Comment Letter No. 52

December 19, 2003

Maya Zaitzevsky, Project Coordinator

v Planine Dent CEIVE
g&%tysll:nng Street, Room 763 %TEOF LO5 ANGELES
Los Angeles, CA 90012 DEC 222003
Re. Canyon Hills Draft EIR ENVIR%%!!#ENT AL

Dear Ms. Zaitzevsky,

Wewamtobeginbymﬁngﬂmtwebelieveapmpertyownerhastherighttohxildontheir
property— however, that right assumes that any building would be accomplished in accardance
with existing guidelines. Our comcerns over the proposcd Canyon Hills Development is that
the existing guidelines (Community Plan) are cleatly not being adhicred to and the
propouddevdopnentpmjeahweﬂbeymdthemkmatwoddbeinmmnawiﬂ:me
best intercsts of the neighboring community.

We believe the draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for Canyon Hills Project grossly
underestimates the impact that a development of this nature will have on the neighboring
communities and our chosen semi-raral lifestyle. : :

There aro several key impacts from the proposed Canyon Hills project which have been
understated in the DEIR including:

Traffic and Overcrowding

Visual Impacts

Rural Quality of Life and Equestrian Issues

Public Safety & Services

Noise

As a citizen expert, resident, and user of the area to be impacted, 1 believe I am qualified to
address these issues.

Traffic and Overcrowding

Traffic: We have lived in Tujunga, for 11 years and have been visiting friends and relatives in
-the immediate arca since 1968. The changes that have occurred in the area over that period have
been dramatic, yielding increased population, increased crowding and traffic, and overall,
reducing the quality of life that our foothills area once enjoyed. The proposed Canyon Hills
project would only contribute further to that declive.

For several of those years I traveled up and down La Tuna Cyn Rd. twice daily in my drive to and
from work. The traffic increased noticeably, over that period, on the stretch of road that
will be directly impacted by the Canyon Hills project: La Tuna Cyn Rd. from Sunland
Bivd., and specifically at the point where the La Tuna Cyn off-ramp of the 210 Fwy meets
La Tuna Cyn Bivd. Now, I travel daily on Lowell and the stretch of Tujunga Cyn. Blvd. from
the Verdugo Hills Golf up to Foothill Blvd. Traffic is congested morning and evening,
rcgardlzssofthetimeldepartandretmn.Thewldcnilgofseeﬁomhasnaltynotimpactedthe
traffic load, which is already siguificant; I cannot believe that the potential added traffic
derived from the proposed 280+ homes (stated as approximate-- which really trauslates that there
may be more than that number) will not have further significant impact on an already crowded
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traffic situation. I believe this fact is either clearly and deliberately understated in the
DEIR or has been vastly undcr-estimated out of failure to significantly observe 59.2
traffic patterns in the impacted areas. Either way, it bears reevaluation and is

grounds for redoing the DEIR. .

My husband currently chooses to utilize the Sunland Blvd. on andoff—m_nps of the 210 Pwy,
driving up ¢ongested Foothill Blvd. on his daily route to and from work in the Valley. Despite
the pleasure he derives from viewing the panorama of open hillsides and the sense of being
in the country, on the stretch of 210 Fwy between the Sunland Bivd. off-ramp and the
Lowell off-ramp, he chooses to drive busyFooﬁillBlvd.toavoﬂthedehynddanger 52-3
associated with the La Tuna Cyn. off- —which is already dangerous due to the speeds and
volumeofuafﬁcﬂowingonLa'nmaCyan.andtheexoessiVewaitstomake;theneededleﬁ
wrntoprooeodBastonLaTumCynBlvd., and then the 2-lane stretch of Tujunga Cyn. Bivd.
that must be traveled to get back up to Foothill Bivd.

Peoplelivingnmrﬂ:eCmvalMCemamdﬂwgoEmwsemnotmwwsﬂygetomOﬁheﬁ
driveways. One cannot imagine howtheywille‘veringresslegr&ssometheaddiﬁonalprojecwd
traffic from Canyon Hills materializes. And of course the DEIR bas minimized the traffic
co on and delays on major thoroughfares that will be the result of construction traffic 52-4
(heavy equipment, dump trucks, etc.) on the proposed project— over the course of the
several years that this development will take to be built!
WecannoteVenhnaginetheninganthemfﬁcsimﬁonwouldbeeomeronLa'l‘unCyn.
Rd. with the addition of the Canyon Hills project sind the projected nember of people who
will inhabit those iomes on both sides of the frecway! And the number of additional ingress
and ogress trips generated by ontside service providers who will be needed for maintaining | 02
those homes— the maids, gardemers, pool cleaning scrvices, trash collectors, etc. that
accotnpany the maintenance of residences of the significant proportions proposed.

