
20 1 8
         

newsletter

 

 

August
Established 1971    To preserve and enhance the unique village character of Laguna Beach

Annual Picnic
Monday, August 27, 6 p.m.
Aliso Beach

September Board Meeting
Saturday, September 1, 9 a.m.
Home of Liz Toomey

Candidates’ Forum 
Monday, September 17, 7 p.m..
Susi Q Community Center

Our annual picnic is scheduled for Monday, August 27, at 6 p.m. at Aliso 
Beach. We’ll provide the hot dogs and veggie burgers for grilling over the 
fire and nonalcoholic drinks (alcohol and glass are prohibited on the beach). 
Bring a dish to share that will serve 6–8 and your own plates and utensils. 
Sunscreen and/or hats and something to sit on are recommended. Parking is 
available immediately adjacent to the beach tor $1 an hour (exact change). 

Annual Picnic at the Beach Set for August 27

On August 7 the bids for the Village Entrance project were reviewed and 
the City Council accepted the lowest of the three, for $7,673,503, and 
awarded the contract to CS Legacy Construction. Work will begin this fall 
and continue, with a summer break next year, through 2020. The project 
will include 120 new trees and several thousand new shrubs, new bridges, 
permeable paving in parts of the parking area, and a meandering path from 
the downtown to the festival area. Disappointingly, it will not include the 
restoration of the historic sewage digester that the Council is on record as 
adding to the project last December. Presented by staff only as an “option” 
at a cost of $433,174, a proposal that stopped well short of restoration was 
rejected as too expensive. The final package included an additional storage 

Village Entrance Project Contract Approved



building costing $322,807 (reportedly “required”) and 
an appropriate replacement for the chain-link fence 
along the creek, the design of which remains to be 
explored with a cost not to exceed $436,000. Rejected 
along with the historic restoration was the replanting 
of the highway median and the construction of a 
retaining wall that would have provided four more 
parking spaces.   

Historic Preservation Task Force 
Pauses for Clarification of Law 

The Historic Preservation Ordinance Task Force, in 
place only since the end of May, quickly reached an 
impasse, and meetings have been cancelled until after 
a hearing by the City Council on September 18.  Some 
of its members, led by local attorney Larry Nokes, are 
challenging the legitimacy of the City’s long-standing 
historic preservation program. The staff report for the 
Council meeting describes the situation as follows: 

“The key issue assumes the absence of existing local 
historic preservation regulations . . . and questions 
what would be the nature and scope of the City’s legal 
obligations under state law, if any, when considering 
discretionary projects involving potentially historic 
structures that are not on the State’s or City’s historic 
register and not on a local historic inventory meeting 
all of the applicable state requirements. In short, Mr. 
Nokes believes that the City has no duty to consider 
the historic status of the structures and has the 
discretion to choose not to consider such status. . . . 
The City Attorney’s office disagrees, believing that if 
there is a potential for a structure to be historic, then 
even in the absence of local preservation requirements, 
the City would be required to follow the CEQA 
[California Environmental Quality Act] Guidelines 
by applying the criteria for the State’s historic register 
and rendering a decision as to historic status that is 
supported by substantial evidence in the record.”

At “the crux of the current disagreement,” the staff 
report continues, is a 1992 amendment to the Public 
Resources Code that reads as follows: “The fact that a 
resource is not listed in, or determined to be eligible 
for listing in, the California Register of Historical 
Resources, not included in a local register of historical 

resources, or not deemed pursuant to [a compliant 
historic inventory] shall not preclude a lead agency 
from determining whether the resource may be an 
historical resource for purposes of this section.” 

Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines (which, 
the City Attorney points out, are “characterized by 
the courts as ‘regulations’ and are considered to be 
binding on all public agencies in California”) says, 

“Generally, a resource shall be considered by the lead 
agency to be ‘historically significant’ if the resource 
meets the criteria for listing on the California Register 
of Historical Resources . . . including the following: a) 
Is associated with events that have made a significant 
contribution to the broad patterns of California’s 
history and cultural heritage; b) Is associated with the 
lives of persons important in our past; c) Embodies 
the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, 
or method of construction, or represents the work of 
an important creative individual, or possesses high 
artistic values; or d) Has yielded, or may be likely to 
yield, information important in prehistory or history.”

The staff report sums up as follows: “Mr. Nokes’ 
position is that the Guideline exceeds the scope of 
the CEQA statute and is therefore not controlling. 
The City Attorney’s position is that Section 15064.5 
is not in conflict with the statute and that until and 
unless a court decides that Section 15064.5 is invalid, 
it is controlling.”

