From: City of Costa Mesa

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: eBike safety
Date: Monday, August 4, 2025 9:51:21 AM

Message submitted from the <City of Costa Mesa> website.

Site Visitor Name: Michael Tilley
Site Visitor Email: mikefla05@gmail.com

Will the city of Costa Mesa consider passing legislation to address issues of motorized eBikes
using sidewalks at excessive speeds? Other jurisdictions in Orange and LA counties are
considering this issue. Background - eBikes come in three categories. The fastest are capable
of nearly 30 mph. Some can be controlled via throttle only without pedaling. They are often
ridden on sidewalks where they pose a danger to pedestrians. I have had instances of riders
(usually a teenager) having to skid to a halt from high speed to avoid hitting me. I will not
yield to them by jumping out of their way if [ am on a sidewalk. I instruct them to ride on the
street. In future, if necessary, I will use physical force to push them into the street and out of
my way. This is going to be a major liability issue for the city unless all *motorized* transport
is banned from sidewalks. For reference - [ am a cyclist (a regular human power bicycle). I
ride on the road and have done so for 50 years. It is not as dangerous as some perceive, if done
with knowledge and training. Sidewalks are for walking (or for young kids learning to ride a
bike at walking pace). I recently moved to Costa Mesa from LA. There seem to be quite a lot
more people riding electric bikes on sidewalks here for some reason. It is dangerous and needs
to be banned.
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08/04/25
Dear Mayor Stephens and Members of the City Council,

As a resident of Eastside Costa Mesa, I'm writing to voice my strong support for the proposed
resolution regarding improvements to Newport Boulevard, especially the segment south of 19th
Street.

For many of us living on the Eastside, Newport Blvd is more than a highway—it’s a daily barrier
between our homes and essential parts of the city. The current street design makes walking or
biking to places like Lions Park, the grocery store, our favorite restaurants, and the Triangle
Square shopping area not just difficult, but dangerous. Crossing Newport often feels like taking
a risk, especially at intersections like Rochester St. at Newport Blvd., and Harbor Blvd at
Newport Blvd.

| fully support the City’s push for Caltrans to incorporate safer crosswalks, better lighting, curb
extensions, improved bike lanes, and updated signal timing. These aren’t luxury
upgrades—they are basic safety measures. They would make a real difference for kids walking
to school, families heading to the park, and all of us who simply want a safer, more connected
community.

The crash and fatality data presented in the resolution is deeply troubling, and it mirrors what
we’ve all seen and experienced for years. These numbers aren't just statistics—they represent
lives lost and near-misses that could have been avoided with better infrastructure.

| have personally witnessed 3-4 accidents occur at the intersection of Newport Blvd and 18th
Street / Rochester Street, usually in the afternoon or evening, and especially on busy days,
holidays, over the weekend, etc. while dining at El Matador outside on their “patio”. EI Matador
does have some barriers up as a sort of outside fence, but | often wonder if those barriers
would actually help protect people dining there, in the event of an accident, as drivers tend to try
to rush through lights at that intersection. Not to mention the relatively new Costa Mesa
Kitchens (located in the former Grants for Guns property) that is constantly busy with various
food delivery drivers who are also often in a hurry to deliver to people.

Thank you for taking this seriously and for standing up for safer streets. | urge Caltrans to listen
to the City and the community and implement the safety features detailed in the resolution.

Sincerely,

Brian Jackson

Costa Mesa Eastside Resident
brian77jackson@gmail.com



From: Alec Daigle

To: CITY CLERK; CITY COUNCIL
Subject: City Council Consent Item #8

Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 11:12:15 AM
Hello,

As a resident of the east side, | wanted to strongly voice my support for consent item #8 regarding the request that
CalTrans implement necessary safety improvements for pedestrians and bicyclists along Newport Blvd.

That stretch is extremely dangerous, and as our downtown, it is in dire need of not just traffic calming, but basic
safety improvements that CalTrans has shown no indication of prioritizing without demand from the city and local
residents. There are missing crosswalks, no leading pedestrian intervals, and the crossings are dangerously wide
with no pedestrian refuges. In addition, there is no bike infrastructure, making traversing our downtown on bike
prohibitively deadly (particularly at the Rochester/18th crossing, a frequently used bicyclist crossing).

Current conditions prohibit safe travel between the east and west sides of our city, and negatively impact local
business and increase traffic and parking issues downtown by discouraging alternatives. We have had collisions
within the last year, not to mention a car driving straight into a local storefront.

We need to demand that CalTrans take the issue seriously and prioritize the safety of Costa Mesans over the speed
of freeway commuters.

Thank you,

Alec Daigle
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From: Jennifer Tanaka

To: CITY CLERK; CITY COUNCIL

Cc: SETHURAMAN, RAJA; CityManager

Subject: Comment re: Consent Calendar #8 - Newport Blvd Caltrans Resolution
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 7:22:05 AM

Members of the City Council and City Staff:

First, I want to thank the City Clerk's office as well as Interim City Manager Cecilia Gallardo-
Daly for publishing the City Council agenda in a timely manner. The effort to provide the
public with additional advanced notice of city business has not gone unnoticed and I commend
the effort.

Second, I want to write to strongly support the proposed resolution before you regarding
necessary safety improvements on Newport Boulevard. In fact, I would support the city doing
anything in its power to impress upon Caltrans the dire need for these improvements and its
responsibility to follow its own stated policies.

I am blessed to own a home in Eastside Costa Mesa. We chose this neighborhood in part due
to its proximity to many shops and amenities, and I have taken full advantage of this by
walking and bicycling around it often. Thanks to the tireless efforts of our police and public
works departments I rarely feel unsafe doing so.

However, there have been more than a few occasions where I genuinely feared for my life, and
all of them have occurred crossing Newport Boulevard. One time, I was walking -- on a clear
walk signal -- the third leg of the crosswalk at 19th and Newport (I had to use all three to reach
my destination, thanks to a missing fourth leg) when a vehicle came screaming up the 55
Freeway, took a right-on-red, and nearly hit me going at least 40 miles per hour. I sprinted out
of harm's way in the nick of time.

Another time I was on my bicycle traveling to the Westside across the intersection of
Rochester and Newport Boulevard. It should be noted I was going out of my way to do so
because the prior incident and others like it made it clear that the 19th Street crossing was too
risky. This time, I attempted to legally cross on a green light in my direction. I was turning the
pedals as hard as I could -- the green in that direction can be VERY short, and the grading is
uphill -- when two cars whizzed in front of me, running the red light in their direction. It was a
rare moment [ was glad I didn't have an e-bike at the time; if [ had been quicker, I'd be dead.

Newport Boulevard is our most dangerous corridor. Every day Costa Mesa residents follow
the rules, cross Newport Boulevard with care, and take their lives into their own hands
anyway. We subject children to this, not only so that they can reach amenities like parks and
libraries, but even to go to school (review the zones for Ensign Middle School, for example).

Our public works department has been doing everything that reason and budget permit to
improve safety conditions for pedestrians and bicyclists. I am deeply appreciative of the
beautiful new crosswalk striping that has graced the Eastside in recent weeks. But our public
works department cannot make improvements to Newport Boulevard -- only Caltrans
can. And while every single Costa Mesa resident is also a California resident and thus a
Caltrans constituent, it seems clear at this point safety and liveability simply aren't

Caltrans's top priority in practice.
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This must change, and the City of Costa Mesa must plead its residents' case. The safety
improvements listed by the public works department are modest, reasonable, and proven to be
effective at improving safety. By resisting them Caltrans is violating its own policies and
harming the long-run potential of Newport Boulevard, not to mention putting Costa Mesa
residents in danger.

Thank you for bringing forward this resolution and I hope to see even more action in the
future.

Sincerely,
Jenn Tanaka
321 Broadway
Costa Mesa
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From: Joseph Daigle

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: Consent item #8
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 11:38:50 AM

Hello Mr. Mayor and Members of the City Council, as a 58 year resident of Costa Mesa I have
seen the effects of CalTrans routing traffic through downtown firsthand and I’m writing to
support the resolution by BBC taking a position on the necessary safety enhancements that
must be included in the proposed Caltrans project along Newport Boulevard. As the Staff
Report notes, the City’s requested safety features are consistent with Caltrans policy as well as
the needs of the Costa Mesa community. And Caltrans is the only agency that can fully
address the significant pedestrian and bicyclist safety issues present when crossing Newport
Boulevard. In addition to impacting the economic vitality of this corridor, the lack of safe
crossings undermines the cohesiveness of the city and places children who must cross
Newport Boulevard to get to school in danger. I strongly support the City Council’s decision
to make its position clear to Caltrans: these safety measures are NOT optional. Sincerely,
Joseph Daigle
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From: Joshua E Sawyer

To: CITY CLERK; WRIGHT, SHAYANNE
Subject: Newport and Rochester crossing in Costa Mesa
Date: Monday, August 4, 2025 6:49:27 PM

Dear City Councilmembers,

I'm an Eastside Costa Mesa resident and a cyclist who rides often in the city. One of the major
pain points in getting across Costa Mesa is the lack of safe crossing at Newport and

Rochester. It's the most direct way to pass from Eastside to Lions Park, the library, and the
rest of Westside, but it's an extremely stressful crossing.

The walk signal across Newport is extremely short (the signal starts flashing almost
immediately) and drivers frequently turn right on red even when there are people in the
crosswalk. | think the signal length should be increased, there should be no right on red onto
Newport, and the yield left turn should be removed. This would dramatically increase the
safety for both cyclists and pedestrians crossing.

| love cycling in Costa Mesa and there's a lot going for the infrastructure, but the Newport
crossings are dangerous. The one at Newport and Rochester is the worst. | hope the city
continues pushing Caltrans to improve our infrastructure for the sake of all pedestrians and
cyclists in the city.

Thank you for reading and for all your work.

Sincerely,

Josh Sawyer
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From: Joel Medina

To: CITY CLERK; CITY COUNCIL
Subject: Public comment: CalTrans on Newport Blvd
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 11:59:08 AM

Good morning:

I would have liked to come to the meeting in person tonight to speak on the issue of CalTrans’
work on Newport Blvd, but [ am unable, so I wanted to write to you ahead of tonight’s
meeting.

My name is Joel Medina and I have been a Costa Mesa resident for 8 years, living on both the
east and west side with my wife. I try to do most of my errands by bike to avoid contributing
to the traffic in downtown, but the lack of infrastructure in downtown is treacherous. Two
years ago, many concerned citizens spoke to CalTrans reps about making our downtown safer
for pedestrians and cyclists, but our concerns were ignored. Please advocate for us, the
residents of Costa Mesa, and advocate for concrete improvements to the downtown area to
mitigate more accidents and injuries in the future.

Thank you
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From: Marty

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: Support for Consent Calendar Item #8 (Newport Blvd Resolution)
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 9:28:18 AM

Hello Mr. Mayor and Members of the City Council,

I'm writing to support the resolution taking a position on the necessary safety enhancements
that must be included in the proposed Caltrans project along Newport Boulevard. As the Staff
Report notes, the City's requested safety features are consistent with Caltrans policy as well as
the needs of the Costa Mesa community. And Caltrans is the only agency that can fully
address the significant pedestrian and bicyclist safety issues present when crossing Newport
Boulevard.

In addition to impacting the economic vitality of this corridor, the lack of safe crossings
undermines the cohesiveness of the city and places children who must cross Newport
Boulevard to get to school in danger.

I strongly support the City Council's decision to make its position clear to Caltrans: these
safety measures are NOT optional.

Sincerely,
Martin Varona
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From: Kyle Ramer

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: Support for Consent Calendar Item #8 (Newport Blvd Resolution)
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 11:24:35 AM

Hello Mr. Mayor and Members of the City Council,

I'm writing to support the resolution taking a position on the necessary safety enhancements that must be included in
the proposed Caltrans project along Newport Boulevard. As the Staff Report notes, the City's requested safety
features are consistent with Caltrans policy as well as the needs of the Costa Mesa community. And Caltrans is the
only agency that can fully address the significant pedestrian and bicyclist safety issues present when crossing
Newport Boulevard.

