COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION FOR TRACT 16540

Portuguese Bend Club East
4100 Palos Verdes Drive South
Rancho Palos Verdes, California 90275

September 21, 2017

City of Rancho Palos Verdes

Traffic Safety Committee

Attn: James Guerin, Chair & members
30940 Hawthorne Blvd

Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275

Re: Tract 50666 Phase Il of Trump National Los Angeles Development
(Proposed Twelve Residential Units) Access Road. Submission for the
committee meeting on September 25, 2017.

Dear Committee Members:

Attached is a petition opposing the plans for an intersection of the new access
road for the proposed residential units with PV Drive South. This petition has
been signed by seventy nine (79) homeowners and residents of Tract 16540 and
the Portuguese Bend Beach Club. As the petition describes, for safety reasons
we feel strongly that the road intersection should be off Trump National Drive and
not PV Drive South. The study conducted by the Trump organization to support
the PV Drive intersection does not address safety issues hardly at all and the
design of the intersection was not even complete. We recommend that the
Committe ask for a study of having the intersection off Trump National Drive and
make sure it properly addresses the safety issues.

The most ironic aspect of the Trump plans is that we understand that they plan to
have the access to these units off Trump National Drive during the construction
phase. What is best for the construction phase is also most likely best for the
residents after the homes are completed.

Respectfully submitted by,

David Gakentheimen

Dr. David C Gakenheimer

4150 Maritime Rd, RPV, CA

Tract 16540 Board Member and CFO
310-913-3703

Email: dgakenheimer@gmail.com

Attachment: 36 page petition


mailto:dgakenheimer@gmail.com

Petition to RPV Traffic Safety Commission

Upon review of the traffic safety analysis presented at the RPV Traffic Safety Committee Meeting on August 28,
2017, for the proposed road intersecting Palos Verdes Drive South and Tract 50666 {with proposed homes along
the edge of the Trump Golf Course Driving Range), we find this study to be very incomplete. it does not address
the following issues:

1. Traffic safety

3. Major Issue: study addresses traffic flow of residents (and presumably related visitors, delivery and
service people} only and does not take into account traffic safety problems, especially those unique
to this intersection.

2. Engineering drawings are incomplete

a. Major Issue: a right hand turning lane off PV Drive South going east was not shown consistently in
zll the drawings and it is not clear if there will be cne.

b.  Major Issue: evaluations of (3) PV Drive South, (b) new connecting road, and (¢} the new road in
front of the new homes on Tract 50666, and the slope of the road up to the intersection were not
shown. The study did not address how all of this affects the visibility of drivers who need to exit the
new road on to PV Drive South and the visibility of oncoming traffic going east on PV Drive South of
potential vehicles entering the intersection,

3. Median madifications and their ramifications

a. Major issue: not clear how much median ground is lost. Should maintain some median for safety

and ease of people crossing the street, but current median width could be reduced.
4. Bicycle and pedestrian safety

a. Major Issue: City cannot take away any of the property along PV Drive South on the ecean side to
widen the road for a turning lane that would require relocating the bicycle lane and pedestrian
walkway closer to the Tract 16540 property line. That affects (takes away) long standing vegetation
that provides privacy to Tract 16540 homes along PV Drive South frontage road inside Tract 16540
(and blocks car lights and reduces street noise).

5. The added load of the West Bluff Trail

3. Major issue: inadequate parking for non-resident hikers. Trump National Drive has many more

parking spaces where hikers can park and walk easily to the trail heads along the new road.
6. Adequate room for large truck traffic
a. Major safety issue: large trucks will need to back out onto PV Dr. South since the new road dead-

ends. Much safer to back out onto Trump National Drive.



7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive, This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues.

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the
proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.
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1. Name (sign)@aﬂ//ﬁ W Date ?'/1 7'// 7

Name (print) Dﬂ Vi o GH—K@\/H 5{/"1 fiﬁ

Address. (50 MARITIME 20>

2. Name (sign) Z&&'A oate_ 7/17/1 7
Name (print) Pefer Castro
address__ 4157 /‘74‘7'1‘{”14 2.

3. Name (sign) C:// . i bate_ G- /7-/7
Name (print) S EY & 464
address N SC PV D‘*’/.-,, U

/

4. Name (sign) , Date ?’ 7-=17

Name (print) ../;A/AIIO#' V4 Ljﬂﬂ"
address_ TN MPZ Tz 1(10




10,

11.

Name(s-sn)Q C’(%(V\ Date qlhilzom
Name (print) éés%)a L-ma(

Address A\t Your- , TPV

Name (s«zn)_ﬁ [] J/J Date %/7/@/7
Name (prnuj/a{f/m & \/awﬂdm

address_/( 20 Sz= Uoree Lo 2PY

Name (sign) W Date /) (]
vame (printg._ W V. BEEK

Address ‘4\/"’5,’9 MNARTME RobD , RW

Name (sign) {f-gf /&.CM\C’?_/;: A= Date 9/ /e 2/ A?

Name (print) U t_?'f‘ﬂ(c (G f——gh"

Address 700 ;-9 //or'fa 4“'\ ‘Tiff')l/

Name (slgn)% Date 9’/8"" 17
Name {print) : d -
Address 4"13& P \/ 4

NS A W/f e O[]
Name (print) L—V\‘W'U Q. 2% (( o

Name {print) IOAPACI M ‘?\}/d)
Addressm W‘Tm 2 DM




12. Name (sign) Awa_, %%

Name (print) PSS cA- k"l £ |

Address L(*l q’"‘g le W @

13. Name (sign)

Name (print) "gfwﬂf R‘l’ \/ o

Address 4!4‘{ !Vla_hLM& L Cp -

14. Name (sig

Name (print) _émA/_QQEAN

Address ’7//0 WMWM& ED

15. Name (sign) M Mr}%fﬂv

Name (print) __ Mickee | Favuan

Address_ 1€ Mﬂﬂ'lmt Q

16. Name (sign) TYZu"j WM
Name (print]/rra' CA! %Mm
Address 4 \’81 M‘:‘{/E m QA

17. Name (sign%///% %

Name (print) Q,M Eéh&g !a Lﬁbf l&ﬂ :i‘_'
Address ql kQ l I/V\A{J;IW\L m

18. Name (sign) C/‘i‘HiV\ J({’ﬁmi “TV‘
Name {print) mﬂ d%“""uw

Address, LH\L % M‘C L'ﬁ“'e’

Date

Date

Date

Date

Date

Date

Date

QIlQ/lq—

7-12-17

T i e

‘K!H/l‘l

afia (17

9] §) 13

4/20{!1



7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues,

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can't support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.

