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Eric (Roderico) Villanueva <eric.villanueva@lacity.org>

Council file number 18-0057 Fwd: Beachwood survey 
1 message

Christine Kent <ckent321@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 18, 2018 at 10:27 AM
To: Christine Kent <ckent321@gmail.com>, clerk.artscommittee@lacity.org

Forwarding email sent to Dixon for public record - Dear Council Members - I did not see any of the many emails I sent to
Dixon and CD4 so I ask why the follwoing options were not considered in the study to help improve the hollywood sign
seekers experience, community safety and overall traffic flow to an official park opening.  I also ask that opening Mt.
Hollywood be re-opened to shuttle sign seekers to Mulholland trail. These 3 concepts direct people to the park by
utilizinng official park entrances - as opposed to sending thousands of people into Beachwood Canyon - a
RESIDENTIALLY ZONED AREA - where there are no legal entrance points.   
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Christine Kent <ckent321@gmail.com> 
Date: Thu, Jan 18, 2018 at 10:19 AM 
Subject: Re: Beachwood survey 
To: Emily Kwatinetz <emily@dixonresourcesunlimited.com> 
Cc: Dan Pearce <dan@dixonresourcesunlimited.com>, Julie Dixon <Julie@dixonresourcesunlimited.com> 
 
 
Dear Dixon Team - I read with great interest the report that was published yesterday.  Unfortunately with the holidays and
such I was unable to meet with you but would still appreciate the opportunity to point out some areas and different ideas
to you.  What would it take to get these included into the mix - or have they already been vetted and rejected?  I'll quickly
point out two below: 
 
1) The Bronson caves - located at the end of Canyon to the right of the Brush Canyon trail head: Perhaps you didn;t get
into that area during the data collection - but not only are the caves super cool - there's a wonderful view of the Hollywood
sign from this vantage point.  The access is in place, it's an easy walk to get that photo, a shuttle could even bring photo
seekers in there - or the upper lot could be metered and used for short term parking.  This are could also be a otential site
for a welcome center, concession and the permanent restrooms that were recommende for that area. 
 
2) Accessing the Hollyridge trail from/near the Girls Camp - similar the the idea presented at Lake HW to provide
Wonderview some relief - new trails could be created from within Girls Camp/on the perimeter to connect with the
Hollyrdge trail and connect well beyond anyone's home - like the Wonderview idea this would require the same study/care
- except this land is already RAP land - not DWP.  Having this option in addition to Brush Trail would provide a shorter
route to the sign - that is in keeping with the distance from the top of Beachwood that is no longer allowable.   
 
 I look forward to your reply - and I'm glad to physically show you these areas as well as provide topo maps for both
areas.    
 
On Tue, Dec 5, 2017 at 5:49 PM, Emily Kwatinetz <emily@dixonresourcesunlimited.com> wrote: 

Hi Christine,

 

We could do tomorrow at 3 or 4pm, Thursday at 3pm, or Friday at 11am. Let me know what works best for you all, and I
will send a calendar invite with a conference call number.

 

Thank you,

 

Emily Kwatinetz

Dixon Resources Unlimited

mailto:ckent321@gmail.com
mailto:emily@dixonresourcesunlimited.com
mailto:dan@dixonresourcesunlimited.com
mailto:Julie@dixonresourcesunlimited.com
mailto:emily@dixonresourcesunlimited.com
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206-499-8183

 

From: Christine Kent <ckent321@gmail.com> 
Date: Tuesday, December 5, 2017 at 9:04 AM 
To: Emily Kwatinetz <emily@DixonResourcesUnlimited.com> 
Cc: Dan Pearce <dan@DixonResourcesUnlimited.com>, Julie Dixon
<Julie@DixonResourcesUnlimited.com> 
Subject: Re: Beachwood survey

 

Hi Emily - checking in with you to see what your avail is this week.  Some of my neighbors may want to call in as well. 
Please give us a few days/time to work with - thanks!  Christine

 

On Tue, Nov 28, 2017 at 9:13 AM, Emily Kwatinetz <emily@dixonresourcesunlimited.com> wrote:

Hi Christine, 
 
Are you available this Thursday at 2:00pm for a phone call? Or I have a decent amount of availability next week.
Feel free to suggest a time. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Emily Kwatinetz 
Dixon Resources Unlimited 
206-499-8183

 
On 11/28/17, 6:52 AM, "Christine Kent" <ckent321@gmail.com> wrote: 
 
    Thank you Julie and I look forward to hearing from you Julie.  Christine kent. 
 
    Sent from my iPhone 
 
    > On Nov 26, 2017, at 7:53 PM, Julie Dixon <Julie@DixonResourcesUnlimited.com> wrote: 
    > 
    > Hello Christine 
    > I am copying my colleagues on this response.  I will be on the road this week, but will ask Emily to coordinate a
time to talk with you.  Hopefully, I will be available, but regardless, Emily will be able to follow up with you. 
    > 
    > Thanks 
    > 
    > Julie Dixon 
    > (213) 716-6933 
    > 
    > -----Original Message----- 
    > From: Christine Kent [mailto:ckent321@gmail.com] 
    > Sent: Sunday, November 26, 2017 10:47 AM 
    > To: Julie Dixon <Julie@DixonResourcesUnlimited.com> 
    > Subject: Beachwood survey 
    > 
    > Hi Julie.  You were given (in a Hollywood land Facebook thread) in Kris Sullivan's post as the contact for the
recent survey.  I live at the very end of beachwood and would like to meet with you.  I will be in Los Angeles next
week.  Can we set up a call some time next week.  Thank you.  Christine 
    > 
    > Sent from my iPhone 
 

tel:(206)%20499-8183
mailto:ckent321@gmail.com
mailto:emily@dixonresourcesunlimited.com
tel:206-499-8183
mailto:ckent321@gmail.com
tel:%28213%29%20716-6933
mailto:ckent321@gmail.com
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--

Sincerely, 
 
Christine Kent 
323 871-1454 Office 
323 333-8371 Cell

 
 
 
--  
Sincerely, 
 
Christine Kent 
323 871-1454 Office 
323 333-8371 Cell 
 
 
 
--  
Sincerely, 
 
Christine Kent 
323 871-1454 Office 
323 333-8371 Cell 

tel:(323)%20871-1454
tel:(323)%20333-8371


 

 

 
 
June 18, 2018 
 
RE:  CF 18-0057 – Griffith Park Mobility and Access 
 
 
Dear Councilmembers of the Arts, Entertainment, Parks and River Committee: 
 
As Friends of Griffith Park evaluated the proposed Dixon strategies, we endeavored to balance 
the necessity of reduced residential impacts with the goals of protecting the natural and treasured 
urban wilderness we know as Griffith Park for future generations to appreciate. Friends defends 
the principles set forth by its benefactor, Griffith J. Griffith, to keep the park natural, free, and 
accessible to all. 
 
