
Carolvn White nb
Subject: Demand to Cure and Correct Brown Act Violation

Dear Mayor Potter, Mayor Pro Tem Bobby Richards, Council Members Alissandra Dramov, Karen
Ferlito, and Jeff Baron,

I am writing to formally notify you of a violation of the Ralph M. Brown Act (Government Code Section
54950 et seq.) that occurred on July 9, 2024, during the city council meeting where streel addresses was
one of eighl topics. Specifically, the agenda was written: "Receive a oresentation on the exoloration of
streel addresses to be discussed and provide staff with direction." This sentence failed to indicate that any
motion would be made to materially amend one ofour existing laws, a law that has played a crucial role in
shaping our village since its inception. Had I been properly informed that a motion would be made to modiS
a law that has been in place since 1916, I would have attended the meeting to voice my opposition. Notice
to the public in the form of an agenda from a city council is a legally binding document. The citizens of
Carmel would have had to have been clairvoyant or would have needed substantial collateral information
to know that such a motion would be made to our City Ordinance, 505.1. Agenda items must give enough
information to permit a person to make an informed decision about whether they need to attend or
participate in a discussion on an issue. The agenda item as written is insufficient to rise to the level of
providing this kind of actionable notice to the citizens of Carmel. In addition to this motion, Karen Ferlito
told the citizenry, "Community outreach is done."

To be specific, Karen Ferlito's motion: is to return with an im lementation lan

street numbers throushout the city and brineins our Munici pal Code into conformity with the Fire code and

the Buildinq Code no later than Seot 20. 24d" A few minutes laler she instructed, "And to strike the current

Municipal Code for Directional Addresses." Two distinct changes were given: the instruction to assign all
houses a street address and striking the existing "Directional Addresses" from the code, which are Fire Code

acceptable under certain conditions with local fire departments. This unlawful motion passed 3/2. Yes:

Baron. Ferlito, Richards. Dissent: Mayor Potter, Alissandra Dramov.

Under Government Code Section 54960. I, I demand that the city council of Carmel-by-the-Sea cure and

correct this violation by voting to null and void this motion, striking it from the record, and this includes

our staffor our City Attorney refrain from making any changes to our City Ordinance 505.1.

Please respond to this demand within 30 days of receipt ofthis letter, as required by the Brown Act. Failure

to cure and correct this violation will result in legal action to void the action taken in violation ofthe Act.

lf you do not believe that one of our laws has been changed, please read the Los Angeles Times, the New
York Post and listen to BBC where the entire world has been informed that we citizens chose to have street

addresses.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter

Sincerely,

Carolyn White

August 6, 2024

City o, CarmetBy-The-Sea

AUG 06 2024
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Christopher White

-
Subject: Demand to Cure and Corect Brown Act Violation

Dear Mayor Potter, Mayor Pro Tem Bobby Richards, Council Members Alissandra Dramov, Karen

Ferlito, and Jeff Baron,

I am writing to formally notify you of a violation of the Ralph M. Brown Act (Government Code Section

54950 et seq.) that occurred on July 9, 2024, during the city council meeting where street addresses was

one of eight topics. Specifically. the agenda was written: "Receive a presentation on the exoloration of
street addresses to be discussed and provide staff with direction." This sentence failed to indicate that any

motion would be made to materially amend one ofour existing laws, a law that has played a crucial role in

shaping our village since its inception. Had I known such a material change was to be made that night, I

would have attended the meeting to voice my opposition. Notice to the public in the form of an agenda

from a city council is a legally binding document. The citizens of Carmel would have had to have been

clairvoyant or would have needed substantial collateral information to know that such a motion would be

made to our City Ordinance, 505.1 . Agenda items must give enough information to perm it a person to make

an informed decision about whether they need to attend or participate in a discussion on an issue. The

agenda item as written is insufficient to rise to the level of providing this kind of actionable notice to the

citizens of Carmel. In addition to this motion, Karen Ferlito told the citizeffy, "Community outreach is

done."

To be specific, Karen Ferlilo's motion: "The slaff is lo return with an implementation plan lor assiqninq

street numbers throushout the city and bringing our Municipal Code into confbrmity with the Fire code and

the Buildins Code no later than SeDt 20. 24'h" A le!v minutes later she instructed. 'And to strike the current

Municipal Code for Directional Addresses" Two distinct changes were given: the instruction to assign all

houses a street address and striking the existing "DireclionalAddresses" from the code, which are Fire Code

acceptable under certain conditions. This illegal motion passed 3/2. Yes: Baron, Ferlito, Richards. Dissent:

Mayor Poner. Alissandra Dramov.

