LOWER LOS ANGELES RIVER REVITALIZATION PLAN (LLARRP)
WORKING GROUP MEETHOG

Thursday,January 52017 E 6:00 pm¢ 8:00 pm
Douglas F. Dollarhide Community Cen81 N Tamarind Ave, Compton

INTRODUCTION

OnJanuary 52017, California State Assembly Speaker Anthony Rendon of tHeA68embly
District and the Rivers and Mountain ConservafiRlylCxo-hosted theninth meeting of the
Working Group for the Lower Los Angeles River Revitalizatior{lRIARRP)he purpose of
the meeting wado reviewoutcomes of theecentmeetings of thePlan Elemen€Committees
review and discuss the Draft Community Engagement Blahgoordinate upcoming meetings
for the project

Meeting Format and Agenda

Theninth meetingof the Working Groupmccurredon January 52017, from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00
p.m. atDouglas F. Dollarhide Community Cen8)1 N Tamarind Ave, Compton
Approximately30 Working Group membergarticipated, andapproximately30 members of the
public andstaff from participating agenciealso attended to listen and lealfttachment B)

Mark Stanley, Executive Officer of the RMC opened the meeting by welcoming attendees and
explaining the purpose and objectives of the meeting. He then introduced Mayor Aja Brown
from the City of Compton, who recognized additional local officials andleaders in the

audience as part of her welcoming remarks. Mayor Brown also shared her concerns about
displacement and gentrification that often occur as a result of public planning and physical
improvement programs. She wants to ensure that improvementii¢oL A River corridor

accrue to the people who currently live along it. Furthermore, she recommended case studies
in the application of antdisplacement policies being applied in Atlanta, GA, and Pittsburgh, PA.
Mr. Stanley then briefly recapped the tteeCommunity Kicloff Events that occurred
NovemberDecember, 2016 along the Lower LA River corridor

Daniel lacofano of MIG, Inserved as meeting facilitator and provided an overvidwhe
agenda(Attachment Aand meeting format before asking for s@itroductions from all

attendees During the meetingMr. lacofano included PowerPoint slides to suppb# review

of agenda ikms and discussion pointattachmentC). Representatives of thBlan Element
Committees provided oral reports of the outcomes of threicentmeetings including an
extended presentation from the Community Engagement Committee of the Draft Community
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Eng@ement Plan.Mr. lacofano facilitatedjuestions and comments from th&'orking Group
and audience members regarditize reports

Duringthesereports, Andy Pendolepf MIGrecorded key points oawall-sized piece of paper,
2NJ d gl f fA3SWMdImadkfxh®pbesentationsand discussion points agovided in the
following sections, and a photeeduced copy of wallgraphic is includasl AttachmenD.

SUMMARY OPRESENTATIONS ADNBCUSSICiN

The following sections provide a summarnypoésentationdrom members of théPlan Element
Committeesanddiscussions among Working Groaipd audienceanembers.

Presentations:Plan ElemenCommittees

Mr. lacofano recapped the roles and responsibilities of the committees. Primarily, the
committees direct the development of chapters that will be incorporatediARREBNd/or the
outreach to support the development of the plan, including:

1 Identify issuesopportunities, and partnerships

1 Conduct review and analysis

1 Coordinate with advocates, experts, and/or communities

1 Report findings and recommendations

Mr. lacofano then introduced representatives of the Plan Element Committees, who provided
brief oralreports with accompanying PowerPoint slides (Attachment B) on the outcomes of
their first meetings:

1 Community Economics, Health, and Equity: Antonio Hicks, Public Counsel

1 Public RealmDan Knappl-ong Beach Conservation Corps

1 Water and Environment: Johnah Perisho, Watershed Conservation Authority

1 Implementation: Mr. lacofano

1 Community Engagement: Bryan Moller, LA County Bicycle CoalitcoMr. Pendoley

Following are summaries of the reports.
Community Economics, Health, and Equ@gmmittee

Overview

The recent meeting of the Committee occurred on December 8, 2016. In addition to standing
Committee members, participants included representatives from the LA Homeless Services
Authority and Long Beach health and Human Services.

