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limited success for the 40 to 50 firemen battling in the area. As the smoke cleared to reveal some homes still safe and
as the radio reports began coming in, hope began to push aside the gloom. As before, the combination of guts, water,
and a little clearing around the structures had won another battle against a powerful fire.

The emotional impact of this discovery on the part of the home owners cannot be described easily. A person who is
forced to abandon his life long possessions and memories to apparently inevitable destruction by fire is not too
coherent in his praise and thanksgiving when he finds that all is not lost. Fire and smoke failed to put the lump in the
fireman's throat that came with the realization that the babbling praise and tear filled eyes of the local population was
not caused by smoke and excitement. '

Even with all the efforts of the fireman, the fire took too big of a toll. Structure loss in this area were two homes and
garages and nine sheds, all valued at $40,000.00. This figure does not show the value of the contents of the
structures, the damaged homes, or the destroyed domestic animals.

Though the main fire moved on to the east to be controlled by bulldozer and camp crews, the Tujunga community
was far from safe. At about noon, the fire along the slopes of La Tuna Canyon turned north, and many homes along
Verdugo Crestline Dr. were threatened. Each home was protected in turn as the fire came up to it. Even though
everyone worked steadily for 2 or 3 hours, the fire nowhere reached its moving intensity. '

At 3:00 p.m. drastic action was taken by the fire fighter that for once and for all was to take the initiative away from
the fire. Large scale back-firing operations were commenced. It was clearly evident that the fire along the slopes of
La Tuna Canyon would continue to burn northward on a wide front. In this area, the green Verdugo Fire Road is on
the La Tuna downhill side, and it is not a good defensive position. It was wisely decided to back fire from the road
even though a mile and a tenth is quite a fire to deliberately start. -

The actual operation was a gigantic affair and smoked over 140 fire fighters and nearly thirty pieces of equipment. It
required the hose and pumping duties of nine pumpers to furnish the relay line that was 2.1 miles long. Including
patrol rigs, there were about 20 tank wagons used. Working with calculated movement, the job was completed in
about six hours. The conduct of the operation was an organizational masterpiece. Additional men and equipment
were sent up from Base Camp as they were required. The brush above the fire road was carefully wet down before
back firing was commenced. Every inch of this private fire had over-lapping hand lines to keep it under control.
Observers at vantage points were constantly on the lookout for spotting behind the back fire. Complete and
enthusiastic cooperation on everyone's part was the order of the day. In all, it was a completely safe operation, even
if it did scare the Sunland-Tujunga Civilians half out of their wits. They thought we were back firing from Catalina!

At about midnight, the main fire made its last big run. Flames estimated at one hundred feet high roared up to meet
the back fire. By this time there were a hundred yards of cleared ground between the Fire Road and the main fire.
Only small sparks got into the unburned brush, and in wet brush they did no harm. With the exception of one short
lined flare-up on Thursday. The La Tuna Fire was all over but the shouting!

PATROLLING AND COLD TRAIL OPERATIONS
It is not fair to the firemen who successfully executed this operation to slight this phase of the fire. It's not that we
pity them for the sweat they expended, but their's was an extremely important job.

Wednesday, Thursday, Friday and Saturday is officially ]ogged as "Patrol and Cold Trail Operations.” What a
masterpiece of understatement!! Many men swung brush hooks and shovels for hours just to insure that the fire
would not eat up one more valuable square foot of ground cover. Headlights and flashlights could be seen at all
hours of the night in the areas that had not yet been secured.

This job was hard, unspectacular labor. From no angle can it be considered fun. The hills were steep and rocky and
in some places the brush was so thick, axes had to replace the brush hook.

One typical operation took place early Friday morning. A night crew had come out for supper at midnight from a
verv cteen area Thev rennrted ornwth tnn hio for hrmich hnnke 2 racoed fire line with laroe hat ennte well intn the
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unburned brush, and, a hose line at the crack of dawn was agreed upon as the solution for this situation. Men and
equipment were assembled and the line was flanked out at the top. The hill was so steep, it took only 12 minutes to
get 1750 feet of 1" hose down to the hot spots. Thirty minutes later, the fire was put out for keeps. It took two hours
and a half of the most strenuous work to get the hose and crew back to the top. This operation points out the
thoroughness and seriousness of the work of the cold trailing crew.