The park represents the largest expanse of open space in the entire eastern Santa Monica 
Mountains and contains the largest reserve of natural habitat in the central Los Angeles Basin. 
Friends has sponsored more than a dozen scientific surveys and studies over the last decade.  As 
strategies unfold and are considered, Friends of Griffith Park and our advisors are eager to share 
our hands-on experience and our knowledgebase of the park’s flora and fauna to assure proposed 
strategies are environmentally sound. 
  
We considered, as best possible, the limited information provided, and are providing comments 
on these important seven items initially assessed in the June 15, 2018 feasibility report:  
 
Strategy 2.1 Electric shuttle service connecting Metro with Hollyridge Trail  
We fully support the finding for this strategy.  The use of public transportation and shuttles, 
rather than private vehicles entering residential areas and the park, is a fundamental objective. 
This strategy wholly fulfills that goal. Further, this particular place of park entry highly appeals 
to tourists since it is a very short hike to a favorite Hollywood sign viewing area. Visitors would 
also have the opportunity to hike further, if they wish, knowing that public transportation will be 
available upon their return. 
 
This location is a sound choice for entry into the park because Hollyridge Trail is a wide fire 
road.  With proper guidance, including signage and viewing area containment, visitors are not 
likely to cause significant impact to the habitat here, since off-trail temptations are very minimal 
due to the terrain itself. 
 
Strategy 2.2 Implement the alternative access trail plan at Beachwood 
We disagree with the findings.  For similar reasons as above, hikers should be allowed to access 
Hollyridge Trail from the Beachwood area. The electric shuttle plan is a rock-solid proposal, but 
is no substitute for traditional entry to a public park by foot.  The conclusion drawn in this 



 

 

feasibility study may have occurred due to incorrect information, and we respectfully ask that the 
feasibility of this strategy be reassessed because:  
 

1. The report incorrectly states that, “the Judge instructed the closure” of the gate.  To be 
accurate, the judge enjoined and ordered the City “to provide public pedestrian access to 
the Hollyridge Trail, at a location as closest to the start of the subject easement….as is 
practicable.”  

 
2. The report inaccurately implies that private property would need to be acquired in order 

to execute an alternate access route which also fulfills the Court’s requirements. We 
dispute this claim based upon County and City property records.   

 
3. The alternate access plan described in the Dixon Strategies Report is not the same plan 

supported by many citizens, as well as adopted by organizations including Friends of 
Griffith Park, Griffith Park Advisory Board, Hollywood United Neighborhood Council, 
Oaks Homeowners Association, and Beachwood Canyon Neighborhood Association.  

 
4. The preferred plan is the one which was highly circulated in June 2017. It includes 

modular steps or switchback trail which would direct hikers up a 50-foot vertical rise 
from the existing entrance’s east side fence to the old Hollyridge Trail. This plan is 
simple and would shield sensitive habitat from impacts. See attached, as this specific plan 
should be reconsidered by the pertinent city departments. 

 
Pedestrian access near the Beachwood gate is sorely missed by many local residents since it was 
lost in April 2017. Several moved to the Beachwood area specifically to have convenient public 
access to the park’s trails. Closing pedestrian park access is contrary to goals of Recreation and 
Parks and the General Plan’s Open Space Element. Los Angeles’s national ranking for providing 
walkable park access is very low, yet has improved over the last decade. We hope the positive 
trend will not be reversed because of decisions of convenience made by the City.  
 
Strategy 3.1 Extend DASH line and shuttle routes to and from highly congested areas 
We support the findings in favor of these measures in theory to reduce vehicular traffic in and 
around the park. We await further analysis and ideas to take shape. As active participates in the 
planning of the Observatory circulation plan, we have seen the advantages of DASH over private 
vehicles. 
 
Strategy 1.4 Install a sidewalk along Canyon Drive 
We support the findings in favor of these safety improvements. To keep Bronson Canyon as 
natural as possible, we believe a decomposed granite (DG) walkway should be implemented, 
likely at a lower cost than concrete. This also will help protect the giant California sycamore 
trees which will be in close proximity to the walkway. We also support a traffic-calming all-way 
stop at Carolus and Canyon, to allow safe crossings at a distance from gate where there is limited 
visibility.  
 
 



 

 

Strategy 6.3 Implement paid parking and/or time limits 
We withhold agreement with the findings at this time. Paid parking at the Observatory area 
where 278 car spaces charge rent of $4 per hour is not the same model as that which may be 
imposed in areas such as Lake Hollywood and Bronson Canyon. The goal should be to reduce 
the number of vehicles entering these areas, and we fail to see how parking lot charges in close 
proximity to residents will do this effectively. We encourage the City to work directly with those 
affected communities. We warn that charging for parking may result in an undesirable volume of 
car-sharing operations (doubling the amount of traffic) and/or necessitate PPDs. We also suggest 
that any parking lot improvements incorporate permeable surfaces and be designed in context 
with the natural surroundings, particularly in the Bronson riparian area. 
 
Strategy 7.2 Develop a Hollywood Sign Viewing Center 
We strongly support the findings. A visitor center could provide a viewing platform, a hub for 
advice and information regarding viewing the Hollywood Sign, and a launching site for shuttles. 
 
Strategy 3.3 Aerial Tram  
There is inadequate information to consider our position of support or opposition for the aerial 
tram strategy. In fact, it seems incomprehensible that a conclusion of feasibility is even possible 
at this time. There seems not to be the foggiest concept of its launching area, its path, its 
platform(s), and its dollar and environmental costs! 
 
Strategy 7.3 Build a Hollywood Sign view platform 
There is also inadequate information to consider our position on built platforms, whether 
incorporated into an aerial transit system or not. Habitat conservation and impacts of the wildlife 
that surrounds viewing platforms is a major concern. Any built viewing platforms should ideally 
be located at already developed areas, if in the park itself. Any argument that visitors can 
somehow be contained on a built platform that is within a wilderness area is a weak notion. 
 
As always, Friends of Griffith Park will continue to work closely with Recreation and Parks, 
Council District 4 and partnering community groups to reduce impacts to residents, enhance the 
park visitor experience, and to protect the urban wilderness experience of Griffith Park which is 
its greatest asset. 
 