Recent CommitteActivities
w WSOASGHESR YR NBEFANYBRNINKESOREFAYAGAZ2Y 2F a
w Reviewed the Draft Equity Principles
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w Reviewed asestudies andbestpractices
w Discused short-term/immediateactions

GDSYUNRTAOFGAZ2YE RSTAYSR
Related to the definition, Committee memberstdrmined that:
1 definitions vary with no completely agreegpon meaningand
1 common detail is the aspect of highercome households moving into lowarcome
neighborhoods

Committee members further defined gentrificati@amd its application to the Lower LA River as
follows:

1 Gentrification is grocess of renovation and revival of deteriorated urban
neighborhoods by means of influx of more affluent residents, which results in increased
property values and the displacing of lowiacome families and small businesses.

1 For the Lower LA River Rlization, the objective is to enhance the Lower LA River for
the communities within LA County, particularly for the existing communities along the
Lower LA River.

Other related terms taentrificationincluded RA NBE Ol R ardd § OB YR NE
displaS YSy i @€
w Direct displacements when a demographic or ethnic group succeeds another as a
result of a program or process
w Secondary displacemens when lowincome households relocate once they can no
longer afford to live there due to development

Homelessnss in LA County (2015)
At the December 2016 Committee meeting, representatives from Los Angeles Homeless
Services Authoritlt AHSApresented an overview of current conditions in LA County related to
the prevalence of homeless and contributing factorsoriaf summary from th€015 Homeless
Count Survey from May045 provides the following data:
1 2015 LA County Total Homeless Population (includes Glendale, Long Beach, and
Pasadena) totaled 44,359 (increase by 12% from 2013)
1 Greatestpopulation were locatedn Metropolitan LA and South LA, which is along the
study area
1 Major factors contributing to the homeless population are attributed
0 housing affordability and high rents
o0 cost of living in Los Angeles is among the highasdl
o lowwages andinemployment rate of 7.5% (5.6%tional)

Equity Principles for Revitalization and Restoration

The Committee discussed tl@ur Equity Principlesfor Revitalizationand Restoration
developed by Public Counsel, with the cooperatiothef Committee and noigovernment
organizationgroups.TheCommittee agreed that the Equity Principles would be goals for the
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revitalization efforts and the Equity Principles would be referenced in the RevitalizationaBlan
follows:
1 Be transparent, accountable and guided loynenunity-led decision makingt every
step
Prioritize and promoténclusive, equitable, health driven outcomes
Create affordable housing, avoid displacement in-loeome neighborhoods, and
protect the rights of homeless residents
1 Engage, educate areimpower lowincome communities to alleviate structural
inequalities and health disparities

T
)l

Case Studies

The Committee identified key findings from three case studies of rigaented redevelopment
and revitalization efforts The findings focus on poteaat strategies for consideration in this
planning process.

Anacostia River, Washington DGhe 11" Street Bridge Park project offers the following
potential strategies:
1 Creation of a municipal office dedicated to preserving affordable housing
T 9400t AAKYSMNAPGFGSE BINBz SN (A 2a/HoTsiyTRust (2 |
Fund
1 Improving a city law that allows the District to purchase properties before they become
unaffordable for moderate wagearners

Tennessee River, Chattanooga,rinessee. This area revitalized a deteriorating downtown
area and includes the following keys to success:

w ALYy 2@0FGA2Yy 5AaidNRKOGa ¢ -ugslagtioysiess incuba@sNI Ay a i A

w Openness to new ideas, extensive community process

w Repurposing ighways and reducing some traffic lanes

w Philanthropic contributions and Public/private collaboration

w Public support for facilities such as an aquarium, museum, recreation facilities
Dudley Street Neighborhood Initiative, Boston, MassachusetEstablishd in 1984, this
neighborhood revitalization effort includes the following elements:

w Community Land Trushodel: residents buy homesdt land) to reducecosts,including

prevention of reselling the land

w Homesare surrounded by parks, gardens, a town commoammunity center, charter
school, and several urban farms
Trust for Public Land helpedise the funding for converting lots into farmable land
DSNI then takes ownership and leases the land to the Urban Farming Institute
In April 2016, a Community Lancu$t for the Greater Boston Community Land Trust
was launched, thereby greatly expanding the Dudley Street Community Land Trust.

egee
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Next Steps for the Committee

Initial discussions have started and will be further refif@dthe following tasks:
w Determinethe type of facilities would be acceptable in adjacent neighborhoods
w Develop Shorerm and Lond erm actions can be taken

Also, the committee will begin the prioritization framework development from a Plan Element
perspective. Priorities related to tiequity Principles will likely be considered for this effort.

