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Item 
No. 

Agenda Item Description Distributor Document 

3 Housing Accountability Presentation 
Joanna Hankamer, Planning and  
Community Development 
Director  

PowerPoint Presentation 

8 
Minutes of the Regular City Council 
Meeting on November 4, 2020 

Maria E. Ayala, Chief City Clerk 
Memo correcting the proposed 

minutes. 

11 

Resolution Condemning the City’s 
History as a Sundown Town and 
Past Practices of Institutionalized 
Racism 

Tamara Binns, Executive 
Assistant to the City Manager 

Memo to update proposed 
resolution. 

14 

Adoption of a Resolution Affirming 
the San Gabriel Valley Council of 
Government (SGVCOG) White 
Paper on Los Angeles Homeless 
Services 
Authority (LAHSA) Reform 

Lucy Demirjian, Assistant to the 
City Manager 

Memo modifying language of 
the proposed resolution. 

15 
Adoption of the 2021-2022 
Legislative Platform 

Lucy Demirjian, Assistant to the 
City Manager 

Memo provides modified 
language as suggested by 
Mayor Mahmud for 
consideration. 
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20 

Project No. 2355-APP (Continued) - 
Appeal of the Planning 
Commission’s Decision to Approve 
Project No. 2191-HDP/TRP – 
Hillside Development Permit for the 
street extension of Moffat Street, 
which will be a private street 
extending westward from the 
northern end of Lowell Avenue to 
allow access to seven lots in the City 
of Los Angeles and a Tree Removal 
Permit 

 
Joanna Hankamer, Planning and  
Community Development Director  
 
Malinda Lim, Associate Planner  

 

 
 Memo provides a clean final 
copy of proposed resolution; 

and, supplemental information 
for the staff report. 

PC 

Emailed Public Comment for: 
Closed Session “A”; Regular Session 
Agenda Item Nos. #2, 11, 12, 14, and 
20 

Maria E. Ayala, Chief City Clerk Emailed Public Comments 



Housing Legislation Presentation Series
PRESENTATION #1: Housing Accountability Act, February 17, 2021



Key Housing 
Legislation
•Housing 
Accountability Act 
(Skinner, 2017) SB 
167

•Housing Crisis Act 
(Skinner, 2019) SB 
330

2



Definition: 
Housing Development Project

• HAA & SB 330 only apply to housing development projects

• Residential units only.

• Mixed‐use developments ‐ at least two‐thirds of the square footage 
designated for residential use.

• Transitional housing or supportive housing.

Does not apply to single‐family residential



HAA Decision 
Matrix Housing Development Project? 

Yes 
Meet affordability 

thresholds?

No

Market rate or doesn’t 
meet the affordability 

thresholds

Default Standard Applies

Yes

20% or more units 
affordable to Lower 
Income Households 

Standard for Affordable 
Units Applies

Yes 

100% of affordable to 
Moderate Income 

Households

Standard for Affordable 
Units Applies

No 
Not subject to the HAA



HAA Decision 
Matrix Housing Development 

Project? 

Yes 
Meet affordability 

thresholds?

No

Market rate or doesn’t 
meet the affordability 

thresholds

Default Standard 
Applies

Yes

20% or more units 
affordable to Lower 
Income Households 

Standard for 
Affordable Units 

Applies

Yes 

100% of affordable to 
Moderate Income 

Households

Standard for 
Affordable Units 

Applies

No 
Not subject to the HAA



HAA Decision 
Matrix

Housing Development 
Project? 

Yes 
Meet affordability thresholds?

No

Market rate or doesn’t 
meet the affordability 

thresholds

Default Standard Applies

Yes

20% or more units 
affordable to Lower 
Income Households 

Standard for Affordable 
Units Applies

Yes 

100% of affordable to 
Moderate Income 

Households

Standard for Affordable 
Units Applies

No 
Not subject to the HAA



HAA Decision 
Matrix

Housing Development 
Project? 

Yes 
Meet affordability 

thresholds?

No
Market rate or doesn’t meet the 

affordability thresholds

Default Standard Applies

Yes

20% or more units 
affordable to Lower 
Income Households 

Standard for Affordable 
Units Applies

Yes 

100% of affordable to 
Moderate Income 

Households

Standard for Affordable 
Units Applies

No 
Not subject to the HAA



Default Standard of Review  
No Affordable Units

• Project is consistent with objective general plan, zoning, subdivision, 
and designs standards & criteria

• City cannot disapprove the project or impose conditions that 
reduce its density unless it makes both of the following findings:

oThere is a specific, adverse impact upon the public health or 
safety; and

oThere is no feasible method to satisfactorily mitigate or avoid 
the adverse impact



HAA Decision 
Matrix

Housing 
Development 

Project? 

Yes 
Meet affordability 

thresholds?

No

Market rate or doesn’t 
meet the affordability 

thresholds

Default Standard 
Applies

Yes

20% or more units affordable to 
Lower Income Households 

Standard for 
Affordable Units 

Applies

Yes 

100% of affordable to Moderate 
Income Households

Standard for 
Affordable Units 

Applies

No 
Not subject to the 

HAA



Standard of Review for 
Projects with Affordable Units

• City cannot disapprove unless one of the following findings are made:

1. Compliant housing element and met the RHNA allocation for all income 
categories proposed for the project

2. Project has a specific, adverse impact upon the public health or safety, and 
there is no feasible method to mitigate or avoid impact

3. Denial is required to comply with specific state or federal law, and there is no 
feasible method to comply

4. On land zoned for agricultural or there is inadequate water or sewer to serve 
the project

5. Project is inconsistent with both zoning and general plan land use designation



Extent of 
Protections

• The standards of review apply to 
land use approvals tied to new 
construction & demolition, 
including:

• Subdivision Map approvals

• Conditional Use Permits, 

• Design Review Permits, 

• Hillside Development Permits,

• And others

• Do not apply to variances



Expanded Legal Remedies

• The applicant; 

• Any person who would be eligible to apply for residency in the project; or

• A housing organization.

Who can initiate litigation?

• order the City to approve the project within 60 days.

• Grant attorneys’ fees and costs.

If liable, Court will:

• If action not taken within 60 days, the court will issue a minimum $10,000 fine per housing unit.

• If the inaction was in bad faith, the minimum fine award is multiplied by five. 

Fines issued for non‐compliance

HCD can also refer the matter to the Attorney General



SB 330: 
Housing Crisis Act
• Five hearing limit on housing development 
project applications

• No net loss housing unit rule

• No net loss of development intensity rule

• Objective design review standard requirement

• Two‐step application process for housing 
development projects



Questions? 
PRESENTATION #1: 

Housing Accountability Act, February 17, 2021



 

City of South Pasadena 
City Clerk Division 

Memo 
Date: February 17, 2021 

To: The Honorable City Council 

Via: Sean Joyce, Interim City Manager 
 

From: Maria E. Ayala, Chief City Clerk 

Re: February 17, 2021, City Council Meeting Additional Document - 
Correction to Item No. 8, Minutes of the Regular City Council Meeting on 
November 4, 2020 

 

On page 10 of 11 of the proposed November 4, 2020 City Council meeting minutes 
(specifically, Agenda Item No. 16 of the proposed minutes) the action is inadvertently missing 
information on the selected firms for the approved agreements.  This  information was provided 
prior to the City Council meeting by way of an Additional Document on November 3, 2020, 
and as such the motion and action at the meeting did reflect approval of those specific firms. 
 
The proposed minutes currently state: 
 

3. Approve a Professional Services Agreement (PSA) with [firm to be determined] 
in an amount not to exceed $120,000 for up to six months for enhancement 
services to address the planning application backlog; and 

 
It is recommended that City Council adopt the November 4, 2020 minutes with the correction for 
the minutes to correctly state: 
 

3. Approve Professional Services Agreements (PSA) with two firms, Rincon 
Consultants, Inc. and Sagecrest Planning + Environmental in an amount not 
to exceed $120,000 for up to six months for enhancement services to address the 
planning application backlog (as presented in the Additional Documents); and 

 
Attachment: 
- Additional Document provided on November 3, 2020 

 



ATTACHMENT TO ADDITIONAL DOC FOR AGENDA ITEM NO. 8: 

 
 



 

City of South Pasadena 
Management Services 

Department 

Memo 
Date: February 16, 2021 

To: The Honorable City Council 

Via: Sean Joyce, Interim City Manager 
 

From: Tamara Binns, Executive Assistant to the City Manager 

Re: February 17, 2021, City Council Meeting Item No. 11 Additional Document – 
Resolution Condemning the City’s History as a Sundown Town and Past 
Practices of Institutionalized Racism  

 

Staff would like update the Resolution to reflect the inclusion of the Latinx community. 
 

WHEREAS, the term most often refers to the forced exclusion of Blacks, 
the history of sundown towns also includes prohibitions against Jews, Native 
Americans, Chinese, Japanese, Latinx, and other minority groups; 

 



RESOLUTION NO.  XXXX 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA, CALIFORNIA, 

CONDEMNING THE CITY’S HISTORY AS A SUNDOWN TOWN AND PAST 
PRACTICES OF INSTITUTIONALIZED RACISM 

 
 

WHEREAS, racial disparities have existed since the birth of this nation, to the 
detriment of Black communities and people of color, and persist across wealth, health, 
education, the criminal justice system, and beyond; and 

 
WHEREAS, although no official ordinance or law of the City of South Pasadena has 

been found imposing sundown restrictions, oral and written history, public accounts, and 
newspaper articles explicitly demonstrate the history as a “sundown town” for a significant 
portion of the 20th century; 

 
WHEREAS, such sundown towns throughout the state of California, along with towns 

and cities in many other states, excluded—often by social and cultural means, including police 
profiling—members of non-white racial and ethnic groups, particularly African Americans, 
from living in said jurisdictions or even being inside the city limits after sundown; 

 
WHEREAS, the term most often refers to the forced exclusion of Blacks, the 

history of sundown towns also includes prohibitions against Jews, Native Americans, 
Chinese, Japanese, Latinx, and other minority groups; 

 
WHEREAS, on October 23, 1911 City Council members (Jacobs, Vatcher, Wilson, and 

Adams) voted to block the designation of an orphanage for Black children.; 
 

WHEREAS, in 1941 a race restriction campaign was established by a non-
profit committee (named "South Pasadenans Inc.") and aided by the City. The purpose of the 
committee was to restrict non-white citizens from purchasing homes; 

 
WHEREAS, 165 Japanese residents were forced to evacuate South Pasadena due to 

Executive Order 9066;  
 

WHEREAS, in 1955 Susan McClain, a Black 9-year-old, was denied entry to the Orange 
Grove Plunge (El Sereno Star, Oct. 27, 1955). According to a lawsuit filed against the City, the girl 
was not permitted entry due to a Recreation Department rule "barring Negroes";  

 
WHEREAS, the City of South Pasadena understands the importance of examining what 

role it has played in institutional racism, both historically and currently, and is ready to embark 
on a journey towards racial literacy; and 

 
WHEREAS, the South Pasadena City Council envisions a city that fosters diversity, 

equity, and inclusion throughout every community. 
 
 
 



NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SOUTH 
PASADENA, CALIFORNIA, DOES RESOLVE, DECLARE, DETRMINE AND ORDER AS 
FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. The City of South Pasadena acknowledges, apologizes for, and condemns all 
racially-motivated, discriminatory, or exclusionary aspects of the City’s history, and deeply 
regrets the pain, hurt, and suffering such policies have caused; 

SECTION 2. The City of South Pasadena will continue to promote inclusion and equity, and will 
stand up to bigotry, hatred, intolerance, racism, and violence as reaffirmed in Resolution 7673 dated 
August 5, 2020; 

SECTION 3. The City Clerk of the City of South Pasadena shall certify to the passage and adoption 
of this resolution and its approval by the City Council and shall cause the same to be listed in the 
records of the City. 
 
 
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED ON this 17th day of February 2021. 
 
 
 
             
 Diana Mahmud, Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
             
Maria E. Ayala, Chief City Clerk Teresa L. Highsmith, City Attorney 

(seal) 
 

 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY the foregoing resolution was duly adopted by the City Council of 
the City of South Pasadena, California, at a regular meeting held on the 17th 
day of February 2021, by the following vote:  
 
AYES:  

NOES:  

ABSENT:  

ABSTAINED:  

 
 
      
Maria E. Ayala, Chief City Clerk 

(seal)



 

City of South Pasadena 
Management Services 

Department 

Memo 
Date: February 16, 2021 

To: The Honorable City Council 

Via: Sean Joyce, Interim City Manager 
 

From: Lucy Demirjian, Assistant to the City Manager 

Re: February 17, 2021, City Council Meeting Item No. 14 Additional Document – 
Adoption of a Resolution Affirming the San Gabriel Valley Council of 
Government (SGVCOG) White Paper on Los Angeles Homeless Services 
Authority (LAHSA) Reform 

 

The attached document provides modified language (redlined) for the Resolution as 
suggested by Mayor Mahmud, to express the City’s concurrence with the findings and 
recommendations contained in the SGVCOG White Paper on LAHSA Reform. 
 
 



Finance Ad Hoc Committee 
 
 
Scope and Purpose 
To enhance communication with the public regarding the status of the City’s 
FY2019-2020 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report, and the Fiscal Year 
2020-2021 Annual Budget, by obtaining updates from staff, approximately 
every two weeks, or more often as needed. 
 
Staff will provide information for the Ad Hoc Committee, such as: 
 
2019-2020 CAFR 

 Status of monthly bank reconciliations 
 Report regarding the steps necessary to close FY 2019-2020, with 

estimated timelines 
 Provide information regarding the process to “close the year" 
 Improvements and enhancements from previous fiscal years, and 

recommendations to continue to improve the process 
 Timing of Auditor engagement 
 Estimated timelines, and completion dates 

 
Final 2018-19 CAFR 
 

 Allow the ad hoc Task Force to review and comment on the Finance 
Commission’s September 24, 2020 comments concerning the draft 
CAFR prior to final Commission and City Council action, the latter of 
which is anticipated for October 21, 2020. 

 
2020-2021 Budget 

 Provide information regarding the budget preparation process 
 Provide a Budget Calendar 
 Provide updates regarding the status of completion, based upon 

established deadlines in the Budget Calendar 
 
Policies & Procedure Update 

 Provide a list of polices/procedures to be reviewed, updated, created 
 Prioritize the list of policies to be updated/created, can use the Internal 

Controls/Management letter as a starting point. 
 Prioritize implementation of corrective actions identified in Internal 

Controls/Management Letter 



 
Financial Reports (Expenditure and Revenues) 
Working with staff, the Ad Hoc Committee will provide a recommendation to 
the Finance Commission (and subsequently from the Finance Commission to 
the City Council) regarding: 

 Regular Financial Reporting - for example, quarterly financial reporting, 
and the report contents 

 Audit and Budget Calendars 
 
Forensic Audit 
Assess the necessity of, or scope of any additional audits, depending upon the 
summation of the Ad Hoc Committee’s work, up to and including a forensic 
audit where the situation warrants additional review.   
The Ad Hoc Committee will provide updates to Finance Commission, so that 
the public can be informed of the status of the CAFR, Budget, and Financial 
Policy Updates.  The Commission will provide periodic updates to the City 
Council until all financial reporting is up to date. 
 
 



 
 

 

RESOLUTION   
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL  

OF THE CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA, CALIFORNIA,  
ADOPTING CONCURRING WITH THE FINDINGS AND 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE SAN GABRIEL VALLEY  
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS’ 

WHITE PAPER ON LAHSA REFORM 
 

WHEREAS, the City of South Pasadena is a member of the San Gabriel Valley 
Council of Governments (SGVCOG). 

WHEREAS, the SGVCOG serves as a unified voice to maximize resources and 
advocate for regional and member interests to improve the quality of life in the San Gabriel 
Valley.  

WHEREAS, the City of South Pasadena and the other member cities of the 
SGVCOG cities provide homelessness services and work with the Los Angeles Homeless 
Services Authority (LAHSA), the LA County Homeless Initiative, the LA County 
Department of Mental Health, the LA County Sheriff’s Department, and various other State 
and County departments, nonprofits, service providers, and other municipalities. 

WHEREAS, the 2020 Homeless Count identified 15 people experiencing 
homelessness in the City of South Pasadena. It identified 4,555 people experiencing 
homelessness in the San Gabriel Valley, representing an increase of 47% over the last five 
years. With the inclusion of the separate count within the separate Pasadena Continuum of 
Care, the homeless population of the San Gabriel Valley represents nearly 10% of the 
Countywide total.  

WHEREAS, the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors approved a motion on 
September 1, 2020, seeking to explore changes to the structure and function of LAHSA 
and highlighting the need to examine the system as a whole. 
 

WHEREAS, the SGVCOG convened a working group to draft a white paper to 
ensure the San Gabriel Valley had a leading voice in these reform efforts. This working 
group consisted of representatives from 11 cities and met five times from September to 
November 2020. 
 

WHEREAS, this working group drafted a white paper (Exhibit A) that outlined 
the causes and impacts of systemic problems with the current homelessness response 
system, identified comprehensive solutions, confirmed the San Gabriel Valley’s 
commitment to best practices and programs, and affirmed a willingness to lead the region 
to a more effective, County-wide coordinated strategy to combat homelessness. 
 



 
 

WHEREAS, this white paper was subsequently reviewed and adopted by the 
SGVCOG Governing Board. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City of South Pasadena does 
hereby express its concurrence with the findings and recommendations contained in  
approve the SGVCOG White Paper on LAHSA Reform (Attachment A).   
 
 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED on this 17th day of February, 2021. 
 
 
 

 
             
 Diana Mahmud, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
             
Maria E. Ayala, City Clerk Teresa L. Highsmith, City Attorney 
 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY the foregoing resolution was duly adopted by the City 
Council of the City of South Pasadena, California, at a regular meeting held on the 17th 
day of February, 2021, by the following vote:  

AYES:  

NOES:  

ABSENT:  

ABSTAINED:  

 
 
      
Maria E. Ayala, City Clerk 

(seal) 



 

City of South Pasadena 
Management Services 

Department 

Memo 
Date: February 16, 2021 

To: The Honorable City Council 

Via: Sean Joyce, Interim City Manager 
 

From: Lucy Demirjian, Assistant to the City Manager 

Re: February 17, 2021, City Council Meeting Item No. 15 Additional Document – 
Adoption of the 2021-2022 Legislative Platform 

 

The attached document provides modified language as suggested by Mayor Mahmud for 
consideration. Edited language and deletions have been highlighted.   
 



City of South Pasadena 
Legislative Platform 

2021-2022 
 

The primary objective of the Legislative Platform is for the City Council to adopt official City 
positions on specific legislative issues, including proposed state initiatives, at the start of the 
legislative session. The legislative platform will streamline the approval process by providing 
staff clear direction on pertinent issues at the beginning of the legislative session. 
 
The Platform is developed and maintained using the goals and objectives adopted by the 
City Council, a review of legislative priorities from the League of California Cities, input 
from City Council and staff, research of current law and pending legislation, as well as 
discussions with local legislative staff and the City’s legal counsel. 
 
For proposed legislation, either consistent with the City’s legislative priorities or 
consistent with legislative positions the City has taken in the past; City staff shall be 
authorized to prepare position letters for the Mayor’s signature after City Council 
consideration. Items not addressed in the City’s legislative priorities will require further 
Council direction, and staff will be required to submit a request to Council. Legislative 
priorities may only address issues directly relevant to or impacting the provision of 
municipal services. 
 
City departments are encouraged to monitor and be knowledgeable of any legislative issues 
related to their discipline. However, any requests for the City to take positions on a 
legislative matter must be directed to the City Manager’s Office. City departments may not 
take positions on legislative issues without City Manager’s Office review and approval. 

 

The process for responding to legislative proposals is streamlined as follows: 
 

1. Once a determination is made that a legislative proposal may impact the 
City, a letter outlining the City’s position (supporting or opposing the 
issue) will be drafted for the Mayor’s signature. 

 
2. If the Mayor is unavailable, the Mayor Pro Tem will sign the position letter.  

 
3. If a legislative issue is not addressed in the Legislative Platform but 

impacts the City, staff will place the matter on the next City Council 
agenda for consideration. 

 
4. The position letter will be sent to the bill’s author, the City’s legislative 

representatives, the League of California Cities, and other stakeholders as 
deemed appropriate. 

 
5. A copy of the final letter will be distributed to the City Council. 



 
 
 
 

 
LOCAL CONTROL 

 

 

1. Support legislation that enhances local control and allows cities to 
address the needs of local constituents within a framework of 
regional cooperation. 

 

2. Oppose preemption of local authority whether by state or 
federal legislation or ballot propositions. 

 

3. Support legislation that streamlines and simplifies the job of 
running a city and oppose efforts that erode the City’s authority to 
control its own affairs. 

ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

 

 

1. Oppose legislation that erodes the ability of cities to condition 
and deny projects that negatively impacts to the community. 

 

2. Support legislation that preserves or increases funding for the 
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program as 
provided by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. Support legislation that expands the eligibility and 
allowable uses of CDBG funds. Oppose legislation that will 
reduce funds dedicated to the CDBG program. 

 

3. Support legislation that enhances the City’s efforts to retain 
existing businesses and attract new businesses. 

 

4. Support legislation that provides tangible and productive tools and 
incentives to support new investment and community 
development. 

 
5. Support legislation that provides funding for the production of 

affordable housing. 
 
6. Support efforts to increase resources for critical and sustainable 

local infrastructure projects including roads, public transit, active 
transportation, water availability, and broadband deployment that 
enhance workforce and economic development and improve 
quality of life. 

 

City of South Pasadena  
Legislative Platform 



 

HOUSING/ 
HOMELESSNESS 

 

 
1. Support legislation and local, state, and federal programs 

that employ evidence-based best practice strategies to 
reduce the number of people experiencing homelessness 
by: preventing homelessness for those at-risk; providing 
emergency and transitional housing; expanding affordable 
permanent housing; and promoting self-empowerment 
through counseling, job training, and other supportive 
services. 
 

2. Support efforts to increase the supply and affordability of 
housing and resources to assist individuals at risk of 
homelessness, while preserving historic resources and local 
decision making to ensure cities retain flexibility based on 
the land use needs of each community.  

 
2.3. Work collaboratively to facilitate the purchase, 

rehabilitation, and resale of the Caltrans-owned SR 710 
surplus properties in compliance with the provisions of the 
Roberti Act. 

 
TRANSPORTATION 

 

 
1. Support measures to finance local and regional 

transportation programs and improvements, including Active 
Transportation Mode and Complete and Green Streets.  
 

2. Support continuous appropriations of new monies directly to cities 
for the preservation, maintenance, rehabilitation, and 
development of local street and road systems. 

 

3. Support efforts to fully fund the TSM/TDM alternatives in 
accordance with prior City positions. 

 
Support efforts to remove the SR-710 freeway between the I-
10 and I-210 from the Streets and Highway Code 

 
4. Support efforts to relinquish the property along the SR-710 

freeway between the I-10 and I-210 back to the local 
jurisdictions 

 
FISCAL 

RESPONSIBILITY 
 

 

1. Oppose any legislation that would make local agencies 
more dependent on the State for financial stability and 
policy direction. 

 

2. Oppose legislation that would impose State mandated costs for 
which there is no guarantee of local reimbursement or offsetting 
benefits. 

 

3. Oppose any change in revenue allocations that would negatively 
(current or future) affect local government, including the 
redistribution of sales tax, property tax, COPS grants, 
Proposition 172 funds, gas tax (HUTA), transient occupancy tax 
(TOT) and vehicle in- lieu fees (VLF). 



 

4. Support full cost reimbursement to the City for all federal, state 
and county-mandated programs. 

 

5. Support legislation that strengthens and expands ongoing 
revenue for the City. 

 

6. Oppose legislation that undermines and preempts local authority 
over local taxes and fees. 

 
7. Support efforts to secure direct and flexible funding and 

resources for cities to protect residents from the COVID-19 
pandemic, deliver essential services, support small businesses, 
and assist the community’s ability to fully recover from the effects 
of the pandemic. 

 
6.8. Support suspension of the Maintenance of Effort (MOE) 

requirement for SB1 funding (Road Maintenance and 
Rehabilitation Program) in consideration of the economic 
challenges cities are facing due to the COVID-19 pandemic. 

 
LAND USE 

 

 

1. Oppose legislation that imposes unreasonable mandatory 
development standards in transit intensive areas and 
residential neighborhoods. 

 

2. Support legislation that strengthens the concept of local 
control/local home rule for local decision making on land use and 
zoning matters. 

 
3. Support legislation that would increase available funding for 

affordable housing. 
 
4. Support reforms and improvements to housing element law to 

provide clear protections for local jurisdictions to preserve 
historic resources and processes and flexibility to allow regional 
cooperation; and to establish realistic housing goals and 
performance standards—including modifications in criteria and 
methodology -to meet the State’s Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment (RHNA) goals. 

 
5. Oppose legislation that places new restrictions on local land use 

control and transportation funding tied to external factors beyond 
municipal control. 

  
6. Support legislation that strengthens local governments’ 

regulatory authority and control over the siting of marijuana 
industries. 

 

7. Oppose legislation and regulatory efforts that would diminish or 
eliminate the authority of cities to zone and plan for the 
development of telecommunications infrastructure, including the 
siting of cellular communications towers or transmission sites. 



  
PUBLIC SAFETY 

 

 

1. Support federal, state, and local assistance for local police, fire, 
and homeland security initiatives, and any measures that will help 
contribute to local public safety. 
 

2. Oppose legislation that would impede local law enforcement 
from addressing crime problems and recovering costs resulting 
from a crime committed by the guilty party. 

 

3. Support efforts that strengthen local law enforcement’s ability 
to prevent and fight crime. 

 

4. Support legislation that minimizes alcohol-related criminal 
behavior and underage drinking. 

 
5. Support equitable public safety reforms that reduces liability to 

cities, improves public safety in the community, and strengthens 
community relations with peace officers, while addressing 
concerns over excessive use of force and distrust in peace 
officers. 

 
6. Oppose efforts to reprioritize public safety funding and programs 

without proper procedural or stakeholder engagement that would 
result in decreased public safety services and increased crime. 

 
7. Support legislation and additional resources to strengthen 

community disaster preparedness, resiliency, and recovery in 
collaboration with the state and federal governments.    

 
5.8. Support ongoing efforts to mitigate wildfire disasters through 

responsible brush and forestry management, including 
coordination between local and state governments and utility 
providers. 

 
ENERGY 

 

 

1. Support legislation that allows flexibility in the City’s effort to 
cost- effectively meet energy goals. Protect Community Choice 
Aggregation (CCA) local control and autonomy, especially with 
regard to finances, power procurement, reliability, and local 
customer programs. 

 

2. Support legislation that keeps funding for public benefits 
programs in local communities. 

 
3. Support CCA efforts to purchase renewable energy at 

competitive rates and create benefits and savings for cities, 
small businesses, and residents. 

 
3.4. Support equal treatment of bundled and unbundled 

customers by the CPUC and other state agencies. 
 
4.5. Support efforts to expand consumer access to renewable 

energy, such as incentives and grants for solar, which would 
reduce reliance on non-renewable sources. 



 
WATER 

 

 

1. Oppose efforts to mandate a state water public benefits charge 
unless funds remain within the local community. 
 

2. Oppose new regulations that do not allow appropriate time and 
resources for compliance. 

 
3. Oppose actions by Regional Water Quality Control Boards 

that impose mandates on cities that exceed state or federal 
regulations and/or are outside their jurisdictional authority to 
impose or enforce. 

 
4. Support legislation that provides funding for Water 

Infrastructure, Security and Programs that promote water 
reuse and conservation. 

 
5. Support legislation that extends the compliance period for 

Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs) in drinking water. 
 
6. Support the preservation, protection, and access of clean 

water from polluted dry-weather and urban runoff, pursuant 
to each cities’ responsibility for the capture and infiltration of 
stormwater into local aquifers. 

 
6.7. Support practical, feasible, and affordable solutions to meet 

mandatory compliance with water quality and treatment 
standards, notwithstanding prior agreements that otherwise 
limit cities’ ability to undertake such activities. 

 
ENVIRONMENT 

 

 

1. Oppose legislation that imposes undue hardship on local 
agencies to implement environmental regulations. 

 
2. Support policy development, funding, research, and 

implementation strategies based on scientific data and 
human/ecological risk assessment for addressing urban water and 
storm water runoff. 

 

3. Support policy development, “watershed based” solutions, 
funding and research for addressing urban runoff and beach 
closures, which identify the sources of bacterial, viral and other 
contaminants as well as human pathogens. 

 
3.4. Support initiatives to advance the State’s goals for sales of all 

new passenger vehicles to be zero-emission by 2035 and 
additional measures to eliminate harmful emissions from the 
transportation sector. 

 
ARTS & CULTURE 

 

 
1. Support legislation that will help maintain and enhance the City's 

performance arts venues, and funding for arts development. 
 

2. Oppose any reductions and/or eliminations of arts and library 
programming or funding. 



 
COMMUNITY 

SERVICES/ 
RECREATION 

 

 
1. Support legislation that will help provide residents with 

safe, accessible services and facilities. 
 

2. Oppose action that depletes services and funding 
sources created to enhance the community's varying 
needs. 

 
  

EMPLOYEE AND 
LABOR RELATIONS 

 

 

1. Oppose any measure that imposes upon local government 
mandated employee benefits that are more properly decided 
at the local level. 

 

2. Oppose efforts which reduce local control over public 
employee disputes and impose the regulations of an outside 
agency. 

 

3. Support reform measures that provide sustainable and 
secure public pensions and other post-retirement benefits 
to ensure responsive and affordable public services. 

 

4. Oppose efforts to legislate changes in how the California 
Public Employee Pension System invests its assets if the 
proposed changes will result in a loss of funds. 

 

5. Support legislation that streamlines the Workers’ 
Compensation system and makes it easier for employers, 
employees, and health care providers to navigate. 

 

ELECTIONS 
 

 
1. Support legislation that provides small to mid-sized cities to have 

at-large elections instead of divisive districts. 

 

FILMING 
 

 
1. Support efforts to promote and retain film and television jobs in 

California. 

 



 

City of South Pasadena 

Planning and Community 

Development Department 

Memo 
 

Date: February 17, 2021 
 

To: Mayor and Members of the City Council 
 

From: Sean Joyce, Interim City Manager 

 

Prepared By: Joanna Hankamer, Planning and Community Development Director  

Malinda Lim, Associate Planner 

 

Re: Additional Document #1 for Item No. 20 – Moffat Street Appeal (Project No. 

2355-APP) 

The resolution for this item in the agenda packet contained strikeouts; a clean version of the resolution 

is included as Attachment 1. In addition, the below Figures 1 - 3 are provided as a supplement to the 

staff report.  In each of the figures, the red line is the city border between South Pasadena and the City 

of Los Angeles; the blue outlined area is the easement located in South Pasadena for a private access 

road; the yellow outlined areas are the lots owned by the applicant and within the City of Los Angeles; 

and the green outlined area is the property owned by the appellant.  

Figure 1 – Aerial View of Project Site 
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Figure 2 – Aerial View of Project Site With Initial Street Alignment Proposal 

 

This street alignment was originally proposed to connect the private portion of Moffat Street to the 

public portion of Moffat and close off Lowell Avenue.  

Figure 3 – Aerial View of Project Site With Planning Commission 

 Approved Street Alignment Proposal 

 

This revised street alignment would connect the private portion of Moffat Street to Lowell Avenue, 

would continue to provide access from Lowell Avenue to the appellant’s garage, and will keep all 

future vehicle traffic for the Los Angeles landlocked lots within the City of Los Angeles.  

