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Linda Vista-Annandale Association 

 

May 2, 2021 

 
Paul Novak, Hearing Officer 
City of Pasadena 
c/o David Sinclair, Senior Planner 
 
Re:  CUP #6577; 1410 Wierfield Drive; Hearing May 5, 2021; Agenda Item 2.A. 
 
Mr. Novak, 
 
The Board of Directors of the Linda Vista-Annandale Association (LVAA), at its recent 
meeting, reviewed the proposed Conditional Use Permit for Park and Recreation 
facility improvements to the Annandale Canyon Park area, including the Mitigated 
Negative Declaration, and voted to SUPPORT the Staff Recommendation. 
 
Background and History. 
 
The proposed Conditional Use Permit is one of the last steps in a long process over 
many years to save beautiful and environmentally sensitive Annandale Canyon from 
intense and undesirable development and to dedicate the Canyon to publicly 
accessible passive recreational Park use in perpetuity.  For context, the following is a 
summary of these many years of neighborhood and City dedication and effort towards 
this goal. 
 

In 2002, a development permit application was submitted for 24 homes on 37 parcels 
of pristine open land known as Annandale Canyon.  The proposed subdivision included 
large homes, numbers of roads, and controversial infrastructure such as sewage 
pumping.  Little of the Canyon would remain.  Adjacent and nearby neighbors, who 
valued Annandale Canyon for its beauty, views and habitat for wildlife and birds, and 
environmentalists, were alarmed.  As a result, local concerned residents, the Linda 
Vista-Annandale Association, and local environmentalists, began efforts to preserve 
the land as open space, including organizing possible litigation. 
 
In 2007, after many meetings and negotiations, the City and the developer entered 
into an acquisition agreement. The City secured a $2.5 million grant from the Santa 
Monica Mountains Conservancy and conducted a study to determine support for a 
local assessment district for the public funding of a portion of the     acquisition funding, 
thereby demonstrating public support for the acquisition. 
 
In October 2008, as a result of a successful vote of adjacent and nearby property 
owners, the City Council took action to      create the Annandale Canyon Open Space 
Benefit Assessment District for the purpose of acquiring the Annandale Canyon 
Estates property. The successful vote followed months of neighborhood organizing 
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and educational efforts to secure support for the District.  Canyon adjacent and 
nearby residents continue to pay their share of the Assessment through their property 
tax bills.  Following this action, the City secured a $500,000 acquisition grant from Los 
Angeles County. 
 
In February, 2009, the City Council approved the purchase of 38 parcels totaling about 
21 acres. As part of this action, the City Council appropriated $2 million in local 
residential impact fee funds for the acquisition. The agenda report included a brief 
description of trails and a small trailhead parking lot. Letters of support were also 
received advocating for trails. The total acquisition cost was approximately $6.5 million. 
 
After acquisition of the original parcels, a “celebration” was held on site with City 
elected officials and staff, local environmental groups, and many neighbors to mark an 
important milestone in this important effort to create Annandale Canyon Park.  
 
In 2010, a capital improvement project was created to provide for trail construction and 
a small trailhead / parking lot. The City was awarded a $150,000 grant from Los 
Angeles County for the implantation of trails and a trial head. 

In 2014, the City acquired three additional parcels which added about 2 acres to the 
open space.  The City rezoned nearly all of the Canyon OS, or Open Space, in 
perpetuity, but one additional parcel needs to be added to the OS zone in the future. 
 
In 2016, Public Works staff began the design process and developed a concept plan. 
 
On April 12, 2017, a community meeting was held to present the proposed concept 
and  receive input. Approximately 700 announcements were mailed, and additional 
outreach was conducted by email through the Council District 6 field office. The 
meeting was attended by approximately 25 people who provided substantial comment 
and questions. Important topics included the general discussion about the project and 
the need for the trail and trailhead, safety and security related to wildfire and crime, and 
parking.   
 
In May, 2017, the Recreation and Parks Commission approved the Park trail access 
and improvements project. 
 
The proposed project was included in the City’s FY 2019-2033 Capital Improvement 
Program for Parks and Landscaping – Park Project. 
 
LVAA Comments and Support. 
 