Working Group Discussion
Working Groupand audiencanembers asked questions of and provided feedbadkéo
committee, with responses iitalics.
1 Businesses can also be displaced as part ofrijeation. Additional best practices to
address this challenge would be helpful
1 Homeless populations tend to form strong social groups in the areas that they
inhabit/visit
1 Contribute to formation of a national equity network to further share best prasiand
build momentum towards solutions
1 Are there additional, local case studies under development by UCLA students, as
mentioned at past Working Group meetirysYes, these are in the early research
stages.
1 Distribute the case studies from this presentet to the publicg Please visit the project
website (lowerlariver.org) to access materials from this meeting.

Public Realm Committee

Overview

The recent meeting of the Committee occurred on December 21, 2016. In addition to standing
Committee members, Kelsey Jessup from the UCLA Luskin Center participated and shared
research.

Recent Committee Activities
w Reviewedtasestudies andbest practicesexamples
w Coordinatedwith Metro on the 710 Corridor Project
w Discussed ike andequestriangaps
w Initiated evaluationcriteria discussion

Best Practices
Kelsey Jessup, UCLA Luskin Ceexplained that the LA River Greenway Guide seages
resource for agencies planning to develop greenways alongAidver. Examples presented
arebased on succeadfpractices along the LA River, including the following projects:

w Valleyheart Riverwalk

w Maywood Riverfront Park

w Cudahy River Park
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w MarshPark
w Valleyheart Greenway

Additional lest practiceexamplesreviewed by the Committesclude the following:

River gteways €.g.,Cudahy River Park)

Riverparks €.g.,Maywood and Cudahy River Parks)

Inundation areas with inflatable rubber damesd.,Ro BesosBarcelona, Spajn

Low flow dannel configurationse(g.,Guadalupe River, downtown San Jose)
Multi-usetrails, or pathwayshicycle, pedestrian, and/orqiestriantrails)

Stream restoration on river adjacent propertiesd., Tujunga Wash StreaRestoration,
Dominguez Gap)

gegeeeee

Case Studies
Rio Besos, Barcelona, SpaiSignificant parallels with the LA River include the Mediterranean
climate, flood control as the driver for the construction of walls, an adjacent freeway system,
and the community neefbr more recreational space. Specific improvements include:

w Incorporated inundation areas with rubber dams

w Greenway spaces, bike/pedestrian paths on the base of the river

w Publicsafety measures during flood stagedectronic billboards, megaphones, and

access ramps for excavation

Southeast Falsecreek, Vancouver City, Canaflacomplete neighborhood plain included social
equity, ecological health, and sustainability elements. Pedestrian bridges connect communitie
across the river.

Metro 710 and the LA River Mullise Trail Upgrades
The@ YYAGGSS NBGASSHESR aSUuiNRQa LYy F2N-AKS [ ! w
Corridor Project. The Metro Board directed their staff to developrages to the LARiver Bike
Path with proposed enhancements that include:
w Fixit stations (17)
w Additional access points (8)
w Lighting (~48/mi)
w Bike/pedestrian bridges (5 new)

Five new bicycle/pedestrian/equestrian bridges are proposed for crossings over the river at the
following locations:

Humphreys Avenue

Clara Street

Pacific Place

Spring Street

Hill Street

geeee
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Next Steps for the Committee
w Continue @velopment ofa prioritization framework for Public Realm
w Evaluate pportunitiesunder developmenby the River Segment Comngiis against
the prioritizationframework

Working Group Discussion
Working Groumnd audiencenembers asked questions of and provided feedbadké&
committee, with responses ialics
w The large buildings shown in some of the best practices and case studies slides cause
concern for community members that major higlse development will occur along the
Lower LA River, Those images are not intended to convey such an intention, rather to
display the broader context and feature some of the river design elerfrenighese
practices/studies
w A previous study considered a river crossing bridge at Spring Street, which was later
canceled
w The potential impact to river habitats from the proposed pathway lighting should be
studied by Metro
w Create and distribute a map identifying the potential bridges for river crossings.

