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Tracking Number: ( )

To request a change to regulations under the authority of the California Fish and Game Commission
(Commission), you are required to submit this completed form to: California Fish and Game
Commission, (physical address) 1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1320, Sacramento, CA 95814, (mailing
address) P.O. Box 944209, Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 or via email to FGC@fgc.ca.gov. Note:
This form is not intended for listing petitions for threatened or endangered species (see Section 670.1
of Title 14).

Incomplete forms will not be accepted. A petition is incomplete if it is not submitted on this form or
fails to contain necessary information in each of the required categories listed on this form (Section ).
A petition will be rejected if it does not pertain to issues under the Commission’s authority. A petition
may be denied if any petition requesting a functionally equivalent regulation change was considered
within the previous 12 months and no information or data is being submitted beyond what was
previously submitted. If you need help with this form, please contact Commission staff at (916) 653-
4899 or FGC@fgc.ca.gov.

SECTION I: Required Information.
Please be succinct. Responses for Section | should not exceed five pages

1. Person or organization requesting the change (Required)
Name of primary contact person:
Organization Requesting Change: People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals
Contact Person: Mary Maerz, PETA Foundation
Address: 2154 Sunset Blvd, Los Angeles, CA 90026
Telephone number: (417) 619-4829
Email address: marym@petaf.org

2. Rulemaking Authority (Required) - Reference to the statutory or constitutional authority of
the Commission to take the action requested:

California Fish and Game Code 8§ 200(a), 203(c), 203(d)
3. Overview (Required) - Summarize the proposed changes to regulations:
PETA urges the Commission to take the following actions:

1. Enact additional regulations that would prohibit local governments from contracting with private
trappers to trap coyotes on public land.

2. Amend existing regulations to prohibit the use of carbon dioxide as a killing method for coyotes.
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Rationale (Required) - Describe the problem and the reason for the proposed change:
A more detailed rationale is included in the attached document.

PETA urges the Commission to enact regulations that prohibit local governments from contracting with
private trappers to trap coyotes on public land. Research has continuously demonstrated that these trap-
and-kill programs are ineffective, a waste of resources, and threaten the health of urban ecosystems.
Moreover, the cities’ particular programs do not, even in theory, address the public safety concerns they
cite as reasons for implementing these programs, and California law already provides solutions for
managing “harmful” coyotes. Specifically, the lethal removal programs are inconsistent with other state
statutes and regulations, which give authority to the state entities with expertise to address harmful
coyotes and do not support the propriety of local government’s use of a private trapper to
indiscriminately trap coyotes on public land.

Second, PETA urges the Commission to amend its regulations to prohibit the use of carbon dioxide as a
killing method for coyotes because it is incredibly inhumane for larger animal species, as California
recognized when it outlawed its use for cats and dogs, the latter of which are nearly the same species as
coyotes.

SECTION II: Optional Information

5.

6.

10.

Date of Petition: April 1, 2024

Category of Proposed Change

[] Sport Fishing

[] Commercial Fishing

[] Hunting

[X] Other, please specify: Trapping and killing of nongame mammals for purposes other than
fur or recreation.

The proposal is to: (To determine section number(s), see current year regulation booklet or
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs)

[X] Amend Title 14 Section(s): 14 C.C.R. § 465.5(g)(1)

[X] Add New Title 14 Section(s): 14 C.C.R 88 472(a)(1), 475(d)(1)

[] Repeal Title 14 Section(s):

If the proposal is related to a previously submitted petition that was rejected, specify
the tracking number of the previously submitted petition:

Effective date: If applicable, identify the desired effective date of the regulation.
If the proposed change requires immediate implementation, explain the nature of the
emergency:

Supporting documentation: ldentify and attach to the petition any information supporting the
proposal including data, reports and other documents:

Please see the attached document, a more detailed petition that includes data, reports, and other
documents.
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11. Economic or Fiscal Impacts: Identify any known impacts of the proposed regulation change
on revenues to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, individuals, businesses, jobs,
other state agencies, local agencies, schools, or housing:

12. Forms: If applicable, list any forms to be created, amended or repealed:

SECTION 3: FGC Staff Only
Date received: Click here to enter text.

FGC staff action:
L] Accept - complete
(] Reject - incomplete

[ Reject - outside scope of FGC authority
Tracking Number
Date petitioner was notified of receipt of petition and pending action:

Meeting date for FGC consideration:

FGC action:
(1 Denied by FGC
(] Denied - same as petition

Tracking Number
[1 Granted for consideration of regulation change
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1. Introduction

People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA) submits this petition pursuant to the
California Administrative Procedure Act, Cal. Gov’t Code § 11340 et seq., requesting that the
California Fish and Game Commission (“Commission’’) commence rulemaking proceedings to
(1) add new regulations to prohibit local governments from contracting with private trappers to
trap and kill coyotes on public land, and (2) amend existing regulations to prohibit the use of
carbon dioxide as a killing method for coyotes.

The California legislature delegated to the Commission “the power to regulate the taking or
possession of birds, mammals, fish, amphibians, and reptiles.” Cal. Fish & G. Code § 200(a).
The Commission has the authority to “[p]rescribe the manner and means of taking” mammals, id.
§ 203(d), and “[e]stablish and change areas of territorial limits for their taking,” id. § 203(c).
“When adopting regulations pursuant to Section 203, the commission shall consider populations,
habitat, food supplies, the welfare of individual animals, and other pertinent facts and
testimony.” Id. § 203.1.

Native to southern California, evidence suggests that coyotes (Canis latrans) have existed in the
area well before European colonization.! They have become established in urban environments.?
and in southern California, coyote occurrence has increased with both proximity and intensity of
urbanization.® They play a vital role in maintaining healthy and viable ecosystems, as they
directly or indirectly help to control disease transmission, keep rodent populations in check,
consume animal carcasses, remove sick animals from the gene pool, and protect crops.*
Unexploited coyote populations can also contribute to ecosystem health through trophic cascade
effects, such as indirectly protecting ground-nesting birds from smaller carnivores and increasing
the biological diversity of plant and wildlife communities.® State wildlife management agencies
across the country, including the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), recognize
the benefits that coyotes provide to ecosystems.®

! James W. Hody & Roland Kays, Mapping the expansion of coyotes (Cans latrans) across North and Central
America, 759 Zookeys 81, 81-97 (2018).

2 Sharon A Poessel et al., Environmental factors influencing the occurrence of coyotes and conflicts in urban areas,
157 Landscape and Urban Planning 259-69 (Jan. 2017).

3 Human-Wildlife Conflicts: Coyotes, California Department of Fish and Wildlife,
https://wildlife.ca.gov/HWC/Coyotes (citing Ordenana et al., Effects of urbanization on carnivore species
distribution and richness, 91(6) Journal of Mammalogy 1322-31 (Dec. 2010)).

4 Why Killing Coyotes Doesn t Work, Project Coyote, https://projectcoyote.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/08/PC_SAB_Coyote-Facts FINAL 2020 08.pdf.

®S. E. Henke and F. C. Bryant, Effects of Coyote Removal on the Faunal Community in Western Texas, Journal of
Wildlife Management 63, no. 4 (1999); K. R. Crooks and M. E. Soule, Mesopredator Release and Avifaunal
Extinctions in a Fragmented System, Nature 400, no. 6744 (1999); E. T. Mezquida, S. J. Slater, and C. W. Benkman,
Sage-Grouse and Indirect Interactions: Potential Implications of Coyote Control on Sage-Grouse Populations,
Condor 108, no. 4 (2006); N. M. Waser et al., Coyotes, Deer, and Wildflowers: Diverse Evidence Points to a Trophic
Cascade, Naturwissenschaften 101, no. 5 (2014).

6 See, e.g., Human-Wildlife Conflicts: Coyotes, supra note 3 (“Coyotes provide many ecosystem benefits, such as
controlling rodent and other small mammal populations. They will consume nearly anything, including rodents,
rabbits, birds and eggs, reptiles, fruits, and plants, as well as pet food, human food, and trash.”).
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Although the majority of urban coyotes tend to utilize the landscape in ways that avoid humans,
some coyotes may become involved in coyote-human conflicts.” It is well-established that a
program combining education and hazing practices is the best practice for handling and
preventing conflicts with coyotes.2 CDFW endorses this research-backed approach, and has
created guidelines and recommendations for California cities to address coyote presence and
incidents.’

Many southern California cities—as well as cities throughout the U.S.—have created coyote
management plans reflecting this best practice to address coyote presence in the localities and
mitigate human-coyote conflicts with successful outcomes.'® However, defying accepted
research and the recommendation of experts, some southern California cities, including Torrance,
Anaheim, and Rancho Palos Verdes, currently operate lethal removal programs (also referred to
as “trap-and-kill programs”), which are widely considered to be ineffective for controlling coyote
populations or mitigating coyote-human conflicts.!* In each of these three cities, the lethal
removal programs involve the localities contracting with a private trapper to place indiscriminate
snare traps on public land with the intent to capture and kill coyotes. All of these cities contract
with the same trapping service, Coyote, Wildlife, and Pest Solutions, Inc. (CWPS), for which
employee Jimmie Rizzo is the sole trapper.’? Rizzo exclusively uses dangerous snare traps,
frequently in close proximity to residents’ homes,'® and—if the snares do not slowly strangle
trapped coyotes to death—he cruelly kills them using a mobile carbon dioxide gas chamber.'*

These cities created trap-and-kill programs in apparent response to public pressure related
primarily to some citizens’ perceived increase in coyote sightings'® and, frequently, the general

" Poessel et al., supra note 2.

8 Take Action: Coexisting With Coyotes, National Park Service,
https://www.nps.gov/samo/learn/management/support-coyotes.htm.

® See Wildlife Watch, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, https://wildlife.ca.gov/wildlife-watch.

10 See Alexander Heeren et al., Coyote Management Plans and Wildlife Watch: implications for community coaching
approach to public outreach in southern California, 107(3) California Fish and Wildlife 278-283 (2021).

W Living with Wildlife, Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, http://wdfw.wa.gov/living/coyotes.html; R.
Crabtree and J. Sheldon, Coyotes and Canid Coexistence in Yellowstone, in Carnivores in Ecosystems: The
Yellowstone Experience, ed. T. Clark et al. (New Haven [Conn.]: Yale University Press, 1999); F. F. Knowlton, E. M.
Gese, and M. M. Jaeger, Coyote Depredation Control: An Interface between Biology and Management, Journal of
Range Management 52, no. 5 (1999); J. M. Goodrich and S. W. Buskirk, Control of Abundant Native Vertebrates for
Conservation of Endangered Species, Conservation Biology 9, no. 6 (1995); F.F. Knowlton, Preliminary
interpretations of coyote population mechanics with some management implications, J. Wildlife Management.
36:369-382; S.D. Gehrt, Chicago Coyotes part II, Wildlife Control Technologies 11(4):20-21, 38-9, 42 (2004).

12 Ex. 1, Current contract between Torrance and CWPS; Ex. 2, Current contract between Anaheim and CWPS, Ex. 3,
Current contract between Rancho Palos Verdes and CWPS.

13 As of the time of submission of this petition, trapper Jimmie Rizzo is apparently under investigation for the
possible violation of 14 C.C.R. § 465.5(g)(3) in Torrance, which prohibits the placement of traps within 150 yards of
a residence without written permission. PETA submitted a complaint to CDFW on Feb. 14, 2024, detailing how
Rizzo self-reported placing traps within 150 yards of dozens of residences on multiple occasions, with no evidence
that he or the City of Torrance obtained written permission from residents. Ex. 4.

14 Ex. 5, Declaration of Matt Duncan.

15 An increase in coyote sightings is not correlated to an increase in the number of coyotes in an area. See, e.g.,
Annette Giachino, DNR: More coyote sightings in populated areas does not mean population increase, Upper
Michigan’s Source (Sep. 9, 2022), https://www.uppermichiganssource.com/2022/09/08/dnr-more-coyote-sightings-
populated-areas-does-not-mean-population-increase/.



fear of possible coyote incidents.'® A smaller number of concerns related to companion animal
fatalities, which generally were reported to take place on private property.l” Other southern
California cities have attempted to operate similar lethal removal programs in the past, but
ultimately ended the programs.'® Recently, the Pasadena City Council rejected a proposal to
enact a trap-and-kill program after, in part, studying Torrance’s program and determining it was
ineffective.'®

I1. Request for Agency Action

As described in more detail below, the indiscriminate trap-and-kill programs implemented by
some southern California cities, including Torrance, Anaheim, and Rancho Palos Verdes, are
ineffective and do not address residents’ safety or mitigate human-coyote conflicts. It is well-
established by research that such programs are ineffective, and instead present a danger to the
environment and public. Allowing local governments to effectively delegate authority to engage
in harmful and useless wildlife management practices to a private trapper—who operates for
financial gain—is not only dangerous, but also inconsistent with existing California law which
places the appropriate authority with State departments and agencies with the necessary expertise
to safely manage harmful coyotes.

The cities’ use of a private trapper has resulted in the needless deaths and suffering of coyotes
and other nontargeted species in the indiscriminate snare traps used. In particular, the cities’
private trapper cruelly kills trapped coyotes in a mobile carbon dioxide gas chamber. Scientists
recognize that killing by gas chamber is not humane and cannot be considered “euthanasia” in
these circumstances. The practice is apparently inconsistent with both Commission regulations
and California statutes that recognize the State’s interest in humanely killing trapped animals and
preventing the cruel use of carbon dioxide gas chambers.

Accordingly, PETA urges the Commission to take the following actions:

1. Enact additional regulations that would prohibit local governments from contracting with
private trappers to trap coyotes on public land.

2. Amend existing regulations to prohibit the use of carbon dioxide as a killing method for
coyotes.

16 See, e.g., Ex. 6, Supplemental Material to Council Agenda Item #9C, Torrance City Council Meeting (Nov. 27,
2018).

d

18 See Victory! Calabasas, CA Votes to End Coyote Trapping, Project Coyote (Oct. 13, 2011),
https://projectcoyote.org/victory-calabasas-ca-votes-to-end-coyote-trapping/; Christopher Yee, Arcadia rescinds
decision to trap, kill coyotes, Pasadena Star News (Apr. 7, 2021),
https://www.pasadenastarnews.com/2017/04/07/arcadia-rescinds-decision-to-trap-kill-coyotes/.

19 Keither Calayag, City Council Approves Non-Lethal Solutions to Address Coyote Concerns in Pasadena,
Pasadena Now (Jul. 18, 2023), https://www.pasadenastarnews.com/2017/04/07/arcadia-rescinds-decision-to-trap-
kill-coyotes/.



III.  Description of Petitioner

PETA entities have more than 9 million members and supporters globally, and PETA U.S. is the
largest animal rights organization in the world. PETA operates, in part, to promote and further the
principle that animals are not ours to abuse in any way. Since its inception in 1980, it has
championed ending the mistreatment of animals, including with respect to the trapping and
killing of coyotes and other wildlife.

IV.  Arguments in Support of Requested Actions

A. The Commission Should Implement New Regulations That Prohibit Local
Governments from Contracting with Private Trappers to Trap Coyotes on
Public Land

PETA urges the Commission to enact regulations that prohibit local governments from
contracting with private trappers to trap coyotes on public land for several reasons, as discussed
in more detail below. First, research has continuously demonstrated that these trap-and-kill
programs are ineffective, a waste of resources, and threaten the health of urban ecosystems.
Moreover, the cities’ particular programs do not, even in theory, address the public safety
concerns they cite as reasons for implementing these programs, and California law already
provides solutions for managing “harmful” coyotes and aggressive coyote incidents. Specifically,
the lethal removal programs are inconsistent with other state statutes and regulations, which give
authority to the state entities with expertise to address harmful coyotes and do not support the

propriety of local government’s use of a private trapper to indiscriminately trap coyotes on public
land.

1. Southern California Cities’ Use of Private Trappers to Indiscriminately
Trap and Kill Covotes is Demonstrably Ineffective, a Waste of Taxpayer
Money, and Threatens Urban Ecosystems

The best available, peer-reviewed science shows that indiscriminately killing coyotes is
counterproductive and a threat to healthy ecosystems.?’ There is no credible evidence that
indiscriminate killing of coyotes effectively serves any beneficial wildlife management purpose.
The cities that implemented trap-and-kill programs are aware of this information. For example,
as of the time of submission of this petition, the City of Rancho Palos Verdes’ coyote
management webpage?! provides a document entitled “Solutions for Coyote Conflicts: Why
Killing Does Not Solve Conflicts With Coyotes,” which outlines why lethal removal is not an
effective solution to managing coyote populations or incidents.?? The only Coyote Management
Plan available on the city’s website, which appears to have been updated prior to the city’s

20 See, e.g., Why Killing Coyotes Doesn 't Work, Project Coyote, supra note 4.

2 Coyote Management Plan, City of Ranchos Palos Verdes, https://www.rpvca.gov/1113/Coyote-Management-Plan.
22 Solutions for Coyote Conflicts: Why Killing Does Not Solve Conflicts with Coyotes, The Humane Society of the
United States, https://www.rpvca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/12084/Solutions-for-Coyote-Conflicts-Why-Killing-
does-Not-Solve-Conflicts-with-Coyotes-PDF?bidld=.



decision to contract with a private trapper, clearly recognizes that trapping is generally
ineffective and that only a targeted approach should be considered on a case-by-case basis:

The City has entered into a contract with the County of Los Angeles to provide
trapping services in the City only when it has been determined by the City that an
“aggressive” coyote exists. As it is well known that trapping and the resulting
euthanization of a coyote is not as effective as other methods of hazing contact
with coyotes as discussed within this Management Plan, the City shall be the
one to determine, based on field observations and assessing the incident, if a case
needs to be brought to the County’s attention or simply additional education
instruction is needed.?®

Despite the fact that these local governments know that trap-and-kill programs are unsupported
by science and have shown time and again to be ineffective, the cities have apparently chosen to
take a reactionary and performative approach to public concern in implementing and maintaining
lethal removal programs that have not demonstrated any positive outcomes.

Not only is this a waste of hundreds of thousands of taxpayer dollars, but allowing a private
person, with apparently little to no oversight, to set snare traps on public land within dense cities
is dangerous to healthy urban ecosystems, other wildlife, the public, and companion animals—all
in blatant disregard of science- and State-supported coyote management principles. The State of
California and the Commission have a substantial interest in safely and effectively regulating
coyote management, and it should not allow local governments to harmfully circumvent proper
practices in conflict with the State’s authority.

1. Lethal Removal Programs Are Ineffective

Lethal removal programs that indiscriminately trap and kill coyotes, such as those employed by
some southern California cities, have consistently proven to be ineffective at controlling coyote
populations or mitigating human-coyote conflicts. Findings from the longest-term study of urban
coyote ecology to date show that the void created by the removal of non-problem coyotes may
actually be filled by loner coyotes who are less wary of humans, thus potentially increasing
conflict.?* Moreover, research suggests that to suppress a coyote population over the long-term,
more than 70% of the coyotes would need to be removed annually.?® Aside from the ethical
concerns such intense control efforts raise,?® such practices are effective over the long-term since

2 Coyote Management Plan, City of Ranchos Palos Verdes,
https://www.rpvca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/12546/Revised-coyote-management-plan-AM-9-25-18-edits 2.
(emphasis added).

24 8.D. Gehrt, Chicago Coyotes part 11, 11(4): Wildlife Control Technologies 20-42 (2004); C. H. Fox, 2006.
Coyotes and humans: can we coexist? Pp. 287-293 in: R M. Timm and J. H. O’Brien (eds.), Proceedings, 22nd
Vertebrate Pest Conference. Publ. Univ. Calif.-Davis (2006).

%5 G.E. Connolly and W.M. Longhurst, The Effects of Control on Coyote Populations, Bulletin of the Division of
Agricultural Sciences, University of California, Berkeley, 1-37 (1975).

% C.H. Fox, Taxpayers say no to killing predators, Animal Issues 31:27 (2001); M.W. Fox, Bringing Life to Ethics:
Global Bioethics for a Humane Society. State University of New York Press, Albany, NY (2001); C.H. Fox and C.M.
Papouchis, Coyotes in our Midst: Coexisting with an Adaptable and Resilient Carnivore, Animal Protection
Institute, Sacramento, CA (2005).



lethal removal may stimulate improved reproductive success and pup survival in the remaining
coyote population, thus compensating for the human-caused mortality.?’ In other words, the
current coyote removal program is effectively counterproductive to what the applicable cities are
attempting to accomplish.

It is well-established that in the absence of conflict, coyotes should not be removed.?® Scientists
have also stressed the importance of suspending lethal removal programs that are not supported
by research or data, such as the southern California cities’ trap-and-kill programs.?® The
extensive research demonstrating the ineffectiveness of such programs underscores the
importance of determining and addressing the ultimate causes of human-coyote problems (e.g.,
feeding and food supply) and the potential negative repercussions of indiscriminate removal.*
Studies note that public education should be a prominent component of any urban coyote
management plan.3! Research consistently supports the use of nonlethal control methods to
effectively manage coyote incidents.®? Best practice coyote management practices, which are
comprised of primarily nonlethal methods, form the basis of countless cities’ effective coyote
management plans. To the extent lethal removal is considered appropriate, only selective,
targeted trapping of known aggressive or dangerous coyotes is recommended.>

In the absence of private trappers, cities like Torrance, Anaheim, and Rancho Palos Verdes have
numerous strategies to increase public safety and mitigate human-animal conflicts. In fact, each
of these cities already created and implemented effective coyote management plans that include
science-backed and recommended practices prior to implementing useless and dangerous trap-
and-kill programs. Therefore, prohibiting cities from contracting with private trappers does not
meaningfully limit their ability to effectively manage human-coyote conflicts. The three cities
referenced throughout this petition—Torrance, Anaheim, and Rancho Palos Verdes—all currently
contract with the same private trapping company, CWPS, and its sole trapper, Jimmie Rizzo.*® In
each location, CWPS is hired to conduct indiscriminate trapping activities® in a substantially
similar manner. The contracts generally provide:

27 Connolly and Longhurst, supra note 25; G.E. Connolly, Predator control and coyote populations: a review of
simulation models, pp. 327-345 (Ch. 14) in: M. Bekoff (Ed.), Coyotes: Biology, Behavior, and Management,
Academic Press, New York, NY (1978); R.P. Davison, The effect of exploitation on some parameters of coyote
populations, Ph.D. dissert., Utah State University, Logan, UT (1980).

28 Gerht, supra note 24.

29 Adrian Treves et al., Predator control should not be a shot in the dark, 14(7) Frontiers in Ecology and the
Environment 380-88 (2016).

30 Gerht, supra note 24.

1d.

32See Treves et al., supra note 29.

3 Model coyote management plans include nonlethal control methods including reducing coyote attractants in urban
areas, public education and outreach, and hazing. Lethal control is limited to specific, targeted removal of dangerous
coyotes. See A Template Coyote Management & Coexistence Plan, The Humane Society of the United States,
https://pasadenahumane.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/HSUS-Template-Coyote-Management-Plan-Resize.pdf.

3 See id.

B Ex. 1-3.

36 At least one city has argued that its trap-and-kill program is not indiscriminate. See Ex. 7, Letter from City of
Rancho Palos Verdes City Attorney (Sep. 21, 2021). As detailed in this section, the trapping activities involved in the
city’s lethal removal program are not designed to target specific coyotes, but rather to capture any animal that gets
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A. Consultant will use snares as traps in locations the City deems as priority. To
this end, the traps will be placed in strategic locations according to noted activity
and in response to notification and complaints by the public, and will remain in
place for 10 days. Typical duration for a specific site is 10 days. This is based on
the typical cycle of the coyote' s territorial hunting cycle. At certain times of the
year this cycle may vary and Consultant may adjust accordingly. Should a specific
area need more attention, Consultant will adjust the timetable to achieve the desired
results. All traps will be checked a minimum of once daily and captured animals
will be removed. Consultant will use equipment to capture specific species.
Although non-targeted animals are occasionally caught, it is extremely rare. Any
non-targeted animals will be released on site. Traps are disabled every Friday and
reset on Monday morning.

B. Consultant’ s use of the number of traps placed, will be based on availability of
space, visibility from the public, and activity level of the target animals and
Consultant’ s professional judgement of how many it needs to achieve the desired
results.

D. Per California law, all trapped coyotes must be euthanized on-site humanely or
released on the spot. All coyotes trapped will be considered target animals and the
Consultant will euthanize them.

In Anaheim and Rancho Palos Verdes, Rizzo sets indiscriminate snare traps in various locations
on public land,*” leaves them there to capture any animal that stumbles into them from Monday
through Friday, disables them on the weekend, and then sets them again for the subsequent
Monday through Friday. According to Anaheim’s contracts with CWPS, Rizzo is actively
trapping animals for up to 40 weeks of the year.®® In Rancho Palos Verdes, the contracts provide
for active trapping every week of the year.3® Torrance’s trap-and-kill program is the most prolific,
currently contracting for year-round trapping, including on weekends.*

While the cities cite an interest in removing dangerous or aggressive coyotes, the trap-and-kill
programs are not designed to do so. Companion animal fatalities, which are the most prominent
public safety concern, generally occur on private property, and only selective, targeted trapping
may be a potentially effective approach to removing the applicable aggressive coyotes. However,
counterintuitively, the cities’ lethal removal programs involve paying a private trapper to leave

caught in snares left out for days at a time apparently year-round. Moreover, in response to a public records request,
Rancho Palos Verdes apparently had no documentation of any kind concerning the number of coyotes trapped and
killed by its contractor or any other records related to the trapper’s activities, demonstrating that the city has no role
in determining how traps are used and which coyotes are trapped and killed.

37 In response to public records requests asking for records of where traps are placed, no documentation has
produced that would indicate that private trappers have ever placed traps on private property with permission from
the property owner.

3 Excluding weekends. Ex. 2, Anaheim Master Agreement Purchase Order to CWPS.

3 Excluding weekends. Ex. 3 at “Exhibit C” of Rancho Palos Verdes Contract with CWPS.

40 Ex. 8, Torrance City Council Staff Report at 1-2 (Sep. 26, 2023).
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various snare traps open on public land, generally unmonitored,*! for days at a time. There is no
apparent directive or ability for CWPS, under its own approach, to target specific, dangerous
coyotes. The trap-and-kill programs are, therefore, designed to capture and kill random coyotes
regardless of whether those coyotes have been aggressive, and known-to-be-dangerous coyotes
almost certainly continue to roam the cities.

This is additionally concerning given the already indiscriminate nature of neck snares,*? which is
the only type of trap Rizzo uses. It is widely acknowledged that neck snares result in non-target
animals being caught in traps and killed.*® Some species of wildlife, such as raptors, deer, and
foxes, may be particularly vulnerable.** Domestic animals are no exception and there are
innumerable media reports documenting the unintentional deaths of cats and dogs in wire cable
snares.*® Neck snares may similarly pose a risk to humans, and in particular small children, who
may happen to stumble upon a set trap. All of these risks raise legitimate reservations about the
use of snares on public land in densely populated cities. Moreover, despite the fact that the
contracts with CWPS state that coyotes shall be euthanized, Rizzo uses a mobile carbon dioxide
gas chamber located in the back of a truck to brutally kill any and all coyotes that are caught in
the snare traps.*®

These appalling trap-and-kill programs are operated, according to the contracts with CWPS, in
part based on Rizzo’s “professional judgment.”*’ As detailed above, any person or entity with
knowledge of coyote management research would not approve of indiscriminate trapping. It
would, therefore, appear that this professional judgment is in stark contrast to the expert
judgment of the Commission, CDFW, the California Department of Agriculture, and other
scientists. Additional regulations are needed to prevent cities from causing harm by dangerously
giving authority to engage in larger-scale wildlife management practices to a private trapper who
apparently does not follow the scientifically-supported approach to managing coyote populations
or incidents, and operates with seemingly little to no city oversight*® for financial gain.

Unsurprisingly, the only available data concerning the effectiveness of the cities’ trap-and-kill
programs shows that they have not produced any positive results. In response to public records

41 While trappers are required by law to check on traps, at minimum, daily, Cal. Fish & Game Code § 4152(b), no
city, in response to public records requests, has produced any documentation or records related to any assurance that
Rizzo does so or that the cities monitor his daily activities to the detail. Even if the traps are checked daily, they are
not used or monitored in a way that can target specific, harmful coyotes.