Respectfully submitted:
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The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve

maost of the issues.

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will

use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks

entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be

permanently from Trump National Drive,

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract

50666, We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.

Respectfully submitted:
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve
maost of the issues.

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract
S50666. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 30666, but we are very much opposed to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.

Respectfully submitted:
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6. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the preferred location
and solve most of the issues.
a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new
homes will use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a
problem having trucks entering from PV drive South. This shows the entrance should be

permanently from Trump National Drive,

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can’t support the propesed entrance to
Tract S0666. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much

opposed to the proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive, This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues,

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We are not apposed to the development of the lots an tract S0666, but we are very much opposed to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.

Respectfully submitted:
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7.. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues,

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials 1o build the new homes will
use 3 temporary road off Trump National Crive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive Scuth, This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues cutlined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract
50656. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract SOBES, but we are very much opposed to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South,

Respectfully submitted:
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues.

3. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. Thit shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive.,

When considering all the issues outiined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the
proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve

most of the Issues.

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to bulld the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is 2 problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be

permanently from Trump Natlenal Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.
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7. The relocation of the road entrance 1o Trump National Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve

most of the issues,
3. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will

use a temporary road off Trump National Drive, This clearly shows there is @ problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be

permanently from Trump National Drive,
When considering all the ssues outlined above, the undersigned can't suppon the propesed entrance 1o Tract
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract S0666, but we are very much opposed to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South

Respectfully submitted:
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would b.e the preferred location and solve
* most of the issues. :

2. Weunderstand that dun‘ ng construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This dearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive.

When considering 3!l the issues outlined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed entrance to ‘[rxt
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the fots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the
propoéed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South,
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7. The relocation of the road entrance 10 Trump National Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues.

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This cleariy shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed eatrance to Tract
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the
proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.

Respectfully submitted:
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues.

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can't support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the
propesed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive, This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues,

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off frump National Drive, This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive,

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersignad can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50665, but we are very much opposad to the
proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the preferrad location and salve
most of the issues.

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing matenals to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the Iots on tract 50686, but we are very much opposed to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive, This would be the preferred location and solve
maost of the issues.

3. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump Natienal Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can't support the proposed entrance to Tract
50665, We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the
proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Orive, This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues.

a. Weunderstand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
us2 a temporary road off Trump National Drive, This clearly shows thereisa problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive,

When considering all the issues outlinad above, the undersigned can't support the proposed entrance to Tract
506566. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50665, but we are very much opposed to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.

Respectfully submitted:

1. Name (sign) Date
57 W _?_L&d_u_
Name (print) M@&&z—_\—

Address_ 221 Spuroeser DA 907-:}{
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Address ) ) | %QL’M{”:"} Pl PN Tdl5

3. Name (sign) Date

Name {print)

Address

4. Name (sign) Date

Name {print)
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump Mational Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve
mast of the issues.

3. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump Natienal Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.

Respactfully submitted:

1. Name (sign) W Date 9// ?// 7
Name {print) IRWIJ mtb
Address [ Z'Z SPd RIS zScQN/E
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3. Name (sign) Date ?'f" 7

Name (print) ;&\4%&
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4. Name (sign) Date

Name (print)

Address




7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the preferrad location and solve
most of the issues.

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump Mational Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive, V

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can't support the proposed entrance to Tract
50566. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the
proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.

Respectfully submitted;

(2 1. Name(sign) ﬁ_)vw.-c.. U,‘.q{( pate 3/ 13136 1

Name (print) Bruee . }l— o N
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7. The rzlocation of the road entrance to Trump Mational Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues.

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive, This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Orive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can't support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We ara not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we ara very much opposad to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South,

Respectiully submitted:

1. Name (sign) ‘ MG Date - q : ‘ @ - 20 '7
Name (pr‘int)_&m m CCO\ ({4’\\/
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7. Therelocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the prefarred location and solve
most of the issues,

3. Weunderstand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the naw homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersignad can’t support the proposed entrance 10 Tract
50566. We are not opposad to the development of the lots on tract 50665, but we ara very much opposed to the
proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South,

/é{a.. // Date ?_/8'20/7
Name (print) C- V\A LN \/IUC_EUT_
Address /% ’%’NDQl FTD?

2. Name(sign)&%&&/ {M,{/&ZW Date ’?,, /1(" 26"7
Name(p«int)(/-;//ffl? }/f[a’('é i f
Address }7 (i ‘SFO\.W ;(}L , K'ﬁ\/

Respectfully submitted:
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4. Name (sign) Date
Name [print)

Address




7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the praferred location and sofve
most of the issues.

a. We understand that during construction that teucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back anto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract
50656. We ara not opposed to the development of the Iots on tract 50666, but we ara very ng_nfh oggo_g_e.d to the
proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.

Respectfully submitted:
6% 1 Neme(sign) _(ame H’ﬁza ~ e iy f% ]
mame (orint)_ ANNE  HAZAZ D
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Name (sign) vare (B 177
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3. Name (sign) __ hAPETE~ oate_ - [8-17
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7. The relocation of the road eatrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the prefarred location and solve
most of the issues.

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back enta PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposad to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.

Respectully submitted:

W1 Nam(sig}/““"’"a ”’/%49"" oate 9:18°17
Name (print) LVUSN S M V6 lirvar
sateess_ 41 Segumll Eooe Py 36295

70 2 Namesign) _Aé — vate_ ZL28/¢9
Name (print) __ /P4pE L. C. (e (4

Address_ﬁw 2] RPv Fu2 7y

3. Name {sign) Date
Name (print}
Address

4. Name (sign) Date
Name (print)

Address




most of the issues.

7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive, This would be the preferred location and solyve

a. Weunderstand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will

use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks

entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be

permanently from Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined abave, the undersignad can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract

50666, We are not opposed to the developmant of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.

Respectfully submitted:
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues.

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive, This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanantly from Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersizned can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We ara not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50866, but we are vary much opposed to the

proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South,

Respectfully submitted:
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues.

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive, This clearly shows therais a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive,

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can't support the proposed entrance to Tract
50566. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50665, but we are very much opposed to the
proposed road entrance to the project from PV Drive South.

&
Respectfully s«,nbr'nigz_gd:/f
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive, This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues.

a. Weunderstand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive. This clearly shows there is a problem having trucks
entering fram and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently fram Trump National Drive.

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can’t support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the Iots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the
proposad read entrance to the project from PV Drive South.