Sincerely, 
  

 
Gerry Hans           Marian Dodge 
VP, Science & Conservation         President 
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Eric (Roderico) Villanueva <eric.villanueva@lacity.org>

Council file number 18-0057 Griffith Park/Beachwood Canyon Entrance
Closure/Bronson Canyon Impact 
1 message

Michael Zelniker <aionpic@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 18, 2018 at 9:39 AM
To: Clerk.ArtsCommittee@lacity.org
Cc: Alexander Heineman <aheineman@gmail.com>, "Holmes,Elishia" <Elishia.Holmes@univfilms.com>, Dea Lawrence
<dlawrence@variety.com>, Jason Greenwald <greenscribe@hotmail.com>

To Whom it May Concern,
 
All of what I'm about to communicate has been previously communicated to Shannon Prior and David Ryu many
times. None of my concerns, and the concerns of my neighbors, appear to be heard at all by our representatives. It
has been a very frustrating experience. If I didn't have to be at work today at 2:30, I would be at today's council
meeting. I would also appreciate if my email is read into the record of today's proceedings. 
 
I live at 2556 Canyon Drive just above Spring Oak and just outside the entrance to Griffith Park off of Canyon
Drive. When the entrance to Griffith Park off of Beachwood Canyon was closed last year, the impact on those of
us living in Bronson Canyon has been simply disastrous. Our relatively quiet neighborhood has been destroyed.  
 
All of us understand that we are living near an access point to our beloved Griffith Park and as such there will be
some traffic, both vehicular and foot, running through our neighborhood as people seek to access the park. I have
lived on Canyon Drive for 7 years now and I never ever heard one complaint from anyone in the neighborhood about
this. We were happy to share access to the park.
 
Then for a reason that is still not clear to many of us, the entrance to the Hollyridge Trail off of Beachwood
Canyon was closed. The court ruling remains a mystery to us and the City's change in position does as well. All I can
say is that the closure of that entrance created an exponential increase in the traffic turning our neighborhood
into something completely unrecognizable.  
 
The overwhelming majority of residents of Beachwood Canyon and all the surrounding canyons want the
entrance to the park off of Beachwood Canyon restored. All the stakeholders to Griffith Park and the
various neighborhood associations want the entrance restored. That way access to the park, and the burden
that comes with that access, is shared among ALL possible entrances and residents. And yet the voices of the
overwhelming majority are not being heard. 
 
By closing the Beachwood Canyon entrance to Griffith Park, all the surrounding neighborhoods have been negatively
impacted. Because a few noisy residents of Beachwood Canyon prevailed, shared access to the park has been
interrupted. 
 
At a time when our democracy is literally in play nationally, it is shameful to see that a noisy minority in the City of
Los Angeles is dominating policy around this issue. I sincerely hope there are more meetings concerning this issue
at times when those of who work can actually attend. I sincerely hope that someone other than David Ryu
addresses this issue with me and my neighbors. David Ryu has done nothing to address our concerns. He is not
working in the interests of the overwhelming majority of his constituents.  
 
Recommendations: We need restricted parking on Canyon Drive between Spring Oak and the park. That should also
apply to the small streets that run into Canyon Drive. We need speed humps along Canyon Drive between Spring
Oak and the park. I have already filed the paperwork and application forms a few months ago and am now waiting

https://maps.google.com/?q=2556+Canyon+Drive&entry=gmail&source=g
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to hear back .whether this will take place. We need a sidewalk between the entrance to the park and the place
where the sidewalk ends on Canyon Drive. But these are only cosmetic fixes compared to the real solution. 
 
Most importantly, an entrance to the Hollyridge Trail off of Beachwood Canyon needs to be restored. This
is the will of the overwhelming majority of residents, to say nothing of the general public seeking to access
Griffith Park off of Beachwood. That way the burden of all of this traffic is equitably shared among all of
us lucky enough to live in close proximity to our beloved Griffith Park.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Zelniker 
 
--  
Michael Zelniker
323-851-5289 (office)
323-481-3962 (cell) 
twitter: @michaelzelniker 
michaelzelniker.wordpress.com

http://michaelzelniker.wordpress.com/
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Eric (Roderico) Villanueva <eric.villanueva@lacity.org>

file number 18-0057 
1 message

René Auberjonois <wimmz@thetrak.com> Mon, Jun 18, 2018 at 9:19 AM
To: Clerk.ArtsCommittee@lacity.org

I write in support of Recommendation 10. 
Something must be done to solve this unacceptable situation before someone is seriously hurt or killed. 
Thanks you for your prompt attention to this matter. 
 
Rene Auberjonois 
3629 Wonder View Drive 
LA  CA  90068
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Eric (Roderico) Villanueva <eric.villanueva@lacity.org>

Council file Number 18-0057 
1 message

Kris Sullivan <ksullivan22@roadrunner.com> Mon, Jun 18, 2018 at 7:19 AM
To: Clerk.ArtsCommittee@lacity.org
Cc: Shannon Prior <shannon.prior@lacity.org>, Sarah Dusseault <sarah.dusseault@lacity.org>

Council members of the  Arts, Entertainment, Parks, & River Committee, Los Angeles City Council: 
 
I am writing in response to the the report back from City departments regarding the strategies proposed in Dixon
Resources Unlimited's Comprehensive Strategies Report. 
 
I am commenting particularly on Strategy 2.2: Implement the alternate access trail plan at North Beachwood Drive.
 
I am a long-time resident of Beachwood Canyon and have had the privilege of access to Griffith Park from my
home. Access to the Park is extremely important to me, and I know that the same is true of a great many of my neighbors—a strong
majority, I believe, though perhaps not possessed of the most strident voices.  
 
The report from various City agencies on the Dixon study stated that in February, 2017, a Los Angeles Superior Court
judge ruled that pedestrians using this route were blocking access to Sunset.  What this report leaves out is important.
The judge also added this: 
 
The Court enjoined the City from “precluding ingress or egress of vehicles relating to 
Sunset Ranch (i.e., its employees, vendors, customers, and boarders)” from the Beachwood Canyon Entrance, but also
ordered that the City to “provide public pedestrian access to the Hollyridge Trail, at a location as closest to the start of the
subject easement (i.e., the location of the Beachwood gate, . . .) or at the pre-2001 access point (from Hollyridge Drive),”
(Preliminary Injunction Order page 2, lines 1 – 9) 
 
In addition, RAP concluded in their reaction to the Dixon study that the adjoining property is private and that it would lead
to extensive litigation and it would be expensive to create an alternative access plan. 
The City property maps of the area show that the land around the current gate is Park Property.  Several of us have
created an alternate plan for pedestrian access to the Hollyridge Trail that is on public land and is in agreement with the
Court stipulation of February 13, 2017.  RAP claims that creating an alternative access trailhead plan would
be expensive.  The preliminary plan designed by a civil engineer has already been designed. Both GPAB and HUNC
approved this plan overwhelmingly in 2017.  In addition, 2 neighborhood organizations, the Beachwood Canyon
Neighborhood Association and the Oaks, and the non-profit Friends of Griffith Park support this plan.  Please see
attached Alternative Access to Hollyridge Trail proposal which also shows the City map demonstrating that public land
surrounds the gate and can be used to access the Park as it has been for over 70 years.
 
