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Martha Alvarez

From: dmcphersonla@gmail.com
Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2019 7:37 AM
To: Hildy Stern; Nancy Hersman; Richard Montgomery; Steve Napolitano; Suzanne Hadley; 

List - City Council
Cc: Bruce Moe; Liza Tamura
Subject: Unresolved Issues, 900 Club August 6 Public Hearing
Attachments: 190801-McP-CC-Critique-Compiled-Final.pdf

Mayor Nancy Hersman 
Manhattan Beach City Council 
City of Manhattan Beach 

Via Personal Delivery and Email: CityCouncil@citymb.info  

Mayor Hersman and Councilmembers, 

              This letter raises issues regarding the continued 900 Club public‐hearing on August 6, for reviewing 
compliance with the nightclub’s use‐permit modification, Resolution No. 18‐0075.  The attachment 
summarizes my issues. 

Apologies for missing the July 2 hearing.  The city mailed our notice to a vacant rental unit, rather than 
to the address on the Los Angeles County tax rolls.  This violated Manhattan Beach Municipal Code [“MBMC”] 
§10.84.040(B)(1).

At the July 2 hearing, after public comment, the council did not discuss the agenda item.  As result, no 
information exists regarding councilmember opinions whether the 900 Club complies with its use permit.  For 
whatever the council decides at the August 6 hearing, councilmembers must address the following issues: 

• Per municipal code, the city council may not consider the 900 Club request for increased hours;

• At the July 2 hearing, staff presented reasonable grounds for revoking or modifying the use permit;

• The public‐hearing record does not disclose the Superior Court case of Donald McPherson and Coastal

Defender v. City of Manhattan Beach, which challenges Resolution No. 18‐0075; 

• 900 Club operates with unapproved structural modifications to fire‐ and life‐safety exits; and,

• Invoices totaling $25,939 filed with the city by Mr. David Caskey, for 900 Club attorney fees.

              Attorney Beverly Palmer has expressed her opinions regarding the July 2 hearing, in a separate letter 
to the city council, dated July 29. 

              Regrettably, neither Ms. Palmer nor I can attend your August 6 hearing, because of long‐standing 
commitments at that time to our respective families. 

Thanks for your consideration of my issues, 
Don McPherson 
1014 1st St, Manhattan Beach CA 90266 
Cell: 310 487 0383 
dmcphersonla@gmail.com 

Attachment via email only. 

Distribution: City Clerk 

City Council Meeting, August 6, 2019
Public Comments
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Distribution via email only: 900 Club neighbors, Strumwasser & Woocher, Media 

 

 

 





•
•
• Donald McPherson 
and Coastal Defender v. City of Manhattan Beach
•
•

FACTS, OMISSIONS AND DEFICIENCIES REGARDING JULY 2 HEARING. 

1. City Council May Not Approve Requested Extended Hours.

2. City Testimony Established Grounds to Revoke or Modify the 900 Club Use Permit.
So, in conclusion, the applicant has not 

complied with the majority of the conditions in the 2018 or the 2014 resolution.



3. City Withholds Disclosure from the Public of Coastal Defender v. MB. 

Coastal Defender v. MB

4. Building-Code Nonenforcement of Bootleg Structural-Modifications. 

5. The 900 Club Filed Invoices with the City, Totaling $25,939 for Attorney Fees 

CONCLUSIONS. 

That the terms or conditions of approval of the permit have been violated or that 
other laws or regulations have been violated;





NOTICE OF A PUBLIC HEARING BEFORE THE MANHATTAN 
a BEACH CITY COUNCIL FOR A ONE YEAR REVIEW OF AN EXISTING 
h USE PERMIT AND TO CONSIDER AMENDMENTS TO EXTEND
/ OPERATING HOURS AND OTHER CONDITIONS FOR AN EXISTING 

RESTAURANT/BAR (900 CLUB/DOWNSTAIRS BAR) 
LOCATED AT 900 MANHATTAN AVENUE

A public hearing will be held before City Council for the project described below.

Property Owner: David Rohrbacher (900 Club/Downstairs Bar)

Property Location: 900 Manhattan Avenue

Project Description: Resolution No. 18-0075 requires a Public Hearing to be held for a one-year review of the Use 
Permit for the 900 Club to ensure compliance with required conditions of approval. Also, the 
applicant is asking to amend the following conditions in Resolution No. 14-0063 and Resolution 
No. 18-0075:
1) Extend operating hours by one hour, to 1:00 am on Thursdays, only for the Downstairs 

(Resolution No. 18-0075, Condition No. 1),
2) Request to remove the security guard on Thursday nights (Resolution No. 14-0063, 

Condition No. 3),
3) Request to remove written notification of immediate residents prior to entertainment events 

(Resolution No. 18-0075, Condition No. 3), and
4) Other possible revisions as determined by the City Council.

Environmental 
Determination: The Use Permit Review is Categorically Exempt, Class 3, Section 15303, California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines.

Project Planner: Angelica Ochoa, Associate Planner (310) 802-5517, aochoa@citymb.info

Public Hearing: Tuesday, July 2nd, 2019 at 6:00 p.m.
Council Chambers, City Hall, 1400 Highland Avenue, Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

Further Information: For further information contact the project Planner. Project files are available for review at the 
Community Development Department at City Hall. A Staff Report will be available for review at 
the Manhattan Beach Police Department, Public Library, Community Development Department, 
and the City Clerk’s Office, or on the City Website (http//www.citymb.info), after Wednesday, 
June 26, 2019.

Public Comments: Oral and written testimony will be received prior to and during the public hearing. Anyone may 
provide written comments that will be forwarded to the City Council.

If you challenge the proposed actions in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues 
you or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this Notice, or in correspondence 
delivered to the City Council at, or prior to, the public hearing.