In addition to impacting the economic vitality of this corridor, the lack of safe crossings undermines the
cohesiveness of the city and places children who must cross Newport Boulevard to get to school in danger.

The city has made some really great strides in improving the pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure citywide in the
past few years. Working with an agency like Caltrans that is solely focused on vehicle throughput is challenging but
if we can make real improvements to Newport boulevard then we can start to create the real downtown we deserve
by truly connecting 19th to 17th streets via Newport and Harbor boulevards.

I strongly support the City Council's decision to make its position clear to Caltrans: these safety measures are NOT
optional.

Sincerely,
Kyle Ramer
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From: William Sellin

To: CITY CLERK; STEPHENS, JOHN

Cc: CMABS; Lan Zhou; REYNOLDS, ARLIS; THOMAS, BRETT ATENCIO
Subject: Support for Consent Calendar Item #8 (Newport Blvd Resolution)
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 7:46:41 AM

Attachments: PastedGraphic-2.tiff

PastedGraphic-6.tiff
PastedGraphic-8.tiff

Honorable Mayor Stephens and City Council,

I'm writing to support the resolution taking a position on the necessary safety enhancements
that must be included in the proposed Caltrans project along Newport Boulevard. As the Staff
Report notes, the City's requested safety features are consistent with Caltrans policy as well as
the needs of the Costa Mesa community. Caltrans is the only agency that can fully address the
significant pedestrian and bicyclist safety issues present when navigating Newport Boulevard.
It is their own Complete Streets standards that are not being fully implemented.

Bicyclist from Costa Mesa as well as across the region share the streets of Costa Mesa to
access US Bicycle Route 95 from across Orange County.

In addition to impacting the economic vitality of this corridor, the lack of safe crossings
undermines the cohesiveness of the city and places local children who must cross Newport
Boulevard to get to school in danger.

I strongly support the City Council's decision to make its position clear to Caltrans: these
safety measures are NOT optional.

Sincerely,

Bill Sellin
714.943.3678

WASellin@gmail.com
H

Infrastructure Review Committee
OCBike.org

2]

Area Liaison to Caltrans District 12
CABOBIike.org

H

League of American Bicyclists
Certified Bicycle Advocate
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From: Taylor Chamberlin

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: Support for Consent Calendar Item #8 (Newport Blvd Resolution)
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 10:05:23 AM

Hello Mr. Mayor and Members of the City Council,

I'm writing to support the resolution taking a position on the necessary safety enhancements
that must be included in the proposed Caltrans project along Newport Boulevard. Newport
Boulevard as it currently stands is like a wall between east and west Costa Mesa for
pedestrians and cyclists. When I walk or bike in Costa Mesa, I don't feel safe crossing
Newport Blvd and it limits opportunities for community connection.

As the Staff Report notes, the City's requested safety features are consistent with Caltrans
policy as well as the needs of the Costa Mesa community. And Caltrans is the only agency that
can fully address the significant pedestrian and bicyclist safety issues present when crossing
Newport Boulevard. In addition to impacting the economic vitality of this corridor, the lack of
safe crossings undermines the cohesiveness of the city and places children and families who
must cross Newport Boulevard to get to school in danger.

I strongly support the City Council's decision to make its position clear to Caltrans: these
safety measures are NOT optional.

Sincerely,
Taylor Rosetti
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From: Angeline Hong

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: Support for Consent Calendar Item #8 (Newport Blvd Resolution)
Date: Monday, August 4, 2025 11:14:57 PM

Hello Mr. Mayor and Members of the City Council,

I'm writing to support the resolution taking a position on the necessary safety enhancements
that must be included in the proposed Caltrans project along Newport Boulevard. As the Staff
Report notes, the City's requested safety features are consistent with Caltrans policy as well as
the needs of the Costa Mesa community. And Caltrans is the only agency that can fully
address the significant pedestrian and bicyclist safety issues present when crossing Newport
Boulevard.

In addition to impacting the economic vitality of this corridor, the lack of safe crossings
undermines the cohesiveness of the city and places children who must cross Newport
Boulevard to get to school in danger.

I strongly support the City Council's decision to make its position clear to Caltrans: these
safety measures are NOT optional.

Sincerely,
Angeline Hong
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From: Kathryn Hoist

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: Support for Consent Calendar Item #8 (Newport Blvd Resolution)
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 10:17:52 AM

Hello Mr. Mayor and Members of the City Council,

I'm writing to support the resolution taking a position on the necessary safety enhancements
that must be included in the proposed Caltrans project along Newport Boulevard.

As the Staff Report notes, the City's requested safety features are consistent with Caltrans
policy as well as the needs of the Costa Mesa community. And Caltrans is the only agency that
can fully address the significant pedestrian and bicyclist safety issues present when crossing
Newport Boulevard.

As a business owner on Newport Blvd, I have experienced the dangerous conditions on
Newport after a car ran into the business next to mine in January this year. I regularly walk
across Newport Blvd to the triangle and to the shopping center along harbor and every time |
am on edge and worried about the safety of myself and those around me.

Since my business is on E 18th and Newport, | have to cross more than necessary to get across
Newport no matter which direction I walk and would love to have crosswalks on Rochester and
Harbor where it’s missing a leg.

In addition to impacting the economic vitality of this corridor, the lack of safe crossings
undermines the cohesiveness of the city and places children who must cross Newport
Boulevard to get to school and the library in danger.

LPIs should be an easy add on and makes a huge difference for pedestrians crossing the street.

I’m also very interested in the curb extensions and lane narrowing as I’ve witnessed so many
people speeding down the road endangering others. No amount of speed limit signs will slow
these people down.

I strongly support the City Council's decision to make its position clear to Caltrans: these
safety measures are NOT optional.

Sincerely,
Kathryn Hoist
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From: Andy Leon

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: Support for Resolution 2025-XX — Safety Enhancements on Newport Blvd
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 10:32:50 AM

Dear Mayor and City Councilmembers,

As aresident of Costa Mesa, I’m writing to express my strong support for Resolution 2025-
XX, which outlines the City’s position on the vital safety enhancements needed as part of the
proposed Caltrans project along Newport Boulevard.

As noted in the Staff Report, the safety features requested by the City are fully aligned with
Caltrans policy—and more importantly, they reflect the real and pressing needs of the Costa
Mesa community.

Caltrans is the only agency with the authority and capacity to properly address the serious
risks faced by pedestrians and bicyclists trying to cross Newport Boulevard. This corridor is
not only critical to the city’s economic vitality, but also to its connectivity. The absence of safe
crossings endangers residents—particularly schoolchildren—and undermines the cohesion of
our neighborhoods.

I fully support the City Council’s decision to send a clear message to Caltrans: these safety
improvements are not optional. They are necessary.

Thank you for your leadership and for standing up for the safety of Costa Mesa residents.

Sincerely,
Andrew Leon
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From: Russell Toler

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: Support the Resolution—Hold Caltrans Accountable on Newport Blvd Safety
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 8:58:16 AM

Mr. Mayor and City Councilmembers,

I’m writing in strong support of the resolution calling on Caltrans to include requested safety
upgrades in their Newport Boulevard project.

Despite the fact that Newport Blvd. has all but turned into a freeway in recent decades, it is
still heavily used by people walking, biking, and waiting for the bus—residents trying to
access schools, parks, businesses, and civic services on foot. We've let these people be
literally marginalized—pushed to the dirty and dusty margins of the public realm, dodging
cars as they pop out of driveways and side streets, crossing the street apologetically, and
on high alert as they watch for drivers turning right on red at both ends. We've let people
who dare to walk in our downtown lose dignity, and the City of Costa Mesa should stand up
for them.

We have been engaging in good faith with Caltrans for over two years. We’ve asked for
reasonable, commonsense upgrades: completed crosswalks (you have to cross three times
to get from E. 18th to Lion's Park!), better lighting, advanced signals, and other proven
safety measures. These are not fringe requests. They are in line with Caltrans’ own
Complete Streets Toolbox, their Active Transportation Plan for District 12, as well as SB
960, which mandates these very kinds of improvements. Please read Director’s Policy 37,
which says “all transportation projects funded or overseen by Caltrans will provide
comfortable, convenient, and connected complete streets facilities for people
walking, biking, and taking transit or passenger rail unless an exception is
documented and approved.”

Despite their public commitment to serving all modes of transportation, when it comes time
to actually implement those values, they are stalling and we should call them out for it.

This resolution is not asking for radical change. It is just asking for some alignment between
what Caltrans says and what Caltrans does. They've had several meetings in Costa Mesa
where they should have learned that we are different from other cities they work in—~where
we actually care about more than traffic throughput. We need to continue to make it clear to
them that pedestrian safety and dignity are not optional features in Costa Mesa.

Russell Toler
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TERAN, STACY

From: Abie Chehade <achehade@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2025 12:36 PM

To: CITY CLERK

Subject: 3150 Bear St. Costa Mesa.... project.

THANK YOU

Dear Mr. Mayor and the City Council of the Beautiful City of Costa Mesa;;

My name is Abie Chehade, I live on 3074 yukon ave. off Bear Street. My
neighborhood is a great place to live in, all the neighbors are wondeerful, and
would love to keep it that way....

Now with the new project it is going to create problems for both neighborhood on
both sides of bear, because:

1) 142 homes in that small area is too many with one exit to use all pouring
down Bear... if each house has 2 or 3 cars the traffic would be a nightmare
especially on Christmas and other holidays. we have seen it lines backing up to
baker. Another problem which all of us are complaining about is the parking,
they would park in the streets on both sides and walk accross the park to their
residence. we bearly have spaces for the people that live here already...

2) building a connection to the shiffer park is also not good as they all are going
to use it, it is bad enough people coming from other cities to party there and
leave their trash..

3) my suggestion would be open an entrance to the 405 freeway and let them exit
from there and the best one would be just let them build half like only 75 homes
which makes at least residents happy somewhat.

Thank you and may God Bless Costa Mesa.

Abie.




From: Brent Millard

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: Comments for 3150 Bear st
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2025 5:42:00 PM

Hello, I have sent comments multiple times to multiple people and don't feel like they are
being taken into consideration. This development is being over built with far to little parking.
Living in an attached neighborhood which already has major parking issues this will only
make it worse. Costa mesa has a parking ordinance in place 13-85 which based on the number
of units would require 477 parking spaces. For some reason the city is making an exception
for this developer to allow only 319 parking spots. That is a huge drop from the standard for
no reason. They can cut the number of units by 20% and increase the parking. There is no
valid reason to lower Costa Mesa city standards which will impact the current residents and
neighborhoods just to get a couple more living units in this development. There are several
other developments in industrial areas on the other side of Costa Mesa that can be increased
because don't have the same issues.

This will also directly impact the traffic in the area since Bear St is already a major path from
the freeway to South Coast plaza or Santa Ana with an existing major bottleneck at the 405
overpass. If they actually did traffic studies at rush hours and near holidays they would see
bear street is already at a standstill quite often. They cherry picked the days and times to do
traffic studies to push their narrative.

Thank you,
Brent

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.
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From: Thomas M Vasich

To: CITY CLERK

Subject: Objection to the planned sidewalk at the Trinity Broadcasting redevelopment site
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2025 9:49:09 AM

Attachments: image001.png

Dear members of the City Council,

Regarding your August 5 discussion about the application for a 142-unit residential development on
Bear Street, we would like to share with you a letter we sent to Johnny Rojas of the Planning
Commission.

The letter states our objections to opening the sidewalk between the new development and our
neighborhood. Mr. Rojas has not responded.

The email we sent Mr. Rojas is below. In addition to legitimate concerns about overbuilding on that
site, which will cause parking and traffic problems, we believe the sidewalk should not be opened.
Our neighborhood opposes it for the reasons detailed in the letter below.

Thank you for your consideration, and best wishes,

Tom & Deborah Vasich
778 Allegheny Ave.