 
 
RAP also has concluded that other pedestrian access points to the Hollyridge Trail can be just as effective.  RAP is not
stating what these access points are, but the main access point would be from the Observatory and that hike is not a few
hundred feet, but a few miles.  We don’t believe that is feasible for the general public and prevents access to Griffith Park
from other locations.
 
Access to public parks is a very important need for Angelenos.  In fact the Los Angeles Times published a strong editorial
in support of public access at this very location.  http://www.latimes.com/opinion/editorials/la-ed-griffith-park-access-
20170503-story.html
We are park deficient and the statistics prove it.  We are #66 out of all urban areas in the US for parks.http://parkscore.
tpl.org/rankings.php#sm.000k7ktve10xifp31039q1xo318tz
Cutting off access at this point is going in the wrong direction.   
 
We also support electric shuttles in Hollywoodland to meet the goal of lowering the number of vehicles on the road.  We
also believe that promoting hikers instead of vehicles is vital. These goals are in line with Mayor Garcetti’s Sustainability
Plan.  https://www.lamayor.org/sustainability  Its main target is to cut greenhouse emissions by 45% by 2025.  If we are to
meet that number,  we need to start immediately.  The Olympics are right around the corner which will see the influx of
thousands of people, most of whom will want to travel up Beachwood Drive to get the view of the Sign that is famous
world-wide.  Combining electric shuttles with increasing the number of  pedestrians and hikers will serve both to ease

http://www.latimes.com/opinion/editorials/la-ed-griffith-park-access-20170503-story.html
http://parkscore.tpl.org/rankings.php#sm.000k7ktve10xifp31039q1xo318tz
https://www.lamayor.org/sustainability
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congestion and mitigate the factors leading to climate change.   
 
Kris Sullivan 
2934 Hollyridge Drive 
Los Angeles, CA 90068
 
 

Proposed Hollyridge Trail access - email.pdf 
4594K

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=6da442a5b6&view=att&th=16413445b9cc9452&attid=0.1.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw


Proposed Access to the Hollyridge 
Trail from Beachwood Drive

June	2017	
	



Study	Area	

Source:		USGS	topographic	map,	2016	



Source:		page	2	of	the	court	order	

Court	Order	from	Feb.	3rd,	
2017	direc;ng	the	City	to	
provide	access	to	the	
Hollyridge	trail	near	the	
Beachwood	gate	



Source:		zimas.lacity.org	

Current	loca;on	of	tax-
payer	funded	
Gate	for	the	private	
business,	Sunset	Ranch	

Proposed	general	loca;on	of	
access	point	to	Hollyridge	Trail	



Source:		zimas.lacity.org	

Proposed	access	to	the	Hollyridge	Trail	by	
transforming	one	of	the	three	fence	panels	into	a	
pedestrian	gate.		

Exis;ng	loca;on	of	gate	
for	previous	trail	access	



N	Beachwood	Dr.	

To	Sun
set	Ra

nch	

Source:		from	Los	Angeles	Zimas	system	and	from	Google	Earth,	imagery	date	10/18/2016	

Current	loca;on	of	tax-
payer	funded	
Gate	for	the	private	
business,	Sunset	Ranch	

Hollyri
dge	Tr

ail	

Proposed	access	to	Hollyridge	
Trail	without	u;lizing	the	
exis;ng	gate	to	Sunset	Ranch	



N	Beachwood	Dr.	

Source:		USGS	topographic	map,	Burbank	panel,	and	Google	Earth,	imagery	date	10/18/2016	

Current	loca;on	of	tax-
payer	funded	
Gate	for	the	private	
business,	Sunset	Ranch	

Hollyri
dge	Tr

ail	

Eleva;on	difference	from	boQom	
to	top	of	proposed	Trail	access,	as	
es;mated	from	USGS	topographic	
maps	and	Google	Earth	data	

Eleva;on:		941’	

Eleva;on:		891’	

Overall	eleva;on	change:		50’	



Proposed	access	in	front	of	the	gate	by	removing	a	
fence	panel	(within	City/Griffith	Park	property)		

Proposed	trailhead	access	
to	the	Hollyridge	Trail.		
The	eleva;on	gain	is	
roughly	50’	ver;cal.		Trail	
access	would	be	achieved	
by	a	series	of	switchbacks	
and/or	installa;on	of	
modular	stairs.		

Source:		from	Los	Angeles	Zimas	system	and	from	Google	Earth,	imagery	date	10/18/2016	

Summary	
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Eric (Roderico) Villanueva <eric.villanueva@lacity.org>

Council file number 18-0057 
1 message

Mathias Sapper <msapper@me.com> Mon, Jun 18, 2018 at 9:03 PM
To: Clerk.ArtsCommittee@lacity.org

My proposal to you is to build a blind underneath of the Hollywood sign. 
If the sign is only partially visible from top of Deronda Drive, Mullholland Hwy and Castillo de Lago then all these people
wouldn’t be coming here. 
A blind like a terrace where in the future maybe you can install lights to illuminate the sign from below. If done right the
sign’s view would be blocked by those looking up at the sign at a steep angle like you do when being on top of Deronda
Drive. The view from afar would be unchanged. The people on Beachwood Drive and Franklin Ave would see the sign
clearly. 
 
Mathias Sapper 
3200 Deronda Drive 
LA, CA 90068 
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Moderator's spam report for Clerk.ArtsCommittee@lacity.org 
1 message

noreply-spamdigest via Clerk Arts Committee <Clerk.ArtsCommittee@lacity.org> Mon, Jun 18, 2018 at 5:17 PM
Reply-To: noreply-spamdigest@google.com
To: Spam moderators <Clerk.ArtsCommittee+managers@lacity.org>

This message is being sent to you because you are a moderator of the group Clerk.ArtsCommittee. 
 
The following suspicious messages were sent to your group, but are being held in your moderation queue because they
are classified as likely spam messages. 
 
If you take no action, all the messages below will be discarded automatically as spam. 
 