Under Government Code Section 54960. l, I demand that the city council of Carmel-by-the-Sea cure and

correct this violation by voting to null and void this motion, striking it from the record, and this includes

our City Attorney refrain from making any changes to our City Ordinance 505.1.

Please respond to this demand within 30 days ofreceipt ofthis letter, as required by the Brown Act. Failure

to cure and correct this violation may result in legal action to void the action taken in violation ofthe Act.

Ifyou do not believe that one ofour laws has been changed, please read the Los Angeles Times, the New

York Post and listen to BBC where the entire world has been informed that we citizens chose 1o have street

addresses.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter

Sincerely,

Christopher White

August 6, 2024

e1W ol Carmet-By-The-Sea
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816124,12:47 PM Carmel-by{he-Sea Mail - Fwd: Standard Addressing Project & Process - for your considerations

Nova Romero <nromero@ci.carmel.ca.us>
'!.-
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Carmel-
by-the-Sea

Fwd: Standard Addressing Project & Process - for your considerations
1 message

Nancy Twomey
To: Nova Romero <

Tue, Aug 6,2024 al 12:43 PM
,carmel.ca.us>

Fonvarded message
From: Nancy Twomey
Date: Tue, Aug 6, 2024 atlO

Clty of Carmel-BY-The'Sea

AUG 0 6 2024
subject: standard Addressing Project & process - for your considerations
To: Brandon Swanson <bswanson@ci.carmel.ca.us>, Chip Rerig <crerig@ci.carmel.ca.usffii$be€WGt€rk
<egaray@ci.carmel.ca. us>

1. Of course, this topic is full of emotions/fear, historic/traditional (over 100 years) and factual/non-
factual considerations. And there is no debate that the health and safety of our Viliagers remains
essential. There is also no debate that non-standard addressing brings some inconveniences and
conversely our Village life includes dramatic advantages - comfelling many of us to call it home.2. There is near universal support for retaining our g3921-post office locaiion in town - especially
given the preference for many for PO Box mail delivery. However, we haven't explored the many 

"

risks of losing our post office - including the lease renewaltiming and significant lack of
maintenance.
3. This address topic was raised at various City Council sessions over the last 2+ years, all limited
by the 3-minute comments. However, our citizens have yet to have our questions a-sked and
answered - PRIOR to significant decisions being made.
4. There was never an Ad hoc community meeting or workshop on this topic (in recent times -
each instance is document on the CRA addresses page Hf;8.8) - where there could be open
discussion on the issues, challenges, alternatives, implications, rollout/timing, costs and more
unbound by the 3-minute limits.
5. There has not been a session where alternatives to standard addressing has been completely
considered and where we could work through the challenges of our current (or an adjusted)
approach could be explored - even if alternatives provided a solution as an interim approach.
6. There has not been a setting where we could refute the misinformation (examples include: I

can't get a passport, I can't get a new California lD, I can't get a new financial engagement, I can't
get my refrigerated medicines delivered.. due to no standard addresses.)
7. Regarding fire/police/ambulance concerns mentioned. We can standardize our location
descriptions about town and enforce signage that can resolve "find me" needs and challenges. Our
committed tax dollars and processing in place - help assure and have proven to deliver response
times enviable by many.
L There are inaccurate interpretations on the California State Fire Code and our Village Code
requirements - as shown below. Current code (local and state), with required appropriate signage,
is OK as written.

a. Cal Fire Code Verbatim - 505.1Address identification. (1"'lf;R[ is the Link to this)
New and existing buildings shall be provided with approved address iden . The address
identification shall be legible and placed in a position that is visible from the street or road fronting the
property. Address identification characters shall contrast with their background. Address numbers shall
be Arabic numbers or alphabetical letters. Numbers shall not be spelled out. Each character shall be
not less than 4 inches (102 mm) high with a minimum stroke width of l12inch (12.7 mm). Where
required by the fire code official, address identification shall be provided in additional approved
locations to facilitate emergency response. Where access is by means of a private road and the
building cannot be viewed from the public way, a monument, pole or other sign or means shall be used
to identify the structure. Address identification shall be maintained.
b. Carmel municipal code regarding addresses- (Hf Rf is the Link to this)
16. Section 505.1 is amended to read as follows:

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=3e51 736"rr*r;"rry=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f:1 806668576733866679&simpl=msg-f:1806668576733866679 112



Carmelby-the-Sea l'rail - Fwd: Standard Addressing project & process - for your considerations

505.1 Address identification. Buildings and parcels shall be identified by a descrip:lia!_OlEAlgeL
location relative to the nearest cross-street intersection as determined bylhelAlnl!!-Ejly-PlalnjlS
and Building DeFItmeOt. For multi-tenant buildings, unit identifiers shall be provided as follows:
'1. Multi-family dwelling units (apartments, condominiums) - shall be designated using alphabetic
characters (i.e. A, B, C...). When the building contains multiple floors, the floor number shall precede
the alphabetic unit designator (i.e. 1-A, 2-8, etc.)
2. Non-residential, multi{enant buildings - individual tenant spaces shall be assigned numeric
identification (i.e. I ,2, 3, etc. ) When the building contains multiple floors, the floor number sha
precede the numeric unit designator and shall be separated by the number "0" (i.e. first floor units:
10x; second floor units: 20x).
3. Mixed Use buildings - Residential units shall be designated as described in 1 above.
Nonresidential units shall be designated as described in 2.

Ann Two

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=3e51736a27&view=pt&search=all&permthid=threadJr1806668576733866679&simpl=msgJ:1806668576733866679 212
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816124.1:01 PM Carmel-by-the-Sea Mail - Minutes

+r
Carmel-
by-the-Sea Nova Romero <nromero@ci.carmel.ca.us>

Minutes
l message

cwhitedds Tue, Aug 6,2024 al 12:05 PM
To: Nova Romero <nromero@ci.carmel.ca.us>

Hello Nova.

These minutes do not accurately describe the motion. Would be best to use lhe exacl quote found in my letter that I sent
in or by watching the video of that evening.

Also, not sure where the notes came from for more community involvement because Karen Ferlito clearly said
community input is done.

It is imperative that the Minutes are not an interpretation but exact quotes when a motion is given to change an existing
law.

Thank you
Cari

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone

city ot Carmol'8y'Ihesra

AUG 06 2024

olfioe ol th€ city clgrk
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816124,12:47 PM Carmel-by{he-Sea Mail - Fwd: Standard Addressing Project & Process - for your considerations

Nova Romero <nromero@ci.carmel.ca.us>
'!.-
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'-.t l. '

Carmel-
by-the-Sea

Fwd: Standard Addressing Project & Process - for your considerations
1 message

Nancy Twomey
To: Nova Romero <

Tue, Aug 6,2024 al 12:43 PM
,carmel.ca.us>

Fonvarded message
From: Nancy Twomey
Date: Tue, Aug 6, 2024 atlO

Clty of Carmel-BY-The'Sea

AUG 0 6 2024
subject: standard Addressing Project & process - for your considerations
To: Brandon Swanson <bswanson@ci.carmel.ca.us>, Chip Rerig <crerig@ci.carmel.ca.usffii$be€WGt€rk
<egaray@ci.carmel.ca. us>

1. Of course, this topic is full of emotions/fear, historic/traditional (over 100 years) and factual/non-
factual considerations. And there is no debate that the health and safety of our Viliagers remains
essential. There is also no debate that non-standard addressing brings some inconveniences and
conversely our Village life includes dramatic advantages - comfelling many of us to call it home.2. There is near universal support for retaining our g3921-post office locaiion in town - especially
given the preference for many for PO Box mail delivery. However, we haven't explored the many 