Costa Mesa, CA 92626
949-285-6455
tmvasich@uci.edu

From: Thomas M Vasich <tmvasich@uci.edu>

Date: Tuesday, June 24, 2025 at 8:11 AM

To: johnny.rojas@costamesaca.gov <johnny.rojas@costamesaca.gov>

Subject: Objection to the planned sidewalk at the Trinity Broadcasting redevelopment site

Dear Mr. Rojas,

We live in the neighborhood behind the former Trinity Broadcasting site, and we understand that a
housing development will be built on that location. Some of my neighbors are upset because they
have heard that the project includes opening up the sidewalk connecting my neighborhood to the
new housing area.

For as long as we can remember, access from my neighborhood, from Olympic Avenue to the
Trinity Broadcasting site, has been blocked by an iron gate that can only be opened for emergency
access purposes. Here is a screenshot to show you the area:
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Canadian|Drs

This includes the sidewalk. Under the supposed new development plan, traffic access from
Olympic will still be blocked, but the sidewalk will be open, allowing access to and from the new
development and my neighborhood.

We believe this is a bad idea for several reasons:

1. The residents in the new development will be able to park their extra cars in our neighborhood,
which already has impacted parking. We already have problems with people from outside
areas using our neighborhood for long-term parking.

2. It will encourage more illegal activity by giving criminals easy access to the homes on Olympic,
Hudson, and Canadian, and also to the new housing development. Already, my neighborhood
has sober living houses, houses where drugs are sold, and people abandoning or sleepingin
cars. Opening easy access to Bear Street may only accelerate illegal activity, which is not good
for my neighborhood or the new development.

3. | doubt the new residents in their new homes would appreciate having people from my
neighborhood walking through their neighborhood at all hours to go to the park or over the
shopping district on the other side of the 405.

We appreciate your interest in this matter.

With best regards,

Tom & Deborah Vasich



778 Allegheny Ave.
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
949-285-6455
tmvasich@uci.edu

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any suspicious activities to the Information Technology
Department.
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From: ms

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: PGPA-24-0002 Public hearing Meritage Homes
Date: Monday, August 4, 2025 12:37:05 PM

Hello City Council

Here are the points of the Meritage Homes/Vanessa Scheidel development project at 3150
Bear Street

Mark Sato 904 Mackenzie Place CM CA 92626 | live one house away from Shffer Park

My concerns are lack of resident parking inside the development for 146 units. The buyers
themselves most likely will own more then 2 cars, (adults living with them) thus during the
weekdays and weekends they will try and take advantage of parking overflow vehicles at
Shiffer park which has limited parking spaces on Bear street. If people visiting Shiffer park will
not be able to find parking on Bear street and start to park on Tanana Place and Mackenzie
Place streets. Eventually we will ask for residential permit parking. Yes we understand during
holidays the park is used and many cars park but this predominantly holidays and we put up
with people parking on our streets and blocking our driveways.

| and asking Costa Mesa Ciry Council limit the number of units to less then 146 and have
overflowing parking for residents.

Costa Mesa should put up signage at the Bear street parking explaining the time park is closed
and no overnight parking.

The same for Mackenzie Place and Tanana Place Cul du sacs signage about no overnight
parking.

There is already one person for 3 months living in his car from around 6:30am to 5:30pm in
the Shiffer park parking thus already limiting guests who want to use the park. You will see a
dark color car parking the corner with black cloth covering all the sides windows and the front
windshield will have a sunshade put up all day.

Mark Sato

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.
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August 4, 2025

Mayor Stevens and Council Members
77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

RE: Mitigated Negative Declaration, General Plan Amendment (PGPA-24-0002),
Rezone, Design Review, Tentative Tract Map No. 19334, and Density Bonus for a 142-
Unit Ownership Residential Development at 3150 Bear Street (Meritage Homes)

Dear Mayor Stevens and Council Members,

| am a longtime resident of Rancho Mesa, living directly across Bear Street from the
proposed project site. My wife and | have called this peaceful neighborhood home since
1996, and we have always appreciated the openness and character of the surrounding
area.

While we are not opposed to a thoughtfully planned residential development on the Trinity
property, we are deeply concerned about the scale and parking inadequacies of the project
as currently proposed. The proposed density is too high, and the parking provisions are
insufficient to support the number of units.

Experience shows that developments like this often lead to spillover parking in adjacent
neighborhoods. With our community located just across Bear Street and easily accessible
via a protected crosswalk, it is only a matter of time before new residents begin parking in
our neighborhood, creating congestion and negatively impacting our quality of life.

The project’s heavy reliance on garage parking is unrealistic. In most cases, garages are
used for storage or only accommodate one vehicle. Without adequate surface parking, the
development will inevitably burden surrounding streets. A practical solution would be to
scale back one or two buildings and use that space to increase surface parking.

Let’s ensure this project serves both its future residents and the existing community
responsibly. Once approved, we cannot undo the long-term impacts of an overbuilt and
under-parked development. | respectfully urge you to deny the project unless significant
revisions are made to address the parking shortfall.

Thank you for your attention and consideration.

Kind regards,

Mick Meldrum

3118 Yukon Ave.
Costa Mesa, CA 92626



Fighting for a future of abundant housing in Orange County.
peopleforhousing.org

August 4th, 2025

Mayor John Stephens
City of Costa Mesa

77 Fair Drive

Costa Mesa, CA 92626

RE: SUPPORT for Bear Street Residential Project at 3150 Bear Street
Dear Mayor Stephens and Members of the City Council,

On behalf of People for Housing — Orange County, | am writing to express our strong support for the
proposed 142-unit residential community at 3150 Bear Street. This well-designed ownership
development represents exactly the kind of smart, infill housing Costa Mesa needs to address its
housing shortage and create more opportunities for homeownership.

As an organization committed to increasing access to affordable and attainable housing across Orange
County, we advocate for projects that offer diverse housing options for the people who live, work, and
raise families in our communities. The Bear Street project does just that—delivering a mix of stacked
townhomes and single-family detached homes in a transit-accessible location near jobs, services, and
parks.

In a region where homeownership remains out of reach for many working families and first-time
buyers, this project creates new, for-sale housing in one of Orange County’s most central urban
locations. These kinds of projects are urgently needed to meet demand, reduce pressure on the rental
market, and give younger generations a chance to put down roots in cities like Costa Mesa.

The addition of a small number of deed-restricted very low-income units through the density bonus is
a welcome inclusion, though the broader benefit is the expansion of the city’s overall housing stock.



This project adds housing in a well-connected location, consistent with the goals of Measure K and the
city’s General Plan vision for smart growth and livable neighborhoods.

We were encouraged to see city staff recommend approval of this project and urge the Council to
support their recommendation. The proposed community advances Costa Mesa’s housing,
transportation, and sustainability goals while expanding homeownership opportunities in a
high-opportunity area.

Thank you for your leadership on housing and your thoughtful consideration of this important
proposal. Please don’t hesitate to contact me at elizabeth@peopleforhousing.org if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,
Elizabeth Hansburg

Cofounder & Director

Fighting for a future of abundant housing in Orange County.
peopleforhousing.org



From: John Tyler Blazona

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: Subject: Meritage Homes Housing Project - 3150 Bear St - Letter of Support
Date: Saturday, August 2, 2025 3:50:10 PM

To Whom It May Concern,

I’m writing as a resident of Costa Mesa who was a long time renter and recently had the opportunity to purchase a
townhome in the City. I’m writing in strong support of Meritage Homes’ proposed redevelopment of the Trinity
Broadcasting Center site.

As a young person in my mid 20's, finding an affordable home to purchase in the city | love has been extremely
difficult. I fully support the transformation of the Trinity site into for sale housing that would give more of my peers
and friends the same chance | had, to buy a home in the community we’ve built our lives around.

Meritage Homes is a leading homebuilder known for creating energy efficient communities that prioritize
sustainability, affordability, and long-term livability. This is exactly the kind of thoughtful development Costa Mesa
needs.

It would be a real shame if this project were denied. An underutilized event venue is not a better use of this site than
housing that is attainable to entry-level homebuyers.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

John Tyler Blazona.

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless

you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any suspicious activities to the Information
Technology Department.
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Mayor John Stevens Aug 4, 2025
Mayor Pro Tem Manuel Chavez
Council Members:

Andrea Marr, Mike Buley, Loren Gameros, leff Pettis, Arlis Reynolds

Subject: Agenda Item related to 3150 Bear Street (Meritage Homes), specifically the
inclusion of pedestrian access within the emergency gate that connects to Olympic
Avenue as well as the overall insufficient parking design thatwilt also create a negative
impact at Schiffer Park (directly across Bear Street from the entrance to 3150 Bear Street).

NO PEDESTRIAN GATE: Attached please find opinion signatures from neighbors (who live
in the neighborhood) that sits beside most of the 3150 Bear Street property. Ofthe
households that were contacted, 126 out of 185 were in favor of No Pedestrian Gate and
forthis development to have sufficient parking (ie no negative impact to Schiffer Park).
These would be the streets of Trinity, Yellowstone and Platte {thatare the entry streets into
the neighborhood from Paularino) as well as the connecting streets of Roanoke, Allegheny,
Hudson, Canadian and Olympic. Olympic is the street that would be most directly
impacted by the allowance of a pedestrian gate within the back emergency gate to the
3150 Bear Street property. As additional vehicles from the private 3150 Bear Street
community flood onto Olympic, the current vehicles will back up onto adjoining étreets of
Hudson, Yellowstone and Trinity. Included is an e-mail {from CMPD) that reflecté the
parking violations in the neighborhood over the last year. Trinity Drive has the highest
number of violations in spite of it having the most restrictive parking limitations. If a
pedestrian gate is allowed at the Olympic entrance to the neighborhood, the overflow
parking from 3150 Bear Street would place an undue burden on a neighborhood that
clearly is substantiallyimpacted by current parking pressures.

SUFFICIENT PARKING/SCHIFFER PARK: As noted in the presentation by the developer,
the 142 homes (20 single family) all have two car garages. The current design includes 35
open spaces {with the comment that these willbe for guest parking only). Sincethereis no
way to regulate either the number of cars that an owner/subsequent renter may have, let
alone the number of visitors that come onto the property at anyonetime, itis unrealistic to



believe that this community will not suffer from impacted parking issues as most of the
City currently does. The concern of the neighbors outside of the impact to Olympic Avenue
and surrounding streets is the 20 public parking spaces across the street at Schiffer Park.
As indicated in the plan design, a new traffic signal and crosswalk will connect the
entrance to Schiffer Park as well as 3150 Bear Street. Schiffer Park is used not only by the
neighborhood directly beside it but also by those living in the LifeStyle homes (Paularino
and Bear), the neighborhood behind Schiffer Park including the streets of Yukon and
Klondike as well as Prospect Pl, Peace Pl, Liard PlL, MacKenzie Pland Tanana Pl. The last
two streets end in cul-de-sac circles which lead directly into the back side of Schiffer Park.
It takes less than two minutes to walk across Schiffer Park from one of the cul-de-sacs to
Bear Street. All of the apartments that line Paularino Avenue (between Bear and Bristol)
use Schiffer Park as do the homes in The Edge development. While there will no doubt be
animpact to the park from another housing development (right across the street), the
current parking design at 3150 Bear Street leaves no question as to which element of the
park will be negatively impacted first (parking).

The city needs more housing and the development meets the minimum standards for
parking underthe current plan design. While maximizing the land usage is an imperative of
the developer, the overall success of the project is of equalimportance to the developer,
the city and the surrounding community. We are hoping that another look at the plan
design coud be requested with an eye towards increasing available open parking. In
addition, the $250,000 developer fee should be used first to increase parking spaces at
Schiffer Park as the impact from this development will effectively close off the available
parking on weekends and holidays, if not also during the workweek.

It is the hope of those that will be present at the upcoming council meeting as well asthose
that have provided their opinion signatures on the attachment to this letter that the council
will send the design back to the developer forremoval of the pedestrian gate and for
additional open space parking.