LIZA TAMURA 
City Clerk

Mailed: June 18,2019
Publish: June 20, 2019 - Beach Reporter Legal Size Ad



2018 ANNUAL SECURED PROPERTY TAX BILL 2018
CITIES, COUNTY, SCHOOLS AND ALL OTHER TAXING AGENCIES IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY

SECURED PROPERTY TAX FOR FISCAL YEAR JULY 1,2018 TO JUNE 30, 2019
JOSEPH KELLY, TREASURERAND TAX COLLECTOR

FOR ASSISTANCE CALL 1(213) 974-2111 OR 1(888) 807-2111, ON THE WEB AT lacountvpropertytax.com

ASSESSOR'S ID. NO. YR SEQ CK

PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION
ASSESSOR'S ID.NO.: 4179 017 006 18 000

OWNER OF RECORD AS OF JANUARY 1,2018
SAME AS BELOW

DETAIL OF TAXES DUE FOR 4179 017 006 18 000 50
AGENCY AGENCY PHONE NO. RATE AMOUNT

GENERAL TAX LEVY
ALL AGENCIES 1.000000 $ 796.66

MAILING ADDRESS
0200652-0200652 SNGL 004 1234— 737857

...............................................Illi’l1
MCPHERSON,DONALD AND JEANNE TRS 
D AND J MCPHERSON TRUST 
1014 1ST ST 
MANHATTAN BEACH CA 90266-6708

ELECTRONIC FUND TRANSFER (EFT) NUMBER
ID#:19 4179 017 006 4 YEAR:18 SEQUENCE:000 0
PIN: 3NNTT2

SPECIAL INFORMATION

VOTED INDEBTEDNESS 
METRO WATER DIST 
COMMNTY COLLEGE 
UNIFIED SCHOOLS

.003500

.022229

.092838

$ 2.78
17.71
73.96

DIRECT ASSESSMENTS
FLOOD CONTROL (626) 458-5165 $ 5.35
COUNTY PARK DIST (833) 265-2600 7.94
LIGHT/LNDSCPE (310) 802-5563 27.25
RPOSD MEASURE A (833) 265-2600 21.07
MEASURE MB TAX (800) 676-7516 225.00
STORMDRAIN ASMT (310) 802-5563 4.52
WB MWD STDBY CHG (800) 676-7516 24.00
SBC SAN DIST (562) 908-4288 158.40
TRAUMA/EMERG SRV (866) 587-2862 59.57
LA WEST MOSQ AB (310) 915-7370 10.81

PROPERTY LOCATION AND/OR PROPERTY DESCRIPTION
213 10TH ST
MANHATTAN BEACH NE 37
AND SE LINES OF LOT

MANHATTAN
FT MEASURED ON NW 

6 BLK 68

TOTAL TAXES DUE
FIRST INSTALLMENT TAXES DUE NOV. 1, 2018 
SECOND INSTALLMENT TAXES DUE FEB. 1, 2019

$1,435.02
$717.52
$717.50

ASSESSOR’S REGIONAL OFFICE
REGION #14 INDEX: TRA:06174
SOUTH DISTRICT OFFICE
1401 E WILLOW STREET
SIGNAL HILL CA 90755
(562)256-1701

ROLL YEAR 18-19
LAND
IMPROVEMENTS

CURRENT ASSESSED VALUE
48,236
31,430

VALUATION INFORMATION
TAXABLE VALUE

48,236
31,430

ACCT. NO.: PRINT NO.: 375284 BILL ID.:

TOTAL
LESS EXEMPTION:

79,666

NET TAXABLE VALUE

ANY RETURNED PAYMENT MAY BE SUBJECT TO A FEE UP TO $50.00.



STRUMWASSER & WOOCHER LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

FREDRIC D. WOOCHER 10940 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, SUITE 2000 TELEPHONE: (310) 576-1233
MICHAEL J. STRUMWASSER LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA  90024    FACSIMILE: (310) 319-0156
BRYCE A. GEE WWW.STRUMWOOCH.COM
BEVERLY GROSSMAN PALMER
DALE K. LARSON    ANDREA SHERIDAN ORDIN
CAROLINE C. CHIAPPETTI SENIOR COUNSEL

July 29, 2019 

Manhattan Beach City Council 
1400 Highland Avenue 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 

Re: August 6, 2019 900 Club Agenda Item 

To the Honorable City Council of the City of Manhattan Beach:

We write on behalf of Don McPherson and Coastal Defender regarding the City 
Council’s review of the 900 Club and the 900 Club’s request for additional hours and the 
revocation of certain conditions imposed just one year ago in City Council Resolution 18-0075.  
The 900 Club’s request for any additional privileges should by no means be granted at this time.  
The City Council should instead initiate proceedings to revoke the 900 Club’s permit entirely.  
The record before the City reveals that this business consistently refuses to adhere to the 
requirements placed upon it by the City and is a continuing source of disturbance for the 
neighborhood. 

To begin with, the procedure that the Council has followed to consider the requested 
additional hours and permit modification is improper in several respects.  First, the City Council 
is not the proper body to consider permit modification.  Manhattan Beach Municipal Code 
chapter 10.84 regarding use permits makes clear that the Planning Commission must review such 
permits in the first instance.  The applicant’s request for extended hours and relief from the 
conditions of the permit is also directed (properly) at the Planning Commission.  If the City 
Council considers any changes to the permit it must proceed through the Planning Commission, 
as it has done in the past. 