Respectfully submitted:
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7. The relocation of the road entrance to Trump National Drive. This would be the preferred location and solve
most of the issues,

a. We understand that during construction that trucks bringing materials to build the new homes will
use a temporary road off Trump National Drive, This clearly shows thera is a problem having trucks
entering from and exiting back onto PV Drive South. This shows the entrance should be
permanently from Trump National Drive,

When considering all the issues outlined above, the undersigned can't support the proposed entrance to Tract
50666. We are not opposed to the development of the lots on tract 50666, but we are very much opposed to the
proposad road entrance to the project from PV Drive South,

Respectfully submitted:
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Nicole Jules

From:
Sent:
To:

ajswoboda@aol.com
Thursday, November 02, 2017 11:02 AM

Nicole Jules; esassoon@rpvcs.gov; Traffic; aram@rpvcs.gov; So Kim; Ron Dragoo;
zach.rehm@coastal.ca.gov; CC

Trump Tract # 50666 - proposed new intersection on Palos Verdes Dr. South in Rancho
Palos Verdes

Trump Tract # 50666 - proposed new entrance road to 12 homes and trail head

Dear Representatives of Rancho Palos Verdes City Council, City Employees, Traffic
Committee Members and the CA Coastal Commission:

As a homeowner and resident on Dauntless Dr. in the Seaview neighborhood of Rabcho
Palos Verdes, | write to urg you all to deny the requested proposed new intersection from
the Trump Tract #50666 area onto Palos Verdes Dr. South. This proposed new intersection
will be dangerous, unnecessary and add to pollution and nuisance in the area. My family and
| drive this section of Palos Verdes Dr. South to enter our housing track regularly including
going to work, school, and activities at all times of the day and night. We also regularly walk
our dog on the trails on this section to access the city parks. The proposed new intersection
is plainly unacceptable for any person who regularly sees what we see. As it is, the traffic
and lack of acceleration/deaccelration lanes for going ingress and egress from our
neighborhood as well as Ladera Linda are such that we only exit our neighborhood via the
Conqueror Dr. Exit when headed eastbound towards San Pedro. In fact, every resident in
Seaview also has this habit because the Schooner / P.V. Dr. South exit has too little area. As
outlined below, there are many reasons why the proposed new intersection is objectionable.

Specifically, some of the reasons the new proposed intersection on P.V. Dr. South between
Schooner and Conquerer are objectionable include:

o Dangerous because a coastal trail head, bike lane, pedestrian path and 3 trails that
are planned for that location all meet there;

¢ The new intersection will dramatically degrade the existing trails and walking paths
and negatively impact the park, bicycles, and walking paths and coastal preservation;

o Dangerous because traffic speeds as well as volume have increased dramatically since
first approved in 1992 and even since 2005 (Driving Range approval);

e Dangerous because of the sharp 90 degree turn for the proposed intersection;

e Dangerous for bicyclists that already have insufficient space on these coastal roads
and areas (especially where there have already been a number of tragic bicyclist
accidents in Palos Verdes recently);

e Question of sufficient room for adding deceleration and acceleration lanes;

e Possible requirement for more obtrusive/ view-obstructing lead-in signs along this
scenic arterial;



¢ Increased light pollution - Neighborhood impact of headlights shining into nearby
homes when vehicles enter and exit the 12 homes;

¢ Increased noise pollution - Neighborhood impact of added vehicle, motorcycle, &
truck noise, and parking needs for trail users;

o Increased air pollution given the necessary quick accelerations by vehicles if there is
an intersection with the insufficient lane space;

e The children for walking in the neighborhood and bus/transit options for stops are
safest in this area without another intersection impinging on them; and

e Possible removal of medians on PV Dr. So. and landscaping between lanes and access
road to provide room for extra lanes which would negatively impact the
neighborhood pollution and aesthetics which have already been significantly
burdened by increased traffic in this area.

The Trump development in this section already has the predicting, widely spaced Trump
Drive. This street should alone be expanded interior to the development to provide the
egress/ingress access for the additional homes proposed. The developer had these initial
rights set out long ago in 1992 which no longer align with the realities of this area and
coastal preservation zone in our community.

The City Council should not to approve changes to the public roadway to accommodate the
developer's plans for the 12 homes in Trump Tract #50666. There is no way to have a new
intersection especially given the impact to the coastal zone trails and the new State
requirements for the size of bike lanes on P.V. Dr. South. The federally funded "Palos
Verdes Dr. So. Compatible Bike Lane Safety Project" of the Los Angeles County Metro
Transportation Authority CML-5413 (012) approved in August 2017 is to expand the

existing 3 ft. bike lanes to 6 feet total on each side of the street (in each direction); that is, a
4ft. bike lane and 2 ft. buffer.

For my family which drives, walks, and bikes with small children and a dog on this road
everyday, the proposed new intersection is a frightening and unnecessary proposal the City
should squarely deny. Because a suitable and reasonable alternative - Trump Drive - exists,
we hope our City officials will maintain the integrity of the existing road.

Respectfully,

Anne S. Cruz



Nicole Jules

From: Cathee Cohen <ubarcohen@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, October 30, 2017 1:14 AM

To: Traffic; Nicole Jules; SoK@rpvca.com; Ron Dragoo; Elias Sassoon; CC; Ara Mihranian;
zach.rehm@coastal.ca.gov; So Kim

Subject: Alert! Traffic Safety Committee mtg. regarding proposed new intersection on PV

Dr.So.-Traffic Safety Meeting, Nov. 6, Tract 50666 Trump National

Dear Safety Committee and others,

| am APPALLED! As a native of Southern California and someone who enjoys "Mother Nature Gifts" to planet Earth. The San Pedro and
Rancho Palos Verdes area is very special to me, my family, friends and colleagues. | use the trails in Rancho Palos Verdes for exercising,
walking my dog and just to enjoy nature.

| understand there is a propose inlet road to be built which will CUT across BIKE LANES, BIKE TRAILS, JOGGING/WALKING TRAILS. | find the

we walk, you can not imagine a road that has traffic coming in and out in such a precarious location.

If you were to come out and see EVERYONE walking, exercising, with a child, or on a bike, or with a dog, etc....everyone MUST STOP at
Trump National Drive anyway, to allow traffic through. If you really need an inlet road the natural placement of such a road would be
Trump National Drive. That would be the most logical area to have a road come in to homesites!

This proposed road is for 12 homes and trailheads that cul de sacs and comes to a dangerous intersection! The entry road is a 90 degree
turn on a very narrow main artery at already comes up quickly after the slide zone from PV, just past the PBC, and from San Pedro! Can

A much better choice to access the 12 homesites and trailheads would be to come in and out of Trump National Drive!