Even installing a traffic signal at the La Tuna Cyn Rd. off-ramp location would be ineffective as
the rest of La Tuna Cyn Blvd. is sorely inadequate to handle the additionsl traffic that
would be generated by the project. In some places the road is already dangerous due to the
nature of the curves, and the additional vohume of traffic generated by the proposed project would
cmmlyresukhwmwdingabesnmdpotmﬁaﬂy,wﬂdmhmmcfyn.m.Ma
parking lot at peak traffic times. ‘ :

52-6

And of course the increased traffic would bave a significant impact on the bomes in that
community, due to the noise and polluticn created by such volume. Homeowners on La Tuna
Cyn. will effectively be living on a major highway~with 4 Ianes of bumper to bumper
traffic, noise, and pollution, from pre-dawn till after dusk’ And I'm not even addressing the
details of deterioration of quality of life for the horse owners and their animals who 52-7
currently populate the La Tuna Cyn and Shadow Hills areas. But it's certain that the
equestriamandhomswhocumnﬁyuﬁlizetheh‘aikatthewestemendol‘IaTm
Cyn. Rd. (who we enjoy watching) will be kept from doing so by the traffic volume
and nojse levels. It would be suicide to try to ride your horse under those conditions!
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Overcrowding: The residents of this arca are painfully aware that there are not currently
enongh business establishments to serve the existing community. With the latest Seven
Hills development it became obvious that there are not enough markets and other retail
and business establishments in the immediate area to service the existing population.

It's a 20-minute trip on surface streets through mostly resideatial ncighborhoods justto
get to the market! The parking lots of the fow grocery stores are full at peak after-
work hours and on weekends. The number of restaurants in the area is seriously
limited. There are no moviethutresorotheruurhinmtmﬁmhﬂwhnmedm
neighborhood. And there is very liftle available property on which to expsnd these types of
needed establishments. Residents must and will continue to go to drive to Glendale, Burbaonk, or
Pasadena to enjoy a night on the town! ' '

Andbysimplyaddingmompopﬂmim—dmmidenbofmepmposedzswhomes,theﬁtyol
ImAngdawﬂlgetsomeaddiﬁondpmpenyuxmdothernnieedonamb-tmﬂuno
gain from the expenditures of that popnhﬁonb-sc—whowﬂ!nllbespendhgtheirmm
elsewhere! Not a bright move for the City of Angels...

Visual Impacts / Noise :

The La Tuna Cyn, Sunland / Tujunga area is a bedroom community nestled in the foothills.
Homes have traditionally been on the smaller side, in nice tree-shaded commumities. The
proposcd Canyon Hills project goes totally against that semi-raral nature supported by the
Community Plan for the impacted ares, as evidenced by the variances it is requesting.

ThedevdoperkmﬁngaGenerﬂPhnAmendmtandnumemnsmuehuguinorder
to increase the demsity of the project from what is currently permitted. That in itself clearly
mdmmmmmmmymutwmvhulyhpmﬁem! Only 87
hom&swwﬂbewppawdbyﬁewiﬂingoommnﬁyplm,bmmpmposdhsfordewloping
280+homes(appm..)onﬂ1esameamge—-someofwhichexoeed4,000sq.feet,andmanyof
which would be perched near the ridgelines, with some just a mere 10' apart, and many others on
tiny 9,000 sq.ft Jots! That density will bave a major visual intpact on the neighboring
community— yet it is given inadequate atfention in the DEIR.

This proposed development clearly changes the visual impact of the community and shows
disdain for the desires of the local population who have chosen to live in these narrow valleys
ringed with mountains. The undeveloped hillsides surrounding us are one of the major
attractions of the area! Their loss to development, characterized by graded hillsides and
slopes and homes of enormous proportions, will have significant adverse jmpacts on the
quality of life in the surrounding area.

The DEIR for Canyon Hills Project does not adequately address the loss of visnal resources that
provide the very atmosphere this area is noted for. The depiction of how and where the
proposed homes will be located is purposely vague. No mention is made of how significantly
the proposed development will impact the urban wilderness that provides the visual
backdrop and recreational areas for the ncighboring communities. And the statements |
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concerning the mitigation for the hundreds of oak trees that will be removed is ridiculous:
Plauting acorns will not replace the stately trees for gemerations! As the DEIR acquieses:
nover the short term (i.e. 10 to 20 years) it is anticipated that impacts to coast live oaks would
temain significant with implementation of mitigation measures.