Second, notice was not properly provided of the City Council’s July 2 action and has not 
been provided in the interim.  Manhattan Beach Municipal Code section 10.84.040 requires 
notice to property owners within 500 feet of the premises at the address “shown on the last 
equalized property tax assessment role or the records of the County Assessor, Tax Collector, or 
the City's contractor for such records.”  The notice for the July 2 hearing was not provided to the 
address of record with the Los Angeles County tax assessor for Dr. McPherson, but was rather 
sent to Dr. McPherson at a location on Bayview which is not the mailing address for the property 
owner. 
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 In addition to the improper procedure, the current request is deficient in several critical 
respects.  It lacks plans as required by Manhattan Beach Municipal Code 10.84.030(A).  Per the 
record, the City last approved plans for the property in 1997.  Since then, changes have been 
made to the layout of the premises that must be reviewed to ensure compliance with building 
code and life/safety requirements.  In apparent violation of state and city codes, however, it 
appears that for the 900 Club, the City approved Resolutions 14-0063 and 18-0075, without 
having accurate plans per Manhattan Beach Municipal Code 10.84.030(A). 

Finally, as the Council is certainly aware, Resolution 18-0075 is the subject of pending 
litigation in the Los Angeles Superior Court, McPherson v. City of Manhattan Beach 
(BS174550).  A critical issue in that litigation is whether the City was legally authorized to 
expand entitlements when it was acknowledged by the City that the business was not in 
compliance with legal requirements of the zoning code.   

The identical issue would be presented if the Council acts to modify the permit on August 
6.  As Planning Director Jester testified on July 2: 

“So, staff has been monitoring the club for compliance with the conditions 
during the past year. We've done a number of inspections, and we've been in 
contact with the police department and our code enforcement staff to evaluate 
where the club is in compliance with the conditions. There are several pages in 
your staff report that go into detail about each condition of approval of the 2018, 
as well as the 2014, conditions related to hours off... of operation, access, the 
windows being closed, their entertainment permits, um, floor plans, which then 
they could set the occupancy limit. Signage, noise mitigation to be installed on 
the site. Having a manager and employee handbook, a recording of a covenant. 
Having a licensed, bonded, certified security guard on site. The use of the back 
door and the storage and utility room. The, uh, amplified sound background 
music and noise. Their entertainment permit and their special events, uh, some 
additional noise mitigation measures that were to be installed within 45 days. 
Policing the surrounding area to make sure there's not any noise impacts, and 
other impacts to the surrounding area. And the access code and inspections for 
the fire and police department.

“So, if you look at your report, you'll see that, sort of in a nutshell, the applicant 
has not been in compliance with any of these conditions, or only in partial 
compliance with the conditions. . . . 

“So, in conclusion, the applicant has not complied with the majority of the 
conditions in the 2018 or the 2014 resolution. The police department has 
responded to several complaints that are violations of the conditions related to 
noise, after-hours operation and such. And staff does have concerns about 
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super... sup... about future compliance... and modification of the current 
conditions. We would not recommend granting the applicant's request at this 
time due to the outstanding issues. If those issues are resolved, we think it's 
something the... the council could consider in the future.” 

 Not only does this finding plainly disqualify the 900 Club from receiving additional 
privileges or being relieved of existing requirements, it instead compels the conclusion that the 
City Council should initiate proceedings to revoke the permit.  Staff reports that six complaints 
were received by the Manhattan Beach police department regarding excessive noise at the 
premises.  This is not reflective of a good operator who is adhering to existing requirements.   

Because the evidence presented to the City Council indicates that the 900 Club is not 
complying with Resolution 18-0075, the Council should modify Resolution 18-0075 pursuant to 
Manhattan Beach Municipal Code 10.104.030, to eliminate the additional privileges afforded to 
the 900 Club in that action (increased closing time on Thursday and increased special events).  
The protective modifications in Resolution 18-0075 should remain in effect, of course, as long as 
the business continues to operate. 

 If the Council does decide to modify the conditions of Resolution 18-0075 by granting 
additional privileges and revoking requirements intended to protect the neighborhood, Dr. 
McPherson and Coastal Defender will be required to seek leave from the Court to file a 
Supplemental Petition to bring this additional illegal expansion of authority into the existing 
litigation.

  

Yours very truly, 
STRUMWASSER & WOOCHER LLP

       Beverly Grossman Palmer

cc: via email only 

Ginetta Giovinco (ggiovinco@rwglaw.com) 
Sherri Bonstelle (sbonstelle@jmbm.com) 
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Martha Alvarez

From: Martha Andreani
Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2019 8:26 PM
To: Anne McIntosh
Cc: Bruce Moe; Nancy Hersman; List - City Council
Subject: You're on the Agenda

Hey Anne, 
 
It wasn't surprising to see your name up for a "Commendation" on next Tuesday's City Council Agenda,  but 
because you're leaving?  Why do we commend you for leaving?  There's been a mistake.  Don't go! 
 
Seriously, thank you so much for what you've accomplished within Community Development and for the 
City.  A special thank you for seeing the MB Conservancy and implementation of the Mills Act through to 
fruition.  You've been a pleasure to work with!   
 
Here's wishing you the very best!   
 
Sincerely, 
Martha Andreani  
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Martha Alvarez

From: B Neitz <srfnsgr8@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, July 13, 2019 7:33 PM
To: List - City Council; Suzanne Hadley; Nancy Hersman; Steve Napolitano; Hildy Stern; 

Richard Montgomery
Subject: Brian Neitz Comment for 16 July Council Meeting

 
Major Hershman, Major Pro Tem Richardson, council members greetings. 
First let me thank you for your understanding and support of our request to deny AT&T’s efforts to further burden the 
corner of 19th and Highland. 
It is my hope to appear before you on 16 July 2019 to discuss with you the larger picture of the impending Telecom tidal 
wave appearing on our horizon. 
I am going to write to you today because I might not make it to council for open remarks at 6:00 pm. 
 