Attachment: 

1. Clean Version of Resolution 
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Attachment 1 

Clean Resolution 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

P.C. RESOLUTION NO.  21- 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

SOUTH PASADENA, CALIFORNIA UPHOLDING THE 

PLANNING COMMISSION DECISION OF APPROVAL FOR A 

HILLSIDE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT AND A TREE REMOVAL 

PERMIT (PROJECT NO. 2191-HDP/TRP) FOR THE EXTENSION 

OF MOFFAT STREET WHICH WILL BE A PRIVATE STREET 

EXTENDING WESTWARD FROM THE NORTHERN END OF 

LOWELL AVENUE TO ALLOW ACCESS TO SEVEN 

LANDLOCKED LOTS IN THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES 

(ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBERS 5310-006-039, 5310-006-038, 

5310-005-010, 5310-005-011, AND 5310-005-004) 

 

 WHEREAS, in 1923, Tract No. 5643 was recorded in the City of Los Angeles and 

includes the seven landlocked legal lots south of the proposed private street Moffatt Street; 

and 

 

 WHEREAS, on July 12, 1961, the South Pasadena City Council adopted 

Ordinance 1373 for the vacation and abandonment of a portion of Moffatt Street as a public 

street, pursuant to an Act of Legislature of the State of California set forth in Sections 8300 

et. Seq. of the Streets and Highway Code; and 

 

WHEREAS, on April 4, 1962, the Community Redevelopment Agency of the  

City of South Pasadena approved an easement for ingress and egress to the owners of the 

thirteen lots located in the City of Los Angeles abutting along the southern boundary of 

Moffatt Street and the City of South Pasadena; and  

 

WHEREAS, on November 15, 2018, Planet Home Living, (Applicant), submitted  

an application for a Hillside Development Permit for the extension of Moffatt Street 

westward and a Variance for a +/- 18 foot high retaining wall along the northern boundary 

of the proposed private street; and  

 

 WHEREAS, in December 2020, the applicant withdrew the variance application 

for the high retaining wall along the northern boundary of the private street and proposed 

a new retaining wall design to be a maximum height of six feet for all portions of the 

retaining wall; and 

 

WHEREAS, the proposed project is considered a “Project” as defined by the 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code Section 21000 et 

seq.; and  

WHEREAS, the project site is a vacant land surrounded by single-family 

residences and unoccupied land. According to the City’s GIS mapping system, the project 

site is not located within a liquefaction or landslide zone. The Director of Planning and 

Community Development determined that a biological constraints survey of the project site 

was required to document the existing conditions and assess the potential for special status 

plant or wildlife species or other regulated biological resources occurring on the project 

site. The report concluded that the project site contains no suitable habitat for special status 
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plants and wildlife, and does not occur within any federal U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services 

Critical Habitat boundaries; and 

 

WHEREAS, the proposed project qualifies for a categorical exemption from the 

CEQA pursuant to Section 15303, Class 3 – New Construction or Conversion of Small 

Structures. Class 3 exemption includes water main, sewage, electrical, gas, and other utility 

extensions, including street improvements, of reasonable length to serve such construction; 

and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Planning Department evaluated the project for consistency with 

the City’s General Plan, City of South Pasadena Municipal Code, the City’s Design 

Guidelines, and all other applicable state and local regulations; and 

 

 WHEREAS, on February 26, 2020, notices regarding the tree removals were sent 

to those within a 100-foot radius of the project site; and  

 

WHEREAS, in accordance with state law, on February 27, 2020, City of South 

Pasadena Planning and Building Department published a legal notice in compliance with 

the South Pasadena Municipal Code in the South Pasadena Review, a local newspaper of 

general circulation, regarding the City of South Pasadena Planning Commission meeting 

of March 10, 2020.  In addition, on February 28, 2020, a public hearing notice was mailed 

to all property owners and occupants within a 300-foot radius of the project site, indicating 

the date and time of the public hearing at the Planning Commission meeting of March 10, 

2020; and   

   

  WHEREAS, the South Pasadena Planning Commission held a duly noticed 

public hearing on March 10, 2020, at which time it considered the staff report, oral report, 

the testimony, and the written evidence submitted by and on behalf of the applicant and by 

members of the public concerning Project No. 2191-HDP/TRP and continued the proposed 

Hillside Development Permit and Tree Removal Permit for the extension of Moffatt Street 

to a date uncertain to allow the Applicant and Staff time to provide additional information 

the Commission requested; and  

 

WHEREAS, in accordance with state law, on May 28, 2020, City of South 

Pasadena Planning and Building Department published a legal notice in compliance with 

South Pasadena Municipal Code in the South Pasadena Review, a local newspaper of 

general circulation, regarding the City of South Pasadena Planning Commission meeting 

of June 9, 2020.  In addition, on May 29, 2020, a public hearing notice was mailed to all 

property owners and occupants within a 300-foot radius of the project site, indicating the 

date and time of the public hearing at the Planning Commission meeting of June 9, 2020; 

and   

 

WHEREAS, the South Pasadena Planning Commission held a duly noticed public 

hearing on June 9, 2020, at which time continued the proposed Hillside Development 

Permit and Tree Removal Permit for the extension of Moffatt Street which will be a private 

street at the request of the applicant to allow additional time for the public to comment to 

the next regularly scheduled Planning Commission meeting of July 14, 2020; and 
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  WHEREAS, the South Pasadena Planning Commission held a duly noticed 

public hearing on July 14, 2020, at which time continued the public hearing and directed 

the Applicant to submit an alternative street alignment design connecting the private street 

to Lowell Avenue to the next regularly scheduled Planning Commission meeting of August 

11, 2020; and  

 

WHEREAS, the South Pasadena Planning Commission held a duly noticed public 

hearing on August 11, 2020, at which time it considered the staff report, oral report, the 

testimony, and the written evidence submitted by and on behalf of the applicant and by 

members of the public concerning Project No. 2191-HDP/TRP and approved the proposed 

Hillside Development Permit for the street design of Moffatt Street which will be a private 

street extending westward from the northern end of Lowell Avenue and Tree Removal 

Permit for the removal of five trees, subject to conditions of approval; and 

 

WHEREAS, on August 26, 2020, the last date of the appeal period for the August 

11, 2020 Planning Commission meeting, Micah Haserjian submitted an appeal of the 

Planning Commission’s decision; and 

WHEREAS, in accordance with state law, on October 9, 2020, City of South 

Pasadena Planning and Building Department published a legal notice in compliance with 

South Pasadena Municipal Code Section 36.630.020 concerning the Appeal of the Planning 

Commission’s approval of Project No. 2191-HDP/TRP in the South Pasadena Review, a 

local newspaper of general circulation, regarding the City of South Pasadena City Council 

meeting of October 21, 2020.  In addition, on October 8, 2020, a public hearing notice was 

mailed to all property owners and occupants within a 300-foot radius of the project site, 

indicating the date and time of the public hearing at the City Council meeting of October 

21, 2020; and   

   

WHEREAS, on October 21, 2020, the City Council conducted a duly noticed 

public hearing, at which time directed the Applicant and Staff to obtain in writing form the 

City of Los Angeles that the private street needs to be constructed prior to issuance of any 

building permits for the construction of the single-family homes in the City of Los Angeles, 

the revision of the conditions of approval shall be revised to not allow the construction of 

the private street without the City of Los Angeles issuing the building permits for the 

homes, and confirmation that a rezoning effort is underway for the Northeast Hillside area 

and continued the public hearing to the next regularly scheduled City Council meeting of 

November 18, 2020; and 

 

WHEREAS, the South Pasadena City Council held a duly noticed public hearing 

on November 18, 2020, at which time received a letter from Los Angeles County 

Supervisor, Hilda Solis, stating that the zoning of lots in El Sereno were to be re-evaluated 

later in 2020 through the Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan and directed staff to 

discuss the plan update with the City of Los Angeles long range planning staff and 

continued the public hearing; and  

 

WHEREAS, in accordance with state law, on February 5, 2021, City of South 

Pasadena Planning and Building Department published a legal notice in compliance with 

South Pasadena Municipal Code Section 36.630.020 concerning the Appeal of the Planning 

Commission’s approval of Project No. 2191-HDP/TRP in the South Pasadena Review, a 
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local newspaper of general circulation, regarding the City of South Pasadena City Council 

meeting of February 17, 2021.  In addition, on February 4, 2021, a public hearing notice 

was mailed to all property owners and occupants within a 300-foot radius of the project 

site, indicating the date and time of the public hearing at the City Council meeting of 

February 17, 2021; and   

   

WHEREAS, the City Council conducted a duly noticed public hearing on February 

17, 2021, at which time public testimony was taken concerning the Appeal of the Planning 

Commission’s approval of Project No. 2191-HDP/TRP and approved the proposed Hillside 

Development Permit for the street design of Moffatt Street which will be a private street 

extending westward from the northern end of Lowell Avenue and Tree Removal Permit 

for the removal of five trees, subject to conditions of approval. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SOUTH 

PASADENA DOES HEREBY FIND, DETERMINE, AND RESOLVE AS 

FOLLOWS: 

 

SECTION 1:  The proposed project is Categorically Exempt from the provisions 

of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), under Article 19 Section 15303, 

Class 3 – New Construction or Conversion of Small Structures of the California Guidelines 

for Implementation of CEQA. Class 3 exemption includes water main, sewage, electrical, 

gas, and other utility extensions, including street improvements, of reasonable length to 

serve such construction.  Specifically, the project involves street improvements of an 

access easement to landlocked properties in the City of Los Angeles boundary.    

 

SECTION 2:  DESIGN REVIEW FINDINGS 

The City Council hereby upholds the Planning Commission’s approval and finds that the 

proposed project is consistent with all applicable findings for approval of a Design Review 

Permit pursuant to South Pasadena Municipal Code (SPMC) Section 36.410.040(I), as 

follows: 

 

1. Is consistent with the General Plan, any adopted design guidelines and any 

applicable design criteria for specialized areas (e.g., designated historic or 

other special districts, plan developments, or specific plans); 

The General Plan land use designation of the site is Altos De Monterey Residential 

which allows one single-family unit per lot. The proposed project is a private street 

within an access easement for seven landlocked properties in Los Angeles and 

does not involve the addition of another dwelling unit therefore, it is consistent 

with the General Plan.  

 

2. Will adequately accommodate the functions and activities proposed for the 

site, will not unreasonably interfere with the use and enjoyment of 

neighboring, existing, or future developments, and will not create adverse 

pedestrian or traffic hazards;  

The location of the proposed project is within the hillside. With the development 

of the private street, it will create an easier access for the nine properties it serves 

and for emergency services to reach the properties. A 4-foot wide sidewalk is 

proposed on the south side of the private street and a condition was added for the 

https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/SouthPasadena/cgi/defs.pl?def=107
https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/SouthPasadena/cgi/defs.pl?def=81
https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/SouthPasadena/cgi/defs.pl?def=77
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installation of street lighting for better visibility. Therefore, the proposed project 

will have no negative impact to the existing pedestrian or traffic circulation.  

3. Is compatible with the existing character of the surrounding neighborhood 

and that all reasonable design efforts have been made to maintain the 

attractive, harmonious, and orderly development contemplated by this 

Section, and the General Plan; and 

The proposed project was designed to reduce the number of trees proposed for 

removal and to improve the street access for multiple properties. The height of the 

retaining wall is conditioned not to exceed six feet in height and will have 

landscaping to help blend the wall into the hillside. 

4. Would provide a desirable environment for its occupants and neighbors, and 

is aesthetically of good composition, materials, and texture that would remain 

aesthetically appealing with a reasonable level of maintenance and upkeep.  

The proposed project would provide a paved access road to the seven landlocked 

properties within the City of Los Angeles, 4519 Lowell Avenue, and 2051 La 

Fremontia Street. An abundance of landscaping is proposed to help screen the 

wall. A condition was added for the properties utilizing the private street to 

maintain the street to be aesthetically appealing. 

SECTION 3:  ALTOS DE MONTEREY FINDINGS 

The City Council hereby upholds the Planning Commission’s approval and finds that the 

proposed project is consistent with all applicable findings for the Altos de Monterey zone 

pursuant to South Pasadena Municipal Code (SPMC) Section 36.250.030(E), as follows: 

 

1. The scale of the proposed building, design, height and mass in relation to the 

street frontage, to all setbacks and surrounding existing property; and  

Not applicable; no building is proposed for this project.  

 

2. The relation of existing adjoining building heights and their views; and 

The maximum height of the retaining wall may not exceed 6 feet in height and must 

be separated by a minimum length equal to the height of the wall, not to exceed six 

feet. In addition, the locations of the proposed walls are lower than the existing 

neighboring homes.   

 

3. The relation of proposed building heights to the existing topography; and  

Not applicable; no building is proposed for this project.  

 

4. The impact on surrounding properties; and 

The proposed private street will have a positive impact on the surrounding 

properties. The proposed project would provide a paved access road to the seven 

landlocked properties within the City of Los Angeles, 4519 Lowell Avenue, and 

2051 La Fremontia Street. The proposed project will create an easier access for 

the nine properties it serves for emergency services to reach the properties. 

 

5. The obstruction of sunlight to the existing adjoining residences.  
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The proposed retaining walls help to retain the existing hillside and will be a lower 

elevation than the existing property at 2051 La Fremontia Street. The existing 

homes on Atlas Street within the City of Los Angeles are at the top of the slope; 

the proposed development of the single-family homes on the vacant lots would be 

the cause of sunlight obstruction.  

SECTION 4:  HILLSIDE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT FINDINGS  

The City Council hereby upholds the Planning Commission’s approval and finds that the 

proposed project is consistent with all applicable findings for approval of a Hillside 

Development Permit pursuant to South Pasadena Municipal Code (SPMC) Section 

36.410.065(F), as follows: 

 

1. The proposed use complies with the requirements of Division 36.340 (Hillside 

Protection) and all other applicable provisions of this Zoning Code. 

Within the AM zone, walls may not exceed six feet in height. As proposed, the 

concrete block retaining walls are maximized at six feet in height plus a 3’8” cable 

safety rail on top. A condition is added for the retaining wall height to not exceed 

six feet and for the retaining walls to be separated a distance equal to the height of 

the retaining walls, not to exceed six feet. The conceptual landscape plans show the 

addition of 16 required replacement trees for the removal of five (5) trees. Toyon, 

California sycamore, and coast live oak are the proposed replacement trees. 

Rosmarinus prostrates and creeping fig will be planted over the retaining wall to 

help disguise and blend the wall into the natural landscape. For ground cover, twin 

peaks and deer grass are proposed. Due to the size of the project, the landscaping 

will require compliance with the City’s Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance. A 

condition was added for the applicant to submit construction landscape and 

irrigation plans in compliance with the City’s Water Efficient Landscape 

Ordinance. 

  

2. The proposed use is consistent with the General Plan and any applicable 

specific plan;  

 

The General Plan land use designation of the site is Altos De Monterey Residential 

which allows one single-family unit per lot. The proposed project is a private street 

within an access easement for seven landlocked properties in Los Angeles and does 

not involve the addition of another dwelling unit therefore, it is consistent with the 

General Plan.  

 

3. The establishment, maintenance, or operation of the use would not, under the 

circumstances of the particular case, be detrimental to the health, safety, or 

general welfare of the persons residing or working in the neighborhood of the 

proposed use; 

 

The proposed project would provide a paved access road to the seven landlocked 

properties within the City of Los Angeles, 4519 Lowell Avenue, and 2051 La 

Fremontia Street. The proposed project will create an easier access for the nine 

properties it serves for emergency services to reach the properties. The project is 

https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/SouthPasadena/cgi/defs.pl?def=250
https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/SouthPasadena/cgi/defs.pl?def=263
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conditioned to install stop signs, stop pavement legends, and limit lines for the 

north and south approaches on Maycrest Avenue to improve traffic safety. 

 

4. The use, as described and conditionally approved, would not be detrimental 

or injurious to property and improvements in the neighborhood or to the 

general welfare of the City; and 

According to the Preliminary Geotechnical Report, the project site is suitable to 

be developed as proposed and will be safe against hazard from landslides, 

settlement, or slippage and will have no adverse effect on the geologic stability of 

the adjacent properties provided that the recommendations outlined in the report 

are implemented.  

5. The design, location, operating characteristics, and size of the proposed use 

would be compatible with the existing and future land uses in the vicinity, in 

terms of aesthetics, character, scale, and view protection.  

The proposed project would provide a paved access road to the seven landlocked 

properties within the City of Los Angeles, 4519 Lowell Avenue, and 2051 La 

Fremontia Street. An abundance of landscaping is proposed to help screen the 

wall. A condition was added for the properties utilizing the private street to 

maintain the street to be aesthetically appealing. 

SECTION 5:  RECORD OF PROCEEDING  

The documents and other materials that constitute the record of the proceedings upon which 

the City Council’s decision is based, which include, but are not limited to, the staff reports, 

as well as all materials that support the staff reports for the proposed project, and are located 

in the Planning and Building Department of the City of South Pasadena at 1414 Mission 

Street, South Pasadena, CA 91030. The custodian of these documents is the City Clerk of 

the City of South Pasadena. 

 

SECTION 6.  DETERMINATION 

Based upon the findings outlined in Sections 1 through 5 above and provided during the 

public hearing, the City Council hereby upholds the Planning Commission’s Decision of 

Approval on August 11, 2020 for a Hillside Development Permit for the extension of 

Moffatt Street, which will be a private street extending westward from the northern end of 

Lowell Avenue to allow access to seven lots in Los Angeles and a Tree Removal Permit 

for the removal of five trees (Project No. 2191-HDP/TRP) (APNs:  5310-006-039, 5310-

006-038, 5310-005-010, 5310-005-011, and 5310-005-004), subject to the Conditions of 

Approval, attached hereto as Exhibit “A.” 

 

  

  SECTION 7:  CERTIFICATION OF THE RESOLUTION  

The City Clerk of the City of South Pasadena shall certify that the foregoing Resolution 

was adopted by the City Council of the City of South Pasadena at a duly noticed regular 

meeting held on the 17th day of February 2021.  

 

 

https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/SouthPasadena/cgi/defs.pl?def=250
https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/SouthPasadena/cgi/defs.pl?def=50
https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/SouthPasadena/cgi/defs.pl?def=250
https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/SouthPasadena/cgi/defs.pl?def=250
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 PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 17th day of February 2021 by 

the following vote: 

 

 

AYES:  

 

NOES:  

 

ABSENT:  

 

ABSTAIN:      

  

                                                                          

 Diana Mahmud, Mayor 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

  

Maria E. Ayala, Acting City Clerk (seal) 

 

 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM:     

 

 

____________________________________ 

Teresa L. Highsmith, City Attorney   



Closed Session City Council Meeting 
E-mail Public Comment 2/17/2021  

 
AGENDA ITEM A. 
Existing Litigation 

 
1. Chris Bray 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



From: Chris Bray <chrisabray@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2021 7:30 PM 
To: City Council Public Comment <ccpubliccomment@southpasadenaca.gov> 
Cc: Diana Mahmud <dmahmud@southpasadenaca.gov>; Michael Cacciotti 
<mcacciotti@southpasadenaca.gov>; Jon Primuth <jprimuth@southpasadenaca.gov>; Jack Donovan 
<jdonovan@southpasadenaca.gov>; Evelyn Zneimer <ezneimer@southpasadenaca.gov> 
Subject: Re: public comment ‐‐ CLOSED session, item a, feb. 17 2021 

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of South Pasadena. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
(Replacement draft, comment for closed session, Feb. 17, Item A, "Existing Litigation: Alison 
Smith v. City of South Pasadena) 
 
Councilmembers, 
 
The sewage spill in Alison Smith's back yard happened in January of 2018. After more than three 
years of trench warfare, there is now no possibility that either side will "win" the resulting 
lawsuit in any meaningful way.  
 
The City of South Pasadena has generated six-figure legal costs for a case that should have ended 
long ago with a five-figure settlement (and that now, after the insane punitive raid on Alison's 
house, should result in a six-figure settlement). 
 
Meanwhile, Alison Smith is on her second lawyer, and her first lawyer has filed a lien against 
any settlement or judgment that she may receive. Anything she "wins" will be split between 
multiple lawyers, and she'll get whatever's left.  
 
Everyone loses. No one has gained, or can now gain, from three years of avoidable pain and 
conflict -- no one but the lawyers. End this with a meaningful settlement offer. End it this week. 
The idea of filing an appeal over the anti-SLAPP ruling is shamefully stupid, and a public 
embarrassment for the city. Stop somewhere short of giving a half-million-dollar gift to 
Colantuono, Highsmith, and Whatley. Notice that your lawyers have advised you to pursue a 
course of action that has only resulted in endless payments to your lawyers, while escalating and 
extending an unnecessary conflict. 
 
Ask yourself: how have you turned a modest sewage spill case, the likes of which are filed 
against local governments a thousand times a year all over California, into Jarndyce & Jarndyce? 
If someone trips and falls in a city park, will Teresa Highsmith turn it into a million-dollar case 
that goes all the way to the Supreme Court? What's going on here? 
 
Chris Bray 
South Pasadena resident 
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South Pasadena City Council 

1424 Mission Street 

South Pasadena, CA 91030 

 

Delivered via electronic mail. 

 

February 16, 2021 

 

RE: SUPPORT – draft inclusionary housing ordinance  

 

Dear honorable members of the City Council, 

 

We write in support of the draft Inclusionary Housing Ordinance (draft IHO). As outlined below, 

we urge the Council to maintain the proposed 20% affordability standard for mid-size and larger 

projects, maintain the carefully crafted standards to prioritize mixed-income development with 

on-site affordable units, and prioritize the creation of Very Low- and Extremely Low-Income 

units. We also offer specific recommendations to strengthen the proposed policy. 

Public Counsel is the nation’s largest pro bono public interest law firm, and the Southern 

California affiliate of the Lawyers Committee for Civil Rights Under Law. Our Community 

Development Project maintains a specific focus on producing and preserving affordable housing. 

In this capacity, we have been deeply involved in the development of state and local policy 

aimed at advancing mixed-income development, including but not limited to state density bonus 

law, the City of Los Angeles Measure JJJ and TOC Program, and the Los Angeles County 

Inclusionary Housing ordinance. 

Inclusionary housing is an important tool to create much-needed affordable housing. Along with 

strong tenant protections, affordable housing preservation policies, and alternative social housing 

and community-ownership models, inclusionary housing is an important piece of a 

comprehensive housing justice framework. Building market-rate housing, alone, will not create 

housing opportunities for the City’s Low, Very Low, and Extremely Low Income residents. As 

noted in the Staff Report, South Pasadena more than tripled its above-moderate RHNA goals, but 

fell short of the affordable housing goals. A well-crafted inclusionary housing program will 

create mixed-income development that better reflects the needs of residents in South Pasadena 

and opens up opportunity for inclusive and equitable community growth. 

We applaud the Planning Department for producing a very thoughtful and comprehensive draft 

ordinance. We have reviewed many inclusionary housing policies across California, and the 

South Pasadena draft IHO stands out as uniquely balanced. In particular, we strongly support and 

encourage the Council to retain the following important provisions. 
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 Require 20% affordable housing for larger projects. We support the Planning 

Department’s determination that projects with 26 or more units should include 20% 

affordability. We would like to clarify some questions about state law raised by other 

commenters at the Planning Commission. State law permits, but does not require, HCD 

to review rental housing inclusionary ordinances adopted or amended after September 

15, 2017, but only if: (1) the ordinance requires more than 15% of the units to be 

affordable to lower income households, and (2) the locality has either: (a) failed to meet 

75% of its share of the above moderate income RHNA prorated over five years, or (b) 

failed to submit its annual housing element report for the last two years.1  According to 

the Staff Report, South Pasadena has exceeded its above moderate income RHNA, and 

has submitted timely housing element annual reports.2 State law does not prevent South 

Pasadena from adopting a 20% inclusionary standard in its effort to meet the affordable 

housing needs of its residents.  

 

 Create affordable housing in small projects. The draft IHO will produce affordability 

in small and large projects alike. We support the application of affordability standards in 

small projects between 3 to 10 units. 

 

 Encourage deeply affordable housing. The draft IHO prioritizes the creation of deeply 

affordable housing by including an Extremely Low Income (ELI) set-aside option, and 

by limiting the provision of Moderate Income units only to smaller projects.  

 

 Prioritize on-site affordable housing. The draft IHO also includes carefully crafted 

standards for off-site units and, very importantly, limits in-lieu fees to small projects. 

While in-lieu fees can help generate funding for affordable housing, they often 

undermine goals of inclusive mixed-income development. By prioritizing on-site 

affordable housing, limiting in-lieu fees to only small projects and fractional units, and 

allowing only off-site construction with strong fair housing standards, the City will help 

create new housing for all incomes and promote equitable community growth. 

 

In addition to maintaining the elements of the draft IHO listed above, we offer the following 

recommendations to strengthen this policy. 

 

 Ensure that off-site units affirmatively further fair housing. The draft IHO requires 

that off-site units be "located on a property within 1,500 feet of the proposed project, or 

in a comparable neighborhood as determined by the planning commission." We strongly 

support the 1,500 foot proximity standard, in order to prevent off-site housing units from 

contributing to income-segregated housing patterns. To further strengthen this important 

                                                           
1 Cal. Gov’t Code §65850.01(a). See also, Public Interest Law Project, “INCLUSIONARY ZONING 

REVITALIZED” http://www.pilpca.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/Inclusionary-Zoning-Revitalized-AB-1505-

2018.pdf 
2 Staff Report, p.2. See Also, 

https://cahcd.maps.arcgis.com/apps/View/index.html?appid=8ea29422525e4d4c96d52235772596a3 
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fair housing objective, we recommend amending the "comparable neighborhood" option 

to require that the Commission's determination take into account the obligation to 

affirmatively further fair housing. 

 

 Require Very Low Income Units in 26-50 unit projects. For projects with 26-50 units, 

the draft IHO requires the same inclusionary rate for Extremely Low Income (ELI), Very 

Low Income (VLI), or Low Income (LI) units. The Staff Report acknowledges that this 

will skew the incentive and likely only result in the provision of LI units. As a result, 

these mid-size projects would never be accessible to VLI households. The draft IHO very 

appropriately requires a 50/50 split between VLI and LI households in projects with 51 or 

more units. We urge the Council to apply this same standard for mid-size projects and 

open up housing opportunities for VLI households across all project types. 

 

 Maximize the length of affordable housing covenants. In order to maximize the life of 

affordable units created through this ordinance, we recommend that covenants be 

affordable for 99 years or the life of the project, whichever is longer. This will prevent 

expiring covenants when a residential building is still in operation.  

 

*** 

Thank you for considering these comments and recommendations. Please feel free to reach out 

with any questions.  

 

Sincerely, 

 
Doug Smith 

Supervising Senior Staff Attorney 

dsmith@publiccounsel.org 



February 17, 2021 
General Public Comment, Open Session 
 
We heartily applaud South Pasadena’s Planning Department for proposing an inclusionary 
zoning ordinance. We are asking the Councilmembers to endorse key components of the draft 
ordinance, and instruct the Planning Commission to move swiftly to finalize its recommendation. 
 
The Planning Department’s ordinance will maximize affordable housing development in the city. 
New housing developments with more than 10 units will be required to include between 15% to 
20% affordable units, and developments with more than 25 units will have to build 20% 
affordable units.  These robust requirements for affordable development are on par with what the 
city of Pasadena requires.  Pasadena has observed no disincentive to development since 
strengthening its inclusionary zoning ordinance.1   
 
We support the Planning Department’s decision to allow developments with three or fewer units 
to pay in-lieu of fees rather than develop affordable units.  This provision will optimize South 
Pasadena’s development of affordable housing by not taking smaller developments with four or 
more units off the table.  In-lieu of fees are generally ineffective.  Small cities face special 
challenges in collecting and leveraging such fees to develop affordable housing.   
 
It is imperative for South Pasadena to adopt an aggressive ordinance, and quickly.  First, and 
most critically, your constituents in South Pasadena support development of affordable housing.  
The pandemic has illustrated the grave public health crisis caused by a lack of affordable housing 
in our broader community: people forced to crowd into apartments and houses to make the rent 
are infected with and die from COVID-19 at significantly higher rates than people who do not 
live in overcrowded housing.2  COVID-19 deaths in our greater Los Angeles County are 
disproportionately impacting Black and Latinx households—increasing by 1000% from 
November to January—due largely to overcrowded housing and the lack of affordable housing 
which increases the spread of the virus.3 This is neither the first nor last public health crisis we 
will face. The city’s moral responsibility to build affordable housing has never been more stark. 
 
Second, the city has fallen far behind in the production of affordable housing. In six years, from 
2013-2019, the city produced merely 10 affordable units out of 93 total units. The city has 
approved a number of developments in the heart of downtown that contain zero affordable units, 
like Mission Bell and Seven Patios.  The ordinance is designed to make up ground on this 
disappointing record. 
 

 
1  PASADENA NOW, January 25, 2021, “Developers Not Discouraged by Inclusionary Housing Ordinance 
Amendment.” Available online at https://www.pasadenanow.com/main/developers-not-discouraged-by-
inclusionary-housing-ordinance-amendment/  
2  Mejia, Brittny, LOS ANGELES TIMES, January 29, 2021, “When coronavirus invaded their small 
apartment, children desperately tried to protect dad.” Available online at 
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-01-29/how-overcrowded-housing-led-to-covid-death-la-family  
3  Lin, Rong-Gong & Money, Luke, LOS ANGELES TIMES, January 30, 2021, “Latino COVID-19 deaths 
hit ‘horrifying’ levels, up 1,000% since November in L.A. County.” Available online at 
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-01-29/la-latino-covid-19-deaths-up-1000-percent-since-november  



Finally, South Pasadena appealed its RHNA allocation on the basis that the city is built out and 
no room remains for new construction.  The appeal was unsuccessful; the city would be prudent 
to operate as though the RHNA allocation will stand.  If space is a precious commodity, South 
Pasadena must optimize remaining sites to develop 1,151 affordable units required by state law.  
 
At the Planning Commission meeting, a number of the commissioners expressed concern that the 
ordinance seemed rushed.  It is not.  Inclusionary zoning has been on the city’s agenda since 
2018.  There have been multiple stakeholder meetings about it.  The commissioners have 
previously lamented their inability to require developers to build affordable units without an 
inclusionary zoning ordinance. 
 
We agree with Commissioner Padilla, who appealed to her colleagues that, “speaking from [her] 
heart,” the inclusionary zoning ordinance is the most critical work the Planning Commission has 
before it.  Commissioner Padilla urged her colleagues to be bold. She cast doubt on fears that the 
ordinance will deter developers from building in South Pasadena. After all, South Pasadena has 
the trifecta of outstanding schools, metro access, and walkable streets.     
 
We ask the Council to direct the Planning Commission to recommend the Planning Department’s 
inclusionary zoning ordinance at its next upcoming meeting, and send it to the City Council for 
first reading by March 3, 2021. 
 
Signed, 
 
1. Sean Abajian 
2. Alexander Aquino 
3. Ahilan Arulanantham 
4. Anne Bagasao 
5. Kerrie Barbato 
6. Matthew Barbato 
7. Chris Becker 
8. Robin Becker 
9. Sierra Betinis 
10. Katrina Bleckley 
11. Felicie Borredon 
12. Laurent Borredon 
13. Anny Celsi 
14. Amber Chen 
15. Janna Conner-Niclaes 
16. Frederick Eberhardt 
17. Jonathan M. Eisenberg 
18. Richard Elbaum 
19. Owen Ellickson 
20. Alan Ehrlich 
21. Justin Ehrlich 
22. Stephanie Ehrlich 
23. Betty Emirharian 

24. Sarah Erlich 
25. Margaret Farrand 
26. Will Hoadley-Brill 
27. Laboni Hoq 
28. Che Hurley 
29. Ella Hushagen 
30. Phung Huynh 
31. Amy Davis Jones 
32. Mariana Huerta Jones 
33. Amber Jaeger 
34. William Kelly 
35. Afshin Ketabi 
36. Caroline Kimbel 
37. Kristen Kuhlman 
38. Caitlin Lainoff 
39. Alexandria Levitt 
40. Jacinta Linke 
41. Tony Lockhart 
42. Tiana Lopez 
43. Ian Marshall 
44. Jan Marshall 
45. Richard Marshall 
46. Robin Meyer 



47. Abby McCrate 
48. Jenny Munninopas 
49. Ayaka Nakaji 
50. Raf Niclaes 
51. Joanne Nuckols 
52. Victoria Patterson 
53. Noah Perez-Silverman 
54. Sarah Perez-Silverman 
55. Myron Dean Quon 
56. Alexandra Ramirez 
57. Minoli Ratnatunga 
58. Allie Schreiner 
59. Barrett Schreiner 
60. Andrea Seigel 

61. Delaine Shane 
62. Alexandra Shannon 
63. Sean Singleton 
64. Allison Smith 
65. Christopher Smith 
66. John Srebalus 
67. Levi Srebalus 
68. Kathleen Telser 
69. Andrew Terhune 
70. Casssandra Terhune 
71. Amy Turk 
72. Helen Tran 
73. Jean Yu
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 11 

Resolution Condemning the City’s History as a Sundown 
Town and Past Practices of Institutionalized Racism 

 
1. Helen Tran (Care First South Pasadena) 
2. Noah Kuhn (On behalf of 21 individuals) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
February 16, 2021 

 

Submitted via email: ccpubliccomment@southpasadenaca.gov 

 

Re: Public Comment, Open Session, Agenda Item 11, Sundown Town Resolution  

 

Dear City Council: 

 

We are encouraged that the City Council is working toward a more racially equitable and 

inclusive community here in South Pasadena. Over generations, South Pasadena has become 

more racially diverse and, today, our city is majority non-white (59%).1 Like you, we believe the 

city should step up during this time of racial reckoning. To do so, the city must tell the truth 

about its past and present. That is why we do not support the Resolution Condemning the 

City’s History as a Sundown Town and Past Practices of Institutionalized Racism in its 

current draft for the February 17 meeting. Although the proposed Resolution is a step in the 

right direction, it tells an inaccurate story of the city’s past and remains silent on the city’s 

continuing practices of institutionalized racism.  

 

We recommend that the City Council continue a vote on the Resolution to allow time for 

amendments. The City Council should direct city staff to provide more historical context for the 

Resolution. City staff should seek input from community members, consult with experts in 

various disciplines, and conduct thorough research of local public archives. To start, the Anti-

Racism Committee of South Pasadena2 and local student journalist, Noah Kuhn,3 have published 

accounts of the influence of white supremacy and racism in the city.  

 

We also urge the City Council to include, as part of the Resolution, an order requiring the city to 

address the vestiges of its sundown past: “The City of South Pasadena will review and revise 

is policies, procedures, ordinances, programs, values, goals, and missions through an anti-

racism lens to foster an unbiased and inclusive environment that is free from 

discrimination and harassment toward any person or group.”4 

 

 
1 U.S. Census Bureau, Quick Facts: South Pasadena, California, 

https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/southpasadenacitycalifornia (population estimates, 2019). 
2 Racist History of South Pasadena, Anti-Racism Committee (ARC) of South Pasadena,  

https://arcsouthpasadena.org/racist-history-of-south-pasadena. 
3 Kuhn, Noah. South Pasadena’s History of Racism, Tiger (Aug. 18, 2020), 

https://tigernewspaper.com/south-pasadenas-history-of-racism/ 
4 See Glendale Resolution No. __, available at 

https://glendaleca.primegov.com/meeting/attachment/1468.pdf?name=CC_09152020_Resolution

_8b2 (“The City of Glendale will review and revise its policies, procedures, ordinances, values, 

goals, and missions through an anti-racism lens to foster an unbiased and inclusive environment 

that is free of discrimination and harassment toward any person or group.”).  
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Institutionalized Racism Started in the Past, and Permeates South Pasadena’s Laws and 

Policies Today 

 

One of the main markers of a sundown town is its “all-white” population.5 The persisting 

reputation of South Pasadena as an “all-white town,” despite demographics that show otherwise, 

is reflected in the city’s moniker as a “Mayberry town” and city leaders’ oft stated desires to 

maintain the city’s “small town charm.” Demographics and reputation happen by design, not by 

chance.  

 

Today, South Pasadena consists of 3.6% Black people and 18.5% Latinx people, rates that are 

significantly lower than those of Los Angeles County which consists of 9.5% Black people and 

48.6% Latinx people.6 While Asian Americans have moved into the city at higher rates than their 

representation in the county’s overall population, Black and Latinx people have been much less 

represented.  

