behind the zoning, it flies in the face of public policy and the inherent civil rights of the residents of Portuguese Bend.

·          Security, Safety, Fire and Vandalism

Regardless of where cars are suppose to enter the Event Center, there will be occasions where guests will access through the private roads as they will likely be given the code or the code will be distributed in some manner. 

The stories about the Haunted Vanderlip Mansion are famous throughout Southern California.  Portuguese Bend is a destination that people have heard of and they want to explore the area.  It will be even more uncontrollable if people have more access to our private roads. 

Portuguese Bend is a private RESIDENTIAL area.  The difference between LaVenta Inn and the proposed site is that LaVenta Inn was always meant to be a commercial area. 

Mr. York has indicated that private parties have already been held at the site location.  We unfortunately know this already.  During these parties, there have been loud voices, laughter, music, car noises, etc.  Police have been called on numerous occasions for noise and reckless driving. 

Part of Portuguese Bend’s charm is its serene atmosphere – all of this will be gone with a “party spot” in our neighborhood.

When drinking is involved, people become careless and the fact that smoking is allowed, this would increase the chance for fire in this very fire-prone area.

·          Liability

The Association is opening itself up for potential liability issues.  What is to stop someone from leaving the premises and going into Portuguese Bend and hurting themselves; or getting hit by a car if they are intoxicated? 

·          Public Policy & General Plan of the City

CEQA – It is my understanding that the City will be required to look at this issue pursuant t o CEQA, which looks at impacts to the following:  Population and Housing, Hydrology and Water Quality, Air Quality, Transportation and Circulation, Energy and Mineral Resources, Hazards and Hazardous Material, Noise, Public Services, Utilities and Service Systems, Aesthetics, Cultural Resources, Recreation, or Agricultural Resources.

Each City in the State of California is required to have a General Plan. The General Plan provides the goals and policies of the City and helps to define the long-term vision of the City.

The General Plan addresses such issues as land use, circulation, housing, conservation, ope n-space, noise, and safety. The General Plan is implemented largely via the city’s development code.

 Pursuant to the General Plan of RPV, it shall be the goal of the City through proper land use planning and regulations, to provide for a quite and serene residential community.  If Mr. York is allowed to establish his Event Center, it will significantly impact and disrupt the beauty and tranquility of Portuguese Bend.

 The General Plan also discusses the impact of Noise on a community.  It states that heavy trucks are a major contributor to increased noise levels in the environment.  The York Event Ce nter will have trucks going through Portuguese Bend, carrying tents, chairs, food, flowers, linens, etc.  All of this will be disruptive and loud, and will increase our pollution output in Portuguese Bend.

 The General Plan also states that if “Rancho Palos Verdes is to maintain its serene residential community, free of abusive sounds and unnecessary noise, it will have to adopt rather stringent noise controls.”  Again, this is a residential area.  No one imagined that an event and party  area would be placed in the middle of our community.  It is not appropriate.

 It is the policy of the City to develop ordinances and rules to control noise and regulate land use so that there is a minimal degree of noise impact on adjacent land uses.  Bottom Line:  Residentially zoned areas have different noise level ranges than that of commercially zoned areas.  This is not an appropriate area for an Event Center. 

 

Thanks for the update and the inquiry.  As far as we are concerned we would prefer NOT to have the special events approved by the board.  It would just take away all the quit and

tranquility of the area.  And that is the reason we purchased up here.  If he came in asking for maybe 7 events I would consider a yes but 100 over 7 months is constant traffic, wear & tear on the gate & roads and just disruption of the area.  

 

…1.    ACCESS:  We should not allow delivery and maintenance vehicles into the Portguese Bend Community.  Only emergency vehicles should be allowed.

2.    PROGRAM:  The number of events in the 7 month time frame is excessive at approx 3-4 events per week.  At most it should be half that if the site is approved.

3.    SITE PREP:  The outdoor fireplace should not be allowed due to fire hazard.  

4.    SOUND/LIGHTING:  Having potential amplified sound 8am - 10pm Thurs - Sunday could be prohibitive and drive down value of nearby houses.  A test should be done before approval to determine impact to the community of sound.  A test should also be done of impact of lighting to nearby houses.   There could also be impact to Wayfarer's Chapel of sound and lighting since they also put on occasional events. 