Side Bar ‐‐‐ 
I am sure Julie made you aware of my recent leukemia diagnosis.  It has been a bit of a tidal wave in itself.  To see me 
you would not know I was ill.  I have been progressing well on chemo therapy, and I have borne the side effects 
well.  Fatigue is my major issue.   I will need a bone marrow transplant and no match has been found.  There are other 
transplant options like Unmatched Cord Blood, and half matches from our children.   
We are moving my medical care to City of Hope (COH) from UCLA.   The new doctor is world renown and as done over 
14,000 transplants.    
All good, except on Tuesday the 16th I will need to be in Duarte at COH to have bone marrow extracted from the left 
side of my pelvis at 5:00 pm to confirm my leukemia is in remission prior to transplant and for further genetic 
testing.  Oh, they also take a small sliver of bone for testing too.  Yes, it is about as wonderful as it sounds.  Maybe not 
crazy painful but definitely crazy uncomfortable.  I have had one already. 

 
I am hoping to go early to the procedure and see if I can make it back to speak when the telecom discussions comes up 
on the agenda. 
I will attend future council meetings and speak during general comments if I can’t make this one. 
I know as a council you are barraged with items but this maybe one of the biggest policies you handle and create the 
largest lasting legacy of your terms going forward. 
In advance thank you again.  I am not angry, just passionate. 
 
Manhattan Beach the Telecom Tidal Wave 
Let us talk about struggle, battle, war, and perseverance. 
I have been a resident for 53 years now.  I have had to work my whole life to achieve.  I have had to work even harder to 
do things the right and honorable way.   
I had to work hard as a teen to graduate at top of my Police Explorer Class and serve the City of Manhattan Beach as a 
police explorer under Andy Harrod.  I worked my way through El Camino, and UC Irvine.  I was commissioned an officer 
in the US Air Force.   Pilot Training, 23 Years flying KC‐135 tankers, 28 years total service.  I earned a Distinguished Flying 
Cross for actions over Iraq and I also have 5 Air Medals.    
To me this is just how my path progressed.  Many of the paths we take are not chosen but do come to as a result of the 
choices we have made.  Sometimes we have to make hard choices based on our positions and responsibilities.  I did not 
choose to go to war, but by choosing the Air Force I made our countries priorities mine.  When on April 3rd 2003 over 
Iraq at 16,000’ I made a hard choice and took a tanker with 65,000 gallons of Jet fuel into the super missile engagement 
zone over Tikrit Iraq, with 3 of my comrades to aid recovery of a downed F‐15E.   KC‐135 has no defensive systems.  I 
drew upon experience and training and a belief I was doing the right thing.  Luck was on our side.  There was no thought 
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of glory, only of taking the best shot to get my downed comrades home. Now I have this impending / on‐going fight with 
leukemia, my next great struggle. 
 
You members have similar stories.  There are easy and hard choices you made that have gotten you to your 
positions.  To serve the public is to sacrifice.   
 
Let’s talk battle.  Let us be clear this is a Telecom battle.  On a macro perspective we are battling for self‐
governance.   Increasingly you as the council are seeing your ability to govern diminished, by federal, state, and county 
decisions. 
Homeless 
Undocumented Aliens 
Telecom 
Zoning law changes. 
 
Every battle we concede, or walk away from WE LOSE.   I know that special interests, and lobbies have lots of money and 
seem quite the goliaths.   Do not underestimate the power of UNITY. 
I like analogies.  In war you avoid hard targets.  You find soft targets.  A burglar does not want to break in a house but 
wants to go in the open garage. 
 
We know it is not in the corporate financial interest to be good citizens because that costs money.  They are always 
going to take path of least resistance, the soft target.   They will not bring you their best products, or in the best 
locations unless we insist. 
The green belt is a perfect example.   When I was a little boy there were trains on it.  Now it is a giant open space that 
could be used to improve telecom coverage to a large segment of Manhattan Beach. With a unified front the telecoms 
WILL come to the table with aesthetically pleasing options.   The telecoms only want you to permit Ardmore and Valley 
light poles because they are cheapest. 
AT&T wants to have 5G coverage by 2026.  This will require cell antennas approximately every 500’ and hundreds of 
miles of fiber‐optic cable, and in ground support vaults.  That is just AT&T.  What about Crown ‐Castle, T‐Mobile, and 
Sprint?  They already do not share poles.  When we grid Manhattan Beach every 500’ feet with 5 or 6 carriers every 
corner will have an antenna on it, including the corner you live on and mine. 
 
So far south bay cities in large part have been saying “no” to the telecoms.  I understand there is concern about the legal 
cost of defending in a legal battle we may lose.    Again, you lose every battle you concede.   The first city that concedes 
will become the soft target (the open garage) for every telecom company to follow. 
Every time you approve a plan that does not require the best equipment at the best locations you give AT&T, and all the 
companies to follow, legal president to argue for equal access with poor equipment and locations. 
AT&T is already arguing about competitive advantage where none exist. 
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This is an excerpt from the plan on 19th and Highland.  Bullets “C” and “D” show where the Telecoms will gain president 
once these approvals start going through.  They were arguing about discrimination and competitive advantage when 
they were the only company seeking approval with no competitors in place.   When there are competitors in‐place they 
will have a legal argument.  

OPTICS 
Let us revisit Nov 2017.   AT&T came up with about 20 proposals.  These were all addresses in one city council 
meeting.   Hundreds of people, standing room only, meeting ran till midnight.  That looked horrible on its face.  A small 
community united against a telecom giant.  Now the proposals are coming in small batches two or three.  AT&T is not 
stupid, they learned, we need to also.  The optics and subliminal perceptions of you and the closed‐circuit audience are 
vastly different.  They want to slip these by you and establish president. The percentage against is no different but it 
loses that air of unity.  Remember, cell installations, 5 carriers, 500’ apart on a grid of our city.   Please think of all those 
homes when you decide on every single one of these votes.   I remember when Manhattan was a forest of TV 
antennas.  We will have those forest again but private corporations will reap the profits. 

How much is enough?    
Does everyone need 5G?  Does everyone need wireless streaming?  I would bet if we collectively showed the citizens of 
Manhattan Beach an image of our city with or without antennas they would opt for cable.   