Sincere}y,

Tt e Koty omern
JﬁNET LEE KROCHMAN, CPA

3107 TRINITY DRIVE



Janet Krochman

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Categories:

Good afternoon Janet,

e e ]

SANCHEZ, NATALIE <NSANCHEZ@costamesaca.gov>
Tuesday, July 22, 2025 2:41 PM

Janet Krochman

California Public Records Request

Follow Up

The Costa Mesa Police Department has received your request for statistical data on parking enforcement actions
from various streets over the past twelve months. Please find below a summary of the number and types of
violations recorded for each of the streets specified in your request.

Parking Citations: 07/01/ -

Trinity Drive

38 Permit Parking

11 Restricted Parking
4 Sidewalk

14 California Vehicle Codes

Olympic Ave.

1 California Vehicle Code
Platte Drive

27 Restricted Parking

2 Califarnia Vehicle Codes
Roanoke Lane

2 California Vehicle Codes
Canadian Drive

0

Yellowstone Drive

4 California Vehicle Code
20 Sidewalks

Hudson Ave,

0

Allegheny Ave.

2 California Vehicle Codes

Total: 128

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me by phone or email.

Regards,

Natalie Sanchez | Records Shift Supervisor
City of Costa Mesa | Paolice Department

office: 714.754.5348 | main: 714.754.5373
Honored to Serve

p 4] £ Il



From: ralph@smxrtos.com

To: CITY CLERK

Subject: PGPA-24-0002 Comment

Date: Monday, August 4, 2025 1:06:31 PM
Gentlemen,

My wife and | are residents of the Life Styles community. It is already difficult for us to
exit onto Bear St, due to heavy traffic. If a traffic light is installed at the new homes
egress, traffic will back up blocking our exit, thus making our situation even worse. As
| pointed out in my previous email to the Planning Commission, paint on the street will
not solve this problem because many people don't care or pay attention.

A possible solution is to put the northbound traffic light south of our egress and the
southbound traffic light north of their egress. Then we would have equal access to
Bear St. This also would help visitors to the Grant building, in between, and to the

park across the street.

Sincerely

Ralph Moore

3099 Promenade

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open

attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.
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Delivered August 5, 2025, Easily Before 12:00PM, for City Council and City Council Meeting Agenda

Dear Costa Mesa City Council (constituentservices@costamesaca.gov) and City Clerk
(cityclerk@costamesaca.gov):

Please read this verbally aloud before and during the August 5, 2025 City Council meeting. Please
include this in the agenda packet for the August 5, 2025 City Council meeting.

Regarding the August 5, 2025 City Council meeting’s public hearing item 2 titled “MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION, GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT (PGPA-24-0002), REZONE, DESIGN REVIEW, TENTATIVE
TRACT MAP NO. 19334, AND DENSITY BONUS AGREEMENT, FOR A 142-UNIT, OWNERSHIP RESIDENTIAL
DEVELOPMENT AT 3150 BEAR STREET (MERITAGE HOMES)”

Please reject Meritage Homes’ entire application including the mitigated negative declaration, general
plan amendment, rezone, tentative tract map, and density bonus for the following reasons related to

Meritage’s 142 units being too dense of a population for 3150 Bear Street:

1. Negative Impacts on Expansive Soil: The neighborhoods for a few miles around 3150 Bear Street are

built on expansive soil. Heavy construction and dense buildings will disturb the expansive soil
resulting in damage to the foundations, walls, etc. of buildings several miles around 3150 Bear
Street.

2. Negative Impacts from New Traffic Light and Turn Lanes on Bear Street: Meritage requests a new

stop light and turn lanes on Bear Street for Meritage’s private benefit for Meritage’s 142 units worth
of people. Bear Street is already heavily congested during morning, late afternoon, and early night
commuting hours. Bear Street is especially congested during holidays. The congestion is especially
noticeable between Bear Street’s intersections with Baker Street and MacArthur Boulevard.
Another traffic light that is not synchronized with other Bear Street traffic lights will exacerbate the
already heavy congestion on Bear Street around 3150 Bear Street. Also near 3150 Bear Street, Bear
Street only has two lanes in each direction. Adding new turn lanes to Bear Street for 142 units
worth of people will result in Bear Street effectively having only 1 lane in each direction as 142 units
worth of people wait on Bear Street to be able to enter 3150 Bear Street. Please note that 3140
Bear Street and the Lifestyles community do not have traffic lights for their private benefit, and
denying 3140 Bear Street and the Lifestyles community traffic lights for their private benefit
prevents further congestion of Bear Street. A double standard should not be applied to Meritage.

3. Crosswalk to Shiffer Park: A new cross walk across Bear Street is not needed to access Shiffer Park,

because there is already a nearby crosswalk at the intersection of Bear Street and Paularino Avenue.
A new cross walk would turn the Shiffer Park neighborhood into additional parking for Meritage’s
parking lacking proposal for 3150 Bear Street. A new cross walk would also further exacerbate
traffic on Bear Street by adding another traffic light that is not synchronized with the rest of Bear
Street’s traffic lights.



Gate to Olympic Avenue: An open access gate on Olympic Avenue would negatively impact already

congested street parking in the existing neighborhoods surrounded by Olympic Avenue, Trinity
Drive, Paularino Avenue, Platte Drive, Allegheny Avenue, and Canadian Drive. An open access gate
on Olympic Avenue would turn those neighborhoods into additional parking for the overly people
dense and parking lacking Meritage proposal for 3150 Bear Street.

Negative Impacts on Traffic Congestion on Paularino Avenue: Paularino Avenue is already heavily

congested during morning, late afternoon, and early night commuting hours, and neighbors
(apartments, houses, businesses, etc.) on Paularino Avenue already have difficulty entering
Paularino Avenue during hours of congestion. Paularino Avenue is only one lane in each direction so
cannot handle an additional 142 units worth of people.

Sunlight Obstruction: Several almost 60 feet tall buildings will obstruct the sunlight and cast

shadows on neighbors several miles around, which will negatively affect both their health and
property values.

Airflow Obstruction: Several almost 60 feet tall buildings will obstruct the wind and airflow for

neighbors several miles around, which will negatively affect both their health and property values.

View of Sky Obstruction: Several almost 60 feet tall buildings will obstruct the view of the sky for

neighbors several miles around, which will negatively affect both their health and property values.

Should Widen Bear Street: To decrease congestion on Bear Street the City should purchase enough
of 3150 Bear Street to extend and construct a third lane in both directions on Bear Street. Widening

Bear Street would serve the public better than Meritage’s proposal as Meritage’s proposed dense
construction harms the public to mainly benefit the already wealthy owners of 3150 Bear Street.
The Khoshbin family already has over between $50 million and $100 million in assets, and already
uses 3150 Bear Street to store multiple luxury cars and manage their wealth. Costa Mesa should put
its very many everyday residents’ wellbeing first, not the wellbeing of a few multimillionaires.



Comments on application by PGPA-24-0002.

Comments by William H. Spurgeon iv, 3078 Platte Drive.

1) Trafficimpact: putting a signal on Bear Street will lead to traffic disasters. The north

bound lanes shift from three lanes to two right at the new signal. This will cause
traffic to back up into the Paularino intersection. Cars on Paularino and the housing
tract exiting at Yukpn to be unable to turn north on Bear. Now Paularino and Yukon
will back up, The two lanes coming off the 73 freeway will also now back up onto the
freeway at the dangerous point where cars from the 55 merge left and cars from the
73 merge right to get off at Bear. Cars that stop to merge into the stopped line will
become an accident hazard as they now block the second lane from the 55.
Southbound on Bear is already a mess. Left turning cars for the 55/73 onramp
already often back up to Paularino causing cars on Paularino to back up too. The
new signal will back cars into the shopping center and signals over the 405.
Parking. The city always underestimates the needed parking and they once told us
on Platte Drive that new apartments on Paularino would not impact us. Not true. We
daily pick up Del Taco bags and empty cups, and negotiate for parking spots on
nights and weekends. Where will the “extra cars” park? On Canadian, Hudson or
Olympic? This will increase traffic on our neighborhood streets. In Shiffer park or the
access streets of MacKinzie or Tanana? Not cool. In the shopping center across the
freeway/ There is no place for excess cars which there will be.

Obviously, this is a big money deal so the locals have little power. But this time |
wanted to type up my comments so | would have a record of this “l told you so.”



From: Wendy Morales

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: Public Comment: Opposition to 3150 Bear Street Housing Project (PGPA-24-0002)
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 11:44:45 AM

Dear Costa Mesa City Council Members,

[ am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed housing
development at 3150 Bear Street (Project PGPA-24-0002), which was
recently approved by the Planning Commission.

As a homeowner living next to the project site, I am deeply concerned
about the significant negative impact this 142-unit development,
particularly the 52-foot-tall stacked flats, will have on our neighborhood’s
quality of life, infrastructure, and safety.

My primary concerns include:

o Traffic & Parking Overload
Bear Street and adjacent roads are already heavily impacted. Adding
142 units without sufficient parking mitigation will push more cars
into our neighborhood streets, where many residents already struggle
to find parking.

e Height and Privacy Issues
The proposed 4-story stacked flats are completely out of character
with the surrounding 1-story homes. This extreme height will cast
shade, eliminate privacy for existing homeowners, and reduce
property values.

e Olympic Avenue Access
The pedestrian access point proposed at Olympic Avenue poses a
safety concern and will likely increase foot traffic into a quiet
residential street. We ask that this access point be removed or gated
and strictly limited to emergency use only.

e Infrastructure Strain
The current infrastructure—roads, schools, sewer, and utilities—was
not designed to support such a high-density project on a 6-acre parcel.

e Construction Impact to Adjacent Properties


mailto:wendy.morales.costamesa@gmail.com
mailto:CITYCLERK@costamesaca.gov

My home is located in direct proximity to the project site, and [ am
seriously concerned about potential structural damage during
construction. Heavy equipment, excavation, or pile driving may cause
cracking or shifting in nearby homes. The Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) fails to address this risk. I respectfully request that the City require
a pre-construction structural survey of neighboring properties and hold
the developer accountable for any damage incurred.

I respectfully request:

A reduction in height and unit count to preserve neighborhood
character

Removal of the Olympic Avenue pedestrian access point

A formal traffic and parking impact reassessment

Structural protections and accountability for homes adjacent to the site

We are not opposed to new housing, but we urge the Council to prioritize
responsible growth that respects current residents. This project, as
proposed, is too dense, too tall, and too disruptive. Please vote NO on
this proposal and request meaningful revisions.

Sincerely,

Wendy Morales

Costa Mesa Resident - District 2

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.



Aug. 5th, 2025

Subject: Community Concerns Regarding Proposed Development at 3150 Bear Street
Dear City Council Members,

As residents of the neighborhoods adjacent to the proposed development at 3150 Bear Street,
we respectfully submit the following concerns in advance of the July 14th Planning Commission
hearing.

Traffic Safety and Congestion

Bear Street already experiences significant congestion, particularly during peak hours, holidays,
and summer weekends. The trip generation comparison in the current traffic analysis is based
on prior estimated use when the building was occupied, not the current vacant condition. This
results in an inaccurate baseline and may obscure the true traffic impacts. A Level of Service
(LOS) analysis should be required.

The proposed addition of a signal-controlled driveway raises serious concerns. With two closely
spaced signals already in place near the 73 freeway ramps, a third signal nearby could worsen
backups and cause driver confusion. Cars often block intersections or run red lights in this area
due to visual alignment and signal timing. Additional delays will affect not only local residents
but also the city's economic engine-South Coast Plaza-by creating greater congestion at key
access points.

Speeding and Unsafe Crosswalk Placement

The proposed crosswalk just beyond the downhill slope on Bear Street presents a major safety
issue. Drivers frequently speed down this stretch, and Costa Mesa Police often monitor it from
Shiffer Park because of how common speeding violations are. Even with a signal, a crosswalk
located just past a blind hill risks being overlooked by fast-moving traffic, posing a hazard for
pedestrians.