It is important to note that significant funds used to acquire the Canyon were obtained 
from public sources including the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy, Los Angeles 
County, and the City of Pasadena.  In all cases, and, in all communications with 
concerned and involved neighbors, the goal of the acquisition was described and 
discussed in detail as the creation of a publicly accessible City of Pasadena Park 
facility for passive recreation.  There is no choice, even if LVAA wanted a choice which 
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we do not:  when public funds provide a significant source for City acquisition of open 
space for City use – the facility must be open and accessible to the public.  Just like we 
do with our small Linda Vista Neighborhood Park, we welcome visitors from all over 
Pasadena in addition to Linda Vista-Annandale residents.  This project facilitates 
access and public enjoyment of this area. 
 
However, it also should be noted, and LVAA supports, that the final plans for Park 
improvements and amenities are quite minimal in scope.  For example, the new Trail 
will improve the existing maintenance road which is already graded, and otherwise 
minimally disturbs current site conditions.  This large natural area is for passive 
pedestrian enjoyment of views, and the natural environment and surroundings, 
including birding and wildlife observations by a few members of the public at a time, 
including Linda Vista-Annandale residents. 
 
Further, this Canyon Park will receive maintenance and attention just like all of 
Pasadena’s parks, including public safety services.  This effort includes police and fire 
helicopter surveillance.  The Linda Vista and Annandale area already is a high fire area 
from dangers arising out of the many open canyons in our hillsides, most in private or 
institutional ownership.  There is a strong argument that regular birders and hikers will 
provide “eyes” on the ground and report potentially dangerous situations to City 
authorities.  And, as to new residents who now live in the Benefit Assessment District 
area, we presume they received full required disclosures from the seller and real estate 
brokers as to the ongoing process of creating Annandale Canyon as a publicly 
accessible Pasadena Park.  
 
We do have some concerns over the design of the signs that will be installed, but we 
will follow up with Public Works staff as to this issue. 
 
Therefore, LVAA urges you to adopt the Environmental Determination and the Specific 
Findings in Attachment A of the Staff Report and approve the Conditional Use Permit 
with the Conditions in Attachment B of the Staff Report. 
 
Thank you for your attention to our comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

Nina Chomsky 

 

Nina Chomsky, LVAA President 
 
cc:  LVAA Board of Directors 
 
 



Christy Bradley 
 

Pasadena, CA 91105 
 
 
 

May 3, 2021 
 
Mr. Paul Novak, Hearing Officer 
City of Pasadena 
 
Re:   CUP #6577:  1410 Wierfield Drive 
 Hearing on May 5, 2021 
 Agenda Item 2.A 
 
 
Dear Mr. Novak, 
 

As a 38-year resident of a home not even one-quarter of a mile from the subject property, I recall 
voting in favor of the City of Pasadena, along with assistance with one or more non-profit conservation 
groups, buying the several parcels now known collectively as 1410 Wierfield Drive from a developer who 
had proposed building at least two dozen single family houses in the canyon.  The local residents were 
concerned that such a large development would have a major impact on the traffic in the area as well as 
the efficiency of the utilities to the already existing houses in the area.  I do not still have a copy of the 
original proposition, but I do recall that the property was not to ever be commercially developed and was 
to be kept in its natural state.  I do not recall if the proposal stipulated that a limited use “park” would be 
allowed to be developed on the site.   The local neighbors agreed to be assessed for several years to assist 
in funding the acquisition of the property. 
 

I think that we need to be provided with a copy of the original wording of the proposition on which 
we the neighbors voted to access ourselves to determine what can and cannot be done with the property.   
And, the City needs to carefully review that proposition to ensure that the current proposed recreational 
area is allowed under the terms of the approved proposition and in accordance with the terms of the 
agreements with the other participating conservancy groups.  I think that would resolve a lot of the 
questions and issues currently being discussed. 
 

If a limited use recreational area is developed on the site, who will be in charge of ensuring that it 
is used in accordance with the established guidelines?  Who will diligently patrol the area to make certain 
there are no homeless encampments?  Who will lock the gates each and every evening and unlock them 
each and every morning?  Who will carefully maintain the area?  Who will make certain that any overflow 
parking does not ever happen?   
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We all know that the City of Pasadena can promise to do things in accordance with agreed upon 
guidelines and then fail to carry through on those promises.  How can we enforce compliance?   Who do 
we complain to when there are problems?  How quick will the response be?   

 
Based on my personal experience, this is most likely not the type of situation that the Police 

Department would get involved with.  City offices are not open 24 hours a day.  Who would we call in the 
middle of the night to report a major problem?   
 