How much is adequate service?   
AT&T has their desires but what is adequate for public safety? People complain they can’t call 911.  They need to get a 
hard‐wired line or a satellite phones because all networks go down or are overwhelmed in a major disaster.  Hard wires 
are far more resilient in disaster situations.   The telecoms have propagation maps on file with their proposals showing 
current and proposed coverage.  At my corner they were showing no or poor coverage.  I got 5 bars and LTE in my house 
and we were AT&T users.  I know the propagation maps to be inaccurate.  In order to see what is adequate we need 
them to install their best products in aesthetically best locations and have them demonstrate the accuracy of their new 
coverage to verify they have a need for more antenna.  We need to make this requirement of all telecoms to 
follow.   We need to be a hard target.  If we are a hard target they will go elsewhere first.  We do not want to be the first 
ones to have 5G.    
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Health (I know this is not a legal argument but a common sense one) 
Fire departments will not permit cell phone installations on their roof.  Fire departments, who have the greatest need 
for communication, will not permit them for health reasons.  There is a reason there are warning signs associated with 
these installations.  Imagine more persistent emitted radiation 24/7 every 500’ in a grid throughout city then multiply by 
multiple carriers. 
 
Area wide plan 
There needs to be discussion (if there has not been already) to have an area wide plan with the other beach cities. 
Unified we present an even harder, albeit larger, target.  We can’t hide under our beach towels and hope the wave hits 
everywhere but here. 
 
Money 
I have attended multiple meetings of the council and I have been impressed with the effort and thought you put into 
keeping cost down.   We need to spend money when and where needed.  We need to spend money now for help.     
 
I refer to organizations like “The Center for Municipal Solutions” they specialize in providing cities help in dealing with 
the telecoms 
http://www.telecomsol.com/www2/ 
 
There are two lenses we can view this problem through.   
One is that “this is the federal government and we can’t fight them alone.”    
Yet we have “sanctuary cities” and legal “recreational marijuana” both against federal law. 
Another view is that this is a national problem: 
 
https://www.govtech.com/fs/Will‐Property‐Rights‐Control‐the‐Future‐of‐Telecommunications‐Infrastructure.html 
 
https://publicintegrity.org/business/5g‐wireless‐pits‐cities‐against‐telecoms‐and‐their‐friends‐in‐the‐fcc/ 
 
https://www.nwnewsnetwork.org/post/pushback‐against‐superfast‐5g‐wireless‐spreads‐least‐7‐pacific‐northwest‐cities
 
https://www.citylab.com/life/2018/10/fcc‐5g‐wireless‐broadband‐regulations‐city‐government/571921/ 
 
These articles show we are not alone and there is a growing ground swell against these companies.   Do not piss 
Americans off or try to limit our rights.  We are not alone. Stalling will aid us in our battle as support grows against these 
installations OR technology overtakes the need for them.  While the Trump administration has enabled the telecoms 
greater latitude, he has also appointed a conservative court that does not look kindly on the federal government over‐
reaching, be it citizenship questions on the census or local rights.  This will come to a head, and again being the first to 
cede the fight will only hurt us. 
 
If the cost is till an issue.  I will start.  I will start by donating $5,000.00 to be allocated where you want.  Be it go fund 
me, legal aid, or just getting the word out to our residents as to what is coming.  It can be objective and fair.  We need to 
spread the word.   If the 35,000 Manhattan residents knew what was coming, I bet they ask you to maintain that unified 
front.    
 
I am asking you do not walk away from this fight but demand the best from the telecoms and fight a delaying tactic till 
the wave passes us by.  Experience shows us that technology will bypass this need.  It does not need to be here; it does 
not need to be now. 
 
You work hard to serve us.  You worked hard to achieve a place in life that allows you to serve us.  We need to fight for 
and maintain local control.  We need to engage at higher political levels (state and congressional.  Op‐eds in the 
paper.  We need civic unity at local, county and state levels.  As Californians we thumb our nose at the federal 
government all the time.  We need to be a hard target.  The telecoms will fight the easiest battles first, because 
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ultimately it is the cheapest for them OR they will bring the right product.  Imagine our city full of installations like on 
fourth street, or Valley and Pacific. 
 
I want you all to know how much Julie and I respect you and your opinions on this.  If your thoughts are different or 
deeper reaching than ours you still have my respect.   I really want you most to know that you will find support if you 
decide to stand your ground on our behalf.  This will not be a cell tower here or there but everywhere.  I firmly believe 
the residents of Manhattan will have your back.  I now have a lot of time on my hands by no choice of my own and plan 
to engage on this.  I do not want to work against your efforts and try to restrain till I understand your plans.  I really ask 
you demand more of the telecoms, stay unified, and be the “Hard Target”. 
 
Respectfully Submitted, I will try to be there Tuesday 
Thank you 
Brian Neitz 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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Martha Alvarez

From: Whitney Burrell <drwhit@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, July 6, 2019 11:01 AM
To: Anne McIntosh; Jason Masters; List - City Council
Cc: Daniel Murillo
Subject: Re: ATT Mobility Towers

I would like each of you to imagine that I am the surgeon that is on call when you have a serious 
health emergency that requires me to come into the ER to perform a life saving operation and yet the 
hospital is unable to get a hold of me because I am walking around in my neighborhood without any 
mobile phone reception.  How would you feel about the fact that you were unable to push a plan 
through to get mobile phone towers installed?   
It is an absolute health & safety embarrassment that we allow a small number of NIMBYs to make 
decisions that can lead to life or death outcomes.  It is the moral equivalent of allowing a small groups 
of NIMBYs to prevent the installation of a traffic light or stop sign because they don't like what it looks 
like or because it will alter the "character" of their neighborhood or some other frivolous point that 
completely ignores the critical health issues that must carry the day.  None of the "concerns" raised 
by residents matter when evaluated against this backdrop - none.   
Given the recent earthquakes, you can only imagine that chaos that would ensue if we had a real 
public health crisis due to a major earthquake, fire, etc., in the city and nobody was able to 
communicate because of a lack of mobile coverage.   
Do please keep in mind the personal example above and hopefully this will inspire strong leadership 
to emerge that will lead to finally getting this issue resolved. 
Thank you, 
-Dr. Whitney Burrell 
 