Councilmembers are being asked to choose one of 
these positions, and their decision will determine 
whether the task force can pursue its charge of making 
historic preservation in Laguna easier. The agenda 
bill is on the City’s website under “Community 
Development > Historic Preservation > Historic 
Preservation Ordinance Task Force > Agenda Bill: 
Clarification of Legal Requirements for the Historic 
Preservation Ordinance and Future Direction to Task 
Force.” Comments may be sent to the City Clerk in 
advance of the September 18 meeting. Village Laguna 
will be writing in support of the thirty-year-old 
program, which offers significant benefits for listing 
one’s home on a local historic register that includes, 
to date, some three hundred homes. 



 

Renew your membership!
Name(s) ______________________________________________________________________________________________

Address_______________________________________________________________________________________________

Phone number _____________________________________________ Email_______________________________________

I have enclosed my check for the following membership (I understand the amount is not tax-deductible):

Basic - $40/individual, $60/family
Supporter - $150/family 
Sustainer - $250/family (includes 2 Charm House Tour tickets)
Please send me my newsletter electronically instead of by mail.

*Contact Treasurer Richard Picheny at 295-0545 or rpicheny@gmail.com to arrange for automatic monthly or quarterly payments.
Mail to Village Laguna, PO Box 1309, Laguna Beach, CA 92652

 Planting of Replacement Trees 
Downtown Receives Go-Ahead

A plan for replacing 37 trees that have been removed 
from the Coast Highway and downtown streets in 
recent years was finally presented to the City Council on 
August 7 and approved for immediate implementation. 
The result of public discussion in a special workshop, 
a long meeting of the Planning Commission, and a 
walkaround by commissioners and local tree enthusiasts, 
the tree list will include sweetshade, magnolia, silver 
dollar gum, Chinese flame, Metrosideros, king palm, and 
queen palm. The new trees are to be given more than 
the usual watering while they become established and, 
drawing on the special tree fund established by Greg 
and Barbara MacGillivray, will be planted with tubes to 
convey irrigation water to their roots.  

Revised Ordinance on Second Units 
Advances toward Adoption

    Revisions of the City’s ordinance regulating second 
units (now called “accessory dwelling units” or ADUs) 
reached the Council for adoption this month and 
were passed to a second reading.  The public input 
on the ordinance revealed the complexity of the issues 
involved. The changes are required by revisions in a state 
law that is intended to promote housing construction 
(and thus, presumably, make housing more affordable) 
by relaxing local zoning restrictions. Local advocates 
of seniors’ aging-in-place and affordable housing 
are enthusiastic about easing the process of building 
“granny flats” within or adjacent to existing single-
family houses, and local developers see opportunities 

for gain in doubling the density of R-1 neighborhoods. 
At the same time, promoters of disaster preparedness 
point to the many neighborhoods with impaired access 
for emergency equipment and argue against making 
things worse by increasing the density there. Others 
point to the fact that nothing about the law ensures 
that in Laguna Beach any accessory dwelling unit will 
be affordable. In the midst of all this, Councilmembers 
have identified their task as using the discretion that 
the state law allows them to address local conditions 
as far as possible.  For example, while the state now 
exempts any property within a half-mile of public 
transportation from parking requirements, the revised 
ordinance will restrict this exemption to properties 
where the street has at least 20 feet of width for access 
by the Fire Department. A further revision of the state 
law is under consideration in Sacramento that would 
prohibit specifying either a minimum lot size to qualify 
for an ADU or a maximum size for such a unit.  If 
it passes before August 31, it will make our revised 
ordinance obsolete before it has been adopted. 

City to Sue County over EIR for 
Development near Great Park  

The City Council has voted to sue the County Board 
of Supervisors over a development plan that would 
place 803 houses on 32 acres of county land near 
Alton Parkway and Irvine Boulevard. It cited the 
EIR’s failure to consider the project’s impacts on 
traffic, parking, and demands on the City’s beaches 
and police, fire, and emergency medical services and 
on the 300-foot-wide wildlife corridor associated with 
the Great Park that bisects the property.



A memorial ceremony at Crystal Cove on June 9 included 
the installation of a plaque reading as follows: “Jeannette 
York Merrilees, March 18, 1930–October 14, 2013: She 
helped save Crystal Cove. A lifelong advocate for public 
parks and better coastal access, she helped lead the effort to 
stop a private luxury resort and increase public use of Crystal 
Cove Park’s historic district.” 
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2018 Board of Directors

Web site: www.villagelaguna.org

Johanna Felder, President
Verna Rollinger, Vice President
Mary Ives, Recording Secretary

Barbara Metzger, Corresponding Secretary
Richard Picheny, Treasurer

Ginger Osborne, Immediate Past President
Armando Baez
Scott Borthwick
Rosemary Boyd
Jackie Gallagher
Darrylin Girvin
Cindalee Hall
Bonnie Hano

Gary LeFebvre
Jahn Levitt

Charlotte Masarik
Liz Toomey

Phone: (949) 472-7503

My Favorite  Local Business 
by Rosemary BoydJeannette Merrilees’s Work  

Recognized at Crystal Cove 