A very major concern to us immediate neighbors is the homeless situation.  The homeless problem 
is much more severe than it was many years ago when this property acquisition was approved.  I suspect 
that if we were to vote on this issue now, there would be significant restrictions in the proposition to 
prohibit the canyon’s use by the homeless.  We absolutely do not want any homeless encampments in 
the Annandale Canyon area.  Not only could this impact the crime in our neighborhood but there is real 
danger of fires being started and getting out of control.   
 

If a fire was ever started in the proposed recreational area by someone “camping” there and we 
as neighbors were damaged and we could prove that the City allowed “camping” in the area, the City 
could have real liability for failing to enforce the no overnight “camping” rules.  How does the City propose 
to protect itself from such a potentially major liability? 

 
Please carefully review the original documents and provide the local property owners with copies 

so that we can all proceed appropriately.  I recommend that no decisions be made about the use of 
Annandale Canyon until all parties have reviewed the original documents and proposition. 

 
  
    Sincerely, 
 
    / submitted by email/ 
 
    Christy Bradley 
    (Mrs. John Bradley) 
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Varsh, Tess

From: Kenneth Frankel 
Sent: Monday, May 3, 2021 3:02 PM
To: Varsh, Tess
Subject: Re: Opposition to CUP6577-Annandale Canyon project-May 5, 2021

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the 
content is safe.  Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. Learn 
more...<https://mydoit.cityofpasadena.net/sp?id=kb_article_view&sysparm_article=KB0010263>. 
------------------------ 
 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
>From: Kenneth Frankel  
>Sent: May 3, 2021 2:40 PM 
>To: tvarsh@cityofpasadena.net 
>Cc:  

>Subject: Opposition to CUP6577-Annandale Canyon project-May 5, 2021 
> 
>To the City of Pasadena: 
> 
>We are residents at  and we were happy to pay our part towards the purchase of the Annandale 
Canyon Property. 
> 
>We wanted Annandale Canyon to remain wilderness and were pleased that our purchase prevented a large housing 
development. 
> 
>We are opposed to the proposed Trail development for several reasons. 
> 
>The first, and one that looms large after years of drought is the increased FIRE HAZZARD that hikers and other users of 
the trail will bring. 
> 
>The second, and everything is a distant second because of the existential fire threat, is the increased traffic on our 
narrow roads. 
> 
>The third is illegal after hours use  of the Canyon- this increasing the fire hazard more. 
> 
>If the City moves forward with this project, We will ask for indemnification by The City fo Pasadena, for all damages 
(including fire) that arises as a result of the Annandale Canyon Project. 
> 
>Sincerely, 
> 
>Ken and Joan Frankel 
>  
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Varsh, Tess

From: Sinclair, David
Sent: Monday, May 3, 2021 3:13 PM
To: Varsh, Tess
Subject: FW: CUP 6577  Annandale Canyon Trail Parking Lot

-----Original Message----- 
From: Preston Hawkins >  
Sent: Monday, May 03, 2021 1:49 PM 
To: Sinclair, David <dsinclair@cityofpasadena.net> 
Cc: Steve.Madison@jax4mhob20.registeredsite.com 
Subject: CUP 6577 Annandale Canyon Trail Parking Lot 
 
CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the 
content is safe.  Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. Learn 
more...<https://mydoit.cityofpasadena.net/sp?id=kb_article_view&sysparm_article=KB0010263>. 
------------------------ 
 
 
 
DearMr. Sinclair, 
 
We strongly oppose the placement of a parking lot and trailhead at the end of Wierfield Drive in our neighborhood. 
 
1. The streets are not adequate for additional traffic. There are already too many near misses on these narrow and curvy 
streets. There must be an alternative way to access the canyon without bringing extra dangerous traffic through the 
neighborhood. This will affect the residents along San Rafael, Glen Oaks, Patrician Way, Fairlawn, Canedo and Wierfield. 
as well as all the other streets that feed of these. 
 
2. While the number of parking spaces may sees modest, visitors will not know if the lot is full until they drive all the way 
there, at which time, if full, they will drive all the way back or try to park on an already narrow street nearby. 
 
 3. The residents voted themselves a hefty property tax assessment to enable the city to purchase the canyon. They 
agreed to this in order to keep the streets safe. If the city moves ahead to put more traffic on our streets, will the city 
refund our assessments? 
 