However, if you see any messages that are not spam below, you may approve them individually by going to: 
 
http://groups.google.com/a/lacity.org/group/Clerk.ArtsCommittee/pendmsg 
 
Please do not mark this notification as spam; this is a service for group moderators. If you do not wish to receive these
notifications in the future, you may change your preferences by going to: 
 
http://groups.google.com/a/lacity.org/group/Clerk.ArtsCommittee/manage_post 
 
 
------- 1 of 1  ------- 
Subject: Fwd: pls include in the public record item 18-0057 ( we were just informed of this agenda item at 4:30 today!) 
From: Christine OBrien <obriencmills@icloud.com> 
Date: Jun 15 06:22PM -0700 
 
 
 
Approve: http://groups.google.com/a/lacity.org/group/Clerk.ArtsCommittee/pendmsg?view=full&pending_id=
4345717048112084928 
 
 
For more information about this message, please visit: 
https://support.google.com/groups/answer/2466386 
 

http://groups.google.com/a/lacity.org/group/Clerk.ArtsCommittee/pendmsg
http://groups.google.com/a/lacity.org/group/Clerk.ArtsCommittee/manage_post
mailto:obriencmills@icloud.com
http://groups.google.com/a/lacity.org/group/Clerk.ArtsCommittee/pendmsg?view=full&pending_id=4345717048112084928
https://support.google.com/groups/answer/2466386
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1 message

christina capps <roodog1989@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 18, 2018 at 1:45 PM
To: Clerk.ArtsCommittee@lacity.org

WE NEED TO PERMANENTLY CLOSE THE WONDER-VIEW GATE! 
IT IS ONLY A MATTER IF TIME UNTIL A HIKER WITH HEADSETS IS HURT OR KILLED BY A DRIVER ON THIS
SMALL, SIDEWALKLESS, CURVY STREET.  
 
PLEASE REVIEW THE LACK OF STUDY OF THE CEQA FOR THE WONDER VIEW TRAIL, and Also THE PROPOSAL
OF ANY NEW TRAIL HEADS CROSSING THE LAST WILDLIFE HABITAT AREA.  
 
A TRAIL AND FACILITIES FROM THE FOREST LAWN SIDE IS IDEAL.  
 
 CHRISTINA KAY CAPPS 
3615 WONDER VIEW DRIVE 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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File Number 18-0057 — Hollyridge Trailhead Access 
1 message

'Paul Marchegiani' via Clerk Arts Committee <Clerk.ArtsCommittee@lacity.org> Mon, Jun 18, 2018 at 12:43 PM
Reply-To: Paul Marchegiani <boaltman@yahoo.com>
To: clerk.artscommittee@lacity.org

I am a resident of Beachwood Canyon, and an attorney.  I live only a few houses away from the
Hollyridge Trailhead, and I am deeply disappointed in the study's ill-informed response to strategy
2.2, for the following reasons: 
 
(1)  Unfortunately, the plans and report badly misstate the 2017 judicial order regarding the
Beachwood entrance to the Hollyridge Trail.  It did not order that the gate be closed; that was and
continues to be the decision of the City in response to the judge's ruling.  To the contrary, the judge
ruled that the land on which the locked gate was erected was in fact a non-exclusive easement,
and urged a compromise.  A new trailhead could be easily cut just past the gate, within public land
to avoid unnecessary disruption to the Sunset Ranch.  But the road is public, and Sunset Ranch is
a private business that cannot bar access.  By its actions, the City has given Sunset ranch an
exclusive easement, against the public good. 
 
(2)  The plans provide ZERO provisions for local residents (i.e., those living near the Hollyridge
Trail access point) to access the Hollyridge Trail.  I moved to Hollyridge Drive in large part because
of easy access to hiking trails for fitness and to enjoy the beauty of our local park.  Since the City's
unilateral decision to close the gate to hikers, I have not been able to enjoy the same access to
this public land. 
 
I urge the Committee to reconsider Strategy 2.2 and address the above concerns, since the plan
prioritizes the needs of the for-profit Sunset Ranch and Metro riders over those local residents who
want continued access for themselves and others to the Hollyridge Trail. 
 
Best, 
Paul Marchegiani 
 
 
 



# # # 

City Council Item No. 18-0057 
Arts, Entertainment, Parks and River Committee 
June 18, 2018 
 
Hello Council members. My name is Jason Greenwald. I am an avid park user and a 
neighborhood dad. I consider myself lucky to live next to Griffith Park.  
 
I first want to thank city staff for the hard work that obviously went into their report. 
Finding the right balance to serve park visitors, residents and the broader interests of the 
city is no small feat. This report takes important steps to do that.  
 
I’d like to comment on a few specifics, but first make a general point: Most of us who 
live near the park recognize both the privilege and the responsibility of living where we 
do. Neighborhood safety is paramount, but so too is access for visitors.  
 
With that in mind, here are a few comments:  
 

1. The Beachwood shuttle is an important step to begin to restore balance throughout 
the hillside areas. I strongly support responsible access to the Hollyridge Trail.  
 

2. An off-street sidewalk entering Bronson Canyon Park is a hugely important safety 
measure that will separate families and other pedestrians from the road.  
 

3. I am pleased to see the staff recommendation that local stakeholders be consulted 
for traffic calming measures. Neighborhood input would be valuable on a range of 
other recommendations, particularly looking at how solutions work together. 
 

4. Here in Bronson Canyon, I would like to express three safety considerations: 
 

a. Shuttles may or may not be appropriate for a neighborhood park with two 
playgrounds next to the road. I would suggest waiting to consider shuttles 
until after the construction of an off-street sidewalk at the park entrance.  
 

b. Additional ride sharing will mean twice as many car trips in and out of this 
residential area. Also, Uber and Lyft drivers may not be aware of the small 
children who play in the park close to the road. Please consider whether a 
designated ride share zone will meet demand – or increase it.  

 
c. Safety signage and road-striping in and near the park could be improved.  

 
5. Paid parking in Bronson Canyon would require preferential parking districts and 

potentially cause other unintended consequences. I would suggest holding off on 
any consideration until other measures have been put in place. 

 
As you all know, Griffith Park is a great resource for residents and visitors alike. I look 
forward to a renewed balance among access, safety and our neighborhoods. Thank you.  
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Council File 18-0057 
2 messages

Daniel Savage <daniel@danielsavage.com> Sun, Jun 17, 2018 at 3:44 PM
To: clerk.artscommittee@lacity.org
Cc: David Ryu <david.ryu@lacity.org>, Sarah Dusseault <sarah.dusseault@lacity.org>, Catherine Landers
<catherine.landers@lacity.org>, Shannon Prior <shannon.prior@lacity.org>, Alice Roth <alice.roth@lacity.org>, Anastasia
Mann <president@hhwnc.org>, Jeffery Masino <parkschair@hhwnc.org>

Please find attached HKCC's Public Comments re the report back from City departments regarding the strategies
proposed in Dixon Resources Unlimited's Comprehensive Strategies Report was transmitted to City Council's Arts,
Entertainment, Parks, & River Committee.
 
Please add our letter to the public record concerning this matter.
 