Overflow Parking into Residential Streets

We are also very concerned about the project's potential to create parking overflow in our
surrounding neighborhoods. With limited on-site parking and the likelihood of multi-car



households or visitors, spillover parking will impact Mackenzie Place, Tanana Street, and
Klondike Avenue-especially since two of these streets are cul-de-sacs with limited capacity. We
already face tight parking conditions, and increased usage of Shiffer Park for overflow only
exacerbates this. Residents and their guests are likely to use the park and nearby streets for
both daytime and overnight parking, further straining the limited availability.

Additional Concerns

While we understand and appreciate the city's interest in investing in park improvements, we
are concerned that the proposed budget may not be sufficient to support the increased use this
development will generate. We urge a more thorough review of the funding allocation to ensure
it can meet the long-term needs of the community. Additionally, the current design proposed in
the plans with only having one entrance and exit will not be adequate for the park. As the
number of residents and park visitors grows, expanded access and increased parking capacity
will be essential.

In Conclusion

Safety and overflow parking are our community's top concerns. We ask the Planning
Commission to carefully reconsider this project's design, traffic impact analysis, and
neighborhood consequences. We respectfully request that these issues be thoroughly studied
and addressed before any approval is granted.

Thank you for considering the voice of the community.

Justin and Regina Smith
900 Mackenzie Pl
Costa Mesa, Ca. 92626



Justin and Regina Smith

900 Mackenzie PI

Costa Mesa, Ca 92626

Mom?2boys0810@gmail.com

Aug. 5th, 2025

To: Costa Mesa City Council

Subject: Opposition to Application PGPA-24-0002 3150 Bear Street

We are writing to formally oppose the proposed 142-unit ownership residential development on the 6.12-acre
site, which includes 93,500 square feet of on-site open space including private balconies and seven units
designated for very low-income housing.

While the need for housing, especially affordable options, is undeniable in other cities in California, this project
raises significant concerns for our community:

Overdevelopment of a Limited Space

Packing 142 ownership units—regardless of unit size—onto just over 6 acres represents an extremely
high density for the area. This intensity is out of character with the surrounding neighborhoods, which
have historically maintained more open space, lower housing density, and a quieter residential
atmosphere.

Pressure on Services:

Local schools, water, sewer systems, and emergency services are already operating near the capacity for
our city. Adding hundreds of new residents will place additional strain on public resources that the
development does not adequately address.

Environmental and Community Character Concerns:

This development would dramatically transform a relatively modest, low-density neighborhood into a
high-density enclave, disrupting the established character, visual landscape, and close-knit sense of
community that residents have spent years cultivating. It threatens to permanently alter both the natural
environment and the social fabric of the area. We strongly urge the city to prioritize development that
aligns with the community’s values—focusing on thoughtful planning, environmental responsibility, and
long-term sustainability.

Pressure on Infrastructure:

Increased traffic from this project will worsen congestion at several already overburdened intersections,
particularly at Bear Street and Yukon, as well as the Bear Street on- and off-ramps to the 73 freeway. The
intersection at Yukon and Bear regularly backs up starting around 3:30 PM and continues through the
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evening rush hour, often until 6:00 PM. During this time, vehicles routinely block the intersection,
preventing residents from exiting the neighborhood via Yukon—whether attempting to go straight onto
Paularino or turn right onto Bear to access the freeway.

Additionally, the short stretch of Paularino Avenue between Bear and Bristol is heavily congested as
drivers use it as a cut-through to reach the freeways or the shopping center at Bristol and Paularino. This
section of road is frequently backed up and often blocked by traffic, and the city is already filling potholes
on Paularino nearly every month due to the volume and weight of vehicles.

Adding more vehicles from this proposed 142-unit development—along with traffic from the upcoming
1,583-unit Village Santa Ana at South Coast Plaza—will make Bear Street, particularly the segment from
Sunflower to Baker, virtually impassable during peak times and the Christmas holiday. This corridor
already experiences gridlock during the holiday season, and this level of development threatens to turn
seasonal congestion into a year-round issue.

In light of these issues, I respectfully request that the Planning Commission deny or significantly revise this
proposal to better reflect the community's needs and values.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
Justin and Regina Smith



From: Russell Toler

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: Trinity Broadcasting Site
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 12:00:36 PM

Dear Mayor and City Councilmembers,

As you review the proposal for the Trinity Broadcasting site, I urge you to pause a bit and reflect on the question of
whether this development is stitching itself into the fabric of the city—or sealing itself off from it?

The former helps each increment of development integrate into the walkable, bike-able, and even drivable network
of our city, while the latter guarantees just another isolated residential pod—places where cars simply go in and out
and no one really knows what it’s like inside. We unfortunately have plenty of these now. No wonder people
complain about density and new development—none of it is seen to “contribute” to anything but traffic.

When we allow disconnected enclaves, we perpetuate car dependency, and we miss opportunities to build a
cohesive, livable city.

I also want to gently lament the design quality of this particular proposal (see my previous emails on this project,
they’re in the record somewhere). While an improvement from previous iterations, it’s still another case of
maximizing units with little regard for place or form. But we cannot blame developers—this is what they do. We as
a city have not articulated what kind of residential development we want to see, and what kind we don’t.

As a city, we have not used our voice on design. We are still passive about it.

This, nor any single project will make or break Costa Mesa. But they add up, and together define the quality of our
city. And each one sends a signal and sets a precedent—to the market, to the community, and to the next developer
—of what we’re okay with.

Thanks for reading,

Russell Toler

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any suspicious activities to the Information
Technology Department.
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From: Danielle Owens

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: 3150 Bear St-city council meeting
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 11:59:44 AM

Dear Mayor and Council Members,

[ am writing to express concerns about potential parking impacts from the
proposed project at 3150 Bear St. and to suggest possible solutions for
consideration.

As a resident living on the corner near the project, I am concerned that
overflow parking from future residents and guests will spill into our
neighborhood streets. While it has been suggested that people won’t want
to walk that far, I measured it: it took me 190 steps — less than 1 minute 30
seconds — to walk from our street to the crosswalk leading directly to the
project. This makes it very likely people will choose to park in our
neighborhood.

To address these concerns, our community proposes:

1. Permit Parking After Hours — Implementing a permit parking program
in the evenings and overnight to preserve resident parking access.

2. Alternative Off-Site Parking Arrangement — Negotiating with South
Coast Plaza to utilize a rarely used portion of their parking lot. This
could accommodate overflow parking for the project. Sellers Plaza
could pay a monthly fee for these spaces, creating an incentive and
additional income for the property owner.

We appreciate your consideration of both the potential impacts and the
proactive solutions that could help preserve neighborhood safety, access,
and quality of life. I will be attending tonight’s meeting to share further
details, but I wanted these concerns and suggestions on the record in
advance.
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Sincerely,
Danielle and Brendan Owens

3116 Klondike Ave.

Danielle Owens

Real Estate Professional
Coldwell Banker Realty

840 Newport Center Drive #100
949-293-6712

Danielle@DanielleOwensRealEstate.com
www.DanielleOwensRealEstate.com
BRE#01914205

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.
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From: Michael Wauschek

To: CITY CLERK; Irvine Clerk
Subject: Public commit immigration
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 12:14:39 PM

Hello my name is Michael wauschek I am concerned citizen

We need stop allowing these gestapo thugs aka ICE spreading fear in our communities even if your alien or not it's
effects us all even if we know or not. We also needs to a ban of them of uncovering their faces by so its only making
looks themselves worse then what is already are. The time is know not let's talk about at our next city council
meeting

Yahoo Mail: Search, Organize, Conquer

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.
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From: Stewart Ramsey

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: RE: August 5th Agenda Item #3
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2025 10:31:38 AM

Dear Mayor and City Council,

I’'m writing as a Costa Mesa resident who values both the natural beauty of Fairview Park and
the opportunity it represents for our community to engage, learn, and connect with the land.
While I appreciate the ecological goals outlined in the proposed $1.4 million Professional
Services Agreement (PSA) with Endemic Environmental Services for the Mesa Restoration
Project, I respectfully urge you to pause and reconsider how we can fulfill our obligations
while better serving Costa Mesa residents.

The current plan emphasizes passive restoration and biological compliance—but it does so at
the expense of removing cherished recreational features like the dirt mounds used daily by
kids on bikes, and by installing fencing that limits public access, rather than inviting people
into nature.

Current Proposal Highlights:

$1.4 Million Contracted to a Fullerton-Based Firm Over 7 Years

e Removes popular dirt bike mounds with no replacement amenity

Prioritizes fencing and restricted access over community engagement

Long-term monitoring and site control are fully outsourced to Fullerton, with no local
jobs, training, or volunteer engagement

Public education, recreation, and equitable access are not part of the scope

Funded through state grants but misses an opportunity to create a public legacy Costa
Mesa residents can feel and use

Possible Better Alternatives:

A Nature, Education, and Recreation Hub That Meets Restoration Goals — And
Inspires Community

I believe it’s possible to both fulfill the City’s regulatory obligations and create lasting, visible,
and equitable benefits through the same investment. Here's how:

1. Outdoor Amphitheater & Classroom

A natural, shaded amphitheater for school programs, cultural events, music, and nature
learning

e ADA-accessible with interpretive signage and community use
Est. Cost: $250K-$400K
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2. BMX/Pump Track Youth Zone

o Upgrade and formalize the existing dirt mounds into a safe, inclusive BMX/pump track
o Encourages healthy activity, keeps kids engaged in nature, and honors how the space is
actually used today
Est. Cost: $250K-$400K

3. Public Environmental Education Program

¢ Run in partnership with OCC, UCI, nonprofits, and local educators
e Includes field trips, citizen science, restoration volunteering, and wildlife observation
Est. Cost: $250K—-$400K over 7 years

4. Interactive Trail Tools

e QR-coded self-guided tours, augmented reality stations, and historical site storytelling
Est. Cost: $50K-$100K

Why This Matters:

o Fulfills ecological obligations to OCTA and regulatory bodies

Engages the public directly in long-term stewardship and education
Honors cultural and historic resources while allowing respectful access
Keeps funding and energy local

Leaves a visible legacy, not just a fenced field and consultant reports

This is a once-in-a-decade investment. Let’s ensure it not only meets habitat goals—but also
invites people in, nurtures young minds, and reflects the values of an inclusive and engaged
Costa Mesa.

Thank you for your leadership and consideration.

Sincerely,

Stewart William Ramsey
Costa Mesa West-Sider

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open



From: MUNOZ, SANDY

To: GREEN, BRENDA; TERAN, STACY
Subject: FW: Reconsideration Request: Fairview Park Restoration and Community Use
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2025 2:53:35 PM

From: Andreas Arpiarian <aarpiarian@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2025 10:45 AM

To: CITY COUNCIL <CITYCOUNCIL@costamesaca.gov>

Subject: Reconsideration Request: Fairview Park Restoration and Community Use

As a Costa Mesa resident who deeply values the natural beauty of Fairview Park, I’'m writing
to share my perspective on the proposed $1.4 million Professional Services Agreement (PSA)
with Endemic Environmental Services for the Mesa Restoration Project.

While I appreciate the ecological goals outlined in the plan, I respectfully ask that the Council
pause and reconsider how we can meet our environmental obligations while delivering greater
benefits to our local community.

The current proposal focuses heavily on passive restoration and biological compliance, but it
comes at the cost of removing beloved recreational features—such as the dirt mounds that kids
use daily—and adding fencing that restricts access rather than encouraging people to engage
with nature.