4. After enacting the Covid restrictions on walking and biking around the Rose Bowl, the biking and walking traffic on our 
narrow streets has increased exponentially. On trash day, with collection receptacles in front of the curbs and hikers and 
bikes on the streets along with two way traffic including the large Amazon Vans and construction vehicles, it is 
dangerous! 
 
5. There has been totally inadequate notice given or posted for the residents who will be affected by this development. 
Only 2 or 3 small pole notices exist in areas far from the hundreds of properties that may be affected. The large, legible 
poster is located at the very end of Wierfield Drive, where virtually no one will see it. If there was a plan to hide this 
development hearing, it could not have been done better. 
 
If the Planning & Community Development Department is unwilling to move the access point to a safer location at this 
time, there should be a through traffic study completed using cameras and speed recording instruments at several of 
the narrow, blind curves on Patrician Way, Glen Oaks and San Rafael before approval is considered. 
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Thank you for your consideration of this objection and the safety of the neighborhood. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Preston Hawkins 
Patrician Way 



DANIEL E. ARMEL 
.  •   PASADENA, CA 91105 

 

 

 

 

Mr. David Sinclair        May 3, 2021 

City of Pasadena 

Planning & Community Development Department 

Planning Division, Current Planning Section 

175 North Garfield Avenue 

Pasadena, California 91101 

 

   Re: Annandale Canyon Open Space Trail 

 

Dear Mr. Sinclair: 

 

As one of the many neighbors that are paying a Special Assessment for the City’s 

purchase of the Annandale Canyon property, I was dismayed that we, and perhaps 

others, did not receive proper notice of the upcoming hearing on May 5, 2021. 

 

Nonetheless, here I am, in a rush at the last minute, giving you my thoughts about 

not only the proposed Conditional Use Permit for parking spaces, but also the 

downright silliness of the entire Annandale Canyon Trail Project. 

 

First, I am an avid fan of Pasadena’s many trails, especially along the Lower Arroyo, 

around the Rose Bowl and in Eaton Canyon. And each of these in its own way has 

its special attractions. The Lower Arroyo trail meanders along Pasadena’s only 

major natural water course, with an abundance of interesting botanic (and 

occasional wildlife) sights. Arroyo Terrace Loop is fun for a brief jaunt. The highly 

popular route around the Rose Bowl serves for so many (whether on foot or a 

bicycle) as the major outlet for a good workout. And both of Eaton Canyon’s trails 

offer great destinations, including water courses and a waterfall. 

 

But I am sorely disposed to see any merit whatsoever in the proposed Annandale 

Canyon trail. [I’m also surprised to find – especially given the disastrous financial 

impact of the Covid-19 shutdown on Pasadena’s financial resources – that this 

project is still included in the City’s budget and being considered.] Nowhere in your 

Initial Study is there any mention of feasibility or usefulness of this trail itself. As I 

see it, compared to so many other options in and around Pasadena, the proposed 

trail would be a sorry excuse for any positive outdoor activities of any kind.  

 

I just can’t comprehend why the City has spent, and continues to spend, time and 

increasingly precious resources on this folly. 

 



Observation 1: While the study mentions the use of 23 acres, there is no mention 

of trail length. On Exhibit 2, trying my best to scale the route, I’ve only been able 

to come up with a few hundred yards for the total length of the trail – a sorry 

excuse for anything that will compete with our other options measured in miles. 

 

Observation 2: Unfortunately, unlike the Rose Bowl and Arroyo Terrace, the 

relatively narrow proposed trail is not a loop, but dead ends, and requires the 

walker/hiker to re-trace his/her steps. It’s just a bunch of scrub brush with no 

interesting rock, water or vista waypoints. 

 

Observation 3: The view from the “Lookout Point” is, in my opinion, not at all 

fascinating, and doesn’t even come close to the many vistas west to Century City 

(with a glimmering sliver of the Ocean) as well as east over the City of Pasadena, 

that can be found along Patrician Way. 

 

My principal concern, however, with the entire concept of this project is the 

inadequate attention being given to the risk of a wildfire; and the Study’s Section 

2.20 ridiculously understates this obvious risk to property and life. 

 

One of the main reasons the City (with the invaluable help of the Santa Monica 

Conservancy) purchased this land in the first place -- and the neighbors agreed to 

the Special Assessment -- was the concern that, in the event of a wildfire, there are 

no alternative routes out for anyone living above the intersection of Glen Oaks and 

Patrician Way.  

