
  

MEETING SUMMARY 

 

Date of Meeting: April 28, 2015 

Subject: Steering Committee No. 8 

Project Name: City of Los Angeles Floodplain Management Plan Update 

In Attendance: 

*Phone 

 

Steering Committee: Shelly Backlar*, Larry Bogatz*, Andre Ellis*, 
Stewart Fliege*, Eduardo Escobar* (attended for George De La O), 
Roy Forbes, Robert Freeman, Mike Greenspan*, John Ignatczyk*, 
Terri Koch, Salomon Miranda*, Norman Ornelas (attended for Claire 
Bowin) Cindy Pham (attended for Susan Shu), Lawrence Quirante*, 
Clint Simmons, Robert Vega (attended for Shahram Kharaghani), 
Tom Williams, and Lin Wu* 

Planning Team: Romano Galassi, Rob Flaner, Ira Artz and Kristen 
Gelino  

Non-voting Attendees: Joyce Dillard 

Not Present: Ed De Mesa, Keith Garcia, Hector Huezo, Frank Lopez, and John 
Romero  

Summary Prepared by: Kristen Gelino – 5/7/2015 

Project No.: 103IS3292/T32835-1 

Quorum – Yes or No Yes (18 voting members present or on the phone) 

 

Item Action 

 

Welcome and Introductions 

 Roy Forbes opened the meeting and facilitated group 

introductions. 

 The Agenda was reviewed and no modifications were made.  

 Handouts provided included: Agenda, Results of the 

Questionnaire Handout, March Meeting Minutes, Action Plan 

Handout and Summary of Internal Review Draft Comments 

Handout. 

 The February SC Meeting Minutes were reviewed and approved 

with 17 votes in favor and 1 abstention. It was clarified that 

Joyce Dillard had been present at the March meeting, but had not 

provided comments. 

 There was one member of the public who wished to provide 

comment. Joyce Dillard briefly spoke on a variety of issues 

relating to the City’s floodplain management planning process 

and coordination with other efforts including the California 

Coastal Commission, Natural History programs, pLAn, MS4 

permitting, the Department of Water and Power’s  role in 

stormwater management, and the Mayor’s cabinet on water. 
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Additionally, she expressed concern that the actions identified in 

the plan would need to be included in the current budget 

discussions in order for them to be implemented. 

 Roy Forbes thanked Joyce Dillard for her comments on behalf of 

the committee. 

 

Results of the Questionnaire 

Rob Flaner introduced the results of the questionnaire handout and 

indicated that the document that was provided was actually an appendix 

in the plan. He noted that he hoped that steering committee members had 

a chance to review the summary of the results and he indicated that the 

results had been used to confirm the need for the actions that had been 

included in the plan. Additionally, he noted that issues that had been 

identified through the questionnaire responses had been incorporated into 

the plan. Rob reminded the committee that the City would have to 

provide an annual update on progress on actions. Kristen Gelino 

indicated that the most recent progress report (2013) was available on the 

City’s floodplain management plan website and provided a lot of good 

information on progress on the actions to date. 

 

Action Plan 

Rob introduced the action plan handout. He indicated that the comments 

that had been received had been incorporated. Kristen indicated that most 

of the comments had been related to what department should be the lead 

agency. She recommended that agencies review the action plan to ensure 

all requested changes had been incorporated appropriately. Tom Williams 

requested that the actions be grouped by category. After a lengthy 

discussion it was determined that groupings would be established and 

added into the appropriate chapter of the plan. Rob also highlighted a few 

additional changes: 

- Actions 79 through 82 were added to better integrate current 

planning efforts that address natural floodplain functions into the 

floodplain management plan. 

- Actions 68 through 70 were reworded based on feedback 

received during internal review. 

A few additional changes were made to the action plan during the 

discussion: 

- Action 7: The estimated project cost was changed to high and 

both DWP and LACDPW were identified as lead agencies. 

- Action 11: Flood warning system was changed to flood threat 

recognition system. 

- Action 12: The estimated project cost was changed to medium. 

Clint Simmons requested that an action be added addressing the mapping 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The planning team will group 

actions into categories. 
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of stormwater issues that are not captured in the FEMA maps. After a 

brief discussion of the pros and cons of pursuing awareness mapping, the 

planning team indicated that they would either enhance an existing action 

or add an action to respond to the concern. 

Internal Review Draft Plan 

Rob introduced the summary of internal review draft comments handout 

and thanked the committee for the time and effort spent in providing 

comments. A request was made that FMP2015 be used in the document 

to refer to the current planning process and FMP2010 be used to refer to 

the previous planning process. The planning team agreed to make this 

change. Rob provided some additional information on some of the 

comments, including those on the dam failure and climate change 

chapters. Kristen brought up a comment that was submitted regarding the 

use of the terminology East Los Angeles to refer to one of the area 

planning commissions. After discussion, it was determined that 

additional clarification would be inserted to note the distinction between 

the area planning commission and the unincorporated community. 

Kristen then asked if anyone wanted to bring up any of the other 

comments for discussion. She clarified that the planning team was 

working to make appropriate changes based on the feedback that was 

received for the public review draft. After assessing that there were still 

enough committee members in attendance for a quorum, approval was 

granted for the planning team to move forward with the public comment 

period (13 in favor and 1 abstention).  

 

Public Involvement Strategy 

Kristen indicated that as soon as the draft was ready for public comment 

it would be posted on the City’s floodplain management plan website and 

a press release would be distributed announcing the public comment 

period. The planning team will be holding a public meeting to present the 

draft plan and that flyers would be distributed: 

 

May 19, 2015 

7:00 to 8:00 pm 

Pacoima City Hall 

13520 Van Nuys Blvd 

Pacoima, CA 91331. 

 

Kristen also indicated that the planning team would be recording a 

narrative for the power point presentation and posting it to the website. 

Rob clarified that the primary means for comment would be via the 

The planning team will address 

the concern that was raised 

regarding awareness mapping of 

known stormwater issues. 

 

 

 

The planning team will work to 

resolve all comments before the 

internal draft is released for public 

comment. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The planning team will make final 

arrangements for the public 

comment period and will 

distribute a flyer announcing the 

May public meeting. 
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website and would not be through this public meeting. It was clarified 

that the document available on the website would be a PDF, but the 

planning team would distribute a word document version to the steering 

committee. 

 

Rob and Cindy Pham then briefly reviewed the adoption process the City 

will pursue after the public comment period. Cindy indicated that it may 

take two months to receive final approval of the plan. Rob indicated that 

the April meeting may be the final steering committee meeting, although 

it is possible that there will be a June meeting depending on the feedback 

that is received during the public comment period. 

 

Action Items for Next Meeting 

The action items identified during the meeting were reviewed. 

The meeting was adjourned at 3:30 PM. The next SC meeting will be 

scheduled in June on an as needed basis. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