Water and Environment Committee

Overview and Recent Committee Aciigst
The recent meeting of the Committee occurred on December 14, 2016, including the following
activities:

w Reviewedasestudies andbestpracticesexamples

w Coordinatedwith Metro on the 710 Corridor Project

w Discussed ke andequestriangaps

w Initiated evaluationcriteria discussion

Summary of Water Flow in the LA River
The committee reviewed the water dynamics of the Lower LA River, which include the
following:
w Watershed area for the LA River is 834 square miles for the entire 51 miles of the river
w The flow in the river, 94% of the time is less than 300 cfs, the remaining 6% flows exceed
400 cfs.
w The LA River capacity was increased as part of the LACDA (LA County Drainage Area)
Project by the Corps of Engineers. The-géar flow for the LA River i8Q,000 cfs (1%
chance of occurring)

Issues discussed thaeedfurther evaluation include
1. Water Flowwill provide a framework of what can be done within the river
2. Water Qualitywill evaluate the potential opportunities and acceptable uses of the river
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3. Water Quality Regulations have a direct impact to the river flow, use, and funding
opportunities. The sediment management plan for the LA River Estuary could have an
affect on the river management needs

Low Flows in the LA River
¢CKS t2¢g Ff2a Ay GKS [! WAGBSNI O2YS LINRAYLF NAT @
remaining amount comes from urban dweather runoft.
w The 3major water reclamation facilitieare:
w Donald Tillman
w LABurbank
w LAGlendale
A Typical discharge: 90 cB)MGD)

Hydrology, Hydraulics, and Water Quality Summary
w Significant ranges in flow between dignd wetweather
w Dry weather quality is comparable to beaches, due to the discharge from the City
w Wet weather quality may pose an issue (bacteria, metals,teasth)
w Infiltration and recharge may be impractical in many locations

Case Study: San Diego Pure Water
CKS /AGe 2F { Iy a2¥yS3 mipiLBiEaT igtegiatad wadeddter |
GNBFGYSYyd FYyR adG2NXgl GSNI G2 torRwalSsbaingl KS NBIA 2
considered as additional supply water that will use the wastewater infrastructure to deliver
g GSNJ 02 GKS INBlIQa adGd2N}3IS NBASNU2ANROD ¢ KS
implementation cost savingicluding the fobhwing:

w Reduced wastewater pumping and treatment costs

w Offsetimported water costs

w Reduced capital andperations and maintenander distributed green infrastructure

Best Practices

Dominguez Gap Wetland3his project converted the groundwater recharfgcility into a

public space with muluse features. IBws from the river are diverted as a stream restoration
Water quality treatment wetlands, and low flows are captured from the adjacent storm drain.

EchoPark LakdKS / A& 2 F [ !RehabilitiorkFrojetincoNibratgs wated

guality treatment from two storm drain pretreatment units and a wetlands. The site
incorporates sustainable enhancements such as porous pavement, rain gardens, and swales.
This project also revitalized the lo@mmunity with an updated park and rehabilitated lake.

Next Steps for Water and Environment Committee
w Develop a prioritization framework for Water and Environment. Initial discussions have
begun regarding the committee goals.
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w Evaluate Opportunities frorthe River Segment Committee against the prioritization
method

Working Group Discussion
One Working Grou@udiencemember provided feedback:
w While infiltration and recharge may be impractical in many locations, especially during
wet weather, nonpotable ugs may be practical and should be considered
opportunities.

Implementation Committee

Overview andParticipation

Mr. lacofano explained that after an initial meeting early in the planning process, the
Implementation Committee agreed to convene agaifré@ruary 2017 when initial

opportunities and projects begin emerging from the Working Group and committees. The

focus areas include: funding, governance, safety and security, and operations and maintenance.