42 Neck snares are also inhumane. Fox and Papouchis, supra note 26 at 16 (“Neck snares. ..consist of a light wire
cable looped through a locking device and are designed to tighten as the animal struggles. While small victims may
become unconscious from strangulation in five to ten minutes, larger animals may suffer for hours or days. Trappers
use the term ‘jellyhead’ to refer to a neck-snared animal whose head and neck are swollen with thick, bloody lymph
fluid... Trapped animals are subject to dehydration, exposure to weather, and predation by other animals. Young may
be orphaned as well if adults are trapped and killed.”).

43 The language of the cities’ contracts with CWPS states that it is “extremely rare” that non-target wildlife is caught
in snare traps, which is not supported by any evidence.

44 Fox and Papouchis, supra note 26.

45 Christina Russo, Entire Family of Dogs Killed In Less Than One Week, The Dodo (Mar. 25, 2015),
https://www.thedodo.com/wyoming-trapping-laws-1058977987 .html.

46 Ex. 5.

4TEx. 1-3.

48 See discussion below in section III(A)(iv).



requests, only Torrance produced any documentation of data collected beyond the sheer number
of coyotes trapped and killed.*® Since entering into the contract with CWPS in 2019, Torrance’s
lethal removal program has killed at least 83 coyotes.”® The only potentially meaningful data
indicate that companion animal fatalities overall have not decreased since trapping began.®!

In short, the trapping programs run by these southern California cities are exactly what scientists
have warned against—the dangerous arbitrary removal of coyotes from the ecosystem with no
scientific support for mitigating human-coyote conflicts.

2. Cities’ Costly Use of a Private Trapper to Indiscriminately Trap
Coyotes Has Wasted Hundreds of Thousands of Dollars of
Taxpayer Money

Not only are trap-and-kill programs ineffective and result in the needless suffering and death of
any animal-—coyote or otherwise—that happens upon the snare traps placed on public land
throughout dense California cities, the efforts are incredibly costly. In the past five years alone,
cities have paid up to hundreds of thousands of dollars to the private trapping service, CWPS, to
operate the lethal removal programs. Specifically, since 2019, Torrance and Anaheim have
contracted to pay CWPS up to $213,600 and $107,400 respectively.®? Rancho Palos Verdes has
contracted to pay CWPS up to $180,000 since 2021.% While Rancho Palos Verdes was unable to
produce any records concerning the number of coyotes killed by CWPS within its boundaries,
the apparent cost per single trapped coyote in Torrance and Anaheim is approximately $2,573
and $3,069, respectively.**

As discussed above, there is no evidence that any of these three cities’ specific trap-and-kill
programs have increased public safety, decreased the number of companion animal fatalities, or
otherwise mitigated human-coyote conflicts. Still, each continues to renew costly contracts with
a private trapper, presumably with the intent to appease public concern and criticism. Yet it
appears as though local governments have not been entirely transparent with residents as to the
operations and outcomes of the lethal removal programs,> and the use of taxpayer dollars to

49 According to documents provided by Anaheim, the city’s program has trapped and killed 35 coyotes between
2019 and August 2023. Ex. 9, Anaheim Trapped Coyote Numbers. Rancho Palos Verdes apparently has no
documentation of the number of coyotes killed by its trap-and-kill program.

50 Ex. 10, Torrance Coyote Lethal Removal Data (Sep. 26, 2023).

51 Id. The data collected and presented by Torrance is not particularly useful in determining the results of the lethal
removal program, as it otherwise only tracks coyote incidents, regardless of whether the “incident” was a sighting or
dangerous encounter. Sightings are generally not considered “incidents,” as they are expected in urban areas where
coyotes are native and present no danger to the public. Torrance also utilizes proven nonlethal methods as part of its
CMP, which, as discussed, data suggests are the true factors influencing mitigating human-coyote conflicts.

52 Ex. 2, 8.

53 Ex. 11, Rancho Palos Verdes City Council Meeting Minutes (Sep. 5, 2023).

% Calculated based on the contracted payment amounts to CWPS divided by the known number of coyotes trapped
and killed since CWPS began trapping for the cities. Notably, the data on the number of coyotes killed in Torrance
and Anaheim is incomplete, and the numbers are only recorded through August 2023 for both cities.

%5 Torrance, for its part, has collected some data and formally addresses the lethal removal program frequently at city
council meetings, though the data is extremely limited and there is no apparent assessment as to the efficacy of the
program. The Anaheim City Council has apparently not discussed or brought the issue of coyote management to
residents since it was enacted in November 2019, and the only available data is limited to the number of coyotes
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fund the barbaric use of gas chambers to kill coyotes by CWPS trapper Jimmie Rizzo has also
apparently not been made public to residents of any of these cities despite known public
opposition to the method.>®

Indiscriminate trap-and-kill programs are demonstrably a waste of time and resources. Even if
created with good intentions, local governments, particularly municipalities, clearly lack the
expertise to implement lethal removal programs that use private trappers instead of or in addition
to the guidance and services available via the state departments and agencies with the requisite
expertise. As discussed throughout this petition, these programs pose a threat to wildlife and
communities, and the Commission should use its authority to prohibit local governments from
contravening the proper management of wildlife and knowingly wasting public funds to do so.

3. Trap-and-Kill Programs Threaten Healthy Ecosystems

Not only are indiscriminate lethal removal programs cruel, ineffective, and a waste of resources,
but they are also destructive to the environment. Coyotes play a vital role in maintaining healthy
and viable ecosystems in urbanized environments. Their crucial function as top predator aids in
directly regulating the abundance of small rodents and indirectly increasing the diversity of
songbird species.®’ Likewise, as opportunistic carnivores and scavengers, coyotes help reduce
rabbit and insect populations®® and actively feed upon carrion of large wild animals.>® As a
consequence of coyote trapping and death, coyotes reproduce at faster rates resulting in doubling
or tripling of the number of pups who all need to be fed.?® This leads to larger animals, such as
deer, becoming prey rather than the usual rodents and rabbits, further disrupting the ecosystem.
Additionally, through preying on rodents and other animals, coyotes help control disease
transmission by reducing the spread of diseases such as plague, hantavirus, and Lyme disease.

Through their highly adaptable nature, coyotes impact various portions of a community’s food
web and their importance in such ecological systems cannot be overstated. By arbitrarily
removing coyotes from the environment, California localities may be setting off a cascade of
negative environmental consequences, which the Commission and CDFW have a substantial
interest in preventing.

ii. Local Governments’ Employment of Private Trappers to Trap Coyotes on
Public Land Is Inconsistent with California Law

Existing California statutes and regulations do not support the propriety of local governments
contracting with private trappers to indiscriminately trap coyotes on public land. The mosaic of

killed rather than any broader community outcomes. Rancho Palos Verdes has no records of any data, including the
number of coyotes trapped and killed, yet the city continues to increase the amount of trapping CWPS and Rizzo
may conduct within the city.

% Discussed below in section III(B).

57 Crooks & Soulé, supra note 5.

58 J M. Fedriani et al., Does availability of anthropogenic food enhance densities of omnivorous mammals? An
example with Coyotes in southern California, 24 Ecography 325-331 (2001).

9 R.M. Timm and R.O. Baker, 4 History of Urban Coyote Problems, Proceedings of the 12t Wildlife Damage
Management Conference (D.L. Nolte, W.M. Arjo, D.H. Stalman, Eds) (2007).

80 See R.P. Davison, supra, note 27.
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laws indicates the State’s intent to vest the primary authority to address the management of
“harmful” coyotes to the Commission, CDFW, and the California Department of Agriculture
(CDOA). This authority should remain with these State entities, as opposed to local
governments, because they possess the necessary knowledge and expertise concerning coyote
and wildlife management.

Not only do local governments lack the expertise or resources to undertake larger-scale coyote
management practices, let alone ineffective and indiscriminate lethal removal programs, but the
southern California cities with these programs apparently effectively delegate all authority to a
private trapper who operates for financial gain. As demonstrated, this has resulted in useless,
wasteful, and dangerous trap-and-kill programs that cause the suffering and deaths of nonharmful
coyotes and other nontargeted animals. These activities do not mitigate human-coyote conflicts
but rather likely decrease public and ecosystem safety.

Considering the California legislature’s clear delegation to the Commission, CDFW, and CDOA
the authority to manage coyotes on public land, and the intent that only “harmful” coyotes
warrant lethal control, additional regulations are required to prevent local governments from
interfering with or contravening the safe, effective wildlife management practices of expert
entities.

1. Statutes Grant Authority to CDFW and CDOA to Manage Harmful
Covotes on Public Land

Several statutes indicate the California legislature’s and the Commission’s intent to give CDFW
and CDOA the primary authority to control “harmful” coyotes on public land.

California Food and Agricultural Code section 11281 grants the CDOA the discretionary
authority to manage “coyotes that are found to be causing damage on public or private land,”
including by contracting with the Commission:

If any coyotes are found to exist on land which is owned by the state, other than
lands subject to the control of the Department of Parks and Recreation and other
than ecological reserves established pursuant to Article 4 (commencing with
Section 1580) of Chapter 5 of Division 2 of the Fish and Game Code and the
coyotes are found to be causing damage on public or private land, the director may
control, may employ persons pursuant to Article 1 (commencing with Section
11221) to control, or may contract with the [Fish & Game] commissioner to control,
the coyotes which are determined to be the cause of the damage.

The statutory scheme also provides that CDOA may employ hunters and trappers to control
harmful coyotes. Section 11221 states:

The [CDOA] director may employ hunters and trappers throughout the state to
control or eradicate coyotes and other harmful predatory animals and to shoot or
trap bears which are damaging livestock, agricultural crops, or standing timber.
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Additionally, CDFW has the authority to control harmful nongame mammals®! and cooperate
with other state and federal agencies to do so. California Fish and Game Code section 4153
provides:

(a) The department may enter into cooperative agreements with any agency of the
state or the United States for the purpose of controlling harmful nongame
mammals;

(b) The department may take any mammal that, in its opinion, is unduly preying
upon any bird, mammal, or fish.

The sum of the relevant statutes vests the authority to manage harmful coyotes to CDOA,
CDFW, and the Commission—the entities with the necessary expertise and resources to engage
in wildlife management activities—including by contracting with private trappers if deemed
necessary. Accordingly, municipalities’ contracting with private trappers to indiscriminately trap
coyotes is inconsistent with statutory authority, unnecessary and ineffective in addressing
harmful coyotes, and dangerously gives authority to private trappers—who operate in stark
contrast to the scientifically proven and State-recognized best practices for mitigating human-
coyote conflicts—to operate their own harmful and ineffective operations for financial gain. This
practice is harmful to animals, the environment, and the public, and the Commission should
enact additional regulations to protect the State and agency’s expert ability to safely and
effectively manage harmful coyotes.

Furthermore, the cities’ lethal removal programs, which consist of contracting with a private
trapper to place traps on public land within densely populated areas are inconsistent with
California Code of Regulations title 14 section 465.5(g)(3), which states:

Traps may not be set within 150 yards of any structure used as a permanent or
temporary residence, unless such traps are set by a person controlling such property
or by a person who has and is carrying with him written consent of the landowner
to so place the trap or traps.

Within the boundaries of large cities, the number of places that do not implicate

section 465.5(g)(3) is extremely limited. Not only does this contribute to the indiscriminate
nature of the trap-and-kill programs (i.e., traps are placed based on the availability of land, rather
than to target specific coyotes), but it suggests that the Commission’s regulatory scheme does not
contemplate such activities within municipalities.

The placement of snares on public land, as is done by the cities’ private trapper, creates a high
risk of violations of section 465.5(g)(3) given the dense population and number of residences
within these southern California cities. In fact, there is evidence that Rizzo has possibly violated
section 465.5(g)(3) on multiple occasions,®? underscoring the conflict between the trap-and-kill
programs and the Commission regulations as well as the dangers of cities effectively allowing a

61 Coyotes are classified as “nongame mammals.” Cal. Fish & Game Code §§ 4150, 3950, 4000.
82 See, supra, note 13.
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private trapper free reign to engage in trapping activities with apparently little to no oversight to
ensure compliance with the law.

2. California Law Indicates an Intent to Only Manage “Harmful”
Coyotes

The statutes above also indicate the State’s intention to only target “harmful” coyotes in
controlling coyote populations. In addition to the plain language of the statutes cited above,
California Fish and Game Code section 4152(a) states:

[N]Jongame mammals...that are found to be injuring growing crops or other
property may be taken at any time or in any manner in accordance with this code
and regulations adopted pursuant to this code by the owner or tenant of the premises
or employees and agents in immediate possession of written permission from the
owner or tenant thereof. (Emphasis added.)

However, as discussed in detail above, trap-and-kill programs are not designed or able to target
specific aggressive or known-to-be dangerous coyotes. There is no legal, scientific, or other basis
to support the operation of these indiscriminate trapping activities. Given the dangers they
present, it is imperative that the Commission act to protect wildlife and the public.

To the extent the cities represent their respective trap-and-kill programs as targeting harmful
coyotes, this is, at best, misleading to their citizens. At worst, it is blatantly false and deceptive.
In any event, it highlights municipalities’ lack of expertise to manage harmful or dangerous
coyotes and the inconsistency between the programs and California law.

3. The Law Already Provides Solutions for Managing “Harmful”
Covotes on Private Land, Where Covotes Present the Most Danger
in Cities

The primary threat posed by coyotes in southern California cities is attacks on companion
animals. These conflicts occur most frequently on private land, such as backyards. While there
are simple, nonlethal measures people can employ to improve companion animal safety,®
California law also provides for targeted, specific lethal removal of coyotes that cause harm or
present a legitimate danger by the private resident and/or CDOA.

Residents can initiate action, including trapping and removal, to protect themselves and their
property from coyote attacks. See 14 C.C.R. 472(a). They may also employ licensed private
trappers to do so. Furthermore, California Fish and Game Code section 4152 gives CDFW and
CDOA the authority and ability to manage animals that injure or may injure property:

83 Known precautions and methods to keep companion animals safe include keeping trash off the ground and sealed
in trash cans; not leaving pet food outside; keeping cats indoors, keeping dogs on leashes, and hazing techniques.
Keeping You and Your Pets Safe From Urban Coyotes, California State University, Long Beach,
https://www.csulb.edu/biological-sciences/mammal-lab/keeping-you-and-your-pets-safe-urban-
coyotes#:~:text=Keep%20trash%200ff%20the%20ground,leash%2C%20even%20in%20your%20yard.
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[N]Jongame mammals...that are found to be injuring growing crops or other
property may be taken at any time or in any manner in accordance with this code
and regulations adopted pursuant to this code by the owner or tenant of the premises
or employees and agents in immediate possession of written permission from the
owner or tenant thereof. They may also be taken by officers or employees of the
Department of Food and Agriculture or by federal, county, or city officers or
employees when acting in their official capacities pursuant to the Food and
Agricultural Code pertaining to pests.

These provisions further demonstrate that municipalities’ lethal removal programs are
ineffectively and dangerously attempting to address a problem that already has effective
solutions provided by law.

* * *

Southern California cities such as Torrance, Anaheim, and Rancho Palos Verdes have contracted
with a private trapper to operate indiscriminate trap-and-kill programs that are proven to be
ineffective. Yet the cities continue to spend hundreds of thousands of dollars on these programs
that cause the suffering and death of random coyotes and other nontargeted animal species that
do not mitigate human-coyote conflicts. These lethal removal programs additionally defy
established scientific findings, ignore Commission and CDFW guidance, threaten urban
ecosystems, and do not target—and likely do not remove—coyotes causing harm. The programs
are inconsistent with California law that grants the Commission, CDFW, and CDOA the
authority to manage harmful coyote populations and provide solutions to private property
owners. Because these municipalities have effectively given private trappers the ability to engage
in trapping activities based on their own subjective judgment, without regard to proper coyote
management methods, municipal trap-and-kill programs create a substantial threat to the State’s
authority to manage harmful coyotes safely and productively.

In addition, research into the trap-and-kill programs of Torrance, Anaheim, and Rancho Palos
Verdes exposed an alarming pattern, in which the contracted private trapper is effectively
allowed to conduct dangerous snaring activities throughout densely populated cities with little to
no oversight by the city or any other entity.* For example, Anaheim and Rancho Palos Verdes
produced no records indicating that the cities had any knowledge of where snare traps are placed
throughout the cities or Rizzo’s day-to-day activities. Moreover, Rancho Palos Verdes had no
records of how many coyotes had been trapped and killed by its contracted trapper, which is
particularly disturbing given that the city continues to shovel taxpayer money into an operation
that it seemingly knows nothing about. Given the known harms and proven ineffectiveness of the
programs, it stands to reason that the only entity benefitting from these lethal removal programs
is the trapper, CWPS. Yet the cities apparently allow what appears to be free reign to the trapper
to place snares on public land without regard for how the trapping activities are actually

8 Multiple public records requests to all three cities resulted in no records related to the daily activities of Rizzo or
general operations of the trap-and-kill programs. Consequently, an unavoidable conclusion is that these cities have
allowed CWPS and Rizzo authority to operate the program without meaningful oversight or accountability.
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conducted, what materials are used, whether laws are being complied with, or the danger to the
ecosystem and public.

For these reasons, PETA urges the Commission to enact additional regulations to prohibit local
governments from subverting the expertise of State departments and agencies by contracting
with private trappers to indiscriminately trap coyotes on public land.

B. The Department Should Amend Its Regulations to Prohibit the Use of
Carbon Dioxide as a Killing Method for Coyotes

PETA urges the Commission to amend its regulations to prohibit the use of carbon dioxide as a
killing method for coyotes because it is incredibly inhumane for larger animal species, as
California recognized when it outlawed its use for cats and dogs, the latter of which are nearly
the same species as coyotes.

This request stems, in part, from the use of mobile carbon dioxide gas chambers to kill coyotes
by municipalities’ contracted private trappers as part of their trap-and-kill programs. The practice
of throwing coyotes into a gas chamber in the back of a truck®*—deceptively represented as
vague “euthanasia” to the public—is barbaric and should not happen, let alone be effectively
endorsed by California cities and paid for by citizens who oppose the practice.®

1. The Use of Carbon Dioxide to Kill Coyotes Is Extremely Cruel and
Cannot Be Considered “Humane” or “Euthanasia”

It is recognized in the scientific community and beyond that the use of carbon dioxide gas
chambers is inhumane, and causes significant suffering, pain, and distress to larger animal
species, which includes domesticated dogs and coyotes.

Carbon dioxide kills animals by asphyxiation, or, in other words, choking them to death. The use
of gas for stunning and killing animals is considered to compromise welfare due to air hunger,
anxiety, fear, and pain.®” Evidence suggests that carbon dioxide causes pain and distress even at
low concentrations.

% Ex. 5.

% The public opposes the cruel form of killing coyotes, particularly with respect to municipal trap-and-kill
programs. See Donna Littlejohn, Mix-Up in Torrance Coyote Trapping Program Leads to Gas Chamber Euthanasia,
Daily Breeze (Oct. 1, 2016, updated Sep. 6, 2017), https://www.dailybreeze.com/2016/10/01/mix-up-in-torrance-
coyote-trapping-program-leads-to-gas-chamber-euthanasia/. As discussed below, no city at issue—Torrance,
Anaheim, or Rancho Palos Verdes—has apparently publicized the use of gas chambers to kill coyotes as part of their
lethal removal programs. In response to public records requests requesting any and all records concerning the use of
carbon dioxide by Rizzo or other contractors, each city has produced zero responsive records. Assuming, for the
sake of argument, that public records laws were complied with, this would indicate that the cities have no
knowledge of how their hired trapper carries out killing coyotes within city boundaries, which is unacceptable given
the immense suffering caused to coyotes and the frequent representation to the public that coyotes are “cuthanized”
in a “humane” manner at great cost to them. See, e.g., Ex. 3 at “Exhibit C”.

57 A.R. Steiner et al., Humanely Ending the Life of Animals: Research Priorities to Identify Alternatives to Carbon
Dioxide, 9(11) Animals (Basel) 911 (Nov. 2019).
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In humans, according to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, certain concentrations
of carbon dioxide can be “immediately dangerous to life or health”,%® and humans describe the
effects of carbon dioxide exposure as “excruciating.”® Such exposure can cause a multitude of
other pain and/or distress indicators, including headache, dizziness, paresthesia, breathing
difficult, sweating, discomfort, increased heart rate, increased cardiac output, increased blood
pressure, coma, asphyxia, and convulsions.’”®

When carbon dioxide is used to kill animals, they continue to suffer for several minutes until
they lose consciousness.’! There are many reports of animals dying slow, painful, and panicked
death in carbon dioxide gas chambers. For example, Missouri House representative Adam
Schwadron, who introduced a bill to ban the use of carbon dioxide in shelters stated, “It can take
upwards of 30 minutes to kill an animal this way, and we’ve seen examples in some of these gas
chambers where the animal just panicked and tried to claw their way out and ripped their claws
out.”’?

The scientific community has questioned the ethics of using carbon dioxide to kill laboratory
animals—who are generally considered to experience less pain and distress than larger
animals—for decades:

Exposing animals to carbon dioxide can cause distress because acutely sensitive
CO2 chemoreceptors and pH receptors have evolved in vertebrates, with the result
that carbon dioxide is a potent respiratory stimulant that rapidly induces dyspnoea
[impaired breathing, often called “air hunger”] or breathlessness. It can also cause
discomfort and pain because it is converted to carbonic acid in the mucosa of the
eyes, nose and mouth, which activates polymodal nociceptors [specialized nerve
cells that send pain signals in response to stimuli]. Given a free choice, animals
avoid carbon dioxide when concentrations rise above a certain threshold. When
they do not have a free choice, i.e. they are confined to a chamber, animals will
sometimes attempt to escape from the gas. All methods of delivering carbon dioxide
with the aim of killing animals can therefore present welfare problems, because
concentrations of CO2 that will induce anaesthesia or cause death will inevitably
cause some degree of aversion.”

The American Veterinary Medical Association (AVMA) only recommends the use of carbon
dioxide for certain small species, namely rodents, in laboratory-like settings where the use of the
gas can be highly controlled:

8 Cabon Dioxide, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, https://www.cdc.gov/niosh/npg/npgd0103.html.

8 HSUS Statement on Gas Chambers, Humane Society of the United States, https://humanepro.org/page/hsus-
statement-gas-chambers.

0 Carbon Dioxide, supra note 68.

L HSUS Statement on Gas Chambers, supra note 69.

2 Annelise Hanshaw, Missouri lawmaker works with Humane Society to stop use of gas to kill shelter animals,
Missouri Independent (Jan. 20, 2023).

3 P. Hawkins et al., Newcastle Consensus Meeting on Carbon Dioxide Euthanasia of Laboratory Animals (2006).
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Carbon dioxide exposure using a gradual-fill method is less likely to cause pain due
to nociceptor activation by carbonic acid prior to onset of unconsciousness; a
displacement rate from 30% to 70% of the chamber volume/min is recommended
for rodents...Carbon dioxide and CO2 gas mixtures must be supplied in a precisely
regulated and purified form without contaminants or adulterants, typically from a
commercially supplied cylinder or tank. The direct application of products of
combustion or sublimation is not acceptable due to unreliable or undesirable
composition and/or displacement rate. As gas displacement rate is critical to the
humane application of CO2, an appropriate pressure-reducing regulator and flow
meter or equivalent equipment with demonstrated capability for generating the
recommended displacement rates for the size container being utilized is absolutely
necessary. '

The AVMA guidelines do not recommend the use of carbon dioxide to kill dogs, because the
species is not one “where aversion or distress can be minimized.”” The same considerations
apply to coyotes, which are so closely genetically related to domesticated dogs that the two
species can interbreed.” The AVMA'’s specific recommended conditions above, even if they
applied to coyotes, almost certainly cannot be reliably met where the killing is effectuated by a
mobile carbon dioxide gas chamber, located in the back of a truck, as is used by Rizzo and other
private trappers.’’

Researchers have questioned whether the use of carbon dioxide, even if compliant with AVMA
recommendations, can ever be considered “euthanasia.”’® For a method to meet AVMA’s
definition of “euthanasia,” it must (a) produce a rapid loss of consciousness and (b) minimize
pain and distress.”® Although some methods of introducing carbon dioxide to animals are much
more painful than others, even at the lowest concentrations, observers document signs of distress
as early as 30 seconds after the gas is introduced, and that distress continues for several minutes
until consciousness is lost.2

The weight of scientific studies and data demonstrate that the use of carbon dioxide is certain to
cause pain and distress to every animal—particularly larger species such as coyotes—who is
exposed to it, regardless of concentration level or method of introduction. As such, it is one of
the most inhumane methods of euthanasia being practiced today.5!

"4 AVMA Guidelines for the Euthanasia of Animals: 2020 Edition, American Veterinary Medical Association, pp. 28-
31, https://www.avma.org/sites/default/files/2020-02/Guidelines-on-Euthanasia-2020.pdf.

5 Id. at 30-31 (citing H. Raff et al., Vasopressin, ACTH, and corticosteroids during hypercapnia and graded hypoxia
in dogs, 244 Am J Physiol 244, E453—E458 (1983)). See also Steiner, supra note 67.

76 See Sharon Levy, Coyotes Are the New Top Dogs, Scientific American (May 17, 2012),
https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/coyotes-are-the-new-top-dogs/.

" Ex. 5. Previous private trapping services employed by cities, including Critter Busters, were documented using
mobile carbon dioxide gas chambers to kill coyotes. See Littlejohn, supra note 66.

78 See Presentation of Dr. Debra Hickman (DVM, MS, DACLAM, DACAW), Director of the Laboratory Animal
Resource Center at Indiana University, 2014 AVMA Humane Endings Symposium.

9 See AVMA Guidelines for the Euthanasia of Animals: 2020 Edition, supra note 73.

80 See, supra, note 78.

8L HSUS Statement on Gas Chambers, supra note 69.
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1i. California Law Is Inconsistent with the Use of Carbon Dioxide Gas
Chambers to Kill Coyotes

California law provides that coyotes caught in traps cannot be relocated, 14 C.C.R. § 679(f)(4),
and must be “immediately killed,” id. § 465.5(g)(1). California Fish and Game Code section
4004(f) prohibits any person from “[k]ill[ing] any trapped mammal...by intentional drowning,
injection with any chemical not sold for the purpose of euthanizing animals, or thoracic
compression, commonly known as chest crushing.” Commission regulations further specify the
manner in which trapped animals are to be humanely killed. Section 465.5(g)(1) specifically
states, “Unless released, trapped animals shall be killed by shooting where local ordinances,
landowners, and safety permit. This regulation does not prohibit employees of federal, state, or
local government from using chemical euthanasia to dispatch trapped animals.” While
discharging firearms is widely prohibited by local ordinances, the regulations clearly
contemplate that employees of local government would and should use chemical euthanasia to
kill trapped animals.

It would be an absurd interpretation of section 465.5(g)(1) to allow persons or municipalities to
kill trapped animals in a cruel manner when humane methods are available. In fact,
municipalities in the past have employed veterinarians to humanely use chemical euthanasia to
kill coyotes trapped in the course of trap-and-kill programs.®? In 2016, in Torrance, the practice
was publicly adopted after the public learned of the use of a carbon dioxide gas chamber by a
previous private trapper.2> Now, Torrance, like other cities contracting with CWPS, is quietly
allowing the use of gas chambers once more, likely because it is cheaper than chemical
euthanasia. Commission regulations, particularly section 465.5(g)(1) do not support this practice,
and the use of carbon dioxide should be prohibited in favor of the humane methods prescribed by
the agency.

Furthermore, California criminal law prohibits the use of carbon dioxide to kill dogs or cats.
California Penal Code section 597u(b)(3). This subsection was enacted to ensure that all types of
gas chambers are illegal in state, as the statute previously only outlawed the use of carbon
monoxide for all animals.8* Through section 597u, the California legislature explicitly recognizes
that gas chambers, including those that use carbon dioxide, are cruel and inhumane. While the
use of carbon dioxide specifically is only criminalized with respect to dogs and cats, the
reasoning extends to coyotes, due to how genetically similar the two species are. 8

In sum, California statutes and the Commission regulations demonstrate an intent that trapped
animals be killed in a humane manner and that the use of carbon dioxide as a killing method is
inhumane for dogs and, by logical extension, coyotes. As discussed above, scientific evidence

8 Littlejohn, supra note 66.

8 Id. See also Louis Sahagun, In war on coyotes, some argue for learning to live with them, Los Angeles Times
(Dec. 17, 2014), https://www.latimes.com/science/la-me-coyotes-20141218-story.html.