Concerns with the Current Proposal:

e $1.4 million allocated to a Fullerton-based firm over 7 years

e Removal of the dirt bike mounds with no replacement

o Emphasis on fencing and restricted access over community use

e Monitoring and maintenance fully outsourced with no local job or volunteer
opportunities

e No focus on public education, recreation, or equitable access

o Funded by state grants, yet lacks a community-oriented legacy

A More Inclusive Alternative:

It is entirely possible to meet restoration requirements while creating a space that educates,
inspires, and benefits Costa Mesa residents. Consider these enhancements:

1. Outdoor Amphitheater and Classroom
A shaded, natural space for school programs, cultural events, and nature education
ADA-accessible with interpretive signage for community use

Estimated cost: $250K-$400K

2. Youth BMX/Pump Track Zone
Upgrade the existing dirt mounds into a safe, inclusive space for riding
Promotes healthy activity and honors how the land is used today

Estimated cost: $250K-$400K
3. Public Environmental Education Program
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Partner with OCC, UCI, and local nonprofits to provide hands-on learning
Includes field trips, citizen science, and restoration volunteer opportunities

Estimated cost: $250K-$400K over 7 years

4. Interactive Trail Tools
QR-coded self-guided tours, augmented reality features, and storytelling signage

Estimated cost: $50K-$100K

Why This Approach Matters:

Meets environmental commitments to OCTA and regulators

Engages the community in stewardship and education

Respects cultural and historical significance while allowing thoughtful access
Keeps funding, jobs, and energy local

Leaves a visible and meaningful legacy—not just reports and fencing

Thank you for considering a more balanced and community-focused path forward for Fairview
Park.

Andreas Arpiarian

The information contained in this message is privileged and intended only for the recipients named. If the reader is not a representative of the
intended recipient, any review, dissemination or copying of this message or the information it contains is prohibited. If you have received this
message in error, please immediately notify the sender, and delete the original message and attachments.

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.




From: Wendy Laurie

To: CITY COUNCIL; CITY CLERK
Subject: New Business Agenda Item 3- Fencing Areas of Fairview Park
Date: Monday, August 4, 2025 3:15:48 PM

Dear City Council Members,

Please vote no on New Business Agenda Item 3 - PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
AGREEMENT WITH ENDEMIC ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES INC. FOR THE
FAIRVIEW PARK MESA RESTORATION PROJECT, etc.

I think we are all in agreement that “Parks make life better.” We need access to parks in order
for this to be true. Fencing and restricting more areas of the park will cut into activities -
hiking, glider flights, community gatherings - that give people reasons to love, respect, and
maintain the natural beauty.

Thank you for your consideration.

-Wendy Russo, lifelong Costa Mesa resident

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.
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From: Mat Garcia

To: CITY CLERK

Subject: Fw: August 5, 2025 Council Meeting - New Business Item 3 - Endemic Environmental PSA
Date: Monday, August 4, 2025 1:09:31 PM

Attachments: Letter to City Council - 2025-08-05 New Business Item 3.pdf

Hi City Clerk,

Please record this email and the attached letter as part of the public record for tomorrow's
city council meeting for New Business Item 3.

Thank you,
Mat Garcia

From: Mat Garcia <mat.garcia@live.com>

Sent: Monday, August 4, 2025 12:59 PM

To: citycouncil@costamesaca.gov <citycouncil@costamesaca.gov>

Cc: CECILIA.GALLARDODALY@costamesaca.gov <CECILIA.GALLARDODALY @costamesaca.gov>;
GRUNER, BRIAN <brian.gruner@costamesaca.gov>

Subject: August 5, 2025 Council Meeting - New Business Item 3 - Endemic Environmental PSA

Dear Council Members,

Please see the attached letter urging you to vote no on New Business Agenda Iltem 3 regarding
the Professional Services Agreement with Endemic Environmental Services Inc. for the
Fairview Park Mesa Restoration Project.

Key concerns include:
e Lack of community input

e Premature action ahead of the pending Fairview Park Master Plan Revision (draft due
Sept. 16)

e Overreach in restoration area—162% of what is contractually required by OCTA
e Negative impacts on park access and use, especially for families, youth, and seniors

e Potential Measure AA violations due to permanent fencing and significant changes
without a public vote

The proposal threatens to eliminate cherished open space and recreational trails without
proper community engagement. | respectfully ask that this item be rejected or significantly
amended to protect public access and balance diverse community interests.
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August 4, 2025

Dear City Council Members,

Please vote no on New Business Agenda Item 3 - PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
AGREEMENT WITH ENDEMIC ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES INC. FOR THE FAIRVIEW PARK
MESA RESTORATION PROIJECT, etc. Here are some reasons why it does not make sense for

Costa Mesa.

1. Approving this item will negatively impact many residents of Costa Mesa and visitors

to Fairview Park. Specifically, fencing off large areas of the north mesa that contain

small trails that are highly valued by the community.

a.
b.

Staff did not collect community input on this project.

Impacts, especially negative impacts, to the community are not factored in
by staff.

Input from Parks and Community Services Commission or the Fairview Park
Steering Committee is not present in the staff report.

No evidence of staff consideration given to how the community, especially
the youth, families, and seniors, uses the current areas which are proposed
to be closed.

2. This item should be considered only after the City Council has had the opportunity
to weigh in and provide direction on the Fairview Park Master Plan Revision, which
the draftis coming to Council soon.

a.

The Draft Master Plan Revision is tentatively scheduled to come to Council

on September 16, 2025.

The staff proposed temporary fencing will lead to permanent fencing. And

thatis not what many in the City want.

i. While the staff report’s map for this item specifically uses the term

“temporary fencing” to close off the areas to be restored, the Fairview
Park Master Plan Revision Technical Reports [posted on the City’s
website] recommend that “protective fencing should be installed
along the perimeter of the [entire] Mesa” (source 2023 Vegetation Map
and Habitat Restoration Opportunities for Fairview Park - LandIQ
Technical Report p. 14 of 283) which will be permanent fencing
leading to closure of many existing small trails and activities (which
exist outside of environmentally sensitive areas of the park, see Figure
2) that currently are enjoyed by many residents of Costa Mesa and the
surrounding communities.





ii. Many residents have already and will speak out against proposed
extensive fencing off of Fairview Park during the Master Plan Revision
process.

iii. Extensive fencing prevents open play which is needed more than ever.

3. Only perform the minimum, contractually required acreage restoration.

a. Understanding that the City has contracted obligations to fulfill the 2011
OCTA Environmental Mitigation Program, the City is not required to fulfill that
obligation in this location of Fairview Park and the City is especially not
obligated to restore additional acreage beyond what is required by the OCTA
Contract. This only adds cost and, in this location, increases the negative
impact to residents.

b. The Cityis required to provide 9.5 acres of restoration to fulfill their
contracted obligations, but staff is choosing to provide 15.35 acres of
restoration. That is 162% of the area that is required.

c. Please have staff locate an area of Fairview Park that is less utilized by the
community. There are portions of the park that are barren and are not utilized
by the community.

4. Theissuance of this contract is an “expansion or intensification of use” which
Measure AA specifically defines as a “Significant Change” requiring a vote of the
Costa Mesa Electorate.

a. Thisitemis an expansion and intensification of use that is favored by and
benefits one group of the community over others. Specifically, people that
actively participate in the maintenance and ‘restoration’ activities stand to
benefit from this item, while people that enjoy the openness and small trails
stand to lose.

b. Measure AA’s purpose is to give the voters of Costa Mesa a voice in large
changes to Fairview Park. Measure AA provides for an exception to the City-
wide vote for Significant Changes requirement if the Significant Change is for
restoration purposes (Section 6). However, Section 6 of measure AA is meant
to allow regular and needed, small project restorations to occur without
having to endure the cost and time of a City-wide vote, not to allow major,
community impacting changes to Fairview Park in the name of ‘restoration’.
To make large, impactful changes to Fairview Park without a City-wide vote is
to ignore the intent and the first five and a half pages of Measure AA.

All residents of Costa Mesa and the surrounding community should be allowed to enjoy the
remaining open spaces of Costa Mesa, and the City should balance the uses and desires of
all groups that have interest in protecting Fairview Park. The staff recommendation turns





open space (much of which is currently outside of defined environmentally sensitive areas
of the park) into fenced-off environmentally sensitive areas. Please vote no or amend this
item so that the community can continue to utilize the north mesa of Fairview Park to find
solitude and peace in the open spaces that remain. Closing off large areas of some of the
most actively used portions of the park does not help the City of Costa Mesa or its
residents.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Mat Garcia
Resident of Costa Mesa





Figure 1. Map from the staff report showing proposed restoration area.
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Figure 2. Map showing the west side of Fairview Park’s environmentally sensitive or restricted areas
identified by the City in 2023. This map is currently posted on the City’s website.

(https://www.costamesaca.gov/community/fairview-park/model-aircraft-permits)
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Figure 3. Small trails on the north mesa will be closed, likely forever, within the areas identified to be

fenced off (most of the area in the green box).
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Thank you for your time and consideration,

Mat Garcia
Costa Mesa Resident

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.



August 4, 2025

Dear City Council Members,

Please vote no on New Business Agenda Item 3 - PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
AGREEMENT WITH ENDEMIC ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES INC. FOR THE FAIRVIEW PARK
MESA RESTORATION PROIJECT, etc. Here are some reasons why it does not make sense for

Costa Mesa.

1. Approving this item will negatively impact many residents of Costa Mesa and visitors

to Fairview Park. Specifically, fencing off large areas of the north mesa that contain

small trails that are highly valued by the community.

a.
b.

Staff did not collect community input on this project.

Impacts, especially negative impacts, to the community are not factored in
by staff.

Input from Parks and Community Services Commission or the Fairview Park
Steering Committee is not present in the staff report.

No evidence of staff consideration given to how the community, especially
the youth, families, and seniors, uses the current areas which are proposed
to be closed.

2. This item should be considered only after the City Council has had the opportunity
to weigh in and provide direction on the Fairview Park Master Plan Revision, which
the draftis coming to Council soon.

a.

The Draft Master Plan Revision is tentatively scheduled to come to Council

on September 16, 2025.

The staff proposed temporary fencing will lead to permanent fencing. And

thatis not what many in the City want.

i. While the staff report’s map for this item specifically uses the term

“temporary fencing” to close off the areas to be restored, the Fairview
Park Master Plan Revision Technical Reports [posted on the City’s
website] recommend that “protective fencing should be installed
along the perimeter of the [entire] Mesa” (source 2023 Vegetation Map
and Habitat Restoration Opportunities for Fairview Park - LandIQ
Technical Report p. 14 of 283) which will be permanent fencing
leading to closure of many existing small trails and activities (which
exist outside of environmentally sensitive areas of the park, see Figure
2) that currently are enjoyed by many residents of Costa Mesa and the
surrounding communities.



ii. Many residents have already and will speak out against proposed
extensive fencing off of Fairview Park during the Master Plan Revision
process.

iii. Extensive fencing prevents open play which is needed more than ever.

3. Only perform the minimum, contractually required acreage restoration.

a. Understanding that the City has contracted obligations to fulfill the 2011
OCTA Environmental Mitigation Program, the City is not required to fulfill that
obligation in this location of Fairview Park and the City is especially not
obligated to restore additional acreage beyond what is required by the OCTA
Contract. This only adds cost and, in this location, increases the negative
impact to residents.

b. The Cityis required to provide 9.5 acres of restoration to fulfill their
contracted obligations, but staff is choosing to provide 15.35 acres of
restoration. That is 162% of the area that is required.

c. Please have staff locate an area of Fairview Park that is less utilized by the
community. There are portions of the park that are barren and are not utilized
by the community.

4. Theissuance of this contract is an “expansion or intensification of use” which
Measure AA specifically defines as a “Significant Change” requiring a vote of the
Costa Mesa Electorate.

a. Thisitemis an expansion and intensification of use that is favored by and
benefits one group of the community over others. Specifically, people that
actively participate in the maintenance and ‘restoration’ activities stand to
benefit from this item, while people that enjoy the openness and small trails
stand to lose.

b. Measure AA’s purpose is to give the voters of Costa Mesa a voice in large
changes to Fairview Park. Measure AA provides for an exception to the City-
wide vote for Significant Changes requirement if the Significant Change is for
restoration purposes (Section 6). However, Section 6 of measure AA is meant
to allow regular and needed, small project restorations to occur without
having to endure the cost and time of a City-wide vote, not to allow major,
community impacting changes to Fairview Park in the name of ‘restoration’.
To make large, impactful changes to Fairview Park without a City-wide vote is
to ignore the intent and the first five and a half pages of Measure AA.