 

Racism in Land Acquisition 

 

South Pasadena was founded on the stolen land of the Gabrielino and Tongva tribes, the original 

inhabitants of the land. In 1940, the city started construction of the Arroyo Seco Parkway on the 

land of another tribe, the Kawies.7 The taking of tribal land for the construction of this major 

road came at a time of growth for the city as its white residents sought to create an all-white 

suburb. The Resolution does not acknowledge the violent, racist beginnings of the city and the 

exclusion of indigenous peoples.  

 

Racism in Housing Policies  

 

Black and Latinx people have long been excluded from living in South Pasadena. This exclusion 

occurred through both formal polices of the city and the political campaigns of its white 

residents. In 1940, South Pasadena had about 14,000 white residents (98.4%) and 234 residents 

 
5 Loewen, James W. Sundown Towns: A Hidden Dimension of American Racism, p. 4 (Kindle 

version), The New Press (2005) (“A sundown town is any organized jurisdiction that for decades 

kept African Americans or other groups from living in it and was thus ‘all-white’ on purpose. 

There is a reason for the quotation marks around ‘all-white’: requiring towns to be literally all-

white in the census—no African Americans at all—is inappropriate, because many towns clearly 

and explicitly defined themselves as sundown towns but allowed one black household as an 

exception. Thus an all-white town may include nonblack minorities and even a tiny number of 

African Americans.”).  
6 U.S. Census Bureau, Quick Facts: South Pasadena, California, 

https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/southpasadenacitycalifornia (population estimates, 2019); 

U.S. Census Bureau, Wuick Facts: Los Angeles County, California, 

https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/fact/table/losangelescountycalifornia,CA/PST045219 

(population estimates, 2019).  
7 Kuhn, Noah. South Pasadena’s History of Racism, Tiger (Aug. 18, 2020), 

https://tigernewspaper.com/south-pasadenas-history-of-racism/.  

https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/fact/table/losangelescountycalifornia,CA/PST045219


Page 3 of 6 
Public Comment, Agenda Item 11, Sundown Town Resolution 
 

of other races (1.6%).8 During the 1940s, South Pasadena began including racially restrictive 

covenants into its property deeds, which prevented non-white people from purchasing homes in 

the city. 

 

These racially restrictive covenants were popularly supported by the city’s white residents, and 

city officials sanctioned and enforced them. The Pacific Citizen, a Japanese American-led 

newspaper, reported in 1946 that restrictive covenants covered about 80% of property within the 

city. The covenants were challenged in litigation by civil rights groups.9 Similarly, the 

Los Angeles Sentinel, a Black-led newspaper, reported in 1947 that “[t]he city of South Pasadena 

has long followed the practice of inserting race restrictions in tax deeded lands.”  

 

South Pasadena officials are offering the small-boy excuse that other cities have been 

doing the same thing. . . . Meanwhile excited residents of the city have formed an 

organization and are on record with loud announcements that they will fight to the bitter 

end to keep their city lily white.10 

 

The restrictive covenants between the 1940s and 1960s had an immediate impact of excluding 

Black and other non-white residents and increasing the proportion of white residents. As the 

city’s population grew by 1950, white people also grew to a larger proportion, making up 99.2% 

of South Pasadena. However, the number of Black and non-white people decreased from the 

decade before to 130 residents—30 Black people and 100 people of other races.11  

 

Racially restrictive covenants were struck down in 1948 as unenforceable by the U.S. Supreme 

Court, but private parties were still allowed to adhere to these covenants. Homeowners and city 

officials in South Pasadena upheld these covenants through the 1950s and 1960s. By 1960, the 

proportion of white residents in South Pasadena grew again to 99.4%. The number of Black 

residents dropped to 7 people total.12  

 
8 U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1950 United States Census of Population, p. 45, 

https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1950/population-volume-

3/41557421v3p2ch07.pdf (Tracts 473, 474 & 475).  
9 Article is attached. Kido, Saburo, Nisei Problems Go to Court: A Resume of Important Test 

Cases, Pacific Citizen, p. 2, 5 (Dec. 28, 1946), available at https://pacificcitizen.org/wp-

content/uploads/archives-menu/Vol.022_%2301_Jan_05_1946.pdf (“The viciousness of the 

restrictive covenants is becoming more and more apparent. In South Pasadena, about 80 percent 

of the property within the city limits is covered with the restrictive covenants. Thus American 

citizens will be unable to live in certain communities because of their race or ancestry.”). 
10 Article is attached. Silly South Pasadena, Los Angeles Sentinel (Oct. 23, 1947), available via 

ProQuest Historical Newspapers: Los Angeles Sentinel.  
11 U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1950 United States Census of Population, p. 45, 

https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1950/population-volume-

3/41557421v3p2ch07.pdf (Tracts 473, 474 & 475). 
12 U.S. Bureau of the Census, U.S. Censuses of Population and Housing: 1960, Los Angeles-

Long Beach, Calif., p. 19, 120, 

https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1960/population-and-housing-phc-

1/41953654v5ch04.pdf (Tracts 4805, 4806 & 4807).  

https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1950/population-volume-3/41557421v3p2ch07.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1950/population-volume-3/41557421v3p2ch07.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1950/population-volume-3/41557421v3p2ch07.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1950/population-volume-3/41557421v3p2ch07.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1960/population-and-housing-phc-1/41953654v5ch04.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1960/population-and-housing-phc-1/41953654v5ch04.pdf
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Restrictive covenants were finally outlawed with the passage of the Fair Housing Act of 1968. 

Not by coincidence, the demographics of South Pasadena took a significant turn by 1970, 

tracking the passage of fair housing laws and other gains of the civil rights movement. Still, in 

1970, whites made up 96% of the city and Blacks and other races just 4%—117 Black people 

and 810 people of other races.13 From 1970 to 1980, the city continued to diversify significantly, 

with Black people reaching 2% of the city population and non-white races 22.8%.14 Asian and 

Latinx residents increased in proportion by double digits until the present day.15 Meanwhile, 

Black residents grew only by about 1.6%, reaching just 3.6% today. 

 

Instead of restrictive covenants, South Pasadena today excludes Black and Latinx people from 

the city by preventing the development of affordable housing and maintaining the city’s property 

tax structure. White families have gained significant advantage with homeownership, first with 

the assistance of federally-backed mortgages from which people of color were excluded for three 

decades, from the 1940s to the 1960s. The real estate transfer tax, set since the 1950s, is fixed at 

a mere 27.5 cents per $500 of property value or 55 cents per $1,000.16 This, along with 

Proposition 13 which passed in 1978, has kept home ownership primarily in the hands of white 

families who are able to pass down their homes to heirs, benefit from increasing home values, 

and maintain their properties with very minimal costs. In contrast, new or aspiring homeowners 

in South Pasadena, many who are now people of color, are unable to afford homes in the city or 

pay a larger share of property taxes.  

 

Despite these racial disparities in homeownership and wealth here in South Pasadena, which 

have been cemented with housing and tax policies, the city continues to actively fight and stall 

the development of affordable housing. As far back as 1992, South Pasadena has continuously 

 
13 U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population and Housing, Los Angeles-Long 

Beach, Calif. Part I, p. XI, 112, 

https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1970/phc-1/39204513p11ch05.pdf 

(Tracts 4805, 4806, 4807.01 & 4807.02).  
14 U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1980 Census of Population, General Social and Economic 

Characteristics, Part 6, California, p. 77, 

https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1980/volume-1/california/1980a_cacs1-

01.pdf.  
15 U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1990 Census of Population, General Population Characteristics, 

California, Section 1 of 3, p. 106, 

https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1990/cp-1/cp-1-6-1.pdf; U.S. Census 

Bureau, County and City Data Book: 2000, p. 787, 

https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/2001/compendia/ccdb00/2000ccdb.pdf; U.S. 

Census Bureau, Quick Facts: South Pasadena, California, 

https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/southpasadenacitycalifornia (population estimates, 2019); 

Census Viewer, South Pasadena Population: Census 2010 and 2000 Interactive Map, 

Demographics, Statistics, Quick Facts, http://censusviewer.com/city/CA/South%20Pasadena.  
16 South Pasadena City Code, § 26A.2. 

https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1970/phc-1/39204513p11ch05.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/decennial/1990/cp-1/cp-1-6-1.pdf
https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/2001/compendia/ccdb00/2000ccdb.pdf
http://censusviewer.com/city/CA/South%20Pasadena
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skirted its legal obligations to build affordable housing.17 This year, the city attempted but failed 

to appeal its Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) to build 2,062 units of affordable 

housing over the next eight years.18 The city has delayed enactment of an inclusionary housing 

ordinance for at least three years, during which time the city has approved multiple 

developments of luxury condominiums with no affordable units.   

 

Racism in Policing  

 

Just as South Pasadena once policed non-whites from living here and visiting, the city continues 

to police people who are deemed undesirable by the city’s dominant groups. The city funds the 

South Pasadena Police Department at an outsized amount—one-third of the city budget—far 

above any spending it dedicates to social services. In Los Angeles County, Black people make 

up a vastly disproportionate number of people experiencing homelessness. Knowing this, the city 

continues to authorize the police to administer and steer its homeless services, tasking the police 

with monitoring unhoused individuals and removing their property from public spaces. The city 

could, instead, fund social services and housing programs to help people exit homelessness.  

 

Other policing practices in the city are more overtly racist. The city sanctions explicit displays of 

white supremacy within the South Pasadena Police Department. During the Black Lives Matter 

protests in the city last year, officers wore thin blue line flag symbols while meeting with BLM 

protestors and while on duty around the city. This flag was prominently displayed at the Capitol 

Riot this year and in past white supremacist rallies such as that in Charlottesville, Virginia, in 

2017. SPPD officers also faced complaints of biased policing against BLM protestors and 

protestors who opposed Trump ralliers. Officers went unpunished, and the city did not issue any 

statement specifically denouncing white supremacy. When the then-police chief invited a far 

right, white supremacist group for a prayer service in the city, he, too, went without discipline 

until there was public outcry for accountability. To date, that accountability has taken the form of 

the police chief’s administrative leave and an early retirement, during which his pension will be 

covered by city taxpayers.  

 

Talk is Cheap 

 

There is much more history, past and present, that cannot be covered by a public comment. 

Decade after decade, the city has formalized policies and practices that excluded Black, Latinx, 

and Asian people from living safely in the city and participating fully in its institutions. As the 

sociologist James W. Loewen wrote in his book, Sundown Towns: A Hidden Dimension of 

American Racism, without policy changes from the city to accompany anti-discrimination 

apologies and statements, “talk is cheap.”19 

 

Thank you for your consideration of this comment. We look forward to collaborating with city 

government going forward to engage in a fulsome approach to the anti-racist work before us. 

 
17 Article is attached. Cities Warned About Low-Cost Housing, Los Angeles Sentinel, p. A-14 

(Nov. 5, 1992), available via ProQuest Historical Newspapers: Los Angeles Sentinel.  
18 https://southpasadenan.com/scag-update-south-pasadena-appeal-of-housing-allocation-denied 
19 p. 431 (Kindle version).  
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Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Anti-Racism Committee (ARC) of South Pasadena 

Black Lives Matter South Pasadena  

Care First South Pasadena  

Noah Kuhn, Junior, South Pasadena High School  
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Nisei ParentsFileCalifornia
SuitAgainstEducationCode
permitti ngRaceSegregation
LOS ANGELES—Th eNisei parentsofTak aoAratanl,B-

yearsofage,filedsuiti nSuperiorcourtonth eboy'sbeh alfon
Dec.12,ch allengingth econstituti onalityofaCalifornialawwh i chpermitsseparatesch oolsforch i ldrenofIndian,Ch i nese,Japanese
andMongolianancestry.
Th esui ti ssponsoredj oi ntlybyth eNationalJapaneseAmer-

icanCi ti zensLeagueandth eAmericanCi vi lLi bertiesUnionand
wasfiledbyA.L.Wiri nandFredOk randonbeh alfofMr.and
Mrs.Sh i gemi Aratani. '—
Mr.Aratani,pre-warpresident
ofth eLosAngelesJACL,i savet-
eranofth e442ndCombatteam.
Th esui tadmittedth atth eboy
i sattendingth eAmeliastreet
sch oo ofLosAngelesonanunre-
s.rictedbasisbutcontended th at
sections8003and8004ofth eState
Education Codeviolate th e 14th
Amendmentofth eU.S.Constitu-
tionandsectionsofth eCalifornia
Constituti on.
Th eactiondeclaredth atth esec-
i onsi nquestionauth ori zeth egov-
n.!'.onrdofanysch ooldi stri ct
3.ablish "separatesch oolsfor
anch i ldren...anddescend-

n.s,th eywi llnotbepermitted i n-
toanyoth ersch ools.
Th ecomplaintallegedth atTak ao
Aratani canberequiredtoattend
aseparatesch oolunderth epres-
entprovisi onsofth e education
code. h

Esch eatProceedings
Filed i nMadera
MADERA,Calif.— Ch argi ng

'.violationofth eAli enLandlaw,
"h eStateofCalifornialastweek
fi led asuittoesch eatth eprop-
ertyofNobuich i Ni i no i nMadera.
Th epropertyconsistsof22acres
ofrurallandandtwolotsi nMa-
dera.

OrganizeFirst
All-Nisei Post
OfVFWGroup
SacramentoGroup
ElectsDr.Harada
TemporaryCommander
SACRAMENTO—Th eorganiza-
tionofth efi rstall-Nisei postof
th eVeteransofForeignWarswas
being completed tinsweek by
JapaneseAmericanveterans of
WorldWar111
Ameetingwash eldonDec.27
atth eBuddh i st ch urch recrea-
tionh all.
Th epostwillbeth efi rstVFW
uniti nth ecountrytobecomposed
wh olly of Japanese American
.veterans.
Permanentofficerswillbeelect-
edatth eJan.7 meetingofth e
group.
Dr.Y.Haradawh oservedwith
th e442ndCombatTeam overseas
wasnamed temporarych ai rman
ataprelimi narymeetingonDec.
18atth ecsourth ouse.K.K.Osh i -
mawasnamedtemporaryadjutant
AndYasuo Mori wasappointed
temporaryquartermaster.
Th eVFW alsoh asCh i neseand
Fili pi noch apters on th e West
Coast.

SociologistFindsPersonsWi th
GreaterKnowledgeofNisei
HaveMostFayorableAttitude
SANTA BARBARA,Calif.—Personswh o h ave th e greater

k nowledgeaboutpeopleofJapa-
neseancestryh aveth emostfav-
orableattitude toward Japanese
Americans,accordingtoareport
made public lastweek byDr.
GwynneNettler,associateprofes-
sorofsociologyatSantaBarbara
college,Uni versityofCalifornia,
th eSantaBarbaraFreePressre-
ported.
From widelyscatteredsections
ofth e nation,Dr.Nettlerh as
compiledstatisti csonpublicatti-
i tudestowardpersonsofJapanese
ancestry. Healso h asmeasured
wh eth erth epersons i nterviewed
h ad h adgenuinek nowledgeabout
JapaneseAmericansorh adformed
opini onswith outabasisoffact.
Hisconclusions recentlywere
publish edi nth eAmericanJournal
ofSociologyand th e American
SociologicalReview.
Dr.Nettlerwash quick topoint
outth atacquaintancewi th fami-
li esofJapanesedescentdidnot
necessarily i ndi cate accurate
k nowledgeaboutth em,andasa
resultsomepersonswh oh adbeen
livi ngnearth em sometimes k now
less aboutJapanese Americans
th anth osemoredistant.
Itwasalso stressedbyDr.
Nqttlerth atalth ough persons
w'th greatestaccurate k nowl-
edgeaboutpeopleofJapanese
ancestryh ave th emostfavor-
ableattitude toward 'th em,i t
cannotbesaidth atth osewh o
Jack th i si nformationnecessarilyh aveunfavorableattitudes.
"Th e i dea back ofth estudy,"

h eexplained,"wastodeterminewh atmotivatespeople'sbeliefsi n
th ei rfavorableorunfavorableat-titude toward minori ti es. Fre-
quently,people h avearacialat-
titudebecause th ey claim th ey
k now'th atparticulargroup;i n
th i sstudyaneffortwasmadeto
ascertain i fth eyreallyh adth at
i nformation."
IInth efi rstofth estudies,Dr.
Settleri nterviewed15membersof

th eAmericanLegionpostatHood
River,Ore.,wh i ch removed th e
namesof16JapaneseAmerican
soldiersfrom i tsh onorrolli nDec.
1944,andoth erobviouslyproand
anti-Japanesegroups.
Hissecond study,from wh i ch

h i smainconclusionsweredrawn,
wasbasedonviewpointsofstu-
dentsatUCLAandth eUniversity
ofWash i ngtonatSeattle,both on
th ePacifi cCoasti ncloseproxim-
i tytoth eproblem;th eCollegeof
Metallurgyi nElPaso andtwo
groups i nSt.Louis,th eYoung
Men'sHebrew Associati on and
HarrisTech ni calCollege.
"Th esurveysh owedth atstu-

-1dentsatSeattle,wh ereth erei s
alargeconcentrationofth oseof
Japanesedescent,did.notk now
si gni fi cantly more aboutth e
Japaneseth andi dgroupsi nSt.
Louis,"Dr.Nettlerobserved.
Toputh i ssurveyonapurely
factualbasis,Dr.Nettlermeasured
specifi c i nformation about th e
manypersonsi nterviewedth rough
two i nformation tests, onecon-
taini ng24questionsandth eoth er
16. Th us,statisti cally,h edeter-
mi nedwh eth erth osewh oclaimed
to"k now"aboutpersonsofJapa-
neseancestryactually did h ave
factsormerelyunfoundedpreju-
dice.
Hepointedoutth atmanyper-

sonswith outaccurate i nformation
h adfavorableattitudes,i ndi cati ng
th atth ey,i ngeneral,h adgood-
wi llattitudes toward minori ty
groups,wh eth erornotth eyk new,
th em. .. ~Ask ed wh eth erth ese results
weretrueofallminori tygroups,
Dr.Nettlerrepliedth atas a
scienti st,h ecouldnotyetmak e
such anapplicati on.However,h e
citedasurveymadebyE.L.Horo-
witz,NewYork psych ologist,wh o
ask edanumberofpersonswh etn-
ornotth eyli k edoth erraces,i n-
sertingth ree non-existentraces,
wh i ch h ecalledDaniereans,Wallo-
siansandPinreneans. Horowitz
foundth atpeoplewh oi ngeneral

di dn'tli k e"foreigners"didn'tli k e
th eseDaniereans,Walloniansand
Pireneans,eith er.

YamamotoElected
ToPosti n
Brigh amAmvets
BRIGHAM CITY,Utah —Ch arlesYamnmotowaselected
seniorvi ce-commanderofBrig-
h amCityPostNo.7ofAmeri-
canVeteransofWorldWarII(Amyets)atth eannualelection
meetinglastweek .
Th eBrigh amCitypost,wh i ch
i ncludesmanyveteransofJapa-
neseancestry i ni tsmember-
sh i p,was responsible fora
strongdeclarationagainstrace
discri mi nati on wh i ch was
passedatth eUtah statecon-
ventionofAmvetsearlierth i s
>iear.
Sam Kuwata i sth eretiri ng
seniorvice-commanderof th e
po«t.

Nisei Appeals
BoardDecisi on
InLicenseCase
Discri mi natoryPolicy
Ch argedtoState
Equalizati onBoard
LOSANGELES—Ch argi ngrace
discri mi nati on byth eCalifornia
StateBoardofEqualizati oni n"ar-
bitrarilydenyingapplicati onsof
JapaneseAmericansforliquorsale
licenses,"Masak oKinosh i ta,pro-
prietor.ofaLosAngelesrestau-
rant,h asfi ledsuiti nth eCalifor-
ni a Di stri ctCourtofAppeals
th rough h erattorneys,A.L.Wi ri n
andJoh nMaeno.
Mrs.Kinosh i ta,aUnitedStates
citi zen,origi nallyh adappliedto
th eStateBoardofEqualizati on
foranon-salewineandbeerli-
cense.Th eboarddeniedh erappli-
cation.Aftera h eari ngbefore
Frank li nJ.Coleofth eboard,th e
latterrecommendedth atMrs.Ki-
nosh i tabegrantedth elicenseon
th ebasisofh erclaimth atsh ewas
th esoleownerofth erestaurant.
Th eboardagaindeniedh erth eli-
censeonth ebasisth atMrs.Kino-
sh i ta'sh usband was aJapanese
national.
Mrs.Kinosh i ta'scasewastak -
entoSuperiorJudgeHenryWilli s
andaperemptorywri tofmandate
wassough t,ask i ngth atth eli-
cense be granted h er_on th e
groundsth atsh ewasbeingarbi-
trarilydiscri mi nated againstbe-
causeofh errace. JudgeWilli s,
i ndismi ssi ngth epetiti onforth e
writ,ruledth ath ewouldnotdis-
turbth efindi ngsofth eboard.
Inth ebri effi ledlastweek Wiri n
andMaenodeclareth atth ere i s
conclusiveevidencetoproveMrs.
Kinosh i ta'sclaim th atsh ei sth e
soleownerofth erestaurantsince
th epropertywaspurch asedfrom
th eproceedsofth esaleofoth er
propertiesandfrom savingsand
fundswh i ch sh eh adacquiredpri or
to h ermarriageto h erJapanese
alienh usbandi n1940.

WarAgencyLiqui dati on
UnitHandlingClaims
ForLossofGoods
NEW YORK— Claims wh i ch
werefiledwith th eDepartmentof
Interiorforlosses sustained on
propertystoredwith th eWarRe-
locationAuth ori tyarenowbeing
h andledbyth eWarAgencyLi-
quidati onUnit,accordingtoi tsdi-
rector,BoydN.Larsen.
InalettertoPeterS.Aok i of
th eGreaterNewYork Committee
forJapanese Americans,Larsen
saidth atonceth elargeback logof
such clai ms i s cleared,payments
mustawaitacongressionalappro-
priati on.
Paymentscannotbemadeuntil
Congressmeet3again.

LeadersofUtah Veterans
GroupsCondemnLandLaw

StateCommandersofLegion,
VFW,AmvetsPledgeEfforts
ToRepealAnti-Ali enMeasure

LeadersofUtah 'sveteransgroupsth i sweek condemnedth e
Ali enLandlaw,passedbyth elegislaturei n1943toproh i bi tagri-
culturalpropertyownersh i pbyaliensofJapaneseancestry,and
calledfori tsrepealatth e1947legislativesession.
Aresolutioncondemningth eUtah Ali enLandlawwaspassed

unanimouslyonDec.19atameetingofth estatecommandersof
th eAmericanLegion,VeteransofForeignWars,DisabledAmeri-
canVeterans,Spanish AmericanWai*VeteransandAmerican
VeteransofWorldWarIIinSalt'
Lak eCity.
Inth eresolution,presentedby
Glen Th ompson,commanderof
SaltLak eCity'sAtomicpostof
th eVPW,th estatecommanders
declaredth atth eywouldwork for
th e_repealofth ediscri mi natory
legislation.Th ompsonalso i s a
statevice-commanderofth eVFW.
Th eAtomicpost,wh ose mem-
bersh i pi s composedofoverseas
veteransofWorldWar11,recently
unanimouslypassed a resolution
callingforth erepealofth eAlien
Landlaw.
Iti sreportedth atadraftofa
billtorepealth eAlienLandlaw
ofUtah i sbeingprepared. Th e
Utah lawispatternedonth eCali-
fornialaw,with th eexceptionth at
i tprovidesth ataliens"ineli gi ble
tociti zensh i p"mayleaselandon
ayeartoyearbasis.Th elawwas
amendedatth eti meofi tspassage
i n 1943,wh en i twaspointedout
th atth e origi nalproposal, i f
strictlyenforced,would proh i bi t
eventh eoccupancyoffarmprop-
ertybyJapanese'aliens.Atth eti meth ebi llwasbeingconsidered
h undredsofalienJapanesevolun-
teerwork ersfromwarrelocation
cesterswereatwork on Utah
farms i naneffortto save th e
sugarbeetcrop,wh i ch wasth reat-
enedbecauseofa sh ortageof
farm work ers.

HAYASHIELECTED
NEW PRESIDENT
OFN.Y.CHAPTER
NEW YORK— Tom Hayash i
waselectedpresidentofth eNew
York JACDforth ecomingyear
atth eelectionmeetingonDec.18.
Mr.Hayash i i sa j uni ormem-
berofth eNewYork lawfirm of
Wh i tman,Ransom,Ooulsonand
Goetz.
With 100membersandfriends
i nattendance,th efollowingmem-
bersofth t1947 cabinet were
elected:InaSugi h ara,vice-pres.;
MaryInouye,rec.sec;Ch i zHay-
ash i ,corres.sec;MittyKimura,
treas.;HarryKuwada,treas.;Mit-
suTak ami ,membersh i pdirector;
Tosh i oSasak i ,financialdirector;
Tosh i Miyazak i ,programdirector,
andCh i zIk eda,publici tydirector.

PlacerCounty
Investigates
Nisei Property
CampaignIniti ated
ToUncoverViolations
OfAlienLandLaw
AUBURN,Calif.—Placercounty

auth ori ti esnowareconductingin-
vestigati ons i nto th e property
h oldi ngsofAmericanciti zensof
Japaneseancestryi naneffortto
uncoverviolationsofth eCalifor-
niaAli enLandlaw.
Th etwolatestesch eatproceed
i ngsagainstJapaneseAmerican.,
underth e law,wh i ch proh i bi ts
landownersh i pbyaliensofJapa-
nese ancestry, h ave been filed
againstth e farmpropertiesof
MinoraTak ami neandH.Ota.An-
oth ercase,i nvolvingth eproperty
ofAsterKondo,h asbeensetfor
trial.
Inth ese cases th e State of

Californiawillch arge th atalien
Japaneseexercise controlover
propertiesdeededtoNisei .

TwoPersonsFound
Wounded i nMurder,
Suici deAttempt
POCATELLO, Idah o— Sh i geo

Sagurada,26,andElaineEdmo,23,
weretak entoth eGeneralh ospi tal
onDec14followingwh atPoca-
tellopolice described asan at-
temptedmurderand attempted
suici de.
Summonedbyreportsofafigh t,

officersreportedth eybrok e i nto
a h ouseat930South Hayesand
tound Sagurada assaulting th e
womanwith ameatfork . Wh en
policeenteredth eroom,Sagurada
allegedlydrank poison.
AnotewrittenbySaguradawas

foundbypoliceandi ndi catedth at
Sagurada h adplannedto com-
mitsuici de.
Policereported th eybelieved

both wouldrecover.

Utah Gi rl,Stranded i nJapan
ByWar,ReturnstoFamily
OGDEN,Utah —Masaye Ka-

waguch i ,18,wasback h omei nRoy,
Utah ,th i sweek h avi ngsetfooton
Americansoilforth efi rsttimei n
manyyears.
Masaye,wh en13yearsofage,

was i nJapanvisi ti ng h ergrand-
moth er,Mrs.Tori Kawaguch i ,at
Sh i mi zu i n Sh i zuok a and was
sch eduledtoreturntoth eUnited
Statesi nSept.,1941.
"Ih adplannedtoreturni nSep-
tember,butth eJapaneseh alted
passengertraffic,"sh esaid,fol-
lowingh erreunionwith h erfath -
er,C.I.Kawaguch i .
Sh edeclaredth atSh i mi zuwas
underseaandai rbombardmentfor
fivemonth sbeforeth ewarended.
"Ayearago,bych ance,Iran
i ntoGeorgeKatoofRiverdale,wh o
waswith th eAmericanoccupation
armyi nJapanandh eaidedmei n
gettingwordtomyfolk sth atI
wasalive,"MissKawaguch i sai d.
"Inallofth ewaryearsIfig"

uredI'dneversee my moth er,
fath erorbroth eragain.Th een-
tireexperienceseemsli k eabad
dream,"sh eadded."Icantbe-
ginto explain h ow h appy and
th ri lledlamtobeh ome.Iwent
th rough moreth anfouryearsof
strain,neverk nowi ngwh eth erI
wouldbek i lledorwh atmyfate
wouldbe.
"Conditi ons i nJapanwereter-
rible.Starvationh i tmanyofth e
people. Destructionwasterrifi c
i nmanyplaces."
Sh esaidth atth ebigsurprise
toth eJapaneseafterV-Jdaywas
th efi netreatmentaccordedJapa-
nesegirlsbyAmericansold.ers,
sailorsandmarines.
Masayesaid h ergrandmoth er,
now74yearsofage,wasaliveand
well.Sh eh asabroth er,Hebo,15,
wh o i sastudentatCentralh i gh
sch ooli nOgden.
"It'swonderfultobeanAmeri-
can,"sh esaid.



PatternsofPre-WarCommunity
LifeRevivedbyEvacueesWh o
HaveReturnedtoWestCoast

ByMARYOYAMA

Back Homei nLosAngeles:

Tr\a Annrplptl

SOWE'VEbeenh omemoreth anayearandah alfsinceourre-turntoth eCoast—andi t'salsoaboutti metoch eck uponour
experiencesandreactionsofth elasttenmonth s.Iti srath eraston-
i sh i ngh owqui ck lyonecanreturntoth enormalpatternoflivi ng,
onceasemblanceofi ti sestablish ed.
Duringth efi rstyearafterourreturntoourorigi nalh ome

everyth i ngseemednew.novel,andexciti ng,th eexperiencewas
sh arplyfocusedandeach i magesh arplyetch ed.Weallfeltas i f
weweremovingi ntoourHouseon
th eHillforth efi rsttimeandeven
th esurroundingh i llsseemedli k ea
strangeforeigncountry.Nowall
th atnoveltyh aswornoffconsid-
erablyandwefeelas i fweh ad
slippedback i ntoth eyearsand
month sprecedingth efatefulDe-
cember7th of1941.
Evacuation,i nternment,relo-

cation, resettlement, already
h aveth eh azyqualityofadream.
Lastyearwefeltth eurgeto
pinch ourselves wh eneverwe
foundourselves i nagroupor
largecrowdofNi sei :"Cani tbe
possible? Th i si sj ustli k epre-
wardays—evensome ofth esameoldfaces!" Butnowwe
aremorecalmaboutth i ngsand
acceptsuch meetingsi nagrant-
edsortofway. "Rath ernaively,many ofus
th ough tth atLi ttleTok yo h addis-
appearedforeverand th atth ere
wouldbenomoreNisei clubsand
organizati ons,andnomore"Japa-
nesetown."Yetwith i nth elast
sixoreigh tmonth sNisei clubsga-
loreh avesprungup li k e mush -
rooms.Afriendwh oi smak i nga
sociologicalsurveyofNisei orga-
ni zati onsi nformsusth ath eh as
alreadyput84clubsonh i sli stand
undoubtedlyth erewillbemoreby
th eti meth esurveyi scompleted.
Afewofth eorganizati onsare
reactivati ons ofth ose groups
wh i ch were i n existence before
evacuation,butth erestareallnew
groupsbeingbuiltup outofen-
tirelynewmembersh i ps. Some-
wh atth esamesituationexistsi n
th ech urch esandch urch organiza-
tions.Wh i leth eremaybeafew
ofth e"oldstandbys"composing
th enucleus,th evastmajori tyof
anymembersh i pi snew,andasone
Nisei aptly described, "people
from allover,from different
camps,differentsch ools,different
partsoftown—new facesfrom
oth ertowns,too-"
Evenone'sownpersonalcircle
offrindsislargelycomprisedof
entirelynew friends.Many,of
course,areevacuationfriendsh i ps,
peoplewh omweh adth egoodfor-
tunetomeeti nassemblycenters
orrelocationcenters(andwh om
wemigh tnot h ave metoth er-
wi se).Th egeneralimpressionwe
geti sas i fweNisei werecards
i nadeck th ath adbeenwellsh uf-
fled,th enarbitrarilydealtout
h i th er,th i th erandyon.Th ecards
i neach h andformanewgroupac-
cordingtocongeniali ty,neigh bor-
h oodlocation,ch urch ori nterests.
Inourownexperiencewefind
th atourpro-evacuationcircleof
Caucasianandnon-Nisei fri ends
remainth esameasfarasth e
i nti matefriendsgo,buteventh e
casualCaucasian acquaintances
h aveallmovedawayorbeen
scatteredtodifferentpartsof
th ecountrybyth ewar.Our
Nisei friendsarealmostallnew
friendswh om we h avemetor
madesinceourreturn.
BesidesourCaucasianfri ends
wealsoh avemadesomeoth ernew
friendswh omwedidnoth avebe-
foreevacuation—ourNegrofriendswh o h ave opened up a
wh olenewworldtous. Look i ng
back wardstoth edaysbeforeth e
warwerecallwh enwe h adade-
tach edacademic i nteresti n th e
Negropeopleandth ei rproblems
as i denti fi ed with th e"minori ty
groupproblem."Th en came th e
evacuationandoursuddenfriend-
sh i pwi th JeanandCh esterHimes.
Afterwemetth i sNegrowriter

andh i swifewefoundourselves
tak i ngani ntensepersonali nterest
i nth ewelfareofallNegroAmeri-
cansandth ei rever-present"race
problem"(socalled,butactually
a h umanwelfareproblem).Th i s
personalcontactbroadenedourun-
derstandingofth ebasicproblem
facedbyallminori ti es. Wefi nd
ourselvesi nth esamepositi onas
th atofth eCaucasian American
wh osuddenlydiscovers th eNi sei
andli k esth em."Th emoreIk now
you,th ebetterIli k eyou"—etc.
Weareoverwh elmedwith th e

suddenrealizati on ofwh atan
appallingevilsegregation i s:

th edeliberately connived con-
spiracyofmento k eeph uman
beingfrom k nowi ngeach oth er.
Howcansuch th i ngsbe? To
wh atevilendandpurpose?One
doessomecarefulsoul-search i ng
and furth er self-scrutiny—
"Wh ereh aveIbeenallth ese
years?"
Moreth aneverwerealizeth at
segregation,wh eth erself-imposed
as i nth ecaseofmanyNisei ,or
i mposedbyth emajori tygroup,
Ji m Crowalwaysresults i nth e
samedead-endprejudi ce.Inth e
formerwediscourageth emajori ty
groupfrom k nowi ngusbysetting
upourownbarriers,i nth elatter
th emajori tygrouptriestosetup
i mpenetrablewallswh i ch th emi-
noritygroupdarenoteventouch .