Regards,
 
DS
 
 
DANIEL SAVAGE
 
+1-323-436-0364--office 
+1-213-604-1964--mobile
 

HKCC RAP Letter 6 18 18.pdf 
1035K

Anastasia Mann <president@hhwnc.org> Mon, Jun 18, 2018 at 12:06 PM
To: Daniel Savage <daniel@danielsavage.com>
Cc: "clerk.artscommittee@lacity.org" <clerk.artscommittee@lacity.org>, David Ryu <david.ryu@lacity.org>, Sarah Dusseault
<sarah.dusseault@lacity.org>, Catherine Landers <catherine.landers@lacity.org>, Shannon Prior
<shannon.prior@lacity.org>, Alice Roth <alice.roth@lacity.org>, Jeffery Masino <parkschair@hhwnc.org>

Well done, Jeff. 
 
As you all know HHWNC concurs with this position. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Anastasia  
 
Anastasia Mann 
HHWNC President 

 
7095 Hollywood Blvd., Suite #1004 
Hollywood, CA 90028 
 
310.854.6000 

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=6da442a5b6&view=att&th=1640febf3880016a&attid=0.1&disp=attd&realattid=f_jijellc30&safe=1&zw
https://maps.google.com/?q=7095+Hollywood+Blvd.,+Suite+%231004+%0D%0AHollywood,+CA+90028&entry=gmail&source=g
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president@hhwnc.org 
HHWNC.ORG
 
 
On Jun 17, 2018, at 3:44 PM, Daniel Savage <daniel@danielsavage.com> wrote: 
 

Please find attached HKCC's Public Comments re the report back from City departments regarding the
strategies proposed in Dixon Resources Unlimited's Comprehensive Strategies Report was transmitted to
City Council's Arts, Entertainment, Parks, & River Committee.
 
Please add our letter to the public record concerning this matter.
 
Regards,
 
DS
 
 
DANIEL SAVAGE
 
+1-323-436-0364--office 
+1-213-604-1964--mobile

<HKCC RAP Letter 6 18 18.pdf>

mailto:president@hhwnc.org
http://hhwnc.org/
mailto:daniel@danielsavage.com
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Council file number 18-0057 Dixon Study - Kent Family public comments for the
official records 
1 message

Christine Kent <ckent321@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 18, 2018 at 12:04 PM
To: Clerk.ArtsCommittee@lacity.org, HHA <info@hollywoodland.org>

Dear Council Members:  I am unable to attend this afternoon's meeting given the short notice so I write this email to be
submitted for the public records in an effort for our voice to be heard.  My family resides at 3204 North Beachwood Drive
(since 2005).  We look forward to getting your attention and response to the following:  
 
1)  Please challenge and ask the entities that reviewed and made recommendations for the 29 options what protocol was
used to analyze the Dixon recommendations.  I think the bare minimum being asked needs to answer the following:
please see the attached -   Please also note the second tab - it's data that shows automobile traffic growth and impact
BW canyon has experienced in 4 years - 18 - 36%.  new house development was probably 1 %.  How can sending this
number of tourists into a R-1 zoned community be justified and at the same time speak to this board having the residents
safety in mind? Further the Dixon report makes NO - ZERO - consideration for the tourism growth the mayor speaks to
short term or to the lead up to the Olympics.   
 
2)  Please revisit the feasibility of opening up Mt. Hollywood Drive to minimally shuttles or possibly cars.  This was studied
years ago and as stated in the report nixed because of FOGB and HUNC.  If this is going to be the justification and end of
story please use the same process to remove idea number 2.1 from the list as nearly 100% of the residents that live
North of the gates on Beachwood are opposed to this idea - and per SaraJane Swartz's email you have 100 pages of
petitions supporting this.  Why does one group have a louder voice and more influence than another?  If the Dixon study
is truly a comprehensive list of ideas it's lacking in ideas to direct traffic to the North side of the park, to Mt. Hollywood
drive and to all other official entrances such as Bronson Canyon and along Los Feliz Blvd. 
 
3)  Idea 2.1 - why doesn't this idea have the same legal issues as 2.2 ?- in order for it to work you need to send the
shuttles on to the ranch easement - please reference the two lawsuits regarding the ranch's easement rights.
 
4)  Tourism Growth - the 29 ideas - even if I agreed with all of them, doesn't show comprehensive safety impact on the
current situation by car or foot.  For example it lacks deeper thought and qualifying such as( for example) - if idea 3.3, 4.1,
and 4.2 were implemented today - we would see an estimated 80% decrease in traffic at the Vista and, x % at Bronson
Canyon entrance, and an uptick of xx% at the North side of the park, etc.  How can you support any idea without
understanding the impact?  No one has even carried these ideas out this far and it's unfair to expect you to vote on these
ideas as stand alone items.  IOW just because something can be done doesn't mean you should support investing in it.  I
urge the Board of council members to challenge all 29 ideas on impact COMPREHENSIVELY  for today and the future
tourist numbers that our mayor boasts and especially as we lead up to the Olympics
 
5) Fundamentally I am against any idea that routes traffic - by foot or vehicle into any community that's adjacent to Griffith
Park - and especially Beachwood Canyon as there are ZERO legal entrances into the park from within this R-1 zoned
neighborhood (any entrances are for RAP and emergency use only).  I theoretically support idea 3.3 - but per my
comments need to understand the comprehensive impact and weigh that against the financial investment and timing to
insure this concept supports projected tourism growth.  The only short term idea I support is the replanting of the Vista
area. see below. 
 
6)  Save yourself time and money by using the gift Mr. Tomas O'grady landed in your lap.  HE designed and drew up a
comprehensive plan to replant/irrigate the Vista area - this should have been implemented on Council member Ryu's first
day of work.  It will need more plants now because it's been even further environmentally damaged due to the gross
number of people using that area.  CM Ryu has this document.    
 
Thank you - christine, david, lynden and pickle 
 
--  
Sincerely, 
 
Christine Kent 
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323 871-1454 Office 
323 333-8371 Cell 
 

GPAB Vetting of Dixon Report.xlsx 
15K
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Dixon Idea 1

Each idea gets a point if it meets the criteria 

Sidewalk on Canyon p.12

Electrical Shuttle up Beachwood p.13**

Implement Alternate Trail Access Trail Plan at BW Drive p.16**

Relocate the Wonderview Trailhead p.18

Aerial Tram p.27

Build a Hollywood Sign Viewing Platform (Mt Hollywood Dr)p.55

Replicate the sign on the other side of the mountain p.58

Install restroom facilities at key locations - Brush Canyon Trail  p.62

Implement GP Transit Hub - Martinez Arena p.26/27 details on p. 28

Actively manage and provide optimized visitor opportunities Brush 

Canyon Trail and Observatory- p 50

*items in red were not voted on at 3/22/18 meeting

**are these items within GPABs purview 

Do we deem this study to be comprehensive? If not what ideas 

will GPAB put forward to be included 

Is this idea within GPAB's purview? If no go to next 

CRITERIA 
1 - I have enough data to make a recommendation

2- Has adjacent community support

3 - Does data support how many people/cars this idea will move 

in/out of the park and if so is this a signifiant enough impact to have 

support 

4 -This idea will have high impact on the parks safety

5 - This idea will have high impact on the parks car/people mobility 

6 - This idea will have high impact on the parks car mobility 

7 - This concept support 1 year growth expectations

8 - This concept will support 5, 10 year growth? 