"

risks of losing our post office - including the lease renewaltiming and significant lack of
maintenance.
3. This address topic was raised at various City Council sessions over the last 2+ years, all limited
by the 3-minute comments. However, our citizens have yet to have our questions a-sked and
answered - PRIOR to significant decisions being made.
4. There was never an Ad hoc community meeting or workshop on this topic (in recent times -
each instance is document on the CRA addresses page Hf;8.8) - where there could be open
discussion on the issues, challenges, alternatives, implications, rollout/timing, costs and more
unbound by the 3-minute limits.
5. There has not been a session where alternatives to standard addressing has been completely
considered and where we could work through the challenges of our current (or an adjusted)
approach could be explored - even if alternatives provided a solution as an interim approach.
6. There has not been a setting where we could refute the misinformation (examples include: I

can't get a passport, I can't get a new California lD, I can't get a new financial engagement, I can't
get my refrigerated medicines delivered.. due to no standard addresses.)
7. Regarding fire/police/ambulance concerns mentioned. We can standardize our location
descriptions about town and enforce signage that can resolve "find me" needs and challenges. Our
committed tax dollars and processing in place - help assure and have proven to deliver response
times enviable by many.
L There are inaccurate interpretations on the California State Fire Code and our Village Code
requirements - as shown below. Current code (local and state), with required appropriate signage,
is OK as written.

a. Cal Fire Code Verbatim - 505.1Address identification. (1"'lf;R[ is the Link to this)
New and existing buildings shall be provided with approved address iden . The address
identification shall be legible and placed in a position that is visible from the street or road fronting the
property. Address identification characters shall contrast with their background. Address numbers shall
be Arabic numbers or alphabetical letters. Numbers shall not be spelled out. Each character shall be
not less than 4 inches (102 mm) high with a minimum stroke width of l12inch (12.7 mm). Where
required by the fire code official, address identification shall be provided in additional approved
locations to facilitate emergency response. Where access is by means of a private road and the
building cannot be viewed from the public way, a monument, pole or other sign or means shall be used
to identify the structure. Address identification shall be maintained.
b. Carmel municipal code regarding addresses- (Hf Rf is the Link to this)
16. Section 505.1 is amended to read as follows:

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=3e51 736"rr*r;"rry=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f:1 806668576733866679&simpl=msg-f:1806668576733866679 112



Carmelby-the-Sea l'rail - Fwd: Standard Addressing project & process - for your considerations

505.1 Address identification. Buildings and parcels shall be identified by a descrip:lia!_OlEAlgeL
location relative to the nearest cross-street intersection as determined bylhelAlnl!!-Ejly-PlalnjlS
and Building DeFItmeOt. For multi-tenant buildings, unit identifiers shall be provided as follows:
'1. Multi-family dwelling units (apartments, condominiums) - shall be designated using alphabetic
characters (i.e. A, B, C...). When the building contains multiple floors, the floor number shall precede
the alphabetic unit designator (i.e. 1-A, 2-8, etc.)
2. Non-residential, multi{enant buildings - individual tenant spaces shall be assigned numeric
identification (i.e. I ,2, 3, etc. ) When the building contains multiple floors, the floor number sha
precede the numeric unit designator and shall be separated by the number "0" (i.e. first floor units:
10x; second floor units: 20x).
3. Mixed Use buildings - Residential units shall be designated as described in 1 above.
Nonresidential units shall be designated as described in 2.

Ann Two

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=3e51736a27&view=pt&search=all&permthid=threadJr1806668576733866679&simpl=msgJ:1806668576733866679 212
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A16124.2:27 PM Carmel-by{he-Sea Mail - Public comment tor today's city councit meeting

*-,
Carmel-
by-the-Sea Nova Romero <nromero@ci.carmel.ca.us>

Public comment for today's city council meeting

mookypuppyQ,
To: cityclerk@ci.carmel.ca.us

Tue, Aug 6,2024 al2:21 PM

I live in unincorporated Carmel and am an avid pickleball player. lt saddens me as one location after another reduces or
eliminates pickleball courts in their jurisdiction. Pickleball is the fastest growing sport in America and is especially popular
with seniors, which Carmel has a lot of. Not all of us can afford to pay to play at expensive private clubs, leaving the
courts in Carmel as the only free place to play in all of Carmel and Carmel Valley. lt is understandable that residents wish
to have some quiet time during the week. But I would ask that if the council does decide to only allow certain days each
week in which pickleball can be played, that those days should be exclusively for pickleball and not shared with tennis.
When someone plays tennis there, they use 2 pickleball courts per tennis court, displacing I pickleball players. Therefore
having 3 days per week for just pickleball and 3 days for just tennis, with Sunday as the only day both tennis and
pickleball would be played would be a fair compromise. Thank you.
Nicole Jakaby

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone

Oity d Carmel-By_The_.Sea

AUG 06 2024
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