The value of a good cold trail shows up in two important ways. It insures that a fire, once controlled, will not
rekindle to embarrass and plague a battleweary fire department. It prevents further burning and guarantees that
additional tons of mud and boulders will not be washed down on the homes below when the winter rains strike. The
cold trail does nothing for the burned over area, but it can represent thousands of dollars saved from the flood
damage toll. The simple log book statement of "Patrol and Cold Trail Operations” represents miles of very
successful cold trails and a well performed completion for a job of fire fighting.

The La Tuna Canyon fire didn't go out —-it was put out! Every fire fighter can be justly proud of an excellent record
and his job well done.

The report needs to discuss probable losses in a massive brush fire even if homes in the project are
built of fire retardant materials and have sprinkler systems. There should be a discussion of what
could happen in a major bush fire and a “50 year” brush fire, a massive brush fire that might be
expected to occur only once in 50 years. There are studies that have been done on wildfires which
would address whether some of the mitigation measures proposed in the DEIR are adequate.

In December 1999, there was a wildfire that swept a small area of the San Rafael Hills in Glendale.
That area is very much like the Canyon Hills project site and has similar terrain features including an
eight-lane freeway that bisects the hills. Large fire breaks such as an eight-lane freeway with a large
median did not stop the San Rafael Hills fire of 1999 from spreading. Though that fire did not
destroy any homes and it was relatively small, it did move faster, into new areas before resources
were available to fight it. ’

The road widths proposed as mitigation measures for the development are inadequate. Even though
they are private roads they should not be any narrower than would be required for a public street.
The road widths proposed would not allow for successful evacuation of the residents and the
simultaneous entry of fire department personnel and their equipment. If lives and property is to be
preserved, the fire department must reach the scene quickly enough and residents must evacuate the
area fast enough. Mitigation measures in the EIR must include making the developments’ streets,
roads, and fire lanes conform with Los Angeles Municipal Code for public streets and roads.

In the recent Southern California Fires road width was an issue. The Los Angeles Times in their
November 13, 2003 edition had an article titled “Roads Were an Obstacle in Fire Fight”. We
quote some excerpts from this article.

“But San Bernardino County Fire Marshal Peter Brierty said some of the roads in the Cedar Glen
community, where the fire charred more than 350 homes, were too narrow to allow even one fire
engine to pass, particularly in spots where residents parked RVs or boat trailers along the
shoulder.
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During the fires, firefighters tried to protect homes on dead-end roads and cul-de-sacs where
there was not enough room to turn a fire engine around to escape quickly, Brierty said. "It's not
uncommon for fire response to be delayed because the engine [driver] doesn't want to drive
headfirst into a conflagration," he said.”

The National Fire Protection Association in their report, NFPA 299 which is now NFPA Report
1144, Standard for Protection of Life and Property from Wildfire presents minimum planning
criteria for the protection of life and property from wildfire. Standards include criteria and many
different levels and should be contained as part of the discussion of development impacts in the
DEIR. We have included excerpts from their report.

Community Planners and Officials

A community’s planning and building officials are often the first individuals who communicate
local practices and standards to those who want to buy or build in the wildlands. Their
understanding of the potential hazards of building in these areas is therefore vitally important. A
map indicating potential wildland fire risk should be created for existing and planned structures.
The features specified for the map would include several topography-related factors: elevation,
slope percent, drainages, prevailing wind direction, worst-case wind direction (toward
structures), and broken topography features. ’

The wildland fire map should also include fuel types. Zones of possible high-intensity fire must.
be identified and communicated to property owners. Fuel modification-the removal, spacing, or
volume reduction of fuel types to accomplish a reduction in fuel loading-is a primary mitigation
measure. Areas with abnormal accumulations of forest litter should be identified, and a review
made of past fire history in each area’s fuel bed. '

The authority having jurisdiction should evaluate all existing or planned housing developments
to determine relative wildland fire protection ratings. In doing this, jurisdictions must review fire
danger weather records to determine patterns of rain, heat, humidity, and fuel moisture. Then
property owners must be advised of conditions and their responsibilities.

Developers

This event has also focused on the need to have construction standards for homes in the
wildlands. The published version of NFPA 299, Standard for Protection of Life and Property
from Wildfire, provides important guidance in this area, but it is fully effective only when
adopted by local lawmakers.