 

…My only comment is that even the most preliminary of plans should include a NORTH arrow and a date.  Most unprofessional.

 

…Following the the last PB Association Board meeting I have the following observations/suggestions on the "preliminary concept" document supplied by Mr York, which does incorporate some of the Association suggestions arising out of the separate meeting with Mr York and Louise and Jim of the New York Food Company. I refer to the headings used in the document.

Objective

The conditional use permit should be for a limited time to "test" the environmental impact on the PBA community. 

The objective refers to up to 100 events a year but the "Program" section refers to the April/October period or in otherwords approximately 1 event every other day. This is excessive and I suggest requires reducing and the estimated number of night events versus day events require identifying. The sense I received from the Association meeting was that 100 events would have a strongly negative impact on our community environment particularly the night time environment of quiet and peace and darkness. 

The Association should be provided the opportunity to provide input on the proposed terms of the permit before final City approval.

Location and Access

It would be useful to see the Event Garden area and its proposed access roads from PV Drive South and for parking superimposed on the Neblett & Associates Zoning Map to better see the relationship between the RS-1&2 zoning and proposed changes. It appears that the garden falls into Zone RS-1 and not RS-2 as described in the document supplied by Mr York. Excerpt from the RPV City website states "At this time, the City's Geologist has not approved the applicant's revised geology reports.  However, the applicant is contemplating a change to the application request to deal solely with adjustment of the moratorium boundary line".  This involves increasing the moratorium exclusion and increasing the land use to subdivided lots, implying an additional area for potential development. Is there any need to modify the existing Moratorium exclusion to implement the PV Event garden? If not there is again a lot line adjustment request the purposes of which may be questionable. 

The proposed access for deliveries, maintenance and emergency vehicles through the Portuguese Bend Community is not appropriate and requires changing. The circumstances for access for emergency vehicles should be defined for consideration. Access for deliveries and maintenance should only be from the Point View driveway on PV Drive South. There should be an ongoing monitoring of the impact of traffic on the access roads and parking areas to ensure that there is no degradation of the surface and underlying land stability. Such monitoring should be reported periodically to the PBHA. 

Program

See comments re 100 events above under "Objective". Special events with 750 persons "such as" Walk on The Wildside" is very vague regarding any other events with 750 participants. Be specific re other evenets with this level of attendance. Is there a need for a full EIR prior to approval of a conditional Use Permit given the potential noise (including setting up and dismantling tents), lighting and dust pollution? Hours of operation require better defining e.g. I would hope that music is not considered from 8am -10pm. 

Site Preparation and Improvements

A more complete map of access to and parking is required to demonstrate the traffic flow within the property. For example, mitigating headlights shining into PB association residences and dust pollution from all traffic movement within the PV property is needed. Parking details need further clarification, for example the map shows 125 parking places plus "overfill parking" whereas the document indicates at least 117 spaces? Parking surfaces will be "turf" or artificial turf? Trash removal will be accessed from where-ie not through PBA streets? 

Other Considerations

Fire Prevention

Reconsider total banning of any smoking as this is a high fire risk area whether it is a red flag alert or not day. Zero tolerance is easier to "police" rather than just banning on Red Flag Alert days. Install an additional fire hydrant close to the event site. Disclose insurance arrangements regarding any damage caused to PBA homes as a result of fire or other damage caused by event guests.

Sound

Not from 8am-10pm-this will not be acceptable to the residents. From Sunday to Thursdays is inconsistent with likely Wedding days at weekends. Clarify. What is the input from Wayfarers Chapel with regard to sound etc? Consider establishing a maximum decibel level for all sound with test measuring to take place before opening to events. 


The following are a list of objections that I have to allowing a conditional use permit creating an event garden at the 94-acre Point View Property:

ACCESS:

With up to 100 events planned, the traffic by delivery vehicles and maintenance vehicles, which would be allowed to use the P.B. community gate (per your preliminary concept), would be too great and would cause an unacceptable disruption to the neighborhood.