These are people's lives that bike, walk, jog, walk their dog, push their babies in strollers, etc. in these areas! Who will be responsible if

Thank you,
Cathee Cohen

Access from Trump Drive for the new street would be the logical, safer design. Safety should take precedence over cost and timing. We
have a dangerous intersection already at Schooner and PVDR. So we don't need another!



Nicole Jules

From: Cathee Cohen <ubarcohen@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, October 30, 2017 8:15 PM

To: Traffic; Nicole Jules; SoK@rpvca.com; Ron Dragoo; Elias Sassoon; CC; Ara Mihranian;
zach.rehm@coastal.ca.gov; So Kim

Subject: Very Important Alert! Traffic Safety Committee Mtg. Regarding Proposed new

Intersection an PV Dr.

Dear Safety Committee and Others,

This is my second email to each and everyone of you, | just wanted to emphasize my strongest of opinions
against this proposed new inlet Road, as do several of my family and friends. This is an Ill conceived, Il
thought out idea that will harm the environment, but most of all it WILL have a negative effect on those
of us who use the trails in the area for leisure, exercise our own well being!

As | said in my previous email, 1am APPALLED! As a native of Southern California and someone who enjoys "Mother Nature
Gifts" to planet Earth. The San Pedro and Rancho Palos Verdes area is very special to me, my family, friends and colleagues. | use the trails
in Rancho Palos Verdes for exercising, walking my dog and just to enjoy nature. Let alone to introduce this area to my great nephews who
are now 6 and 8 years old.

| understand there is a propose inlet road to be built which will CUT across BIKE LANES, BIKE TRAILS, JOGGING/WALKING TRAILS. | find the
location dangerous ( as do my nephews and the friends they have meet while enjoying the area on their walks) as people are SPEEDING

If you were to come out and see EVERYONE walking, exercising, alone or with a child, or on a bike, or with a dog,
etc....everyone MUST STOP at Trump National Drive anyway, to allow traffic through. If you really need an inlet road the natural
placement of such a road would be Trump National Drive. That would be the most logical area to have a road come in to homesites!

This proposed road is for 12 homes (how many other homes are already in the area? and they DO NOT NEED A SEPARATE INLET

A much better choice to access the 12 homesites and trailheads would be to come in and out of Trump National Drive!

These are people's lives that bike, walk, jog, walk their dog, push their babies in strollers, etc. in these areas! Who will be responsible if

Thank you,
Cathee Cohen






COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION FOR TRACT 16540

Portuguese Bend Club East
4100 Palos Verdes Drive South
Rancho Palos Verdes, California 90275

September 21, 2017

City of Rancho Palos Verdes

Traffic Safety Committee

Attn: James Guerin, Chair & members
30940 Hawthorne Blvd

Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275

Re: Tract 50666 Phase Il of Trump National Los Angeles Development
(Proposed Twelve Residential Units) Access Road. Submission for the
committee meeting on September 25, 2017.

Dear Committee Members:

Attached is a petition opposing the plans for an intersection of the new access
road for the proposed residential units with PV Drive South. This petition has
been signed by seventy nine (79) homeowners and residents of Tract 16540 and
the Portuguese Bend Beach Club. As the petition describes, for safety reasons
we feel strongly that the road intersection should be off Trump National Drive and
not PV Drive South. The study conducted by the Trump organization to support
the PV Drive intersection does not address safety issues hardly at all and the
design of the intersection was not even complete. We recommend that the
Committe ask for a study of having the intersection off Trump National Drive and
make sure it properly addresses the safety issues.

The most ironic aspect of the Trump plans is that we understand that they plan to
have the access to these units off Trump National Drive during the construction
phase. What is best for the construction phase is also most likely best for the
residents after the homes are completed.

Respectfully submitted by,

David Gakentheimen

Dr. David C Gakenheimer

4150 Maritime Rd, RPV, CA

Tract 16540 Board Member and CFO
310-913-3703

Email: dgakenheimer@gmail.com

Attachment: 36 page petition


mailto:dgakenheimer@gmail.com

Nicole Jules

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Erika Barber <nbarber310@cox.net>
Friday, November 03, 2017 11:16 AM

Traffic; Nicole Jules; So Kim; Ron Dragoo; Elias Sassoon; cc@rpv.gov; aram@rpv.gov;

Zach.Rehm@coastal.ca.gov
Barber, Erika; Bilski,Lenee; Shipman, Louise and Mike; Patterson, BJ
Trump Tract #50666-proposed new entrance road to 12 homes and trailhead

To whom it may concern:

We have been residents of Seaview (Schooner to Conqueror area) since 1970 and find it absolutely ridiculous to even try
to envision the new entrance road to the driving range/12 new homes off PVDS. Why would you make an already very
dangerous stretch of road (PVDS) even more dangerous? Have you tried turning left from Schooner onto PVDS? It is
taking your life in your hands! Making a right turn is not much better. A new entrance in the middle of PVDS from

Schooner to Conqueror would make this new intersection insanely dangerous.

Here are some of the reasons why the proposed new intersection on Palos Verdes Dr. So. between Schooner

and Conqueror, just past the PBC, is objectionable:

Dangerous because a coastal trail head, bike lane, pedestrian path and 3 trails that are
planned for that location all meet there.

Dangerous because traffic speeds as well as volume have increased dramatically since
first approved in 1992 and even since 2005 (Driving Range approval)

Dangerous because of the sharp 90 degree turn for the proposed intersection
Question of sufficient room for adding deceleration and acceleration lanes

Possible requirement for more obtrusive/ view-obstructing lead-in signs along this
scenic arterial

Neighborhood impact of headlights shining into nearby homes when vehicles enter
and exit the 12 homes

Neighborhood impact of added vehicle, motorcycle, & truck noise, and parking needs
for trail users

Possible removal of medians on PV Dr. So. and landscaping between lanes and access
road to provide room for extra lanes

There is an alternate solution to this entrance and that would be off
Trump National Drive.

Please listen to the suggestions of Seaview neighbors and others
regarding this issue.

Sincerely,

Erika and Neil Barber M.D.
4004 Stalwart Drive

Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275
310-377-7291
Nbarber310@cox.net






Nicole Jules

From: KIT Song <kitmsong@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 02, 2017 2:28 PM

To: Traffic; Nicole Jules; SoK@rpvca.com; SoK@rpvca.com; CC; Elias Sassoon; Ara Mihranian
Subject: Trump Development

We are writing regarding the proposed development and traffic plan for the additions to the Trump Golf
course community. We were residents of South Shores in San Pedro for 3 years and have been in RPV in the
Seaview community for the past year. We have been very appreciative of the quality of life afforded by the
community and are quite proud to be included among the residents.