Afterth i sburningbush revela-
ti onwecannoth elpbutfeelas
uneasyasanunh appyandfutile
Cassandrawh enwefindourselves
atth eusualNisei dance,wh erea
mobofNisei areunconcernedly
mi lli ngaround j ustas i npre-war
days. Surelyth eremustbesome
waywh erebytwobirdscouldbe
k i lledwith one stone,wh ere a
-dancecouldservetofurth erth e
processofassimi lati onaswellas
giveNisei youth h i srecreation.All
th i senergy sh ould be atleast
partlyexpendedforsomeworth y
causeforoth erwi sewearelapsing
i nth esameoldruts.
Th equestioni snot:"Dowe
Nisei wanttomixoutofourown
racialrestricted group?"but
rath erasth eReverendArnold
Nak aj i maputs i t,"Isi ttoour
advantagetodoso?"Defini tely,
th eansweri s"yes,"butwh eth er
th eNi sei actuallybelievesth i s
ornot.THATLs th equestion.
Sometimes th e Nisei leaders
wonder.
Eventh oseNi sei wh osuccess-
fullyresettled i n th eEastand
Midwestand wh o becameinte-
grated i ntoth esocialli feofth ei r
communiti es,returntofallback

"i ntoth esamepattern.Unlessaspecialeffortismadetowidenso-
cialcontactsoutofth eNisei and
Japanesecommunity,onecango
onforweek s,.oreven month s,
with outany"outside"orCaucasian
Americancontacts.Th emoreso-
cialconscious veterans confess
th atth eyfindth emselvesfalling
i ntoarutassoonasth eyreturn
toth eJapanesecommunity,wh ere
th eymissth ewidercontactswh i ch
th eyenjoyedwh i lei nservice.
Inth i srespectLosAngeles i s

nodifferentfromDenver,orSan
Franciscooranyoth ercitywh i ch
h asalargesettlementofJapa-
neseandNisei .Th emoresuccess-
fulone'sreturn h omeandadjust-
ment,th emore"normal"th ereor-
ganizati onofth eLi ttleTok yos,
th emorei denti calbecomesapres-
entset-upwith th epre-evacuation
Nisei world.Th i si ssometh i ngto
ponderover.
Th ereare i th ose wh o would
j usti fyth i sconditi onbyarguing
th atth eNi sei i scontent,and
li k esth i ngsth ewayth eyare,
th ath ei senjoyi ngsomewell-
earnedsecurityafterth ebuffet-
i ngofth elastth reeorfour
years,andth atmanyNisei ,by
earlyenvironmentandtraini ng,
are not yetwellequipped
tomak eth emselvesfeelath ome
i nth elargerAmericancommu-
nity. Th eysay,letth estatus
quobe—forth etimebeing.
Wegrantth atsuch reasoning

soundsQuitelogical;butourcon-
tention i sth atwh enth e status
quobecomesstatic,degeneration
andretrogressionarealreadyset-
ti ngi n.Progress neverstands
still,butalwaysmovesforward.If
th eNisei arenotcurrentlypre-
paredtomove forward, letour
ch urch esandsocialagenciesgoi m-
mediatelyaboutth etask ofh elp-
i ngth eNi sei toprepareforfor-
ward-movingprogress.Nowisth e
timeforboth Ni sei leadersand
Ni sei organizati onstopioneeri n
th i swork .
Manyofus,both civi li ansand

soldiers,h avep.tendencytorelax
andtofeelth atsinceth ewari s
over,wecaneaseuponouref-
fortstowardach i evi ng:th at"brave
newworld.'Henceweseeth eNi-
sei veterans'apath ytowardAVC,
th eresettledNisei 's"ruggedi ndi -
vidualism'("Tdon'th aveanyth i ng
todowith th eJapanesecommu-nity'),andth ereturnee'scozyre-
turntoth ei rLi ttleTok yos. For
th eNisei vets,i ti sapityth at
th eycannotbeallowedtorelaxi npeaceforth erestofth ei rli fe-timeafterallth e h ardsh i psth ey
endured i ncombat;butth epres-
entcriti calconditi onofth eworld
with th eatombomb h overi ngme-nacinglyaboveli k eth eSwordof
Damocles,willallownoreprieve.
Tnoth erwords,westillfigh tth ebattle,th ough notwith guns.Both
veteransandcivi li ans are ch al-lengedbyth eresurgence ofth e
KuKluxKlan,th eemergenceof
th eColumbians,th eunabatedtide°fanti-Semiti sm and countless
oth erdragons.Socialawareness,
education,legislation,unitedorga-
nizati on,andasenseofuniversal
responsibi li ty,mustbeourwea-pons.Ourbusinessi stocomeout
ofourLittleTok yo sh ells,getciti zensh i pforourIssei parents,
unitewith oth erminori ti es,linkh andswith th emajori tygroupto
i mprove h uman conditi onsevery-
wh ere.
*i.T̂?,re.'?enouKnwork tok eepth eNisei busyforalongtimetocome.

Nisei ProblemsGoToCourt
BySaburoKido

ProgressReport:

AResumeofImportantTestCases

WorldWarIIuprootedth eeconomicfoundationsofth eper-

sonsofJapaneseancestryonth ewestcoast.Mostofth em,i fth ey

h aveth eenergyandth ecapital,willstartalloveragain.Th ose
wh onolongerh aveth estaminaofyouth willbedependentupon
publicch ari ty,sinceth ei rfri endsandrelativesarenolongeri na
positi ontoaidth em,asth eydidi nearliertimesofstress.During

th edepressionth erewerepracticallynopersonsofJapanesean-
cestryonreliefrolls,despiteth eeconomi ĉpressureofth osedays
inth e19305.
Uponreturningtoth ei rh omes

onth ewestcoast,th eevacueesfind
th atmanyobstaclesmustbeclear-
edaway.Sincelegislativeactions
arealmostan i mpossibi li ty, th e
evacueesmustresorttoth ecourts.
OyamaEsch eatCase
Mosti mportantofth etestcases
i sth e Oyama case,wh i ch ch al-
lengesonceagainth econstituti on-
alityofth eCaliforniaAlienLand
Law.In July,1923,th e Uni ted
StateSupremeCourtruled i nth e
case ofTerrance vrs.Th ompson
th atth eali enlandactwasuncon-
sti tuti onal,aproperexerciseof
policepoweri nth estate,andth at
th edesignationof"alienineli -
gibletociti zensh i p"wasnotdis-
crimi natory.
Th efactsi nth eOyamacaseare

asfollows:analienJapanesefath -
er(ineli gi bletociti zensh i p)pur-
ch asedatractoflandforh i sci ti -
ztnson,FredOyama,aminor.Let-
tersofguardiansh i pwereobtain-
edfromth ecourt,andontwoocca-
sionswh enmoneywasborrowed,
th e orderofcourtwasobtained.
However,th efath erh adnotk epta
separatebank accountnorfiledan
accountingorreportspertaini ngto
th emanagementofth >>property.
Th etri alcourth eldth atth epre-
sumptionofth eali enlandacti s
th ati fanalien i neli gi bletociti -
zensh i ppaysth econsiderationand
tak estitlei nanoth er'snames,
th ere i saviolation.Th e j udgment
wasgiventoth estateinth ees-
ch eatproceedings.
Because60 cases dependupon
th eoutcomeofth eOyamacase,
th e CaliforniaSupremeCourt
agreedtoaccepttrie casewith out
i tsgoingfirsttoth eDi stri ctCourt
ofAppeals.Th ree majorpoints
wereurged byth eOyamaattor-
neys:1)th atth eactwasunconsti-
tutional;2)th atth estatuteoflim-
i tati onsapplied;and 3)th atth e
parents h ad th erigh ttomak ea
giftofrealpropertyandoncetitle
wasvestedi nth eciti zen,h i s
ownersh i pwasabsolute.
Th eSupremeCourtmadeanex-
h austi vereviewofth econstituti on-
alityofth eactandagain h eld i t
valid.Th e j usti cesfurth erdeclarer!
th atth estatuteoflimi tati onsdid
notapply.Furth ermoreth ecourt
h eldth atth efacts j usti fi edth e
lowercourti nfindi ngth atth fpar-
entsviolatedth eAli enLandLaw
andth ereforeth e j udgmenttoes-
ch eatwasvalid.
Asidefrom th efi rsttwopoints

raised,th eth i rdisofmajori m-
portancetoallciti zensofJapanese
ancestry.Afterth eYanoguardian-

sh i pcaseof1924andth eFuj i taes-
ch eatcaseof1932,i twasaccepted
asth elawofth estateofCalifor-
niath atparentsi neli gi bletociti -
zensh i pcanmak eagiftofmoney
topurch aserealpropertyforth ei r
ci ti zench i ldren,evenoftender
years;th ati fagiftisbenefici alto
th eminor,th elawpresumedh i sac-
ceptance;andth erecordationof
th edeed i nth ech i ld'snamewas
consideredsuffici entdelivery.Fur-
th ermore,th epresumptionoftrust
i ncaseapersonpaidth econsid-
erationandh adtitleconveyedtoa
th i rdpartywasnoth eldapplicable
i nth ecasewh ereth erewasth ere-
lationsh i pofparentandch i ldasi n
th eYanocase.Andalonglineof
Californiacaseswascitedtoup-:
h oldth i spositi on.
Sincenoqualifi cati onwasmade
byth eSupremeCourti ndecidi ng
th eOyamacaseregardingth epur-
ch aseofth eproperty,th e i mpres-
sioni screatedth atth eYanoand
Fui j i tacases h avebeenreversed.
Alth ough th i smaynotbeth e i n-
tent,th ematteri slefti nsuspense.
Th e questionwh i ch needs tobe
qualifi ed i s:"Wh endoesava'id
t;tlepasswh enagifti smadeby
th eparenttoach i ld?"
Oth erquestionsarise,such as
"Canth eorigi nali ntentberevers-
edth rough th esubsequentactsof
th edonor(parent)?"and"Canth e
mi nor'si nterestbe j eopardizedand
th e i nnocentbenefici arypenalized
evenafterlettersofguardiansh i p
h avebeenissuedbyth ecourtupon
th efai lureofth eguardiantoper-
form h i sduties?"
Th eOyamacasewillbeappeal-

edtoth eUni tedStatesSupreme
Court.Ifth e h i gh esttribunalof
th elandconsentstoh earth ecase.
th eopportunitytopresentallth e
aspectsofth ecasewillbeafforded.
Stock sonTh eaterCase
Abrogationoftradetreatiesbe-

tweenJapanandth eUni tedStates
or.1January28,1940,createdasit-
uationwh erei nali enJapanesemay
noth aveth erigh ttolea,cprop-
ertyforcommercialorevenresi-
dentialpurposes.
A testcasebegan i nStock ton,
California,wh enaJandlordstart-
ed proceedingstocancelalease
onath eater.Th eoptiontorenew
wasexercisedandth erenewal
madeafterth enegotiati onofth e
treaty.Th °landlordcontendedth at
becauseofth enon-existenceofa
treaty,analienJapanesenolonger
h asth erigh ttoleasecommercial
propertyandth ereforeth econtract
wasvoid.Th etri alh eldth atth ere
wasnolease.Uponappealth eDis-
tri ctCourtofAppealsh eldth at
th e i nterpretationofth e term,
"treatynotexisti ng,'meantth at
th eTreatyof1011was i ncorpor-
atedasapartofth eCalifornia
Ali enLandLawandth atth esub-
sequentabrogationmadenodiffer-
ence.
Th e California Supreme Court

h asaereedtoreviewth ecase.Un-
tilafinalrecisi on i srendered,th i s
questionremainsi nabeyance.Un-
tilth pmatteri ssettled,th erees-
tablish mentofbusinessesbyalien
Japaneseevacueesremainsadiffi -
cultproblem.
Fish i ngRi gh ts
Th edeepseafish i ngi ndustryof
Californiawaspioneeredbyalien
Japaneseresidents.Assoonasth a
i ncomefromfish i ngbecameani m-
portanti tem,agitati onwascom-
mencedtobaralienJapanesefrom
receivi ng commercialfish i ng li-
censes.Variousattempts were
made i nth estatelegislativeses-
sionsbut.th eywerei nvari ablyde-
feated.Th us,"th eso-calledfi<sh i n<*
Mi 'sbecrantobe k nownas"cinch
h i lls," i ntroducedto h arrass th p
Japanese.In1945,h owever,wh i le
th eevacueeswerestillawayfrom
th ei rh omes,th elegislaturenasse!
anamendmentto th eF'̂h aid
GameCode,proh i bi ti ng"aliensi n-
eli gi bletociti zensh i n"fromobtain-
i ngcommercialfish i nglicenses.
Afewh undredIssei wh odepend-

eduponfish i ngforth ei rliveHh oori
werepreventedfrom engaging i n
th i si ndustry.Th usth ei ronlyre-

coursewastoappealtoth ecourt*JudgeHenryM.Willi .i n?aLosAngelesSuperior<W&i nasweepingdecisi on th atlitamendmentwasa"th i nveiltoco„ceala purpose"to discri mi "?'gai nstJapanese,andXtTvc
latedth eguaranteesofth eJWIcenth .Amendmentofth eDnSEStatesConstituti onbydenying
oti etnh eĴwrseth eetiuai*&£
th êCal̂ni aSSSlfc*̂Civi lServiceEmployees
Th eStatePersonnelBoard ofCalifornia i ndulgedinaracebaiti ngorgyofi tsownatth eoutbreakofwar.Nisei civi lserviceemploy.

eesweregiventh ech oi ceofgivi rcup th ei rpositi onsvoluntarlyorh avedsloyaltych arges 1odgcd
againstth em.About300took th eeasycoursebutcloseto90ask edth atspecifi cch argesbebrough t
againstth em beforeth ei rdismi s-sal.
Th eNi sei th rough th ei rattorneyfiledforback wagesbetweenth eperiodofth ei rsuspensiontoth eti meofevacuationand h avealso
ask edfordismi ssalofth ech arge.
wh i ch werepending.
Indictments drawnup against
th eNi sei employeesch argedth at
th eyweredisloyalbecauseth eyat-
tendedJapaneselanguagesch ools,
becauseth eyweremembersof"se-
cretsocieti es"wh i ch laterwere
declaredtobegirlsclubs,because
th ei rparentssubscribedto Japa-
neselanguagenewspapers,because
th eyh addualciti zensh i pandth ey
contributedtoth e i neffi ci encyof
oth eremployeesbyreasonofth e
factth atth eywereofJapanesean-
cestryand th uswere th e cauie
ofunrestandsuspici on.
Upon h eari ngs i n Sacramento

andLosAngeles,th ech argeswere
with drawn.Th eclearancesgiven
byth eWarRelocation Auth ori ty
andth eArmymade i tapparert
th atth ech argescouldnotstand.
Alth ough j obsh avebeenpromis-

edth osecleared,mostofth em h ave
betterpayingpositi onsandth ere-
fore h averesigned.Th eyfough t
forvindi cati on and succeeded i n
forcingth eStatePersonnelBoard
toretractth ech arges.
Sch oolSegregation
JapaneseAmericansi nCalifor-
niath rough th eJACLarepartici -
"patingi natestcasepertaini ngto
sch oolsegregationi nCalifornia.
Th ey h ave j oi nedwith several
oth ergroupsi nfili ngan"amicus
curi ae'brief.
Ih ecasewh i ch i snowbeforeth e
Ninth Circui tCourtofAppeals
i nvolvesth esegregationofMexi-
can Americans. Th e California
sch oolCodestatesth at"th egov-
erningboardofanysch ooldistri ct
mayestablish separatesch oolst.T
Indianch i ldren,exceptingch i ldren
ofIndians wh oarewardsofth e
United Stattes Governmentand
ch i ldrenofalloth erIndianswh o
aredescendantsofth eorigi naI
AmericanIndiansofth eUnited
States,andforch i ldrenofCh i mse,
JapaneseorMongolianparentage.
Th eFederalDistri ctCourtruled
th atth esegregationofch i ldrenof
MexicanorLatindescentviolaed
th eFourteenth Amendmentoltne
UnitedStates.Constituti on.
Priortoth emm\th esegregate.l

sch ool i n Florin,Californiawas
abolish edth rough th eeffortsofth e
JACLch apterth ere.Th erewasa

segregatedsch ooli nth eCourtlano-
WalrutGrovedistri ctalso.
Th erei sasegregatedOunew

sch ooli nSanFv-mcisco.Th e
seg-

regatedsch oolquestion.wasani n-
ternationali ssuearound1906wc"
th eJapanes:governmentpr'testeo
th epracticei nSanFrancisco.
Restricti veCovesants A.v.
SeveralNegroesth rough th e i
galdepartmentofth e*M*
Associati onforth eAdvancem
ofColored People h ave h Wffi
testcases i n California*«£th econstituti onalityofwe j
stricti vecovenants.Th ematter
pendingbeforeth eStateSugreni
Court.Mostli k ely,th ose,ofOtw
talancestrywillbe j oi ni ng«J P,

PreTh e%SUsof.tnerestnctive
covenants*becormnfg*̂moreapparent.In U.c£/Drcpertv
about80percentofth ê
with i nth ecitylimi ts«cove

(Continuedonp»*»5'
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Autograph HuntersatDance

CHICAGO-JoeE.Brown,film andstagestar,autograph sdanceprogramsatth eCh i cagoJACL'sInauguralballat,HotelSh orelandi. Mrs.LincolnSh i mi zu i satleftwh i leAmyMatsumoto
andMarySuzuk i areatrigh t. —Ph otobyVincentTaj i ri

JoeE.Brown,ofth eBigMouth
Andth eBigHeart,Recalls
Heroism ofNisei Soldiers

ByVINCETAJIRI
CHICAGO— Th e man wh osech i efclaim i sak eensenseofh u-
morandth efactth atth elower
portionofh i sface ispractically
allmouth ,wasn'tplayingi tfor
laugh s.
Th eoccasionwasth eJACL'si n-
auguralball,asemi-formalaffair
atth eHotelSh oreland,andas h e
wasth estarofth eentertainment
program,th e 400 guestswere
waiti ngforth egag-lineandper-
h apsandear-blastingsh outfrom
th atcavernousmouth .
Itdidnotcome.
Instead,JoeE.Brown,Amer-
i can,stilledth eaudiencei ntoa
reverentsilenceas h espok eof
th epeaceth ath adcometoth e
worldandofth etragedyofra-
cialh atreds.
Healsotoldofh i svi si tsi ntoth e
frontlinesentertaini ngth etroops,
andpointedoutth ecourageofth e
JapaneseAmerican youth s wh o
h adfough twith th e100th Battal-
i on,th e442ndCombatTeam and
with th e Mili tary Intelligence
units.
Fortenminutesth i sman,wh o
i sk nownth eworldoverforh i s
performance i nth eentertainment
field,talk ed,notasth estarofa
playandnumerousmovies,butas
asincereAmericanwh oh asseen
th eloyaltyofth eJapaneseAmeri-
canson th ebatlh fi eldandk new
ofth ei rproblemsh ere.
Th en,JoeE.Brownsteppedi nto
amorefamili arrole,th atofa
comedian. Hestopped,blink edh i s
eyesasaflash bulbwentoffi nh i s
face,and remark ed toth e ph o-
tograph er,"Th atwasagoodone,
butth eanglewaswrong.You
sh ould h avetak enth i sview,"i n-
dicati ngth eback ofh i sh ead.Th e
audienceroaredandJoeE.Brown
wasagainth ebig-mouth ed,laugh -
ablecut-upof"Elmerth eGreat,"
"Alibi Ik e"andatpresent"Har-
vey."
Th en,with a"goodnigh t"h e
wasgone,th emusicbeganandth e
dancersreturnedtoth efloor.
Wetalk edtoJoeE.Brownaf-
terwardsandfoundh i m asadver-
tised. Th i smanwh o h as k nown
personaltragedies(h elostoneson
i nth ewar)i sstillendowedwith
th eabili tytolaugh andtomak e
oth erslaugh .Mildandunassum-
■ng h e h asagreatloveforlife
andpeople.
Knowing ofh i sweak nessfor
'Portsandbeingacquaintedwith
th efactth atwh eneverpossible
h ecanbefoundonfootballSat-
urdays on th e UCLA player's
bench weask edh i mforapredic-
tiononth eRoseBowlgame.As
expected,h epick edth eBruins,but
Hesitatedtonameth escore. He
added,"th epapersh avemadeIl-
linoi s a one-pointfavorite,but
th ey'vegotagreatbunch ofguys
downth ere(UCLA)andth ey'llbePlentyh ardtobeat."
Speak i ng ofErnieCase,th e
Uclans'greatquarterback ,Brown
Wotedauth ori ti esBobWaterfield
*"dMi k eFrank ovi ch ,both former
"ruinstars,i nsayi ng"Casei sth e
«8t'T'quarteri nth e country;
Jetterth anJoh nnyLujack orAr-?*Tuck er,oreven Waterfield
""nself." Andforyouri nforma-

tion,Waterfieldwasnamedasth e
"proplayerofth eyear'i n1945
byth eNationalProfessionalFoot-
ballleague.
Inregardsto questions about
th eNi sei andth ewar,Brownre-
calledth atoneofth emosttouch -
i ngand i nspi ri nglettersh e h ad
everreadwasfrom th emoth erof
aformerNisei ch eer-leaderat
UCLAwh o h adbeenk i lledi nac-
tionwith th e442nd i nItaly.Th e
letterh adbeen wri ttento Dr.
Sproul,deanofth ecollege.

CaseAgainst
Dr.KimWill
TestCovenants
Neigh borsSeek Court
OrdertoOustWar
VeteranFrom Home
LOS ANGELES—Th e validi ty
ofaneigh borh oodpropertyown-
ers'covenantrestricti ngresiden-
ti alprivi legestoCaucasianswill
betested i nSuperiorcourti na
suitagainstDr.Yi nKirn,Korean
Americandentistandwarveteran.
Dr.Kirnrecentlyconferredwith
offici als ofth e JACLand th e
ACLU i nregard to th eaction
brough tagainsth i m byHugoand
Wi ni fredBoucek andJoh nC.and
Esth erMerrillasrepresentatives
ofpropertyownerswh osignedan
agreementpermitti ngnon-Cauca-
si anstoenterpremises onlyas
servants.
Dr.Kirn's attorney,Fred Ok -

rand,saidth edentistwasserved
with acopyofatemporaryi nj unc-
tionadayafterh e occupieda
h ouse at1201 South Gramercy
Place. Since.h edidnotmove
away,acontemptorderwasfiled,
onwh i ch a h eari ng h asbeenset
forFeb.6 i nSuperiorCourt.
Meanwh i le,Ok randalsofi leda
demurrertoth e i nj uncti onpeti-
tion.JudgeHenryM.Willi sover-
ruledth edemurreronth eground
th atth eCaliforniaSupremeCourt
h asmanytimesuph eldth e.validi ty
ofrestricti vecoyenants.However,
h edelayedi ssuanceofth ei nj unc-
tionpendingtrialofth emeritsof
th ecase.Th i swillfollow'th eh ear-
i ngonth econtemptorder.
Some20cases i nvolvingrestric-
ti vecovenantsagainstpersonsof
Japanese,Ch i neseandNegroan-
cestrynowarependingbeforeth e
CaliforniaSupremeCourt.

BabeNomuraNamed
ToAll-Conference
FootballTeam
ISAN JOSE,Calif.—Babe No-
mura,Nisei back fi eldstarofth e
SanJoseStateeleven,i soneof
fiveSpartanplayerstobenamed
onth eall-conferenceteamofth e
California CollegeAth leti c asso-
ciati on. . ,
Th eall-starteam was pick ed
byconferencecoach es. '■_*..".
SanJoseStatewonth eCCAA
ch ampi onsh i pandwillmeetUtah
Statei nth eRaisi nBowlatFres-
noonNewYear'sday.

DISTRICTCOUNCIL
VOTESAPPROVAL
OFDEFENSEFUND
LOS ANGELES— Formationoi th e LegalDefense rundof
tne JapaneseAmericanutizens
Leaguewasgiventneapprovalot
th e Pacifi c South westDistri ct
Councilas i tmeti nLosAngeles
Sunday,Dec.Z'L,underth ecnair-
mansnipotKarlTak uofSanLuis
Obispo.
Mi k eMasaok a,executivesecre-
tary ofth e Anti-Di scri mi nati on
Committee;,Hito Ok ada,national
JACLpresident,and*rank i snu
otixmg-.beach wereauth ori zedto
arrangefortneretentionoi Sa-
buroi udoandA.L.Wiri naslegal
counselforth edefensel.und.
Th enew branch 01 th eJACL
willbeconcernedwith testcases
onth erigh tsofJapaneseAmeri-
cansand oth erminori ty groups
anawillalso work i n south ern
California i nmattersofescneat
andoth erpropertycases.
Delegatesfrom Los Angeles,
Arizona,SanDiego,Santa Bar-
bara,Venice,SanLuis Obispo,
LongBeach andOrangeCi tyat-
tenuedth e meeting,wh i ch was
h eldattineRumFarLow.
Th edelegatesvotedunanimous-
lyth atth ePacifi cSouth westDis-
tri ctCouncilwouldassume$50,000
ofth ebudgetforth eJACLand
th eADC i nth eyear1947. Th e
councildelegatesvotedth atth e
$50,000 would be th emi ni mum
raisedbyth egroup.
Anominati onscommitteeunder
Frank MizusawaofOrangecoun-
tywasnamedtoselectcandidates
torth edi stri ctcouncilandpre-
sentth em foractionatth enext
meeting,wh i ch willbe h eldon
Feb.8.
Oth ermembersofth enominat-
i ngcommitteeareFrank Gh uman
ofLosAngeles;Dr.GeorgeHara
ofSanDiego,BenYabuoofAri-
zonaandKenDyoofSantaBar-
bara.

Nisei Lingui sts
Sough tforJapan
OccupationWork
LOS ANGELES—Nisei with
abili tytospeak Jayaneseandwith
k nowledge of j udi ci al,tech ni cal
andmedicaltermswh oarewilli sg
totak eaUnitedStatesci vi lser-
vice j obi nJapanwith th eoccupa-
ti onforcesarebeingsough tbyth e
CaliforniaStatsEmplolymentSer-
vice,1100South Flower Street,
accordingtoi nformationconveyed
toScottyTjsuch i yaofth eJACL
regionaloffice.

CanadianOffici als
WarnAgainstMass
ReturntoCoast
TORONTO, Ont.—Large-scale
returnofCanadiansofJapanese
ancestrytoth ePacifi ccoastwh en
th epresentexclusionordersare
liftedwouldnotbeadvisable,ac-
cordingtoVancouverauth ori ti es,
Sgt.MajorBuck Suzuk i tolda
JapaneseCanadianCommitteefor
Democracy mass meeting on
Dec.8.
Suzuk i ,wh orecentlyvisi tedth e
WestCoastatth erequestofth e
J'CCD,said h ewasquotingoffi-
cialsofth eDepartmentofLabor,
th eoffi ceofEemyAlienProper-
tyCustodianandth eMountedPo-
lice,wh oexpressedth efearth at
alarge-scalereturn ofth eevac-
ueesmigh tresulti nanewflare-
upofanti-Japanesesentiment.

FlorinFellowsh i p
GroupOrganized
FLORIN, Calif.— Th e Florin
Youth Felolwsh i p h as been or-
ganizedunderth edi rectionofth e
Rev.Masaj i Gotowith Joseph i ne
Senoaspresident.
Oth erofficersincludeJeanDa-

k uzak u,BenMiyaok a,MarySeno,
SallyMizoguch i ,Ak i raMizoguch i ,
FlorenceWak i ta,BillYosh i zuk a
andBillTak eta. Mr.and Mrs.
HarrySak ak i h araareth eadvisers.

AngerOverEvacuationLed
ToWriti ngNovelAboutWRA
Camp,DeclaresKarenKeh oe
ByEVERTTTJAMESSTARR
NEW YORKClTY—KarenKe-

h oe,auth orof'̂Ci ty i nth eSun,"
anovelofth eevacuation,toldan
audienceofJACL members De-
cember18th atsh ewas"angered
i ntowriti ng"h erbook .
Th eauth orwasth eguestspeak -
eratanelectionmeeting h eldat
th e JapaneseMeth odi stch urch ,
323West10th street.
Winnerofth eDoddMeadand

CompanyIntercollegiate Li terary
Fellowsh i p,MissKeh oereviewed
h erreasonsforwriti ng"Cityi n
th eSun,"h erfi rstnovel.Stating
th ath erbook wasadirectresult
ofh erexperiencesas a WRA
work eratth eGi la(Arizona)re-
locationcenter,sh esai dth atsh e
wasangeredi ntowriti ngh erbook .
Sh ewash urtbyboth th ecare-

lesstreatmentofth eevacueesand
alsobyth e"princi ples"forwh i ch
th e creation ofth e WRA was
deemednecessary,sh esaid.Before
accepting h erstenograph i c,posi-
tionatGila,MissKeh oesaid,sh e
h adli ttleconception of such a
program.
Sh e h ad seen th e minori ti es
meetingth ei rracediffi culties i n
Detroit,LosAngelesandCh i cago,
butsh ework edmostlywith th e
Jewish and Negroproblem.At
Gilash e received h erfi rstreal
k nowledgeofth eIssei andNisei
andth ei rmisfortunesandmisery,
ph ysi calandmental. Sh ecameto

k nowth emasapeopleandasfel-
lowAmericans.Andassh ecame
tok nowth em better,sh ebecame
moreand more i ncensed ath er
fellowAmericansforpermitti ng
such atrociti estobe establish ed
h erewh i leweweresendingth ei r
sonstofigh t.
Sh ewai tedforoneofth osemost
h urt—anIssei orNisei—towrite
i nprotestassh edid. Sh edi dnot
feelqualifi edtopresentth esocial
aspectandaftermath ofrelocation
experiences.Sh ewaited,wroteh er
notes,anddrafted h erth ough ts
i ntoapresentationofbutonefam-
i ly—fi rsti nterned,laterscreened
andreleased,butnotforgettingor
forgivi ng,as i nth ecase ofth e
teen-agedboy,Cok eMatsuk i .
Meanwh i le,sh eh adresumed h er
studiesatHuntercollege,New
York City,wh eresh ewasforced
by h ernewconvicti onstomajor
i n sociology. Sh e entered a
synopsisofh ernovelandarough
drafti ncompetiti onforth eDodd,
Meadfellowsh i p,and h avi ngwon
th eh i gh lyrecognizedh onor,tan-
celledasemester'sacademicwork
tocompleteh erbook i ncompliance
wi th th e fellowsh i p competiti on
rules.
MissKeh oe'sbook h asbeenfav-
orablyreviewed,andsh ei slook i ng
forward to more appearances
wh eresh ecanstateclearlywh y
sh e—asah urtCaucasian—h adto
writesuch abook .