PROGRAM:

Item 1) - Up to 100 events a year would constitute a significant disruption and equates to approximately 3 - 4 events per week (based on the April - October schedule)

Item 2) - Up to 300 people per event would create significant noise. As you know sound carries, especially at night and most certainly when its origin is a large group of people celebrating.

Item 3) - No objection

SITE PREP. AND IMPROVEMENTS:

Item 6) - The noise made by the coming and going of vehicles (up to 117 per available parking space) would also be disruptive. The vehicles would also create an excess amount of carbon monoxide.

OTHER CONSIDERATION:

Item 9) - I am not comfortable with any open flame or smoking being allowed. As you know it does not take a lot to spark a fire that could cause huge amounts of damage, as evidenced by the recent California wildfires, to both the landscape and to properties.

Most people do not follow established guidelines especially when they have been partying. To me this creates an undue amount of risk.

Item 10) - The sound levels created by amplification will be noticeable and as I mentioned previously, sound carries at night and music, live or recorded, as well as the sound created by the attendees and their vehicles will be heard and cause a disruption.

Item 12) - I am not convinced that there will be enough security. At least one “roving” guard does not specify a ratio of security personal per party attendee. There is to much of a chance of people “wandering” thus creating the possibility of disturbing my privacy.

Summary:

In short, the entire concept of the event garden and subsequent number of events to be held will cause a disruption to the neighborhood, both in noise and undue commotion. That is not acceptable to me as I am sure it is not for many other residents. The stress incurred would not be conducive to the peaceful environment that we all share and would, in effect, change the manner in which we have become accustomed to living.

Note: I am reasonably sure that the horses that are boarding at the riding club would also be adversely affected as most animals are easily prone to stress.


This is a joint email from two residents, one in black one in blue:

    My strongly urge the Board and Community  Members to write to the City regarding the use of York's Property as outlined  in his Preliminary Concept; for the reasons as follows:

    1.  100  Events per year up to 300 people per event is a burden to our  neighborhood.

        This number can be negotiated before the use permits are  granted. As proposed sounds like  too much.

    2.  ALL VEHICULAR ACCESS, including  deliveries and maintenance vehicles should be through the Palos Verdes Drive  South entrance only.  Only as a last resort should an emergency vehicle  use our gate and private roads.  York proposes use our of gate for  deliveries and maintenance, this should be absolutely not allowed.  All  use must be through his entrance, not our private gate and roads, we fought  all a nd hard through our litigation to keep our roads private.  Allowing  York this type of use would only open the door for the potential of use if a  development for homes were ever approved.  Absolutely not!

It was unanimous that  no deliveries or attendees should  use our roads or gates.  Emergency vehicles yes. York does have the  right to some use to our roads, but not commercially.  

    3.  During all events if allowed, York's gate  facing Narcissa should at all times be closed and locked.  

        It was agreed that we would want all vehicles kept out of view  of our community. That the traffic not use the portion of his road that  approaches the Narcissa/stable gate

    4.  Sound  is an issue when having weddings and outdoor events, 100 events per year would  definitely impact our community.  Amplified sound from 8:00 a.m. to 10:00  p.m. Sunday Through Thursday as York proposes should not be allowed.   Amplified sound should only be allowed for a 4 hour limit time, ending at  10:00 p.m. at the latest.

        the 8am to 10 pm amplified sound will not fly.  there  should be a limited number of hours per day.  York is going to build a  sound wall between our community and the event site.  There is going to  be control over volume.  We have the right to have the volume analyzed.  Seems like those in other communities may be  impacted.  

    4.  Trash Service must utilize  using the Palos Verdes Drive South Entrance only, not our private gate and  roads.

        sounds reasonable, however York has some legal standing  here. A bargaining chip?