We walk and drive the area along the proposed development daily. As residents, | object to the proposed
development of a new interseaction along Palos Verdes drive. We recognize that residents of the new homes
to be constructed need access in and out of their homes, but note that traffic along Palos Verdes drive has
risen significantly over the past 3 years and that traffic speeds along the stretch where the proposed
intersection is to be have also risen making the area very dangerous for pedestrians, vehicles, and bicyclists
along this stretch. We believe that a very acceptable alternative exists to use the existing entry into the Tump
properties to provide access to the new residents that will have better visibliity for commuters going in and
out of the property and limit the entry points to this already dangerous stretch of road. There does not
appear to be sufficient room for additional lanes in this stretch of road and experiences along Schooner and
Conquer suggest that the additional lanes are contributing to the increase in speeds of vehicles as we routinely
see speeds in excess of 60 miles an hour zooming past the existing turn lanes making merging of traffic
increasingly dangerous.

While the posted traffic study cites only a small number of vehicles added to the overall volumes, it does not
appear to us that the report shows the trend of increasing traffic over time and of the increasing average
speeds along the roadway. The recorded number of broadside collisions is of interest, but does not reflect the
number of near misses and, in my opinion, should not even be one accident if we are holding to the
assumption that traffic safety and zero accidents or injuries is the acceptable number. | can tell you from
personal experience that we have 2-3 near misses a week as defined by having to do an abrupt maneuver to
avoid being hit or hitting another car despite providing ample distance to oncoming traffic and having perfect
driving records for the past 15 years. The marked rise in bicyle traffic, pedestrian traffic, along with the motor
vehicle traffic is making the entire stretch of road between the Terranea and the Trump property increasingly
hazardous for ingress and egress. In our opinion, creating more access points along this road would be an
irresponsible action for elected city officials to take putting both the community and city officials at risk.

In our opinion, the major issue along Palos Verdes drive is one of speed control which does not currently
exist. In the absence of traffic light control to enhance safety along this roadway, we do not support the

addition of additional ingress and egress points along the drive.

Kit Song, MD, MHA and Kwi Lee attorney at law (husband and wife)



Nicole Jules

From: lindorfer <lindorferl@cox.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 02, 2017 3:20 PM

To: Traffic

Subject: Proposed Geometric Layout for new trump turnout

S "'*-ﬁ

The eastbound exit lane is shown to be 10" wide, along with a narrowing of the bike lane in
that area to 4' wide. To be in safe compliance with California's "3 feet for safety" bicycle
law, given that vehicle width is 8.5", the exit lane should be at least 11.5" wide. For real
safety, this project should be moved fo trump Drive.

Joseph Lindorfer 4207 PVDS. 310 5413803
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Nicole Jules

From: Mike and Louise <MandLinRPV@msn.com>

Sent: Friday, November 03, 2017 12:45 PM

To: Traffic; Nicole Jules; So Kim; Ron Dragoo; Elias Sassoon; CC; aram@rpv.gov;
Zach.Rehm@coastal.ca.gov

Cc: Erika Barber; VonHagen, Peter; 'Ali Derek'’

Subject: Trump #50666 Nov 6 [Fw: #2 item Aug 28, 2017 Tract 50666 — Phase II hearing Sep 25]
(now November 6)

Attachments: Safe-Alternative-Trump-Nat'l-Drive-entrance-existing-and-improved---not-steep-

gradient_3.jpg; Trump-Drive-alternativela.jpg; Trump-Nat'l-Dr.-feasible-alternative.jpg;
Trump-Nat'l-Golf-Club.jpg; Trump-Nat'l-Golf-Club-copy.jpg; Untitled-1.jpg

November 3, 2017
Dear Traffic Committee members, City Council Members and to all it may concern,

We are re-submitting our earlier letter to the Traffic Committee as we were told by several in our area that
"it says it all". It really doesn't, as there is much more that can be be said about this project that would be
problematic to our community and surrounding neighborhood re safety issues concerning cyclists,
pedestrians, trail users as well as motor vehicles. It is our, and many many other's, firm belief that this project
should not be approved and that an alternate site be recommended. The logical site would be the existing
driveway on Trump National Drive (see attached).

[It would seem, in all good conscience, that the avoidance of any possible and likely future accidents or,
heaven forbid, fatalities would be a primary consideration that should outweigh any perceived
'inconveniences' due to Event parking (or whatever) at that Trump National Drive location.]

Thank you for your consideration in this very important matter!

Mike and Louise

From: Mike and Louise <MandLinRPV@msn.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 14, 2017 4:51 PM

To: Traffic@rpvca.gov; cityclerk@rpvca.gov

Cc: 'Ali Derek'; VonHagen, Peter

Subject: #2 item Aug 28, 2017 Tract 50666 — Phase Il hearing Sep 25

To: Traffic@rpvca.gov cityclerk@rpvca.gov

re: #2 item Aug 28, 2017 Tract 50666 — Phase Il of Trump National Los Angeles Development (Proposed Twelve
Residential Units) continuation to September 25th meeting

September 14, 2017

Dear Traffic Committee Members,

Thank you for postponing any decisions during your Aug 28 meeting.
1



That gave us a bit more time to check out and verify our original supposition. We believe there is indeed a
feasible and viable alternative/solution for the 'Driveway' location to the 12 home development and therefore
no need for the T Intersection on P.V. Dr. So. with its many potential problems.

Attached is our previous letter and five more pictures (plus the original) to try and illustrate this best we
can. After viewing the site we believe that the existing driveway gradient (currently used for Trump Event
spill-over parking) is minimal and would provide a much safer access to the lots in question. The gradient
streets/drives to the large homes at SeaCliff and directly north from this location are much steeper by
comparison.

The T Intersection for the 'Driveway'/Street proposed on P.V. Dr. So. would be problematic and unsafe for all
travelers on the busy thoroughfare (as we outlined in our first email below) as well as for all SeaView and
Portuguese Bend Club residents. And of course that location would also present a definite safety hazard to
the established bike paths and the Coastal Commission approved access trails.

It would seem, in all good conscience, that the avoidance of any possible and likely future accidents or,
heaven forbid, fatalities would be a primary consideration that should outweigh any perceived
'inconveniences' due to Event parking (or whatever) at that Trump National Drive location.

In addition, it was mentioned at the first meeting that there will be another home development (in the future)
that will be accessed using the existing unpaved 'driveway' (that's just a few feet south of the 'alternate
solution' 'driveway' we're referring to) on Trump Nat'l Drive in this email. It would certainly make more sense
to have access to both developments from that location.

