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Village Laguna Endorses 
Verna Rollinger for Council

Village Laguna 
kicked off the 
City Council 
campaign on 
August 29 with 
a candidates’ 
forum that 
drew a capacity 
crowd. John 
M o n a h a n , 

serving as moderator, distributed 
questions submitted by members in 
advance among the four candidates 
  — incumbents Bob Whalen and Steve 
Dicterow and challengers Judie Mancuso 
and Verna Rollinger. 

A week later, on Labor Day evening, 
members met at Johanna Felder’s and 
voted to endorse Verna. Asked at the 
forum what distinguished her from the 
others, she said it was commitment to 
putting residents first. We remember 
this from her earlier term, along with the 
way she asked the questions necessary to 
make good decisions, and look forward to 
having her back on the Council protecting 
the village. 

At the forum, Steve said that his 
distinctive feature was his concern for 
public safety, and Judie and Bob said 
that their forte was getting things done. 
Bob mentioned undergrounding utilities 
in particular and reported that the bill 
he initiated, now on the governor’s desk, 
would be a step in that direction. 

All four candidates expressed a 
commitment to the city’s 36-foot height 
limit. Because of the format, few of the 
other questions were answered by every 
one of them, but some useful information 
can be drawn from their individual 
responses. Judie, Steve, and Verna said 
they would make preparation for climate 
change a priority. Judie would hope 
to triple-deck the ACT V parking lot, 
while Steve warned that a project like 
that would be extremely expensive and 
that the new Summer Breeze program 
(with parking at the freeway and OCTA 
buses into town) may prove to be part of 
a solution. Verna reminded us that 60% 
of the trips on the Canyon Road begin 
and end in other cities and suggested that 
we try to find out why and fix it. Bob 
identified the choice of the Downtown 
Specific Plan consultants as the biggest 
mistake of his term and recognized that 
there’s not a lot of support for the cultural 
center that he’d like to see.

Council Views Village 
Entrance Designs, Votes 
Funding for One More Try 

The August 30 Council meeting brought 
the unveiling of the two concepts for the 
Village Entrance that we saw last spring—
one with a path, some trees, and a lot of 
surface parking, the other with two paths, 
a few more trees, and a parking structure 
on the Christmas tree lot. Both concepts 
suffered aesthetically and practically from 
the Council’s requirement that all of the 
existing 397 parking spaces be retained. 



Councilmembers 
were unenthusiastic. 
They agreed that the 
Village Entrance 
wasn’t going to 
be a park and that 
they didn’t want 
to spend more 
than the budgeted 
amount, $6.5 million, 
and three of them 

were explicit that they didn’t want a parking structure 
(which would have more than doubled the cost). Toni 
and Bob suggested that the path be moved farther 
from the road, and Bob said that if we’re going to keep 
the sewer digester tower (which he doesn’t consider 
historical) it should at least be made functional. When 
the idea of sending the two concepts to the Planning 
Commission for a recommendation was raised, the 
city manager urged Councilmembers to have the 
consultants produce a third design that reflected their 
comments first. Since only Steve said he would consider 
reducing the required parking, the final version is 
unlikely to be much of a surprise. Another $40,000 
(beyond the original $689,000) was authorized for the 
additional work.

View Ordinance Revised to  
Allow Removal of Trees  
Without Owner’s Consent

Overlooking staff’s repeated concern that “the law is 
currently unsettled as to the ability of the City to cause 
the complete removal of a tree over the owner’s objection,” 
the City Council voted 4–1 to revise the view preservation 
ordinance to permit, in cases of “egregious view 
impairment,” the removal of an offending tree without 
the owner’s consent. The View Restoration Committee 
would have to find “clear and convincing evidence” of a 
preexisting view and “objectively unreasonable” failure 
by the vegetation owner to cooperate with the claimant 
(including proof of at least five letters over a three-year 
period). Toni Iseman voted no because of the likelihood 
of litigation and took the opportunity to comment on 
the current war on trees and its effect on the way the city 
looks now and will look in the future. 

Village Laguna Members Join Opposition 
to Marijuana Dispensaries in the City
At the endorsement meeting mentioned above, Village 
Laguna members voted to oppose Measure KK, which 
would permit two medical marijuana dispensaries in the 
City. The argument against the initiative, according to 
a letter being circulated by Together Laguna Can Defeat 
Measure KK (P.O. Box 5134), is as follows:

The measure is sponsored by well-funded but obscure 
outside business interests. It would make Laguna Beach 
the only city in southern Orange County with operating 
dispensaries. If the statewide ballot measure allowing 
recreational use of marijuana should pass, these dispensaries 
would quickly become regional dealerships. The City 
would have no control over the selection of operators and 
would be responsible for providing the additional public-
safety resources that the operation of these lucrative all-cash 
businesses is expected to require. The dispensaries, while 
prohibited near schools, could be located near preschools, 
daycare centers, or parks.   