All residents of Costa Mesa and the surrounding community should be allowed to enjoy the
remaining open spaces of Costa Mesa, and the City should balance the uses and desires of
all groups that have interest in protecting Fairview Park. The staff recommendation turns



open space (much of which is currently outside of defined environmentally sensitive areas
of the park) into fenced-off environmentally sensitive areas. Please vote no or amend this
item so that the community can continue to utilize the north mesa of Fairview Park to find
solitude and peace in the open spaces that remain. Closing off large areas of some of the
most actively used portions of the park does not help the City of Costa Mesa or its
residents.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Mat Garcia
Resident of Costa Mesa



Figure 1. Map from the staff report showing proposed restoration area.
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Figure 2. Map showing the west side of Fairview Park’s environmentally sensitive or restricted areas
identified by the City in 2023. This map is currently posted on the City’s website.

(https://www.costamesaca.gov/community/fairview-park/model-aircraft-permits)
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Figure 3. Small trails on the north mesa will be closed, likely forever, within the areas identified to be

fenced off (most of the area in the green box).
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From: GREEN, BRENDA

To: TERAN, STACY

Subject: FW: Letter for City Council

Date: Monday, August 4, 2025 2:50:01 PM
Attachments: image001.wmz
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Respectfully,

Brenda Green

City Clerk

City Clerk’s Office | (714) 754-5221

77 Fair Drive | Costa Mesa | CA 92626

W f|v|G

As City Hall has reopened, we encourage the public to take advantage of our appointment system.
Appointments can be made at www.costamesaca.gov/appointments. Please note that It is

required that all guests check in with our Concierge Staff, located on the 1°t Floor Lobby, upon arrival
at City Hall.

From: Jeffrey Cellini <jeffrey.cellini@ca.rr.com>

Sent: Monday, August 4, 2025 2:45 PM

To: GREEN, BRENDA <brenda.green@costamesaca.gov>
Subject: Letter for City Council

Dear Brenda,
Please forward this to the city council member’s.
Thank you!

Dear City Council Members,

| am a Costa Mesa resident living at 2157 Pacific Ave, B-102. | am greatly opposed to Item 3 of your
current agenda, Professional Services Agreement with Endemic Environmental Services Inc. for the
Fairview Park Mesa Restoration Project.

Approving this item will negatively impact many Costa Mesa residents and visitors to the park,
including myself and many of the friend | have met while walking there daily.

I am 70 years old and retired. This is a big part of my day / life. | enjoy walking on all of the trails
partaking in all that nature has to offer. Doing this contributes greatly to my physical, mental, and
spiritual well being! If you were to visit the park you will see that there are hundreds of people that
utilize and enjoy this area daily. | have talked to many people since it was first on your agenda
months ago and everyone | talked to was in agreement with me that we did not want to see any
restriction’s, fences, or trails close in the park area.

| certainly hope that you will visit the park many times and talk to the patrons personally before
making a decision that will make so many people unhappy taking away a privilege that they have and
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enjoy!
Thank you for your consideration,
Jeffrey Cellini

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.




From: TORRES, IVIS

To: GREEN, BRENDA

Cc: TERAN, STACY; CONSTITUENT SERVICES
Subject: FW: Fairview Park

Date: Monday, August 4, 2025 2:29:38 PM

Hi Brenda,

Please see the public comment below to be shared with the Mayor and City Council. Thank you!

Kind regards,

Ivis D. Torres

Management Aide | Constituent Services Team
(714) 754-4867 (office) | (949) 629-5032 (cellphone)
77 Fair Drive | Costa Mesa | CA 92626

PLEASE TAKE INTO ACCOUNT THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING THIS EMAIL. THANK
YOU!

From: SUSAN BURGESS <sburgessi@aol.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2025 11:32 PM

To: CONSTITUENT SERVICES <constituentservices@costamesaca.gov>
Subject: Fairview Park

To Whom It May Concern:

Thank you for adding the Burrowing Owl and Crotch’s Bumblebee to the Consultants Contract Document. These
are little creatures, but they play an important role.

This bumblebee is a prolific pollinator for both native plants and crops like tomatoes and blueberries. It’s also an
ally to other species such as the Monarch Butterfly because of its fondness for milkweed.

Burrowing owls serve as effective pest control, consuming insect and rodent populations. They help protect our
crops from destructive insects and the ecosystem from disease. A family of burrowing owls consumes thousands of
insects and rodents in a single season.

As you vote for the Fairview Park Master Plan, please consider that these animals need protection. They need the
natural habitat that is unique to Fairview Park. Please protect the highly biologically sensitive areas within the park,
such as the vernal pools.

By protecting the environment, you are helping not only the animals but us humans too!
Thank you for your consideration,

Susan Burgess

Sent from my iPhone

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any suspicious activities to the Information
Technology Department.
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From: Priscilla Rocco
To: CITY CLERK

Subject: Preserve and Protect Fairview Park, the Jewel of Costa Mesa
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 11:13:59 AM
Attachments: DYK Burrowing Owl| PDF.pdf
DYK Crotch"s Bumble Bee.pdf
DYK Fairy Shrimp PDF.pdf
City Councill,

Finding the Crotch's Bumble Bee and the Western Burrowing Owl in
Fairview Park shows that we must be serious about restoring and protecting
the habitat at the park, as it is home to more endangered and threatened
species every day.

What some of the new council members may not know is this (and past) city
councils have welcomed destruction to the habitats that must legally be
protected by any consultant working in the park. The habitats that would be
home to these new endangered species - and present home to endangered
fairy shrimp - are being destroyed by a few plane hobbyists (Harbor Soaring
Society) launching their planes from the vernal pool watershed.

Fairview Park:

e Has the largest vernal pool complex west of the Mississippi

e |s listed on the National Register of Historic Places, as the Fairview Indian
Site

e |s a federally listed archeological site and spiritual home of the
Acjachemen and Tongva tribes

e |s larger than all of Costa Mesa's city parks put together (208 acres)

¢ |s the only passive use nature park in the city with unique native habitat
and animals

e |s without a park ranger due to the city council's refusal to protect these
treasures

Costa Mesa City Councils have welcomed Harbor Soaring Society despite
the fact that they have:

¢ Altered the vernal pool watershed, redirecting rain that supports
endangered fairy shrimp

e Trampled fairy shrimp habitat while retrieving their planes and lines from
the vernal pools

e Mowed and trampled habitat that would support Western Burrowing Owls
and Crotch's Bumble Bees
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DID YOU KNOW?

Some owls live in the ground. Burrowing Owls use empty
ground squirrel holes as homes. If you look at Fairveiw Park
around October, you may see them standing outside their
burrows. But unlike Harry Potter's owl, they're small and
brown, with round heads, long legs, and short tails. When
it's quiet you may see them hunting insects and small
animals for food. But stay on the paths or you may crush
their burrows.

They like Fairview Park because it provides them with all
they need during the winter. Where they come from, in the
northern prairies and plains, winters are very cold. In
February or March when the weather warms up, they head
back up north to nest and raise their young. Quiet natural
places like Fairview Park help us protect birds, animals, and
native plants from disappearing from the earth forever.
THIS IS THE HIDDEN MAGIC OF FAIRVIEW PARK!

Presented by Fairview Park Alliance.
Join us and/or donate:
https://www.fairviewparkalliance.org/

Photo of Burrowing Owl donated to FPA by Lam-Som Vinh






DID YOU KNOW?

There is a mystery afoot! One of California's native pollinators, the Crotch's bumble bee, is
vanishing from many regions. But just recently, this mysterious bee has been seen in Fairview
Park!

In 2019, the California Fish and Game Commission voted to classify the Crotch's bumble bee as
"Endangered" under the California Endangered Species Act. This designation protects creatures
and the habitats they need to survive, like Fairview Park. As it is not a migratory species of bee, if
it's happy in Fairview Park it will stay year-round pollinating native plants that native ecosystems
rely upon.

Your mission, as a Fairview Park Nature Explorer, is to help us find, observe, photograph, and
record any sightings of the Crotch's bumble bee on the iNaturalist app. The more endangered
species documented in Fairview Park, the more people will become aware of Fairview Park’s
biodiversity and beauty and want to protect it. Just be careful, because Crotch's bumble bees
nest underground in abandoned rodent dens, as over 70% of bee species do.

Named after entomologist George Robert Crotch, the Crotch's bumble bee is found from May to
September, with their peak occurring in July, in coastal grasslands and scrub areas from San Diego
to Redding (in Northern California). Their favorite nectar source is milkweed, which they
pollinate while feeding, which in turn benefits Monarch butterflies who lay their eggs there. But
they feed on a wide range of native plants such as dusty maidens, lupines, phacelias, sages,
delphinium, snapdragons, poppies, and wild buckwheat. The reasons for their decline is humans
encroaching in wild areas bringing development, agriculture, fire and fire suppression, pesticides,
pollution, and climate change.

Quiet natural places like Fairview Park help us protect birds, animals, and native plants from
disappearing from the earth forever. THIS IS THE HIDDEN MAGIC OF FAIRVIEW PARK.

Presented by Fairview Park Alliance.
Join us and/or donate: https://www.fairviewparkalliance.org
Photograph by Travis Cooper from iNaturalist.







DID YOU KNOW?

In Costa Mesa there are fairies that live in vernal pools that
disappear and reappear like magic. But these fairies don't have
wings, they are tiny shrimp. If you go to Fairview Park when rain
has filled the vernal pools, the Fairy Shrimp wake up. Their
eleven pairs of legs allow them to glide gracefully upside down
in wavelike movements in the water. They live happily eating
the algae, bacteria, protozoa, and other things the vernal pools
provide. Then they mate and produce eggs.

When the summer comes, the vernal pools dry out, and the
eggs wait. Like most tiny things, they are very delicate and need
to be protected, as does their home. That's why you should
ALWAYS stay on the paths at Fairview Park. You might trample
the Fairy Shrimp eggs, or insects, small animals, or plants that
live there. Quiet natural places like Fairview Park help us protect
birds, animals, and native plants from disappearing from the
earth forever. THIS IS THE HIDDEN MAGIC OF FAIRVIEW PARK.

Presented by Fairview Park Alliance.
Join us and/or donate: https://www.fairviewparkalliance.org/

Photo of Vernal Pool with Snowy Egret and Great White Egret
hunting donated to FPA by Jonathan Schiesel.






* Frighten away birds who must hunt and nest in these habitats

* Fly their planes regularly at other local venues, negating their need for
Fairview Park

e Threatened in a public meeting to oust council members who vote to
prevent HSS from flying their glider planes in Fairview Park

The council has welcomed HSS against the recommendations and
directives of:

e The consulting team of scientists and experts updating the Fairview Park
Master Plan

e The United States Fish and Wildlife Service and California Department of
Fish and Wildlife

* The biologists they've hired showing the damage using 100 years of aerial
photographs

e The Fairview Park Steering Committee they've appointed

e The Fairview Park Administrators they've hired

e Hundreds of members and experts in Fairview Park Alliance

® 70% of residents who voted to protect and restore Fairview Park with
Measure AA

Ecosystems are like a delicate machine. If one component is destroyed, the
machine won't run. It took thousands of years for the soil structures to be
laid down and the native plants and animals to evolve together to create the
vernal pool complex in Fairview Park. When the native plants and habitats
are destroyed, species die.

As biodiversity is destroyed world wide, the human species will also die.
This is not hyperbole, it is a scientific fact that has been known for at least
100 years. If this city council wants to join a worldwide effort to protect 30%
of plant, animal, and water biodiversity by 2030, there is an easy solution.
Stop the destruction at Fairview Park by the Harbor Soaring Society (and
ebikes) and restore and protect the park for future generations and for the
burgeoning EcoTravel visitors.