Currently, Committee @mbersincludeY { LJSOfficeS Gitipéf LA, Council of Watershed
Health, East Yard Communities for Environmental JustimCounty Supervisorial District.1

Mr. lacofano asked Working Group membersto-4eRSy G A F& A F (KS@ QR f
resulted in the followig additional participants (County staff wilarify/O2 y ¥ A N LJ- NJi
full names prior to the next meeting):

Herlinda Chico

Debbie Enos

Bryan Moller

JimMeyer

JonatharKraus

Keisha Sexton

A1 S
AOAL

= =4 =4 8 -8 4

CommunityEngagementCommittee

Overviewand Current Activities
The recent meeting of the Committee occurred on Deceni$2016. The Committee has
multiple, concurrent activities as follows:

1 Develop thecommunity engagement plamvhich will identify strategies and approaches
for accessing ingt from the local residents, businesses, and leaders from the
communities along the Lower LA River

1 Develop thecommunity brandor the Plan, which will be easily recognizable, and easier
G2 ale dKIFy a! .pon [26SNI[! wWADBSNI wSOAGLE A

1 Oversee the deelopment of theinteractive community mapping toohat will be added
to the website

1 Develop aVatershed Education Prograimfuture months



Lower Los Angeles River Revitalization Plan
Summary Report Working Group Meeting #9/%/17

Community Kicloff Events
Conducted within each of the three river segments Noverdbecember 2016, the objectives
of these events included:
1 Collect community inpubn how community members do/do not use the River today,
and preferred uses, activities and improvements for the future
1 Collect community input on branding elements for the Lower LA River, including colors
and sounds that they would like to associate with the river

Key findings from theammunityinput include the following:
1 How do you use the river today?
0 .A1ST 4lt12 NHzyT K2NBSZ 2NJ R2y Qi dzaS Al
1 In the future, how would you l&to use the revitalizedver?
o Greenspace
o Softbottom river
o Water recharge
1 What improvements would benefit your community?
o Connected paths
Rest stops
Wayfinding
Bilingual signage
Water usage, kayak
o0 Trees and greening
1 What colors and sounds of a revitalized river?
o Colorsgreen, blue, and bright/warm colors
0 Soundsbirds, water, wind

(0]
(0]
(0]
(0]

Presentation: Community Engagement Plan

Mr. Moller transitioned his presentation about the Community Engagement Committee to the
Community Engagement Plan (CEP). He explained that the @eenguided the CEP, and the
approach parallels the technical planning process for the LLARRP to ensure mintoaied
efforts. The CEP includes timeframes, phases, activities and audiences. The CEP goals are as
follows:

91 Design a diverse set of to@ad activities

T [ SOSNI IS GKS 2DQa YR LINIYSNARQ ySiGis2N] a

1 Coordinate community engagement with technical planning

1 Document input

1 Promote ongoing awareness and participation

Communities of Interest

Mr. Moller also reviewed the Communities of Interest thatwabe engaged as part of the
process (see slide 47, Attachment B). He asked Working Group metmiséieze additional
communities not currently listed, resulting in the following:

10
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Public agencies, especially public health
People with disabilities

Nationd Park Service Rivers and Trails
Competitionbased activity groups

Tenants

Youth

Older Adults

Parent teacher associations (PTAS)

Social and environmental justice
Homeless advocacy groups

Neighborhood associatioredwatchgroups
California State LandSommission
High-density communities farther away from the LA River

=4 =4 =8 -8 -8_48_95_49_°5_2_-2_2_-2-

Engagement Team

Mr. Moller then introduced Mr. Pendoley, who introduced the community organizations who
offered to support implementation of the CEP. Support efforts will include leading River tours
(foot, bike, horse), educational materials and pap events. The orgaeations include:

East Yard Communities for Environmental Justice

Friends of LRiver

From Lot to Spot

LA County Bicycle Coalition

Trails4All

Conservation Corps (LA and Long Beach)

= =4 -8 48 -8 9

Community Process Roadmap

Mr. Pendoley then reviewed the Community ProcBesd Map, which displays in graphic form
of the CEP, and how the Working Group, committees, engagement activities, and technical
deliverables occur in a process flow.