WriterCh argesEvacuees
Victi msof"GreatSwindle"

JapaneseAmericansLost
Farms,Businesses,Homes
DuringCrisi s,DeclaresSmith
NEW YORK—"Oneofth egreatestswindles i nAmerica's

boisterous h i storyh asbeengoingonunderournoses,"asserts
BradfordSmith ,formerOWIch i efofth eCentralDivi si on,i nth e
Wi nteri ssueofCommonGroundmagazine.
Th i sswindle,scarcelyk nownasyettoth epublic,wasth ere-

sultofth emassevacuationi nth espringof1942ofallAmericans
andaliensofJapaneseancestryfromth eWestCoast,h edeclared.
Sorapidwasth i sevacuationth atoftenth eyh adonlyamatterof
daystodisposeofth ei rworldly
goodsbomak ereadyforaremoval
wh i ch th eyth ough twouldbeonly
forafewweek sbutwh i ch lasted
forfouryears,Smith pointsout.
Secondh andfurnituredealersand
plainopportunists,aswellascomw
munity"bi gsh ots"werequick to
tak eadvantageofth esi tuationand
torelieveth ei rJapaneseAmerican
friendsofgoodsandpropertyat
afractionofth ei rvalue.
Th e auth or,wh o made trips
th rough California i n 1943and
1946togath erfirsth andinfor-
mationaboutwh atactuallywas
h appeningtoth epropertyofth e

evacuees,writesth atth eWar
Relocation Auth ori ty triedto
protectth ei rproperty."Butwh at
i tcoulddowaspiti fullylittle.A
manwh o k nows h undredsof
th esecasessaysth atlessth an
fi vepercentofth e100,000evac-
ueescameoff"allrigh t." He
considersth ath e h i mselfcame
offallrigh t;h elosth i sbusi ness
—aprosperingstore,andsome
furniture."
Notonlydid Americanciti zens

loseth ei rfarms,businessesand
h omes—butyoung menofNisei
back groundwh oservedi nth eUni t-
edStatesArmyarereturningto
th e WestCoasttofindracedis-
crimi nati onsopowerfuli talready
h asresulted i nsei zi ngasforfeit
toth estateanumberoffarmsop-
eratedbyAmericanveteransbe-
causeth eywerepurch asedi nth ei r
namesbyalienparentslongago.
Th eAli enLandLawofCalifornia
preventsanyonei neli gi bleforcit-
i zensh i p(Orientals)toownprop-
erty,Smith noted.
Onefarmerreturningto h i s

placenearVenice,California,be-
foreplanting i nqui redatth e
mark etwh eth eror.not h i scel-
erywouldbeaccepted,wasas-
suredi twouldbe,andusedh i s
lastbi tofmoneyforplanting
h i scrop.Afterh arvestingth e
celery,h eagainreturnedtoth e
mark etbutwasrefusedasale.
Th i sfarmerwasluck y,h owever,
because WRA i ntervenedand
soldh i scropforh i m.
Smith beli evesth atmuch ofth e

swi ndlewasth eresultofth ecom-
mon opini on th atth eJapanese
wouldneverreturntoth e WestCoastand,th erefore,noonewould
everch eck uponth edispositi onoith ei rproperty.Typicalofth i sat-
titudewasth eemployeeofalarge
LosAngelesproducebusinesswh o
agreedto"befriend"th eowner.He
requestedandreceivedaletter
from th eownerstatingth atth e
Ni sei nolongerwasowner, i n
order,asth eemployeesaid,"to
convincecustomersi twasallrigh t
todealwith h i m i nwartime."As
produceprices boomed,th eem-
ployeecollectedallprofitsfrom
th ebusiness—plus th e$100per
month guaranteeforsalary—and
i snowth eproprietor.Th erigh tful
owneri srobbedofa.business h espentmanyyearsbuildi ng.
OneNi sei lefth i scar,somefarm
i mplements,andaradio with a
Caucasianneigh bor.Wh enh ereal-i zedth eevacuationwastobemore
th anafewweek sduration,h esentforh i sradi oandgaveorderstosellh i sautomobile.Alth ough th e
carh adabook valueof$500,th efriendsoldth ecar—minusth eti res
wh i ch h ek eptforh i mself—for$475andask edth eNi sei to"loanh i mth emoneyforfurniture." Upon
refusalofth eloan,th eneigh bor
ch argedth eevacuee$26forselling
th ecar,$30travelallegedlyi nyolv-*ed,$20forh i stime,andoth er
i temsofexpense.Hisradiocould
beredeemedfor$39— "storage
ch arges."
AnAmericanLegioncom-
mandersimi larly "befriended"
manyNisei duringth eevacua-
tionbyobtaini ngpowerofat-
torney,selling th ei rproperty,
andpock eti ng th emoney.Th e
menwereth usrobbedh avere-
fusedtofilesuitsasth eyfeeli t
i suselessforpersonsofJapa-*
nesedescenttoexpectj usti cei n
th estateofCalifornia.
BradfordSmith i sconvincedth at
i fth eAmericanpeoplearefully
i nformedofth ereasonsforand
lesultsofth eNi sei wartimeevacu-
ati on,much ofth edamagedone
canberepaired.Hesuggests:1)
EnactmentofalawtogiveJapa-
nesealiensanopportunitytoac-
alawtogivereparationsforactual
alawtogivereparationforactual
lossesofrealorpersonalproperty;
and3)Strength eni ngciti zens'com-
mitteesi nCaliforniaandelsewh ere
tocombatracismandgiveforceto
th epowersofdecencyandfai r
Iplay.
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EDITORIALS:
"GreatestSwindle"
"Oneofth egreatestswindles i nAmeri-

ca'sboisterous h i story h as beengoingon
underournoses,"BradfordSmith declaresi n
anarticle i nth eWi nter1947issueofCom-
mon Ground.Hi sreference istoth eforc-
eddisposalasaresultofth eevacuationorder
ofpropertyownedorcontrolledbyresidents
ofJapaneseancestryonth eWestCoasti n
1942..
Th estoryofth eforcedliqui dati onofas-

setsandth elossordeteriorationofproperty
ownedbyth e evacueesasaresultofth e
forcedevacuation i snotaprettyone.Secre-
taryofInteriorKrugh i ntedati ti nh i sletter
toSpeak erofth eHouseRayburnonApril24,
1946i nwh i ch h eurgedth epassageofth ead-
mini stration-sponsoredbilltocreateanEvac-
uationClaimsCommissi on."Th eevacuation
ordersgaveth epersonsaffecteddesperately
li ttletime i nwh i ch tosettleth ei raffairs,"
SecretaryKrugnoted."Th egovernmentsafe-
guardsth atweredesignedtopreventundue
loss i nth esecircumstancesweresomewh at
tardilyi nsti tuted,werenotatonceeffectively
publici zedamongth eevacuees,andwerenever
entirelysuccessful.
"Merch antsh adtodisposeofth ei rstock s

andbusinessesatsacrifi ceprices.Inasetting
ofconfusionandh ysteria,manyevacueessold
personalpossessionsforasmallfractionof
th ei rvalue.A largenumber'h adtoaccept
totallyinadequatearrangementsforprotec-
tionandmanagementofproperty.Valuable
lease-h oldi nterestsh adtobeabandoned."
"Continuedexclusioni ncreasedth elosses,"

SecretaryKrug'slettercontinued."Private
buildi ngsi nwh i ch evacueesstoredth ei rprop-
ertywerebrok en i ntoandvandalized.Mys-
teriousfi redestroyedvacantbuildi ngs.Prop-
ertyleftwith 'friends'unaccountablydisap-
peared;goodsstoredwith th egovernment
sometimesweredamagedan,dlost.Personsen-
trustedwith th emanagementofevacueeprop-
retymulctedth eownersi ndiverseways.Ten-
antsfailedtopayrent,convertedpropertyto
th ei rownuseandcommittedwaste.Proh i bi t-
edfromreturningtoth eevacuatedareaseven
temporarilyto h andlepropertymatters,th e
evacueeswereunabletoprotectth emselves
adequately..."
BradfordSmith ,ch i efofth eCentralPa-

ci fi cdi vi si onofOWIduringth ewar,i snow
writi ngabook onJapaneseAmericansforth e
PeoplesofAmericaseries.Heback eduph i s
storyofth e"greatswindle" i n Common
Groundwith case h i stori esofevacueeswh o
h avebeenvi cti mi zed.Henotesth atth ereare
th reeremedieswh i ch ,i fvi gorouslypressed,
"mayyetmak esomerecoveryforth eforces
ofdecentAmerican princi ples againstth e
seepageofgreedmask i ngunderth eguiseof
racism."
Th e th reeremedies,according toMr.

Smith ,are(1)th epassageoflegislationto
giveciti zensh i ptoJapanesealienswh odesire
i tandcanproveastrongi nterest,(2)enact-
mentofalawto i ndemnifyth eevacueesfor
actualandaccountablepropertylossesand

m (3)th econtinuationandstrength eni ngofth eci ti zens'committees"wh i ch i nCaliforniaand
elsewh ereh avegath eredtogeth erth eforces
ofdecencyandfai rplaytocombatth ewell-
fi nancedandwell-organizedmi nori tyofspe-
ci ali nterestswh oseek toestablish onth e
WestCoastth efascistracism we h avebeen
figh ti ngabroad."
"Th ereismoreati ssueh ereth anprotect-

i ngth erigh tsofth eJapaneseAmericanmin-
ority,"th eCommonGroundarticleconcludes.
"Th ereisth equestionofouri ntegrityasa
nation,th equestionwh eth erwecanpluck out
th emoatth ati si nourown.eye,wh eth erwe
canputi ntopracticeth epri nci pleswe"pro-
fess."

Th eLandGrabbers
Parallelingth e"greatestswindle wh i ch

BradfordSmith h asdescribed i sCalifornias
"greatlandgrab."Th eunseemly h asteof
manyCaliforniapublicoffici alstofilees-

ch eatmentproceedingsunderth eAli enLand
law ofpropertyownedbyAmericanciti zens
ofJapaneseancestryi sundoubtedlyoccasion-
edbyth efearth atlawmayberepudiatedi n

th enearfuture.
Atth epresenttimeAmericansofJapanese

ancestryareth eonlygroupofAmericanciti -
zenswh oserigh ttoownpropertyi sbeingques-
ti oned.Investigati onsnowarebeingpressed
i nseveralCaliforniacountiesto"uncovervio-
lati ons"ofth eAli enLandlawto i nsti tute
legalactiontoconfiscateth eproperties.It
i sperh apssigni fi cantth atth eareas i nwh i ch
Ali enLandlawcasesarebeingpressedalso
wereareas i nwh i ch anti -evacueemovements
topreventth ereturnofth eJapaneseAmeri-
cansalsowereactive.Th eracistandth eprof-
i teerh avefound,i nth eAli enLandlaw,a
cloak oflegalitybeh i ndwh i ch th eycanmask
th ei rh ateandth ei rgreed.
Th eAli enLandlaw nolongerrepresents

th ewillofth emaj ori tyofCalifornia'sciti -
zens,asth erecentdefeatofPropositi on 15
h as i ndi cated.Th eAli enLandactalso h as
beencondemnedasan i nstrumentofdiscri m-
i nati onbyAttorneyGeneralRobertKennyof
California.
Th eaccelerationofeffortstoenforceth e

lawmaybei nspi redbyth efearofitspro-
ponentsth atth epeopleofCaliforniamayfol-
lowi tsrepudiati onofAlienLandlawamend-
mentswith th erepealofth elawitself.

NewScapegoat
Mr.McClatch yh asanewscapegoat.
FortwogenerationsH.J.McClatch yand

h i sfath er,th elateV.S.McClatch y,h avebeen
th efountainh eadofracistpropagandaagainst
personsofJapaneseancestry i nCalifornia.
Th eMcClatch ysconductedth ei rcampaigns
th rough th eJoi ntImmigrationCommittee,
onceapowerfulforce i nanynationaldiscus-
si onofth ei ssueofimmi gration.
Th eMcClatch ysfavoredrestricti velegis-

lation,such asth e"i neli gi blealien"restric-
tions,wh i ch wereaimedatpersonsofJapa-
neseancestry.
Duringth erecentelectionH.J.McClatch y

usednewspapercolumnstoappealtoth evot-
ersofCaliforniatosupportth eAli enLand
lawamendmentswh i ch wouldvalidatelegisla-
tiveadditi onstoth e1920tew.Th epeopleof
Californiarejectedth eproposal.
Lastweek i nSanFranciscoMr.McClatch y

againwasonth elosingslde.̂HeandC.M.Goeth e,wealth yback erofanti-Japaneseand
anti-Ni sei campaigns,wereoutvotedbymem-bersofth ei nfluentialSanFranciscoCommon-
wealth club's section on Immigration and
Americani zati onwh i ch reversedpreviousclub
policyandvotedforth egrantingofan immi -
grationquotatoJapanese.Th evotewas18to11andupsetth eclub'straditi onalstandonth equestion.
Inth edebateon th equestionMr.Mc-

Clatch ynolongerwavedth ebannerofth eYellowPeril.Heh adfoundanewscapegoat.
"Anypresentendingofrestricti ons,suchasagainsth i gh lyprolifi cHindustan,wouldbeablunder,"h esai d.Th ei tali csareours

CanadianPolicy
TwoleadingCanadiannewspapersrecentlydeploredth edecisi onofth eBri ti sh Empi re'sPrivyCouncilwh i ch uph eldth evalidi tyofCanada'sordersforth eforceddeportationofpersonsofJapaneseancestry.Both th eVan-couverProvinceandth eWi nni pegFreePressh avecondemnedth egovernment'sactiontak enunderauth ori tyofwartimeorders-in-counciland h aveurgedth atCanadash ouldenactabillofrigh tswh i ch wouldplaceci vi llibertiesbeyondth ei nterferenceofth egovernmentorth eparliament.
Th eBreePress,wh i ch h asgivenpowerful

supporttoth ecaseforth eJapaneseCana-di ans commentedth atth egovernment'sde-portationprogram underwh i ch approximately5000persons i ncludingmanyCanadian-bornch i ldren h avebeendeportedtoJapan,was"morallyi ndefensible."
..Th eVancouverpaperrecalledPrimeMin-i sterKingsstatementth atth ereh adbeennooffenseagainstCanada'ssecuritybyanyper-
SiafPaneS-anCeStrydurin*th ewarandsaidth ati nvi ewofth i sfact,"ifth ereareanyforcible deportationsth eymustbenoton ofsecuritybutonth egrounds

Vagaries
Reprints...
"Th e Boy From Nebrask a,"

Ralph G.Martin'sh ard-h i tti ngbi-
ograph yofBenKurok i ,i sbeing
publish edi nanArmedForcesedi-
tionof25,000.Th eNewYork Post
alsoi srunningth ebook i nserial
form i nacondensedversion...
Mine Ok ubo's "Citi zen 13660,"
publish edbyColumbiaUniversity
Press, h as gone i ntoi tssecond
printi ng.Itsfirstprinti ngof5000
copiesh assoldout...S.I.Hay-
ak awa's Ch i cago Sun review of
Wendell Joh nson's "People i n
Quandaries"createdsomuch i n-
terestth atCh i cago book stores
promptlysoldoutallth ecopies
th eyh adonh and.Mr.Hayak awa
i sth eauth orof"Languagei nAc-
tion,"aBook -of-th e-Month club
selectioni nDec,1941,and i sth e
edi torofEtc.,amagazineonse-
mantics.

""*
Sh ortStory...
Collier's h as bough ta sh ort
storyaboutaNisefwarveteran
byJeanJorgenson...Ruth Bene-
dict,noted anth ropologistand
auth orof"Th eRacesofMank i nd,"
didextensivework forth eU.$.
armyonth eJapaneseraceduring
th ewar. Becausesh ecouldnot
gotoJapantostudyth eJapanese
becauseofth ewar,MissBenedict
usedpersonsofJapaneseancestry
i nth eUni tedStatesi nh erobser-
vationsonth ei rcultureandracial
ch aracteristi cs.Herobservations,
wh i ch h elpedth eU.S.armyto
formulate i tsoccupationpolicy,
arepublish ed i n h ernew book ,
"Th e Ch rysanth emum and th e
Sword."

**"WarCase...
Colorado'swartimecase i nvolv-
i ngth reeNisei womenfrom th e
Granada relocation centerwh o
wereaccusedofattemptingtoas-
sisttwoGermanPWs i nescaping
from asouth ern Colorado farm
wasrecalledth i sweek asU.S.au-
th ori ti esreceived a letterfrom
oneofth eGerman prisoners in-
volved. Th e formerPW, now
back i nBerlin,wroteth ath ewas
sorryth ath eh adi nvolvedth egirls
i ntnecase...Th eGi laRi ver
relocationcenteri sth elatesttobe
di smantledbyth eWarAssetsAd-
mini stration.

"* *BudFuk ei ,oneofseveralNisei
wh o took j obson metropolitan
daili esduringth ewar,willstarta
newNisei semi-week ly,th eNorth -
westTimes,i nSeattle.Fuk ei edi t-
edth e bili ngualGreatNorth ern
Dailyi nSeattlebeforeth eevacua-
tion. Duringth ewarh ework ed
forth eSt.PaulPioneer-PressDis-
patch andth eClevelandNews.

StrandedJive...
SeveralNisei musi ci ans wh o

werestrandedi nJapanbyth eout-
break ofwarwh i leplayingAmer-
i can j azzi n Tok yo,Osak a and
Yok oh omadancepalacesareth ri v-
i ngonth erevivedcrazei nJapan
forj azz,wh i ch wasbannedduring
th ewar...SueoSerisawa,for-
merCaliforniaarti stwh o i snow
InNewYork City,i srepresented
byapainti ngi nth enewexh i bi ti on
atth eGrandCentralgalleries...
Sach i Wada'ssh ortstory,"Ha-
wai i anCh ri stmas,"appearsi nth e
Dec.15 i ssue ofth e magazine
"YoungPeople."

"""Mrs.R.A.Isenberg,wh o was
activealongwith oth ermembers
ofth eFai rPlaycommittee i nob-
taini ngemploymentforapproxi-
mately200returned evacuees of
Japaneseancestryi nth ePaloAlto
andAth erton area, received a
th reateningnote signed by th e
"XXX"lastweek becausesh e h as
tak en a leading role i naidi ng
Joh nT.Walk er,Negrowarvet-
eranwh oseRedwood City h ome
wasburnedtoth egroundbyh ood-
lumsonDec.6. Mrs.Isenberg
waswarnedsh ewouldbe"tarred
andfeath ered"i fsh econtinuedtobeactive i nth eWalk ercase...

Meanwh i le,th eAmericanVeterans
Committeeandoth ergroupsare
planningan"old-fash i onedh ouse-
buildi ng"toreconstructth eNegro
veteran'sh ome.

* ""
Th e American Bowling Con-

gress i s expected.toreview«
presentdiscri mi natorypoW
wh i ch prevents non-Caucasi^
fromplayingi nABCjguggg
andleagueswh enABCam
meeti nLosAngeles"2*̂2...Th eCIO h asth reatened̂
with drawi tspartici pati on:i n»
leaguesunless th e organiag
revisesi tsrestricti veracialWW

SawtelleGarageofLosfa
gelesh i t2891lastweek i nth e

n
feagueatth eVogueIdie*»
h i gh estseriesbyaNisei team
competiti onth i syear.Before
warseveralNisei teams" a
magic3000 mark , mcuding
SaltLak eteam,w»ftj SLnj *
mada,TadSak o,SamMateuw
IsamuTanabeandIk eOk i ,*
scored8006.

BenKurok i ContinuesHis
59th Missi onAgainstRacism

Wash i ngtonNews-Letter

Recentlywe h eardforth efi rsttimeBenKurok i deliverh i sfamed59th mi ssi ontalk agai nstracialdiscri mi nati on.Itwaga!
th emeetingsponsored j oi ntlybyth eWash i ngtonJACLandth eWash i ngtonCouncilofth eEastandWestAssociati oi natth eDe
partmentofth eInteriorauditori um.Andwewentawayimpressed
asdidth evastaudienceof750. "
Th eboyfromNebrask adidabang-upjob,li vi nguptoallad-

vancenoticesasapunch -pack i ngcrusaderagainstraciali ntolerance.'ance.For30solidminutesh eh el<ih i saudiencespellbound.Th emanyNisei wh o h eard h i m werefavorablyimpressed,declaringth ath adidamasterfulj ob—wh i ch ,i nth efinalanalysis i s probablyth eh i gh estcomplimentth eex-tailgunnercanreceive,forh i ssever-estcntcs h ave alwaysbeenth eNisei .
Th espeech th atBen deliveredwasbasicallyth esameone h eh as
givenmanytimes,wh i ch h ealtersi nspotstosuitth emak e-upofh i saudi ence.Butdespiteth efactth ath eh asgiveni tonanumberofoc-casions,i th aslostnoneofitssincerity.
Andth at,perh aps,i sth eout-standingfeatureofh i stalk Wecouldnoth elpbutfeelth atBen'sh eartwasi neveryexperienceh erelated,andth ath ewaspleading
from th edepth sofh i ssoulfortol-eranceandunderstanding.
Benwastellingh i sownstory
th estoryofaNebrask aNi sei farmboywh osuddenlyran i ntopreju-
dice h e h ad neverk nown i n h i s
h ometown.Itwasastoryth at
soundedalmostincredibleunless
you k new th espeak erasamanwh owasbrough tuptorespectth e
ruralcreedofsimpleh onesty.
Butas h ecarried h i saudi ence
with h i mth rough h i sgruellingex-
periences wh en h ewasbeing
k nock ed aroundbyprejudi ce,h e
preventedth em from gettingtoo
woundupbyinj ecti ngabitofh u-
mor.Weth ough tth atBen'stimi ng
wasexcellent;h eh asak eensense
ofth edramatic.
Hi sfameandsuccessasaspeak -
erarewelldeserved.Heh aswork -
ed h ard,battlingandovercoming
allth e h andi capsi npublicspeak -
i ngth atash yk i dfallsh ei rtoi na
smallcountrytown wh eredeeds
countmore th an words.Asa
youngsterouti nHersh ey,Ben's
greatestfearwas h avi ngtoget
uptoreciteeveni nasch oolclass
th atnumberedonlya h andful.
Henevermadeaspeech untilh e

returnedfrom h i s30bombingmis-
si ons i nEurope.Hewassortof
sh ovedontoastage.Naturallyh e
didnottak etoi teasily,buth e
realized th ath ewasdoingsome
good;h erealizedth atth erewasa
deplorableneedtoclearupminun-
derstandingssomepeople h ad
aboutwh owasfigh ti ngth ewar
andforwh at.
Th e di scri mi nati on th ath e,a

man i nuniform with ribbonsand
medalstosh ow h eh adbeen i nth e
scrap,burned h i m up.Ifi twas
goingtobeth attough forh i m,h e
th ough t,h owmuch tough erwould
i tbeforth oseNisei wh oworeno
uniformsand h adnoribbonsor
medals.
Benplunged i ntoh i scampaign
tobeatdownprejudi cewith aven-
gence,and i twasth i searnestness
wh i ch h elpedi nagreatmeasure
toovercome h i sstagefrigh t.
Ben'sstatureasaspeak erth ere-
foreish ei gh tenedbyth econsum-
matewayh etriumph edoverh i s
h andi caps.Heh astraveledalong
ways,and i ti sag'owi.-gtribute
toh i ssincerityandtoh i sdetermi-
nati ontomak egoodi nafieldm
endeavorwh i ch atonetimenew
such death lyfearsforh i m.
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with th erestricti vecovenants.Th us
Americanciti zenswillbeunabie
tolive i ncertaincommuniti esbe-
cause ofth ei rraceorancestry.
Such curtailmentofafundamental
righ ttoliveandmovefreelywith -
i n th ecountryclearlysh ouldbe
declaredagainstpolicyandan i n-
fringementofconstituti onalrigh ts.
JapaneseAmericansh avefiled
testcases i nth elowercourts
againstrestricti vecovenants.Th e
outcomewillbedecidedbyth etest
casesalreadybeforeth eSupreme
Louvt.
Citi zensofCh i nese,Koreanand
Fili pi noancestriesareconfronted
with th esametypeofrestricti ve
covenants.Eventually,allth emi-
nori tygroupswillbe j oi ni ng i n
tneappealtoh aveth erestricti ve
covenantsdeclaredi llegal,
lienuncianti :
Th osepersons ofJapanesean-

cestrywh orenouncedth ei rAmer-
i canliti zensh i punderaspecialact
passedbyCongresstopermit
American citi zensto expatriate
wh i lelivi ngwith i nth i scountryi f
th epetiti onwasapprovedbyth e
AttorneyGeneralareappealingto
th ecourttodeclareth eactuncon-
stitui otnal.Th ei rcontentioni sth at
aciti zensh i pconferredunderth e
Constituti oncannotbelost.Fur-
th ermoreth eyareclaimi ngth at
th eyrenounced th ei rciti zensh i p
underduress.
Twotypesofcases arebeing

presented,th osewh o h adreach ed
majori tyandth osewh owereeith er
mi norsorbelowth edraftage.
Th e government'spositi onth at
th eserenunciants became enemy
aliensanath ereforedeportableas
undesirablealiens is also being
tested.Th osewh oprofessedlyh ad
dualciti zensh i paroth eones i n-
volved.Th osewh oh adnodualcit-
i zensh i parei nth estatusof"state-
lesspersons"andcannotbedeport-
edforth erei snocountrytowh i ch
th eycanbesent.
Evacuation
Th edecisi onofth eUnitedStates

SupremeCourti nth eKorematsu
evacuationtestcase wasasac1
blow.EverypersonofJapanesean-
cestryandth ei rfri ends h adex
peeledth atth eordersweredis
crimi natoryi nsingli ngoutperson'
nfJapancce ancestry,especialh
citi zens.Th eAmericanCi vi lLiber
tiesUnionandth eJACLh avebeer
consideri ngth eproposalofbring-
i ngupanewtestcasetotryto

obtainareversalofth eKorema-
tsudecisi on.
Inth i sconnection,th eli fti ngof
th emassevacuationh adpractically
elimi natedth epossibi li ti esofadi-
recttestofth eorders.Butth e
caseofHomerGlenWilcoxversus
LieutenantGeneralJ.L.DeWitt
fordamagesmayopenupanew
angle.Th ecruxofth ecasei sth at
Wilcoxwasevictedfrom Califor-
ni abysoldiersuponh i srefusalto
leave.Nowh ei ssuingGeneralDe-
Wittfordamages.Th efederaldis-
tri ctj udgegave j udgmenttoWil-
coxfornominaldamagessinceth e
purposewasmerelytoestablish a
precedentastoli abi li ty.
Th e j udgestatedth atalth ough
th e ordersofexclusionmaybe
valid,th egeneralh adnorigh tto
useth earmyi nth eevi cti onofci-
vi li ans.
Th ecasei snowpendingbefore

th e Uni ted StatesNinth Circui t
CourtofAppeals.
ApersonofJapaneseancstry
mayfileasimi larsuitandraise
th econstituti onalityofth eevac-
uationordersoncemore.Th i s i s
goingtonecessitateth eraisi ngof
fundsforsuch purposes.
Inth eOzawacase,wh i ch decided
th equestionwh eth erpersons of
Japaneseancestrywereeligi blefor
citi zensh i p,th e contentionwas
raisedth atJapanesewereofth e
Aryanraceandth ereforefellwith -
i nth ecategoryof"wh i te"andalso
th atth e lawwasdiscri mi natory.
Th eUnitedStatesSupremeCourt
ruledth at"wh i te"i ncludedonly
th osewh owerek nownorconsider-
edtobelongtoth atcategoryat
th eti meCongressenactedth elaw
andnotonascienti fi ci nterpreta-
tion.
Itwillbei nterestingtoh aveth i s
questionreconsideredbyth epres-
entUnitedStatesSupremeCourt
j usti ces.Th eonlyfearisth atth ey
maynotagreetoreviewth ecase.
Toh avepersonsofJapanesean-
cestygototh ecourtstoh aveth ei r
statusclarifi ed i sa h ealth ysi gn.
Inordertocoverasmanyproblems
aspossible,th eformationofth e
Ci vi lRigh tsDefense Union h as
beenastrategicmove.Aunifi ed
mdconcertedactionbyallth ose
i nterestedwillsaveexpensesand
:osts.
Th i s i s th eopportunetimeto
rototh ecourts.Onceth erigh ts
andstatusaresettled,th efuture
coursecanbeplanned.

"Th eSpoilage"Isth eStory
OfTh oseWh oLostFaith

ByLARRYTAJIRI

BOOKREVIEW:

THESPOILAGE:JapaneseAmericanEvacua-
tionandResettlement.ByDoroth yS.Th omasand
Rich ardNi sh i moto.With contributi onsbyRosalie
A.Hank ey,JamesM.Sak oda,MortonGrodzins,
andFrank Miyamoto.UniversityofCalifornia
Press,1946.388pages.$3.75.

"Th eSpoilage"i sth edocumentaryrecordof
th etenpercentofth eJapaneseAmericanevac-
ueesfrom th eWestCoastwh o,i nfear,bitterness
andfrustration,lostth ei rfai th i nth eUni ted
Statesandrenouncedth ei rallegiance.Iti sare-
mark able,readablereportandmanyofitspas-
sages,particularlyth osedealingwith th eper-
sonalh i stori esofth eevacueesi nvolved,willh ave
anemotionali mpactforanyonewh oh asanycon-
tactwi th th eevacuation.
Ear'yi n1942agroupofsocialscienti sts,i nclud-

i nganumberofNisei ,organizedth eEvacuationand
ResettlementStudyatth eUniversityofCalifornia.
Inwnatmaybeconstruedasanefforttomaintai n
objecti vi ty,especiallyofobserverswh ocarriedon
th ei rwork i nth ewarrelocationcenters,th estudy
wasblank etedi nsecrecycomparabletoth atofth e
army'satom-bombproject.Nowth atth ewari sover,
th e vari ousrestricti onsagainstth eevacuees re-
scindedandth erelocationcampslyingemptyand
desolateonforgottenland,th esum ofth egroup's
observationsonwarrelocationi sbeingmadeavail-
abletoth egeneralpubic.
"Th eSpoilage,"dealingmainlywith th esegre-

Re?satTule1ak e,i sth efi rstoftwobook swh i ch
arebeingpublish edatth eUniversityofCalifor-
nia.Th esecondvolume,"Th eSalvage,"wh i ch will
dis.ussth eninetypercentofth eevacueeswh o
leftth erelocationcentersforindi vi dualreset-
tlement,willappeari n1947.
With accesstoth erecordsofth eWarRelocation

Auth ori tyandth eWartimeCi vi lControlAdmini s-
tration,th eArmyagencywh i ch carri edoutth eac-
tualevacuation,aswellastoth efilesofsuch pri-
vateorganizati onsasth eJACL,th eauth orsh ave
providedwh atprobablywi llbeconsideredasth e"of-
fici alstoryofth ewartimeevacuationanddetention
of110,000personsofJapaneseancestry.Yetbecause
th ework i sth eproductofanon-governmentagency
(th eUCprojectwasfinancedbyth eColumbiaFoun-
dationofSanFranciscoandoth erprivategrants)
th eauth orspul'nopunch esi nth ei rtreatmentof
WCCAandWRApolici es.
Li k eAlexanderLe'igbton's "Th eGoverning of
Men"wh i ch di scussedrelocationatth ePostoncamp,
"Th eSpoilage"i sareportonth ebeh avi orofh uman
beingsunderth eexperiencesofforcedevacuation
andforceddetention.Th efrustrationsengenderedby
th eabnormalconditi onsofinternmentarenotpe-
culiartoth eNi sei nortoth ei rJapan-bornparents.
Th eli teratureofKoestlerandoth ersonEuropean
displacedpersonstouch onth efearand i nsecurity
wh i ch i saproductofsuch displacement.Someof
th ereactionsnotedbyRussellBrinesi n"UntilTh ey
EatStones,"wh i ch telsofth ei nternmentofwh i te
AmericansatSantoTomas,areth eparallelofth e
beh avi orofJapaneseandJapaneseAmericansi nth e
relocationcenters.
Butwh i leth e i nternmentofAmericansbyan

enemyarmyatSantoTomaswasanexpectedcon-
sequenceofwar,th eWestCoastevacuationresulted
i nth ei nternmentongroundsofrace,with outi n-
divi dualh eari ngsortrial,of75,000Americanciti -
zens.Th eseNisei werenotdisfranch i sed, i nfact
th eywerepermittedtovotbyabsenteeballoti nth e
electionsofth ei rnativestateandlaterth eywere
ask edtovolunteerforth eUnitedStatesarmywh i le
sti 'lconfinedbeh i ndth efencesandwatch towersof
th erelocationcamps.Th ereweremanyamongth ese
Nisei i nth ecampswh ocouldnotrationalizeupon
th econtradicti onsofth ei rsi tuation.Outofth ei r
predicamentgrewbitternessandfrustration and
outofi tgrewfear—fearofaddeddiscri mi nati on
andmi streatmenti nanunfriendlyoutsideworld—
andafeelingofi nsecuritywh i ch coloredth ei rj udg-
mentsandled th em totak eactions wh i ch th ey

wouldnoth avetak enundernormalconditi ons.
Th erewereapproximately5,000renunciantsat

th esegregationcampofTuleLak eandi ti swith
th i sgroupth atth eauth orsof"Th eSpoilage"are
mainlyconcerned.Th ebook ,h owever,contains
"Importantmateriali ni tstreatmentofth eevacua-
tioni tselfandth eearlystagesofth edevelopment
ofth erelocationcenterswith particularemph asi s
onpersonalityandgroupconflictswh i ch developed
from differencesi nattitudetowardth eadmini s-
trationofth ecampsandtoth eevacuationi tself.
Th eauth orspointoutafactth atgenerallyi s

overlook ed i ndenunciati onofth eArmyandth e
governmentforth emassevacuation.Th i s i sth at
publicandpoliti calpressuredeterminedth eform
ofth ewh oleprogram.Th erewasnoprovisi oni nth e
origi nalevacuationplansforpermanentrelocation
centers.Th erewasnoi deaoflimi ti ngth efreemove-
mentofth eevacueesoutsideth eWestCoastproh i -
bitedzone.Butvoluntaryevacuationdidnotwork
mainlybecauseofpublic h osti li tyandth eArmy
andth eadmini strationbowedtoexpediency.Th e
origi nalmistak eofmassevacuationwasamendVd-
byth eWRAunderDillonS.Myerwh owasresolved
toreturnth e evacueestonormalcommuniti esas
soonasfeasible.

"Th eSpoilage"containsdetailedreportsonth e
Manzanar,PostonandTuleLak e i nci dents,allof
wh i ch weresensationallyreportedi nth eCalifornia
press,anatnedispassionateaccounts,drawnfrom
governmentrecordsand th eobservationsoffi eld
work ers,lendanewperspectivetoth eseseparate
crisesi nth eevacueecommuniti es.
Th erei sextensivematerialonth eregistration

of1943wh i ch resulted i nth eadmi ni strativedeterm-
i nati onofth e"loyal"and "disloyal"amongth e
evacueesandledtoth edefini ti on,amongth eevac-
ueesth emselves,ofsympath i esandantagonismsand
.resultedi nth eestablish mentofth eTuleLak ecamp
asasegregationcenterforth osepersonswh o,i n
th eopini onofth egovernment,h adnotsatisfac-
torilyansweredth eloyaltyquestionsi nth eregistra-
tionquestionnaire.Butth epublish edexcerptsof
interviewswith manywh och oseth eroadtoTule
i .ak e i ndi cateth atth ematterofloyaltywasnot
th eprimaryone i nth ei rdecisi ons.Fearofi nse-
curity i nforcedresettlementoutsideth e campus
andbitternessagainstth egovernmentforth etreat-
mentaccordedth emwerelargerfactors.
Th esecondh alfofth ebook i sconcernedwh olly

with th eTuleLak esegregationcenteranddiscusses
variousstagesi nth edevelopmentofevacueeat-
titudesatth ecamp.Th epressureandcoercionprac-
ti cedbyorganizedsegregeegroupswith i nth ecenter
toforceAmericanciti zenstorenounceth ei rci ti zen-
sh i paredescribed.
Th erearech aptersonth emartiallawinvok edat

TuleLak efollowingth e"ri ot"i nNovember,1943,
andonth ei nceptionoforganizedcampaignswi th i n
th ecampsagainstevacueesconsideredtobe"in-
formers."Th i saccountofTuleLak esh owsth ede-
velopmentofWRApolicyanddescribesh owth ead-
mi ni strationbotch edth eh andli ngofone"i nci dent,'
wh i ch grewoutofth edeath ofafarmwork eri nan
autoaccidentandh owth eWRA h andledwith con-
siderablefinesseanoth er"inci dent"wh i ch resulted
from th eunwarrantedsh ooti ngofanevacueeby
a"trigger-h appy"Armyguard.
Th efinalch aptersaredevotedtoth emassre-

nunciati onsofciti zensh i pbyciti zenevacueesatTule
Lak eandfflosewith th i scomment:
"With massrenunciati onofciti zensh i pbyNisei

andKibei ,th ecyclewh i ch beganwith th eevacua-
tionwascomplete.Th ei rparents h adlostth ei r
h ard-wonfooth old i nth eeconomicstructureof
AmericaTh ey,th emselves,h adbeendeprivedof
righ tswh i ch i ndoctrinati on i nAmericansch ools
h adledth emtobelievei nvi olable.Ch argedwith
nooffense,butvicti msofamili tarymisconcep-
tion,th eyh adsufferedconfinementbeh i ndbarber-
wi re.Th eyh adbeenstigmatizedasdisloyaloften
farremovedfrom anycriteri onofpoliti calalleg-
i ance.Th eyh adbeenatth emercyofadmini stra-
tiveagencieswork i ngatcrosspurposes,lney

Th i sdrawingwasmadebyCh i uraObataforth e j ack etof"Th eSpoilage."