On Fri, Jul 5, 2019 at 7:17 PM Daniel Murillo <daniel@aqp.capital> wrote: 
Hi City Council, Anne and Jason, 
We live at 541 4th St in the Sand section. We are extremely disappointed to see that the City Council denied 
these two permits.  
As a real estate developer myself, my impression when I see something like this over a high priority, high 
visibility project is that the city is simply not feeling the urgency here to proactively work with ATT to arrive 
at a viable solution and is simply stalling as a way to get around what is both a federal requirement and a 
deeply important health and safety issue.  
I would urge the City to take a real leadership role in working with ATT to identify a location that meets all 
requirements, provide appropriately fast feedback and fast track this to completion. My wife who is a doctor 
cannot walk around in much of the neighborhood when she is on call and I have had a couple of incidents 
when walking around with my 8 month old son where mobile phone reception is critical. In some situations it 
could be the difference between life or death. It is shameful that we have been living here for 5 years and get 
the city cannot get Towers approved.  
Thanks, 
Daniel  
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Martha Alvarez

From: Daniel Murillo <daniel@aqp.capital>
Sent: Friday, July 5, 2019 7:17 PM
To: Jason Masters; Anne McIntosh; List - City Council
Cc: Whitney Burrell
Subject: ATT Mobility Towers
Attachments: ATT Towers.pdf; ATT00001.txt

Hi City Council, Anne and Jason, 
We live at 541 4th St in the Sand section. We are extremely disappointed to see that the City Council denied these two 
permits.  
As a real estate developer myself, my impression when I see something like this over a high priority, high visibility 
project is that the city is simply not feeling the urgency here to proactively work with ATT to arrive at a viable solution 
and is simply stalling as a way to get around what is both a federal requirement and a deeply important health and 
safety issue.  
I would urge the City to take a real leadership role in working with ATT to identify a location that meets all requirements, 
provide appropriately fast feedback and fast track this to completion. My wife who is a doctor cannot walk around in 
much of the neighborhood when she is on call and I have had a couple of incidents when walking around with my 8 
month old son where mobile phone reception is critical. In some situations it could be the difference between life or 
death. It is shameful that we have been living here for 5 years and get the city cannot get Towers approved.  
Thanks, 
Daniel  
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Martha Alvarez

From: robertbush dslextreme.com <robertbush@dslextreme.com>
Sent: Monday, August 5, 2019 5:51 PM
To: robertbush @dslextreme.com
Cc: Steve Napolitano; Bruce Moe; Richard Montgomery; Quinn Barrow; Nancy Hersman; 

Hildy Stern; Suzanne Hadley; List - City Council; mmatthews; kkomatinsky; bfournell; 
jfenton; speel

Subject: Death & Taxes - Undergrounding

Death & Taxes – Undergrounding     by Robert Bush 

 
 

In this world nothing can be said to be certain, except death and taxes. 
Benjamin Franklin. Déjà Vu ‐ Utility Undergrounding 
  

Taking a page from former  City Manager Mark Danaj’s playbook, City Council 

will hire an engineer for Undergrounding at $168,000 annually. 

 
 

Undergrounding is the most devise (neighbor against neighbor), evil, despicable, 
immoral, unfair, controversial and unethical program ever proposed by Manhattan 
Beach City Council.  Residents that don’t need or want Undergrounding are 
forced to pay $75,000 - $100,000. (Paid up front – cash) Bonds and Parcel Taxes are paid 
by all residents. 

 
 

Undergrounding  Survey  A survey would be sent out to the residents to ask if they approve 

or disapprove of Utility Undergrounding.  City Council proceeded to manipulate the voting 

procedure, accepted a $80,000 bribe for one district, scare tactics and Gerrymandered 

another district. Southern California Edison doubled the assessment costs on two districts, 

because they had made an error in measurement. 

 
 

Both Montgomery and Tell in their following statements are not telling the truth about 

Undergrounding as stated by Edison Electric Institute and were part of the City Council  

described above that forced Undergrounding on residents.  The City Council is 

PRO  UNDERGROUNDING  and  UNDERGROUNDING is  City Council ‐ Driven Venture.   
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Councilman Richard Montgomery “Undergrounding is purely a resident-driven venture  The city 
is not saying we’re pro or con. All council is doing is saying here’s what’s going on and this is 
what’s going to happen.” 
 
 
Former Mayor Nick Tell  “It makes a safer, more secure and reliable electrical system.” 
 
 
Truth About Undergrounding    Edison Electric Institute says Undergrounding Costs Outweigh 

Benefits. Undergrounded wires are not more reliable.  Repairing overhead lines is easy and 

can sometimes be done by one worker. The costs of undergrounding are prohibitive. Only 

justification for Undergrounding is “intangible, unquantifiable benefits.” 

 
 

The Edison Electric Institute is the association that represents all U.S. investor-
owned electric companies. 
Its members provide electricity for 220 million Americans, operate in 50 states 
and the District of Columbia, and directly employ more than one million 
workers.[1] 
EEI has 70 international electric companies as Affiliate Members, and 250 
industry suppliers and related organizations as Associate Members. 
 
 
Manhattan Beach residents don’t have a choice for an electricity provider (Edison), but we 

do have a choice not to use the incompetent, fraudulent  Edison for Utility Undergrounding. 

 
 

Fraudulent Edison   . Edison was charged with Fraudulent Activity and fined $30 million and 

ordered to refund $81 million to customers. Ratepayer‐funded incentive program. 