Phase | (completed during 2016), includes the development of EARRP vision, ggalksues
and opportunities During this phase of the plan, the Working Group and Committees
implemented the following:

i Vision, goals, issues, and opportunities along the river

1 Project web portal

1 Community KiclOff Events (3) (November and December)

1 Branding initiation

Phase II.1 (JanuagyApril 2017)consists of the development of the Concept Plan Opportunities

along the Lower LA River. During this phase GE€proposes to obtain community input
through the following activities

11
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Outreach Toolkitt1 will be developed for the outreach team that provides information
regarding the Lower LA River Revitalization Planning Efforts. The toolkits will include the
following materials:

0 project information sheet

0 messaging and frequentlysked questions

0 presentation slides

0 community input forms/cards

0 project maps
Community Presentations by the Working Group Memizgrd Engagement Teausing
the Outreach Toolkit at local City Council Meetings
Outreach EventsEvents, such as River and Trail Tours, Bike Tanss?opUp Events
Website and Newsletter UpdatesQuarterly News Letters summarizing activities,
website data and news information
Online Questionnaire #4 Accessed through the project website and have a map
feature as a forum for community input andvisivement
Community Workshops ()In April 2017, 3 Community Workshops will be conducted
within each of the 3 river segments. The objective is to share the preliminary
concepts/ideas proposed for river revitalization.

Phase 1.2 of th€EPR consists of the presenting the Concept Plan Proposals along the Lower LA
River. During this phase, ti&EP activities will include:

l

Outreach Toolkit #2vill be updated for the outreach team that provides recent
developments regarding theLARRPThe todkits will includeupdates of the materials

in the previous toolkit

Community Eventwiill include youth art events, river tours (foot, bike, horse), and-pop
up events

Website and Newsletter UpdatesQuarterly News Letters summarizing activities,
website data and news information

Online Questionnaire # Accessed through the project website and have a map
feature as a forum for community input and involvement

Phase Ill of th€ ERconsists of the presenting the Draft and Final Revitalization Plan for the
Lower LA River. During this phatbe CERroposes to obtain community feedback through the
following activities

w

w
w
w

Community Meetings (3)
Community Presentations
Website and Newsletter Updates
Online Review of Draft Plan

Working Group Discussion
Working Groumand audiencenembers asked questions of and provided feedbadkéo
committee, with responses iialics.

T

Expand the engagement timeframes to maximize community input opportunities

12
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Focus on educating the community about the LA River
Leveragehe activities for communitypuilding and creating a base of community
advocates to suppotimplementationin the future
1 Consider adding more community organizations in the future to support engagement
activities

0 Ensure community organizations are compated for their work

= =

Comments also focused on specific activities and communication channels:
1 Reach community members at Bixby Knolls First Friday events
1 Coordinate with City Managers of each city to distribute notifications through their
social media andelated communication channels
Collect listserves and distribute information
Ensure art events are open to all ages
Engage school districts as communication channels
Leverage city/civic events (e.g., DowriggLAvia

= =4 -4

Next Steps for Community Engagem€oimmittee

Mr. Moller explained next steps for the Committee as follows:

Finalize the Community Engagement Plan

Implement next phase afommunity outreach

Developcommunity branding

Develop Interactive Community Website Mapping Tool

Begin to develop thevatershed education program for the Lower LA River Revitalization
Plan

= =4 =4 4 A

Presentation: Planning Process Roadmap

Mr. lacofano briefly reviewed the planning process roadmap, which outlines the key technical
phases. With Phase | completed in 2016, in 20&7cttmmittees will further develop the
LLARRP options, opportunities and technical feasibility through these phases:

1 Early 2017 Develop criteria and prioritization and identify opportunities

1 Mid 2017- Propose and evaluate projects and programs

1 End of 207 - Develop and review draft Plan

NEXT STEPS

Mr. lacofano and MrStanley concluded the meeting by thanking Working Group mend@ts
reviewing objectives for the next committee meetings, whichlated on the project website

They also encouraged participants to visit the project web portal and Working Group members

to use theSharePoint site to share documents and ideas.