    5.  Smoking should  not be permitted; no open flames rule should apply at all times, not just  during "Red Flag Alerts".

This was addressed too. Seems that "no smoking" leads to  smokers where they shouldn't be.  A designated smoking area is  proposed.  Also; there will be fire extinguishers and maybe a new fire  hydrant on site.  Ther e will be security on York's site. It sounded  like New York catering proposes 1 person on their gate and one on  site. With larger groups, maybe another person?  Cooking is done off site  

    How do we as a community propose to "police" the  use of our gates and roads?  Will York pay for the PBCA to hire a gate  guard to turn away delivery trucks and prohibited vehicles from using our  private roads?  

        I'd like to see this on game days. To turn away those  who've made the wrong turn, or want to explore.

    I asked  about dust abatement and that is being addressed I was told.   

A gas fire  ring is proposed.  I would like the fire dept's opinion on  this.

    Light  pollution at night is an issue.  Apparently, this is already being taken  into consideration.

Supposedly,  any tents would be put up and taken down for every event  as Conditional  Use Permits don't allow perm. bldgs. But, that sounds like a really noisy  process in itself. More crew time, more labor on site; and the tent pole  assembly can be noisy, too.  

        I would prefer that York sold to the Land Conservancy, as would  most of us.  If not that , I'd rather the land be left fallow.  That  may not be what happens.   

IF  the City grants the Conditional  Use Permit , we need to make sure that  we know what constitutes behavior  that would revoke the permit; what the duration of the permit is; what are the  standards of review?

            IF it were possible for this  circus to go on without the noise, dust, light or traffic impacting the  neighbor hood or even some of the neighborhood, and if fire hazard is  mitigated, we may have to consider  this as a possibility


… I may be paranoid, but I have a nasty feeling that you 

will find that this a done deal on the part of the city council as part of the 

negotiations for the acquisition of the open land above us, and that they will 

just dust us off.

That being said, here are some comments: no way should York be allowed to use 

our roads as his tradesman's entrance or for any other purpose in furtherance of 

this or any other project. The judgment we obtained clearly prohibits that and 

to allow any violation of that judgment would make a nonsense of everything we 

went through and paid dearly for.  It would also put in jeopardy any future need to enforce other provisions of that judgment.

To say that his proposal involves 100 events/year is disingenous at best and 

outright falsehood at worst; it is for 100 events from April to October, litle 

more than 200 days! One event every other day?  There is no strong argument 

against commercial activity in that area bearing in mind that Wayfarer's Chapel 

is about as commercial as one could get, but there is no reason to support an 

increase in commercial activity.

All the b-s about acoustical engineers checking noise levels is just that. Can 

you really see that happening in the middle of a rave-up? 

This is a designated fire hazard area at all times red alert or no, properly so 

as we all have good reason to know, and no smoking or open flames can be allowed 

at any time.


1.        Why is the consent of the Association necessary?

2.        Will the Association receive compensation or other benefits?  If not what is in it for the Association to consent.

3.        Whatever you do be sure that if you consent to one event that it does not set a standard of consent to all events.  I suggest that if you are going to consent that you set out a series of standards that must be met and if met, without additional conditions, your consent will not be unreasonably withheld.  That is to allow you to withhold consent even if the conditions are met but there are other facts in existence at the time of the event which make consent unwise.  That way they have a planning standard.  


…I strongly oppose the suggested use of property.

 

…I am opposed to the suggested use of the property as described for the following reasons.

1.        The property is not zoned for commercial entertainment ventures;

2.       Use of Narcissa Drive has already been litigated and York is only allowed to use it for himself (personal friends) and not for commercial trucks, etc. except for maintenance;

…To give York access from Narcissa is a direct violation the signed agreement.  

There is no benefit, and probably much harm, to give access to Pony Club area 

for any use.   

…I am against everything that ruins our unique and peaceful equestrian community: noise, traffic, fire danger, all of it.


…I am absolutely opposed to the proposed disturbance of the quiet neighborhood we chose to move into.

Someone at the board meeting stated that we as residents are somewhat harassed when we give large parties due to noise & Traffic, well why would an on-going party be acceptable? Up to 100 events in a (7) month time frame in between April & Oct is one event every other day. PEACE & QUIET is key to us.