Thank you again for your consideration in this very important matter!
Sincerely,

Mike and Louise Shipman
3948 Admirable Dr. RPV

TSC Item #2 on Aug. 28 agenda to:
Traffic@rpvca.gov cityclerk@rpvca.gov
August 28, 2017
Dear Traffic Safety Committee Members,
Thank you for giving us the opportunity to address this critical issue.
As frequent trail users, we can't imagine that there is a safe way to add an intersection directly to and from PV

Dr. So. at that location. The safer alternative would be that the enter/exit point be established on Trump Nat'l
Dr. (see attachment).

The approval referred to by the applicant is over 20 years old! A lot has happened since then:

e Substantial growth in local population and number of residences

2



¢ A now vibrant Golden Cove which is a destination in itself

e Terranea, which we all love, now attracts world wide tourism and along with it, drivers who are
unfamiliar with PV Drive South. As you may know there is a natural tendency to increase speed after
driving through the slide

area.

¢ And let's not forget the safety aspect of our popular bike paths and trails

We can't pretend that these things didn't happen.

Also, we respectfully request a postponement and longer notice on this issue in the future. We just found out
this afternoon and we understand that, for many parents, today is the first day of school and some have
parent/teacher meetings scheduled.

Sincerely,

Mike and Louise Shipman
3948 Admirable Drive, RPV
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Nicole Jules

From: Mike Koerner <mkoerner@cox.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 02, 2017 5:24 PM

To: Traffic

Cc: Nicole Jules; So Kim; Ron Dragoo; Elias Sassoon; CC; Ara Mihranian;
Zach.Rehm@coastal.ca.gov

Subject: Proposed intersection on PV drive south

RPV Traffic Safety Committee,
Creating a new intersection on PV South between Schooner and Conqueror will cause accidents and injuries and expose
the city to significant financial liability.
Every new intersection brings added risks but this location seems particularly dangerous due to:

e The curved road which limits visibility ahead for drivers

e The proximity to the existing intersections at Schooner and Conqueror

e The increasingly heavy auto and truck traffic on PV south, especially in the mornings and evenings

e The heavy use of PV south by bicycles, frequently in groups, especially in the mornings and evenings

e The numerous runners along the coastal trail on the south side of PV South, especially in the mornings and

evenings

e The frequent coastal fog in this area, especially in the mornings and evenings
The proposed intersection puts drivers at risk as: 1) Slow moving cars exiting the proposed access road onto east-bound
PV South, distracted by east-bound bikes or costal trail runners, pull out in front of east-bound traffic; 2) East-bound cars
turning right onto the new access road slow suddenly or stop in the traffic lane due to east bound bicycles blocking
access to the right turn lane; 3) Cars turning left onto the new access road from the west-bound side of PV South,
distracted by east-bound bikes or runners crossing the intersection in either direction on the coastal trail, turn in front of
on-coming east-bound traffic; 4) Cars exiting the new access road in the west-bound direction - between bikes, trail
runners and east-bound traffic — are unlikely to be able to time their departure between west-bound traffic as well. This
means they will be using the proposed west-bound merging lane. The problem is that west-bound traffic doesn’t know
this is their intention and as a result may slow or stop for them, causing a hazard for cars behind them, or worse, swerve
to the right into west-bound bike traffic.
Much worse is the added risk to east-bound bikes from cars exiting and entering the new access road. Drivers often
don’t see bikes and turn left into them or pull out in front of them. These are my greatest fears on my weekly rides
around the peninsula, even though my speeds are much lower than those of younger riders.
There is a similar added risk for the trail runners, though significantly less than for bikes, again due to their lower speeds.
Again, though these risks are present at any intersection, they are amplified here by the confluence of the curved road,
existing nearby intersections, heavy traffic, the number of bikes and runners, and the unique weather.
There are two alternatives that would greatly reduce the risk associated with the added traffic from the new
development. One is to align the new access road with the existing service road on the south side of PV South and bring
the added cars out onto Yacht Harbor Drive and then onto PV South at the existing Schooner intersection. The other is
to bring these cars out onto Trump National Drive and then onto PV South at the existing Forrestal Intersection.
Although both of these options would be safer than adding a new intersection between Schooner and Conqueror, the
Trump National and Forrestal approach is the safer of the two as the Trump National and Forrestal intersection is wider
and more open, and offers much better visibility, than the Yacht Harbor and Schooner intersection.
Mike Koerner
4023 Exultant Dr.
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275
310-704-4332



Nicole Jules

From: STEVEN WILLIAMS <stedonwilly@cox.net>
Sent: Thursday, November 02, 2017 11:50 AM
To: Nicole Jules

Subject: Advantage of PV drive south access

Hello Nicole,

Presently, access to PV drive south from Sea View has been difficult at certain times of the day (AM / PM rush
hour)

Access from proposed Trump development onto PV drive south (east of schooner) might have a traffic
advantage, if there is a stop sign at the location. It might space traffic enough to allow Sea View folks to safely
enter PV drive south. A study of the impact might be worth while.

Regards

Steve Williams

4005 Exultant Drive (Sea View)



From: Michael Gibson

To: Nancy Penate

Subject: FW: 2017 Traffic Safety Committee Meeting September 25, 2017
Date: Thursday, September 21, 2017 8:52:51 AM

Are you getting these e-mails too?

Mike Gibson

Senior Administrative Analyst
Public Works Department
City of Rancho Palos Verdes
Ph: (310) 544-5247

E-mail: mikeg@rpvca.gov

From: Cathee Cohen [mailto:ubarcohen@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2017 10:20 PM

To: CityClerk <CityClerk@rpvca.gov>; Traffic <Traffic@rpvca.gov>; CC <CC@rpvca.gov>
Subject: 2017 Traffic Safety Committee Meeting September 25, 2017

Dear Traffic Safety Commission:
Re: Trump Development

We understand there is a proposed road to access 12 homes, a
walking trail and a bicycle trail.

We walk our dog over there on the dirt trail next to Palos
Verdes Drive South. We walk from San Pedro past the Trump
National Golf Course to view the beauty of the coastline.

Sometimes the dog pulls us ahead, sometimes we are pulling
the dog. Sometimes we stroll, sometimes we walk fast. We
were told that there is this little road proposed that will come
through the trail we walk on. The trail is next to a bicycle trail
that is on the street. On the weekends there are bike clubs that
come by us in vast amounts. Sometimes there are vast
amounts of very SMALL children and elderly on this trail.

| can not imagine a road turn in that quickly through the bikers


mailto:/O=CITY OF RANCHO PALOS VERDES/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=MICHAEL GIBSON303
mailto:npenate@rpvca.gov

and the walkers with dogs, baby carriages, etc.