8 See Colleen Jaskot, Closing the door on the gas chamber, Animal Sheltering Magazine (Jan/Feb. 2017), available
at: https://humanepro.org/magazine/articles/closing-door-gas-chamber.

8 See Levy, supra note 76.
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demonstrates that animals killed by carbon dioxide gas chambers suffer immensely, and the
method cannot be considered humane or euthanasia.®

iii. The Public Is Strongly Opposed to the Use of Gas Chambers to Kill
Coyotes

Public opinion on the use of gas chambers to kill coyotes as part of a municipality’s trap-and-kill
program is overwhelmingly negative. When residents have been made aware of the practice by
cities’ contracted private trappers, they have strongly opposed the practice and influenced city
practices.” For example, in 2016, Torrance residents found out that the city’s then-trapping
service, Critter Busters, killed coyotes with a mobile carbon dioxide gas chamber, despite the
city’s supposed stipulation that trapped coyotes be euthanized by lethal injection administered by
a veterinarian.® The information immediately “sparked concern that the program may have to be
discontinued,” and city officials quickly assured the public that lethal injection would be used
from that point forward.® It is unclear at what point the city stopped ensuring that trapped
coyotes would be humanely euthanized, and there is no record of the practice even being
considered since the published article.

Elsewhere, in 2014, upon learning that Critter Busters used its mobile gas chamber to kill
coyotes in Seal Beach, both residents and city officials came out in strong opposition to the
practice.%’ At the time, then-city councilman Mike Levitt stated, “When Critter Busters told us
that it used gas to dispatch coyotes, I assumed it meant the animals were put to sleep. So I voted
to approve the contract. I found out [afterward] that the animal does not go to sleep. There are
spasms. They choke.”

These instances also highlight a serious concern raised throughout this petition. Whether it is
intentional or a result of the cities” own lack of knowledge of their private trapper’s daily
activities, cities like Torrance, Anaheim, and Rancho Palos Verdes are notably untransparent to
residents as to the use of gas chambers to kill coyotes. Assuming none of these cities are
purposefully withholding relevant records related to carbon dioxide use, an unavoidable
conclusion is that the municipalities have an alarmingly dangerous lack of oversight or control
over the private service that is trapping and killing animals for its own financial gain.

% % %

According to the weight of scientific evidence, as also recognized by the California legislature
through California Penal Code section 597u, the use of carbon dioxide to kill animals like
coyotes is inhumane and cruel, causing the animals to experience pain and distress likely for
minutes before they eventually choke to death. The Commission’s regulations already indicate

8 All municipal contracts with CWPS misleadingly represent that the trapper, Rizzo, will humanely euthanize
trapped coyotes. See, e.g., Ex. 3 at “Exhibit C.”

87 Littlejohn, supra note 66; Sahagun, supra note 83.

8 Littlejohn, supra note 66. The supposed stipulation was not recorded in any version of Torrance’s coyote
management plan, nor were any records received that referenced lethal injection or any killing method.

8 Id.

9 Sahagun, supra note 83.
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the intent that trapped animals be humanely killed. Accordingly, PETA urges the Commission to
amend its regulations to specifically prohibit the use of carbon dioxide to kill coyotes.

V. Proposed Regulations

First, the Commission should enact a new regulation or regulation to prohibit local governments
from contracting with private trappers to trap coyotes on public land. Specifically, the
Commission should add a subsection under 14 C.C.R § 472(a) to read:

Except as otherwise provided in Sections 478, 485, and subsections (a) through (d)
below, nongame birds and mammals may not be taken.

(a) The following nongame birds and mammals may be taken at any time of the year and
in any number except as prohibited in Chapter 6: English sparrow, starling, domestic
pigeon (Columba livia) except as prohibited in Fish and Game Code section 3680,
coyote, weasels, skunks, opossum, moles and rodents (excluding tree and flying squirrels,
and those listed as furbearers, endangered or threatened species).

(1) Nothing in these regulations shall permit local governments, including
officials, agents, departments, and agencies thereof, to contract with private
parties to take coyotes by the use of traps on public land.

The Commission could also add a subsection under 14 C.C.R. § 475(d):
Nongame birds and nongame mammals may be taken in any manner except as follows...

(d) Traps may be used to take nongame birds and nongame mammals only in accordance
with the provisions of Section 465.5 of these regulations and sections 3003.1 and 4004 of
the Fish and Game Code.

(1) Local governments, including officials, agents, departments, and agencies
thereof, may not contract with private parties to take coyotes by the use of traps
on public land.

Second, the Commission should prohibit the use of cruel and inhumane carbon dioxide as a
killing method for coyotes. Specifically, the Commission should amend 14 C.C.R. § 465.5(g)(1)
to read:

(1) Immediate Dispatch or Release. All furbearing and nongame mammals that are legal
to trap must be immediately killed or released. Unless released, trapped animals shall be
killed by shooting where local ordinances, landowners, and safety permit. This regulation
does not prohibit employees of federal, state, or local government from using chemical
euthanasia to dispatch trapped animals. The use of carbon dioxide to kill trapped coyotes
is prohibited.
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Master Agreement Purchase Order Page 1

200 S. Anaheim Blvd.

Purchasing, Suite 620
Anaheim, CA 92805-3820

Phone: 714-765-5110
Fax: 714-765-5288

COYOTE, WILDLIFE, AND PEST SOLUTIONS, INC.
8775 E. WILEY WAY
ANAHEIM HILLS, CA 92808

Contact Name: JIMMIE RIZZO

Phone: 714-843-4121

Email: coyotewildiifesolutions@gmail.com
FOB: Services, Not Applicable
Authorized Departments:

PLANNING

MA #: 106-497035
Revision #: 1
Attachments: 2
Council Award: SSJ

Vendor ID Code #: VC0000156321
Master Agreement : 106-497035
Begin Date: 09/01/23

Expiration Date: 08/31/24
Supercedes MA: 106 - 496010
Renewal options: Yes

Total purchase Not to Exceed: $49,000.00
Payment terms: NET 30 DAYS

This agreement documents the general terms, conditions and pricing of the City's purchases of the goods and/or services
described below. This Master Agreement does not authorize specific quantities or shipping dates; authorization to ship goods or
deliver services will be made by issuing Delivery Order referencing this document. Shipping location, delivery date, items,
quantities and prices will be confirmed on the Delivery Orders. All invoices must clearly indicate the relevant, authorizing Deliver

Order # they pertain to.

COMMODITIES AND SERVICES COVERED BY THIS MASTER AGREEMENT:

Coyote Trapping: 418: Code Enforcement

Special notes:
PRICING TO REMAIN THE SAME.
Per Proposal/Contract # 1006, Trapper ID # 7868

AGREEMENT FOR COYOTE ABATEMENT

Line # CC |Description

Qty |UofM Unit Price

1 | 96210 |COYOTE ABATEMENT FOR A PERIOD OF TEN (10) BUSINESS DAYS 0.00 |EACH|  $2,300.0000

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE

INSTRUCTIONS TO VENDORS

This Purchase Order subject to and governed by all Terms
and Conditions printed at the end of this order.

Buyer's Signature:

) "Z/ /') /f

{ I /)
A'J.' // ‘:LI }-‘1 f) /LL;U—),‘ =l

) (714) 765-5207

=
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Master Agreement Purchase Order Page 2

200 S. Anaheim Bivd.
Purchasing, Suite 620
Anaheim, CA 92805-3820
Phone: 714-765-5110
Fax: 714-765-5288

MA #: 106-497035
Revision #: 1
Attachments: 2
Counci! Award: SSJ

Special notes:

This Master Agreement ("MA"), along with the City's Standard Terms and Conditions, documents the items, prices and terms and
conditions of the City's agreement with the supplier to provide the goods and/or services shown.

Quantities and/or dollars shown are estimates only. The City is under no obligation to purchase any or ali of the items or
services shown on this Master Agreement.

The City shall be obligated only for the specific quantities of materials or services that are authorized by the issuance of a
specific Delivery Order ("DO") referencing this Master Agreement. Delivery Orders will be issued by the requesting department
and shall specify the delivery date, location and unique Delivery Order Number.

Prices shown are to remain firm for the first year of this Agreement, unless otherwise specified in the body of this Master
Agreement.

The total purchase limit shown for this Master Agreement is inclusive of all taxes. Supplier is not authorized to accept orders,
nor provide goods or services in excess of this amount.

All invoices are to be sent to Accounts Payable ONLY, and must reference the specific Delivery Order number applicable to the
invoice.

This Master Agreement may be renewable, in accordance with the terms of the applicable bid andfor City Council award.

This order may be terminated by either party, without cause, upon a thirty (30) day written notice.

HOLD HARMLESS & INDEMNIFICATION: By acceptance of this purchase order, the Supplier hereby agrees to defend, indemnify,
and hold harmless, the City, (including its officers and employees) for/from any and all claims or actions of any kind presented
against against the City arising out of Supplier's (including Supplier's employees, representatives, products and subcontractors)
performance under this Agreement, excepting only such claims, costs, or liability which may arise out of the sole negligence of
the City.

Supplier's insurance and hold harmless indemnification are required prior to any work being performed under this order.
INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS: This Purchase Order or Master Agreement requires the Supplier to carry the following types and
coverages of insurance:1. COMPREHENSIVE GENERAL LIABILITY INSURANCE: (including product liability coverage, when
applicable) in the amount of $1,000,000 per occurance.2, AUTO LIABILITY INSURANCE:$1,000,000 per occurance, combined
single limit ("CSL").3. WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE: as required by state statutes. 4. The City of Anaheim is to be
named as an additional insured on the above captioned insurance coverages as respects the City's interests under this
Agreement. Supplier shall provide an appropriate insurance certificate to the City prior to commencement of work under this
Agreement; and present to the City an endorsement to the policy, signed by an officer of the insurance company within thirty
(30) days of the inception date of this Agreement.5. All insurance policies shall provide for a minimum of thirty (30} days written
notice of any change or cancellation of the policy. 6. Insurance policies to be in a form and written through companies
acceptable to the City and shall include those endorsements which are necessary to extend the coverage which is appropriate to
the nature of the Agreement. 7. All insurance certificates, endorsements, cancellation notices or other items relating to the
Agreement are to be sent in care of the Contract Administrator at the "SHIP TO" address on the purchase order OR delivery

order.

Buyer's Signature:
i /

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE k / = )
INSTRUCTIONS TO VENDORS /&,-»ff\,,d,- LM 2 n —
This Purchase Order subject to and governed by all Terms —— — T

and Conditions printed at the end of this order.

m& .
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Master Agreement Purchase Order

Page 3

200 S. Anaheim Blvd.
Purchasing, Suite 620
Anaheim, CA 92805-3820
Phone: 714-765-5110
Fax: 714-765-5288

MA #: 106-497035
Revision #: 1
Attachments: 2
Councit Award: SSJ

STANDARD TERMS & CONDITIONS

1. TERMS OF ORDER: This order is limited to the terms herein
unless expressly agreed in writing by the City’s Purchasing Division.

2. ACCEPTANCE: Seller's shipment of goods, commencement of
any work, or performance of any services hereunder shail constitute
acceptance by Seller of this arder and all of its terms and conditions.
No additional terms or conditions stated by Seller in acknowledging
or otherwise accepting this order shall be binding upon the City
unless specifically accepted in writing by Buyer. No oral agreements
shall be binding unless confirmed by a written revision to this
purchase order.

3. SELL OR ASSIGN: The supplier shall not sell, assign, or transfer
any obligations resulting from this order without the specific written
consent of the City’s Purchasing Division.

4, MATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEETS: Supplier shall submit
Material Safety Data Sheets with all orders of hazardous
substances.

5. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS: All goods and services provided
shall comply with all current federal, state, and local laws relative
thereto. Supplier further agrees to indemnify, defend, and hold the
City harmless for any failure to so conform.

6. TAXES: Unless otherwise indicated on the P.O., this order is
subject to California Sales Tax, at the current Orange County tax
rate. The City is exempt from Federal Excise Tax.

7. WARRANTY: Supplier fully warrants all materials and equipment,
including without limitation, any optional equipment purchased by
the City under the terms of this order, against poor and inferior
quality and workmanship of equipment, labor and materials, for one
year after the date of final acceptance by the City, unless otherwise
stated herein.

8. LAWS GOVERNING CONTRACT: This order will be
administered and interpreted under the laws of the State of
California.

9. BUSINESS LICENSE: Firms providing goods or services to the
City of Anaheim must have a current City business license.

10. AUTHORIZED DISTRIBUTOR: Vendor represents that vendor
is an authorized distributor of the product ordered. The City reserves
the right to cancel this order at any time if it is determined that the
vendor is not an authorized distributor of the product ordered.

11. CANCELLATION: Time is of the essence in the performance of
this Purchase Order. The City reserves the right to cancel any
portion of this order with respect to goods not delivered, or services
not performed, on or before the required delivery date.

12. REJECTION OF MATERIALS/SERVICES: All materials and
services furmnished shall be as specified and are subject fo inspection
and approval by the City. The City reserves the right to reject any
material or service which does not comply with the specifications
and/or terms of this order.

13. F. O. B. POINT: All orders are to ship F. Q. B. Destination,
unless otherwise specified in the P.O.

14. TITLE: Except as otherwise and expressly provided herein, title
to and risk of loss on all items shipped by vendor or vendor’s agent
to the City shall pass to the City upon the City’s inspection and
acceptance of such items at the City’s premises.

15. SHIPPING & HANDLING CHARGES: Shipping, handling,
packing, transportation, and any other fees or charges are not
allowed unless spacified otherwise herein.

16. PACKING SLIPS: Packing slips specifying quantity, description
and purchase order number must be included with each delivery.

17. INVOICES: The purchase order number and department name
must appear on all invoices, shipping papers, packages, and
correspondence. Unless otherwise specified, the invoice shall
contain the following information; purchase order number, item
number, description of supplies or services, sizes, quantities, unit
prices, extended totals, all applicable taxes, and freight and handling
charges, where authorized.

18. PAYMENT: Payment will be made only upon receipt of all
materials, services, and invoices which are as specified and in
accordance with the terms of this order, unless otherwise stated
herein. ’

19. HOLD HARMLESS AND INDEMNIFICATION: By acceptance of
this purchase order, the vendor hereby agrees to indemnify, defend,
and hold harmless the City (including its officers and employees) for/
from any and all claims or actions of any kind presented against the
City arising out of vendor’s (including vendor’s employees,
representatives, products, and subcontractors) performance under
this agreement, excepting only such claims, costs, or liability which
may arise out of sole negligence of the City.

20. INSURANCE: Vendors who perform work on City property are
required to provide acceptable proof of insurance prior to
commencing work. Specific insurance requirements are contained
within the body of the purchase order.

21. NEW MATERIALS: Unless a bid specification calls for used,

refurbished or recycled materials, all items or materials bid and
supplied to the City are to be new, unused products.

10/26/10
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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT

By and Between

CITY OF RANCHO PALOS VERDES

and

COYOTE WILDLIFE AND PEST SOLUTIONS, INC.

01203.0001/916759.1 1
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 36C55C35-B310-4D65-8E6B-4C0F6690C542 Contract No. FY2024-019

AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
BETWEEN THE CITY OF RANCHO PALOS VERDES AND
COYOTE WILDLIFE AND PEST SOLUTIONS, INC.

THIS AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES (“Agreement”) is made and
entered into on September 5, 2023 by and between the CITY OF RANCHO PALOS VERDES,
a California municipal corporation (“City”) and COYOTE WILDLIFE AND PEST
SOLUTIONS, INC., a California corporation (“Consultant™). City and Consultant may be
referred to, individually or collectively, as “Party” or “Parties.”

RECITALS

A. City has sought, by issuance of a Request for Proposals, the performance of the
services defined and described particularly in Article 1 of this Agreement.

B. Consultant, following submission of a proposal for the performance of the
services defined and described particularly in Article 1 of this Agreement, was selected by the
City to perform those services.

c: Pursuant to the City of Rancho Palos Verdes Municipal Code, City has authority
to enter into and execute this Agreement.

D. The Parties desire to formalize the selection of Consultant for performance of
those services defined and described particularly in Article 1 of this Agreement and desire that
the terms of that performance be as particularly defined and described herein.

OPERATIVE PROVISIONS

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants made by
the Parties and contained herein and other consideration, the value and adequacy of which are
hereby acknowledged, the parties agree as follows:

ARTICLE 1. SERVICES OF CONSULTANT

1.1 Scope of Services.

In compliance with all terms and conditions of this Agreement, the Consultant shall
provide those services specified in the “Scope of Services”, as stated in the Proposal, attached
hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, which may be referred to herein
as the “services” or “work™ hereunder. As a material inducement to the City entering into this
Agreement, Consultant represents and warrants that 1t has the qualifications, experience, and
facilities necessary to properly perform the services required under this Agreement in a thorough,
competent, and professional manner, and 1s experienced in performing the work and services
contemplated herein. Consultant shall at all times faithfully, competently and to the best of its
ability, experience and talent, perform all services described herein. Consultant covenants that it
shall follow the highest professional standards in performing the work and services required
hereunder and that all materials will be both of good quality as well as fit for the purpose
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intended. For purposes of this Agreement, the phrase “highest professional standards™ shall mean
those standards of practice recognized by one or more first-class firms performing similar work
under similar circumstances.

1.2 Consultant’s Proposal.

The Scope of Service shall include the Consultant’s Proposal which shall be incorporated
herein by this reference as though fully set forth herein. In the event of any inconsistency
between the terms of such Proposal and this Agreement, the terms of this Agreement shall
govern.

1.3 Compliance with Law.

Consultant shall keep itself informed concerning, and shall render all services hereunder
in accordance with, all ordinances, resolutions, statutes, rules, and regulations of the City and
any Federal, State or local governmental entity having jurisdiction in effect at the time service is
rendered.

1.4 California Labor Law.

If the Scope of Services includes any “public work™ or “maintenance work,” as those
terms are defined in California Labor Code section 1720 et seq. and California Code of
Regulations, Title 8, Section 16000 et seq., and if the total compensation is $1,000 or more,
Consultant shall pay prevailing wages for such work and comply with the requirements in
California Labor Code section 1770 er seq. and 1810 et seq., and all other applicable laws,
including the following requirements:

(a) Public Work. The Parties acknowledge that some or all of the work to be
performed under this Agreement is a “public work™ as defined in Labor Code Section 1720 and
that this Agreement is therefore subject to the requirements of Division 2, Part 7, Chapter 1
(commencing with Section 1720) of the California Labor Code relating to public works contracts
and the rules and regulations established by the Department of Industrial Relations (“DIR™)
implementing such statutes. The work performed under this Agreement is subject to compliance
monitoring and enforcement by the DIR. Consultant shall post job site notices, as prescribed by
regulation.

(b) Prevailing Wages. Consultant shall pay prevailing wages to the extent
required by Labor Code Section 1771. Pursuant to Labor Code Section 1773.2, copies of the
prevailing rate of per diem wages are on file at City Hall and will be made available to any
interested party on request. By initiating any work under this Agreement, Consultant
acknowledges receipt of a copy of the DIR determination of the prevailing rate of per diem
wages, and Consultant shall post a copy of the same at each job site where work is performed
under this Agreement.

(c) Penalty for Failure to Pay Prevailing Wages. Consultant shall comply with
and be bound by the provisions of Labor Code Sections 1774 and 1775 concerning the payment
of prevailing rates of wages to workers and the penalties for failure to pay prevailing wages. The
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Consultant shall, as a penalty to the City, forfeit $200 (two hundred dollars) for each calendar
day, or portion thereof, for each worker paid less than the prevailing rates as determined by the
DIR for the work or craft in which the worker is employed for any public work done pursuant to
this Agreement by Consultant or by any subcontractor.

(d)  Payroll Records. Consultant shall comply with and be bound by the
provisions of Labor Code Section 1776, which requires Consultant and each subconsultant to:
keep accurate payroll records and verify such records in writing under penalty of perjury, as
specified in Section 1776; certify and make such payroll records available for inspection as
provided by Section 1776; and inform the City of the location of the records.

(e) Apprentices. Consultant shall comply with and be bound by the provisions
of Labor Code Sections 1777.5, 1777.6, and 1777.7 and California Code of Regulations Title 8,
Section 200 ef seq. concerning the employment of apprentices on public works projects.
Consultant shall be responsible for compliance with these aforementioned Sections for all
apprenticeable occupations. Prior to commencing work under this Agreement, Consultant shall
provide City with a copy of the information submitted to any applicable apprenticeship program.
Within 60 (sixty) days after concluding work pursuant to this Agreement, Consultant and each of
its subconsultants shall submit to the City a verified statement of the journeyman and apprentice
hours performed under this Agreement.

(H Eight-Hour Work Day. Consultant acknowledges that 8 (eight) hours labor
constitutes a legal day's work. Consultant shall comply with and be bound by Labor Code
Section 1810.

(g) Penalties for Excess Hours. Consultant shall comply with and be bound by
the provisions of Labor Code Section 1813 concerning penalties for workers who work excess
hours. The Consultant shall, as a penalty to the City, forfeit $25 (twenty five dollars for each
worker employed in the performance of this Agreement by the Consultant or by any
subcontractor for each calendar day during which such worker is required or permitted to work
more than 8 (eight) hours in any one calendar day and 40 (forty) hours in any one calendar week
in violation of the provisions of Division 2, Part 7, Chapter 1, Article 3 of the Labor Code.
Pursuant to Labor Code section 1815, work performed by employees of Consultant in excess of 8
(eight) hours per day, and 40 (forty) hours during any one week shall be permitted upon public
work upon compensation for all hours worked in excess of 8 hours per day at not less than one
and 1% (one and one half) times the basic rate of pay.

(h) Workers’ Compensation. California Labor Code Sections 1860 and 3700
provide that every employer will be required to secure the payment of compensation to its
employees if it has employees. In accordance with the provisions of California Labor Code
Section 1861, Consultant certifies as follows:

“I am aware of the provisions of Section 3700 of the Labor Code which require
every employer to be insured against liability for workers' compensation or to
undertake self-insurance in accordance with the provisions of that code, and [ will
comply with such provisions before commencing the performance of the work of
this contract.”
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(1) Consultant’s Responsibility for Subcontractors. For every subcontractor
who will perform work under this Agreement, Consultant shall be responsible for such
subcontractor's compliance with Division 2, Part 7, Chapter 1 (commencing with Section 1720)
of the California Labor Code, and shall make such compliance a requirement in any contract
with any subcontractor for work under this Agreement. Consultant shall be required to take all
actions necessary to enforce such contractual provisions and ensure subcontractor's compliance,
including without limitation, conducting a review of the certified payroll records of the
subcontractor on a periodic basis or upon becoming aware of the failure of the subcontractor to
pay his or her workers the specified prevailing rate of wages. Consultant shall diligently take
corrective action to halt or rectify any such failure by any subcontractor.

Consultant’s Authorized Initials

1.5 Licenses, Permits, Fees and Assessments.

Consultant shall obtain at its sole cost and expense such licenses, permits and approvals
as may be required by law for the performance of the services required by this Agreement.
Consultant shall have the sole obligation to pay for any fees, assessments and taxes, plus
applicable penalties and interest, which may be imposed by law and arise from or are necessary
for the Consultant’s performance of the services required by this Agreement, and shall
indemnify, defend and hold harmless City, its officers, employees or agents of City, against any
such fees, assessments, taxes, penalties or interest levied, assessed or imposed against City
hereunder.

1.6 Familiarity with Work.

By executing this Agreement, Consultant warrants that Consultant (i) has thoroughly
investigated and considered the scope of services to be performed, (i1) has carefully considered
how the services should be performed, and (111) fully understands the facilities, difficulties and
restrictions attending performance of the services under this Agreement. If the services involve
work upon any site, Consultant warrants that Consultant has or will investigate the site and is or
will be fully acquainted with the conditions there existing, prior to commencement of services
hereunder. Should the Consultant discover any latent or unknown conditions, which will
materially affect the performance of the services hereunder, Consultant shall immediately inform
the City of such fact and shall not proceed except at Consultant’s risk until written instructions
are received from the Contract Officer in the form of a Change Order.

1.7 Care of Work.

The Consultant shall adopt reasonable methods during the life of the Agreement to
furnish continuous protection to the work, and the equipment, materials, papers, documents,
plans, studies and/or other components thereof to prevent losses or damages, and shall be
responsible for all such damages, to persons or property, until acceptance of the work by City,
except such losses or damages as may be caused by City’s own negligence.
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1.8  Further Responsibilities of Parties.

Both parties agree to use reasonable care and diligence to perform their respective
obligations under this Agreement. Both parties agree to act in good faith to execute all
instruments, prepare all documents and take all actions as may be reasonably necessary to carry
out the purposes of this Agreement. Unless hereafter specified, neither party shall be responsible
for the service of the other.

1.9 Additional Services

City shall have the right at any time during the performance of the services, without
invalidating this Agreement, to order extra work beyond that specified in the Scope of Services
or make changes by altering, adding to or deducting from said work. No such extra work may be
undertaken unless a written Change Order is first given by the Contract Officer to the Consultant,
incorporating therein any adjustment in (i) the Contract Sum for the actual costs of the extra
work, and/or (ii) the time to perform this Agreement, which said adjustments are subject to the
written approval of the Consultant.

Any increase in compensation of up to 15% (fifteen percent) of the Contract Sum; or, in
the time to perform of up to 90 (ninety) days, may be approved by the Contract Officer through a
written Change Order. Any greater increases, taken either separately or cumulatively, must be
approved by the City Council. It 1s expressly understood by Consultant that the provisions of this
Section shall not apply to services specifically set forth in the Scope of Services. Consultant
hereby acknowledges that it accepts the risk that the services to be provided pursuant to the
Scope of Services may be more costly or time consuming than Consultant anticipates and that
Consultant shall not be entitled to additional compensation therefor. City may in its sole and
absolute discretion have similar work done by other Consultants. No claims for an increase in the
Contract Sum or time for performance shall be valid unless the procedures established in this
Section are followed.

If in the performance of the Services, the Contractor becomes aware of material defects
in the Scope of Work, duration, or span of the Services, or the Contractor becomes aware of
extenuating circumstance that will or could prevent the completion of the Services, on time or on
budget, the Contractor shall inform the City’s Contract Officer of an anticipated Change Order.
This proposed change order will stipulate the facts surrounding the i1ssue, proposed solutions,
proposed costs, and proposed schedule impacts.

1.10 Special Requirements.

Additional terms and conditions of this Agreement, if any, which are made a part hereof
are set forth in the “Special Requirements™ attached hereto as Exhibit “B” and incorporated
herein by this reference. In the event of a conflict between the provisions of Exhibit “B” and any
other provisions of this Agreement, the provisions of Exhibit “B” shall govern.
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ARTICLE 2. COMPENSATION AND METHOD OF PAYMENT.

2.1 Contract Sum.

Subject to any limitations set forth in this Agreement, City agrees to pay Consultant the
amounts specified in the “Schedule of Compensation™ attached hereto as Exhibit “C” and
incorporated herein by this reference. The total compensation, including reimbursement for
actual expenses, shall not exceed $180,000 (One Hundred Eighty Thousand Dollars) (the
“Contract Sum™), unless additional compensation is approved pursuant to Section 1.9. Annual
compensation shall not exceed $60,000 (Sixty Thousand Dollars).

2.2 Method of Compensation.

(a) The method of compensation may include: (i) a lump sum payment upon
completion; (i1) payment in accordance with specified tasks or the percentage of completion of
the services; (iii) payment for time and materials based upon the Consultant’s rates as specified
in the Schedule of Compensation, provided that (a) time estimates are provided for the
performance of sub tasks, and (b) the Contract Sum is not exceeded; or (iv) such other methods
as may be specified in the Schedule of Compensation.

(b) A retention of 10% shall be held from each payment as a contract retention to be
paid as part of the final payment upon satisfactory and timely completion of services. This
retention shall not apply for on-call agreements for continuous services or for agreements for
scheduled routine maintenance of City property or City facilities.