The next Working Group meetings are scheduled as follows:

13
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Thursday, February 2, 201Bell Gardens

Thurglay, March2, 2017 Compton

Thursday, April 6, 2017, Long Beach/Bixby Knolls
Thursday, May 4, 2017, Downey

14
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LOWER LOS ANGELES RIVER REVITALIZATION PLAN (LLARRP)

WORKING GROUP PROJECT MEETING No. 9

Meeting Objectives:
1. Review outcomes of Community Kick-Off Events
2. Present outcomes of recent Plan Element Committee meetings
3. Review Draft Community Engagement Plan
4, Coordinate upcoming meetings

Thursday, January 5, 2017
6:00 pm - 8:00 pm

Douglas F. Dollarhide Community Center
301 N Tamarind Ave, Compton, CA 90220

AGENDA

5:30 pm Sign-in, Refreshments and Networking!
6:00 pm I Welcome, Introductions and Agenda Overview
Mark Stanley, Executive Officer, RMC
Mayor Aja Brown, City of Compton
Daniel lacofano, Meeting Facilitator, MIG
6:10 pm II. Updates: Outcomes of Community Kick-Off Events
6:20 pm . Presentations: Plan Element Committees
A Community Economics, Health and Equity
B. Public Realm
D. Water and Environment
E. Implementation
6:45 pm Iv. Presentation: Community Engagement
A. Plan Element Committee Activities
B. Community Engagement Plan
C. Community Branding
7:30 pm V. LLARRP Planning Process Roadmap
7:45 pm VI. Summary and Next Steps
7:50 pm Vil. Announcements and Public Comment
8:00 pm VIII. Meeting Close...and Networking

15



Lower Los Angeles River Revitalization Plan

Summary Report Working Group Meeting #9/%/17

: BIGNIN SHEETS

ATTACHMENT:

€40 T o3ed

ajewa)e Mewuq ,

22140 ut 128u0| ou/dno.to Suniom DY) Wwoly paudisay ,

10710050130 W01} @ BUBJAIA 0duel4 BUBIAIA (s.174) 10ds 03 307 wou4 8T
SCFEOTOEIENT Y_rW/ elfay uaydals
EIPETOLRE Suiimog ‘4 weljim (4v104) J3A1Y V1 343 JO SpuaL LT
gigIejoj@essuew \/ UaSUBIISUYD BSSUBIA
%\ sewoy] JojAe] zadon yien 3213SN[ "JIAUT 1O} SAIIUNWWO)) pJeA ise3 | o1
A)
\/ ojjewey Apuam 39]0S suyD Yi|EaH paysiaie Jo |1Duno) ST
S H243Q Suny xa|y uouwsaA Jo A)o Y1
Fios1ed0s @seiops @\ seJaq sipe|o
- sajesol adiof 31e9 YInos jo Ay €T
S2JUBAJR) OJNUY
sele Apuapy
FREIEGENED) junowe.ed jo Ay 4
\/ +xUseD 'S Jaydoisuy)
EAlY €7 3Q 31pp3 poomAey Jo A3 W
seag-ue||l3ues “| BB 0.4158D) ApIyY poomuAT jo Ay 0T
sedajjin [2ejey
peppeH 28135
Suosysuny joJe) s9(98uy so1 jo A 6

SIABQ-23110D) :zQﬁmrv@

*xIPIRHY DN

snesy :m:um:og unsny |y yoeag 8uot jo Ay 8
ACEE3d(@ZIH0 2110 eja1dEID 34ed uoi8ununy jo AlD L

\%,:3_._2 ueas Asumog jo Ayy 9

$9.10 -Z3pUBRUISH UoJRY v zayoues nieg Ayepn) jo A S
/N ouniady 01pag suapJen [1ag j0 A}D 2

enuajep anbuug Joysan , B y3les 1|y 1128 jo Ap €
uewasoy Awalar /* 731eAlY [ney £9 1013510 Ajlquuassy eruloyijed z

W0 00eADpZZWa ZaUIUBA UDLY3 2213WWO0) JO JaqIeY) — sassauisng 5

Jlews s, ajeuwsd)y

(s)ereuIm)Y

|lews3 s aajuiddy

aajuioddy

uoneziuesio

1517 dNOYD DNIHOM

NV1d NOILVZITVLIAIY H3AIY SITIONY SOT HIMO1 0ES 9V

16



17

Lower Los Angeles River Revitalization Plan

Summary Report Working Group Meeting #9/%/17
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