The Fire Hazard alone is enough to bring down our beloved homes easily, and for what? one man’s Profit & someone’s party?

I believe you said at the meeting that York was going to go forward with his plans anyway, so we may as well attempt to make things easier on ourselves by working with him rather than against him.   I completely disagree with your stance as what York is proposing can in no way BENEFIT our community and can only potentially harm both our home values and our ambiance.

He compares his proposed Plein-aire local to La Venta Inn, Trumps & Terranea.  In no way can a comparison be drawn. They are all inside & Have grounds/gardens surrounding a building.

Normally I wouldn't get involved in a dispute, however, this battle is worthy of drawing more than just my attention.

I stand firm on my belief that as a community when we fought his endeavors & won, we were able to stop his forward progress. Being his friend is only one-sided, as he has no intention of making friends and putting the past behind him. He only plans on using a friendly front in order to declare "Check-mate" sooner than the community sees it coming.


…To me the primary issues are:

   1. Fire safety

   2. Additional traffic and noise in and around our community

   3. Security due to nature of events and that people will have access to the greater community without having to pass through the gates

   4. The huge new corral that was built up on the land behind upper Cinnamon (not sure if York or not) should not be allowed to be used as it sits directly above the community and does not have rest rooms, garbage pickup, proper drainage, fire safety equipment,….   Not sure how it was built in the 1st place.

   5. Potential impact to the land stability: proposed new concrete areas, 6’ walls (6 foot walls are not allowed without a permit and will certainly trigger a grading permit), irrigation for vegetation (faulty irrigation contributed to the ocean trails disaster), no limit to weight added to property for events and many other unknowns that a geologist should review.  York should pay for a geologist of our choice to review his final plan for possible environmental impact to our community.

   6. RPV must provide the independent verification that all codes and standards are being enforced and have open access to ensure compliance

I would think a reasonable request is to have York purchase a blanket insurance policy on behalf of Portuguese Bend to protect our community for fires, theft, water damage, land movement or any other significant issues that arise out of the use of the site for his business interests.  I also think the number of events should be limited to one event per weekend per year.  As his proposal stands now, he could have 300 people camped out from April thru October.

I think this is a slippery slope unless the proper diligence is performed and very tight controls and guidelines are adhered to.


…I am opposed to the suggested use of the property as described for the following reasons.

1.        The property is not zoned for commercial entertainment ventures;

2.       Use of Narcissa Drive has already been litigated and York is only allowed to use it for himself (personal friends) and not for commercial trucks, etc. except for maintenance;

3.       The suggested volume of use is burdensome at best ~ there will be precious little left of ‘peace and quiet’ if this is allowed;

4.       Our area is vulnerable to fires and allowing any type of flame, be it smoking or ‘controlled’ fire pit, is courting danger for the entire community and Barkentine.  The time frame called out in the application IS the Fire Season;

5.       In the unforeseen event that an earthquake or significant fire occurs, our private roads are barely able to handle the residents and visitors currently using the area.  If the quantity of people at an event jams the exit road to PV Drive South, that overflow will jam Narcissa Drive, which is a disaster ready to happen.  That the ‘big one’ is often talked about and recently a day was set aside in Los Angeles for practice for such an earthquake event ~ this would be foolhardy to invite more congestion;

6.       It is not incumbent upon us to make the property profitable for the owner.  He bought residentially zoned and surrounded by residentially zoned properties and like the Valero Gas Station at Grandvia Altamira’s proposed CVS Pharmacy failed attempt, this too should fail due to adverse impact of the surrounding residential community;

7.       This application flies in the face of the General Plan for use on this land;

8.       The applicants identify a plethora of venues available for desirable private/charitable events in the City.  There is no dire need for considering a change to the current zoning and its substantial negative impact on the surrounding residences to facilitate yet another lovely location to have a party.

The City is under contract with Mr. York for the acquisition of Upper Filiorum.  That cannot be allowed to affect the treatment of this application at the city level.

Finally, the applicant is comprised of the property owner, vendor and a philanthropy.  The philanthropy is one of many proposed users in this application.

This application should be viewed solely on the basis of the application of the property owner and the vendor, both of whom have commerce as their objective.

