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March 3,2010

Dear City Council Members,

| have followed the Planning Commission’s meetings and the City
Council’s meetings concerning Marymount. | am earnestly asking you not
to approve the latest EIR. | am dumbfounded that all the reports on impact
came back as “less than significant”!

Marymount doesn’t need to move their soccer field! It affects fewer
people in the current location and doesn’t open a pandora’s box! Noise,
errant balls, lights, unsightly nets, possible land movement from tons of soil
being moved, etc.

What is their plan to allow outside teams or leagues from using the
field/ courts? What about their impact? Where will they park? Or what is
the impact if Marymount expands once again their athletic programs and
has competitions at the field since they are now a “four year college™? By
not allowing them to proceed with the plan, | hope it helps prevent the
college from coming back at a later time and adding the dorms. If you
allow for the soccer field and tennis courts, it allows for the severe grading
along the whole slope and also keeps the rest of the plan intact - the dorms
will be coming at some point. The college has played games with the
Planning Commission and | believe now with the City Council and the
community.

| worry about land stablization. | live on Hightide and | got a
geological report on my property when | bought the house. The three
houses above me and the two houses to either side of me, including my
house are on an ancient landslide. You only have to look at the
Portuguese Bend landslide to see that ancient landslides can become
active again if they are disturbed. | see what is happening in the Tarapaca
Canyon presently and | worry about all the dirt being moved with the project
at Marymount and the time frame that is included. All of our hills are
stressed. Why ask for trouble? Who pays if it creates a slide - knocks out
P.V. Dr. East? | have Trump’s 18th hole below me. Look what happened
with that! | worry about the sewage from the College. The sewage pipes
and drains are documented as being stressed that run under Palos Verdes
Drive East into our neighborhood. If you add students, friends, outside field
participants, workers, etc., what is their impact and who pays for the new



sewage pipes in the near future. We, the residents do, not a non -profit
college!

Marymount hasn’t followed anyone’s plan but their own. | can only
imagine that they would in the future come back wanting to add more
students now that they are a “four year college” . What would prevent
them from going over your heads again?
| have learned from other sources and confirmed by the Marymount
College website about the college’s intention of putting their original “PLAN"
which includes dorms for 250 students_on the November ballot thus
negating all the work of both commissions and of the outlying community.
It is an “in your face” approach - not one | want in my neighborhood or on
our “Hill”. The lawyer for Marymount is slick - he is good. | hope with all of
your legal knowledge, somehow this can be prevented. Please do not
allow this!

Sincerely,
Mary Ann Dillin
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Ara M

From: Carolynn Petru [carolynn@rpv.com]
Sent: Manday, March 08, 2010 4.34 PM
To: '‘Ara M'

Cc: 'Joel Rojas’

Subject: FW: Marymount/Annenberg Project

From: Patty Ott [mailto:pattyo@cox.net]
Sent: Friday, March 05, 2010 11:39 AM
To: RPV City Council

Subject: Marymount/Annenberg Project

Dear council members:

Marymount:

Wow - a ballot petition ! Well if this is how Marymount works with “the neighborhood"
then bring it on. We're not defeated yet and we won't let them run our city I We've
been trying to tell the council that they had ulterior motives, now maybe you'll see
what we've been dealing with. This is a real slap in our city's face. What petition will
be next, maybe they want a mini-mall for the "kids", how about fast food drive thru's
there too. This has to stop! We cannot allow high-density housing in a rural bedroom
community. We agreed that Marymount needed a facelift, but this change is beyond
the scope of this neighborhood.

Annenberg Project:

From what I've read in the paper, it looks very big. It doesn't seem to fit on the
property in terms of aesthetics. I'd rather look at the ocean. Not sure what the
purpose of this development is 2?

Please help us keep our ambiance and our neighborhoods !

Thank you, once again, for your time. Patty and Don Ott

3/8/2010
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JOVAN AND LiIsA VAVIC
RECEIVED

March 8, 2010
MAR 08 2010

PLANNING, BUILDING AND
CODE ENFORCEMENT

Dear Ara,

I am writing in regards to the Marymount Expansion project, specifically
Appendix “D".

As I said at the public hearing the idea that most of the major areas had
been mitigated to “Less than Significant” is very concerning to me. Less than
significant to who? What is the basis for the determination for less than
significant.

I believe that the City of Rancho Palos Verdes is taking on an extraordinary
risk to the well being of the city based upon the athletic field locations and
the potential for errant balls to hit cars as they drive along Palos Verdes
Drive East. I believe this to be very irresponsible of the Rancho Palos Verdes
Planning and City Attorney to allow such a dangerous plan to go through.

The parking issues or lack of parking spaces and the fact that many
Marymount students still park on the street pulling illegal uturns and driving
dangerously in the area is a much greater problem than “less than
significant”.

The determination for less than significant for so many critical areas such as
traffic flow and the fact that Marymount has no intention of paying the entire
cost to install traffic lights only to pay their portion would mean traffic
congestion for our area until the City of Rancho Palos Verdes could come up
with the money to complete the project. The fact that Marymount would be
allowed to move forward knowing that the traffic flow and stop light
problems have not been completely addressed is unacceptable.

It is wrong that the City of Rancho Palos Verdes would allow a business
entity that is a non profit organization which dos not pay property taxes or
business taxes and income taxes to the City and yet you are willing to over
look these major problems for our area for this business. This is not looking
out for the best interest of our city or the people who live here.

Sincerely,

Lisa Vavic

3324 SEACLAIRE DRIVE RANCHO PALOS VERDES, CA 90275 PHONE 310 750-6180