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
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From: Devon Pfeil

To: CITY CLERK

Subject: Fwd: Please vote no on New Business Agenda Item 3 - PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH ENDEMIC
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES INC. FOR THE FAIRVIEW PARK MESA RESTORATION PROJECT

Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 9:16:31 AM

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

From: Devon Pfeil <devon.pfeil@gmail.com>

Date: Tue, Aug 5, 2025 at 9:15 AM

Subject: Please vote no on New Business Agenda Item 3 - PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
AGREEMENT WITH ENDEMIC ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES INC. FOR THE
FAIRVIEW PARK MESA RESTORATION PROJECT

To: <citycouncil@costamesaca.gov>

Dear Council Members,

Please vote no on New Business Agenda Item 3 - PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH
ENDEMIC ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES INC. FOR THE FAIRVIEW PARK MESA RESTORATION
PROJECT, etc. Here are some reasons why it does not make sense for Costa Mesa.

1. Approving this item will negatively impact many residents of Costa Mesa and visitors to
Fairview Park. Specifically, fencing off large areas of the north mesa that contain small
trails that are highly valued by the community.

2. This item should be considered only after the City Council has had the opportunity to
weigh in and provide direction on the Fairview Park Master Plan Revision, which the
draft is coming to Council soon.

3. Only perform the minimum, contractually required acreage restoration.

4. The issuance of this contract is an “expansion or intensification of use” which Measure
AA specifically defines as a “Significant Change” requiring a vote of the Costa Mesa
Electorate.

All residents of Costa Mesa and the surrounding community should be allowed to enjoy the
remaining open spaces of Costa Mesa, and the City should balance the uses and desires of
all groups that have interest in protecting Fairview Park. The staff recommendation

turns open space (much of which is currently outside of defined environmentally sensitive
areas of the park) into fenced-off environmentally sensitive areas. Please vote no or amend
this item so that the community can continue to utilize the north mesa of Fairview Park to
find solitude and peace in the open spaces that remain. Closing off large areas of some of
the most actively used portions of the park does not help the City of Costa Mesa or its
residents.

While | am no longer a Costa Mesa resident, | have fond memories of using this park when |


mailto:devon.pfeil@gmail.com
mailto:CITYCLERK@costamesaca.gov
mailto:devon.pfeil@gmail.com
mailto:citycouncil@costamesaca.gov

was, from 2014-2021. | still find myself driving from Tustin to use this park and hope to
continue to enjoy it in a way that is beneficial to more Orange County families.

Thank you for the consideration,
Devon Pfeil

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.



From: Patrick Flynn

To: CITY CLERK
Subject: Fwd: August 5, 2025 Council Meeting - Protect Fairview Park — Vote No on Item 3
Date: Monday, August 4, 2025 9:37:31 PM

Good evening. I'm forwarding my email I sent to the City Council regarding Fairview Park
below.

Thank you for your support and attention to this matter.

Best,
Patrick

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

From: Patrick Flynn <patrickrfl@gmail.com>

Date: Mon, Aug 4, 2025 at 9:29 PM

Subject: August 5, 2025 Council Meeting - Protect Fairview Park — Vote No on Item 3
To: <citycouncil@costamesaca.gov>

Dear Council Members,

I’'m writing to urge you to vote no on New Business Agenda Item 3 regarding the Professional
Services Agreement with Endemic Environmental Services Inc. for the Fairview Park Mesa
Restoration Project.

While | appreciate efforts to preserve and care for Fairview Park, this proposal raises serious
concerns:

e Minimal opportunity for meaningful community input

e Action taken before completion of the Fairview Park Master Plan Revision (draft due
September 16)

e Restoration scope exceeding contractual OCTA requirements by 162%
e |oss of public access and enjoyment for families, youth, and seniors

e Possible Measure AA violations due to permanent fencing and major changes without a
public vote

Fairview Park is more than just open space—it’s a community gathering place. It's where we
walk our dogs in the morning, take weekend bike rides with our kids, meet friends for
Concerts in the Park, play games on the grass, and where many have enjoyed model airplane
flying with the Harbor Soaring Society. These experiences and freedoms are part of what
makes our city special.


mailto:patrickrf@gmail.com
mailto:CITYCLERK@costamesaca.gov
mailto:patrickrf@gmail.com
mailto:citycouncil@costamesaca.gov

| respectfully request that this proposal be rejected or significantly revised to ensure public
access, safeguard cherished recreational spaces, and reflect the diverse interests of our
community.

Thank you for your time and thoughtful consideration.

Patrick Flynn
Westside Costa Mesa Resident

Patrick Flynn
949.355.4379

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.



From: johnritt@yahoo.com

To: CITY COUNCIL

Cc: CITY CLERK

Subject: New Business meeting Item 3. Endemic Environmental Services for the Fairview Park restoration project...
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 11:45:03 AM

Importance: High

Dear City Council Members,

| writing this email in regards to your August 5, council meeting — New
Business meeting ltem 3.

A you are well aware, any actions taken in regards to Fairview Park,
have become increasingly contentions and controversial. As such, |
assume you have received numerous pro/con comments regarding the
awarding of a 1.44-million-dollar contract, to Endemic Environmental
Services for the Fairview Park restoration project. While | do have my
opinions on the subject... the intent of my following comments regards
the “process” not the outcome, specifically...

Having resided in Costa Mesa for 55+ years, | have become familiar
with the ebbs and flows (political swings) in City Hall and the
administration of the city. | have become increasingly concerned about
the increasing polarization and acrimony taking place during council
meetings and other venues. In my opinion, there are many ways this
trend could be attenuated and reversed. Of course, one way the council
could effect a positive change would be assuring that all deliberations
are done with the greatest degree of transparency possible.

To that end, | believe it would be in everyone’s best interest to delay the
awarding of the aforementioned “Restoration” contract until the long
awaited FVP Master Plan has been presented (Sept. 16) and the
residents of Costa Mesa have had a chance to comment and voice their
collective opinions. The delay would allow the optimal integration of the
restoration project into the Master Plan, with possible cost savings.

The integration of the FVP Master Plan and “Restoration” project... after
the public has had a full opportunity to measure and evaluate the
outcome, will possibly result in the most cost-effective solution... and
certainly a more transparent outcome!
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Thank you for your consideration,

John Rittenhouse

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.



From: Ross Minion

To: CITY COUNCIL

Cc: CITY CLERK

Subject: Proposed Endemic Environmental PSA, New Business #3, August 5th, 2025
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 11:12:48 AM

Dear Council Members,

I am writing to express my concern regarding the proposed PSA with Endemic
Environmental Services Inc. for Fairview Park.

The Mesa Restoration Project Location Map indicates that 6,400 feet of fencing would be
installed, blocking off access to trails and vital open space for the next seven years. This
proposal effectively removes 15+ acres of already limited open space for our children
and community members to walk, play and enjoy the great outdoors. If restoration
activities are required, they can be completed without blocking off or removing trails.

The community has already lost use of much of the park. Community partners have
been turned away, forced to move loved events to the tiny Lions Park. Why are we
considering any proposal which further removes, reduces, or restricts access and
enjoyment of our beloved park?

Please vote no on the PSA as submitted.
Sincerely,

Ross Minion

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any
suspicious activities to the Information Technology Department.
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VOICE-OC

ALL TOP STORIES

Former Costa Mesa City Manager Alleges
Unlawful Firing

BY ANGELINA HICKS
PEY Jui 22, 2025

[i] Why you can trust Voice of OC

ol
;

The Costa Mesa City Hall sign in Costa Mesa, Calif., on July 15, 2025. Credit: JOSIAH MENDOZA, Voice of OC.

After a narrow majority of Costa Mesa City Council members abruptly fired City Manager Lori Ann Farrell
Harrison earlier this year, she brought a lawsuit against the city, claiming Brown Act violations and unlawful

activity by the mayor.

She’s also claiming the city retaliated against her after she brought forward concerns of the mayor’s alleged
illegal actions, like quid pro quo.


https://voiceofoc.org/
https://voiceofoc.org/category/all-top-stories/
https://voiceofoc.org/author/angelina-hicks/
https://voiceofoc.org/about/#mission

There have been few details offered to explain Farrell Harrison’s termination after a 4-2-1 closed session vote
on May 6 ended her employment at city hall. At that meeting, Councilmembers Andrea Marr and Arlis
Reynolds voted no, and Mayor John Stephens abstained from the vote.

[Read: Costa Mesa City Council Abruptly Fires City Manager ]

In a July 7 petition filed with the Orange County Superior Court, Farrell Harrison claims the city failed to
properly agendize two discussions regarding her employment during council meetings on April 15 and May
6.

She alleges the city violated California’s open meetings law, known as the Brown Act, by failing to properly
alert the public about these closed session discussions.

Farrell Harrison is also claiming the city retaliated against her after she brought forward complaints about
Mayor Stephens’ alleged illegal activity, including potential conflicts of interest, quid pro quo activities and
gender and racial discrimination toward city employees, according to the lawsuit.

“Ms. Farrell Harrison was stunned by these events, as was her staff, who supported her efforts to elevate the
discussion about these serious challenges with Mayor Stephens, and required that the behaviors discontinue,”
reads the lawsuit.

“How the City moved from trying to solve a serious liability with Mayor Stephens’s potentially illegal activity
to a public firing of its well-respected, accomplished City Manager has but one answer: the City retaliated
against Ms. Farrell Harrison for her protected disclosures.”

Stephens did not return a request for comment for this story. The rest of the city council also did not respond
to email requests.

The lawsuit claims that Farrell Harrison notified three city council members about her concerns regarding
Mayor Stephens on March 28.

It also explains that she provided six members of the council with a 14-page complaint regarding potential
unlawful activity by Stephens titled, “Formal Complaint — Mayoral Potential Conflicts of Interest, Illicit
Interference, and Undue Influence in City Operations, Permitting and Contracts” on April 29 — a week before
she was fired.


https://voiceofoc.org/2025/05/costa-mesa-city-council-abruptly-fires-city-manager/

According to the lawsuit, the report was developed by Farrell Harrison and other city staftf members based on
their interactions with the mayor.

Mayor John Stephens listens af this City Council meeting in Costa Mesa, Calif., on July 15, 2025. Credit: JOSIAH MENDOZA, Voice of
OcC.

The former city manager claims the city’s first Brown Act violation was on April 15. Farrell Harrison is
claiming the council unlawfully held a discussion about her employee performance review during a closed

session item agendized as “Potential Litigation.”

A second Brown Act violation is alleged to have happened during the council’s meeting on May 6.

During the closed session at that meeting, one agenda item was listed as a “Public Employee Performance
Evaluation” for the city manager.

Farrell Harrison alleges the city improperly noticed this item by failing to mention an employee dismissal or
disciplinary discussion on the agenda.

“Further, the City’s notice of the ‘Performance Review’ of the City Manager was part of a deliberate intent to
deceive Ms. Farrell Harrison, City employees, and members of the public,” reads the lawsuit.



“Ms. Farrell Harrison is informed and believes that the City Council deliberately described the May 6, 2025,
Closed Session meeting as a ‘performance evaluation’ rather than a ‘dismissal’ to conceal the fact that certain

City Councilmembers had engaged in serial meetings outside of a properly noticed City Council meeting.”

The lawsuit seeks a judge to rule on whether or not the city violated the Brown Act, which forbids serial
meetings — meaning that decisions are daisy-chained together before an official vote.

It also asks the court to nullify the city’s action of terminating Farrell Harrison from May 6.

If the city doesn’t nullify Farrell Harrison’s termination, the lawsuit asks the city to instead produce all
documents, reports, emails, texts and phone logs related to the closed session meeting where Farrell Harrison
was fired.

The lawsuit also asks that all closed session meetings for the next three years be recorded with audio and

video.

Angelina Hicks is the Voice of OC Collegiate News Service Editor. Contact her at ahicks@voiceofoc.org or on
Twitter (@angelinahicks13.
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