 

Because we are in a designated “high fire danger” zone, we pay an additional 

insurance premium on our home, and we are especially sensitive to this risk. (The 

sign at the bottom of Patrician Way is there for a reason.) We carefully comply with 

our Fire Department’s brush clearance guidance and have always passed their 

inspections. The image of having someone, either intentionally or by accident, start 

a fire in this remote and steep canyon sends shivers up my spine. What does the 

Pasadena Fire Department truly have to say about how they will access, let alone 

contend with, a fire in the canyon if it occurs? 

 

[Just now, preparing this letter, I pulled out our Property Tax Bill for 2020-2021 

and saw that our direct assessment for Annandale Canyon was 93% of what we are 

paying for the Pasadena Unified School District!! What a shame. Another reason to 

question the City’s fiscal priorities.] 

 

Respectfully, 

 

 

Daniel E. Armel 

 

Cc: Steve Madison, City Councilman, District 6 
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Finally, I believe the most important concern that must be taken into account by the hearing officer, the planning 
department staff and Pasadena itself is the very serious danger of fires created by day hikers, illegal overnight campers 
and possibly others who might use the canyon which, as best as I recall, hasn’t burned for over 50 years and thus 
presents especially serious fire hazards. The proposed parking area, which residents unanimously opposed two years 
ago at the hearing, makes it even more attractive for overnight, even if illegal, squatters. Same if bathroom, water 
fountain, trash or other facilities are contemplated, now or in the future.  
 
The City staff stated at that prior hearing and in other communications with residents that a gate at the parking area 
would be closed and locked every night, but just who is going to close and lock the gate night after night, year-round, 
including if it is raining or we are having other inclement weather, and then unlock and open it every morning? And 
where is the funding for that? And who do residents call if we find the gate has been left unlocked?  
 
it’s hard to believe a commitment about locking and unlocking the gate will be regularly carried out. Even if it is, what 
will the patrol officers do if they find there are cars that remain parked there overnight? Will those cars be towed that 
night? Will the required signs be posted that allow for such towing? Likewise, what will the patrol officers do with 
respect to people who camp overnight at or near the parking lot, the trail or other nearby canyon areas? Are those 
people going to be ticketed? Jailed? Somehow otherwise removed? Will appropriate signs be posted that allow such 
enforcement actions? And what will be the legal basis for such removal? 
 
What is going to be done on Red Flag Days? Will parking still be allowed? Will extra precautions be taken regarding the 
risk of fires? 
 
I believe the hearing officer, the planning department staff and the City need to address each and every one of these 
concerns. The liability for very costly and even deadly fires from that canyon is huge, just as we’ve seen has resulted in 
recent years from fires in canyon areas elsewhere in Los Angeles County, and apparently often/mostly caused by 
homeless encampments that are encouraged and facilitated by the kinds of improvements being proposed here. 
 
Michael Roster 

 

 



Debra Manners 

Pasadena, Ca. 91105 

 

Mr. David Sinclair 
City of Pasadena 
Planning & Community Development Dept. 
Planning Division, Current Planning Section 
175 North Garfield Ave. 
Pasadena, CA 91101 
 
RE: Annandale Canyon Open Space Trail 
 
Dear Mr. Sinclair: 
 
I am a resident with a home located at the intersection of Glen Oaks Blvd , Patrician Way and Woodcliff.   
Aside from my concerns regarding the increased danger of fire in the area of the trail, I am concerned 
with the over flow of parking and the road dangers.  At the intersection where I live, the only street 
parking available near the trail is in front of my house and down Woodcliff which is a dead end.  I am 
concerned that when those interested in taking the hike find the spaces full they will drive a short 
distance from the trail head to park on the street. In addition; if they do this on a Friday then the 
garbage trucks can not proceed down Woodcliff to pick up trash because the road is too narrow. 
 
As you are well aware, Glen Oaks Blvd is an extremely narrow road with many curves.  Motorists who 
are unfamiliar with the road present a danger to other motorists and individuals walking on the streets.  
The building of the parking lot will increase traffic to this area therefore increasing the likelihood of an 
accident.  
 
Lastly,  of all the things for the city to spend money on in the midst of recovering from a pandemic…why 
parking for a dismal trail.  It makes no sense!! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Debra Manners 
 
Cc: Steve Madison, City Councilman, District 6 
 
 