questions ofwildlifcﬂ:atpopulmmchiﬂs,asaddrmsedbytheDEmiiswmfuny
Andthe . 'Wildlife encounters are currently ﬁ-equeutinmefoothﬂlcommunities. Coyotes,
sknnks,doer,andwonmomtainliohs,aswellashawksudotherbim“droc_lem,ftc.
inhabit the proposed development ares in numbenfargrutel_'tlmltbose mel‘ltwlgedmthe
ElR.Onanygivenevmﬁngﬂmooyomsmheardandofbenseen,mpacksnumbennggrwterﬂlan
5, and sometimes the nighttime din is truly awesome! Enommwtswithslamksmal_mwell )
known to the commumity. Wiﬂlﬂmeoonstruoﬁonofﬂwpmposeddevelopn_mnﬂhewxldﬁfemll
Memﬂwvebmmmmmﬁeadjmmpopmmdmmw
Mmasingmeﬂskofhumnlmimdmmteﬁandsmi@swimpwﬁngmeﬁmﬁdommmd
animal pets kept by area residents. We have firsthand knowledge that coyotes are currently a
majmpmblqmind;eCryleiew;mmdmatpmblemMﬂonlybempomdedbytbz
construction of the Canyon Hilis project. ‘ :

52-12

52-13

And despite the fact that Pages 3-6 of the Copumunity Plan sct precedent for the horse keeping
nature of the copmunity, the developers of Canyon Hills promise equestrinn amenities bat

the plan doan'tevenprovideenoughspaceforhvoImrsetnilentotnmamundintheir& :

acre proposed "equestrian park." The devclopers also would have us believe that the
purchasers of the 4,000 sq.ft. multi-million dollar monuments (so vaguely depicted in the
graphics on their web site) will be horse people. Not likely! The "horse people” who can afford
those types of homes already live in La Canada Flintridge, and it is not likely that they would
choose to relocate to another hilltop community just a stones throw away. The homes in this
pricey gated community will not be owned by horse people, nor by the locals... thereby
irreparably changing the nature of the adjacent hillside communities.

52-14

And finally, what will the visual impact be of the hundreds of dump trucks and graders and
other hesvy equipment that will be crawling over and through our beloved hillsides and canyons
during the years of construction that are required for a development of this size and nature? The
DEIR states "there would not be a significant noise impact (0o visual impact is mentioned) from
the slight construction-related truck volume increase on La Tuma Ccntyon Road." Excuse me...
but where are those trucks and other heavy equipment going to be driving if not on La Tuna Cyn
Rd? You cannot build 280+ homes without a comvoy of beavy equipment creating noise and
visual impact daring the hours of 7AM to 9pm! Ensuring mufflers and engine ¢overs on
vehicles weighing several tons, is ceriainly not an effective method of mitigating the
noise on neighboring residences!

52-15

Public Safety and Services : : —

The issue of pablic safety and services is also not adequately addressed in the I

'Schools are said to be able to accept the proposed mumber of children. Yet teachers at several
local schools have differing opinions. (And this is probably irrelevant anyway as people who can
afford the price of the proposed homes can afford the price of private schools elsewhers).
However, wherever the schools are Jocated, the impact on local traffic by increased congestion
will be felt by the surrounding communities.
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Police, fire, and paramedic services are already in short supply as residents will attest.

only 2 or 3 ingress/egress poinis,isnotgoh:gtoredwethmtemetgencyresponwthne! And
despite the fnctthuwemulkinghinsidewmyonhom&s,lheDEchalhfammmaordinary
-miﬁguipn&mlyﬂmsomquhedmdaﬂmsmdnrdhws;Yu,ﬁmahﬂonm4mbewithh
the requisite distance, but the response time Is the crucial factor, pot distance... and with the
wercmwdedmfneeoudiﬁouthntwmbegueutedbythepmpondpmjwuwem
seriously concerned by the kack of attention paid to this critical issue. With the recent
ﬂrestomsﬁmﬁeshmoMminds,dﬁsissmismelcﬁdimasMglymmstbymeDEm.
Whenﬁresmmgingﬂwmajamawghfaresahedybwomeapuﬁnguforemmcy
equipment... and adding a new, massive developmeutinﬁwhillswillonlym:asetheneod for
moreeqnﬁpmentapdaddtoﬂ;epmblemofuppmpri&te:esponseﬁme.

In summary, we belicve the cwrrent EIR is inadequate because it serionsly underestimates
the impact that the proposed Canyon Hills development and its alternatives B,C, D, and E,
wmhaveontheneighboﬂlgcomnuiﬁm,mdurgctherhningmmtohmme.
consultant redo the EIR and have the City of Los Angeles re-relcase the EIR when the
deflciencies are addressed. To advance the current DEIR would be a travesty.

Further, we are of the opinion that only Alernative A, whereby the project would not be
constiuicted and the property would remain in its carrent condition, is in the best interest of
the neighboring communities. ;

Sincerely,

Lo Voo fadelf /%Z,

6543 Greeley Street
Tujunga, CA 91042
818/354-4525
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