The philanthropy named, and supported by many within this community over the past decades, is being used to smooth the way.  We must make our endorsement or objection of this application and its effect on our community based solely on Mr. York and New York Food Company and not on the ‘positive halo affect’ of a worthy charity.  Walk on the Wild Side has successfully established itself at the grounds at city hall and does not need to attach itself to this application for its survival.

I recommend that you, Tim, recuse yourself from voting as a Board Member on this application due to the fact that you and Joan have been intimately involved with the Las Candalistas over the years (Joan as President and volunteer and you as a volunteer and very entertaining thespian). 

It would keep the lines clear between applicant and our official representation. 

If Las Candalistas removes itself as an applicant, then I remove this recommendation.  However, while Las Candalistas decides to stand with Mr. York and New York Food Company then the conflict of interest is apparent and questions complete objectivity.  You should recuse yourself from voting but not discussions.

 

......It would destroy our community and property values.  Loud rock bands 3 nights a week and hundreds of cars coming and going is not what our community is all about.   


… THE OTHER THING WE SHOULD TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION ARE THE STABLES AND THE NOISE. I THINK YORK HAS A LOT OF NERVE AFTER LOCKING US OUT OF AN AREA, PONY CLUB INCLUDED, WITHOUT A DAYS NOTICE AND THEN WANTS US TO CO-OPERATE WITH HIM.REALLY WHAT HE'S SEEKING IS AN ENTERTAINMENT PERMIT. IS HE ALSO APPLYING FOR A ALCOHOL PERMIT?HOW DID THIS PROPERTY GET ZONED AS COMMERCIAL? IS IT ZONED FOR THIS?I DON'T THINK SO.NEXT THING YOU KNOW HE'LL NEED TO BUILD A 7-11 ON THE PROPERTY.HOW CAN ZONING ALLOW THIS? I THINK THIS SCHOULD BE TOTALLY DISALLOWED. WHAT ABOUT THE NOISE THAT THE IMMEDIATE NEIGHBORS HAVE TO PUT UP WITH. WEEKENDS ARE CHARISHED BY ALL AND SPECIALLY THE PEACE AND QUIET.WE SHOULD NOT ALLOW HIM TO DISRUPT OUR QUIET COMMUNITY.WE CERTAINLY HAVE OUR RIGHTS AS A COMMUNITY AND I THINK WE SHOULD MAKE THE CITY COUNCIL ENFORCE OUR WISHES OR ENFORCE OUR WISHES AS A COMMUNITY. WILL THE CITY COUNCIL SUPPORT US AND PUT  STOP TO YORK PRECEEDING. SOME OF THE PEOPLE BEING EMAILED TODAY HAVE ENDORSED DOUG STERN AND TOM LONG AND INSISTED THEY WORK FOR US. REALLY, WHEN IT COMES DOWN TO IT WE'RE ON OUR OWN.AND THE CITY OFFICIALS THAT RAN FOR COUNCIL HAD THE NERVE TO SAY CRIME HAS NOT RISEN. DON'T SEE THEM HELPING US IN SITUATION OF CRIME ON THE RISE. I SAY WE DO WHATEVER IS LEGALLY NECCESSARY TO PROTECT OUR COMMUNITY FROM YORK AND HIS SELFISH WAYS.


…I certainly am not excited about the prospect of 300 people adjacent to PBCA 5 nights a week.  That said, he does have some rights to use his land.  Here are my comments in no particular order:

1)  100 events is high.  And I am surprised that he want to do Sunday thru Thursday.  Or is it just the amplified sound and Fri, Sat with un-amplified sound.

1a)  PBCA is pretty quiet.  The noise standard need to recognize that and not increase our background noise!  We live very close and we don't want to have a party going 100 nights a year.

2)  8am is too early and 10am is too late.  I don't mind if they have a small set up crew, but the events should be limited to  10am-9pm weekends and 9am-7pm week days.  Perhaps small events (<40 people) could go longer.

3)  Deliveries should come up from PV Drive.