In the absence of clear and meaningful regulations for the common good, the practices of
uninformed developers may create potential hazards. Fire protection features, or their costs, may
not be appreciated by uninformed buyers. However, decisions made at the early stages ofa
development will affect a home’s fire safety for many years in the future.
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e All developments should have more than one ingress-egress route and employ looped
road networks. ‘

e Roads should be wide enough for simultaneous access for emergency vehicles and the
evacuation of residents. In consideration of the long wheelbase of tankers and other
emergency vehicles, roads should be constructed with an adequate curve radius.

e Homes along dead-end roads and long driveways provide extra privacy for residents but
also provide the potential for fire apparatus to become trapped by spreading fire. These
roads and driveways should allow access by large emergency vehicles.

e Developers should reconsider their frequent use of combustible exterior building
materials, or at least offer options for more fire safe materials for potential buyers who
may not yet understand the differences.

e Developers should also consider the long-range implications of siting unprotected homes
on slopes or where water supplies for fire fighting are low or nonexistent.

e Developers can provide a valuable service to new buyers, who may initially be distracted
by other moving details, by creating appropriate fuel breaks or greenbelt areas.

Lawmakers

Although the public determines acceptable levels of risk from fire in wildland areas, lawmakers
react to the perceived needs of constituents and enact the regulations controlling that level of
risk. :
Therefore, it is generally up to homeowners and fire protection agencies to articulate and justify
acceptable and unacceptable levels of risk. When losses occur, they usually focus attention on the
risks, but preventive actions are preferable. Legislation for such actions may be necessary for
homes that are to be located in high hazard areas.

Lawmakers should take the initiative to examine existing laws, regulations, and standards from
other jurisdictions that are available for local use in mitigating fire hazards associated with
wildland fires. Lawmakers are encouraged to adopt NFPA 299 as one part of the protection
provided for new construction in the wildlands. Authorities should provide strong building
regulations restricting untreated wood shingle roofs and other practices known to decrease the
fire safety of a structure in the wildlands. In the past, untreated wood shingle roofs have
repeatedly been shown to be a major contributing factor in the loss of structures to wildfires, yet
today some residential subdivisions actually encourage, and some cases even require, wood
shingle roofs for aesthetic reasons.

Utility Companies

Downed electrical power lines caused the majority of fires. The lines contained sufficient
electrical energy to ignite available combustibles easily. Maintenance issucs should be examined
along with clearance issues to reduce the risk of devastating wildfires from this cause. Such
attention and reduction of risk appears justified since such occurrences can result in multiple fires
that easily outstrip fire department resources.
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Many western states have adequately addressed this issue.
Other excerpts from NFPA Report 1144 include

4.1.1 When the Authority Having Jurisdiction (AHJ) determines that existing improved property is
or planned property improvement will be, located in a wildland/urban interface or intermix area, the
AH]J shall performed or cause to be performed, a wildland fire risk and hazard severity analysis of
the area to determine relative risk and hazard ratings.

4.1.2 The analysis shall as a minimum, include the following:
(1) ldentification and documentation of wildland fire risk and hazard areas
(2) Establishment of priorities relative to mitigating the danger from wildland fire
(3) Determination of mitigation measures for vegetation, other combustibles, and
construction criteria.

4.2.1.1 A risk and hazard rating analysis shall be performed to determine the level of the wildland
fire threat to life and values at risk.

4.2.1.2 The risk and hazard ratings shall be the basis for the implementation of mitigation measures
relative to vegetation, other combustibles and construction criteria.

4.2.1.3 At a minimum, the rating system shall contain the rating factors covered in 4.2.2

422 Analysis Rating Factors

4.2.2.1 The history of local wind, relative humidity, temperature, and ﬁne fuel moisture content shall
be considered in determining defensible space.

4.2.2.2 All vegetative fuels and other combustible materials shall be evaluated for their potential to
contribute to the intensity and spread of wildland fire.

4.2.2.3 A structure that fails to comply with the requirements of Chapter 8 shall be deemed to
increase the risk of the spread of wildland fire to life and improved property and the risk of
fires on improved property spreading to wildland fuels.

4.2.2.4 Slope and aspect shall be evaluated as to their potential to increase the threat of wildland fire
to life or improved property.

4.2.2.5 The factors determining required defensible space shall 1nclude the history of wildland fire
for the area.

4.2.2.6 Fire-safe routes for emergency service apparatus and for egress shall be evaluated.

4.2.2.7 Other factors that can affect the risk of ignition or the spread of wildland fire on improved
property, including the risk of structure fires spreading to vegetation, shall be part of the
analysis.