9 - This idea is "clean" from existing or new legal challenges

10 - This is an appropriate idea to support because it will not create 

ANY safey, fire or mobilty consequences to the adjacent community  

11 - this idea will have zero impact on the effected communities 

ingress/egress



4 year look at car growth on 

Beachwood Drive between Beldon 

and Westshire

2017** 2013* Difference % Growth

31-Aug na 5917

1-Sep 6606 5588 1018 18%

2-Sep 7239 5341 1898 36%

3-Sep 6570 na  

Average 6805 5465 1341 25%

  

15-Sep 7266

16-Sep 7287

17-Sep 6637

18-Sep 6604

Average 6949

Reference: *City of Los Angeles 

DOT 24 hour traffic volume study 

commissioned by CD4 - LaBonge

**2017 Dixon Study  commissioned by CD4 - RYU

Year



 
PO Box 29155 

Los Angeles, CA 90029-0155 
 

June 18, 2018 
 

Arts, Entertainment, Parks and River Committee 

Los Angeles City Council 

City Hall 

Los Angeles, CA 

 

Re:  Council File 18-0057 – Griffith Park Mobility Study 

 

Dear Members of the Arts, Entertainment, Parks and River Committee: 

 

 I write to comment on the June 15, 2018 report that the Chief Legislative Analyst 

and the General Manager of the Department of Recreation and Parks prepared addressing 

the feasibility of the Dixon Study recommendations regarding pedestrian and vehicular 

issues related to the Hollywood Sign viewing areas (hereafter CLA Dixon Report).  I 

submit these comments on behalf of the Oaks Homeowners Association.  While we 

appreciate the ability to comment, I do wish to note that the timing of this matter does not 

encourage comments.  Council District 4 circulated notice of the CLA Dixon Report late 

in the afternoon of Friday June 15 and solicited comments for a hearing of your 

committee on the afternoon of Monday June 18.  Thus, we have had less than one 

business day to review the CLA Dixon Report and to provide comments.  The City 

should have provided more time. 

 

 As to the substance of the CLA Dixon Report, we wish to comment on six areas:  

the sidewalk at the top of Canyon Drive; an electric shuttle connecting the nearest Metro 

station with the North Beachwood Drive park entrance; the alternate access trail plan at 

the North Beachwood Drive gate; paid parking for the lot just inside the Canyon Drive 

gate; implementation of ridesharing zones; and the aerial transit system proposal.  While 

there are other areas of interest to us, these six are of primary importance at this time. 

 

 Strategy 1.4 involves extending the sidewalk that currently exists on the east side 

of Canyon Drive up to and past the park gate.  While we support this concept, we have 

concerns about how it is implemented.  That is, while extending the concrete sidewalk to 

the gate is appropriate, we do not believe it would be appropriate to install a concrete 

sidewalk inside the gate.  (The CLA Dixon Report incorrectly states that there is an 

existing sidewalk inside the Canyon Drive gate.  Currently, there is a relatively flat 

compacted dirt area that parallels the road.  It is not a sidewalk and has never been 

developed as a sidewalk.)  A concrete sidewalk inside the park would not be esthetically 

compatible with this part of the park.  Rather, any sidewalk inside the gate should be 

esthetically compatible with this part of the park and should be permeable.  Finally, if this 

strategy is implemented, we believe it should be paired with removing the current stop 
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sign that is at the gate and installing a three-way stop sign at Carolus Drive.  Such a stop 

sign at Carolus would provide pedestrians walking up the west side of Canyon with a 

safer place to cross Canyon to access the sidewalk into the park and would encourage 

pedestrians to cross Canyon to use the sidewalk into the park. 

 

 Strategy 2.1 proposes the use of electric shuttles to move pedestrians from the 

nearest Metro station through the North Beachwood Drive park entrance to the 

Hollyridge Trail.  As a general rule, the Oaks HOA supports the use of electric shuttles as 

a means of providing public pedestrian access to the park, and we support the North 

Beachwood concept.  In our view, it is important to implement strategies that will reduce 

the number of private vehicles that enter the park and that will allow the public to move 

around the park without private vehicles.  Shuttles appear to be a very feasible way of 

accomplishing this goal, but their use must be coordinated through the residents of the 

local areas.  This particular strategy, however, suffers from a frustrating lack of detail.  

For example, how many shuttles would be involved and how many members of the 

public would they carry.  Also, under this strategy, members of the public who arrive at 

the Beachwood gate by some means of transport other than the shuttle would still be 

denied entrance to the park.  Thus, while the concept of using shuttles to provide a means 

of access to the park is laudable, this strategy needs substantial more development.  

 

 In its discussion of Strategy 2.2, the CLA Dixon Report contains several 

significant inaccuracies that undercut its conclusions.  Strategy 2.2 considers the 

feasibility of constructing alternative pedestrian access on the right-hand side of the 

Beachwood Gate.  The CLA Dixon Report finds this alternative infeasible for three 

reasons:  1) a court ordered that the Beachwood Gate be closed to hikers; 2) the area 

where the alternative trail would be built is private property; and 3) more viable 

alternatives exist to provide pedestrian access to the Hollyridge Trail at the terminus of 

North Beachwood Drive.  As to points 1 and 2, as a factual matter the report is incorrect.  

Thus, no court has ever ordered the City to close the gate at the terminus of North 

Beachwood Drive to hikers.  Rather, the trial court in Sunset Ranch v. City of Los 

Angeles found that Sunset Ranch had a non-exclusive easement over city-owned property 

from the terminus of North Beachwood Drive to the Ranch’s property.  The court also 

ordered the City to provide public pedestrian access to the Hollyridge Trail from a 

location as close as possible to the Beachwood gate.  The City and the Ranch then 

entered into an agreement pursuant to which the City agreed to bar public pedestrian 

access through the gate to the Hollyridge Trail.  The court did not order the City to do 

this; rather, the City voluntarily entered into this agreement.   

 

 As to the second point, it is not correct that the alternative access proposal would 

require that the City acquire private property.  The righthand portion of the gate’s fencing 

has more than enough room for a pedestrian gate, and from that point there is room on 

city property to build a path parallel to the Ranch’s easement to a point where the trail 

could turn east and climb to the Hollyridge Trail.  Such a path would allow public access 

without interfering with the Ranch’s easement. 