4)  Lighting should be limited to down lights only and the "decorative" lighting in the trees should be limited too.

5)  The site plan looks like it has Narcissa as the main entrance.  The site plan should be changed so that PV Drive is preferred orientation (ie.  The clients should not have to go thru the service parking to get to the main parking)


…This whole "PARTY PARK"  is a very very bad idea that does not belong in a residential neighborhood.    The sound will carry over our entire community.  And they want to use our roads for access for this PARTY PARK ??  Why is this even being considered ?? By the way, I could hear every note of every song at the events that New York Food Company (mostly weddings and wedding parties) hosted at the old Marineland site before Terranea was started, and that was miles away.  This "PARTY PARK"  would destroy the tranquility and privacy  of our community.  Sound at night carries at a very loud level and over very long distances....a fact of physics.   You will hear everything going on there...,loud music, yelling, laughter.....just like I would hear from the Marineland site almost 3 miles away.  They will rent it out to the maximum as well, as there will be no shortage of customers.  It will kill property values in our community.  This  must be fought with a vengeance.   


…I have no real objection to the basic concept, though I believe that since this area is residential, and the property involved is only zoned for residential, any events should be allowed only when it can be guaranteed that the event will not ruin the existing ambiance of this very residential area - one known for it's quiet solitude, as ours certainly is.  I firmly believe that the number of events projected would be excessive for maintaining such an ambiance, definitely for all of us adjacent to this property, and more generally for all within the surrounding neighborhood.  Their proposed numbers basically would mean an event at least every Friday and Saturday.  I believe no more than fifty a year should even be considered, and then only if the following issues can be incorporated into any agreement: 

1) I would object to any electric or amplified music or p.a/speaker systems of any kind at any time.  We can easily hear people talking normally from this site already, any amplification of any kind would be highly objectionable - not only for those of us close by, but even those several blocks away.  Due to the bowl like shape of the surrounding hillsides, normal voice volume travels quite clearly on most nights. 

2) I would suggest that one hour past sunset be the latest for all events Friday through Sunday or on holiday eves or days, and six p.m.on weekday evenings, with no events beginning prior to 9 a.m.

3) There should be no smoking or fires at any time anywhere at any event except inside the permanent building.  It should be made quite clear that any guest not adhering to this regulation will be removed from the site.

4) Existing or similar fencing, as well as any additional required, should be maintained to prevent event participants from exiting the location into the community or adjacent private properties.

5) No access of any kind, with the possible exception of emergency vehicles, should be allowed to use PBCA roads.  Definitely no exceptions for delivery and maintenance vehicles, which should most certainly be restricted to P.V. Dr. South access only.  Any access to Narcissa or Fruit Tree cul-de-sac should remained locked at all times and be used only in emergencies for emergency vehicles.  The access gate on P.V. Dr. South shall remained locked at all times except for events and when event, maintenance, or other employees or related personnel are present.

6)  Lighting shall be no higher than 8' feet above ground, shall not be directed anywhere except directly towards the ground, and shall not be visible from any PBCA residence.

7) Dry brush clearance shall be maintained from March 1st to December 1st for a distance not less than 300 yards from all residences in any area accessible by event participants that might wander off from the event locale.

8) Landscaping and low walls, etc. shall be included in plans such as to isolate the location as much as feasible from surrounding residences as well as Narcissa and Fruit Tree roads.

   Even when offering to follow the more applicable restrictions above (i.e. no amplification, fires, etc.), the former owner of the Hayden gate house above Abalone Cove - certainly much less likely to be a disruption for our community - was unable to obtain permission to hold similar events at that location.  This actually forced the owner to sell the property as she had planned on the income from such events to make the home affordable for her.  I see no reason why the City should permit anything potentially so much more disruptive within yards of residences when they would not permit it down there.

  A more occasional, relatively limited use site, mostly used by locals for low key events could possibly keep within the residential atmosphere of the location, but I fear that if this becomes a place for corporate parties, etc. connected with Mr. York's hotel, this will be more than just a bit annoying for all of us living nearby.


…I am ok with Las Candalistas.  , but otherwise, too much!  
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