4.4.1 The AHJ shall require or cause to be developed a plan to address the risk and hazards

' identified in the analysis.
4.4.2 This plan shall include, but not be limited to, the following:
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(1) Access, ingress, egress and evacuation

(2) Fuel modification

(3) Water supply

" (4) Construction, location, and design of structures

(5) Ignition potential
4.4.3 The AHIJ shall approve the mitigating measures relative to access, defensible space, water

supply, and construction based upon the relative risk and hazard rating established in 4.1.2
4.4.4 No permit associated with construction or occupancy shall be issued until the provisions of

this standard are satisfied.

The NFPA in the same report 1144 states that the road grade in the development must not exceed
10%. This is critical for the proper egress by residents and proper ingress by emergency personnel
to minimize loss of life and property. If this is not done then the potential impacts of the fire on the
development remain significant. Mitigation measures in the EIR must be changed to this standard
that the road grade of all roads including any emergency fire lanes shall not exceed 10% rather than
15%. Road grades that are too steep will cause delays and other problems in a natural disaster such

as wildfires.

Even though Lqs Angeles Municipal Code does allow private streets with gradients as steep as 15%,
it would not be prudent to do so. LAMC actual recommends streets have a much lesser grade than
15%. In LAMC Section 18.05 subpart D on Private Streets, it says “Street Grades On hillside or
mountain streets comprising a through route, a grade in excess of six percent (6%) shall not be
permitted unless a grade not to exceed eight percent (8%) will obviate an excessive curvature or
eliminate excessive cuts. Grades of all streets shall be as low as possible consistent with the
advantageous development of the proposed platting and division of land;

The grade of any street of more than local traffic needs shall not exceed ten percent (10%). No ]ocali
street grade shall exceed fifteen percent (15%);”.

This development must meet the goals, objectives, policies, and programs of the local
Community Plan regarding Fire Protection. We have included in our discussion in Community
Plan discussion on Fire Protection.

FIRE
PROTECTION

Fire protection services for the Community Plan area are provided by the
Los Angeles City Fire Department. The Community Plan area has two City
Fire Stations - Fire Station No. 24 and Fire Station No. 74. Station No. 24
is located at 9411 Wentworth Street and Station No. 74 is located at 777
Foothill Boulevard. '

GOAL 9 PROTECT THE COMMUNITY THROUGH A COMPREHENSIVE FIRE AND
LIFE SAFETY PROGRAM.

Objective 9-1 |0 ensure that fire facilities and tire protection services are sutticient for the
existing and future population and land use.

Policies :
9-1.1 Coordinate with the Fire Department as part of the review of
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significant development projects and General Plan Amendments
affecting land use to determine the impact on service demands.

Program: Require a decision maker to include a finding as to the
impact on fire service for all Plan amendments within 5 years of
Plan adoption.

This coordination with the Fire Department is currently in effect for
projects which are subject to the subdivision process and for plan
amendments which must be reviewed by the General Plan Advisory
Board which includes representation from the Fire Department.

The EIR has stated in this section that the response distance of the Fire Department to the
development is outside of the Fire Department standards. Thus, this development would fail
Community Plan Objective 9-1 that fire facilities and fire protection services are sufficient for
the existing and future population and land use. The fire protection services are not adequate for
this area. This would mean that this is a significant and unavoidable impact of the development.
This must be discussed in the EIR.

There is no fire station that is near the project area. Also, as the roads in the project will have a
steep gradient, the applicant as a mitigation measure should be required to build a new fire station on
or near this development. ‘

When you consider the cumulative impacts of all new developments or projects in this
community plan area not providing additional fire personnel or fire protection facilities, the
overall impact on this area’s Fire Protection is even more acute. All new developments or
projects that bring new residents to this area must contribute to providing additional fire and fire
department facilities. The level of Fire Protection worsens with each new development but none
of\’ these new developments ever contributes towards the protection of the community.

The streets of the project must be widened beyond the minimum city requirements to handle
emergency traffic in event of a major emergency. The report does not take into account the
added time it would take fire units to respond in a brush fire with roads being congested with
residents trying to leave the area.

Any homes that are built in areas that have substantial upslope are prone to greater fire hazard in a
fire that is moving uphill. As a mitigation measure, these wildfire dangers should be disclosed to
all persons purchasing the lots or homes in the development.

The EIR must also discuss response by ambulance services. This is part of the Fire Department
protection but was not discussed in the EIR. Emergency medical services are provided thorough
the Bureau of Emergency Medical Services. The City standard for EMS is one and one half
miles, similar to that of the desirable response distance for engine companies for neighborhood
land uscs. Most ambulances arc accompanicd by trained paramcdics to provide additional scrvice
other than only transport. LAFD considers EMS to be providing adequate service.