Why don’t you all have the road that is already there, Trump
Drive, give access to the future homes and approved
trailheads for walkers and bikers? That road is already there?

We do not live here, but we really enjoy visiting. Thanks for
having those trails. We love the view.

| wonder if we had a little road to worry about, would we be
able to spend our time looking at the view, or watching cars
turning in at the last moment?

We are concerned!
Cathee and Irv, and the dog (past and present), too!



Nicole Jules

From: BJ <bjincab6@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, November 03, 2017 1:55 PM
To: Traffic; Nicole Jules; So Kim; Ron Dragoo; Elias Sassoon; CC; aram@rpv.gov;

Zach.Rehm@coastal.ca.gov; Erika Barber; WA6hxm@gmail.com; aliderek@gmail.com;
Mike and Louise

Subject: Re: Trump #50666 Nov 6 [Fw: #2 item Aug 28, 2017 Tract 50666 — Phase II hearing Sep
25] (now November 6)

November 3, 2017
To: Traffic Committee members, City Council Members, and to all it may concern:

We have been residents of Seaview since 1999, living on PVDS between Schooner and Conqueror. From our vantage
point, we can see traffic patterns on PVDS firsthand and can testify to the absurdity of allowing a driveway to be placed
at the proposed point. Moving forward with such an idea would put literally thousands of people PER DAY at risk of
injury or death.

Traffic is already fairly heavy on this stretch of road, particularly between 6:30AM and 9AM, and between 4PM and 6PM
(times are approximate). An intersection in the proposed place would provide untold opportunities for accidents,
because this area is frequented by pedestrians and runners on trails, bicyclists (sometimes as many as forty to fifty in
one large block), children playing in the area, residents walking their dogs, and many other forms of human interaction
which would be severely impacted by such an intersection.

It is my understanding that this plan was originally proposed in the late 1990’s. Having lived in our home since that
approximate time, we can tell you that traffic has increased along PVDS many fold in the intervening years. To construct
an intersection of this design in this area would be giving the green light to multiple tragedies in our community. The
proposed plan also brings with it many other objectionable qualities, which | believe others have enumerated in their
communications to you. While we agree with all of their concerns, the safety issues we have outlined in this email far
surpass even those other objections. View corridors, inconvenience to residents due to lights, and noise, are all
important, but the safety of residents cannot and should not be ignored. This intersection is a tragedy (or tragedies) just
waiting to happen - not “if”, but “when”.

We implore the approving bodies to reconsider this plan, and move the intersection, if it is to be constructed at all, to a
place where citizens of and visitors to our community are not put in peril on a daily basis.

Sincerely,

BJ & Bob Patterson

3951 Palos Verdes Dr. S.
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA
90275

310-544-3485
BJincab6@gmail.com



Nicole Jules

From: Kelvin Vanderlip <kelvin@vanderlip.org>

Sent: Tuesday, August 29, 2017 11:39 AM

To: Traffic

Subject: letter from Don Swanson read by Kelvin Vanderlip at the August 28th meeting for your
records

From: Don Swanson <don@fivestarlegal .com>
To: Kelvin Vanderlip <kelvin@vanderlip.org>
Subject: RE: Trump new road into P.V. Dr. South - Tract 50666

Isn’t it interesting that this new road “Costa de la Islas” is in fact removing the Islas — the island from
PVDS? As they say south of the border, no bueno.

These median islands have a special historical significance to Palos Verdes. When Frank Vanderlip developed
the peninsula, extra wide medians were installed along the arterial major roads: Palos Verdes Drive North, Palos
Verdes Drive West and Palos Verdes Drive South to add aesthetics of our community.

This city was founded after a community group, Save Our Coastline (SOC), sought to preserve our public land
for public use and open space. | suggest a new mission: Save Our Islands! Once they go away they will never
be brought back.

There is precedence for “no island crossover” along PV Drive South\West at the following locations:

Marilyn Ryan Park

Catalina View Garden

Clipper Road

Seawolf Drive

Albero Ct.

Via Capri

Berry Hill

Calle Endratero (the major entrance for Oceanfront Estates)

N~ E

One important point: There was no proper analysis presented within the traffic study of a left turn onto PVDS.
Therefore, there should be no left turn onto PVDS. And, the minimal benefits of a left turn into Costa de la
Islas are outweighed by safety and aesthetic concerns. Save Our Islands!

I would prefer access to Costa de la Islas from the Trump National Drive for a number of reasons:

o Safety of pedestrians and bicyclists along PVDS

e Reduce traffic of cars seeking coastal access

o From a safety, privacy and security perspective, accessing the properties from Trump National Drive is
preferable

In conclusion, if you must provide direct access to PVDS, make that a right turn only access and support Save
Our Islands!



Nicole Jules

From: Kelvin Vanderlip <kelvin@vanderlip.org>

Sent: Friday, November 03, 2017 3:31 PM

To: Traffic

Cc: PublicWorks; Doug Willmore; Steve Stewart; David Gakenheimer; Robert Voll

Subject: A public comment not included - Fwd: My comments at the August 28 2017 Tract
50666 Costa de las Islas hearing

Attachments: Trump PW review IMG_20170424_085602.jpg

Dear Traffic Safety Commission,

On 14 September | submitted comments regarding the proposed Costa de la Islas access road into Palos Verdes

Drive South in an email addressed to your Commission . | was surprised to find that this email is not included in
the public correspondence package for the November 6th Traffic Safety Commission hearing. Would you be so

kind as to add the email below to the published public comments for this meeting?

Please note that there is an image attached to this email, which | hope will be reproduced as well.
Thank you,

Kelvin Vanderlip

-------- Forwarded Message --------
Subject:My comments at the August 28 2017 Tract 50666 Costa de las Islas hearing
Date:Thu, 14 Sep 2017 16:04:27 -0700
From:Kelvin Vanderlip <kelvin@vanderlip.org>
To:Traffic@rpvca.gov
CC:Doug Wilmore <dwillmore@rpvca.gov>

Dear Traffic Safety Commission,

Thank you for hosting your August 28th meeting, which included an agenda item on the proposed vested Tract
50666 access road ("Costa de la Islas") into Palos Verdes Drive South ("The Drive"). Your members listened to
many public comments on the developer's Albert Gover & Associates traffic study ("The Study").