EvanstonHousewifeWrites
Book AboutNisei Resettlers

BySUEKUNITOMI

Book Review:

Ch i cago,111.
Stacyfeltqueerwh en sh e re-
membered th at h er broth er,
Th omeKennedy,wasfigh ti ngth e
Japanese i n Burma.Here th e
Ok amotosweregoing to be

%
th e

Kennedys'nextdoorneigh bors i n
North ri de,Illinoi s.Sh ecouldsee
th eNi sei girlwasprettyandch i c,
h erbroth erwell-groomed. Just
th esame,th eyweredifferentand
Stacywasn'tsureth atsh ewould
li k eth em.
Th enwh enbusinessmenbegan
talk i ngabouth avi ngth em move
outbecauseth ei rcomingtoNorth -
ridgewouldlowerrealestateval-
ues and th e h i gh sch oolgang
tensedup,Stacyandh erfamily
feltdeepsympath yforth enew-
comers.Itj ustdidn'tseemdecent
andAmericani ntraditi ontoj udge
peoplebyth ei rsk i n.
Th e Ok amotos went about
quietly,painti ng and scrubbing
th ei rnew h ome. Mr.Ok amoto,
adentist,practiced i n Ch i cago.
Mrs.Ok amotok ept h ouse wh i le
Ch arli e and Doroth y attended
North ri dgeh i gh sch ool.Th erewas
aservicestari nth ei rwi ndowfor
Bill,wh owasasergeanti nBur-
ma.Th ere was so littleth ey
wanted—onlytobeleftalone,to
liveth ei rownlife.
One alternoon,StacyandLiz

ask edDoroth yto h aveacok eat
UieSoda-Bar,Th eysawth esign,
"No JapsWanted!"th atsome
studenth adtack edup.Th efollow-
i ng morning,th enewlypainted
pick etlence wasbrok en. Wnen
somedelinquentsetfiretoth e
Soda-Bar,everyone spread ugly
rumorsandpointedth ei rAngersat
Ch arli e.SoonafterTh ome was
reported"missi ngi naction"and
Stacywasallmixed up. Sh e
didn'twantto concern h erself
with th eOk amotos. Sh ewanted
toconcentrateon h ermusicles-
sons,gotoamoviewith Erici n-
steadofquarrelingwi th h i m.Run-
ninglorelectionasrepresentative

forth e studentcouncil, Stacy
wantedtowin.Buth erbeliger-
ent defense ofth e Japanese
Americanswassuretolosesome
votes.
Itwasbadenough ,butafew
week slater,a WarDept.tele-
gramnotifi edth eOk amotofamily
th atBillwask i lled—mistak enfor
anenemysoldier,h ewassh otby
oneofh i sownmen.Th atsettled
th i ngsforStacy;sh e decidesto
stick to h erprinci plesandloses
toGay. Th evi ctorturnstables
andi sconvertedtoStacy'swayof
th i nk i ng. Outofth ei rconversa-
tionscometh e"CreedforAmeri-
cans"wh i ch i spresentedtoth e
studentbodyandth ecommunityof
North ri dgeforconsiderationand
signature.Atth i scrucialpoist,
Th omereturnsandrelatesth ath e
wasrescuedfrom beh i ndenemy
linesbyagroupofi ntelligence
men,ledbySgt.BillOk amoto.
Wh en th e creed i s presented
Th ome,th ei rh ero,tellsth estory
ofBillandstatesth ati feveryone
i swilli ngtosignapledge to
mak e Democracy work i n th e
sch oolandk eepth atpledge,th en
Democracywi llwork i neverycor-
nerofAmerica.
"'lnTraditi on,"AnneEmeryof
Evanston, Illinoi s,writes th e
th ough tfulstoryofth erelocation
ofaJapaneseAmericanfamily
i ntoaconservative,proudAmeri-
cancityandth etension,th eflare-
upsoftwoarmedcampsfacing
each oth eracrossanobstacleof
prejudi ce. Sh ewri tesofth econ-
flicti ngemotionsofa17-year-old
wh i teAmericangirli ncontrastto
FlorenceMean's"Moved-Outers,"
w,h i ch describes th e tangled
th ough tsofan18-year-oldNisei
American.Mrs.Emeryi ssympa-
th eti candunderstandingi nwrit-
i ngofagroupofpeoplesh ecame
tok nowth rough gi rlswh owork ed
forh erandaddsh ersupportto
th eeffortsofth eJapaneseAmeri-
canswh oaremak i ngth ei rfuture
i nth eteemingciti esofIllinoi s.

Nisei ProblemsCoToCourt

(Continuedonpage7)
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Ok adaInsuranceHits
High Seriesi nLeague
Ok adaInsurance ofSaltLak e
Ci tyh i tah i gh seriesof2725to
defeatth eyoungKasai Insurance
team,3to1,asth esecondh alfot
th eSaltLak eJACLseasonopened
onDec.16atth eTemplealleys.
GeorgeSak ash i ta,with a539se-

ries,ledth e second-place Dawn
Noodleteamtoa2565to2297vic-
toryoverth eOgdenVets,wh i le
Mai nJewelry upsetth e Orem
Farmer*2213 to 2172. Wally's
Flowerstook fourpointsfrom
ABCTown sh op,2216 to2109,
wh i leOK CafeandUtah Auto
Clubh adanevenspliti nth ei r
match .
Mak i Kaizumi 's 585 and Jun

Kurumada's574toppedth eh i gh -
scoringOk adateamtogamesof
968,931and826.

SanJoseBallroom
IssueSettled
SAN JOSE,Calif.—Th efacili -
ti esofth eSanJoseWomen'sclub
ballroomwereagainmadeavail-
abletopersonsofJapanesean-
cestry,wh enrepresentationsfrom
th eUnitedCiti zens'Leaguere-
sulted i naclarifi cati on ofth e
club'spolicy.
Wh enth eJACL groupapplied
foruseofth eballroomrecently
th eywere i nformedbyth ecusto-
dianth atsincenoNisei groups
h adbeenrecommendedforuseof
th eh all,th eballroom wouldonly
berentedtoCaucasians.
Protests were made th rough
Mrs.Steph enPeabodyandMrs.
ClaudeSettles,wh oareactivei n
civi candch urch acti vi ti es.
Th eUCL was i nformedth i s
week th atth e h allwasavailable
forusebyJapaneseAmericans.

Tani,Nak anoHead
ListofNominees
ForSt.LouisPosts
ST.LOUlS—Henry Tani and
Sam Nak ano h eadth eli stof22
candidateswh o h avebeennominat-
edforpostsi nth e1947cabinetof
th eSt.LouisJACL.
Nak ano i sth epresenth eadof
th eSt.Louisch apter.
Th enamesofth e candidates
are:LouisKurah ara,AlfredMo-
ri ok aandMrs.FlorenceOk uyama,
vice-pres.;Ai k oKayash i ma,Mrs.
AliceHayash i andMaySak ai zawa,
rec.sec;SuzieYamash i ta,Tosh i
IwataandMitsuk oHattori,corres.
sec;GeorgeOsh i ma,RoseOgino
andJimmi eHayash i ,treas.;Jim
Kamei andDan Sak ah ara,dele-
gates;andJeanOtani,Mm Iwa-
sak i andFredK.Osh i ma,public
relations.
GeorgeTeraok a, ch ai rman of

th e election committee,stressed
th atth emeetingwi llbeopento
write-i ncandidates.
Th enew officers willbe i n-
stalledatan i nauguraldinneri n
January.
Th eSt.Louisch apteri ssponsor-
i ngaNewYear'sevedanceata
downtownh otel.
On Des.29 Jimmi e Hayash i 's

blueteam,wh i ch wonth emember-
sh i pcontest,willbegivena"spa-
gh etti dinner"byWillKagawaand
h i sred team atHenryTani's
h ome.

InstallNewOfficers
OfSeattleCh apter
SEATTLE—Newofficersofth e
Seattle Progressive Citi zens
League,ach apterofth eJACL,
were i nstalledon Dec. 13atth e
dancewh i ch followed th etesti-
moni albanquetforNisei warvet-
erans.
Masao Satow,actingnational

executivesecretaryofth eJACL,
i nstalledth efollowingmembersof
th enewcabinet:
GeorgeMinato,pres.;JoeHira-

bayash i ,first vice-pres.; TomSak ah ara,secondvice-pres.;Mit-
suyeUyeta,rec sec;Alice Ka-
wanish i ,corres.seczFrank Yana-
gimach i ,treas.;Emery Andrews,
Clarence Arai,Frank Hattori,
DaveHirah ara,MacKanek o,FrankKmomoto,Ak i raKumasak a,Bill
Mimbu,Frank Mi yamoto,RobertO'Brien,RoySak amoto,Dick Set-suda,HarryTak agi ,Sh i gek oUnoand JuroYosh i ok a,members of
th eadvisoryboard.
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PROFESSIONALNOTICES

Dr.Cath eri neItatani
Optometrist

4335South Lak ePark
BOUlevard8655

Ch i cago,111.

T.HEDANI,O.D.
OPTOMETRIST v

1854Fi llmoreStreet
SANFRANCISCO

Teleph one:Walnut9423

Megumi Y.Sh i noda
M.D.

244Vi BastFi rstStreet
LosAngeles,California
Ph one:Mich i gan2576
Res:Normandy2-7597

DR.Y.KIKUCHI
Dentist

124South SanPedroStreet
(FormerSh ok i nBuildi ng)

'LosAngeles12,CaliforniaTel:Mich i gan3580 Room 211

GEORGEKjTTA
ATTORNEY-AT-LAW

944E.43rdSt. Km.13
Ch i cago,Illinoi s
Tel:Boulevard 2715

Drs.Hiura&Hiura
OPTOMETRISTS
SOUTHSIDE

1454E53rdSt.-Tel.MID8363
NORTHSIDE

1200 N.Clark -Tel.SUP1612
CHICAGO,ILLINOIS

WILEYH.HIGUCHIj
Attorney-at-Law
82N.StateStreet

Suite709,Ch i cago,Illinoi s
Ph ones:

Office:DEArborn4684,4685
Residence:SUNnyside9229
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FRANKLIN CHINO
ATTORNEY-AT-LAW
160N.LaSalleStreet
CHICAGO 1,ILLINOIS

Teleph ones:
State6750-Frank li n5120
SCALISE,CHINO&

SCHULTZ
Dr.Joh nY.Nak ah ara

DENTIST

2514Sh attuck Avenue
Berk eley,California
Ph one:BErk eley3270

DR.F.T.INUKAI
DENTIST

1001ApgarStreet
Oak land,California
Ph one:Piedmont4942 )DR.M.OKUDA'

DENTIST
515VillaStreet

MountainView,California
Off.:Mt.View 3916
Res.:PaloAlto2-6483

Dr.TomT.Tak ah ash i
DENTIST

63728th St.-Cor.Grove
OAKLAND9,California

TE1022 Res.HI5426
Dr.Yosh i k oSh i mada

Dentist

312E.IstSt. Ph .TU2930
Room 309 LosAngeles Îth omaŝasuda"!Attorney-at-Law

134N.LaSaUeSt.
Suite2008

Ch i cago2,Illinoi s
Ph one:FRAnk li n1266
Residence"Midway2099DR.K.SUGINO

OPTOMETRIST
122So.SanPedroSt
LobAngeles,Calif.
Teleph oneMU7419

Eve.andSun.byAppt

JIROYAMAGUCHI„ Attorney
1200North Clark St
Ch i cago10,Illinoi s

Ph .SUP.8356.Res.WHI9878
Dr.M.M.Nak adate

DENTIST
Suites311-314"Firm Bldg.
112No.SanPedroSt.,
LosAngeles12,Calif.
Ph one:VAndyk e1591

Dr.CarlT.Hirota
Dentist

1797SutterSt. WE5388
SanFrancisco,Calif.

DR.BEN T.CHIKARAISHI
Optometrist

1200North Clark ,Cor.Divi si on
Ph .SUPerior8717,Ch i cago10
Mon.,Wed.2p.m.-7p.m.
Tne.,Th urs.2p.m.-9p.m.Saturday9a.m.-6p.m.
Ifbefore2p.m.State6593

Dr.HenryH.Aramak i
DENTISTRY

112N.SanPedroSt
Suite311-314 - LosAngeles
OfficePh one:VANDYKE1592
Residence:PARKWAY 5220

DR.R.MASSAKADA
OPTOMETRIST

South Si deBank &TrustBldg.
CottageGroveat47th St.

Ch i cago,111.
Office—KENwood 1060
Res.—BOUlevard2378
EveningsbyAppointment

DR.C.M.i smzu
DENTIST

3164AdelineSt-So.Berk eley
(AboveBank ofAmerica)
NearGroveandAleatras
Teleph oneOlympic6307

DR.A.KAWABE
Ph ysi ci anandSurgeon

Osteopath
112N.SanPedroSt

LosAngeles12 TUck er8353
Res.3125 MontclairSt
Ph oneREpublic0301

Dr.RoyM.Nish i k awa
Practici ngOptometryand
ContactLenaFitti ng
3565S.WesternAye.

Tel.:PA8090"Res:NO27508
LosAngeles7,Calif.

Sundays& EveningsbyAppt
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IDR.T.TSUBOI
j DR.R.TATSUNO
j H.IWAMOTO j

Optometrist-Optici ans j
136WestFi rstSouth j
Teleph one5-8871

SaltLak eCity,Utah

!0.C.TANNER JEWELRYCOMPANY
DiamondsandWatch es

SaltLak eCity,170S.Main
Brigh am City,137Mai n
Murray Neph i
♦-— —— —— —— ——-»♦

DON'S
POOLHALL
110WestFi rstSouth
SaltLak eCity,Utah
Teleph one:3-0071

RADIOREPAIRSERVICE
Ph onograph s& SoundSystems

JAMESS.KONISHI
Freed MotorCo.

0r—2132Rich ardsSt
Ph one6-5577 SaltLak eCity

m "Insistonth eFi nest"

li j Et
KanemasaBrand
IAsk for Faj i moto's,Edo

Miso,Pre-WarQualityat
yoorfavorite sh oppi ng

centers

FUJMOTOand
COMPANY

302-306South 4th West
I BaltLak eCity4,Utah

Tel:4-827»

j HELPWANTED
I InDRYCLEANINGESTABLISHMENTj GoodWages-PleasantSurroundings-8HoursaDayForfulldetailswrite:

GEORGEH.HAKATA,Sr.
I511g<tôi »L._ *

_ Elk o,Nevada

1'
630So.IstWestMODERNGARAGE SaltLak êtTl

PHONE:4-8257 * *Announcesth eOpeningofTh ei rBusinessfor
GENERALAUTOMOBILEANDTRUCKREPAIRING
QUICK— DEPENDABLE— GUARANTEEDSERVICEGeo.M.Nak amura M.Joh nHatae Geo.H.SnimH.
_4-4063 9-5791 3-6957 |
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SEASON'SGREETINGSfrom...
CONSOLIDATEDMERCANTILE,Inc.

140WestSecondSouth St. SaltLak eCity
Speciali zi ngi naCompleteLineof
FoodProductsandMerch andi se

ORIENTALFOODS-RESTAURANTSUPPLIES-MAROBEE
PLAYGROUNDEQUIPMENT-TOYS-GAMES-STAMINITE
PLASTICPAINTPRODUCTS-NOVELTIES-ELECTRICAL
HOMEAPPLIANCES.

WeSolici tYourInquiri es— Ph one:4-0513
Ch arlesYonezu-Willi am G.Mors"Th omasP.Hick s

i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i mi i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i h i i i i i ui i i i i i i i i mi ui i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i mi i i mi tni i ni i i i i i ni i unuKM—f—mm—m———w*
ANNIVERSARYSALE

$50IstPrizeand25Oth erValuablePrizes
Beautiful1947CalendarFree!

JUST ARRIVED:
BLUEROSERICE-JAPANGREENTEA-DRIEDSHRIMP
CompleteLineofGroceries&Vegetables—AlsoJapaneseFoods

FREEDELIVERY!
Ph ones:4-8098 -3-4853

CALIFORNIA MARKET WHOLESALEDEPT.
138W.IstSouth St. * J.T.Iwanaga&Co.
SaltLak eCity,Utah * 138W.IstSouth St.

I

!NOWAVAILABLE:

Th eWESCO-MATIC
AUTOMATICRECORD-PLAYER

Tak esuptoTen10-inch or12-inch Records
Price:$47.50

Comei nandHeari tToday

MAINJEWELRY
"YourFriendlyJewelryStore"

JIROSAKANO, Prop.;70 WestIstSouth SaltLak eCity,UUh,MAILORDERS ACCEPTED

PlaceYourOrderNowforWestingh ouseWash ers,Iroaers,
Refrigerators,andth eFamousWeetingh euseLaundromat

L...........f.,...̂.........̂..»»> .... «.»■

!
Portraitsby...
TERASHIMA
STUDIO

Ph one 66E4th So.St.
4-8261 SaltLsk eCity

CAMERAFANS
InsureyourCameras,

SpecialLenses,Equipment
"AllRisk s"Coverage

Inquire

IflTOOKADA
403SeasonBuildi ng
SaltLak eCity 1,Utah

Ph one5-8040

■HENRYY.KASAI
ISpecialAgentover30Yew*
NEW YORKLIFE

INSURANCECO.
1845-101Years■U*«
Insurance i nForce
Over8Billi onDoUaw
A MUTUALCOMPANY
TotalDivi dends**&*£?i cyh olders Since OrgsniM
tion:Over1Billi on,496

Milli onDoIUm
301Walk erBank Bid*
SALTLAKECITYLUTAH
Tel:5-2841or8-6675



h adyieldedtoparentalcompulsioni nordertoh oldth efami ly i ntact.Th eyh adbeen i nti mi datedbyth eruth lesstacticsofpressuregroupsi ncamoTh ey h adbecometerrifi edbyreportsofth econtinui ng h osti li tyofth eAmericanpublic,andth eyh adfinallyrenouncedth ei ri rreparablydeoreciatedAmericanciti zensh i p.
"Manyofth em h avesinceleftth ecountry,voluntarily,totak eupli fe i ndefeatedJapanOth erswillremain m America,i nth eunprece-

dentedandambiguousstatusofciti zenswh obe-

otXifbTrBth !"e,ißi bk todtiMnBh i p i nth e«—
;„+Th etr,e"?*,f»°tnoteto.th estoryof"Th eSDoilai re"
Mn~efh rmtedSt?tesdistri ctcourtJ"Sanffi i scoSaeBeaafnroomt£0tSand°fT,UltLak e's"nunciant',i ei easeatrom th etensionsofth eseereirati onmm"AirC„rse<lfbyTCOntactwith ttaouuSXoridftS
ofa7""̂ J,aPaneseancestryh aveth egoodwill
andafuturPrâei P̂2Jtionofth ei rfellowciti zens
suitL»■1uth ls! "ativeland,h avefiledconfined i fi h Pth ?/i ti ZnSh i ?th eyrenouncedwh i lecontmedi nth ebleak nessofth esegregationcamp.

VitalStatisti cs
BIRTHS

n,IO,,Dr-andMrs-PaulYamauch i ,217South BoyleAye.,LosAnge-
les,aboy,NormanKazumasa,onNov.15.
o.T,°, andMrs.Keich i Sh i mi zu,
244%EastFi rstSt.,LosAngeles,
agirl,BarbaraJean,onNov.27.
ToMr.andMrs.Joh nIwatsuof
Bergenfield,N.J.,agirl,Claire,onNov.27.
ToMr.andMrs.MasHondoa
boyonDec.15 i nSaltLak eCi ty.
ToMr.andMrs.Kuni h i roagirlonNov.5i nSierraMadre,Calif.
ToMr.andMrs.NobuKawai a
boyonNov.8i nPasadena,Calif.
ToMr.and Mrs.Kobayash i a
boyonNov.10i nPasadena.
ToMr.andMrs.Yosh Fuj i mura
aboyonDec.6 i nPasadena
ToMr.andMrs.BillKugaa
girlonNov.28 i nLosAngeles.
ToMr.andMrs.FredKurimoto
aboyonOct.25 i nLosAngeles.
ToMr.andMrs.I.Yutak a,33%South WestTemplest.,SaltLak e
Ci tyagirlonDec.13.
Mr.andMrs.SeizoKodani,Mon-
terey,Calif.,agirlonNov.29.
ToMr.andMrs.Ch arlesTam-

bara,aboyonDec.14i nLosAn-
geles.
To Mr.andMrs.HaruoAsai,

Lodi,Calif.,agirlonDec.6.ToMr.andMrs.Willi amYosh i -
muraagirli nDenver.
ToMr.andMrs.GeorgeH.Su-

nadatwingi rlsi nDenver.
ToMr.andMrs.TsuneoMasu-

da,Henderson,Colo.,aboy.
ToMr.andMrs.I.G.Ni sh i mu-

ra,Brigh ton,Colo.,agirl.

DEATHS
TaroNish i ,43East2ndSouth
St.,SaltLak eCity,onDec.18.
Miwa Suzuk i on Dec. 14 i n
MountainView,Calif.
SotaroUsh i j i maonDec.13 i n

LosAngeles.
Mrs.Tsuch i yo Sai k i ,formerly
ofLosAngeles,Calif.,Dec.17i n
NewYork Ci ty.Sh ei ssurvived
by h erh usband,Tsunesuk e,and
th reesons, George,Frank and
Jimmy.
YataroYamaguch i ,82,onDec.
14i nSanDiego.
GeorgeGoroKi j i k i ,68,onDec.
19i nPocatello,Idah o.
Manj i roDoi onDec.9i nFres-

no,Calif.
Mrs.HideYok oyama,59,of2441

GrantSt.,Ogden,onDec.14.Sh ei ssurvivedbyth efollowingsons
anddaugh ters:MitsuoandHisak o,
Yok oyama,Ogden;Sh i geo Yok o-
yama,U.S.Army,PercyJones
general h ospi tal,Battle Creek ,Mich .;andMrs.TsutomuMitsuo,
SaltLak eCi ty.
RoyFuj i i ,27,i nFlorin,Calif.,onDec.6.
Nobuk o Sak amoto,13,onDec.

12i nLosAngeles.
KeitaroKawaneonDec.19*i n

LosAngeles.
Masumi IriyeonDec.9 i nCh i -

cago.

WEDDINGS
Ki k uyeTerasawatoTosh i roTa-
guwaonDec.11atSeabrook ,N.J.
Midori Funatak etoJoeKomoto
i nPortland,Ore.
MarionTanabetoJoh nMiyabe

onNov.27i nSanDiego.
Yosh i eYosh i ak i ,Brook s,Ore.,to

Tosh Mayedai nLongview,Wash .,
onDec.7.
Doroth yHirok oKei k oantoKi-
yosh i UratsuonDec.8 i nSacra-
mento.
Alice Hi rok o Fuj i i ,La Jara,

Colo., to Tatsuo Matsuda of
Pearce,Colo.,onDec.11 i nDen-
ver.
Sh i zuk oTamura,Swink ,Colo.,
toKeita B. Tash i ro, Crowley,
Colo.,onDec.11i nDenver.
HelenYuk i k oMunek i yotoDon-
aldJunich i Onuma on Dec.1i n
Ch i cago.
AlmaGrace Bando to Ralph

KatoonDec.9i nCh i cago.
Sue Aok i toJoh nKi tasak oon

Dec.12i nWash i ngton,D.C.
MaryMak i sh i matoSh oj i Ish i -
maruonDec.12i nLodi,Calif.
Tosh i k o Uyesh i ma to Sh oj i
Ish i maruonDec.15 i nStock ton,Calif.
Mark M.YonedatoTaek oUyeda
onDec.15i nDenver.

Nisei VotedMost
Inspiri ngPlayer
FRESNO,Calif.—FibberHira-
yamawasvotedlastweek asth e
'mosti nspi ri ng player"on th e
Exeter h i gh sch oolligh twei gh t
team.
Hi rayamastarredatlefth alf-

back onth eligh twei gh tswh oh ave
notlostagamei nth reeyears.

Nisei Lieutenant
WedsMissRavetta
WASHINGTON— MissSoph i e
Ravetta andLt.Arth urKanek o
wereunitedi nmarriageonDec.9
atth eSacristyofSt.Matth ew'sCath elrali nWash i ngton.Th eRev.
Joh nS.Spenceperformedth ecere-mony.Th ebri de'sattendantswere
MargaretBah radni k aandTeresa
Amitrano,wh i leLt.Tom Sak amo-
toservedasbestman.
Th e bride,wh oworeawh i te
gownandcarriedabonuquetof
wh i teroses,wasgiveni nmarriage
byMr. Joh n McGann,program
ch ai rmanofth eNationalCath o-li cCommunityService.Th eush -
erswereCapt.Ph i li pIsh i oandLt.
JoeMasuda.Areceptionwash eld
atth eCath oli cUSOsocialh allon
NStreetN.W.

_
Th ebridei semployedbyth eNa-
tionalCath oli c.CommunityService
and i sanactivememberofth e
Wash i ngtonNisei Juni orHostess-esClub.Th egroom i swith th e
Wash i ngtonDocuments Center.

Lodi Wedding
LODI,Calif.—-Miss Mary Ma-
k i sh i ma was married to Sh oj i
Ish i maruonDec.15atth ePres-
byterianCalvarych urch with th e
Rev.Hata,offici ati ng.
Th ebride,daugh terofMrs.S.
Mak i sh i maandth elateMr.D.
Mak i sh i ma;andth egroom,th e
sonofMr.andMrs.S.Ish i maru,
both graduated from Stock ton
sch ools.Th e groom recentlyre-
turnedfrom service i nth eU.S.Army.

(Continuedfrom page5)
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"THESPOILAGE" "1
DOROTHYS.THOMASandRICHARDNISHIMOTO
Th estoryofth e"tech ni callydisloyal"segmentor

!
JapaneseAmericans. ■■■"■vi or

|Abrilli antanalysisbasedonth ree-and-a-h alfyear's!fieldobservationsbysociologistsfrom th eUniver-siti yofCalifornia. "
408pages-3Ph otograph s-10Ch arts-Index
!$3.75Publish edby— UniversityofCaliforniaPress

{Berk eley4,California jOrderYourCopyNowfrom...!
| ■ IWallaceHill|
| Ark adelph i a,Ark ansas j
Pleasesendme copyorcopiesofTHESPOILAGE

j Pri ce$3.75
j Name
| Address
.( "City , StateI Book ssentpostpaid. Sendch eck ormoneyorder.

"...i ti sbeautifulandi ntenselymoving..."
—Hon.Joseph C.Grew

-"■._.th y
neigh bor.."
ByLUCILECOLYER

"...i nti matelypersonal,andyet—universal..."
—Dr.AlbertW.Palmer

Th e i dealgift...softboundediti on...$1.25
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Both Editi onsIllustrated
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InternationalMark et
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Tel:PLAza 1633
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Co-Ed'sBeautySalon
1305E53rdSt.-Ch i cago

Sh i zuyeKidoand
KayKawamura
Ph oneFairfax4371

HENRYSUZUKIDA
LincolnNationalLifeIns.Co.

Suite 1855
OneNorth LaSalleStreet
Ch i cago2,Illinoi s
CENtral1393

OrderYourNewYearNeedsNow!

RICE,MOCHI,AGE,KAMABOKO
GREENTEA

CompleteLineofOrientalFoods

S& ICompany
4868N.Sh eri danRoad Ch i cago,Illinoi s

Ph one:LONgbeach 5794
MailOrdersPromptlyFilled

I PLACEYOURORDERFOR

INewYearIVIocHi
— with—.

IDIAMONDTRADING CO.
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THEALBUM
PortraitPh otograph ers
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CURTISSCANDYCOMPANY
EmploymentOffer-NISEIGIRLSWANTED
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Health Insurance— Vacationwith Pay—PensionPlansCompanyemploysmanyNisei work ers.Noexperiencenecessary
ReporttoMainOffice,1101 W.BelmontAvenue,Ch i cago

SeeMr.HarryBMayedaorElmerL.Sh i rrellatth ataddress
BlTtersweet6300



OtaFilesSuit
ForAccounting
OnInh eri tance
LOSANGELES— SetsuzoOta,
formerwrestlingstar,filed suit
h ereonDec.16foranaccounting
ofth eremnantsofth eestateof
h i slatewife,LucyBanningOta.
Daugh terofapioneerSouth ern
California realestate magnate,
Mrs.Otadiedofillness i nItalyi n
1929wh i letravelingwith h erh us-
band.
Otaallegedh ewasleftallbut

$40,000ofth eestatewh i ch once
wasvaluedat$463,897.
Otaclaimedth e$40,000Wasbe-
queath edtoMrs.Ota'slegalad-
viser,th elateWardCh apman.Ota
declaredth atCh apman leftth e
$40,000i nth eestateandcollected
th ei nterest.
Mostofth erestofth eestatei s

clai medbyMrs.R.D.Kellard,wh o
allegesth atOtaassigned h i s i n-
terestto h eri nexch angeforan
unspecifi edamountofcash .

ArizonaJACLPlans
NewYear'sEveDance
GLENDALE,Ariz.—Th eArizona
ch apterofth eJACL.willh oldi ts
annualNewYear'sEvepartyat
th ebeautiful"FiestaRoom*of
th eHotelWestward Ho,asan-
nouncedbyJoh nTadano,ch ai rman
ofth eaffair.About150to200
personsareexpectedtoattend.
Buffetsupperwillbeserved
anddancingto th emusicofth e
"NewYork er"orch estra. Th ere
willbeentertainmentwith noise-
mak ers,h ats, h orns andalsoa
drawingofmanyprizes.
Th ecommitteei nch argeofth i s
affairareJoh nTadanoandMasao
Tsutsumida,program;Mrs.Ben
Hi k i da, i nvi tati ons;CarlSato,
TsutomuIk eda,LindyOk abayash i
andBenYabuno,prizes;th eLobos
club,microph oneandoth ermiscel-
laneouswork .
Th i s i sth efirstaffairi nth e
newplansofreactivati onofth e
Ari zonach apterofth eJACL.Th e
offici alsofth eArizonach apter
wi llwork alongwi th th eNational
JACLi n i tsfi gh ttoobtainciti -
zensh i pforth eIssei andpassage
ofth eevacuationclaimbill.

VeteranElected
ToLeadersh i pof
OrangeCountyCL
SANTAANA,Calif.—Th e new

cabinetofth e Orange County
JACLish eadedbyFrank Mizusa-
wa,veteranofth ePacifi cth eater.
Th emembersofth enewcabinet

i ncludeTom Enomoto,firstvice-
pres.;Hitosh i Nitta,secondvice-
pres.;BillOk uda,exec,sec;James
Sasano,treas.;andFrank Naga-
matsu,Louis Disoh ner, Ch arles
Ish i i ,Sh i g NagamatsuandFred
Mizusawa,members-at-large.
HenryKanegae i s th eretiri ng

presidentofth ech apter.

WillHoldDance
PORTLAND, Ore.—A NewYear'seve dance willbe spon-

soredbyth eOregonYBAonDec.
31from 8p.m.atth eYWcA,
BroadwayandTaylorstreets,i n
Portland.

EntertainSoldiers
LOSANGELES—In th e first
organizedprogram to entertain
Nisei Glsfromth emili taryi ntel-
ligencesch oolatMonterey,Calif,
wh oarenowon Ch ri stmasfur-
lough s i n South ern California,
th reeNisei girls'organizati onsen-
tertainedth esoldiersatth eInter-
nationalInstituteonDec.22.

TenDenverNisei
Hurti n
Crash onHigh way
DENVER,Colo.— TenDenver

Nisei were i nj uredi nafour-car
accidentonDec.12atth e j unc-
tion ofDeer Creek road and
Bowles avenue,Sh eri ffCh arles
FosterofLittletonreported.
Th etenNisei weretravelingi n
fourcars,wh i ch piledupwh enth e
leadauto,drivenbyMi k eToda,18
missedth erigh tturni ntoBowles
avenueoffDeerCreek roadand
sk i dded175feet.Th ecarsofSam
Yah i ro,20;Joh nOta,22,andSu-
sumuFuj i nami ,18,wh i ch were
followingToda,weresmash edup
i nth ecrash th atfollowed.
Injuredpassengerswere Sam
Yosh i mura,16;Ch i ck i eMorish i ge,
18;Mm Yosh i mura, 18;Henry
Ish i ta,19;Swiss'Nish i yama,16,
andMasaYosh i mura,18.