2.3 Reimbursable Expenses.

Compensation may include reimbursement for actual and necessary expenditures for
reproduction costs, telephone expenses, and travel expenses approved by the Contract Officer in
advance, or actual subcontractor expenses of an approved subcontractor pursuant to Section 4.5,
and only 1f specified in the Schedule of Compensation. The Contract Sum shall include the
attendance of Consultant at all project meetings reasonably deemed necessary by the City.
Coordination of the performance of the work with City is a critical component of the services. If
Consultant is required to attend additional meetings to facilitate such coordination, Consultant
shall not be entitled to any additional compensation for attending said meetings.

2.4 Invoices.

Each month Consultant shall furnish to City an original invoice, using the City template,
or in a format acceptable to the City, for all work performed and expenses incurred during the
preceding month in a form approved by City’s Director of Finance. By submitting an invoice for
payment under this Agreement, Consultant is certifying compliance with all provisions of the
Agreement. The invoice shall detail charges for all necessary and actual expenses by the
following categories: labor (by sub-category), travel, materials, equipment, supplies, and sub-
contractor contracts. Sub-contractor charges shall also be detailed by such categories. Consultant
shall not invoice City for any duplicate services performed by more than one person.
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City shall independently review each invoice submitted by the Consultant to determine
whether the work performed and expenses incurred are in compliance with the provisions of this
Agreement. Except as to any charges for work performed or expenses incurred by Consultant
which are disputed by City, or as provided in Section 7.3, City will use its best efforts to cause
Consultant to be paid within 45 (forty-five) days of receipt of Consultant’s correct and
undisputed invoice; however, Consultant acknowledges and agrees that due to City warrant run
procedures, the City cannot guarantee that payment will occur within this time period. In the
event any charges or expenses are disputed by City, the original invoice shall be returned by City
to Consultant for correction and resubmission. Review and payment by City for any invoice
provided by the Consultant shall not constitute a waiver of any rights or remedies provided
herein or any applicable law.

2.5 Waiver.

Payment to Consultant for work performed pursuant to this Agreement shall not be
deemed to waive any defects in work performed by Consultant.

ARTICLE 3. PERFORMANCE SCHEDULE

3.1 Time of Essence.

Time is of the essence in the performance of this Agreement.

3.2 Schedule of Performance.

Consultant shall commence the services pursuant to this Agreement upon receipt of a
written notice to proceed and shall perform all services within the time period(s) established in
the “Schedule of Performance™ attached hereto as Exhibit “D” and incorporated herein by this
reference. When requested by the Consultant, extensions to the time period(s) specified in the
Schedule of Performance may be approved in writing by the Contract Officer through a Change
Order, but not exceeding 60 (sixty) days cumulatively.

3.3 Force Majeure.

The time period(s) specified in the Schedule of Performance for performance of the
services rendered pursuant to this Agreement shall be extended because of any delays due to
unforeseeable causes beyond the control and without the fault or negligence of the Consultant,
including, but not restricted to, acts of God or of the public enemy, unusually severe weather,
fires, earthquakes, floods, epidemics, quarantine restrictions, riots, strikes, freight embargoes,
wars, litigation, and/or acts of any governmental agency, including the City, if the Consultant
shall within 10 (ten) days of the commencement of such delay notify the Contract Officer in
writing of the causes of the delay. The Contract Officer shall ascertain the facts and the extent of
delay, and extend the time for performing the services for the period of the enforced delay when
and if in the judgment of the Contract Officer such delay is justified. The Contract Officer’s
determination shall be final and conclusive upon the parties to this Agreement. In no event shall
Consultant be entitled to recover damages against the City for any delay in the performance of
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this Agreement, however caused, Consultant’s sole remedy being extension of the Agreement
pursuant to this Section.

3.4 Term.

Unless earlier terminated in accordance with Article 7 of this Agreement, this Agreement
shall continue in full force and effect until completion of the services but not exceeding June 30,
2025, except as otherwise provided in the Schedule of Performance (Exhibit “D”). The City may,
in its discretion, extend the Term by one additional one-year term.

ARTICLE 4. COORDINATION OF WORK

4.1 Representatives and Personnel of Consultant.

The following principals of Consultant (“Principals’™) are hereby designated as being the
principals and representatives of Consultant authorized to act in its behalf with respect to the
work specified herein and make all decisions in connection therewith:

Pamela Rizzo Vandalsem CEO
(Name) (Title)
Jimmie Vance Rizzo 111 CFO
(Name) (Title)

It 1s expressly understood that the experience, knowledge, capability and reputation of the
foregoing principals were a substantial inducement for City to enter into this Agreement.
Therefore, the foregoing principals shall be responsible during the term of this Agreement for
directing all activities of Consultant and devoting sufficient time to personally supervise the
services hereunder. All personnel of Consultant, and any authorized agents, shall at all times be
under the exclusive direction and control of the Principals. For purposes of this Agreement, the
foregoing Principals may not be replaced nor may their responsibilities be substantially reduced
by Consultant without the express written approval of City. Additionally, Consultant shall utilize
only the personnel included in the Proposal to perform services pursuant to this Agreement.
Consultant shall make every reasonable effort to maintain the stability and continuity of
Consultant’s staff and subcontractors, if any, assigned to perform the services required under this
Agreement. Consultant shall notify City of any changes in Consultant’s staff and subcontractors,
if any, assigned to perform the services required under this Agreement, prior to and during any
such performance. City shall have the right to approve or reject any proposed replacement
personnel, which approval shall not be unreasonably withheld.

4.2 Status of Consultant.

Consultant shall have no authority to bind City in any manner, or to incur any obligation,
debt or liability of any kind on behalf of or against City, whether by contract or otherwise, unless
such authority is expressly conferred under this Agreement or 1s otherwise expressly conferred in
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writing by City. Consultant shall not at any time or in any manner represent that Consultant or
any of Consultant’s officers, employees, or agents are in any manner officials, officers,
employees or agents of City. Neither Consultant, nor any of Consultant’s officers, employees or
agents, shall obtain any rights to retirement, health care or any other benefits which may
otherwise accrue to City’s employees. Consultant expressly waives any claim Consultant may
have to any such rights.

4.3 Contract Officer.

The Contract Officer shall be Octavio Silva, Interim Director of Community
Development, or such person as may be designated by the City Manager. It shall be the
Consultant’s responsibility to assure that the Contract Officer is kept informed of the progress of
the performance of the services and the Consultant shall refer any decisions which must be made
by City to the Contract Officer. Unless otherwise specified herein, any approval of City required
hereunder shall mean the approval of the Contract Officer. The Contract Officer shall have
authority, 1f specified in writing by the City Manager, to sign all documents on behalf of the City
required hereunder to carry out the terms of this Agreement.

4.4 Independent Consultant.

Neither the City nor any of its employees shall have any control over the manner, mode
or means by which Consultant, its agents or employees, perform the services required herein,
except as otherwise set forth herein. City shall have no voice in the selection, discharge,
supervision or control of Consultant’s employees, servants, representatives or agents, or in fixing
their number, compensation or hours of service. Consultant shall perform all services required
herein as an independent contractor of City and shall remain at all times as to City a wholly
independent contractor with only such obligations as are consistent with that role. Consultant
shall not at any time or in any manner represent that it or any of its agents or employees are
agents or employees of City. City shall not in any way or for any purpose become or be deemed
to be a partner of Consultant in its business or otherwise or a joint venturer or a member of any
joint enterprise with Consultant.

4.5 Prohibition Against Subcontracting or Assignment.

The experience, knowledge, capability and reputation of Consultant, its principals and
employees were a substantial inducement for the City to enter into this Agreement. Therefore,
Consultant shall not contract with any other entity to perform in whole or in part the services
required hereunder without the express written approval of the City; all subcontractors included
in the Proposal are deemed approved. In addition, neither this Agreement nor any interest herein
may be transferred, assigned, conveyed, hypothecated or encumbered voluntarily or by operation
of law, whether for the benefit of creditors or otherwise, without the prior written approval of
City. Transfers restricted hereunder shall include the transfer to any person or group of persons
acting in concert of more 25% (twenty five percent) of the present ownership and/or control of
Consultant, taking all transfers into account on a cumulative basis. In the event of any such
unapproved transfer, including any bankruptcy proceeding, this Agreement shall be void. No
approved transfer shall release the Consultant or any surety of Consultant of any liability
hereunder without the express consent of City.
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ARTICLE 5. INSURANCE AND INDEMNIFICATION

5.1 Insurance Coverages.

Without limiting Consultant’s indemnification of City, and prior to commencement of
any services under this Agreement, Consultant shall obtain, provide and maintain at its own
expense during the term of this Agreement, policies of insurance of the type and amounts
described below and in a form satisfactory to City.

(a) General liability insurance. Consultant shall maintain commercial general
liability insurance with coverage at least as broad as Insurance Services Office form CG 00 01,
in an amount not less than $1,000,000 per occurrence, $2,000,000 general aggregate, for bodily
injury, personal injury, and property damage. The policy must include contractual liability that
has not been amended. Any endorsement restricting standard ISO “insured contract™ language
will not be accepted.

(b) Automobile liability insurance. Consultant shall maintain automobile
insurance at least as broad as Insurance Services Office form CA 00 01 covering bodily injury
and property damage for all activities of the Consultant arising out of or in connection with
Services to be performed under this Agreement, including coverage for any owned, hired, non-
owned or rented vehicles, in an amount not less than $1,000,000 combined single limit for each
accident,

(c) Professional liability (errors & omissions) insurance. Consultant shall
maintain professional liability insurance that covers the Services to be performed in connection
with this Agreement, in the minimum amount of $1,000,000 per claim and in the aggregate. Any
policy inception date, continuity date, or retroactive date must be before the effective date of this
Agreement and Consultant agrees to maintain continuous coverage through a period no less than
three (3) years after completion of the services required by this Agreement.

(d) Workers® compensation insurance. Consultant shall maintain Workers’
Compensation Insurance (Statutory Limits) and Employer’s Liability Insurance (with limits of at
least $1,000,000).

(e) Subcontractors. Consultant shall include all subcontractors as insureds
under its policies or shall furnish separate certificates and certified endorsements for each
subcontractor. All coverages for subcontractors shall include all of the requirements stated
herein.

(H) Additional Insurance. Policies of such other insurance, as may be required
in the Special Requirements in Exhibit “B”.

52 General Insurance Requirements.

(a) Proof of insurance. Consultant shall provide certificates of insurance to
City as evidence of the insurance coverage required herein, along with a waiver of subrogation
endorsement for workers® compensation. Insurance certificates and endorsements must be
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approved by City’s Risk Manager prior to commencement of performance. Current certification
of insurance shall be kept on file with City at all times during the term of this Agreement. City
reserves the right to require complete, certified copies of all required insurance policies, at any
time.

(b) Duration of coverage. Consultant shall procure and maintain for the
duration of this Agreement insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damages to
property, which may arise from or in connection with the performance of the Services hereunder
by Consultant, its agents, representatives, employees or subconsultants.

(c) Primary/noncontributing. Coverage provided by Consultant shall be
primary and any insurance or self-insurance procured or maintained by City shall not be required
to contribute with 1t. The limits of insurance required herein may be satisfied by a combination
of primary and umbrella or excess insurance. Any umbrella or excess insurance shall contain or
be endorsed to contain a provision that such coverage shall also apply on a primary and non-
contributory basis for the benefit of City before the City’s own insurance or self-insurance shall
be called upon to protect it as a named insured.

(d) City’s rights of enforcement. In the event any policy of insurance required
under this Agreement does not comply with these specifications or is canceled and not replaced,
City has the right but not the duty to obtain and continuously maintain the insurance 1t deems
necessary and any premium paid by City will be promptly reimbursed by Consultant or City will
withhold amounts sufficient to pay premium from Consultant payments. In the alternative, City
may cancel this Agreement.

(e) Acceptable insurers. All insurance policies shall be issued by an insurance
company currently authorized by the Insurance Commissioner to transact business of insurance
or that i1s on the List of Approved Surplus Line Insurers in the State of California, with an
assigned policyholders’ Rating of A- (or higher) and Financial Size Category Class VI (or larger)
in accordance with the latest edition of Best’s Key Rating Guide, unless otherwise approved by
the City’s Risk Manager.

(f) Waiver of subrogation. All insurance coverage maintained or procured
pursuant to this agreement shall be endorsed to waive subrogation against City, its elected or
appointed officers, agents, officials, employees and volunteers or shall specifically allow
Consultant or others providing insurance evidence in compliance with these specifications to
waive their right of recovery prior to a loss. Consultant hereby waives its own right of recovery
against City, and shall require similar written express waivers and insurance clauses from each of
its subconsultants.

(g) Enforcement of contract provisions (non-estoppel). Consultant
acknowledges and agrees that any actual or alleged failure on the part of the City to inform
Consultant of non-compliance with any requirement imposes no additional obligations on the
City nor does it waive any rights hereunder.

(h) Requirements not limiting. Requirements of specific coverage features or
limits contained in this section are not intended as a limitation on coverage, limits or other
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requirements, or a waiver of any coverage normally provided by any insurance. Specific
reference to a given coverage feature is for purposes of clarification only as it pertains to a given
issue and is not intended by any party or insured to be all inclusive, or to the exclusion of other
coverage, or a waiver of any type. If the Consultant maintains higher limits than the minimums
shown above, the City requires and shall be entitled to coverage for the higher limits maintained
by the Consultant. Any available insurance proceeds in excess of the specified minimum limits
of insurance and coverage shall be available to the City.

(1) Notice of cancellation. Consultant agrees to oblige its insurance agent or
broker and insurers to provide to City with a 30 (thirty) day notice of cancellation (except for
nonpayment for which a 10 (ten) day notice is required) or nonrenewal of coverage for each
required coverage.

() Additional insured status. General liability policies shall provide or be
endorsed to provide that City and its officers, officials, employees, and agents, and volunteers
shall be additional insureds under such policies. This provision shall also apply to any
excess/umbrella liability policies.

(k) Prohibition of undisclosed coverage limitations. None of the coverages
required herein will be in compliance with these requirements if they include any limiting
endorsement of any kind that has not been first submitted to City and approved of in writing.

Q)] Separation of insureds. A severability of interests provision must apply for
all additional insureds ensuring that Consultant’s insurance shall apply separately to each insured
against whom claim is made or suit 1s brought, except with respect to the insurer’s limits of
liability. The policy(ies) shall not contain any cross-liability exclusions.

(m)  Pass through clause. Consultant agrees to ensure that its subconsultants,
subcontractors, and any other party involved with the project who is brought onto or involved in
the project by Consultant, provide the same minimum insurance coverage and endorsements
required of Consultant. Consultant agrees to monitor and review all such coverage and assumes
all responsibility for ensuring that such coverage is provided in conformity with the requirements
of this section. Consultant agrees that upon request, all agreements with consultants,
subcontractors, and others engaged in the project will be submitted to City for review.

(n) Agency’s right to revise specifications. The City reserves the right at any
time during the term of the contract to change the amounts and types of insurance required by
giving the Consultant 90 (ninety) days advance written notice of such change. If such change
results in substantial additional cost to the Consultant, the City and Consultant may renegotiate
Consultant’s compensation.

(0) Self-insured retentions. Any self-insured retentions must be declared to
and approved by City. City reserves the right to require that self-insured retentions be eliminated,
lowered, or replaced by a deductible. Self-insurance will not be considered to comply with these
specifications unless approved by City.
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(p) Timely notice of claims. Consultant shall give City prompt and timely
notice of claims made or suits instituted that arise out of or result from Consultant’s performance
under this Agreement, and that involve or may involve coverage under any of the required
liability policies.

(q)  Additional insurance. Consultant shall also procure and maintain, at its
own cost and expense, any additional kinds of insurance, which in its own judgment may be
necessary for its proper protection and prosecution of the work.

5.3 Indemnification.

To the full extent permitted by law, Consultant agrees to indemnify, defend and hold
harmless the City, its officers, employees and agents (“Indemnified Parties™) against, and will
hold and save them and each of them harmless from, any and all actions, either judicial,
administrative, arbitration or regulatory claims, damages to persons or property, losses, costs,
penalties, obligations, errors, omissions or liabilities whether actual or threatened (herein “claims
or liabilities”) that may be asserted or claimed by any person, firm or entity arising out of or in
connection with the negligent performance of the work, operations or activities provided herein
of Consultant, its officers, employees, agents, subcontractors, or invitees, or any individual or
entity for which Consultant is legally liable (“indemnitors”), or arising from Consultant’s or
indemnitors’ reckless or willful misconduct, or arising from Consultant’s or indemnitors’
negligent performance of or failure to perform any term, provision, covenant or condition of this
Agreement, and in connection therewith:

(a) Consultant will defend any action or actions filed in connection with any
of said claims or liabilities and will pay all costs and expenses, including legal costs and
attorneys’ fees incurred in connection therewith;

(b) Consultant will promptly pay any judgment rendered against the City, its
officers, agents or employees for any such claims or liabilities arising out of or in connection
with the negligent performance of or failure to perform such work, operations or activities of
Consultant hereunder; and Consultant agrees to save and hold the City, its officers, agents, and
employees harmless therefrom;

(c) In the event the City, its officers, agents or employees is made a party to
any action or proceeding filed or prosecuted against Consultant for such damages or other claims
arising out of or in connection with the negligent performance of or failure to perform the work,
operation or activities of Consultant hereunder, Consultant agrees to pay to the City, its officers,
agents or employees, any and all costs and expenses incurred by the City, its officers, agents or
employees in such action or proceeding, including but not limited to, legal costs and attorneys’
fees.

Consultant shall incorporate similar indemnity agreements with its subcontractors and if
it fails to do so Consultant shall be fully responsible to indemnify City hereunder therefore, and
failure of City to monitor compliance with these provisions shall not be a waiver hereof. This
indemnification includes claims or liabilities arising from any negligent or wrongful act, error or
omission, or reckless or willful misconduct of Consultant in the performance of professional
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services hereunder. The provisions of this Section do not apply to claims or liabilities occurring
as a result of City’s sole negligence or willful acts or omissions, but, to the fullest extent
permitted by law, shall apply to claims and liabilities resulting in part from City’s negligence,
except that design professionals’ indemnity hereunder shall be limited to claims and liabilities
arising out of the negligence, recklessness or willful misconduct of the design professional. The
indemnity obligation shall be binding on successors and assigns of Consultant and shall survive
termination of this Agreement.

ARTICLE 6. RECORDS, REPORTS, AND RELEASE OF INFORMATION

6.1 Records.

Consultant shall keep, and require subcontractors to keep, such ledgers, books of
accounts, invoices, vouchers, canceled checks, reports, studies or other documents relating to the
disbursements charged to City and services performed hereunder (the “books and records™), as
shall be necessary to perform the services required by this Agreement and enable the Contract
Officer to evaluate the performance of such services. Any and all such documents shall be
maintained in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles and shall be complete
and detailed. The Contract Officer shall have full and free access to such books and records at all
times during normal business hours of City, including the right to inspect, copy, audit and make
records and transcripts from such records. Such records shall be maintained for a period of three
(3) years following completion of the services hereunder, and the City shall have access to such
records in the event any audit is required. In the event of dissolution of Consultant’s business,
custody of the books and records may be given to City, and access shall be provided by
Consultant’s successor in interest. Notwithstanding the above, the Consultant shall fully
cooperate with the City in providing access to the books and records if a public records request is
made and disclosure 1s required by law including but not limited to the California Public Records
Act.

6.2 Reports.

Consultant shall periodically prepare and submit to the Contract Officer such reports
concerning the performance of the services required by this Agreement as the Contract Officer
shall require. Consultant hereby acknowledges that the City is greatly concerned about the cost
of work and services to be performed pursuant to this Agreement. For this reason, Consultant
agrees that if Consultant becomes aware of any facts, circumstances, techniques, or events that
may or will materially increase or decrease the cost of the work or services contemplated herein
or, if Consultant is providing design services, the cost of the project being designed, Consultant
shall promptly notify the Contract Officer of said fact, circumstance, technique or event and the
estimated increased or decreased cost related thereto and, if Consultant is providing design
services, the estimated increased or decreased cost estimate for the project being designed.

6.3 Ownership of Documents.

All drawings, specifications, maps, designs, photographs, studies, surveys, data, notes,
computer files, reports, records, documents and other materials (the “documents and materials”™)
prepared by Consultant, its employees, subcontractors and agents in the performance of this
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Agreement shall be the property of City and shall be delivered to City upon request of the
Contract Officer or upon the termination of this Agreement, and Consultant shall have no claim
for further employment or additional compensation as a result of the exercise by City of its full
rights of ownership use, reuse, or assignment of the documents and materials hereunder. Any
use, reuse or assignment of such completed documents for other projects and/or use of
uncompleted documents without specific written authorization by the Consultant will be at the
City’s sole risk and without liability to Consultant, and Consultant’s guarantee and warranties
shall not extend to such use, reuse or assignment. Consultant may retain copies of such
documents for its own use. Consultant shall have the right to use the concepts embodied therein.
All subcontractors shall provide for assignment to City of any documents or materials prepared
by them, and in the event Consultant fails to secure such assignment, Consultant shall indemnify
City for all damages resulting therefrom. Moreover, Consultant with respect to any documents
and materials that may qualify as “works made for hire” as defined in 17 U.S.C. § 101, such
documents and materials are hereby deemed “works made for hire” for the City.

6.4 Confidentiality and Release of Information.

(a) All information gained or work product produced by Consultant in
performance of this Agreement shall be considered confidential, unless such information is in the
public domain or already known to Consultant. Consultant shall not release or disclose any such
information or work product to persons or entities other than City without prior written
authorization from the Contract Officer.

(b) Consultant, 1ts officers, employees, agents or subcontractors, shall not,
without prior written authorization from the Contract Officer or unless requested by the City
Attorney, voluntarily provide documents, declarations, letters of support, testimony at
depositions, response to interrogatories or other information concerning the work performed
under this Agreement. Response to a subpoena or court order shall not be considered “voluntary™
provided Consultant gives City notice of such court order or subpoena.

(¢) If Consultant, or any officer, employee, agent or subcontractor of
Consultant, provides any information or work product in violation of this Agreement, then City
shall have the right to reimbursement and indemnity from Consultant for any damages, costs and
fees, including attorney’s fees, caused by or incurred as a result of Consultant’s conduct.

(d) Consultant shall promptly notify City should Consultant, its officers,
employees, agents or subcontractors be served with any summons, complaint, subpoena, notice
of deposition, request for documents, interrogatories, request for admissions or other discovery
request, court order or subpoena from any party regarding this Agreement and the work
performed there under. City retains the right, but has no obligation, to represent Consultant or be
present at any deposition, hearing or similar proceeding. Consultant agrees to cooperate fully
with City and to provide City with the opportunity to review any response to discovery requests
provided by Consultant. However, this right to review any such response does not imply or mean
the right by City to control, direct, or rewrite said response.
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ARTICLE 7. ENFORCEMENT OF AGREEMENT AND TERMINATION

7.1 California Law.

This Agreement shall be interpreted, construed and governed both as to validity and to
performance of the parties in accordance with the laws of the State of California. Legal actions
concerning any dispute, claim or matter arising out of or in relation to this Agreement shall be
instituted in the Superior Court of the County of Los Angeles, State of California, or any other
appropriate court in such county, and Consultant covenants and agrees to submit to the personal
jurisdiction of such court in the event of such action. In the event of litigation in a U.S. District
Court, venue shall lie exclusively in the Central District of California, in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California.

72 Disputes: Default.

In the event that Consultant is in default under the terms of this Agreement, the City shall
not have any obligation or duty to continue compensating Consultant for any work performed
after the date of default. Instead, the City may give notice to Consultant of the default and the
reasons for the default. The notice shall include the timeframe in which Consultant may cure the
default. This timeframe is 15 (fifteen) days, but may be extended, though not reduced, if
circumstances warrant. During the period of time that Consultant is in default, the City shall hold
all invoices and shall, when the default is cured, proceed with payment on the invoices. In the
alternative, the City may, in its sole discretion, elect to pay some or all of the outstanding
invoices during the period of default. If Consultant does not cure the default, the City may take
necessary steps to terminate this Agreement under this Article. Any failure on the part of the City
to give notice of the Consultant’s default shall not be deemed to result in a waiver of the City’s
legal rights or any rights arising out of any provision of this Agreement.

7.3 Retention of Funds.

Consultant hereby authorizes City to deduct from any amount payable to Consultant
(whether or not arising out of this Agreement) (i) any amounts the payment of which may be in
dispute hereunder or which are necessary to compensate City for any losses, costs, liabilities, or
damages suffered by City, and (i1) all amounts for which City may be liable to third parties, by
reason of Consultant’s acts or omissions in performing or failing to perform Consultant’s
obligation under this Agreement. In the event that any claim is made by a third party, the amount
or validity of which is disputed by Consultant, or any indebtedness shall exist which shall appear
to be the basis for a claim of lien, City may withhold from any payment due, without liability for
interest because of such withholding, an amount sufficient to cover such claim. The failure of
City to exercise such right to deduct or to withhold shall not, however, affect the obligations of
the Consultant to insure, indemnify, and protect City as elsewhere provided herein.

7.4 Waiver.

Waiver by any party to this Agreement of any term, condition, or covenant of this
Agreement shall not constitute a waiver of any other term, condition, or covenant. Waiver by any
party of any breach of the provisions of this Agreement shall not constitute a waiver of any other
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provision or a waiver of any subsequent breach or violation of any provision of this Agreement.
Acceptance by City of any work or services by Consultant shall not constitute a waiver of any of
the provisions of this Agreement. No delay or omission in the exercise of any right or remedy by
a non-defaulting party on any default shall impair such right or remedy or be construed as a
waiver. Any waiver by either party of any default must be in writing and shall not be a waiver of
any other default concerning the same or any other provision of this Agreement.

7.5  Rights and Remedies are Cumulative.

Except with respect to rights and remedies expressly declared to be exclusive in this
Agreement, the rights and remedies of the parties are cumulative and the exercise by either party
of one or more of such rights or remedies shall not preclude the exercise by it, at the same or
different times, of any other rights or remedies for the same default or any other default by the
other party.

7.6 Legal Action.

In addition to any other rights or remedies, either party may take legal action, in law or in
equity, to cure, correct or remedy any default, to recover damages for any default, to compel
specific performance of this Agreement, to obtain declaratory or injunctive relief, or to obtain
any other remedy consistent with the purposes of this Agreement. Notwithstanding any contrary
provision herein, Consultant shall file a statutory claim pursuant to Government Code Sections
905 et seq. and 910 et seq., in order to pursue a legal action under this Agreement.

7.7 Termination Prior to Expiration of Term.

This Section shall govern any termination of this Contract except as specifically provided
in the following Section for termination for cause. The City reserves the right to terminate this
Contract at any time, with or without cause, upon thirty (30) days’ written notice to Consultant,
except that where termination is due to the fault of the Consultant, the period of notice may be
such shorter time as may be determined by the Contract Officer. Upon receipt of any notice of
termination, Consultant shall immediately cease all services hereunder except such as may be
specifically approved by the Contract Officer. Consultant shall be entitled to compensation for
all services rendered prior to the effective date of the notice of termination and for any services
authorized by the Contract Officer thereafter in accordance with the Schedule of Compensation
or such as may be approved by the Contract Officer, except as provided in Section 7.3. In the
event of termination without cause pursuant to this Section, the City need not provide the
Consultant with the opportunity to cure pursuant to Section 7.2.

7.8 Termination for Default of Party.

If termination is due to the failure of the other Party to fulfill its obligations under this
Agreement:

(a) City may, after compliance with the provisions of Section 7.2, take over the work
and prosecute the same to completion by contract or otherwise, and the Consultant shall be liable
to the extent that the total cost for completion of the services required hereunder exceeds the
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compensation herein stipulated (provided that the City shall use reasonable efforts to mitigate
such damages), and City may withhold any payments to the Consultant for the purpose of set-off
or partial payment of the amounts owed the City as previously stated.

(b) Consultant may, after compliance with the provisions of Section 7.2, terminate the
Agreement upon written notice to the City‘s Contract Officer. Consultant shall be entitled to
payment for all work performed up to the date of termination.