The Study discusses the impacts on automobile flow created by a new street, Costa de la Islas, which will enter
the south side of The Drive between the Portuguese Bend Club and Trump National Drive. | believe The Study
was requested of the developer by the City, and was then commissioned by, and submitted to, the City by the
developer. The Study's cover letter is on Trump National Golf Club letterhead.
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I support the Traffic Safety Committee's role of reviewing and commenting on The Study, and of reporting their
findings back to City departments and Council. With the many public comments made to date (including mine
below), I hope the Committee will seek a more rigorous analysis to deal with these issues left open in The
Study:

1. The Study is a traffic flow analysis, not a safety analysis. The effect of new road is not just about
congestion, it is about public safety.

2. The Study does not consider any alternatives, including creating an access to Tract 50666 from Trump
National Drive.

3. The developer shows modifications to the median of Palos Verdes Drive South for left turns. There is no

existing plan to make such a change to open up the median of The Drive, so The Study is based on a

hypothetical, ambiguously defined road system.

The Study ignores bicycle safety.

The Study ignores the effects of West Bluff trail access.

The Study ignores pedestrians, hikers, dogs and children.

The Study does not consider the impact of this new street other nearby roads intersecting The Drive.

The Study does not realistically analyze truck and emergency vehicle traffic.

N o gk

I summarize below the reasons that caused me to raise the above issues at your meeting, in the hope that these
thoughts might be included in your comments forwarded to the City departments.

1. The Study is a traffic flow analysis, not a safety analysis.

The last City-related traffic safety study | saw concerned traffic light synchronization on Hawthorne Boulevard.
It analyzed the effect of a change in roadway conditions based on actual accident statistics. That study explicitly
explored the effect of the change in roadway infrastructure on accident frequency for motorists and pedestrians.

In the developer's Study, except for a discussion of sight lines, there is no safety analysis. We are simply
assured that we will be at grade D or C from a traffic flow point of view. The Study is not about traffic safety,
it is about traffic flow. The narrow scope of this Study makes it useless as a tool for reasonably discussing the
safety aspects of the left and right lane pullouts, the removal of the central median, the crossing of bicycle lanes,
and removing pedestrians walkways. The Study lacks an accurate plan of changes to The Drive. This omission
means we really do not know what we are trying to understand or analyze.

I hope the City will request, from the developer, or from the City's own consultants, a detailed safety analysis
of the changes proposed to streets owned by the City which are affected by Tract 50666, based on engineered
plans for the intersection with The Drive.

2. The Study does not consider access to Tract 50666 from Trump National Drive

In April 2017 | saw a hand-written note on a Costa de la Islas plan which had been reviewed by the Public
Works department. The Public Works engineer had crossed out, in red, the Costa de la Islas access road and
drawn in a replacement access road off Trump National Drive. A photo of this document is attached. The note
on the plan states: "To avoid conflict with arterial roadway traffic, access through Trump National Drive".
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It was stated in the meeting that the developer will use Trump National Drive to access his new lots during
grading and construction, but that once the tract is complete, the new homes will no longer have a road to
Trump National Drive. They will only be able to use the new Costa de la Islas intersection with The Drive.

I assume that the developer wants to stick with the vested tract map for Tract 50666 because any deviation from
that plan would potentially open a lengthy, risky and expensive tract plan review by the City should any agency
or member of the public decided to use this change as an opportunity to try to stop the development and damage
the developer's entitlements.

It is unfortunate that a simple change to the tract map, disconnecting Costa de la Islas from The Drive, and
connecting it instead to Trump National Drive, might have such consequences. If ever there was an
opportunity for the City staff and Council to exhibit flexibility and creativity, this is their chance: figure
out how to protect the developer's entitlements while getting a change in the end-point of the Costa de la
Islas road away from The Drive.

3. The developer shows an unplanned modification to the median of Palos Verdes Drive South for left turns.

The Study depicts a (new) left turn pullout lane cut into the north side of the central median of The Drive, and a
(new) opening in the central median, allowing ingress and egress to the Costa de la Islas street from the
westbound lane of The Drive.

As the median is outside of the area of Tract 50666, is seems it would be the City's, not the developer's, decision
as to how and where to modify The Drive. | am curious as to why the developer’s Study showed a modified
median.

| believe safety would by increased by not modifying the central median of The Drive at all. Costa de la Islas
should have right turn access only. The median of The Drive should be left intact, except for the work to
improve bicycle safety. Cutting a new westbound left turn lane, and removing the central median entirely for
115" (my best guess from measuring the plan on The Study page 2/16) to allow residents on Costa de la Islas to
turn left onto The Drive will decrease safety. | do not expect anyone to take my word for this, so | hereby ask
the Traffic Safety Committee to recommend to th City and Council that a specific traffic safety study be made,
by the City, to prove that a proposed left turn access for Costa de la Islas is an acceptable risk to all of us —
neighbors, drivers, pedestrians, bicyclists and hikers alike.

The City has a funded capital improvement project to narrow the central median of The Drive so as to allow
wider bike lanes. I hope work on this safety project proceeds quickly, and is not delayed, nor used to create a
new gap in the median of The Drive.

4. The Study ignores bicycle safety.

There is no analysis of bicycle safety in The Study. Nothing in the study considers the common scenario of
drivers, waiting to pull out of Costa de la Islas, looking in both directions at cars coming at them at 40 to 50
mph on The Drive. These drivers will have to "punch out™ to get into a slot in the traffic. Occasionally, this will
happen when an unnoticed bicyclist happens to pass in front of them. No one should be subjected to this risk.
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It will be a major project to protect drivers and bicycles from each other at the narrow, high speed, complex left
and right turn intersection proposed by The Study.

Similarly, there is no analysis of the effect of the proposed eastbound right turn lane on bicycle safety. The right
turn pullout will cut right across the bicycle lane. It is ambiguous whether this a new right turn lane is or not in
The Study, but in any event Costa de la Islas will impact bicyclists in a major way.

5. The Study ignores the West BIuff trail access

A hiking trail head leads south off the beginning of Costa de la Islas. This will attract more drivers into the
street. These visitors will be looking for parking, and if none is found they will have to merge back into The
Drive. The impact of these trail-head trips is ignored in The Study.

6. The Study ignores pedestrians

Many residents and visitors walk on the trail by Trump National on the south side of The Drive. This trail is not
paved, and once past the Trump driving range the walkway is sheltered from the sun by trees planted along the
Portuguese Bend Club. In order to provide a right turn pullout lane, the width of the pedestrian trail will have to
be reduced, and trees removed, to make room for the new pavement. Pedestrians will have to look both ways for
cars traveling on The Drive which might be bound for Costa de la Islas. The loss of the trail along The Drive for
+/- 100" is both an aest<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>