 

 Third, the CLA Dixon Report asserts that the alternative access proposal should 

be shelved in order to pursue more viable alternatives to provide public pedestrian access 
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to the Hollyridge Trail, to wit, Strategy 2.1.  As we note above, Strategy 2.1 suffers from 

a lack of detail.  In our view, a more effective means of providing all members of the 

public access to the park at the end of North Beachwood Drive would be to have the 

shuttles terminate at that point so that the public (whether they arrive by shuttle, on foot 

or by rideshare) could access the park through a new gate that connects to the alternative 

access without burdening the Ranch’s easement.  Thus, this solution is far more faithful 

to the court’s order in the Sunset Ranch v. City of Los Angeles. 

 

 Strategy 6.3 raises the possibility of paid parking at the lot close to the Canyon 

gate.  The CLA Dixon Report notes that such a project would require significant 

community input.  We agree.  The City cannot undertake this project without thorough 

community outreach.  And we believe there could be significant local opposition to such 

a project because having paid parking might lead to other impacts such as preferential 

parking districts.  Strategy 3.2 dealing with rideshare zones is related to this strategy.  As 

a general matter, we do not support strategies that will increase ridesharing to the park.  

Individuals using ridesharing double the amount of traffic because a rideshare car must 

come and go to drop off a customer and must come and go again to pick up the customer.  

The better alternative is to provide public transit as a means of accessing the park and 

traveling around the park. 

 

 Finally, we wish to address Strategy 3.3 which proposes to construct an aerial 

transit system to both provide access to the park and to move the public around the park.  

The CLA Dixon Report seems to be enthusiastic about this concept and finds that it is 

feasible.  It is difficult to understand how the Chief Legislative Officer and the General 

Manager of the Department can find this concept to be feasible in the absence of any 

significant study and in the absence of a funding source.  It is a matter of simple common 

sense that an aerial transit system is by far the most expensive strategy discussed in the 

CLA Dixon Report, and it is a proposal that would not be able to move forward without 

extensive environmental analysis.  In addition, design and review of such a project will 

take years, and assuming approval of the project, its construction also would take many 

years and would of necessity have extensive impacts on the park.  Given the dearth of 

information about such a huge undertaking, the report’s determination that such a project 

is “feasible” is unsupported and completely premature. 

 

 Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the CLA Dixon Report. 

 

       Yours truly, 

 

         John Saurenman 

President 

Oaks Homeowners Association 
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Council File Number 18-0057 Dixon Strategies 
1 message

Jeanne Clark <jmclark628@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 18, 2018 at 11:02 AM
To: clerk.artscommittee@lacity.org

I am writing in response to the Dixon study “Comprehensive Strategies Report”.  The overall report is supposed to be
about improving access, safety and mobility around Griffith Park and the Hollywood Sign. Yet, the majority  of what I read
will blatantly increase congestion, public danger, and decrease mobility within the area immediately surrounding the
sign. The report  seems to be in the service of increasing tourism and commerce over relieving congestion and  improving
safety of these city residential areas.
 
Previously, the fundamentally flawed Dixon study design has been addressed by me, and others, that are on public
record.
 
Starting with the basics outlined in the Los Angeles City Charter of protecting neighborhoods from traffic intrusion  and
moving to DOT's own street standards, all were ignored in favor of increased tourism and commerce.Unfortunately, this is
at the expense of truly easing congestion and safety in one of the oldest hillside neighborhoods, Hollywoodland.
Infrastructure designed in the 1920's along with location in a designated high fire severity zone make feasibility of many
of  Dixon strategies incomprehensible.
 
Some areas, such as Beachwood, are much more congested and vulnerable to fire than other areas. As you should be 
aware it has substandard streets, with no sidewalks forcing pedestrians to walk in the middle of street to access the sign
and trails. Furthermore, hillside streets that feed into it make Beachwood a  choke point in the case of emergency, such
as a fire. As a designated collector street, a bulb out on Beachwood would constrict the primary exit for an entire
neighborhood which dead ends into Griffith Park.
 
And what does Dixon recommend for Beachwood to alleviate the existing congestion and danger?
 
They propose more access to the park at the top of Beachwood - drawing more hikers to walk up the middle of the street
from the market. Then, Dixon suggests adding shuttles and busses to the street to get the top of Beachwood, further
adding to the congestion and danger.  The Dixon study proposed faulty data to justify their strategies.  Yet after much
communication to the Council Office regarding the grossly deficient traffic data collection  and the need for a professional
traffic study, we see that the proposals are simply moving forward without the requisite data. How can the City discuss
much less implement any of the strategies without sound information and data? 
 
The Sunset Gate at the top of Beachwood was closed due to the successful Sunset Stables lawsuit. This has empirically
helped alleviate congestion and the enormous dangers on Beachwood. And now the Dixon recommendation is to not only
go back to the congestion and danger on Beachwood, but to actually increase it.
 
The Dixon study also suggested putting in parking meters in some areas, increasing PPDs, and increasing fines for
citations. Yet, little emphasis to none is put on enforcing exiting laws that are flagrantly broken by the minute up in the
Hollywood Hills.
 
PPD expanded coverage may help some areas but only with full time enforcement and traffic control.  Yet looking at
similar cost items, the study prioritizes ideas that drive tourism into the neighborhood (shuttles, DASH, improving the
illegal view site) over the basic needs of expanded PPD’s and  enforcement.
 
Another gross danger is too little enforcement of no smoking in a high fire severity area. The study mentions nothing
about Hollywoodland’s classification as a high fire severity zone. If there is a catastrophic fire and everyone has to get out
mostly using Beachwood fire trucks will never get up it or be greatly slowed. The road will be too clogged with fleeing cars
and hikers. And yet no emphasis is put on that in the Dixon study or its report. Daily residents are faced with  smokers
who refuse to put out their cigarettes some even mock the prohibition by flickering  ashes.  There were no smoking signs
around, many smoke right in front of them.
 
I understand that this was a mobility study, but to ignore the obvious danger of smoking in a high fire hazard area by
unsupervised tourists  and to further the danger by recommending ways to facilitate more unmanaged tourism is quite
frankly, negligent .
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The study and report is fundamentally flawed and promotes congestion and danger to both residents and visitors. Dixon’s
study is heavily weight to increasing tourism and light on addressing the ongoing congestion and danger. There is very
little thought given to the decreasing quality of life and safety for homeowners who have invested and live in  R1
residential neighborhoods being systematically rezoned without the benefit of  mandated meetings/hearings  into
tourism destinations for commerce.
 
The Dixon study is fundamentally flawed in its design and many of its recommendations will undoubtedly increase the
City's problems. I urge you to make safety the priority. Critical,multidisciplinary analysis of the safety implications for
each of the Dixon strategies is essential to creating the best outcome for residents, visitors and the City.
 
Jeanne Clark 
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