 
 

Nuclear Edison      Edison‐run San Onofre Nuclear Generation Station disciplined 

the employees that reported  problems at the plant. Of course, these problems 

were real and the plant has been shut‐down. 

 
 



3

Alleged Fire ‐ Breathing Dragon Edison   Edison was involved in the Thomas Fire 
and  Woolsey Fire. Unsafe equipment, aging infrastructure, ineffective vegetation 
management system and electrical infrastructure. 
  
Incompetent Edison   Outrage Over Outages   
  
Assemblymember Al Muratsuchi’s Assembly Bill 66, which addresses the frequent 
power outages affecting South Bay communities, was effective Jan. 1, 2014 after Gov. 
Jerry Brown on Saturday signed it into law. 
The new law will give the California Public Utilities Commission (PUC) the authority to 
direct utility companies to remediate persistent outages and to report those outages 
based on frequency and duration. 
“This law is providing South Bay residents and businesses with greater information 
and transparency so that we can hold Southern California Edison accountable,” 
Muratsuchi said. 
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Martha Alvarez

From: dmcphersonla@gmail.com
Sent: Monday, August 5, 2019 5:48 PM
To: Hildy Stern; Nancy Hersman; Richard Montgomery; Steve Napolitano; Suzanne Hadley; 

List - City Council
Cc: Bruce Moe; Liza Tamura
Subject: 900 Club Aug 6 Records Withheld from the Public

Mayor Nancy Hersman 
Manhattan Beach City Council 
City of Manhattan Beach 

Via Email: CityCouncil@citymb.info  

Mayor Hersman and Councilmembers, 

On Monday July 29, attorney Beverly Palmer filed with the city council her opinions, regarding the 900 Club 
continued public‐hearing, August 6.  On Thursday August 1, I filed my opinions regarding the subject hearing. 

As of this email on August 5,  per the agenda report, the city has improperly withheld our submittals from the 
public. 

The city has no justification to withhold this information from the public, regardless of the case, Donald 
McPherson and Coastal Defender v. City of Manhattan Beach. 

Thanks for your consideration of my issues, 
Don McPherson 
1014 1st St, Manhattan Beach CA 90266 
Cell: 310 487 0383 
dmcphersonla@gmail.com 

Distribution: 900 Club neighbors, Strumwasser & Woocher, Media 

From: dmcphersonla@gmail.com <dmcphersonla@gmail.com>  
Sent: Thursday, 1 August, 2019 07:37 
To: Hildy Stern <hstern@citymb.info>; Nancy Hersman <nhersman@citymb.info>; Richard Montgomery 
<rmontgomery@citymb.info>; Steve Napolitano <snapolitano@citymb.info>; Suzanne Hadley <shadley@citymb.info>; 
CityCouncil@citymb.info 
Cc: Bruce Moe <bmoe@citymb.info>; Liza Tamura <LTamura@citymb.info> 
Subject: Unresolved Issues, 900 Club August 6 Public Hearing 

Mayor Nancy Hersman 
Manhattan Beach City Council 
City of Manhattan Beach 

Via Personal Delivery and Email: CityCouncil@citymb.info  

Mayor Hersman and Councilmembers, 
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              This letter raises issues regarding the continued 900 Club public‐hearing on August 6, for reviewing 
compliance with the nightclub’s use‐permit modification, Resolution No. 18‐0075.  The attachment 
summarizes my issues. 

Apologies for missing the July 2 hearing.  The city mailed our notice to a vacant rental unit, rather than 
to the address on the Los Angeles County tax rolls.  This violated Manhattan Beach Municipal Code [“MBMC”] 
§10.84.040(B)(1).

At the July 2 hearing, after public comment, the council did not discuss the agenda item.  As result, no 
information exists regarding councilmember opinions whether the 900 Club complies with its use permit.  For 
whatever the council decides at the August 6 hearing, councilmembers must address the following issues: 

• Per municipal code, the city council may not consider the 900 Club request for increased hours;

• At the July 2 hearing, staff presented reasonable grounds for revoking or modifying the use permit;

• The public‐hearing record does not disclose the Superior Court case of Donald McPherson and Coastal

Defender v. City of Manhattan Beach, which challenges Resolution No. 18‐0075; 

• 900 Club operates with unapproved structural modifications to fire‐ and life‐safety exits; and,

• Invoices totaling $25,939 filed with the city by Mr. David Caskey, for 900 Club attorney fees.

              Attorney Beverly Palmer has expressed her opinions regarding the July 2 hearing, in a separate letter 
to the city council, dated July 29. 

              Regrettably, neither Ms. Palmer nor I can attend your August 6 hearing, because of long‐standing 
commitments at that time to our respective families. 

Thanks for your consideration of my issues, 
Don McPherson 
1014 1st St, Manhattan Beach CA 90266 
Cell: 310 487 0383 
dmcphersonla@gmail.com 

Attachment via email only. 

Distribution: City Clerk 

Distribution via email only: 900 Club neighbors, Strumwasser & Woocher, Media 
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Martha Alvarez

From: robertbush dslextreme.com <robertbush@dslextreme.com>
Sent: Monday, August 5, 2019 11:17 AM
To: robertbush @dslextreme.com
Cc: Steve Napolitano; Richard Montgomery; Quinn Barrow; Suzanne Hadley; Hildy Stern; 

Nancy Hersman; Bruce Moe; mmatthews; kkomatinsky; bfournell; List - City Council; 
jfenton; speel

Subject: 900 Club/Downstairs Bar - Bad Short-term Rentals on Steroids

900 Club/Downstairs Bar – Bad Short‐term Rentals on Steroids           by Robert 

Bush 

 
 

900 Club/Downstairs Bar – Bad Short‐term Rentals on Steroids   The City Council 

ban Short‐term Rentals because they encroached on the neighborhood. 

 
 

People come to Manhattan Beach for the Ocean, beach, parks, schools and 

tranquility of a small beach town. Not for noisy Shady Hotel and 900 

Club/Downstairs Bar. 