This development will be more than 1 %2 miles from the nearest paramedic service. This would be a

\
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significant and unavoidable adverse impact of the development in the area of Fire Protection. A
long response time may result in unnecessary deaths by project residents. '

The DEIR must incorporate these standards in discussion of fire hazard or danger
associated with this development as well as all the standards and regulations that pertain to
developments with public streets. Merely because this development will have private '
streets controlled by home owners associations, the standards of fire safety must not be
compromised. Fire danger associated with this development will remain significant unless
further mitigation measures are proposed. The EIR must discuss additional areas related
to Fire Department Protection.

Section IV. J.2. PUBLIC SERVICES- POLICE PROTECTION

This development must meet the goals, objectives, policies, and programs of the local
Community Plan regarding Police Protection. We have included in our discussion in
Community Plan discussion on Police Protection.

POLICE PROTECTION

. The City of Los Angeles Police Department's Foothill Division Station
provides police protection services for area's residents. As of 1990, the
Foothill Division provides only one police officer per 868 residents. Based
on the national standard of 4 officers per 1,000 population, the Community
Plan area is grossly underpolicied and its geographic isolation further
intensifies the problem. Officers who patrol the community are based at the
Foothill station located some distance away. There is a need for a
substation in the community avaitable to officers on a 24-hour basis where
administrative tasks could be performed without driving back to Foothill
headquarters.

GOAL 8 -A COMMUNITY WITH ADEQUATE POLICE FACILITIES AND SERVICES
TO PROTECT THE COMMUNITY’S RESIDENTS FROM CRIMINAL

ACTIVITY, REDUCE THE INCIDENCE OF CRIME AND PROVIDE OTHER
" NECESSARY LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES.

Objective 8-1To provide adequate police facilities and personnel to correspond with
population and service demands in order to provide adequate police
protection.

Policies

8-1.1 Consult with the Police Department as part of the review of new
development projects and proposed land use changes to determine
law enforcement needs and demands.

Program: The decision-maker should include a finding as to the
impact on police protection service demands of the proposed
project or land use change. Currently. the Police Department is
consulted with regard to the impacts of plan amendments on law
enforcement needs and demands by the plan amendment review
process of the General Plan Advisory Board.

114



Comment Letter No. 172

Attachment 172p
Fred Dong — Canyon Hills EIR Comments

ObjectiVe 8-2 To increase the community’s and the Police Department'’s ability to
minimize crime and provide security for all residents, buildings, sites, and
open spaces. ’

Policies
8-2.1 Insure that landscaping around buildings be placed so as not to
impede visibility.

Program: Discretionary land use reviews and approvals by the
Department of City Planning with consultation from the Los Angeles
Police Department.

8-2.2 Insure adequate lighting around residential, commercial, and
industrial buildings in order to improve security.

Program: Discretionary land use reviews and approvals by the
Department of City Planning with consultation from the Los Angeles
Police Department.

8-2.3 Insure that recreational facilities in multiple-family residential
complexes are designed to provide adequate visibility security.

Program: Discretionary land use reviews and approvals by the
Department of City Planning with consultation from the Los Angeles
Police Department.

One objective of the Community Plan regarding Police Protection is that adequate police
facilities and personnel are provided to correspond with population and service demands in order
to provide adequate police protection. This development increases the number of residents that
the Los Angeles Police Department must serve but does nothing to increase the number of police
or police facilities serving this development. By not providing any additional police or facilities,
this development will worsen the police protection in the whole region. This is a significant and
unavoidable impact on Police Protection that this development will have. This impact has not
been currently proposed to be mitigated to a less than significant level.

It is not clear whether the applicant has met Community Plan policy 8-1.1 that says that the
applicant must consult with the Police Department as part of the review of new development
projects and proposed land use changes to determine law enforcement needs and demands. We
do not know what specific needs and demands of this development that the Los Angeles Police
Department have proposed for this development.

I believe that the planning division or other body make a finding that this development will have
a significant and unavoidable impact on Police Protection in the community. Under Policy 8-
1.1, its program states “The decision-maker should include a finding as to the impact on police
protection service demands of the proposed project or land use change. Currently, the Police
Department is consulted with regard to the impacts of plan amendments on law enforcement
needs and demands by the plan amendment review process of the General Plan Advisory Board.

2

Response time to some parts of the project by the police will be substantially longer than the
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average response time for Police response listed in the EIR. The police units would have to drive
on roads that are steep, narrow and curvy. These windy residential streets will have a significant
gradient of up to 15% as the development is currently proposed.