FresnoCountyJudgeOrders
ConfiscationofFarmOwned
Since1917byNisei Citi zen
FRESNO,Calif.—lnth efi rstdecisi onh andeddown i nnw

th an20esch eatproceedingsfi ledagainstpersonsofJapanesea
cestrybyth eStateofCaliforniaandFresnoCountyforallem*vi olationofth eAli enLandLaw,SuperiorJudgeClark Clement?
Hanfordon Dec.13orderedth econfiscationoflandtowh °h
TomoyeFuj i ta,American-borndaugh terofMr.andMrsSo"?.
Fuj i ta,h oldsti tle. "O0«at«o,
JudgeClementruledth atth eparentsofth eNisei girlwn

wasemp'oyedi ngovernmentwork ' ao
duringth ewar,werei ncontrolof
th eproperty i nviolationofth e
Ali enLandLaw wh i ch proh i bi ts
agriculturalland ownersh i p by
Japanesealiens.
Th eFuj i tas'son,amemberof
th eU.S.Armyduringth ewar,
wasnotnamed i nth ecase.
Attorneysforth edefensenoted
th atMissFuj i taservedduringth e
wartranslatingforeignbroadcasts
forth e i ntelligenceserviceofth e
FederalCommunicati onsCommis-
sion.
Inh i srulingJudgeClementsaid
th atth eelderFuj i tasi llegallyob-
tainedtwoparcelsoffarm land
th rough th ei rdaugh terwh oi sa
citi zenandi seligi bletoownprop-
erty.
Th efi rstpieceofland,located
atTh ompsonandButleravenues,
wasacquiredi n1917 i nth ename
ofTomoye,th enani nfant.Th esec-
ondpieceofland,accordingtoth e
court,wasacquiredi nth enameof
0.A.McNab.
Inboth i nstances,th ecourtruled
th epropertywash ?ld i nth enames
ofUnitedStatesci ti zensasasub-
terfugeandth atth eJapanesepar-
entswerei nfactth erealowners,
-ultivati ngth elandandcontrolling
i tstransfer.
Indefenseofh i saction,Fuj i ta
todth ecourth ebough tth efi rst
narceli n1917 i nth enameofh i s
daugh terand h eldth epropertyfor
h er.Fuj i tatestifi ed h ebank ed i n
h i sdaugh ter'sname and th ata
Tack Wrigh tsondidsomebank i ng
forh i m.
Fuj i tawasth eguardianofh i s
daugh ter'sestateand h esaidwh en
sh ebecameofagei n1938"Iturned
wh ateverIh adovertoh er."
Hisdaugh tertestifi edth atsh e

bank edforh erfath eronlyonce,i n
Nov.1945.Sh esaidth atafterth e
evacuation i n1942wh enth eywere
forcedtoleaveth e h ome,people
brok ei ntoth eh ouse,scatteredand
took th ei rpossessionsand wh en
sh ereturned,onlyafew papers
sû-h ascancelledbank ch eck s,
couldbefound.

Nisei PlayerGiven
MaderaPrepAward
MADERA Calif.-KenOsak istarquarterback ofth e MadertUnion h i gh sch oolfootballteamwasawardedth eannual"mosti m-Iprovedplayer"awardatth efoot-ballbanquetonDec.4.
Osak i wasoneofth ebestpass-j

ersi nth eYosemiteleague.

8 PACIFICCITIZEN Saturday,December28,1945

MANCHI)GRILL&CHOP
SUEY ,"

i NtLarimerSt. fa.«57t
Denver2,Colo.

IFineFoodsaSpecialtyMeetYourFriendsHere I

I CompleteInsuranceService
AUTO -FIRE-LIFEj HEALTH& ACCIDENT

I for j
ISSEIorNISEI j

Contact j
MUN ISERI

li3o
S. W.FirstStreet j
ONTARIO,ORE
Ph one 139

— Since 1930— j

OCCIDENTALLIFE
- i nxuranceCo.oflalifortm

U H K"l>\M
General\genl

Ph one:Emerson4306

1 i Oll_MiLw>nk ec31-Lfjenvel_

PING&GEORGEMOTORSERVICE
TEXACO PRODUCTS — AUTOMOTIVEREPAIRS

RECAPS H&jr\ GREASING
BATTERIES \7W£/ WASHING

Operatedby
PING ODAandGEORGEKURAMOTO

20th &LawrenceSts. Denver2,Colo.
PHONEMAIN 9373

I
Th elargestandbestequippedsch ooli nth e

I BayAreadevotedexclusivelyto

I/\ —\CostumeDesigni ng
7i PatternDrafting

I\/K\ Dressmak i ng

Iill\\\ RegisterNowforNew-*
mi-/j \\\ MID-WINTER SEMESTER
llpljy/ \\̂ January6th ,1947

mT\wWZW*ti\ F%r* SanFrancisco'sLeading
Mm 111Vr̂■■ ProfessionalSch oolof

#WE
WISHTOTHANKOURFRIENDS

FORTHEMANYFAVORSOFTHE
PASTYEAR ANDTAKE THIS OP-
PORTUNITY OF SENDINGYOU
GREETINGSFOR ...

.AMerryCh ri stmas
and

s£. AHappyNewYear'

AOYAGICO.
MR.andMRS.YOSHIOTERADA

>. MISSNANYAMAMOTO*
147-157West42ndSt. NewYork City18,NewYork

Vdtecaedraqed
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From: Noah Kuhn <ninikuhn04@gmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2021 3:16 PM 
To: City Council Public Comment <ccpubliccomment@southpasadenaca.gov> 
Cc: Lulu Talesnick <lulutalesnick@gmail.com>; Ava Dunville <avadunville@gmail.com>; Nikita Mankad 
<Tikamankad@gmail.com>; Adam Kwoh <atomadamk@gmail.com>; Will Hoadley‐Brill 
<whb2468@gmail.com>; sarah@zenas.us; Ella Jayasekera <ejayasekera3@gmail.com>; Amber Chen 
<axchen@gmail.com>; MO .T. <maya.turun@gmail.com>; ian.y.graham@gmail.com; Sage Pierone 
<spierone@berkeley.edu>; Khalil Murdock <khalilmurdock2003@gmail.com>; sydabundo@gmail.com; 
evelyndowd2022@gmail.com; Sadie Metcalfe <sadiemetcalfe9@gmail.com>; 
avacarbonara03@gmail.com; frances lee <francesboralee@gmail.com>; Yousef Khan 
<Yousef.khan555@gmail.com> 
Subject: Public Comment Agenda Item #11 

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of South Pasadena. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
Here is our public comment for tonight’s City Council meeting:  

 
Dear City Councilmembers, 
 
We hope you are all doing well. 
 
We are youth in South Pasadena writing to express our strong opposition to the City Council passing the 
City’s Sundown Town resolution (agenda item #11) in its current state at its meeting today (2/17).  
 
We are grateful that the Council is working on a resolution to acknowledge South Pasadena’s history of 
racism. This is an incredibly important step to create an anti-racist and inclusive town. However, in its 
current form, the resolution falls short of its stated goals.  
 
First, the resolution only lists four examples of racism in South Pasadena, which does not paint a 
comprehensive picture of our racist history. The Tiger Newspaper and the Anti-Racism Committee have 
both created timelines of racism in the city which document many more instances of racism in South 
Pasadena. Accurately explaining and acknowledging our City’s history of racism is a critical process that 
cannot be rushed. A key historical piece that is missing from the proposed resolution is South Pasadena’s 
oppression of the indigenous communities in the region like the Tongva — whose land the City still 
forcibly inhabits.  
 
Second, the resolution does not tie the racism in South Pasadena’s past to the discrimination BIPOC 
community members face today. With the clashes between community members and the SPPD in the past 
year, there are real examples of present day racism in our town; these instances need to be addressed. We 
would like to see research on how restrictive housing covenants from the 1940s still impact the 
community’s demographics today. Racism did not disappear from South Pasadena in 1955, though one 
might get that impression from reading the proposed resolution.  
 
Third, the City needs to provide concrete next steps on how it will “promote inclusion and equity, and 
will stand up to bigotry, hatred, intolerance, racism, and violence.” Words without a commitment to 
action are not meaningful, so it is imperative that the City Council take the time to develop specific anti-
racist goals. A great way to begin that process is by reaching out to the community, especially the youth 



of South Pasadena, to hear how our town can become more inclusive. We encourage the Council to host 
forums about anti-racism because real change will only happen if there is buy in from the community.   
 
As young people in the community, we ask to be included in the discussion of how to make South 
Pasadena more inclusive and anti-racist. Thank you for hearing our concerns. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Noah Kuhn (SPHS junior) 
Lulu Talesnick (SPHS junior) 
Ava Dunville (SPHS junior) 
Ava Feldman (SPHS junior) 
Nikita Mankad (SPHS junior) 
Adam Kwoh (SPHS senior) 
Will Hoadley-Brill (SPHS Class of 2018) 
Sarah Zenas (SPHS Class of 2020) 
Ella Jayasekera (SPHS senior) 
Emily Wei (SPHS senior) 
Amber Chen (SPHS junior) 
Maya Turun (SPHS junior) 
Ian Graham (SPHS senior) 
Sydney Abundo (SPHS senior) 
Khalil Murdock (SPHS senior) 
Sage Pierone (SPHS Class of 2019) 
Evelyn Dowd (SPHS junior) 
Sadie Metcalfe (SPHS junior) 
Ava Carbonara (SPHS senior) 
Frances Lee (SPHS junior) 
Yousef Khan (SPHS sophomore) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Regular City Council Meeting 
E-mail Public Comment 2/17/2021  

 
AGENDA ITEM NO. 12 

Award of Contract to Adhami Engineering Group for the 
Engineering Design, Construction Documents, and 

Specifications for Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons in an 
Amount Not-to-Exceed $49,324 

 
 

1. Mark Gallatin  
2. Alan Ehrich 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
This comment concerns agenda item 12, the contract for the Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons 
(RRFB). I respectfully request that this item be pulled from the consent calendar for separate discussion 
and consideration by the City Council.  
 
Two of the three intersections where the RRFB are planned are in the heart of or immediately abutting the 
National Register-listed Mission Street Historic District. As such, it is important that in enhancing 
pedestrian safety, methods are selected which do not detract from the historic character of this area. 
 
Page 2 of the staff report states that construction of the project is being funded by a federal grant. Was a 
review required by Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act conducted and coordinated with 
the State Office of Historic Preservation? No visuals were provided with staff report to allow Council and 
the public to see what the proposed RRFBs will look like. Please see the attached photos of RRFBs in the 
city of Glendale. Is this what is proposed for our National Register Historic District? Are there less 
visually intrusive alternatives available? 
 
This project is a perfect example of why capital projects should be reviewed through a preservation lens 
with public participation when they have the potential to impact historic resources. While pedestrian 
safety is paramount, the means by which it is achieved within a historic district of local, state and national 
significance deserve an opportunity for public review and comment, perhaps before the Mobility 
Transportation and Infrastructure Commission in conjunction with the Cultural Heritage Commission. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment and for your consideration. 
 
Mark Gallatin  
1213 Stratford Avenue  

 
 
 



 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



South Pasadena City Council 
Councill Meeting February17, 2021 
Agenda Item 12, Public Session 
Proposed contract for engineeering, design and construction of rectangular rapid flashing 
beacons (RRFB) 
 
This comment is in objection to the staff recommendation for agenda item 12 regarding 
contracts for rectangular rapid flashing beacons at 3 locations around the city. 
 
First, the staff report fails to indicate this proposed project was reviewed and approved by 
the Public Safety, Public Works or Mobility & Transporation commissions.  The 
commissions provide critical public input and oversight to city government operations 
and help to prevent and expose fraud and waste by elected and non-elected city officials. 
 
Second, just last April, after more than 3 years of pushing and agitating, and with support 
and assistance of Councilman Schneider, Public Works, over Director Abbas’ objections, 
installed low cost and very effective hi-visibility pedestrian crossing vertical panels at the 
intersection of Lyndon and Fremont, as well at other locations around the city.   I made a 
public comment to the council last May as to how immediate and noticiable the change to 
pedestrian safety and cross-traffic had become.  Those safety improvements are still 
working and effective.  So why, in this COVID budget busting year would the city, 
without a current budget, approve spending $49,000 in consultant fees and $235,000 in 
construction costs without a proper community review?  How were the three intersections 
in the staff report selected when the residents of South Meridian can’t get a stop sign  at 
the intersection of Meridian and Oak, which would greatly impact pedestrian, motorist 
and public safety?    
 
The Proposition C funds should be saved and allocated to more important street projects 
such as the 110 hook ramp at State Street.  The city can’t afford to squander the limited 
funds we receive from Measures C, M and R.   
 
I urge the council to reject the staff recommendation and reconsider the necessity of this 
project. 
 
Alan Ehrlich 
Lyndon Street 
South Pasadena    

 



Regular City Council Meeting 
E-mail Public Comment 2/17/2021  

 
AGENDA ITEM NO. 14 

Adoption of a Resolution Affirming the San Gabriel Valley 
Council of Government (SGVCOG) White Paper on Los 
Angeles Homeless Services Authority (LAHSA) Reform 

 
 

1. Care First South Pasadena 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
February 17, 2021 
Public Comment Re: Agenda Item 14, Resolution to Approve SGVCOG White Paper On 
LAHSA Reform 
 
Dear Councilmembers, 
 
We applaud South Pasadena’s engagement in the San Gabriel Valley Council of Government’s 
(SGVCOG) to take a more proactive approach to addressing homelessness in our community.  The 
White Paper contains excellent suggestions for local interventions and stakeholder participation.  
But, we urge you to vote against the resolution affirming the SGVCOG’s White Paper until 
it reflects realignment away from policing unhoused individuals. 
 
The SGVCOG White Paper on Los Angeles Homeless Services Authority (LAHSA) Reform 
complains that a major impediment to effective local implementation of Measure H funds in San 
Gabriel Valley cities is its prohibition on using funds for law enforcement.  It contends that small 
cities lack alternatives to law enforcement to engage people experiencing homelessness, and calls 
on LAHSA to lift the ban on using Measure H funding for law enforcement activities engaging 
people experiencing homelessness. 
 
Allocating Measure H funding to law enforcement for outreach to unhoused people in the 
community is the wrong approach. The purpose of outreach is to develop trust, a connection to 
community, and hopefully in time, a bridge to appropriate services. The purpose of policing—
enforcement of laws—is at odds with those goals.  
 
In South Pasadena, officers are tasked with addressing both neighbors’ complaints about people 
who are unhoused and the humanitarian needs of the unhoused. South Pasadena’s homeless plan 
says that 20% of the calls to dispatch are regarding unhoused individuals—a staggering percentage 
given that the 2020 LAHSA point-in-time survey identified only 15 unhoused individuals in our 
city.  Officers notify unhoused individuals that they need to take down camps and remove personal 
items from public spaces.  They request installation of dividers on bus benches to prevent unhoused 
individuals from sleeping there when housed neighbors complain.  Officers are also tasked with 
connecting unhoused people to resources. They distribute blankets and masks.   
 
Unsheltered people are far likelier to be cited and arrested for a range of reasons, not least of which 
are laws that criminalize homelessness.  See, e.g., SPMC §§ 24.02(c)(26) & (27).  Many unhoused 
people have had traumatic experiences with law enforcement.  Some unhoused people report 
discomfort speaking to law enforcement because other unhoused people suspect they are reporting 
illegal activity, sowing distrust among the local unhoused community.   



 

Moreover, SPPD already receives substantial funding for “non-enforcement outreach,” including 
Measure H money.1 Its programs have not produced the outcomes envisioned by the City’s 2018 
Plan to Combat and Prevent Homelessness.2   
 
We recognize and appreciate the humanity demonstrated by SPPD officers engaged in this work, 
like Lieutenant Shannon Robledo. However, SPPD has been given an impossible task.  Law 
enforcement officers do not have access to the Coordinated Entry System, which would allow 
them to enter unhoused individuals into the system, locate an individual’s caseworker, and identify 
available services and housing. As shared in the Measure H reports, “a real challenge in getting 
new program enrollees [is] to accept shelter and services.” This process “requires building a 
relationship and trust.”  Even with the best intentions, SPPD’s effectiveness will be limited, for 
the reasons explained above. 
 
The White Paper argues that small cities lack infrastructure to recruit and hire non-law enforcement 
personnel, like licensed clinical social workers, to conduct outreach and connect unhoused people 
with services.  Yet if more resources are directed to law enforcement, it will make it that much 
harder to use licensed social workers to address homelessness.  
 
Policing people experiencing homelessness, under the guise of outreach, is now a publicly 
recognized cruel and outdated practice of excluding specific populations of people from the city. 
In the past, as a sundown town, South Pasadena used the same methods of policing to remove non-
whites from the city after dark and exclude non-whites from the community. Policing the unhoused 
is an extension of that antiquated form of policing. According to SGVCOG, 75% of people 
experiencing homelessness in our region are people of color.   
 
The city is poised to pass a resolution apologizing for its past as a sundown town on February 17.  
The city must do more than pass a resolution.  It must take affirmative steps to remove sundown 
town practices from policing.  Deputizing law enforcement to address unhoused people living in 
our community is out of sync with the city’s goal of being inclusive and anti-racist. 
 
 
 

 
1  The Measure H grant does not allocate funding specifically for SPPD but does assign SPPD the role of 
overseeing and implementing the grant for South Pasadena. As part of the city’s Measure H grant, South Pasadena 
committed $25,000 in matching funds for SPPD in the role as Homeless Coordinator.  SPPD is entitled to 
reimbursement from the County for overtime hours worked by officers during HOST engagements.  County of Los 
Angeles, Chief Executive Office, Expansion of Sheriff’s Homeless Services Outreach Teams, June 29, 2020, 
http://file.lacounty.gov/SDSInter/bos/supdocs/146384.pdf.  The SGVCOG grant allocates $20,000 to “non-law 
enforcement outreach” and an additional $20,000 to public outreach programming by SPPD over the course of about 
18 months. 
2  About five months into the SGVCOG grant, the only programming that has occurred is the expenditure of 
$978.31 to pay for the port-a-potty and handwashing station at the South Pasadena Library—services that were 
already established prior to this grant as the city’s response to the COVID-19 pandemic. About nine months into the 
Measure H grant, only about 10 to 13 individuals in the cities of Arcadia and South Pasadena have retained, been 
placed into, or exited homelessness to permanent housing. It is unclear from the grant reporting whether these counts 
cover different individuals or individuals who were part of different programs during the same grant reporting cycle. 
South Pasadena reported two (2) individuals were matched to apartments during the nine-month period, but it 
has not yet been reported whether these two individuals did move into their apartments at this time. 



 

 
Signed, 
 

      
 
1. Alexander Aquino 
2. Ahilan Arulanantham 
3. Kiera Atkinson 
4. Anne Bagasao 
5. Isabel Barbera 
6. Matthew Barbato 
7. Katrina Bleckley 
8. Felicie Borredon 
9. Laurent Borredon 
10. David Carbonara 
11. Angel Castillo 
12. Christine Chin 
13. Isabel Chin 
14. Caroline Creaghead 
15. Frederick Eberhardt 
16. Richard Elbaum 
17. Owen Ellickson 
18. Riko Enomoto 
19. Sarah Erlich 
20. Caitlyn Ference-Saunders 
21. Tzung-lin Fu 
22. Robert Grant 
23. Sue Grant 
24. William Hoadley-Brill 
25. Laboni Hoq 
26. Mariana Huerta Jones 
27. Che Hurley 
28. Nancy Hurley 
29. Ella Hushagen 
30. Phung Huynh 
31. Amber Jaeger 

32. William Kelly 
33. Afshin Ketabi 
34. Christopher Kramsch 
35. Myra Kramsch 
36. Caitlin Lainoff 
37. Tony Lockhart 
38. Joanne Long 
39. Sofia Lopez 
40. Elena Mann 
41. Daisy Mayer 
42. Anna McCurdy 
43. Sharon Mizota 
44. Victoria Patterson 
45. Sarah Perez-Silverman 
46. Julia Moreno Perri 
47. Natasha Prime 
48. Laura Riley 
49. Greg Santos 
50. Allie Schreiner 
51. Gretchen Schulz 
52. Andrea Seigel 
53. Alexandra Shannon 
54. Stephanie Stein 
55. John Srebalus  
56. Kathleen Telser 
57. Andrew Terhune 
58. Cassandra Terhune 
59. Helen Tran 
60. Amy Turk 
61. Roya Yasharpour 

 



Regular City Council Meeting 
E-mail Public Comment 2/17/2021  

 
AGENDA ITEM NO. 20 

Project No. 2355-APP (Continued) - Appeal of the Planning 
Commission’s Decision to Approve Project No. 2191-

HDP/TRP – Hillside Development Permit for the street 
extension of Moffat Street, which will be a private street 

extending westward from the northern end of Lowell 
Avenue to allow access to seven lots in the City of Los 

Angeles and a Tree Removal Permit 
 

1. Rebecca Hsia 
2. Allegra Inganni 
3. Tom Williams 
4. Ben Jacobson 
5. Neilesh Mutyala 
6. Brandon Young 
7. Sharon Alcazar 
8. Jacqueline G. 
9. Nancy Ladner 
10. Cindy Juarez 
11. Los Angeles Councilmember Kevin de Leon 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
From: Rebecca Hsia <rebeccatu@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, February 9, 2021 5:27 PM 
To: City Council Public Comment <ccpubliccomment@southpasadenaca.gov> 
Subject: Project 2355‐APP 

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of South Pasadena. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
Hi,  
 
I am a resident of south Pasadena on Camino Verde, and my property is near the proposed 
Moffat Street extension. I am opposed to the tree removal, and I do not want the trees to be 
removed and I do not want the hillside developed. 
 
Thanks, 
Rebecca Hsia  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



From: Allegra Inganni <allegrainganni@gmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2021 2:32 PM 
To: City Council Public Comment <ccpubliccomment@southpasadenaca.gov> 
Subject: Project # 2355‐APP for 2‐17‐21 meeting Moffat Street Extension 

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of South Pasadena. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
 
  
  
Dear City Council,  
I am writing as a resident and homeowner on Atlas Street in Los Angeles. I oppose the 
Moffat Street extension project for a number of reasons: 
1) The direct construction and property value impact on my neighbors living on Moffat 
Street and Lowell Ave. 
2) The general noise and debris issues associated with a huge construction project for 
all neighbors in the area, not just those on the streets named. The project could take 
years and includes getting utilities up a precarious hillside. It is a massive undertaking. 
3) The environmental impact of the project to the undeveloped land on that hill for 
animals, the trees that will be removed, and the permanent change to the landscape. 
That hill represents a small piece of rural life in a big, busy city. That untouched land is 
incredibly important for the natural balance in the area. 
4) The potential hazards and damage to Atlas street specifically from not only 
construction debris run off, but the long term increased earthquake, mudslide, and water 
run off concerns. Having massive houses looming above our street does not provide us 
with the stability and comfort in an earthquake prone part of the world.  
 
I am unclear who benefits from this project besides the real estate/architect firms behind 
this. Why would South Pasadena or Los Anglees support this when there were clearly 
many, many neighbors and constituents opposed in the previous meetings? I implore 
the Council to reconsider this unnecessary, disruptive, and potentially dangerous 
project. 
 
Thank you 
Allegra Inganni 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



From: Tom Williams <ctwilliams2012@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Sunday, February 14, 2021 6:03 PM 
To: councilmember.kevindeleon@lacity.org; Julio Torres <julio.torres@lacity.org> 
Cc: City Council Public Comment <ccpubliccomment@southpasadenaca.gov> 
Subject: Moffat Street/Driveway Extension ‐ 

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of South Pasadena. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
Appeal against the proposed Moffat Street/Private Driveway in South Pasadena will be 
considered this week by SoPas City Council. If rejected The Plaintiff most likely will sue South 
Pasadena and perhaps the City of Los Angeles as various persons and departments have 
interacted with SoPas agencies without incorporation of potential impacts and establishment of 
lead agency Memorandum of Agreement between the two cities. 
 
 
As clearly indicated by many drawings and descriptions, the SoPas project includes grading, 
filling, compaction of ground in the City of Los Angeles, along with concrete sidewalks, retaining 
walls, driveways with gutters/curbs. 
and the current SoPas alternative includes direct physical connection with the CityLA Lowell Av. 
street.  
Further actions and issuance of a permit would allow and support the SoPas project approval of 
construction within the City of Los Angeles, without any consideration of impacts and permits of 
the City of LA. 
Various references have been made by the developer/CiLA and Cities of LA/SoPas but without 
documentation. This latter is also used by SoPas statement for the haul route for excess grading 
materials and for construction supplies, as yet the "staging" and contractor employee parking 
has not been located, but side-references has been mentioning LA, not in SoPas. 
 
 
The neighborhood council (LA-32) has supported our stakeholder and would support the appeal 
to both SoPas and LA. Various members of the board will support the stakeholders' legal 
pursuits. 
 
 
We would deeply appreciate the council member's of staff's review and support of the 
stakeholders complaint.  
I am informed and aware of most of the issues for last 30 years as part of the 710 history, and I 
am available for discussion and clarifications for this current project in person and/or by phone. 
 
 
Dr Tom Williams 323-528-9682 ctwilliams2012@yahoo.com 
 
 
 
 
 
 



‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Ben Jacobson <323ben@gmail.com>  
Sent: Monday, February 15, 2021 4:15 PM 
To: City Council Public Comment <ccpubliccomment@southpasadenaca.gov> 
Subject: Re: South Pasadena Council meeting Project #2355‐APP (continued) 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of South Pasadena. Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
 
Hi, 
 
Regarding item #20, a traffic study is essential. The added traffic of the proposed development could 
potentially pose a grave danger to neighborhood residents in case evacuation becomes necessary due to 
a natural disaster. 
 
Thank you, 
Ben 
 
> On Feb 15, 2021, at 4:01 PM, Ben Jacobson <323ben@gmail.com> wrote: 
> 
> Hi 
> I’m emailing regarding agenda item #20 Along with hundreds of people  
> in my neighborhood in El Sereno, I strongly oppose the Moffat street  
> extension and hillside development. There has not been a traffic  
> study, environmental impact report or approval by the city of LA.  
> Personally it would be extremely damaging to my ability to work from  
> home during covid due to the noise and it would cause unacceptable  
> disruption and financial hardship to my family and to many of my  
> neighbors Thank you Ben 
> 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



From: Neilesh Mutyala <neilesh_mutyala@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2021 8:47 PM 
To: City Council Public Comment <ccpubliccomment@southpasadenaca.gov> 
Subject: Fw: Agenda Item 20: Letter from Counsel 

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of South Pasadena. Do not click links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
Please include the comment below and attached letter in the record of public comments for the February 
17th City Council meeting re: agenda item 20. Additionally, I would like to note that the proposed plan in 
PW-19 "The level of outdoor lighting to shall have no direct light or excess glare onto the adjacent 
neighbors" - the placement of street lights according to the plan will violate this condition for our house. 
While this is only one issue out of the many raised by my neighbor in his appeal, it is indicative of the lack 
of engagement with the community impacted that has been a hallmark of this project. 
 
----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: Neilesh Mutyala <neilesh_mutyala@yahoo.com> 
To: "ccpubliccomment@southpasadenaca.gov" <ccpubliccomment@southpasadenaca.gov> 
Cc: Joanna Hankamer <jhankamer@southpasadenaca.gov>; Malinda Lim 
<mlim@southpasadenaca.gov>; Kanika Kith <kkith@southpasadenaca.gov> 
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2020, 05:19:05 PM PDT 
Subject: Agenda Item 12: Letter from Counsel 
 
With respect to Project No. 2355-APP (Agenda Item 12), 
 
Planning commission staff and the Applicant's attorney reached a conclusion regarding Grantor and 
Grantee status in the relevant ingress and egress easement. My letter contending this point is included as 
Exhibit B of Micah Haserjian's appeal. It begins with: 
 
"At the July 14th Planning Commission meeting, during which this Permit application was discussed in 
context of public comments, Commissioner Dahl requested the following: 'From the residents on La 
Fremontia, who originally had the claim that they had Grantor status...I would like to give them a chance 
to weigh in that they concur with that designation that they have no approval authority in this decision.'" 
 
Yet, since then and after my letter submitted to Planning Commission in support of my neighbor's appeal, 
no one from the City has complied with Commissioner Dahl's request. 
 
Thus in preparation for this appeal hearing, I've retained Counsel to further analyze the permit, easement 
and appeal documentation. Jesse B. McKeithen from Donahue Fitzgerald reviewed the material and 
concluded that the Applicant and City's position "is misplaced." Attached is his full letter, which I'd like to 
submit as part of this public comment for the record. 
 
Thank you, 
Neilesh Mutyala 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
DONAHUE FITZGERALD LLP OAKLAND WALNUT CREEK MARIN 

 

1999 Harrison Street, 26th Floor, Oakland, CA  94612-3520 
tel: (510) 451-3300    fax: (510) 451-1527 

www.donahue.com 
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Partner 
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October 13, 2020 

ELECTRONIC MAIL 

Joanna Hankamer 
Director of Planning and Community Development 
Planning and Building Department 
City of South Pasadena 
1414 Mission Street 
South Pasadena, California 91030 

South Pasadena City Council 
City of South Pasadena 
1414 Mission Street 
South Pasadena, California 91030

 

Re: Project No. 2191-HDP/TRP – Hillside Development Permit and Tree Removal Permit 

Dear Director Joanna Hankamer and Councilmembers of the South Pasadena City Council: 

Our law firm has been engaged by Mr. Neilesh Mutyala, the homeowner of 2050 La 
Fremontia St. in South Pasadena, CA 91030 to submit this letter in support of Mr. Micah 
Haserjian’s appeal of the Planning Commission’s approval of the above-referenced matter. We 
disagree with the contention in Mr. Stephen A. Scheck’s letter to the Planning and Building 
Department of the City of South Pasadena, dated June 25, 2020, that the authority to approve 
grade changes to the easement area at issue vested with the City of South Pasadena (the “City”), 
particularly considering that the grantor, the City’s former Community Redevelopment Agency 
(the “Grantor”), no longer exists.  As explained below, the factual record and relevant case law 
demonstrate that it was the City’s intent to remove itself from any such authority relating to the 
land and that such authority was transferred from the City to Mr. Mutyala and the three other 
private homeowners who own the land that the easement crosses and who are the successors to 
the Grantor.   

Mr. Scheck represents HDP Moffatt Street LLC and Planet Home Living (collectively, 
"Developer"). Developer is the owner of seven lots on the south side of the former Moffatt Street 
in the City of Los Angeles immediately adjacent to the southern boundary of the City of South 
Pasadena. The Developer's property is landlocked and has access to the existing Moffatt Street 
via a Right-of-Way Easement ("Access Easement") granted by the Grantor across the privately 
owned property set forth in Schedule B of the Access Easement.  

The Access Easement was recorded on June 14, 1962 in Book D1649, Page 122, and 
granted in place of the former Moffat Street, which was a public street vacated by the City in 
1962. The Grantor of the easement was the City’s Community Redevelopment Agency which 
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previously owned the real property set forth in Schedule B. That real property was eventually 
subdivided and developed, and the resulting lots are now privately owned. Notwithstanding the 
succession of ownership of the property underlying the easement area, Developer contends that 
certain authority vested to the Grantor remains vested with the City.  However, the factual record 
and legal precedent establish that the Grantor passed this authority to approve grade changes to 
the Access Easement along to the Grantor’s successors who are the owners of the private 
properties underlying the servient estates, including Mr. Mutyala.  

Analysis 

Mr. Mutyala is a successor to the Grantor; Mr. Mutyala resides at 2050 La Fremontia 
Street, South Pasadena, which property underlies a portion of the area covered by the Access 
Easement.  

The burden imposed on the servient tenement by an easement created by a written 
instrument, such as here with respect to Mr. Mutyala’s property, is determined by the terms of 
the instrument. See City of Pasadena v. California-Michigan Land & Water Co. (1941) 17 Cal. 
2d 576, 579. Here, the Access Easement places certain conditions on the use of the easement. 
Line 22 of page 2 expressly requires that the “Grantees shall make no changes in the grade of 
said Moffatt Street (vacated) without first obtaining the approval of the Grantor.” 

It is well settled law that the transfer of real property passes all easements attached to it 
even though such easements are not specifically mentioned in the grant, unless such easements 
are expressly excluded. Civ. Code § 1104; see Jones v. Sanders (1903) 138 Cal. 405, 411. “The 
principle is, that where … the owner of an entire estate sells a portion, the purchaser takes the 
tenement, or portion sold, with all the benefits and burdens which appear, at the time of the sale, 
to belong to it, as between it and the property which the vendor retains.” Rosebrook v. Utz (1941) 
45 Cal. App. 2d 726, 729 (emphasis added). The principle applies to both the dominant and the 
servient estates. Id. (noting that the principle is “entirely reciprocal” for both estates). 

As the owner of the property underlying the servient estate and as the successor to the 
Grantor, Mr. Mutyala accordingly enjoys all the benefits and burdens on the property which 
appeared at the time of his purchase of the same; this includes the burden on his property created 
by the Access Easement. Similarly, Developer, as the successor for the Grantees, enjoys all the 
benefits and burdens on its property. The benefit of right of access along the vacated Moffatt 
Street however is conditioned on certain restrictions. One such condition, which is at issue here, 
obligates the Grantees and their successors to first obtain the Grantor’s successors’ approval on 
grade changes to the vacated Moffatt Street. 

Developer contends that the authority to approve changes to the grade of the vacated 
Moffatt Street does not run with the land to the successors of the Grantor because the language 
of the Access Easement is supposedly “clear” in its intent to reserve this authority for the 
Grantor. As support, Developer identifies a limited and specific instance where the Access 
Easement included certain “successors or assigns” language with respect to the Grantor to argue 
that this was the only instance where the Grantor intended to reserve certain conditions to their 



October 13, 2020 
Page 3 

successors. However, Developer’s contention is unavailing, especially upon considering a more 
complete version of the record regarding the easement and the City’s intent related thereto.  

The paramount goal of interpreting a writing creating an easement is to determine the 
intent of the parties. See Zissler v. Saville (2018) 29 Cal. App. 5th 630, 639, reh'g denied (Dec. 
27, 2018). Where the intent is not entirely clear, as is the case here, courts may look at extrinsic 
evidence. “In ascertaining the intent of the parties, the court may resort to extrinsic evidence 
not only to resolve a facial ambiguity but to determine the existence of and resolve a latent 
ambiguity. [Citations.] An ambiguity is latent if the resort to extrinsic evidence reveals that what 
appears to be perfectly clear language is in fact susceptible of more than one reasonable 
interpretation. [Citations.]” Id. at 644. Here, extrinsic evidence contradicts the Developer’s 
contention that the Access Easement clearly intended to reserve the authority to approve grade 
changes on the vacated Moffatt Street for the Grantor. 