Legislation to Help Protect City from 
Utility Line Fires on Governor’s Desk

State Senate Bill 1463, spearheaded by Bob Whalen and 
authored by Senator John Moorlach on behalf of the City, 
would direct the California Public Utilities Commission 
to identify enhanced mitigation measures to prevent fires 
caused by overhead utility lines and to prioritize areas at 
high risk of such fires in determining where such measures 
will be required. If the governor signs it by September 30, 
it will constitute a first step in the direction of facilitating 
the undergrounding of utilities in the City. According to 
Bob, it would strengthen the City’s hand in the battle to 
have Laguna Beach recognized as eligible for enhanced 
measures and serve as the basis for further legislation to be 
introduced in the coming year. He is encouraging residents 
to write the governor supporting the bill.   

Revised Historic Preservation Ordinance 
Reviewed by Heritage Committee 

At yet another meeting on the revision of the City’s historic 
preservation ordinance on September 28, the Heritage 
Committee will consider a way to protect the community’s 
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many “C” (for “contributive”)-rated historic buildings.  
These structures contribute to the character of their 
neighborhoods and represent the era in which they were 
constructed without being “Exceptional” (E) or “Key” (K). 
The proposed staff version of the ordinance would declare 
them no longer historical resources. The committee has 
opposed this idea and asked for modifications to recognize 
their value and encourage their preservation. Village 
Laguna has been active in this process, photographing 
the houses and arguing that without protection they will 
disappear and the character of their neighborhoods will be 
altered forever.

The trouble with the “contributive” properties, from 
staff’s point of view, is that there are a lot of them and, 

while not spectacular, as “historical resources” they all 
require study of  the environmental impact of changes to 
them under the California Environmental Quality Act. 
This means initial studies, historical assessments, and the 
prohibition of changes that don’t respect their historical 
character. Declaring them not historical resources would 
allow staff and homeowners to skip these steps. However, 
this is a questionable legal maneuver, and changing the 
status of C-rated properties would itself require studies 
under CEQA.  It is hard to imagine that no environmental 
impact would be found. It’s apparent from the public 
meetings conducted so far that many of these houses are 
under imminent threat of destruction.

There is, however, an alternative—a CEQA provision for 
preserving buildings that contribute to a historic district 
(whether declared or not) under a set of local guidelines 
that is less stringent than the standards applied to houses 
rated “E” and “K.” Village Laguna will be recommending 
that this provision and appropriate guidelines be included 
in the final version of the ordinance.

Water District Schedules Annual Event 
on Water-Saving Landscaping

Saturday, September 24, from 8 a.m. to 3 p.m., the Water 
District will hold its annual SmartScape expo on water-
saving landscaping. Exhibits on the district’s property 
at 306 Third Street will include demonstration gardens, 
a California-friendly plant sale, planting workshops, free 
compost, and $20 rain barrels. For more information, visit 
lbcwd.com/smartscape or call 342-1432. 
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My Favorite Local Business
by A mansion on Temple Hills Drive, approved at 6,353 

square feet some years ago and then illegally enlarged 
by excavation and enclosure of patio space to more than 
10,000 square feet, received approval on a 3 to 1 vote 
by the Design Review Board last week. The excavation 
had increased the height of the house beyond what is 
allowed and required a variance, which was also granted. 
The approval was conditioned on the applicant’s filling 
in of much of the unpermitted space with soil cement 
slurry and/or foam block in such a way as to make it very 
difficult to remove. (Staff had recommended filling it in 
entirely so as to eliminate the variance, but the applicant’s 
representative reported that he was unwilling to do that 
and board members didn’t insist.) Another condition was 
recognition of a 10-foot easement across the property 
sought by the Water District. In voting as they did, board 
members said that it wasn’t their role to punish people, that 
a denial wouldn’t do anything to improve the appearance 
of the house, and that the owner had “suffered enough.” 
The house is on the market for $10,980,000. The decision 
has been appealed to the City Council. 

Unpermitted Expansion of Temple Hills 
Mansion Gets Design Review Approval 