7.9 Attorneys’ Fees.

If either party to this Agreement is required to initiate or defend or made a party to any
action or proceeding in any way connected with this Agreement, the prevailing party in such
action or proceeding, in addition to any other relief which may be granted, whether legal or
equitable, shall be entitled to reasonable attorney’s fees. Attorney’s fees shall include attorney’s
fees on any appeal, and in addition a party entitled to attorney’s fees shall be entitled to all other
reasonable costs for investigating such action, taking depositions and discovery and all other
necessary costs the court allows which are incurred in such litigation. All such fees shall be
deemed to have accrued on commencement of such action and shall be enforceable whether or
not such action is prosecuted to judgment.

ARTICLE 8. CITY OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES: NON-DISCRIMINATION

8.1 Non-liability of City Officers and Emplovees.

No officer or employee of the City shall be personally liable to the Consultant, or any
successor in interest, in the event of any default or breach by the City or for any amount which
may become due to the Consultant or to its successor, or for breach of any obligation of the
terms of this Agreement.

8.2 Conflict of Interest.

Consultant covenants that neither it, nor any officer or principal of its firm, has or shall
acquire any interest, directly or indirectly, which would conflict in any manner with the interests
of City or which would in any way hinder Consultant’s performance of services under this
Agreement. Consultant further covenants that in the performance of this Agreement, no person
having any such interest shall be employed by it as an officer, employee, agent or subcontractor
without the express written consent of the Contract Officer. Consultant agrees to at all times
avoid conflicts of interest or the appearance of any conflicts of interest with the interests of City
in the performance of this Agreement.

No officer or employee of the City shall have any financial interest, direct or indirect, in
this Agreement nor shall any such officer or employee participate in any decision relating to the
Agreement which affects her/his financial interest or the financial interest of any corporation,
partnership or association in which (s)he is, directly or indirectly, interested, in violation of any
State statute or regulation. The Consultant warrants that it has not paid or given and will not pay
or give any third party any money or other consideration for obtaining this Agreement.
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8.3 Covenant Against Discrimination.

Consultant covenants that, by and for itself, its heirs, executors, assigns, and all persons
claiming under or through them, that there shall be no discrimination against or segregation of,
any person or group of persons on account of race, color, creed, religion, sex, gender, sexual
orientation, marital status, national origin, ancestry or other protected class in the performance of
this Agreement. Consultant shall take affirmative action to insure that applicants are employed
and that employees are treated during employment without regard to their race, color, creed,
religion, sex, gender, sexual orientation, marital status, national origin, ancestry or other
protected class.

8.4 Unauthorized Aliens.

Consultant hereby promises and agrees to comply with all of the provisions of the Federal
Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1101 et seq., as amended, and in connection
therewith, shall not employ unauthorized aliens as defined therein. Should Consultant so employ
such unauthorized aliens for the performance of work and/or services covered by this
Agreement, and should any liability or sanctions be imposed against City for such use of
unauthorized aliens, Consultant hereby agrees to and shall reimburse City for the cost of all such
liabilities or sanctions imposed, together with any and all costs, including attorneys’ fees,
incurred by City.

ARTICLE 9. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

9.1 Notices.

Any notice, demand, request, document, consent, approval, or communication either
party desires or is required to give to the other party or any other person shall be in writing and
either served personally or sent by prepaid, first-class mail, in the case of the City, to the City
Manager and to the attention of the Contract Officer (with her/his name and City title), City of
Rancho Palos Verdes, 30940 Hawthorne Blvd., Rancho Palos Verdes, California 90275 and in
the case of the Consultant, to the person(s) at the address designated on the execution page of
this Agreement. Either party may change its address by notifying the other party of the change of
address in writing. Notice shall be deemed communicated at the time personally delivered or in
72 (seventy two) hours from the time of mailing if mailed as provided in this section.

9.2 Interpretation.

The terms of this Agreement shall be construed in accordance with the meaning of the
language used and shall not be construed for or against either party by reason of the authorship
of this Agreement or any other rule of construction which might otherwise apply.

9.3 Counterparts.

This Agreement may be executed in counterparts, each of which shall be deemed to be an
original, and such counterparts shall constitute one and the same instrument.
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9.4 Integration; Amendment.

This Agreement including the attachments hereto is the entire, complete and exclusive
expression of the understanding of the parties. It is understood that there are no oral agreements
between the parties hereto affecting this Agreement and this Agreement supersedes and cancels
any and all previous negotiations, arrangements, agreements and understandings, if any, between
the parties, and none shall be used to interpret this Agreement. No amendment to or modification
of this Agreement shall be valid unless made in writing and approved by the Consultant and by
the City Council. The parties agree that this requirement for written modifications cannot be
waived and that any attempted waiver shall be void.

9.5 Severability.

In the event that any one or more of the phrases, sentences, clauses, paragraphs, or
sections contained in this Agreement shall be declared invalid or unenforceable by a valid
judgment or decree of a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or unenforceability shall
not affect any of the remaining phrases, sentences, clauses, paragraphs, or sections of this
Agreement which are hereby declared as severable and shall be interpreted to carry out the intent
of the parties hereunder unless the invalid provision is so material that its invalidity deprives
either party of the basic benefit of their bargain or renders this Agreement meaningless.

9.6 Warranty & Representation of Non-Collusion.

No official, officer, or employee of City has any financial interest, direct or indirect, in
this Agreement, nor shall any official, officer, or employee of City participate in any decision
relating to this Agreement which may affect his/her financial interest or the financial interest of
any corporation, partnership, or association in which (s)he is directly or indirectly interested, or
in violation of any corporation, partnership, or association in which (s)he is directly or indirectly
interested, or in violation of any State or municipal statute or regulation. The determination of
“financial interest” shall be consistent with State law and shall not include interests found to be
“remote” or “noninterests” pursuant to Government Code Sections 1091 or 1091.5. Consultant
warrants and represents that it has not paid or given, and will not pay or give, to any third party
including, but not limited to, any City official, officer, or employee, any money, consideration,
or other thing of value as a result or consequence of obtaining or being awarded any agreement.
Consultant further warrants and represents that (s)he/it has not engaged in any act(s),
omission(s), or other conduct or collusion that would result in the payment of any money,
consideration, or other thing of value to any third party including, but not limited to, any City
official, officer, or employee, as a result of consequence of obtaining or being awarded any
agreement. Consultant is aware of and understands that any such act(s), omission(s) or other
conduct resulting in such payment of money, consideration, or other thing of value will render

this Agreement void and of no force or effect. Ds -
AV I

Consultant’s Authorized Initials
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9.7 Corporate Authority.

The persons executing this Agreement on behalf of the parties hereto warrant that (1) such
party is duly organized and existing, (i1) they are duly authorized to execute and deliver this
Agreement on behalf of said party, (iii) by so executing this Agreement, such party is formally
bound to the provisions of this Agreement, and (iv) that entering into this Agreement does not
violate any provision of any other Agreement to which said party is bound. This Agreement shall
be binding upon the heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns of the parties.

[SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on

the date and year first-above written.

ATTEST:

DocuSigned by:

Tursa Takaska

F4AB15081212C40C0

Teresa Takaoka, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
ALESHIRE & WYNDER, LLP

DocuSigned by:
(MilLiam qu{u

William W. Wynder, City Attorney

CITY:

CITY OF RANCHO PALOS VERDES, a
municipal corporation

S

——8148E3E480434AT
Barbara Ferraro, Mayor

CONSULTANT:

COYOTE WILDLIFE AND PEST SOLUTIONS,
INC., a California corporation

DocuSigned by:

Pamila K Vandalsem

B " 2788DACADFIFEATT

Name: Pamela Rizzo Vandalsem
Title—Ebefidsnacutive Officer

By Jmmie fiaap

2TBEDACADFIFATY

Name: Jimmie Vance Rizzo 111
Title: Chief Finance Officer

Address: 8775 E. Wiley Way
Anaheim, CA 92808

Two corporate officer signatures required when Consultant is a corporation, with one signature required

from each of the following groups: 1) Chairman of the Board, President or any Vice President; and 2)
Secretary, any Assistant Secretary, Chief Financial Officer or any Assistant Treasurer. CONSULTANT’S
SIGNATURES SHALL BE DULY NOTARIZED, AND APPROPRIATE ATTESTATIONS SHALL BE
INCLUDED AS MAY BE REQUIRED BY THE BYLAWS, ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION, OR
OTHER RULES OR REGULATIONS APPLICABLE TO CONSULTANT’S BUSINESS ENTITY.
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CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT

A notary public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who signed
the document to which this certificate 1s attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy or validity of that document.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

On , 2023 before me, , personally appeared , proved to me on
the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose names(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by
his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted,
executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is
true and correct.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Signature:

OPTIONAL
Though the data below is not required by law, it may prove valuable to persons relying on the document and could
prevent fraudulent reattachment of this form

CAPACITY CLAIMED BY SIGNER DESCRIPTION OF ATTACHED DOCUMENT

INDIVIDUAL
CORPORATE OFFICER

([

TITLE OR TYPE OF DOCUMENT

TITLE(S)

PARTNER(S) [] LIMITED

GENERAL NUMBER OF PAGES
ATTORNEY-IN-FACT

TRUSTEE(S)

GUARDIAN/CONSERVATOR

OTHER DATE OF DOCUMENT

Dooo0c

SIGNER IS REPRESENTING:
(NAME OF PERSON(S) OR ENTITY(IES)) SIGNER(S) OTHER THAN NAMED ABOVE
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CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT

A notary public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who signed
the document to which this certificate is attached. and not the truthfulness, accuracy or validity of that document.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

On , 2023 before me, , personally appeared , proved to me on
the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose names(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by
his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted,
executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is
true and correct.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Signature:

OPTIONAL
Though the data below is not required by law, it may prove valuable to persons relying on the document and could
prevent fraudulent reattachment of this form.

CAPACITY CLAIMED BY SIGNER DESCRIPTION OF ATTACHED DOCUMENT

INDIVIDUAL
CORPORATE OFFICER

([

TITLE OR TYPE OF DOCUMENT

TITLE(S)

PARTNER(S) [] LIMITED

GENERAL NUMBER OF PAGES
ATTORNEY-IN-FACT

TRUSTEE(S)

GUARDIAN/CONSERVATOR

OTHER DATE OF DOCUMENT

Dooo0c

SIGNER IS REPRESENTING:
(NAME OF PERSON(S) OR ENTITY(IES)) SIGNER(S) OTHER THAN NAMED ABOVE
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EXHIBIT “A”

SCOPE OF SERVICES

I. Consultant will provide City with coyote control, abatement, trapping, and removal
related services, as directed by the City’s Contract Officer and in accordance with the
tiered system outlined in the City’s Coyote Management Plan, and specifically for
coyotes which: (1) have engaged in a take (resulting in injury or death) of domestic pets
whether on a leash or in a yard; (2) are so habituated to human interaction as to lose the
natural aversion to such interactions and who have exhibited aggressive behavior,
including showing teeth, back fur raised, lunging, or nipping, and/or (3) have attacked a
human being.

A. Consultant will use snares as traps in locations the City deems as priority. To this
end, the traps will be placed in strategic locations according to noted activity and
in response to notification and complaints by the public, and will remain in place
for 10 days. Typical duration for a specific site is 10 days. This is based on the
typical cycle of the coyote's territorial hunting cycle. At certain times of the year
this cycle may vary and Consultant may adjust accordingly. Should a specific area
need more attention, Consultant will adjust the timetable to achieve the desired
results. All traps will be checked a minimum of once daily and captured animals
will be removed. Consultant will use equipment to capture specific species.
Although non-targeted animals are occasionally caught, 1t i1s extremely rare. Any
non-targeted animals will be released on site. Traps are disabled every Friday and
reset on Monday morning.

B. Consultant’s use of the number of traps placed, will be based on availability of
space, visibility from the public, and activity level of the target animals and
Consultant’s professional judgement of how many it needs to achieve the desired
results.

C. Consultant will use some traps that use a scent and others that do not. With the
traps that use a scent, the scent is applied to a ball of wool. The type of scent used
depends on the time of year. It is used to work on the animals' curiosity. No food
or food based scent is used in the process so as to minimize the chance of
attracting non-target animals. Other types of traps use no attractant at all. They are
used along the animals natural corridors. All traps are humane and approved for
depredation by the State of California. No toxic substances are used in the
process.

D. Per California law, all trapped coyotes must be euthanized on site humanely or
released on the spot. All coyotes trapped will be considered target animals and
Consultant will euthanize.

II. All labor and materials, including snares, will be provided by Consultant.
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ITI.  All traps used by Consultant are approved by the Department of Fish and Game.

IV. In addition to the requirements of Section 6.2, during performance of the Services,
Consultant will keep the City appraised of the status of performance by delivering the
following status reports:

A. As requested by the Contract Officer.
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EXHIBIT “B”

SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS
(Superseding Contract Boilerplate)
Added text indicated in bold italics, deleted text indicated in strikethrough.

[INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK]
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EXHIBIT “C”

SCHEDULE OF COMPENSATION

I. The cost for every 10 business days is $2,300. Consultant will provide services twice
a month for a not to exceed amount of $4,600 per month. The annual cost shall not
exceed $60,000.

IL. The City will compensate Consultant for the Services performed upon submission of
a valid invoice. Each invoice is to include:

A. Line items for all personnel describing the work performed, the number of hours
worked, and the hourly rate.

B. Line items for all materials and equipment properly charged to the Services.

C. Line items for all other approved reimbursable expenses claimed, with supporting
documentation.

D. Line items for all approved subcontractor labor, supplies, equipment, materials,

and travel properly charged to the Services.

IV. The total compensation for the Services shall not exceed the Contract Sum as
provided in Section 2.1 of this Agreement.

V. The Consultant’s billing rates for all personnel are attached as Exhibit C-1. N/A.
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EXHIBIT “D
SCHEDULE OF PERFORMANCE
I Consultant shall perform services twice a month with at least a 10 day business
interval between rounds in a timely manner.

IL The Contract Officer may approve extensions for performance of the services in
accordance with Section 3.2. Any further extensions require City Council approval.
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conditions for providing to you such notices and disclosures electronically through the DocuSign
system. Please read the information below carefully and thoroughly, and if you can access this
information electronically to your satisfaction and agree to this Electronic Record and Signature
Disclosure (ERSD), please confirm your agreement by selecting the check-box next to ‘I agree to
use electronic records and signatures’ before clicking *CONTINUE’ within the DocuSign
system.

Getting paper copies

At any time, you may request from us a paper copy of any record provided or made available
electronically to you by us. You will have the ability to download and print documents we send
to you through the DocuSign system during and immediately after the signing session and, if you
elect to create a DocuSign account, you may access the documents for a limited period of time
(usually 30 days) after such documents are first sent to you. After such time, if you wish for us to
send you paper copies of any such documents from our office to you, you will be charged a
$0.00 per-page fee. You may request delivery of such paper copies from us by following the
procedure described below.
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change your mind and tell us that thereafter you want to receive required notices and disclosures
only in paper format. How you must inform us of your decision to receive future notices and
disclosure in paper format and withdraw your consent to receive notices and disclosures
electronically is described below.

Consequences of changing your mind

If you clect to receive required notices and disclosures only in paper format, it will slow the
speed at which we can complete certain steps in transactions with you and delivering services to
you because we will need first to send the required notices or disclosures to you in paper format,
and then wait until we receive back from you your acknowledgment of your receipt of such
paper notices or disclosures. Further, you will no longer be able to use the DocuSign system to
receive required notices and consents electronically from us or to sign electronically documents
from us.

All notices and disclosures will be sent to you electronically
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Unless you tell us otherwise in accordance with the procedures described herein, we will provide
electronically to you through the DocuSign system all required notices, disclosures,
authorizations, acknowledgements, and other documents that are required to be provided or made
available to you during the course of our relationship with you. To reduce the chance of you
inadvertently not receiving any notice or disclosure, we prefer to provide all of the required
notices and disclosures to you by the same method and to the same address that you have given
us. Thus, you can receive all the disclosures and notices electronically or in paper format through
the paper mail delivery system. If you do not agree with this process, please let us know as
described below. Please also see the paragraph immediately above that describes the
consequences of your electing not to receive delivery of the notices and disclosures
electronically from us.

How to contact City of Rancho Palos Verdes:

You may contact us to let us know of your changes as to how we may contact you electronically,
to request paper copies of certain information from us, and to withdraw your prior consent to
receive notices and disclosures electronically as follows:

To contact us by email send messages to: terit@rpvca.gov

To advise City of Rancho Palos Verdes of your new email address

To let us know of a change in your email address where we should send notices and disclosures
electronically to you, you must send an email message to us at terit@rpvea.gov and in the body
of such request you must state: your previous email address, your new email address. We do not
require any other information from you to change your email address.

If you created a DocuSign account, you may update it with your new email address through your
account preferences.

To request paper copies from City of Rancho Palos Verdes

To request delivery from us of paper copies of the notices and disclosures previously provided
by us to you electronically, you must send us an email to terit@rpvca.gov and in the body of
such request you must state your email address, full name, mailing address, and telephone
number. We will bill you for any fees at that time, if any.

To withdraw your consent with City of Rancho Palos Verdes

To inform us that you no longer wish to receive future notices and disclosures in electronic
format you may:
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1. decline to sign a document from within your signing session, and on the subsequent page,
select the check-box indicating you wish to withdraw your consent, or you may;

ii. send us an email to terit@rpvca.gov and in the body of such request you must state your
email, full name, mailing address, and telephone number. We do not need any other information
from you to withdraw consent.. The consequences of your withdrawing consent for online
documents will be that transactions may take a longer time to process..

Required hardware and software
The minimum system requirements for using the DocuSign system may change over time. The

current system requirements are found here: https://support.docusign.com/guides/signer-guide-
signing-system-requirements.

Acknowledging your access and consent to receive and sign documents electronically

To confirm to us that you can access this information electronically, which will be similar to
other electronic notices and disclosures that we will provide to you, please confirm that you have
read this ERSD, and (i) that you are able to print on paper or electronically save this ERSD for
your future reference and access; or (ii) that you are able to email this ERSD to an email address
where you will be able to print on paper or save it for your future reference and access. Further,
if you consent to receiving notices and disclosures exclusively in electronic format as described
herein, then select the check-box next to ‘I agree to use electronic records and signatures’ before
clicking ‘CONTINUE’ within the DocuSign system.

By selecting the check-box next to ‘I agree to use electronic records and signatures’, you confirm
that:

e You can access and read this Electronic Record and Signature Disclosure; and

e You can print on paper this Electronic Record and Signature Disclosure, or save or send
this Electronic Record and Disclosure to a location where you can print it, for future
reference and access: and

e Until or unless you notify City of Rancho Palos Verdes as described above, you consent
to receive exclusively through electronic means all notices, disclosures, authorizations,
acknowledgements, and other documents that are required to be provided or made
available to you by City of Rancho Palos Verdes during the course of your relationship
with City of Rancho Palos Verdes.
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as possible, dozens of residences were still within 150 yards of the trap.* On July 20, 2023, Rizzo reported
a coyote caught in a trap in the “[v]icinity of Merrill Street Basin.”® Any placement within this area
similarly would have been less than 150 yards from numerous residences.®

These possible violations of § 465.5(g)(3) are not new occurrences. On multiple occasions in 2022, Rizzo
reported trapping coyotes in snares in the Vine Avenue Basin location.” As noted above, any placement in
this area would have required the written consent of dozens of landowners, which neither Rizzo nor the
City of Torrance apparently received. In addition, the repeated use of the Vine Avenue Basin as a
trapping location suggests that Rizzo is an ongoing threat to contravene CDFW regulations.

Section 465.5(g)(3) was enacted to protect people from the dangers of snares and other traps. Rizzo’s
actions not only appear to violate the law but consequently put residents in danger and infringe on their
right to consent to any trap placement within 150 yards of their homes. Rizzo’s history strongly suggests
that this conduct will continue to occur unless law enforcement takes action. Accordingly, we request that
CDFW investigate Rizzo’s trapping and refer any violations of the regulation to a prosecuting authority.

Additionally, in the event CDFW does refer violations of § 465.5(g)(3) to the Torrance City Attorney’s
Office,® we request that the City Attorney transfer the case to the LA District Attorney’s Office based on
the clear conflict of interest that charges against Rizzo would create for the City of Torrance. Not only is
Rizzo the City’s contracted coyote trapper, but Torrance was made aware of alleged violations of the
regulation both before Rizzo’s contract was renewed on September 26, 2023, and before his most recent
report that indicates he may have violated § 465.5(g)(3) again. There is no evidence that Torrance has
made any attempt to address the possible violations of California law, or to stop Rizzo from trapping in
close proximity to homes since then. The City Attorney’s Office cannot maintain a case against Rizzo
without bias, and therefore it is crucial that the LA District Attorney’s Office handles any charges
stemming from CDFW’s investigation.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Very truly yours,

Marvaaerz
Counsel, PETA Foundation

marym@petaf.org |

4 The Vine Avenue Sump is located at the coordinates 33.828506, -118.356137. Ex. 3, Map of Vine Avenue Basin
with 150-yard (450-foot) radius indicated.

5 EX. 4, Rizzo’s July 20, 2023, daily trapping report.

& The Merrill Street Basin is located at the coordinates 33.828536, -118.356219. Ex. 5, Map of Merrill Street Basin
with 150-yard (450-foot) radius indicated.

T EX. 6, Rizzo’s October 12, 2022, and November 30, 2022, daily trapping reports.

8 The City Attorney has primary authority over state law misdemeanors that occur within the city.
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Exhibit 2

COYOTE, WILDLIFE, AND PEST SOLUTIONS

TRAPPER NO. 7868

DAILY REPORT

EMPLOYEE NAME:JIMMie Rizzo pare: 10/5/23

joB Name: City of Torrance

LOCATION: Sump in vicinity of Vine Avenue

No. covoTEs capTurep: (1) weiGHT: 28 Ibs 2 oz.
AGE: SEX: PHYSICAL CONDITION:
O PUP O FEMALE @ HEALTHY
O ADOLESCENT @ MALE O UNHEALTHY
@ ADULT O UNKNOWN O UNKNOWN

O N/A

GENERAL COMMENTS:
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Map of Vine Avenue Basin

Residences within 150 yards (450 feet) of a trap placed in the middle of the basin are indicated
by the orange circle.
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Exhibit 4
COYOTE, WILDLIFE, AND PEST SOLUTIONS

TRAPPER NO. 7868

DAILY REPORT

EMPLOYEE NAME:JIMMie Rizzo pate: //20/23

joB Name: City of Torrance

LocaTion: Vicinity of Merrill Street Basin

No. covoTEs capTurep: (1) weigHT:28lbs 3 oz

AGE: SEX: PHYSICAL CONDITION:
O PUP O FEMALE @ HEALTHY
O ADOLESCENT @ MALE O UNHEALTHY
@ ADULT O UNKNOWN O UNKNOWN

O N/A

GENERAL COMMENTS:
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Map of Merrill Street Basin

Residences within 150 yards (450 feet) of a trap placed in the middle of the basin are indicated
by the orange circle.
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Exhibit 6

COYOTE, WILDLIFE, AND PEST SOLUTIONS

TRAPPER NO. 7868

DAILY REPORT

EMPLOYEE NAME:JIMMie Rizzo pare: 11/30/22

joB Name: City of Torrance

LocaTion: Vicinity of Vine

NO. COYOTES cAPTURED: 29 IDS WEIGHT: 3 0Z

AGE: SEX: PHYSICAL CONDITION:

O PUP @ FEMALE @ HEALTHY
O ADOLESCENT O MALE O UNHEALTHY
@ ADULT O UNKNOWN O UNKNOWN

O N/A

GENERAL comMEenTs: ONne Adult Female, Healthy
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COYOTE, WILDLIFE, AND PEST SOLUTIONS

TRAPPER NO. 7868

DAILY REPORT

EMPLOYEE NAME:JIMMie Rizzo pare: 10/12/22

joB Name: City of Torrance

LocaTion: Vicinity of Vine Street Sump

No. covoTEs capTurep: (1) weiGHT: 23 Ibs

AGE: SEX: PHYSICAL CONDITION:
O PUP O FEMALE @ HEALTHY
O ADOLESCENT @ MALE O UNHEALTHY
@ ADULT O UNKNOWN O UNKNOWN

O N/A

GeneraL commens: (1) Adult Male, Healthy
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 49C8E10E-9532-4C4D-A1D2-BAD74FFE9EFB

STATEMENT OF MATTHEW DUNCAN

I, Matthew Duncan, declare as follows:

1.

My name is Matthew Duncan. I am a citizen of California. [ am over the age of 18 years
and competent to make this declaration. The information set forth in this declaration is
based on my personal knowledge of events described herein unless stated otherwise.

I was a resident of Anaheim, California, for 27 years. As a long-time resident, I have
continued to be interested and involved in issues affecting the City of Anaheim.
Specifically, I am opposed to the City’s decision to implement a coyote management plan
that includes trapping and killing coyotes, and I monitor the process of the program. I
believe that the trap-and-kill program is inhumane and ineffective, and I regularly attend
City Council meetings to address this issue.

Through monitoring the City of Anaheim’s trap-and-kill program, I became aware that
the City contracts with Coyote, Wildlife, and Pest Solutions, Inc. (“CWPS”), to carry out
the trapping and killing of coyotes within the city. I also learned that CWPS employs one
trapper to perform these activities, Jimmie Rizzo, who uses snare traps to trap coyotes
and subsequently “euthanizes” them.

In approximately December of 2023, I came across the information that Rizzo was
working with Dr. Niamh Quinn, Human-Wildlife Interactions Advisor at the University
of California South Coast Research and Extension Center. Specifically, I learned that Dr.
Quinn uses coyotes for their research, including collaring live coyotes to track them and
using dead coyotes for other research or instructional purposes. I learned that Rizzo
provided coyotes—both dead and alive—to Dr. Quinn.

On December 28, 2023, I called Dr. Quinn to ask about their working relationship with
Rizzo, and I left a voicemail inquiring about the same. Later that day, I received a call
from Rizzo in response to the voicemail I left for Dr. Quinn. The call lasted
approximately 30 minutes. On this phone call, I told Rizzo that I grew up in Anaheim and
that I oppose the trap-and-kill program and support co-existence. I asked Rizzo how he
“euthanizes” coyotes that he traps, and Rizzo stated that he kills them by putting them in
a mobile carbon dioxide gas chamber.

I hereby attest that the information contained in this statement is accurate to the best of
my knowledge. DocuSigned by:

Mattluw P. Durcan

A5E.

Matthew Duncan

3/20/2024

Subscribed on this day of by Matthew Duncan.
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Council Meeting of
November 27, 2018

SUPPLEMENTAL #1
Honorable Mayor and Members

of the City Council
City Hall
Torrance, California
Members of the Council:
SUBJECT: Supplemental Material to Council Agenda Item #9C

Attached, for your consideration, please find additional correspondence and a petition
related to the Council Agenda ltem #9C- Coyote Management Plan Report received
after the completion of the Council item.

Respectfully submitted,

Eve R. Irvine
Chief of Police

By NL/’_‘-)/}\Z)/\

Diane Megerdichian e
Sr. Business Manager

CONCUR:
Eve R.Irvine )
Chief of Police

LeRoy J.
City Mana

Attachment A: Correspondence
Attachment B: Petition

Q1T RIS AT A |
PRI VTV I L 1 P T PR )



Attachment A

-------- Original message --------

From: Sharon Pizzulli

Date: 11/21/18 9:05 AM (GMT-08:00)

To: "Mattucci, Aurelio" <AMattucci@TorranceCA.gov>, "Furey, Pat"
<PFurey@TorranceCA.gov>, "Chen, George" <GChen@TorranceCA.gov>, "Griffiths, Mike"
<MGriftiths@TorranceCA.gov>, "Herring, Milton" <MHerring@TorranceCA.gov>, "Goodrich,
Tim" <TGoodrich@TorranceCA.gov>, "Rizzo, Geoffrey" <GRizzo@TorranceCA.gov>
Subject: Fw: IMG_4813.MOV - Humane trapping method - Nov 27th meeting Coyotes

Mayor and Councilman,
Please view the attached video. It shows a girl trapper sticking her hand in the trap with no
pain.

If you are having troubles please follow up with Viet as he has been able to view it and can show
it to you.