 
 

What do the Shady Hotel and 900 Club have in common ?  The residents hate the 

noise, but City Council loves the revenue (property and sales taxes). That’s why 

the City Council always favors the businesses instead of residents. 

 
 

900 Club has plagued the neighborhood with noise and disorderly conduct 
over the last 15 years. Instead of beginning a permit revocation process, the 
900 Club was given an extension of hours, nixing the requirement for a security 
officer and mandate that the club provide written notice to residents prior to 
entertainment and special events and an uptick in the annual number of special 
events at the venue from 18 to 24 days per year. 
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And yet, there are still complaints that are violations of the conditions related to 
noise and after-hours operation. 
 
 
The 900 Club has until August 6 (City Council Meeting) to show it is in compliance 
with its use and entertainment permits. 
 
 
There should be a law - 900th Constitutional Amendment that protects the 
public health, safety or welfare of persons residing near businesses like Shady 
Hotel and 900 Club/Downstairs Bar. 
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Martha Alvarez

From: robertbush dslextreme.com <robertbush@dslextreme.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 6, 2019 8:57 AM
To: robertbush @dslextreme.com
Cc: Steve Napolitano; Richard Montgomery; Quinn Barrow; Bruce Moe; Hildy Stern; 

Suzanne Hadley; Nancy Hersman; mmatthews; kkomatinsky; bfournell; jfenton; speel; 
vic law1; rideformbef; List - City Council

Subject: Southern California Edison's Power Reliability

City Council Meeting  Aug. 6, 2019   (Southern California Edison’s Power Reliability) 

 
 

11. Report on Southern California Edison’s Power Reliability in the City of 19‐0285 

Manhattan Beach (Public Works Director Katsouleas). RECEIVE REPORT Attachments: 2019 

Circuit Reliability Review. 

 
 

Southern California Edison’s Power Reliability   by Robert Bush 

 
 

Don’t ever use Southern California Edison and the word Reliability in the same sentence, 

because they have frequent power outages affecting South Bay communities, Monday, 

August 5 (day before City Council Meeting)@ 2:00 pm , the stop lights at intersection of 
Manhattan Beach Blvd and Sepulveda Blvd were not working causing a massive traffic 
jam.   

 
 

City Council ask the Residents to contact Edison and voice their complaints about their 

“Outrage over Outages” Contacting Edison was hopeless, because the problem was the 

President of California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) Michael Peevey. Appointed by the 

California Governor for 2 – 6 year terms and as President he controlled all of the Utilities 

(Gas and Electric), Transportation and Nuclear Energy with an iron, dictatorial fist. There was 

a conflict of interest because he also had held the position as President of Southern 

California Edison. Like a story out of a spy novel with all the secrecy and intrigue, Peevey 

finally got caught meeting members of Edison in Europe, therefore creating a conflict of 

interest. Governor Jerry Brown didn’t renew his position as President of CPUC for another 

six years.    
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 (Finally,  Assemblymember Al Muratsuchi’s Assembly Bill 66) 
 
 

Incompetent Edison   Outrage Over Outages   
  
Assemblymember Al Muratsuchi’s Assembly Bill 66, which addresses the frequent 
power outages affecting South Bay communities, was effective Jan. 1, 2014 after Gov. 
Jerry Brown signed it into law. 
The new law will give the California Public Utilities Commission (PUC) the authority to 
direct utility companies to remediate persistent outages and to report those outages 
based on frequency and duration. 
“This law is providing South Bay residents and businesses with greater information 
and transparency so that we can hold Southern California Edison accountable,” 
Muratsuchi said. 
  
Manhattan Beach residents don’t have a choice for an electricity provider (Edison), but 
we do have a choice not to use the incompetent, fraudulent  Edison for Utility 
Undergrounding. 
  
Fraudulent Edison   . Edison was charged with Fraudulent Activity and fined $30 million 
and ordered to refund $81 million to customers. Ratepayer-funded incentive program. 
  
Nuclear Edison      Edison-run San Onofre Nuclear Generation Station 
disciplined the employees that reported  problems at the plant. Of course, these 
problems were real and the plant has been shut-down. 
  
Alleged Fire - Breathing Dragon Edison   Edison was involved in the Thomas 
Fire and  Woolsey Fire. Unsafe equipment, aging infrastructure, ineffective 
vegetation management system and electrical infrastructure. 
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Martha Alvarez

From: vicky.purvis@yahoo.com
Sent: Tuesday, August 6, 2019 9:32 AM
To: List - City Council; City Manager
Subject: New law eliminates appeals for new Navigation Centers

In case you do not know navigation centers are shelters 

https://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/article/New-law-eliminates-appeals-for-new-Navigation-14282395.php 
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Martha Alvarez

From: vicky.purvis@yahoo.com
Sent: Tuesday, August 6, 2019 9:38 AM
To: List - City Council; City Manager
Subject: Twitter post about MB homeless
Attachments: EBPe93LU4AEBxkI.jpg; EBPe-HGUIAAnVDg.jpg; EBPe-YbU4AEAJ9b.jpg; EBPge0yUYAA1-

Pe.jpg; EBPgepJUIAAbPSP.jpg; EBPgeZjUYAEuK1t.jpg

MB becoming famous on Twitter and not for the emoji house, but for the number of homeless 

Manhattan Bch Pt. 1: There r hard rumors in other surrounding towns that “Manhattan Beach is the place 
to go” if you don’t want vagrants and/or addicts on your streets, in your trash or outside your windows. 
I’m here to tell ya’: 
 
Manhattan Bch Pt. 2: The land of $2M - $21M homes is struggling too. No town is safe fr: the effects of 
#prop47 & the cruelty of  ‘s “hands-off” policy in favor of radicals. Hard-working homeowners suffer & 
those who need help suffer the most 
