Based upon the 1990 ratio of residents to Los Angeles Police officers in the Foothill Division a
development of 831 residents should increase the number of LA Police officers by 1.. Even if
you were to use the expected number of residents that we believe would inhabit the project site,
1,120, the increase in LA Police officers should be 1.3.

The crime rate in the Foothill Division according to the Los Angeles Police Department Letter
found in Appendix C of the EIR indicates that the crime rate for 2001 and 2002 was the same at
35 crimes per 1,000 residents. The EIR should obtain more years of crime statistics for the
Foothill Division and RD 1694. Using several years of data will show trends and patterns in the
crime rate occurrence. Using only 1 or 2 years to base assumptions on the crime rates and level
of police protection needed could be problematic if the 1 or 2 years selected for analysis had
significantly higher or lower rates of crime than several years worth of data. Like the traffic
analysis data, the data discussed in 2002 may not be representative of the overall crime rate or
trends.

However, if we were to use the crime rate of 35 crimes per 1,000 residents, in a given year, we
would expect to have 29 crimes committed per 831 residents or 39 crimes per 1,120 residents.
This would mean that there would be expected to have about 2 Y2 to 3 crimes per month in this
new development. This will increase the average response time from 11.4 minutes in 2002 and
11.0 minutes in 2001. The Los Angeles Police Department in their letters dated May 13, 2002
and February 26, 2003 to Christopher Joseph and Associates states that “A project of this size
would have a significant impact on the police services in Foothill Area.”

The statements made by the Los Angeles Police Department indicate that this development will
have a significant impact on that area’s police protection. CEQA Guidelines in Section 15382
define a significant effect on the environment as a substantial or potentially substantial, adverse
change in any of the physical conditions within the area affected by the project. This
development will have an adverse effect on Police Protection in the area. Therefore, this
‘development will have a significant impact on Police Protection because no new police personnel
or facilities are being provided by this development.

Even if the development hires an alarm company to establish security alarms, it still does not
replace police protection. The Los Angeles Police still have to respond to these alarms.
Response by the Los Angeles Police to crimes or false alarms committed in this development
will adversely impact Police Protection for the area. According to Los Angeles Police
Department statistics, most alarms that they receive are false. Even if the crime rate is only 35
crimes per 1,000 residents per year, the number of false alarms could be much greater and divert
police from preventing or stopping actual crimes in the rest of the district.

Even if the applicant or development homeowners associations do give the police information
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that would facilitate their response, the Los Angeles Police will have to respond to alarms and
reports of crimes in the development. Again, this will divert Police resources away from
protecting the rest of the Foothill Division. The EIR report indicates that there is only 1 patrol
car that is assigned to the area that the proposed development is in RD 1694. This unit can only
respond to one emergency in RD 1694 at a time. The impact of this development on Police

Protection is significant.

This development does impact the maintenance of acceptable service ratios, response times, and
other performance objectives of the Los Angeles Police Department. This development does
have a significant impact under CEQA.

When you consider the cumulative impacts of all new developments or projects in this
community plan area not providing additional police personnel or police facilities, the overall
impact on this area’s Police Protection is even more acute. All new developments or projects
that bring new residents to this area must contribute to providing additional police and police
facilities. The level of Police Protection worsens with each new development but none of these
new developments ever contributes towards the protection of the community.

I believe that the mitigation measures proposed do not bring this developmeht’s threshold
of significance to a less than significant level with the mitigation measures proposed. The
EIR must make the finding that the development will have a significant and unavoidable
impact on Police Protection unless the development devises a plan to increase police
personal or facilities serving the area. The EIR must address the issues and concerns that
we have raised regarding Police Protection.

Section IV. J.3. PUBLIC SERVICES-RECREATION AND PARKS

The local Community Plan outlines the Community Requirements for Recreation and Park
Facilities. We have included this in our discussion of recreation and park facilities.

- RECREATION AND PARK FACILITIES

In the Community Plan area, public parks and recreation areas are managed
by the City of Los Angeles Recreation and Parks Department. The City
classifies parks according to three types: Regional, Community, and
Neighborhood.

GOAL 4- ADEQUATE RECREATION AND PARK FACILITIES WHICH MEET THE
NEEDS OF THE RESIDENTS IN THE COMMUNITY.

Objective 4-1 To conserve, maintain and better utilize existing recreation and park
facilities which promote the recreational experience.

Policies
4-1.1 Preserve and improve the existing recreational facilities and park

space.
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