Sincerely,
Sharon Pizzulli

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone

Begin forwarded messaoe:

On Wednesday, November 14, 2018, 8:40 AM, Skye Goode (via Google Drive)
<*> wrote:

Skye Goode has shared the following video:

(]
IMG_4813.MOV

MHand in humane foothold trap video

From: <|

Date: November 21, 2018 at 7:19:28 AM PST
To: pfurey@torranceca.gov
Subject: Insanity Vs Humanity

Dear Mayor Furey And City Council Members,

This email is meant to address two important issues— Public Safety & Discernment
(sustainability for ones-self).

As the new “Movement” —takes hold for citizens & residents of Torrance to incorporate into
their —
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“New Lifestyle” — of expectations — for humans to become habituated to the “ Resident
Coyote’s” — It infers who — Dominates.

Myself and my encounter with a Coyote atop of my alley dumpster, staring down at me sends
chills up & down my aged spine. Not to mention...the fear projected of being pounced upon.

My own experience:

Upon taking out the trash to the dumpster......I was met face to face with a Coyote. (I reside
behind Chase Bank on Arlington ). I did what was outlined in the Coyote Management Plan to
— no avail. Upon calling — TPD Animal Control, Officer La Rose, I was informed, repeatedly
to learn to co-exist. She reiterated, more than once — “You encroached their territory not visa
versa.”

Here I am before you — with facts. Facts — Hazing our “New Resident Coyote Plan” is not
working!!

In my efforts, with an unsteady gait ( [ use a cane 75 % of the time ).....I shouted for the Coyote
to — “Get down” & shook my bags as a rustling noise is said to deter, waved my hands over my
head (to show larger presence), stomped my feet ....and yelled without any ......resolution. The
Hungary predator, stood defiantly, not even slightly flinching atop the dumpster. Coyotes have
an advantage atop a trash dumpster to assess, looking down onto any living, breathing, moving
thing — be it a person or a pet thus being selective. Hence, prey becomes their next meal.

My — “SAFETY” & SAFETY FOR OTHERS?” is paramount. I began, walking backward
slowly, to avoid further confrontation as it was obvious that there was no fear from the Coyote.
Only — fear for ones-self (me). Adrenaline rushing.....I began asking myself, what should I do
now??

Upon hearing, my neighbors garage door open, my thought was if I can enter the parking
stall.... as they parked their vehicle...car — I could avoid being confronted, pounced on or
challenged by the encroaching “ New Local Resident Coyote” — REALLY !!!!

Is this the “New Normal” for Torrance - A once Balanced City ?? Life compromised is not
“promised.”

It is very discouraging, as an semi- retired, aging resident, to re-learn how to live in a City you
once considered a — forever home. The need to re-learn how to co-exit with wild life and see
them as - Residents too. It’s Insanity - verses Humanity simply stated.

Please think, common sense is essential to find a better resolution before tragedy strikes at the
heart of our Community. Too little too late — is not an option. Think responsibly.

Respectfully submitted,

Terreah Dietel ( resident 33 years )
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----—-- Original message --------

From:

Date: 11/20/18 4:33 PM (GMT-08:00)

To: "Rizzo, Geoffrey" <GRizzo@TorranceCA.gov>
Subject: Stop the Coyote Killings

Message to Geoff Rizzo:

I have heard of other communities killing coyotes, but I never thought my own town would resort to such short-
sighted, ineffective, and inhumane methods. Traps, regardless of the type, are incredibly cruel and may inadvertently
catch pets or protected wildlife. In addition, scientific research has shown that coyote culling actually increases the
number of coyotes because the remaining coyotes have larger litters and breed more to make up their numbers.

What has proven successful are programs to educate the public about how to haze coyotes (frighten them away from
people) and how to avoid erroneously feeding coyotes. I urge the Torrance City Council to pursue scientific wildlife
management methods in addressing coyote concerns within the community.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
MS. Karen Winter

Torrance, CA
US

From: Sharon Pizzulli

Sent: Monday, November 19, 2018 7:00 PM

To: Furey, Pat <PFgrgy@Torran'ceCA.gov>; Chen, George <GChen@TorranceCA.gov>; Goodrich, Tim
<TGoodrich@TorranceCA.gov>; Griffiths, Mike <MGriffiths@TorranceCA.gov>; Herring, Milton
<MHerring@TorranceCA.gov>; Mattucci, Aurelio <AMattucci@TorranceCA.gov>; Rizzo, Geoffrey
<GRizzo@TorranceCA.gov>; City Clerk <CityClerk@TorranceCA.gov>; Barthe-Jones, Eleanor

<EBJones@TorranceCA.gov>
Subject: Re: Coyote Issue for Nov 27th meeting

Dear Council,
This just happened today in Placentia! A 3yr old bitten in the head by a coyote.

How many more attacks and blood shed before we do something?
https://patch.com/california/orange-county/coyote- -toddler-placentia

Sincerely,
Sharon Pizzulli

On Monday, November 19, 2018, 10:07 AM, Sharon Pizzulli _ wrote:

To The Mayor and Council of Torrance,

PEASE do not keep the same coyote plan from 2016 (when this issue got exasperated and now is ten
times worse). It isn't working.
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While we wait for the next city council meeting regarding the coyotes, more pets are being killed
every day. Another dog got carried away on ANZA and DEELANE in TORRANCE on 11/14/18. Blood dripping
everywhere all the neighbors saw it. The SPCA even came out.

PLEASE we need the city to prepare a new CEQA EIR. The EIR should include the impacts of the
supported plan as well and be performed by a neutral organization.

Also, I feel the color code level for Orange needs to be updated:

Level Orange - Coyote entering a yard - Your plan reads, “If MUTLIPLE incidents have occurred in the same
vicinity within a short amount of time, lethal removal may be considered”. It should read FOR EVERY
incident of a coyote entering a yard or a pet loss, lethal removal should be considered. The coyote will always
come back if there is nothing to fear.

Multiple incidents of pet deaths have been taking place for the last two years in Torrance and it’s getting
worse because nothing is being done. We cannot accommodate these predators.

When our pets are being Kkilled in their own back yard, there absolutely needs to be a consequence to
the coyote or it will keep doing it. (Right now the coyote thinks it’s okay to hunt in our back yard since
there is no danger or repercussions).

Coyotes need to know they should not be entering into back yards (They need consequences so they
learn).

Also, there are humane traps that hold the foot and are so safe that a human can put their hand in it and there
is no pain. Its just like a pair of handcuffs. (I will show a video at the meeting.)

PLEASE THE COMMUNITY IS BEGGING YOU,

Sincerely,
Sharon Pizzulli

From: "

Date: November 19, 2018 at 6:18:02 PM PST
To: PFurey@TorranceCA.Gov

Subject: Please stop killing coyotes!

Message to Patrick J. Furey:

I was disgusted to learn that at least seven coyotes have been killed in Torrance since August.
Not only are lethal measures 100 percent ineffective, they're also extremely stressful for any wild
species. The traps used (even the padded or rubber-coated variety) are extraordinarily cruel—
ensnared animals often sustain horrific injuries in their frantic attempts to escape. Killing also
tears wild families apart, leaving orphaned young to starve, and traps endanger companion
animals as well as protected wildlife.
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Please pursue only humane, long-term solutions that have proved effective in other cities, such as
Arcadia, Pasadena, South Pasadena, and many others in the state and throughout the country.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
Ms. Rebecca Hoeschler

El Segundo, CA
US

From: Janet Schoenfeld

Date: November 19, 2018 at 5:03:32 PM PST
To: PFurey@torranceca.gov

Subject: Public Comment: 11/27 Item 9C

Public Comment Submitted for City Council Meeting of 11/27/2018
Agenda Item 9C

Dear Mayor Furey,

The coyote issue is a challenge for Torrance and indeed for all communities in the South Bay area. It’s a shared
challenge and it requires a cooperative, thoughtful approach with the full engagement of both citizens and various
Jurisdictions’ government agencies. I am a former Torrance resident currently residing in RPV. My family and 1

spend significant time and money in Torrance at its shopping, entertainment, and recreational destinations.

I’'m writing today to urge that Torrance officials pursue the following measures offered in Staff report concerning
Options Regarding 2016 Urban Coyote Management Plan:

1. Maintain the 2016 Urban Coyote Management Plan (“CMP”) and conduct robust educational and

outreach initiatives;

3. Hire a full-time civilian program Staff Assistant to oversee the CMP;

4. Request Los Angeles County to develop a Regional Coyote Management Program;

5. Specify and enforce Wildlife Feeding Consequences;

6.  Establish a 24/7 phone hotline for reporting coyote activity;

7. Enhance mobile platform for reporting (either use Torrance platform or partner with an established

platform such as Coyote Cacher), and
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8. Staff weekend and holiday response teams using the City’s park rangers.

Torrance has a robust, well considered CMP. An important first step is for both the citizens and the
municipality to adhere to its provisions. Education is the nonnegotiable, absolute first step. Without public
engagement in actively deterring coyotes, even the most drastic and expensive controls will serve only as
stopgap measures with minimal preventive value. Partnership with neighboring cities and even with LA

County will help leverage resources and strategize together to address a shared challenge.

Thank you for your consideration and for your leadership in this matter.
Sincerely,

Janet Schoenfeld Mori

From: Ruth Hart

Sent: Monday, November 19, 2018 3:10 PM

To: Furey, Pat; Chen, George; Goodrich, Tim; Griffiths, Mike; Herring, Milton; Mattucci, Aurelio; Rizzo,
Geoffrey

Cc: Poirier, Rebecca

Subject: Coyotes - Item 6A for 11/27 Agenda

I am writing in reference to item 6a on the City Council Agenda for November 27, 2018. | have previously
expressed my views on the coyote problem in Torrance and surrounding communities and | have attached that
information to this emall. What | want to do here is express my views on the Options submitted by the Police
Department. As before, 1 apologize for the length of this email but the 3 minutes available for oral presentation at
the City Council meeting is completely inadequate for me to express everything that needs to be said.

At the September 18" meeting, Mayor Furey made the decision to limit public comments to one hour. As it turned
out, this provided sufficient time for all interested members of the community to speak, but there was only one
representative of the Animal Rights community in attendance at that meeting. Based on the number of emails
from PETA included in the agenda, that will not be the case this time. This is too important an issue to limit
discussion, whether or not that extends the length of the meeting to a very late hour. It is important that ALL
views be heard.

By the way, as I'm sure you realize, the emails from PETA supporters were all generated automatically by pushing a
button on the PETA website. Most of the correspondents do not live in the South Bay, and only a few live in
Torrance. These people do not have to live with the daily consequences of letting coyotes roam wild in an urban
environment. You can see the PETA agenda at the following link:

https://support .org/page/7816/action/1?locale=en-

Following are my specific comments on the recommendations by the Police Department:

1. Maintain the Urban Coyote Management Plan
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One definition of insanity is doing the same thing over and over again and expecting a different result. Maintaining
the 2016 plan would be an insane action. This plan is totally inadequate for controlling the coyote population and
has a number of flaws, at least one of which is fatal. The tiered Coyote Response Plan looks good, but it makes no
sense, except to promote coexistence with coyotes. Here are my specific criticisms:

¢ AsIsaid in my earlier email, the current plan is reactive, not proactive. No action is taken until some
undesired coyote behavior is observed. But it is already too late at that point. The coyotes are one step
ahead of us. We should be acting to prevent certain behaviors, not react to them.

¢ In many cases, the response to a specific coyote action is inadequate. For example, action should be taken
against any coyote that enters a yard, especially one with pets. Hazing is effective in the near-term, in
getting a coyote to leave for the moment, but recent studies have shown that hazing is ineffective in changing
long-term coyote behavior. (See the attachment for details.) Furthermore, the hazing guidelines tell us that
we shouldn’t haze an injured coyote, but not all injuries are visible, and the average layman has no way to
determine if a specific coyote is injured. Likewise, if an animal is injured or killed in its own yard, lethal
removal should be recommended; that is, that should be in the red, not orange, tier.

e The most severe (and, in my view, fatal) problem with the tiered response plan is that, even when lethal
removal is considered or recommended, there is no way to identify the offending animal, since the coyotes
are not tracked. Even if Animal Control were to respond immediately, the coyote would be long gone.
There is no way to identify the offending animal and thus it is free to resume its predatory ways. This is why
in the 2 years since the plan has been adopted, the only coyotes that have been lethally removed are the seven
trapped by Los Angeles County in the Walteria Sump and the one injured coyote that was captured near the
major intersection of Torrance and Anza and humanely euthanized thereafter. It, or another coyote, was seen
stalking children walking to a nearby school earlier that morning.

The only conclusion to be drawn is that the plan is designed to promote coexistence with coyotes. This is an
unrealistic goal, simply because no one has yet succeeded in getting the coyotes to modify their behavior.
Coexistence implies that the entire responsibility of “coexistence” belongs to humans.

2. Direct staff to conduct CEQA analysis to measure any adverse impacts of a full time coyote trap and
euthanize program.

| support this recommendation. For one thing, the experience of the City of Arcadia demonstrates that
there would be financial consequences to the city if a Trap and Euthanize Program were adopted without
such a plan. HOWEVER, | would request that the staff ALSO conduct CEQA analysis of the current Coyote
Management Plan, which would include things such as impact on other wildlife (foxes, raccoons, skunks,
squirrels), pets, and humans, including psychological impacts on residents.

Based on the results of the CEQAs, | would hope that the city would invest in a full-time Trap and
Euthanize Program. Since coyotes are on the “least concern” tier of the Endangered Species Act, | see no
adverse impact to their overall population. On the other hand, since they have no natural predators in
this area, their population will continue to increase unchecked without human intervention.

3. Hire full-time civilian program Staff Assistant
This is a good idea. However, if the city cannot afford both a Staff Assistant and a Trap and Euthanize
program. | strongly recommend that they implement the latter. Therefore, | don’t recommend approval
of a Staff Assistant at this time. Also, the person hired must not have a political agenda and must not

blame residents if their pets are killed.

4. Request Los Angeles County to develop a Regional Coyote Management Program
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| strongly support this recommendation. Coyotes do not respect city boundaries and pushing them out of
only one community will not work. This program should recognize differences between communities
which border wilderness areas, where coyotes have lived for many years and generally don’t interact with
people, and urban communities, such as Torrance, Long Beach, and Culver City, where coyotes have
recently taken up residence and have presented a problem to both people and domestic animals.

Post quarterly reports to City’s website regarding coyote activity
Establish 24/7 phone hot-line for residents to report coyote activity
Enhance mobile platform for photographic and geocode reporting
Weekend follow up utilizing City’s Park Rangers

| support these recommendations for improving the reporting process. However, it should be realized
that NONE of these recommendations will have ANY impact on the number of predator coyotes roaming
our streets. Furthermore, as long as the public does not believe that the city really cares about their
concerns, there is no incentive to report to the city. There is a reason that many more incidents are
reported to the Facebook site than to the city. The city has a public relations problem, but frankly, any
money spent on these efforts could be better spent on controlling the coyote population through a Trap
and Euthanize program.

Thank you for your consideration. | look forward to (briefly) addressing the Council on November 27th.

Ruth Hart

Redondo Beach, CA 90277 (Hollywood Riviera, City of Torrance)

From: Jacquie Gomez
Date: November 19, 2018 at 12:58:03 PM PST
To: "pfurey@torranceca.gov" <pfurey@torranceca.gov>

Subject: Coyotes PROBLEMS

Mayor,

The city has allowed the population of coyotes to get completely out of hand! When are you going to
bring back trapping and euthanize of coyotes?

The residence of Torrance deserve protection from these predators! Pets are being killed on a daily basis
by coyotes. Children's lives are literally in danger!

We are scared for our families safety!
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Press Release 4 4 ) e
Police Dopartment [ ‘
September 26. 2018 ~E

Coyote Management & Response

On 26, 2018, at i
B8:27 AM, 8 Tortance Potice Crossing Guard roporied 3
coyole in the area of Tarmance Boulevard and Anza
Avenue where multiple residents were walking with their
chidren. The Torrance Police Depariment received
20diional information hat the coyote appoaned sick.

Adhenng 1o the City of Torance Coyole Management
Plan, Tonance Palice Department Animal Contro! Qfficers
immedistely tesponded due i the polental tivest to
publc salely. Pavol Officers were aiso disparched to
asustwih s incident

Within an hour, Animal Control personnel were able 10 calch the coyote In accordance with state law
prohibiting the relocation of this animal. the coyole was lransported 1o 2 local velerinarian hospilal where
it was later euthanzed

This investigation was conducted under the command of Torrance Polce Captan Mark Underwood of
the Spedial Operations Bureau. Anyone with information regarding this incident 1 encouraged to contact
the Torrance Police Depariment at (310) 328.3486 (DR# 180048377)

Sergeant Ronsd Harm
Tarance Polce Department Public Information Offices
(310) 618.6888

‘e

TORRANCE POLICE DEPARTMENT
3300 CiIVIC CEMTER DRIVE, TORRANCE CALIFORNIA POBO3
TPO 181 (Mev. 1706)

From: leslee pitschke

Date: November 19, 2018 at 12:04:41 PM PST

To: "PFurey@TorranceCA.gov" <PFurey@TorranceCA.gov>
Subject: Coyote issue

We need to bring back trapping and euthanization in our city of Torrance. Otherwise someone is
going to get hurt by a coyote or arrested for taking action into their own hands.

Thank you,
Leslee Pitschke and family

-------- Original message --------

From: Erin Cotton

Date: 11/19/18 12:22 PM (GMT-08:00)

To: "Furey, Pat" <PFurey@TorranceCA.gov>, "Chen, George" <GChen@TorranceCA.gov>,
"Goodrich, Tim" <T'Goodrich@TorranceCA.gov>, "Griffiths, Mike"
<MGiriffiths@TorranceCA.gov>, "Herring, Milton" <MHerring@TorranceCA.gov>, "Mattucci,
Aurelio" <AMattucci@TorranceCA.gov>, "Rizzo, Geoffrey" <GRizzo@TorranceCA.gov>
Subject: Re: Coyote Issue

Hello, Please vote to trap/euthanize coyotes on Nov 27 and control the population. | am very
concerned for the quality of life for the people that reside in Torrance. Thank You, Erin Cotton
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From: Erin Cotton <[ -

Sent: Monday, September 17, 2018 6:18 AM
To: PFurey@TorranceCA.Gov; GChen@TorranceCA.Gov; TGoodrich@TorranceCA.Gov;

MGriffiths@TorranceCA.Gov; MHerring@TorranceCA.Gov; AMattucci@TorranceCA.Gov;
GRizzo@TorranceCA.Gov

Subject: Coyote Issue

Hello,

About a month ago the first thing my eyes saw on my phone was a picture of a mauled dog
lying dead on my neighbors lawn. My neighbor was going out for an early walk, and this is what
she came across. This is horrible! As a lifelong Torrance resident (I also have a community
garden in coyote zone), | expect our city government to take action AND listen to the good folks
of this city who voted you in office.

Please keep this item on the agenda, and listen to what these people have to say. Itisa
problem you can not ignore anymore.

We shouldn't have to live in fear in Torrance.

Thank You,
Erin Cotton
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From: "

To: "Furey, Pat" <PFurey@TorranceCA.gov>, "Mattucci, Aurelio”
<AMattucci@TorranceCA.gov>, "Goodrich, Tim" <TGoodrich@TorranceCA.gov>, "Rizzo,
Geoffrey" <GRizzo@TorranceCA.gov>, "Chen, George" <GChen@TorranceCA.gov>, "City
Clerk" <CityClerk@TorranceCA.gov>, "Barthe-Jones, Eleanor" <EBJones@TorranceCA.gov>,
"Griffiths, Mike" <MGriffiths@TorranceCA.gov>, "Herring, Milton"
<MHerring@TorranceCA.gov>

Subject: Coyote Agenda Nov 27th -Petition with Torrance Sigs only

To the Mayor and the Council members please find the attached signatures for Torrance
residents only. I previously submitted my entire petition with over 1000 signatures and this is an
addendum to that petition which this shows Torrance residents only.



14

\NU,N.\.QH)\M\V\ N«Q ‘ml\ %\WMIﬁbLnN

S9}e31S Paliun  BIUJOE) ddURLIO] sineq eueq
jws, Sunjooys i1snf 4o} |je w,| ‘21U Sutaq si wayy Suiddeu] 1S payun eluUIOj|R)  JJUBLIO) Jojhel UON

S31E1S PallUN BlUJOHIED ddUBIIOL  uimpleq eueys

\J@S0J2 Ssajun pieAydeq ay} ul Ino 08 1, 3BURD JBY) UBIP|IYD 19 SSOP ||ewsS 3ARY | LIS PaJIUN BIUJOJIED ddUBLIOL X194 eine’
S91e1S pallun BIUJOYIRD BdUBIIOL  1DINNBA  Oljuny

3/ |Ie 1B suBwINy 10} Je3) OU dAeY A3Y3 108} By} O} SE PauI3OU0D AJDA die I\ .BIS PAJIUN BlUJOJIRD SJUBLIOL  Z3leAY eUID
*s910A00 Aq pasdaisaq pooysoqysdiau e uj aAl| | .BIS PRHUN BIUIOj|BD ddUBIIOY dijiazs Apuiy

juapjiyd aq ||1m Ixau ‘pooysoqusiau Aw punoue Ajiep sied Sulj|i) $910A0) .B1S PaNUN  BIUJOJI|ED) JUBLIOL  1]|91dsid  Asulino)
JU23J ume| Aw U0 3uoq a3y} 03 pameus uaaq pey eyl 1ed B JO SUleWaJ punoy | BlS Pajiun BluJOJi|e) 3JduUelIo]  )1BLleD Apuey
**SaA|9SIN0 pue s3}ad UNo 10} Je3d} Uf BAI| O} BABY M JBY} PES S 3| LIS PaHUN BIUJOj|ED  SDUBRIIO}  UOSUYO[  3j|aydiw

S9}e1S Paliun eluJoylie) Bdueso] Ae@  uAjuepn

$31e1S PANUN elUJOjED) Jduewo]  1lsuleg jAIYD

SO1E1S paliun ejusojlje) Sduenol 104D Yisqgezi|3

S31E1S PaUUN EIUJOJED DdURLIO] 13}02 ualey

‘S|eWIUR DY} ||B 10 1B} | puUB Paj|1Y Sem 1B AN B1S PaliUN  BILIOJ|ED 3JUBLIO] pAol4 auaJ0

1 2w 03 Jueodwi a40wW S| UO1II3104d J19Y) pue ‘UBJP|IYD puk S1ad |jewsS aAeY | .BIS PAYUMN BIUJOH|ED BdUBLIOL 11oys eu]
‘'Spooytoqydiau pue spieA Jno uj 9jes aq 0} 3AJSIP S3ad pue UBIP|IYD AUy RIS PALIUN BlUJIOED BduelO]  uewunl  uliyie)y

N JNO punOoJe 10 UJP|IYd JNO punole YUm saiiid Jno ul 8uojaq jou op $310A0D LIS PalUf] BIUIOH|ED Sduelo] Auapy  aiqgeq
|ySiau Aw Ul uowwod 003 Sulw023q aJe syoene pue sBuilysis s910A00 asnedag eiS pallun elUIOHED) ddueLI0] Apeay| ui3
'S jDAIAINS 01 OP [[IM [BWIIUE P|IM B JBYM 3N OU dARY SI3||9MP ALID BY) 3snedag e1S payun eluJoyije) ddueno)  exyeuej Uy
ul 3N} 9 “19d Aw pue Ajiwey Aw jo a1 syl paroedw AjaAize8au aney $930A0) 8IS PALUN eBlUJO|ED) dueBMIOl  Sssnung  UAjpueN
AN "s910A02 J0ojepasd Suiapnesew yim AJunwiwod 3jes e ul SUlAl} J0U W, 38| .B1S PALIUN BIUJO|ED SDUBLIOL SuOWWIS yupnr
p1ad UNo JO 3iejjom 3] BIS PaLUN BlUIOH|ED) BDUBLIO] zado Ajjes

sjewiue Ay "ajdoad yoene Aew Aayl uoos pue s13d dno Buljjiy 3Je S310A00 Y] .B1S POLUN BIUIOK{ED BJUBJIIOL  UOSLIEH 111ed
S3JeIS paliuN BlUIOH|E) dduBLIO|  Jequo)  ejdwed

yoe1le uiaq aney suewny Aep ay3 Suninp no ase pue Sundepe aie S930A00 3y LIS PAYUN BIUIORD JJUBMOL  ZDWODH  3inbder
- 211 Jo Aujenb Ay 1S pajlun  eluioye)  @dUBLIOJ IgNGSOqod Jajiuudr
ue sSop g JO $asSNIILD 3Y} YUM 19313S AW JO pUD YL 1B PUNOS USP B SBM 313YJ LIS PIHUN BIUIOED BdUBLIO)  uBWIld Apaquipy
38| MON "3 104 J3A3I|3J SS341S B sem 3| “JySiu 1e Sop Aw Bupjjem Aolua 01 asn | e1S paliun BlUJIOHRD SdUBLIOL  1}ISI0) Aepy
S91e1S PalluN BIUIOHIED DOUBIIOL  }BIMBYS  31qqaqd

je pue s3ad juadouul 1no Suijjy a4e Asy] "sJolepaad 3|43} 3S3Y) JO pia 188 01 LIS PAIUN BIUIOJ|BD DDUBIIO) UBWIBYSIL  3ieleN
31e S3BD pooyloqydiau ayl jje pue wayl paj|iy pue sSop Aw uayel aaey s210A0D) 1S POLUMN BIUIOHIED 3dUBIIOL  913J43PIY wi)
pooyloqysiau ay) ur uaspjiyd pue s3ad Aw jo A1ajes ay| Bi1S palun eluIOje) ddUBRLIO] SSI9M\ uof

¢noA o1 uepodw siyy st Aymyw  Auno) aoud/s1eis

Aﬁnw(\\ﬂh VTR

A1) swepN 1se7awep isii4

S LYv20 \[m,n,nw ~>] I RVE mw\\)

.M\\\\\ Q*. t*: %;\&\\1 mvvd.\\ M,JQ 4%\\@ \v Y:S\_\nvm\)

/ 77 &

<@
€

<
o<
LS

.44

NTC
S
hT
A
2z
12
o7
b!
3t
4!

n i

-

hi
<1
/!