Specifically, minutes from the City Council’s meeting on December 27, 1961 contradict 
Developer’s assertion of a supposed “clear” intent by the City to retain the authority to approve 
changes to grade on the vacated Moffatt Street. Those minutes indicate that the City Attorney 
“stated once the street is vacated, it becomes private property, and the City would have no power 
whatsoever. He would not want the City to retain any rights as it would lead to endless 
litigation.” The CRA Attorney stated at the same meeting: “The Agency would grant the 
easements which would go along with the sale to private owners.” Similarly, the minutes of the 
February 14, 1962 City Council meeting reflect that the City Attorney expressed concern relating 
to the City retaining control over any changes to the grade of the vacated Moffatt Street, and 
“urged that this be omitted.” In response, the City Council stated that “the City of South 
Pasadena should be divorced from anything to do with the vacated portion of Moffat Street after 
it has been vacated.” 

Such exchanges between the City Attorney and City Council do not indicate a “clear” 
intent by the City to retain authority to approve grade changes to Moffatt Street. On the contrary, 
the minutes indicate quite the opposite: that it was the City’s intent to allow such authority to run 
with the land and to the Grantor’s successors. The City ultimately sought to be “divorced” from 
the vacated portion of Moffatt Street, not to forever retain authority related to the same, as 
Developer now contends. Furthermore, the Community Redevelopment Agency is no longer in 
existence. The authority to approve grade changes would therefore return to the City, 
notwithstanding the City Council’s express intent that they did not want anything to do with the 
land. The proposed result runs in stark contrast to the express intent of the City Council. 

Developer’s attempt to portray the issue relating to the easement as clear and settled 
under the law and the language of the Access Easement is misplaced. Mr. Mutyala is one of the 
successors to the Grantor. Pursuant to the Access Easement and the City’s intent related thereto, 
Developer’s use of the easement relating to changing grades on the vacated portion of Moffatt 
Street is conditioned on first obtaining Mr. Mutyala’s approval of the change.  
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Thank you for your consideration of this submission on behalf of Mr. Mutyala. 

Very truly yours, 

 
Jesse B. McKeithen 

JBM:ksj 
 



P: (626) 381-9248 
F: (626) 389-5414 
E: mitch@mitchtsailaw.com 

 
Mitchell M. Tsai 

Attorney At Law 

155 South El Molino Avenue 
Suite 104 

Pasadena, California 91101 
 

 

VIA E-MAIL 

February 17, 2021 

City of South Pasadena City Council 
817 Mound Avenue 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 
Em: ccpubliccomment@southpasadena 
ca.gov 

Hon. Diana Mahmud, Mayor 
1414 Mission Street 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 
Em: dmahmud@southpasadenaca.gov 

Hon. Michael A. Cacciotti, Mayor Pro Tem 
1414 Mission Street 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 
Em: mcacciotti@southpasadenaca.gov 

Hon. Evelyn G. Zneimer, 
Councilmember 
1414 Mission Street 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 
Em: ezneimer@southpasadenaca.gov 

Hon. Jack Donovan, Councilmember 
1414 Mission Street 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 
Em: jdonovan@southpasadenaca.gov 

Hon. Jon Primuth 
1414 Mission Street 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 
Em: jprimuth@southpasadenaca.gov 

RE:  Open Session Agenda Item 20: Project No. 2355-APP (Continued) - 
Appeal of the Planning Commission’s Decision to Approve Project No. 
2191-HDP/TRP – Hillside Development Permit for the street extension 
of Moffat Street, which will be a private street extending westward from 
the northern end of Lowell Avenue to allow access to seven lots in the 
City of Los Angeles and a Tree Removal Permit 

Dear Mayor Mahmud and Honorable Councilmembers, 

On behalf of Coyotl + Macehualli and Appellant Micah Haserjian (“Commenters” or 
“Appellant”), my Office is submitting these comments on the City of South 
Pasadena’s (“City” or “Lead Agency”) Project No. 2191-HDP/TRP – Hillside 
Development Permit to install a private roadway extending westward approximately 
600 feet from the terminus of the existing Moffatt Street and Tree Removal Permit for 
the removal of 5 protected trees to provide access to 7 lots in the City of Los Angeles 
through an easement in South Pasadena (“Project”).  
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Commenters reside adjacent to and in the vicinity of the Project and would be directly 
affected by the environmental impacts of the proposed Project and any related Project 
approvals. 

Commenters expressly reserves the right to supplement these comments at or prior to 
hearings on the Project, and at any later hearings and proceedings related to this 
Project. Cal. Gov. Code § 65009(b); Cal. Pub. Res. Code § 21177(a); Bakersfield Citizens 
for Local Control v. Bakersfield (2004) 124 Cal. App. 4th 1184, 1199-1203; see Galante 
Vineyards v. Monterey Water Dist. (1997) 60 Cal. App. 4th 1109, 1121.  

Commenters incorporates by reference all comments raising issues regarding the 
Project submitted prior to any Project approvals or certifications. Citizens for Clean 
Energy v City of Woodland (2014) 225 Cal. App. 4th 173, 191 (finding that any party who 
has objected to the Project’s environmental documentation may assert any issue timely 
raised by other parties). 

Moreover, Commenter requests that the Lead Agency provide notice for any and all 
notices referring or related to the Project issued under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”), Cal Public Resources Code (“PRC”) § 21000 et seq, and the 
California Planning and Zoning Law (“Planning and Zoning Law”), Cal. Gov’t 
Code §§ 65000–65010. California Public Resources Code Sections 21092.2, and 
21167(f) and Government Code Section 65092 require agencies to mail such notices to 
any person who has filed a written request for them with the clerk of the agency’s 
governing body. 

I. THE PROJECT WOULD BE APPROVED IN VIOLATION OF THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 

A. Background Concerning the California Environmental Quality Act 

CEQA has two basic purposes. First, CEQA is designed to inform decision makers 
and the public about the potential, significant environmental effects of a project. 14 
California Code of Regulations (“CCR” or “CEQA Guidelines”) § 15002(a)(1).1 “Its 
purpose is to inform the public and its responsible officials of the environmental 
consequences of their decisions before they are made. Thus, the EIR ‘protects not only 

 
1 The CEQA Guidelines, codified in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, section 150000 et seq, are regulatory 
guidelines promulgated by the state Natural Resources Agency for the implementation of CEQA. (Cal. Pub. Res. Code § 
21083.) The CEQA Guidelines are given “great weight in interpreting CEQA except when . . .  clearly unauthorized or 
erroneous.” Center for Biological Diversity v. Department of Fish & Wildlife (2015) 62 Cal. 4th 204, 217. 
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the environment but also informed self-government.’ [Citation.]” Citizens of Goleta 
Valley v. Board of Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal. 3d 553, 564. The EIR has been described as 
“an environmental ‘alarm bell’ whose purpose it is to alert the public and its 
responsible officials to environmental changes before they have reached ecological 
points of no return.” Berkeley Keep Jets Over the Bay v. Bd. of Port Comm’rs. (2001) 91 Cal. 
App. 4th 1344, 1354 (“Berkeley Jets”); County of Inyo v. Yorty (1973) 32 Cal. App. 3d 795, 
810. 

Second, CEQA directs public agencies to avoid or reduce environmental damage when 
possible by requiring alternatives or mitigation measures. CEQA Guidelines § 
15002(a)(2) and (3). See also, Berkeley Jets, 91 Cal. App. 4th 1344, 1354; Citizens of Goleta 
Valley v. Board of Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal.3d 553; Laurel Heights Improvement Ass’n v. 
Regents of the University of California (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376, 400. The EIR serves to provide 
public agencies and the public in general with information about the effect that a 
proposed project is likely to have on the environment and to “identify ways that 
environmental damage can be avoided or significantly reduced.” CEQA Guidelines § 
15002(a)(2). If the project has a significant effect on the environment, the agency may 
approve the project only upon finding that it has “eliminated or substantially lessened 
all significant effects on the environment where feasible” and that any unavoidable 
significant effects on the environment are “acceptable due to overriding concerns” 
specified in CEQA section 21081. CEQA Guidelines § 15092(b)(2)(A–B). 

While the courts review an EIR using an “abuse of discretion” standard, “the 
reviewing court is not to ‘uncritically rely on every study or analysis presented by a 
project proponent in support of its position.’ A ‘clearly inadequate or unsupported 
study is entitled to no judicial deference.’” Berkeley Jets, 91 Cal.App.4th 1344, 1355 
(emphasis added) (quoting Laurel Heights, 47 Cal.3d at 391, 409 fn. 12). Drawing this 
line and determining whether the EIR complies with CEQA’s information disclosure 
requirements presents a question of law subject to independent review by the courts. 
Sierra Club v. Cnty. of Fresno (2018) 6 Cal. 5th 502, 515; Madera Oversight Coalition, Inc. v. 
County of Madera (2011) 199 Cal.App.4th 48, 102, 131. As the court stated in Berkeley 
Jets, 91 Cal. App. 4th at 1355:  

A prejudicial abuse of discretion occurs “if the failure to include relevant 
information precludes informed decision-making and informed public 
participation, thereby thwarting the statutory goals of the EIR process. 
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The preparation and circulation of an EIR is more than a set of technical hurdles for 
agencies and developers to overcome. The EIR’s function is to ensure that 
government officials who decide to build or approve a project do so with a full 
understanding of the environmental consequences and, equally important, that the 
public is assured those consequences have been considered. For the EIR to serve these 
goals it must present information so that the foreseeable impacts of pursuing the 
project can be understood and weighed, and the public must be given an adequate 
opportunity to comment on that presentation before the decision to go forward is 
made. Communities for a Better Environment v. Richmond (2010) 184 Cal. App. 4th 70, 80 
(quoting Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth, Inc. v. City of Rancho Cordova (2007) 
40 Cal.4th 412, 449–450). 

B. The Project Facially Does Not Meet the Criteria for a CEQA Exemption  
Under CEQA Guidelines § 15303 

The City claims that the Project is exempt from CEQA review because it qualifies as 
construction, installation, or conversion of small structures, facilities, or equipment 
under CEQA Guidelines § 15303. This is incorrect. CEQA Guidelines § 15303 may 
only be used for exemption when the facilities, such as a street extension, serve other 
such exempt construction such as structures not exceeding 2,500 square feet of floor 
area or 10,000 square feet in an urbanized area. CEQA Guidelines § 15303(c). 
Moreover, Section 15303 only exempts the construction of new small facilities or 
structures, and does not include or otherwise exempt other related activities such as 
the proposed tree removal permit.  

The development proposed for the Project’s 7 lots greatly exceed the aforementioned 
maximum development permitted under section 15303 of the CEQA Guidelines. 
CEQA requires that the City consider the “maximum allowable for any legal parcel” 
for the purposes of determining if an exemption is lawful. Here, the City is proposing 
to exempt a road extension to serve 7 single-family residences when the maximum 
allowed is 3. Id.  § 15303(a).  

Here, the City seeks to build the Moffat Street extension to serve the further 
construction of a single-family residential development that would not qualify for a 
CEQA exemption under CEQA Guidelines § 15303. CEQA Guidelines § 15303 is 
only intended for small apartment buildings up to four units, garages, carports, patios, 
fences, or the like.  
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The proposed Project seeks to expand Moffatt Street to accommodate development of 
additional landlocked parcels in the City of Los Angeles, which is not an exempt 
project under CEQA Guidelines § 15303 because it greatly exceeds the scope of 
serving other exempt structures and is part and parcel of a larger single-family 
residential development that is improperly piecemealed, as discussed further below. 

C. Isolated Approvals for the Moffat Street Extension Constitute Improper 
Project Piecemealing 

Under CEQA, a project is defined as the “whole of an action” with the potential to 
physically change the environment. CEQA Guidelines § 15378 (a). A development 
proposal thus cannot be divided into several segments, each viewed in isolation from 
the others, for purposes of CEQA analysis. Banning Ranch Conservancy v. City of Newport 
Beach (2012) 211 Cal. App. 4th 1209 (extensively analyzing leading CEQA 
“piecemealing” cases).  

An EIR must include an analysis of future expansion or other actions if: (1) it is a 
reasonably foreseeable consequence of the initial project; and (2) the future expansion 
or action will be significant in that it will likely change the scope or nature of the initial 
project or its environmental effects. Id. at 1222 (quoting Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. 
v. Regents of University of California (1988) 47 Cal. 3d 376, 396.) 

Here, there are seven homes proposed for development by Applicant Planet Home 
Living currently undergoing planning review with the Los Angeles Building 
Department which the Moffat Street Expansion is designed to serve and provide 
access. (June 9, 2020 City Staff Report, p. 2.) This street expansion, approvals applied 
for also by Planet Home Living, is a necessary condition for that development—thus 
being reasonably foreseeable and changing the scope of the Project entirely. The City 
cannot review this Project in isolation from the City of Los Angeles’ discretionary 
actions approving construction of seven homes that it will serve. The City admits that 
this is the overriding and central purpose of the street expansion. (Id.) 

Moreover, the City’s conditions of approval expressly acknowledge the  

While CEQA environmental review is triggered by a discretionary decision, CEQA 
requires that environmental review be conducted over the entirety of a project 
regardless of whether the other parts of a project may not be subject to a discretionary 
decision. CEQA Guidelines § 15378(c) (“[t]he term ‘project’ does not mean each 
separate governmental approval.”.) The case of City of Antioch v. City Council (1986) 187 
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Cal. App. 3d 1325, 1338 where the Court rejected an environmental study for a site 
development permit for a roadway due to the study’s failure to consider the 
environmental impacts of subsequent development of parcels that would be connected 
to the roadway is on-point.  

The Conditions of Approval for the Project directly contradict prior staff analysis by 
making it clear that the City is not only permitting the construction of a private road 
but also requiring that single family homes be built alongside that private road. (Staff 
Report 20 -15 – 16.) Condition of Approval P-14 specifically requires that prior to the 
issuance of a grading permit for the private street, that: 

The applicant shall demonstrate that they received approved building 
permits from the City of Los Angeles for the seven (7) properties 
(Tract 5643 Lot 26 APN:5309-012-019, Lot 24 APN: 5309-012-017, Lot 
22 APN: 5309-012-015, Lot 20 APN: 5309-012-013, Lot 18 APN: 5309-
012-011, Lot 18 APN: 5309-012-009, and Lot 16 APN: 5309-012-007) in 
either of the following combinations: 

a. Four (4) of the seven (7) lots listed above as long as one of the parcels 
is Lot 26, or 

b. Any five (5) of the seven (7) lots listed above. 

(Staff Report 20-16.) More explicitly, Condition of Approval No. P-12 requires that 
the application provide “a preliminary development plan (site plans and elevations) 
for the construction of all seven (7) lots . . . .” (Staff Report 20-15.) The City’s claim 
that its discretion is limited to reviewing the private road (not to mention the tree 
removal permit as well as retaining wall) is disingenuous. The City’s approval for the 
private road is expressly conditioned upon development of the seven lots. Thus, the 
City needs to prepare an EIR that considers the entirety of the Project. 

II. THE CITY FAILED TO DEMONSTRATE AUTHORITY TO 
ISSUE PROJECT APPROVALS OR THAT THE DOMINANT 
EASEMENT HOLDER DOES NOT EXCEED THE SCOPE OF 
THE PRIVATE EASEMENT ON MOFFATT STREET 

The location, physical dimensions, and the scope of use of a private right-of-way 
easement are largely determined by its method of creation. Civ. Code § 806. The terms 
of the grant of the express easement will normally address these issues. When one 
grants an easement in general terms, for example, for the purpose of access, ingress, 
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and egress to vehicles and pedestrians, it will be construed as creating an easement to 
be used by the easement holder "for all reasonable purposes." See Zissler v. Saville 
(2018) 29 Cal. App. 5th 630, 639 (remanding case and instructing that new judgment 
include provision that easement may be used to extent that is reasonably necessary for 
convenient enjoyment of easement and is consistent with purpose for which easement 
was granted, if use does not unreasonably interfere with enjoyment of, unreasonably 
damage, or materially increase burden on servient estate).  

However, a private street easement grants only a right of ingress and egress and a right 
of unobstructed passage across the easement. Absent express language, a private street or 
access easement does not grant rights for any other purposes (e.g., gutters, curbs, 
sidewalks, utilities, and lighting). Schmidt v. Bank of America (2014) 223 Cal. App. 4th 
1489. 

Here, the City of South Pasadena abandoned the portion of Moffatt Street that is now 
in question. As made clear by Commenters’ Reasons for Appeal, the Feb. 14, 1962 
meeting minutes demonstrated that the City of South Pasadena vacated this portion of 
Moffatt Street and left it as a private street easement between the owners of the 
landlocked parcels and Commenters. The record further demonstrates, in the July 12, 
1961, Ordinance 1373, that the original intent of the City was to vacate Moffatt Street. 
Thus, the Applicant as successor and assignee of the easement rights needs consent of 
the servient estate holders to expand the use of the easement, or the lot owners 
abutting the ingress/egress easement.  

The City did not retain any rights to expand the use of the easement by issuing Project 
approvals allowing the Moffatt Street expansion. 

III. THE CITY HAS VIOLATED THE PUBLIC RECORDS ACT AS 
WELL AS DENIED ADMINISTRATIVE DUE PROCESS BY 
FAILING TO RESPOND TO APPELLANT’S PUBLIC RECORDS 
ACT REQUEST 

The term "due process of law" asserts a “fundamental principle of justice which is not 
subject to any precise definition but deals essentially with the denial of fundamental 
fairness, shocking to the universal sense of justice.”  (Ursino v. Superior Court (1974) 39 
Cal.App.3d 611, 621, quoting Grey v. Whitmore (1971) 17 Cal.App. 3d 1, at 20-21.) The 
California Supreme Court has long held procedural due process protections, such as 
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notice and a right to be heard, apply to adjudicatory land use hearings. (Horn v. County 
of Ventura (1979) 24 Cal.3d 605, 614, 618, 621.) 

The City has failed to give Appellant administrative due process. First, during the 
November 18, 2020 City Council meeting, the City Council heard only the first 30 
minutes of the 2+ hours of dial in comments that the public submitted on this item, 
violating the Brown Act’s requirements that the public be given an opportunity for its 
comments to be considered by the City Council. Moreover, the City has allowed the 
applicant to present a presentation that exceeds the 3-minute time limit imposed upon 
Appellant.  

Finally, the City has failed to respond to Appellant’s September 16, 2020 public 
records act request. The City has failed to make a determination as to whether it has 
responsive documents to Appellant’s PRA Request by the 10-day deadline of 
September 26, 2020, nor has it issued a reasonable extension for the City to respond to 
Appellant’s PRA Request. (Cal Government Code The City’s failure to determine if it 
has responsible documents and produce any responsive non-exempt documents to 
Appellant violates the procedural requirements of the California Public Records Act as 
well as principles of administrative due process since Appellant has been denied an 
opportunity to present their appeal with access to the necessary information that they 
are entitled to have as a matter of law.  

IV. CONCLUSION 

Commenters respectfully request that the City deny the  Project approvals and require 
that the Project prepare an environmental impact report that covers the entirety of the 
proposed Project and consideration of Commenters’ easement rights. 

Sincerely,  

 

___________________________ 
Mitchell M. Tsai 
Attorneys for Coyotl + Macehualli  
and Appellant Micah Haserjian 
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Hi,  

  

Our names are Sharon and Paul Dominguez and we are the owners of 4511 Lowell Ave, Los 
Angeles, CA 90032. I am writing to state we oppose Project No.2355-APP (2191-HDP/TRP), 
agenda item #20. 

  

We reviewed the power point presentation provided by the developer and there a few concerns 
that are not addressed. 

  

1. Access to new lots through Lowell Ave is not a decision that needs to be made by the city of 
South Pasadena. The city of South Pasadena is taking an illegal action and supporting the 
decision of creating a private road through the city of Los Angeles. 

  

2. Lowell Ave is currently a one-way street without the opportunity for easy access. At the 
moment, tenants from the apartments at 4520 currently use Lowell Ave to park. When 
emergency vehicles, deliveries, and vehicles  drive up the hill and run over the curb where 
apartments are located or illegally turn into our driveway on a daily basis and vehicles always 
have difficulty reversing on Lowell due to one way access. Damage to our property has occurred. 

  

3. The developer hasn't presented any resolutions for the property owners affected on the Los 
Angeles property line (including our property).  

  



4. In regards to utilities, sewer and electrical, it mentions the city of Los Angeles will be liable. 
The electricity and sewer system is located in front of our home and the developer would need to 
have a point of access to the homes that will be built blocking our backyard view. There is 
currently an easement from 1924, that runs through our property for such utilities mentioned 
above that would run through our backyard, carport, and driveway. As homeowners, how are we 
protected from the easement. It is implied homeowners will not have no choice but to comply 
with the developers demands even though it's been years since we've been contacted. 

  

5. We also oppose the permit for numerous tree removal. Trees should not be removed. They 
provide oxygen and are organic food resources.  

  

6 The developer provided plans and clarifications to the new street development, our biggest 
concern is the speed limit of cars entering and exiting the private street. Also, in the powerpoint 
presentation it does not discuss trash collection. 

  

7. The developer also discusses dwelling, landscaping, water drainage, for new homes that are 
intended to be built in our backyard but he does not go into detail as to where the exit point will 
be..through our property line? And how water drainage will affect our property line. Currently 
when it rains we have puddles of water that form in our backyard due to the hillslide.  

  

9. If the private street is granted, we lose the peacefulness of our cul de sac. 

  

10. The decision is not a sustainable solution. The city of South Pasadena does not have the right 
to dictate the access of a private road through the city of LA. The city of LA needs to be made 
aware of the decision South Pasadena is trying to impose to "make it easier" for the city to grant 
access for a private road without disturbing their community. 

  

In summary, we feel that the residents of South Pasadena, enjoy the peacefulness of the dead-end 
street and would not appreciate the increased traffic due to construction of a private street that 
would restrict residents of 4519 and 4520 to have access to their parking garages and their home. 
The hillside behind us has been abandoned for many years and even though the developer states 
that they won't displace wildlife and the land is sustainable, our biggest fear as residents of 4511 
Lowell is that the foundation of our remodeled and surrounding homes will be affected due to the 
dwelling and constant digging. 



  

We oppose this project all together and do not see the need to build 7 $1M dollar homes and 
create a private street in order to access homes. Council members voted against the project in 
1961 and we ask that you do so again in 2020. Our beautiful City of Los Angeles does not need 7 
additional homes. We feel that his project is not necessary and is not in need of another 
developer to make millions of dollars based on a decision by the city of South Pasadena 
that would profit the city of Los Angeles. Thank you for your time. 

 
Best, 

Sharon Alcazar  
email: shvalcazar@gmail.com 
Cell: 562-883-2898 
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As a community member, I do not approve of the actions that South Pasadena 

have taken in part to have this development recklessly approved to please developers 
that are not of the community. El Sereno is a majority immigrant working class 
community, unfortunately people not of the community want to build their developments 
no matter what the cost is. This is an incredibly racist project that should have never 
been approved! Shame on you South Pasadena, we see what your actions prioritize 
despite. 

This proposed construction violates the rights of the property owners and 
residents of the affected areas in terms of potential displacement, increased traffic and 
related health issues, as well as impacting the wildlife and plantlife of the area - 
including multiple endangered Southern California Black Walnut Trees. The 
piecemealing of this project in order to avoid having to produce an environmental impact 
report is also unconscionable. 
 

South Pasadena gave up all rights to the easement in the 1960's. South 
Pasadena has no right to approve this road since they gave up their easement rights in 
the 1960’s. This is one of several dishonest actions that South Pasadena has taken. 
 
Dishonest actions that South Pasadena have taken are: 

 South Pasadena is illegally acting as the Lead Agency on a project that affects 
Los Angeles. 

 South Pasadena withheld meeting minutes to cover up the fact that they don't 
have any rights to approve this project. 

 Later this year the Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan will be revisiting the 
zoning of these lots on the hill (last revisted 21 years ago). The community 
believes the R1 zoning of the landlocked lots is antiquated and we will be 
working with the Advisory Committee to make sure that this hill and other hills 
like it in El Sereno are properly zoned to serve the needs of our community today 
not the community of El Sereno in 1923. South Pasadena may have essentially 
approved a private street to nowhere. This is irresponsible. 

 
Dishonest actions by developers, Planet Home Living: 

 This project is being piecemealed in order to avoid having to produce a CEQA 
report 

 No one has seen plans for the development that would happen in LA. Allowing 
for the developers to build whatever they please. There is no accountability with 
South Pasadena or the developers, Planet Home Living. 

  The property owner that the easement lies on is strongly opposed to this project 
and was lied to and later threatened by the developer.  



 The developer has not produced any real plans for the construction of the private 
street connecting to Lowell Ave. 

 

Sincerely, 
 
Jacqueline G.  
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Hello,   
 
This comment is for Agenda Item 20, Project No 2355-APP (the road construction around E. 
Moffatt St.) to be read at the public hearing this evening.  
 
My name is Nancy Ladner.  I have been following and opposing this project for a year.  I 
attended the in-person hearings before the planning commission in March and have expressed 
my opposition at all of the hearings I was aware of since then.  This has gone on too long.    
 
The City of South Pasadena made the right decision when it agreed with its many concerned 
residents by denying the road construction through Moffatt Street.  The extension would damage 
the character of the neighborhood, displace coyotes and bobcats into the neighborhood, and 
would have very negative effects in the adjoining Los Angeles neighborhood.  
 
However, South Pasadena's decision to allow the road construction to be built through a Los 
Angeles street, is baseless.  The City of South Pasadena does not have jurisdiction to approve a 
project in a different city.  If South Pas wanted to allow construction on South Pas land, but did 
not want to allow the extension through Moffatt Street, the correct decision would have been to 
deny the Moffat Street extension and nothing further.  It was improper and without any 
reasonable grounds for South Pas to approve construction of a road in the City of Los Angeles.  
 
Furthermore, I drive by the area all the time and can see that the Los Angeles land on which the 
street would be built is very narrow and steep, and it is my understanding that the developer did 
not submit a plan for this alternative road.  This makes South Pasadena's approval of this project 
extremely irresponsible.  South Pasadena is approving a project it has not even reviewed 
(because it has no jurisdiction to do so) and allowing the developer to push through construction 
in Los Angeles without getting proper approval through Los Angeles.  This construction will 
certainly damage adjacent LA properties and it could be dangerous to all residents in the 
area.  The city should deny the construction through South Pasadena, full stop.  Thus, I submit 
that the City of South Pasadena should amend its prior decision.  It should AFFIRM the denial of 
the road construction through Moffat St., but REVERSE the portion approving construction 
through the Los Angeles street.   
 
Thank you, 
 
Nancy Ladner 
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 Agenda item #20  
 As a community member, I do not approve of the actions that South Pasadena have taken in part 
to have this development recklessly approved to please developers that are not of the community. 
El Sereno is a majority immigrant working class community, unfortunately people not of the 
community want to build their developments no matter what the cost is. This is an incredibly 
racist project that should have never been approved! Shame on you South Pasadena, we see what 
your actions prioritize despite. 
 
This proposed construction violates the rights of the property owners and residents of the 
affected areas in terms of potential displacement, increased traffic and related health issues, as 
well as impacting the wildlife and plantlife of the area - including multiple endangered Southern 
California Black Walnut Trees. The piecemealing of this project in order to avoid having to 
produce an environmental impact report is also unconscionable. 
 
South Pasadena gave up all rights to the easement in the 1960's. South Pasadena has no right to 
approve this road since they gave up their easement rights in the 1960’s. This is one of several 
dishonest actions that South Pasadena has taken. 
 
Dishonest actions that South Pasadena have taken are: 
 
South Pasadena is illegally acting as the Lead Agency on a project that affects Los Angeles. 
 
South Pasadena withheld meeting minutes to cover up the fact that they don't have any rights to 
approve this project. 
 
Later this year the Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan will be revisiting the zoning of these 
lots on the hill (last revisted 21 years ago). The community believes the R1 zoning of the 
landlocked lots is antiquated and we will be working with the Advisory Committee to make sure 
that this hill and other hills like it in El Sereno are properly zoned to serve the needs of our 
community today not the community of El Sereno in 1923. South Pasadena may have essentially 
approved a private street to nowhere. This is irresponsible. 
 

Dishonest actions by developers, Planet Home Living: 
 
This project is being piecemealed in order to avoid having to produce a CEQA report 
 



No one has seen plans for the development that would happen in LA. Allowing for the 
developers to build whatever they please. There is no accountability with South Pasadena or the 
developers, Planet Home Living. 
 
  
The property owner that the easement lies on is strongly opposed to this project and was lied to 
and later threatened by the developer. 
 
The developer has not produced any real plans for the construction of the private street 
connecting to Lowell Ave. 
 
 

Sincerely, 
Cindy Gradilla 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
February 17, 2021  
  
South Pasadena Mayor Diana Mahmud and Mayor Pro Tem Michael Cacciotti and 
Members of the South Pasadena City Council 
1414 Mission St.  
South Pasadena, Ca 91030 
 
Councilmembers and Mayor,  
 
As geographic neighbors, the cities of South Pasadena and Los Angeles share a mutual interest 
in protecting the health, welfare, and quality of life of our residents. Our adjacency provides us 
the opportunity to work together to mitigate the potential impacts of proposed projects within our 
respective communities, not only for our own residents, but for one another’s residents. To this 
end, I offer my concerns regarding the proposed Project No. 2191-HDP/TRP, Hillside 
Development Permit for the street design of the private street portion of Moffat Street 
connecting only to Lowell Avenue and Tree Removal Permit for the removal of five trees for the 
Moffat Street extension, subject to conditions of approval.  
 
While I recognize the independent jurisdiction and authority of the City of South Pasadena to 
determine whether or not to approve this project and to determine appropriate mitigations, I 
stand with my constituents in noting that the approvals today may have possible impacts in the 
City of Los Angeles. 
 
My staff has received letters and emails of concern from residents, LA County Supervisor Hilda 
Solis, and the LA32 Neighborhood Council Board, regarding the potential cumulative impact of 
approval for this street construction project as it relates to the seven undeveloped and privately 
owned lots to the south of the proposed road extension. The concerns center around potential 
piecemealing of environmental impacts should these seven parcels be proposed for 
development within the City of Los Angeles at a later date, presumably by this same owner who 
is planning to develop this road with the City of South Pasadena.  
 
To that end my staff has spoken with the LA City Planning staff who reviews development 
projects in this area. They confirmed that the property owner had briefly consulted on 
preliminary plans for development of the seven lots, however these conceptual plans have not 
resulted in any permit filings at this time, and so we land in an uneasy space between a 
reasonable assumption of intent, without an actual project to assess. 
 



I request that your consideration of this project include acknowledgement that at this time the 
road is proposed independently of its relationship with the potentially affected parcels in the City 
of Los Angeles. I then ask that the City of South Pasadena make a commitment to share all 
relevant determinations, studies, and analyses resulting from this project with the City of LA if 
the seven southern parcels are submitted for development in order that your knowledge, which 
might have bearing any proposed development, can become part of our shared public record. I 
extend a similar commitment to always ensure that the City of Los Angeles will share our 
considerations for any future projects on our side of our jurisdictional boundaries that have 
bearing on potential future determinations in the City of South Pasadena.   
 
I certainly share a concern with residents that cumulative development proposals are not 
piecemealed out across our two jurisdictions and I will be making sure that this project is 
brought to the attention of the City of Los Angeles’ Department of Building and Safety and 
Department of City Planning so that any future development is considered holistically.  
 
I welcome your input at any future date in assisting our City in determining whether the 
concerns expressed by our residents regarding piecemeal development have been fully 
addressed based on your in-depth review of this proposed street design project.  
 
On behalf of residents of Los Angeles’ Council District 14, I thank you for your consideration of 
our concerns. 

 
  
Sincerely, 
 
 
 

KEVIN DE LEÓN 
Councilmember, 14th District, Los Angeles City Council 

 

CC:  
Joanna Hankamer, Planning and Community Development Director, City of South Pasadena 
Supervisor Hilda Solis First District, Chair, LA County 
Aydin Pasebani Assistant Environmental & Special Projects, Office of Supervisor Hilda L. Solis   
Vince Bertoni, Director of City Planning, Los Angeles City 
Frank Lara, Assistant Bureau Chief, Los Angeles Dept. of Building & Safety 
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	Analysis
	Mr. Mutyala is a successor to the Grantor; Mr. Mutyala resides at 2050 La Fremontia Street, South Pasadena, which property underlies a portion of the area covered by the Access Easement.
	The burden imposed on the servient tenement by an easement created by a written instrument, such as here with respect to Mr. Mutyala’s property, is determined by the terms of the instrument. See City of Pasadena v. California-Michigan Land & Water Co....
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	As the owner of the property underlying the servient estate and as the successor to the Grantor, Mr. Mutyala accordingly enjoys all the benefits and burdens on the property which appeared at the time of his purchase of the same; this includes the burd...
	Developer contends that the authority to approve changes to the grade of the vacated Moffatt Street does not run with the land to the successors of the Grantor because the language of the Access Easement is supposedly “clear” in its intent to reserve ...
	The paramount goal of interpreting a writing creating an easement is to determine the intent of the parties. See Zissler v. Saville (2018) 29 Cal. App. 5th 630, 639, reh'g denied (Dec. 27, 2018). Where the intent is not entirely clear, as is the case ...
	Specifically, minutes from the City Council’s meeting on December 27, 1961 contradict Developer’s assertion of a supposed “clear” intent by the City to retain the authority to approve changes to grade on the vacated Moffatt Street. Those minutes indic...
	Such exchanges between the City Attorney and City Council do not indicate a “clear” intent by the City to retain authority to approve grade changes to Moffatt Street. On the contrary, the minutes indicate quite the opposite: that it was the City’s int...
	Developer’s attempt to portray the issue relating to the easement as clear and settled under the law and the language of the Access Easement is misplaced. Mr. Mutyala is one of the successors to the Grantor. Pursuant to the Access Easement and the Cit...