{1

d

\N,A,}LF,SP%”W



15

ONIHLANY ONIOQ INO ON 40 ¥2is wy “Sop Aw se [|am Se 81| Aw 10§ Je3} Ul We |.e1S pajiun
s31e1S panun

A|91njosge ey} pue Aep ayl Sulinp 1no mou aJe Aayl - Suiniels ase S210A0D 3Y] .e1S payun
$31e1S palun

$31e1S panun

sajels pauun

dojs 01 sey 3} js1ad uno Supjoerie pue spooysoqysiau no Suipeau; ale s330A03 .e1S panun
ad Ajlwie) ym eause ueqin ue uj UIISIX-0 0S pue si10lepasd aie $310A0D 3y} e1S pauun
s3)e1s pauun

$31e1S palun

sajels palun

sajels panun

saje3s pauun

2Aqoeq Aw uj03 3, 3BUed | "3Al} $910A0D a4aym dwins ay) 0} Ixau st paeAyoeq A .eis paliun
11} BulAp ay1 JO Jeaj INOYUM S1ad UMO 0] WOPB3UY N0 NOB( 3)E) 0} dWI] S, 3B BIS pallun
'S 21|gNd 1Y} [041U0I JO INO Jey OS Si BIUIOJI|BD UIBYINOS Ul wajqoid 930A0D 3y LIS payun
*Ajiwey Aw jo 1ied st eyl Sop e aAey | .e1S pauun

ssjels pajun

sajeis pauun

3yl ‘suewny jO Jeaj oOu dAeY pue ‘43p|oq pue J3p|O ‘Su1na3 aue $310A0D 3SAY] kIS payuUN
3] "Jolepaud Jay3iy ou sy aiay3 3duis papojdxa sey uoneindod 930402 3yl ‘HNQ LIS PaNuUN
|le 01 3|qe aq 03 81| pjnom pue Sop 3zis wnipaw e pue Addnd e aney | asnedag .eis payun
w daay 01 AJljige Aw pue Aj9jes Sutall Jo wopaaly Aw Aeme uayel aney sa30A0) BIS paliun
S91e3S pauun

sajels pauun

4no ut pajewdap Bulaq d4e S131114 19Y10 pue SUooddel ‘Sumys ‘swnssod ‘sye) e panun

11B OYM ‘s3ed oM} pue Sop e aney | “pleA uno je Aejd oym ‘sppjpuess aj| aAey | .eis panun
A ‘paeAxoeq Aw Supjjeis ase A3yl “'sSop [IAap 953U} 03 DJIOA [nsINeaq Aw 1s0j| | 1S paliun
93udy 4no padwinf jeyy a30A0d e Aq 08e sieah om) payoenie sem ‘Ajjoin ‘Sop AN IS pauun
$3alels paun

'STVININY ANV SNVIANNH 40 AL34VS els pauun

|0J3UD) JO INO S, IBH PUB S|BWIUR 3ARY | RIS Paliun

10A0) "SUOISEII0 |BIBASS UO PLIPINW UG dAeY POOYIoqySiau Aw ul Sjewiuy 83S pajun
JBUOp | PuUY ‘3wWoY Jno punoJte Auew os Su1aas Jo paJ} w,,3e| pue sSop aaey | e1S paun

BIUIOI[ED
ejuIoy1|ed
BluIoy|[eD
ejuioyijed

353ue440)} sinep
aouesol 3|iseq
ajuesiol e

douenof A3jueH

ejuJoji|e] IDNVHYOL ([3qdwe)

ejuIoj|jed
ejuioed
ejuloijed
ejuIoje)
ejuIOje)
eluIoy||ed
BlUIO}D
eluIoje)
ejuIoy)ed
ejuioyijed
ejusoyljed
ejuojed
ejuiojed
eluIO}||eD
eluIo}e)
ejuioyed
eluI0}e)
ejuIoyi|ed
BjuIo}e)
ejuoy|jed
ejuloyijed

eluIo|e)
BjuIO})|eD
ejuIoyljed
ejuIoj}jed
ejuoyijed
ejuloy||ed
eluioy||ed

uloied

aoueLI0} n01S
3Jjuesio] ujjol
aJue4lo] S

2oueuo]  Suiyo)
aJuelo) yoeagq
32UB1I0} SIPLINOSIEY
2JuURLIO] TELN
3JURJIIO] 3
JueLO]  uouueg
3JjueLog addag
ELII3T] J3A0|D
2Juelo] uiaz
dURLIO] size4
aduello] yoeayg
ajuesiol  JaxdaQ
2JUeLIO]  0SOLIOID
2JURLIO] §-||_YS}I0D
3Jueno} Hlom
aJuedIo] 21909
Jdueno] soqoq
aouessof AddeH

 90ueLIO] BARYSHUSQ
aduedo) ejeA
duesI0]  uosyoer
adueso] ETNe)
aoueslo] N0
adueno) 134id
3dUeLIO] y3ug
adueno] asead

esata}
auuy
epuled
Sino1
pieyory
eyjuewes
Apnr
ejley
eleqieg
3||aueq
eunsuy
BlI0|D
uey
eys.iepn
IAyD
Hew
o7
3JI03IN
yeloqaq
D3y
CRNTETN
epun
anauesf
eipues
J3uusf
anbiuowy

eul|

el

DIBIA
148ys
102s
A88a4
Aldequury
epuewy

)

AS

Sh

Ch
<h

ah
LE
8
+e
AL
23
re



16

pieAxyoeq Jno Aw uj a4es g 01 3|ge g PINOYS S{ewIUe Aw Yuiy} | 9snedag ei1S pallun eluIo(e) ddUBLIO] IUBWSUIIH uonel ed/
S91e)S POHUN BIUIOHED DJUBLIOL  WOXIM Ayiey bb
jij4e2} ur BuiAl Jo paJl w,| pue s1ad Aw 3A0| | BIS PANIUN BIUJOJED BDUBLIOL  [|]IMp|eD por g4
%201Q 3y} UO SPIY 3[| pue SIaqUIBW Ajjwey J3PISUOD 3M Jey) S1ad ||ews dAeY | 1S Pajlun eluiojlje) ddueliOf 03suezelN  euedjlll £ 4
71 pasn A3y3) 1ySiu 38 10 $311 Aw 33| JO 3PISINO 08 Jued13uosid e ayI| (934 LIS PaJUMN BIUIOJRD) SJUBLIO} uOsMeg  duuedl 9 5
S91e1S pallun ejusoye) duesol  SieydN  Sluuog Mm
Y s910A00 3y| "s1ad pue uaipjiyd [[ews Jno jo A}a4es 3y} INOGEe PIUISDUOD WE | LIS PAHUN BILIOjRD DDUBIIO}  WOQJOS auisod  Ab
2439YM JUBWUOIIAUS UBQJN UB U] UOI3dO Ue 10U S| UOIHUYBP AUB JO 30UIISIXD0D) 8IS PAHUN BILIOHIRD ddUBLIO] floley  sspeyd ¢ 4
$91R1S PAliUN BlUJIOE) ddUBLIO] Alpy eueuepy €4
sneaaq JaSuep ul 3¢ P|NOYS S|eWIU. pue suewny eyl juiy] J,Uop | "}eD B 9ABY | .BIS PALIUN BIWIOHIED 3JUBLIO]  3SOY B ened /4
j498uep ui s3ad pue ualp|iyd Auew oS jSpooysoqydiau Jno Jo A13jes ay) J04.B1S PAUN  BIUIOHED 3JULLIO] yueg BHUY  gb
u jo Auep ‘pooysoqysiau ay3 ui s1ad ayi |je pue Sop Aw 01 493uep e asod Asy) LIS POLUN BILIOHIED DDUBLIOL  BPNSEI gy L&
S3)BIS PAlUN BlUJO|RD SDUBLIOL 8i09  auajhor 8
S91e1S palun eluJoye) ddueaO}  saySnH DA 435
S91RIS P3AJUN  BIUIOJRD BIUBLIOL |]|3dN433d ISEN e IR
1U 1B 1393415 JNO UMOP Supyjem UOISEIDI0 UO WYY 335 |11 'S9I0A0D 03 1D B }SO7 IS POMUN BIUIOjED)  JUBLIO) yoeg duieny SB
S9eIS PINUN  BIULORD BIURLIO]L ijod 9RIeq A4S
‘pooyloqysiau Jno woly ulssiw ale s3ad AueA BIS PRNUN BIUJIOHIRD SdUBLIO) 0313IN eney) <X
S91EIS POlUN BIUIOHED dduUewO]  Jin)ag ussyley 7 g
e s19d pue s,,38U31P|IYD JNQO "P|IM Y1 Ul yoeq S210A0D) 3seajaJ pue deu) 3sea|d Bl1S PAlUN BlUIOje) 9duelIO) einwsue) auipjesdr /L
S9}e)IS PajiuN  BlUJIOyIRD  dURLIO| 1100§ Aep o8
$91e1S paluUN eluJoy[e) ddUeLIO] 033l4d AloH &4
21 Sujwele ue 1e Suimou8 aJie $9310A00 pue paJapinw Us33Qq aAeYy S1ad $S3JIUNOD LIS PAYJUN  BIUJIOYRD 3dues 0] puenbuny ppoL g¢
s1ad Jiay3 pue sudzilid 3y} 03 3eaiy} A1ajes e asod $910A0D asnedag IS PaliUN BIUIOED) BdUBIIO] zadoq uesns g4
S3)e)S pallun elulojije) ddueasol  0qgqoss es|l3 4#
$9)eJS PalUN BIUIOHRD ddUBLIOL ydiey usf  9¢
S91B1S PaliUN BlUJOjjE) DUBIIOL SlUUj B\  Weyel g4
1SJ1) WD UdJP[IYd pue s1ad UnQ BIS PALIUN BIUJOHR) dduB4IO0] puenbun]  Jdpuudf B )
S9)1e1S paliuN EluUJOHR) 3dUBLIO}  $d|ezuod einjAs sl
‘910A0D € 03 13d € SuISO| WioJ) Neaiqiieay Juanasd 0] els pajiun eluioyed 3duesol  tadsen Ineq 2¢
S3JLIS PANUN BIUJOHIRD 2IUBLIO}  UNIIYS wed e
S3}E1S Paliun eluJoyje) aduessol 819gsio4 asino7 o¢
2y Aayy ‘Ao ayy up ani| 03 anissas33e 01 Aem Sui1a8 aie $3310A00 3s3Y) ISNEIAY .BIS PAUUN BIUJOJED SDUBIIO]  UOSJID13d 99deu] L9
A1ajes sAjiwe) AN BIS pOJIUN BIUJOM|ED) 3DUBIIO|  ZIBWODH asof %9



17

SBA3P Wi,| "BaJE JNO Ul S930A0D 853y} 4O asnedaq peap Ajgeqoud ‘auos st 1ed AW 1S paiiun
d pue syad 03 paniwsuesy aq ued jey) aseasip Aued pue Alolepaud aie $930A0) LIS paun
$91e3S pauuUN

‘uteyd pooy ay3 jo Jed aq Jou pynoys s3ad nQ .e1s payun

08e sueaA Z [13un 310A0D B MES U0 pJeaY JOASU PUR 81| 3413Ud AW 343y PanAl| aA,| LIS palun
S93e1S panuN

‘ua4p|iyd |lews pue s}ad ||ews aAey | .e1S panun

|Aep peouq ui oSe sieaA omy paeAydeq padsuay Aw ul sSop Aw payoenre 2310A00 v .eiS panun
43113 aq ued A3yl ‘pjim ale Asyl asnedaq suoAlans 0] snosdduep aie $330A0) B1S panun
$31e1S pajiun

jiMOU UOf19e S J12UNn0D) Y} Pa3U I\ IS paluNn

w3 aJjow Suyaay pue ssaquinu uj Suiseasdul ase Asyy -siad Jno Buy)ipy aJe Aayy .e1s pauun
Y3 ut jem ey Jo uns‘Aejd Ajajes 3,,3BUBD "SBWOY JNO U 98e1S0Y pjay S|ewluy .e1S pauun
e 2.1e Sop pue uos Juejul AN ‘uSZeIq pUER SSIJUBB) ‘PlOg BJB S310A0)) paziueqdn .eis panun
910A00 e Aq paeAyoeq no uj payoelje sem Sop unQ .B1S pauun

juiaey Inoyum no 3op Aw 13} 40 preAydoeq Aw ojul In0 yjem 0} d|qe aq p|noys | .ei1s palun
lde sem Joqy8iau uno Sujuiow swes ayl 9Tz ul 91040 e Ag paj|1 Sem 13 unQ .BIS papun
g Allunwwiod uequn ue uj s}ad pue uewny Joj pJeA UMO INO Ul WOPI3LJ JO SSOT.BIS Pajun
| UJBJUOI B BABY JBAS BM PIP 3DUO JON ‘SIEDA 07 4O} WOY JNO PBUMO dABY I RIS pPauun
e Asy se siseq Ajiep e uo paziueyina pue padded) siolepaid/210A00 ay) Juem | .eiS payun
Y3 pinod moH ‘s8uiysis ajdiyjnu uaaq aney 313yl a4aym xyied e Jo Juljul 3A0| | .BIS paliun
epuedn

‘pIIY2 e yoeyie 01 ySnous pjoq st SUO |[13 dwi} JO J211eW B Isnf s 1| 1S payun

3N, 38| -B1S pauun

$31e1S payun

1..3BUS20p U ‘s19d Aw JO om] ud1eDd BAeY pue Ajjusnbaly pieAyoeq uy ase Aay] .eis payun

eluio4ljed adueno}

nespue

eluJOflle) 3IUBLIO| uewaNelg

elUIOJ|RD  3dUBRLIO]
elUIOjljE) 3dUBLIO]
elUIOJijRD 3dURLIO]
elUIOjI|eD) 3dUBLIO]

[2131Q
13)n0)
yos0.43

oelys

elulojije) 3duedlol Jsyjusno

ejulojijed 9dueslo]

13189

ejUIOjI[ED  3dURLIO] BBIBYYNIA

elUJOJRD) 3dURLIOL
BILIOJED IDNVYYOL
eluloyle)  9duRLIO|
elUJOJjED ddUBLIOL
eluloyiie) 8duesio]
eluloylje)  9uewOo]
elUJOyllED) @dURLIO)
BlUJOJllE) 8duRLIO]
eluloylje) 9duesso]
eluloyle) aduelo]
eluoye)  dURLIO)
elulope) 9dURLIOL

adueso)
eluioyed 3duUeLIOL
ejuJojljed ddueLIO]
eluJojl|e) duelO|
eluloylie) @dueLIO|

uajeeig
1135509
spjouAay
epJen
uuep
uojuI

q

3MOH
jlosded
118uef
SeMyS
Japueys3
SETIEYN
Asiy
g}jeAen
397
SlueH

saje)s paun

y 10U p|noys Sjnpe pue uaip|iyd ‘s19d 'Suiias ueqsn ue uj 3uojaq jJou op Aay] .ei1s payun
4044 ul 3uo Aq paqqgesd sem Sop sioqySiou Aw pue paseaddesip sied Aw jo om] eiS pajun
e1ad uno Suiaesanoge |[e s,,3€3| BIS pajun

un P3PUINIBUN SIFDJIS Y} WROJS OYM S|BLUIUER PIIEDIISIWOP SAOWSI |[IM $3131D) 8IS PaluN
ng SAIsuadxa si 343y BulAl] JO 150D "pJeAydoeq UMO JI9Y) Ul 3jes Jou aJle s1ad unQ .e1S pauun
iNNOYV WIHL ONIAVH 34VSNN S.11-81S psuun

eluIoyi|e) dduesiof
eluIOj|ED  ddUeLIO)
elUIOJIjRD  SdUBLIO)
eluiojlje) IduelO]
BILIOJI[RD dJUBLIO)
BILIOJ|ED DDUBLIOL
BIUJOJI[RD BdUBLIOL
eluiojijeD 3dUeLIOL

UoSHUM

MNYIsiid
ejsiineg
sueal
Elles)
10jAe}
yypataiy
uIsay

|aqgest
eul
yeaus)
esald]
auajiew
A
nsIA
aune
lleuos
weljiim

uesng
SHYD
epun
Ayzey
951y
ey
1e1sAu)
ele
ueliein
siuef
ydasof
opuejoy
uue8sin
11349
Jaquy
39|59
Aasels
1280y
euilsyd
19BYIIIN
|inr
8ai9

e’
s €/
2 <!
)s/
os/
LzZ/
87!
¥/
27T/
sz/
AT/
¢z’
2z /
1z
22/
oy
g
271
971
S/
Al
<!

111

NN
b o
Po
Lol

MY
_Sa¢

po)
sol

z o

/a7



18

‘3jes jou aie Aayy ‘Inoqe Auiom | eyl Ajiwe) pue sied pue sSop aAey | asnedag e1s palun
2M | UBYM J3PINOYS AW J3A0 %00| 00} aABY pue pieA umo Aw ul 3jes [934 1,U0p | .B1S paliun
1eA UNO O1UI 9PNIIUL O} PSMO[|E 3] J0U PINOYS SS10A0D PIM “Ajlwiey dYi| dJe $18d IS pauun
S91e3S panun

yoe1ie 910403 e 03 Awwes Sop 4no 1507 .e1S pauun

$31e1S papun

$33e1S PaNuUn

saje3s panun

jpaAoJlIsap 11 uuey pinom eyl ulylAue 3as 0} Juem pue 1ad Aw 3A0] | €IS paNun

$33e315 paun

"B1S pauun

19|ppo3 e dAeH .ejs pajiun

si siy ‘ease Aw uj s3ad o13sawop Jo s3uljpi/syaene pue s3uiysis 910A0d Auey eis panun
11431} pseAyoeq uj SUO pey USAD pue $330A0D aY] 0] S1d OM] 1S0| Apealje aAey | 1S paliun
‘A}ajes pue a3ead uj aAl| 0} pue dAl| 01 9A49sap ajdoad pue s3ad unQ 1S panun

load jo piesse jou aie Asyj 1eyy yonw os jo no Suiias s| $330A00 jo uoize|ndod L3S pauun
S93e1S panun

V1 3y} ui uofejndod 830405 Suiie|edsa sy} 03 WA udjje) aney s3ad Auew 00] 1S pajun
e48 auning Aw pue'siea € pue 8op jjews T Aw jo Ajajes ayy 10 pauaySiuy we | .e1S payun
u uogiejndod ay3 dnpay ‘sasue Ajunyioddo ayl JI uaup|iyd yoelle ||im sa10Ao) .e1s pajun
j10u ays ued Ajuo jJoN "dwoy Aw ut siauosiud mou aue | pue Addnd Aw asnedag .eis paiun
A1ajeS RIS panun

$91E1S panun

1S DABH "p4eA)DE] SY1 Ui J3Y 39| pue J3Y M|em 0] PaljlIia) W, | “Sop jjews e aAeyY | .e1S palun
sa31e3s pauun

's32d pue Ajiwey jo Alajes .eis payun

BIUIOJED BdUBLIO|
elUJOJI[ED  BdURLIOL

anyej  Asjays
910D eunsuyd

RIUJOJI|ED DOURLIO] JD[IBISOH  BWION
BIUJOJI[RD  BDUBLIOJ JBBYIUYM Aouepn

elUJOJIED) BOUBLIO)
elulojie) 3duesof

s|oyannN unsny
s8ujuuaf  epulsin

BIUIOJI[RD 3dUBLIO| OpedIBN euL|
BIUIOJRD BJUBWIIOL  OLIBS3) wiy
BlUJOJ[RD BdueLIO] uomy| uyor
ejuioyljed) duesso) osuaydals EYBTe)
elulojije) ddUeLIOl  epeJis] dlsa
ejuJojljed) |duesIo)f aiddiy  pjeuoq
elulojlje) dUBLIO) yepnr uer
BILIOJIED 3dUBLIO) suljjod uesns
BIUJOJI|ED OUBLIOL UISIIPId elo|9
elulojlje) dduenol  pIoyD  yisqezi3
BIUIOJ|ED BIUBLIOL emepN eiqaq
BIUIOJI|ED  3JUBLIO] BWBPIRYIS NBA

BIUIOY|ED  BOURLIO)

Jopung esa19)

BIUJOJ|BD SDUBLIO] )BUOQIBN Ylagezi|]

eIUJOJIjED  SOUBLIO|
BIUIOJI|ED DOUBLIO|
elUJOj|E) ddUBLIO)
elUJOjije) SduelO]
elulojile) 3duelo)
eluloylje) dduelIO|

aAQ uiaqezy3
IWeuliN  BIUIBIIA
Aaxyoe|g  edluop
euepjes uAqoy
Neuop SUUAY

SUBY  essi|aN

89!
~ !
74/
9/
Al
£
29/
79
o9/
LS/
35/
t<t
S
_g¢/
fs/t
5.5/
zs /!
.S/
as/
bht
8A/
£ A
QA7
Sht
Al
</t

iiiS910A00 pjim asayy ueyy yuenod ow aJe s3ad unQ e3s panun

3y 3DUIS pey an,,3eam 1311131 AY|IS pjo JeaA g1 's8op Aw JO auo pajjiy 910A0) IS palun
) S1 paeA paeAydeq ano uj 08 01 Isnf saiqequny Aw asiasadns 03 Suiaey Ajjeuosiad eis payun
$33e}S pauun

saleys payun

's3ad aAey | pue asnoy Aw jo apisino s8unysdis 830A02 oM} pey aAey | 1S pallun

i04 yjem 9jdoad pue pooysoqysiau ayl uj a4e $210A02 Mouy pue Sop e aney 3\ -BIS palun
S$1e1S payun

eluiojije) dduBLIO]
eluiojed dduesog
eluJoylje) ddueIO]
elulojlje) ddueloj|

elulojijed 3IDNVHUOL
BIUIOJI|RD dUBLIOL

T e
sumiy Apwg

ABABA wiy
supjaf {eisiy
uosiawy Apnr

Aosjpn j9RYIIN

elUlOyje) BdueLI0] EpaAndas BB

elUJOjl|R) dduUBRLIO]

yoN 00s Suey)

A
A/
ol !
Lg
g !
<££
i
S<.



19

suoseas A)ajes .e1s pajlun eluJoyed  eduenoj loue|

S3)LIS PAJIUN BIUJOED JURIIO| SMIYNBN

S91e1S PANuUN ejuIOjjeD) dduenof ziny

mie | uaym Sujuana ay} uj Sop 31| Aw yum auoje Bupjjem ajes [994 493U0| OU | .BIS PALUN BlUIOH|ED ddUBMO]  sshuing
9JURJI0} JO INO WYY 398 Ing 13yloue 4o Aem T 08 Isnw $930A0D) LIS PALIUN BIUJIOHIED ddUBMO]  N3IDA]

S931e)S Palun eluJoOjlje) dduelof uuep

10 SB [|3M SB ‘S13IunWwwod SUIpUNOLINS PUB 3JULLIO] JO SUSZIMD 3y} 109304d O .B1S PONUN BIUJOJ|RD SJUBLIOL BWAPIBYDIS
S9)e1S PalUN eIUIOH|R) ddueslo)  SBwoOoyl

$3)e1S PAllUN BIUIOHED dIuelo)  J3uem

>ad asay} ysinSue ay3 pueisiapun | pue oSe siedA $910A00 Aq paj|iy Bop e pey | .e1S PaNUN BlULOJ|ED dJUBLIO] OfjBuUolues
‘Jjaswiy Ag apiSINO 18] UBAD },,38UeD | 1BY] 13d ||BWS B dARY |.B1S PRMUN BlUIOj|R) 3dUBLIOL soAay

S31e1S paliun eluJojije)  ddueLIOo] yuws

ipooysoqysiau Aw Jo Alajes ayl Inoge pauladuod we pue siad aaey | .e1S pajlun elusoye) dduedso]  lweuilng

S91e1S pallun  ejuloyje) JdUelO) 1oyd

) pue s3ad 43y3o jje pue 33ad |jews Aw o A}ajes 3yl 104 Jedy Ul SUlAl] JO PRJI W[ LIS PSJIUN BIUJOIED SdUBMOL  J3YdjeM
‘A1a4es o1gnd 03 Jeausy) e 3sod $910A0D) 8IS PAUUN BIUJIOIED SdULLIO] WH

'saiqeq Jnj PUB USJpP|IYd PUe DUBPISIL INO JO Al3eS BY] 404 .B1S PaNUN BlUJOjl|e) 3duedi0]  ZBWODH

'Spiy Aw jo A19jes Y] JO4 B1S POLUN BIUIOJI|BD 3BJUBMIOL Bpelpuy

‘s3ad Jay3o 03 uaddey 03 siy3 Juem 3,uop | *330A00 e Aq Paj|1y Sem 183 A\ IS Paliun eluJole) SJUBMO] IAIT-UIYoel

s1ad g Ajjwey Aw Jo 8y1) 40 AJjenb g Alajes oyl 404 .B1S PaJUN  BlUIO{ED JUBLIOL syuelg

uop 1ey3 s330A02 Aq paj|iy Buiaq siad s, 3e3)doad 1noqe Sulieay 4o 3IIS W, 3| LIS PIJUN BlUIOHRD SdUBMO) nyed
$91e)S palun ejusoje) ddueso)  Jadizueq

'S91B)S PalUN  BlUJOjI|ED  ddUBLIOL ueJop

| 9AeY si0qySiau Aw JO |BIDASS OPpISIN0 08 i23U0| OU UBD JBY] S1BD 93y} SARY | .BIS PSHUN BIUJOJI|RD 3dUeJIOf  uosuyor
S9le1s pallun  elusojied  dduelsol g Apsjinin

UO umop Sujuuny s330A00 U33S aA M S33d S, J0qySiau z pa||i} dABY S10A0D BIS PANUN BlUJOe) SDUBIIOL  pJenosD
. . T aieis paln BIUIOjjEY PdURLIOL O1IdNTEN

%0O| 01 dARY | ‘JOOP U0 AW 1IN0 PIY|EM | ‘USYM 'JB3} Ul 3ABI| O} PaJI} OS W | RIS PaliuN BIUIOHED) dduelIO] lpleyng
S91e1S paluUN elusoye) dduesoy  Jadsep

S91BIS PAlIUN BlUJOHED 3dUBLIO)L e1s00Yy

uuod Ay} se 1eaJyy |eas e Sulwodaq s Ayajes si1ad Ino jo doj uo A1ajes dijgnd e1S paluf BluIOjeD) SdUBILIO] zelq
1p s1ad painfu) pey Jo 1so| aney oym sjdoad Buimouy pue jaumo 1ad |jews e Sy .B1S PalUN BIUIOH|ED DIUBLIO)| S
‘|1 U93q Salgeq 4ny Auew 0S 335 0} 1eaY Aw s)ea.q Joumo 18d e Sy.e1S pallun BiUJOJ|R) dDUBIIO| OpeIIIN

S$3alels payun

ejuloyed

uesng 2 @2

yeies
usainepw
uAjouen
g

aney
auuelq
ueqg

eull
ejowed
anaueluy
adlpueyy
wenis
yiaqezijg
epuijesoy
uiqoy
ainbaer
oJjwey
uf|3

Auar
SBYIIN
JeiN
NN
VEET o))
Y uesns
new
Aiag
Anegd
Ined
SE|OYdIN
essAly

1

|

aoueis0] uosdwoy] auldnboer

\

)T
A
by !
8y !
Ly !
Y
ShH/
by !
£h
151
!B
abl
L3/
£ &)
+ 5/
YR
§g /
Y-
< &/
z51
)8!
ad
LiE
Kt
tE
“ L
S£
ht

P
2t
' £
oL
5>



20

‘A1oges s, 3e19d UNQ 1S PalUN  BIUJOJIRD SdUBMO] aqaag Auenug 9 sZ
S9181S PAMUN BlUJOJI|ED 3JUBMIOJ ZOPUBUIBH  UBWOY S£ 2
A1jes 21 gnd .e1S paliun  eiuJoye) ADuUeMOL ae]  pseduyy RS Z
Alajes e1S palun elusope) duUeLO] Sa440]  AsUY) $£ T
S91e1S PaliuN  BlUJORD BduelIo) uool  Apusm z.< 2.
11935 4O 4040y Swes 3y} padualiadxa ease Aw ul [e1aAas pue paj|n| sem 1ad A LIS pallun  eluloye) Bdueldlo] puewepjes  uluyley /&7
"UMO J13Y] U0 3piSIN0 uaup|iyd pue 1ad Aw Sui11o| 9es [934 3, U0p | LIS PAYIUN  BlUJOIRD  ddUeRLIO| asaay ejuopy <€ 2
Alajes e1s paliun elusoyije) dduessol zanSupoy  3JBYIBN L2y
10 [jlem ay3 uo dn padwn( 510A00 e pue Fop jjews Aw y3m psedyoeq Aw uj Sem | .eIS paliun BIUJOHIED DIUBMIOL  UOSUYO[  J3jluudr gzl
no Aofua 03 31| Op am SJ00puUl A[ISOW 1. 9M BjIym pue spiy pue s33d aAey 3\ LIS Paliun  BlUIOyRD  ddUBLIOL sso|s  eousyy +2 7
S91e1S PaliuN elUJOyR) dJUBMOL  UIZIBID uesng Az ¢
Salels paliun elusoye) duealoj 13no|9 W S22
‘s3ad 3 UdJp|Iyd Aw 1931044 €IS POIUN BIUIOjRD BJUBLIOL lious epU] RHET
$91R1S Pallun ejuloyje) dduedlo] uouAg JjooIN €€ Z
S3Je1S pallun elusoyed duewnol  Apauua) Asuyy e
S3JEIS PONUN BlUJOH[ED 3DUBLIOL  NSNOH uasey 1 CT
s1ad pue uaJpjiyd J1 A19jeS BIS PANUN BIUJOjR) 3OUBLIO] Swwejje] auslen @11
S91e1S POlUN BlUIOHR) ddURLIO]| Jewaq hojkey ~ 4
0ys M ‘s1ad pue uaJpjiyd ano Jo Al1ajes 3y J0j PaUI3JU0D pue PauYBLy We | .B1S PAUUN  BlUIOHED SJUBLIOYL seony 49} 517
41 5910402 9s58Y1 JO asnedaq pieAydoeq Aw ul pamojje 10U aie ualpjiyopuesd A 1S pallun  eluIOyRD ddUBMOL  01IONA  Buipne) L1z
pue sayoelieay Auew Os 31 349y} pue paj|iy uaaq aAey s3ad Auew Os asneIag B1S PajUN BlUIOyRD) 3JUBMOL  NAARID  JPRYIN <) 12
"IX3U 3q ||IM U4P{IYD LIS PRUUN  BlUIO)RD  JUBLIOL uosj Aigy ¢
led “plim ay3 ug Ajuo Juny pjnoys ey} jewiue ue Aq pa||i} 8op Aw juemiouop| 3auienn doueso] uloques  sapeYyd L /E
S91L1S PaliuN BjUJOjED SdURLIOL 13AH Asuyy s,z
{02 e paoiiou | woouayleq ayy 03 03 01 pieAydeq 3yl ui 1no 3op Aw 3u1s| IIYM LIS PAUUN  BIUIOJRD  BdUBLIOL yHws uiqoy € ¢
S9jelS polun eluJoje) dUeNO)  seuljog Bupsuyy 1/ 2.
9pISINO 19| Jued | s1ad BAey | BIS PAlUN BIUIOJI[E)  9OUBIIO]  3UI3ID eul) usiey ard
S31E1S PalUMN  BlUJOHBD) 3JUBLIOL  UdIpuUeS sio] boZ
's1ad uno 109104d 0] .BIS PAlIUN BIUIOHIED BJUBLIOL  SBWD qog &2 VA
Mou pooytoqysiau 1no ul $930A00 Auew 00] aJe 849Y] .BIS paliun  elUJOjR) ddUBLIO) addag Adayy 07
81au 4no IN0Y3N0oJY3 U PISEYD AN "ISNOY JNO JO JUOLS Ul 18D INO PI||1Y 930A0D Y 8IS PaJIUN  BIUJOMRD BJUBLI0] yina4 Agiey 9~ Z
35414 A19jes BlS pallun eluJoyje) 8duesojy  uolAng poy S92
S31e1S PaUUN  elulogjeD BdUBLIOL  Spunoy leH Lo/l
S9JRIS PaluN elusoylje) dduemoj sae BUYSUL <0



21

s91e1S palun
saleys pauun
s93e1S panun
sa1els pauun
‘pawey 193 03 3u108 SI pliyd 33}| B 431B| 10 JBUOOS B1S PauUN

eluioe) adxueso]
eluIOji|e) ddUBLIO)
BlUJOji|eD) IDNVHHOL
eluiojijed dueno|
eluiojlje) sduUBLIOL

ysiaunsy
9499),0
pINNe
uojual
odwojed

HEW
Ayey
215912)
uiAa)y
a0r

1AE
oAT

LsZ
Ls 2
+.¢2



Exhibit 7



AN INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION DEDICATED TO PROTECTING THE RIGHTS OF ALL ANIMALS

September 17, 2021

Mayor Eric Alegria

City of Rancho Palos Verdes
30940 Hawthorne Blvd.

Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275

Via E-mail: eric.alegria@rpvca.gov
Re:  Letter Advising Opposition to Proposed Coyote Trapping Program
Dear Mayor Alegria:

I'm writing on behalf of People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA)—
PETA entities have more than 9 million members and supporters globally—to
convey our opposition to coyote trapping. It has been brought to our attention that
Rancho Palos Verdes is considering awarding a contract services agreement to
Coyote, Wildlife & Pest Solutions, Inc. to conduct coyote trapping. Not only is
coyote trapping cruel and damaging to the environment, but it 1s also meffective.
Additionally, any decision to move forward with a contract to trap and kill
coyotes without conducting the requisite environmental analysis arguably
violates the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA™). Indeed, the City of
Arcadia quickly rescinded a similar plan in response to a lawsuit filed by PETA
and Arcadia resident Sarah Rosenberg, which alleged that the city council of
Arcadia had unlawfully voted to approve a coyote-trappmg plan without first
considering the impact on the environment, as required under CEQA. After
scrapping the coyote trap and kill plan, settling the above-mentioned suit, and
paying PETA $15,000 in legal fees, Arcadia implemented a widely successful
comprehensive coyote management plan focused on education and non-lethal
alternatives.! For the reasons detailed below, we urge you not to move forward
with the trapping program.

Trapping devices are notoriously indiscriminate as there 1s no way to solely target
coyotes. This poses large risks to companion animals and “nontarget” wildlife,
mcluding protected species. Animals are left struggling to escape until they are
overcome with exhaustion, shock, exposure to the elements, and even death. Even
if the traps do not kill them, they are certain to sustain great injuries and trauma
from being trapped.

In addition to the inherent cruelty of trapping programs, they are also destructive
to the environment. Coyotes are an important part of our environment, as they
help keep many populations under control: without coyotes, rodent populations
are likely to explode. Coyotes also increase bird diversity and abundance. As a

! See, e.g.. Annakai Geshlider, Report Card: Managing Coyotes Regionwide in the San
Gabriel Valley. Pasadena Star-News (Jul. 6, 2021). https:/www.pasadenastarews.com/
2021/07/04/report-card-managing-coyotes-regionwide-in-the-san-gabriel-valley/,
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consequence of coyote trapping and death, coyotes reproduce at faster rates resulting in doubling
or tripling of the number of pups who all need to be fed. This leads to larger animals such as deer
becoming prey rather than the usual rodents and rabbits, further disrupting the ecosystem.
Additionally, through preying on rodents and other animals, coyotes help control disease
transmission by reducing the spread of diseases such as plague, hantavirus, and Lyme disease.

In light of the important role coyotes play in the maintenance of a healthy ecosystem, the proposed
commencement of trapping conflicts with Rancho Palos Verdes’ Natural Community
Conservation Plan and Habitat Conservation Plan (“NCCP/HCP”)—a “comprehensive habitat
protection program that addresses multiple species habitat needs and the conservation of natural
communities in the City of Rancho Palos Verdes.” This important Plan seeks, in part, “to maintain
biological values of the Preserve over time by reducing human-related impacts to Covered Species
and their habitats,” and to “ensure that the biological values of natural resources . . . are maintained
over time.” To achieve the biological objectives of the NCCP/HCP, the Plan mandates, in part,
“institu[ting] an educational program to explain the role and necessity of large native predators
within the ecosystem and the need to protect them from disturbance.”

Not only does Rancho Palos Verdes’ proposed plan conflict with the City’s NCCP/HCP, its
significant effects on the environment arguably require the preparation of an environmental
analysis under CEQA.’ As noted above, in 2017 the City of Arcadia paid $15,000 to settle a lawsuit
that contended that Arcadia’s city council approved a coyote-trapping contract without an
environmental report mandated by CEQA.° In response, Arcadia successfully adopted non-lethal
programs to address concerns about coyotes and, according to a City of Arcadia Staff Report,
“[t]he evidence suggests that human/coyote interactions are becoming less frequent, less
concerning, and that fewer residents are expressing concerns about how to interact with a coyote
when one is seen near a residential neighborhood.””

Trapping and killing coyotes is not only cruel and detrimental to the environment, it is ineffective.
Trapping and killing initiatives are ineffective at controlling coyote populations, as surviving pack
members simply breed to replace coyotes that were killed and additional coyotes move in from
neighboring areas due to the increased availability of food. Researchers from The University of
Nebraska, Lincoln found that after randomly removing 60% of coyotes from the population, coyote

2 Rancho Palos Verdes, Natural Community Conservation Plan and Habitat Conservation Plan 140 (Nov.
19, 2019), https://www.rpvca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/17121/NCCPHCP.

.
" Id. at 149.

I See, e.g., 59 Ops. Cal. Att’y Gen. 173 (Mar. 30, 1976) (then-Attorney General Evelle Younger’s opinion,
which found that Mendocino County’s annual budgeting and expenditure of funds for trapping predatory
animals, including coyotes, was a “project” that may have a significant effect on the environment under
CEQA, and therefore required the preparation of an environmental impact report prior to any expenditures).

‘ City of Arcadia, Arcadia History Collection, https:/arcadiahistory.andornot.com/en/permalink/
newspaper34928 (last accessed Sept. 17, 2021).

7 Dominic  Lazzaretto, Arcadia City Manager, Staff Report (Sept. 4, 2018),
http://laserfiche.ci.arcadia.ca.us/WebLink/0/edoc/775091/Item%2012a%20-%20Coyote%20Management
%20Plan%20Update.pdf.




populations recovered within one year.®

There are much more humane, environmentally friendly, and effective ways to work to alleviate
issues associated with coyotes. Making areas unappealing via deterrents and curtailling food
sources will encourage coyotes to move on naturally. Ammonia-soaked rags placed in dens will
successfully repel coyotes, as they dislike the smell. Trimming vegetation away from buildings,
trails, and fence lines will eliminate or at least reduce the number of hiding places for coyotes as
well as their prey. Sonic deterrents, motion-activated sprinklers, flashing lights, and outdoor radios
also work effectively to deter coyotes and their prey.

This integrative approach is the onlv effective means of covote control, and its nonlethal nature
makes it acceptable to the public. We hope to hear soon that Rancho Palos Verdes has not awarded
a contract services agreement to conduct coyote trapping and will look into some of the alternatives

suggested m this letter.

Thank you for your time and attention to this important matter, and if there are any questions please
don’t hesitate to reach out.

Very truly yours,

Zeynep J. Graves, Associate Director of Litigation
323-210-2263 | ZeynepG(@petaf.org

8W.C.Pittet al.. A new appraach to understanding canid populations using an individual-based computer
model: Preliminary results, 18 Endangered Species 103-106 (2001).
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September 21, 2021

SENT VIA E-MAIL ZevnepG@petaf.org ONLY

Zeynep J. Graves, Esq.,
Associate Director of Litigation

PETA Foundation

2154 West Sunset Blvd.

Los Angeles CA 90026
Subject: Your Letter of September 17, 2021
Counsel:

We are the City Attorney for the City of Rancho Palos Verdes. As noted in my e-mail to
you of September 17, 2021, your letter to the Mayor has been forwarded to us for review and a
response. We are directed to advise you that the concerns raised in your letter are addressed in the
City’s comprehensive “Coyote Management Plan” (the “Plan”), and that your legal objections to
the agenda item proposing to augment the City’s exisling program(s) are without legal merit.

First, your letter conflates objections to widespread, indiscriminate trapping of coyotes,
with the focused augmentation program that the City Council will be asked to consider. In
response to numerous citizen concerns, the City Council will consider entering into a contract with
a certified and licensed trapper for selective “catch and removal” of coyotes based on the Plan’s
tiered response and who meet one or more of the following specific criteria:

(1) coyotes who have engaged in a take (resulting in injury or death) of
domestic pets whether on a leash or in a yard,

(2)  coyotes who are so habituated to human interaction as to lose the natural
aversion to such interactions and who have exhibited aggressive behavior, including showing
teeth, back fur raised, lunging, or nipping, and/or

3) coyotes who have attacked a human being.

As we trust you are aware, the City has a long-standing, yet targeted, coyote trapping
program through its contract with the Los Angeles County Agricultural Commissioner. The
contract that will be presented for City Council consideration simply supports the Agricultural
Commissioner in the tiered response in implementation of the Plan. Your objections seem to
assume that the City will be engaged in large scale coyote population reduction or that coyote
trapping is a new program for the City. Neither of these assumptions are accurate.

/1]
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As aiready noted, the City currentiy engages in coyote trapping through a contract with the
Los Angeles County Agricultural Commissioner. This trapping is conducted in accordance with
the protocols and procedures in the Plan.' Under this existing program, eight traps were set in the
past year and one coyote was trapped. The contract that will be presented for City Council
consideration will simply support this effort by responding to residents reports that meet the
specific criteria noted above. There will be no whalesale coyote population reduction.

Second, the traps that will used are humane and have been approved for depredation by the
State of California. Specifically, the trapper will use snare traps, which is a legal method for
trapping coyotes. (See 14 CCR §§ 465.5 & 475.) Traps will be checked every 24 hours at a
minimum and will be disabled on weekends.

While it is possible that non-targeted animals will be caught in the traps, the proposed
trapper has informed the City that this is incredibly rare, based on its substantial and professional
experience. PETA may believe that all trapping programs are “inherently cruel;” however, your
letter fails to acknowledge the terror and trauma experienced by residents and their domestic pets
who are attacked and sometimes killed by coyotes, not to mention other wildlife found in the City.

Third, the City fully concurs with PETA that a spectrum of approaches are needed for
successfilly managing coyotes in areas populated by humans. That is why the City began
implementing its Plan back in 2013. Trapping is only one of a number of strategies identified for
use of the City in the Plan. The opening section of the Plan, entitled “Goals,” lays out this
comprehensive outlook:

“The goal of this Management Plan is to support coexistence with urban coyotes
using education, behavior modification and development of a tiered response to
aggressive coyote behavior. The tiered response requires active participation on the
part of the entire community including residents, homeowners associations,
volunteers and city personnel.

This Management Plan is based on research and best known management practices
and includes a full spectrum of management tools. Basic principles that guide this
Plan are based on the following;:

1. Urban wildlife is valued for biological diversity, as members of natural
ecosystems, and reminders of larger global conservation issues.

2. Urban wildlife and wildlife habitats are important to Rancho Palos Verdes
residents. Although urban environments are more favorable to some species than

' Available at rpvca.gov/coyotes.
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others, coexistence is the foundation of City’s general wildlife management
programs.

3. Human safety ts a priority in managing wildlife/human conflicls that pose a
danger to people.

4. Preventive practices such as, reduction and removal of wildlife attractants,
habitat manipulation (e.g. removal of potential coyote denning areas), and
responding appropriately during human and wildlife interactions when interacting
with wildlife are key to minimizing potential human conflicts.

5. Rancho Palos Verdes management techniques and decisions are based on a
thorough understanding of the biclogy and ecology of urban wildlife species.

6. Education and communication are essential in supporting human and animat
needs and coexistence.

7. Emphasis of this Management Plan is placed on preventative measures and
nonlethal controls.”

We invite your careful review of the City’s Plan, which discusses the importance of public
cducation, public ouireach, and hazing, in addition to the option of trapping in himited
circumstances., The City’s Coyote Management Website? also includes links to multiple
educational brochures from the Humane Saciety, including “Coyote Hazing Guidelines: How to
Haze for Effective Reshaping of Coyote Behavior,” “Preventing Coyote Conflicts: How to Keep
Coyotes Out of Your Yard and Keep Your Pets Safe,” and *Solutions for Coyote Conflicts: Why
Killing Does Not Solve Conflicts with Coyotes.”

Fourth, the City Council-adopted Natural Communities Conservation Plan/Habital
Conservation Plan (*“NCCP/HCP”) was created in partnership with the U.S. Department of Fish
and Wildlife, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, and the Palos Verdes Peninsula Land
Conservancy. The NCCP/HCP covers 10 species consisting of 4 animals and 6 plants. The 4
animals protected by the NCCP/HCP include the Palos Verdes Blue Butterfly, El Segundo Blue
Butterfly, Coastal California Gnatcatcher, and the Cactus Wren. Contrary to your letter, coyotes
are not protected by the NCCP/HCP.

Finally, unlike the City of Arcadia, City staff have conducted, and the City Council of
Rancho Palos Verdes will consider, appropriate environmental review of the contract that will be
presented for possible City Council action. As best we can determine, the Arcadia City Council

2 Available at rpvea.gov/coyotes.
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did not consider its trapping contract to even be a “project” within the meaning of the California
Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA?”) requiring any environmental review. Neither did Arcadia
have a coyote management plan in place when that city initiated its trapping contract. The folly
of that approach is evidenced by the litigation to which your letter makes reference.

On the other hand, the City, acting through its staff, has acknowledged that the proposed
contract is a “project” for purposes of CEQA review. City staff have concluded, following review,
the project is exempt from CEQA under the Guidelines. The grounds for this recommendation are
detailed in the staff report, including our office’s independent analysis of the applicable CEQA
exemptions, for this agenda item. Your letter fails to address any of these identified exemptions,
nor does it cite to any legal authority holding such exemptions would not apply under the
circumstances of this proposed contract.

The City shares PETA’s “dedication to the protection of all animals.” We feel certain that
your members will appreciate the City’s “Coyote Management Plan,” its current trapping
protocols, and its proposed selective targeted “catch and removal” of coyotes meeting specific and
narrow criteria represents both the “ethical” and “legal™ balance required by the interaction of
humans, their pets, and the wildlife population of coyotes.

Very truly yours,

William W. Wynder
of ALESHIRE & WYNDER, LLP

Copies: (v/e-mail only)
Honorable Mayor & Councilmember,
City of Rancho Palos Verdes
Mr. Ara Mihranian, AICP
City Manager
Mr. Ken Rukavina,
Community Development Director
Mr. Ramzi Awwad,
Public Works Director
Elena Gerli,
Assistant City Attorney

01240.0001/740409.3
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MINUTES
RANCHO PALOS VERDES CITY COUNCIL AND IMPROVEMENT AUTHORITY
REGULAR MEETING
SEPTEMBER 5, 2023

CALL TO ORDER:

A Regular Meeting of the Rancho Palos Verdes City Council and the Improvement
Authority for the purpose of a Closed Session was called to order by Mayor Ferraro at
6:01 P.M. at Fred Hesse Community Park, McTaggart Hall, 29301 Hawthorne
Boulevard. This meeting took place remotely in accordance with the requirements of the
Ralph M. Brown Act, Section 54950 et seq. of the Government Code. Remote
participation by any Councilmember shall be in accordance with Subdivisions (b)(3) or
(f) of Government Code Section 54953. Members of the public could observe and
participate using the Zoom patrticipation feature, and with options called out in the public
participation form provided under a separate cover with the agenda. Notice having been
given with affidavit thereto on file.

City Council roll call was answered as follows:

PRESENT: Alegria, Bradley, Seo, Mayor Pro Tem Cruikshank and Ferraro
ABSENT: None

Also present were Ara Mihranian, City Manager; William Wynder, City Attorney; Octavio

Silva, Interim Community Development Director and Karina Bafales, Deputy City
Manager.

PUBLIC COMMENTS FOR CLOSED SESSION:

City Clerk Takaoka noted that there were no requests to speak.

CLOSED SESSION ITEM(S) ANNOUNCED:

City Attorney Wynder announced the items to be discussed in Closed Session.

1. PENDING LITIGATION — POTENTIAL LITIGATION AGAINST THE CITY
GC 54956.9(d)(2) and (e)(1)

A point has been reached where, in the opinion of the legislative body of the local
agency on the advice of its legal counsel, based on existing facts and
circumstances, there is a significant exposure to litigation against the local
agency in two (2) cases.

At 6:03 P.M., the Council recessed to Closed Session.

RECONVENE TO REGULAR MEETING:



At 7:03 P.M. the Closed Session was reconvened to the Regular meeting.

REGULAR MEETING — OPEN SESSION

CALL TO ORDER:

A Regular Meeting of the Rancho Palos Verdes City Council and of the Improvement
Authority was called to order by Mayor Ferraro at 7:03 P.M. at Fred Hesse Community
Park, McTaggart Hall, 29301 Hawthorne Boulevard, notice having been given with
affidavit thereto on file.

ROLL CALL:
City Council roll call was answered as follows:

PRESENT: Alegria, Bradley, Cruikshank, Seo, and Mayor Ferraro
ABSENT: None

Also present were Ara Mihranian, City Manager; Karina Banales, Deputy City Manager;
William Wydner, City Attorney; Vina Ramos, Interim Director of Finance; Cory Linder,
Director of Recreation and Parks; Daniel Trautner, Deputy Director of Recreation Parks;
Ramzi Awwad, Public Works Director; Octavio Silva, Interim Director of Community
Development; Shaunna Hunter, Administrative Analyst; Enyssa Sisson, Administrative
Analyst and Teresa Takaoka, City Clerk.

Also present, was Lieutenant Michael White, Interim Captain from the Los Angeles
County Sheriff's Department.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by City Manager Mihranian.

CLOSED SESSION REPORT:

City Attorney Wynder reported that the City Council had two items on the Closed
Session agenda, both were facts and circumstances which could give rise to the
exposure litigation in two cases. In each case, there was a privileged and confidential
briefing of the City Council, and questions were asked and answered. City Council
unanimously approved litigation avoidance strategies in both such facts and
circumstances.

MAYOR’S ANNOUNCEMENTS:

Remarks by invited electeds/representatives and Council Members

The following representatives spoke and presented a certification for the City’s 50t
anniversary celebration:
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Janice Hahn, County Board of Supervisors; Raymond Jackson, Mayor of Hermosa
Beach; Britt Huff, Mayor of Rolling Hills Estates; Patrick Wilson, Mayor of Rolling Hills;
Bea Dieringer, Councilmember of Rolling Hills; Lieutenant Michael White, Interim
Captain of Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department; Jennifer Addington, District
Director and Trustees of Palos Verdes Library District; Ami Gandhi, Board President of
Palos Verdes Peninsula Unified School District; Edward Feves, Representative of
Senator Ben Allen’s Office; Melissa Ramoso, District Director Representative of
Assemblymember Al Muratsuchi’'s Office; Tim McOsker, Los Angeles Councilmember;
and Ken Dyda, Former Councilmember.

Mayor Ferraro called for a brief recess at 7:49 P.M., Without objection, Mayor Ferraro
so ordered. The meeting reconvened at 8:11 P.M.

RECYCLE AND EMERGENCY PERSONAL PREPAREDNESS KIT DRAWING:

Mayor Ferraro announced the Recycle Winners for the August 15, 2023 City Council
meeting: Rocio Martinez and Beverley Western. She indicated that all winners receive a
check for $250 and urged everyone to participate in the City’s Recycling Program. She
noted that in addition to winning the Recycler Drawing, the two individuals also won a
personal emergency preparedness kit from the City valued at $40.

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA:

Mayor Pro Tem Cruikshank moved, seconded by Councilmember Bradley, to approve
the agenda as presented.

The motion passed on the following roll call vote:

AYES: Alegria, Bradley, Cruikshank, Seo, and Mayor Ferraro
NOES: None

PUBLIC COMMENTS FOR NON-AGENDA ITEMS:

City Clerk Takaoka noted that late correspondence was distributed and there were four
requests to speak.

The following members of the public addressed the City Council: Joan Carbonel, Chris
Carbonel, Casey Carbonel, and Craig Weintraub.

CITY MANAGER REPORT:

City Manager Mihranian provided updates on the following: Awarded 23.33 Million
FEMA Grant for Portuguese Bend Landslide Remediation Project; Open recruitment to
become a docent; City Hall open house on September 7 from 2:00- 6:00 P.M.; RPV's
Run for Myles will be held on September 9; the City’s 50" Anniversary Gala Banquet
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will be held on September 9; Thanking all sponsors who assisted with the City’s Gala
event; September is National Emergency Preparedness month, stay connected and
stay informed with PVPready; Remembering September 11" and all those who lost their
lives; National POW/MIA recognition day will be honored with a 24hr relay on
September 14; Wishing Everyone a Happy Rosh Hashanah and Happy Hispanic
Heritage Month.

CONSENT CALENDAR:

City Clerk Takaoka reported that there was one request to speak on Item E.

Councilmember Bradley moved, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Cruikshank, to approve
the Consent Calendar with Item E to be considered immediately after the Consent
Calendar.

The motion passed on the following roll call vote:

AYES: Alegria, Bradley, Cruikshank, Seo, and Mayor Ferraro
NOES: None

A. Approval of Minutes (Zweizig)
Approved the Minutes of August 15, 2023, Regular Meeting.
B. Registers of Demands (Mata)

1) Adopted Resolution No. 2023-41, A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF RANCHO PALOS VERDES, ALLOWING CERTAIN CLAIMS AND
DEMANDS AND SPECIFYING FUNDS FROM WHICH THE SAME ARE TO BE
PAID (Check run dated 20230818); Adopted Resolution No. 2023-42, A
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO PALOS
VERDES, ALLOWING CERTAIN CLAIMS AND DEMANDS AND SPECIFYING
FUNDS FROM WHICH THE SAME ARE TO BE PAID (Check run dated 20230804);
and, 2) Adopted Resolution No. IA 2023-09, A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO PALOS VERDES, ALLOWING CERTAIN
CLAIMS AND DEMANDS AND SPECIFYING FUNDS FROM WHICH THE SAME
ARE TO BE PAID.

C. Consideration and possible action to authorize the Mayor to sign a letter
opposing Assembly Constitutional Amendment (ACA) 10 (Fundamental Right
to Housing). (Hunter)

(1) Authorized the Mayor to sign a letter opposing ACA 10 (Fundamental Right to
Housing).

D. Consideration and possible action to support Senate Bill (SB) No. 244 (Right
to Repair (Hunter)
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(1) Authorized the Mayor to sign a letter supporting SB 244 (Right to Repair Act).

E. Consideration and possible action to change the audio-visual equipment
vendor for the Ladera Linda Community Park Project. (O’Neill)

This item was removed for separate consideration immediately after the adoption of
the consent calendar.

F. Consideration and possible action to award a professional services agreement
to Coyote, Wildlife and Pest Solutions, Inc. to conduct selective coyote

trapping.
(Monroy)

(1) Authorized a professional services agreement with Coyote, Wildlife and Pest
Solutions, Inc. for a two—year term with an optional one—year extension to be
exercised at the discretion of the Contract Officer, in an amount not to exceed
$180,000 for all three years for supplemental selective coyote trapping services.
(2) Authorized the Mayor and City Clerk to execute the professional services
agreement in a form approved by the City Attorney.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM(S) PULLED FOR PUBLIC COMMENT:

' E. Consideration and possible action to change the audio-visual equipment
vendor for the Ladera Linda Community Park Project. (O’Neill)

City Clerk Takaoka noted that there was one request to speak.

The following member of the public addressed the City Council: Ken Dyda.

Discussion ensued among Council Members, and questions were asked of Staff.

Mayor Pro Tem Cruikshank moved, seconded by Councilmember Bradley to
approve Staff recommendations:(1) Authorized using AMG & Associates, the
project's primary general contractor and the existing project budget, to procure and
install audio-visual equipment for the Ladera Linda Community Park project by
increasing the contract contingency in the amount of $179,119.98 above the existing
7.5% contingency.

The motion passed on the following roll call vote:

AYES: Alegria, Bradley, Cruikshank, Seo, and Mayor Ferraro

NOES: None
' PUBLIC HEARINGS:
None.
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REGULAR BUSINESS:

1. Consideration and possible action to approve a continuation of the existing
Landslide Monitoring Program. (Awwad)

City Clerk Takaoka noted that there were three requests to speak.

Director of Public Works Awwad presented a brief staff report and PowerPoint
presentation.

The following members of the public addressed the City Council: Mickey Rodich,
Nikki Nonshkam; and Eva Albuja.

Discussion ensued among Council Members, and questions were asked of Staff.
Director of Public Works introduced consultant Sam Hout with Hout Construction
Services, to provide further information.

Councilmember Bradley moved, seconded by Councilmember Seo to approve Staff
recommendations: (1) Approved a continuation of the landslide monitoring program
for September 2023 through June 30, 2024, with some enhancements; (2) Awarded
a professional services agreement to Michael R. McGee, PLS DBA McGee
Surveying Consulting for landslide surveying and monitoring services in the amount
of $64,400 with a 15% contingency of $9,660 for a total cost of $74,060 through
June 30, 2024; (3) Awarded a professional services agreement to Hout Construction
Services, Inc. DBA Hout Engineering for management and related services for
landslide surveying and monitoring in the amount of $59,513 with a 15%
contingency of $8,927 for a total cost of $68,440; and (4) Authorized the Mayor to
execute both professional services agreements in a form approved by the City
Attorney.

The motion passed on the following roll call vote:

AYES: Alegria, Bradley, Cruikshank, Seo, and Mayor Ferraro
NOES: None

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM(S) PULLED BY A COUNCIL MEMBER:

None.

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS:

Councilmember Seo requested an update from Cal Water regarding their
responsiveness to water pipe breaks within the Portuguese Bend Landslide.

Mayor Ferraro requested a letter be sent to California Public Utilities Commission
regarding the Portuguese Bend Landslide and the utilities responsiveness.
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CITY COUNCIL ORAL REPORTS:

Each Council Member present reported on his/her attendance at various organization
and association meetings.

ADJOURNMENT:

At 9:26 P.M., Mayor Ferraro adjourned to 6:00 P.M. on September 19, 2023, for a
Closed Session, followed by a Regular meeting at 7:00 P.M.

M

Barbara Ferraro, Mayor

Fo(L

Attest:

arad
T akaoka, City Clerk
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