Comment Letter No. 87

| £0S ANGELES CITY PLANNING DEPT.

MAYR E, 2AITZEVSKY

200 NORTH SPRING STR.
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

RE: ENV-2002- 2481-1“1‘11
SCH #2002091018
CANYON HILLS PROJECT- DEIR COMMENTS

RECEIVED

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
Sent by: MARGIE AND ANDY VOGEL DEC 22 2003
8255 OSWEGO, SUNLAND © ENVIRONMENTAL
' uNIT

TO MAYA ZARITZEVSKY ...

We have ftved tn. Sunland for eleven years. ‘Raismg our family here makes us especially concerned with|

the directives of the Camyon Hills Whitebird Profect and its subsequent DEIR report.

We are close to all our neighbors and feel to be important, contributing members of society and of this
communtty in particular. We feel we make observant, wgtﬂmt and reﬂzﬁve@ objective ‘citizen experts’
due to our deep attention t our environment on behalf of our two children.

THE DEIR--- ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS:

Section pertaining to; SCHOOLS:
Logically, as pavents of schiool aged chtldven, we are especially mystified on the DEIR ana(ys{s
clatming that the projects’ new housefold would contain onfy 1 1/2 children per household, For one,
the 1/2 of that grows up to be a full number fimseff. To that venders the DEIR tnaccurate in just a
few years. Plis, each household may actually have tﬁenama[s-s children. What was the DEIR
number of 11/2 oftained from?

9f the numbers appear to ALREADY be inaccurate, then the number of children attemﬂng the
available schools is actually doubled the amount proposed.

Our schools are already overcrowded, 'We assume Verdugo High School would be the school used by

the teenagers of these new profect Rouseholds. Verdugo High School has a known, but unaknowledge
drop outrate of 45% by twebve graders. The reason {s the overcrowding and tension related to this

overcrowding, And since dty/state  funds are tight, then we would not see any improvement for years
and years by the delay on construction of a new, additional figh school,
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RE: ENV-2002-2481-FE1R;

' SCH #2002091018
CANYON H1LLS PROJECT- DEIR COMMENTS

Sent by: MARGIE AND ANDY VOGEL
8255 OSWEGO, SUNLAND

Section pertaining to: GRRBAGE: : I

We are deephy concerned over the misrepresentation of the tmpact of millions of pounds of extra
garbage requiring pick vp and disposall We see the DEIR fs inconchusive on its findings about the

surrounding areas.

servicibifity. The DEIR gives tmpaired results on Garbage service and the impact the project’s garbage
service would have on. the Bmited resources we have for pick up. Again, due to economic restrictions, -
the service we have currently, is as good as it gets. The millions of pounds of extra garbage to be
picked up in the profect would logically affect our curvent services, yet the DEIR fam[s to show evidence

of any analysis pertaining to this issue.

Section pertaining to: T'RAPFIC AND TRANSPORTATION:

The DEAR. flatly fails to adequarely addvess the fssue of the impact of undveds of extra veficles that
Foorhill and surrounding streets would be subject w.

The danger of the excesstve traffic over the already hightty congested main biwd. s the danger to our
children who travef or walk or take the buses on this Mafor road through Sunland and Tujunga.

danger is NOT addvessed by the DEIR. We fael tt should be since the foot traffic on Footflll £Bv12£ Gy
school children 1s in the Aundreds.

The DETR. fs fnconchusive on this fssue, where more traffic naturally means more accidents, more

danger to pedestrians and bicylchists and espectally the school cﬁ»&ﬁ'm
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RE: ENV-2002-2481-FIR ;
SCQ-_[ #2002091018

CANYON HALLS PROJECT- DEIR COMMENTS

Sent by ‘MARGIE AND ANDY VOGEL
8255 OSWEGO, SUNIAND

Section pertaining to: AESTHETICS:

We five here because we love it Rere and we feel this community is vital to our children’s weffare and
growth. 'We cannot emphasize thie importance of the appreciation we take n our surroundings and the
movntains which add incredible vafue vo our. lives.

The DEIR is extremely vague on its ing:actta that mountaiMriJgef ine view. 'We cannot imagme
what a loss {t would be to have 8ofeetgradé:{and'jﬁttmd' rtdgeftm. The scarring of ground
preparation is Geyom{ our abifity to envision....fn a posttive way. ‘

The DEIR is vemiss on the cumulative effects vo this communities aesthetic vafues, once thie ndée[fnes
are aftered. The value this community places on the views it possesses cannot be minitmized or (gnord
There s a commercial value attatched to the aesthetic appearance of Sunland-Tujunga.

The DEIR clearfy {gnores this community’s property vahues a[mﬂng based on the unsightfiness of

ridgefines fined- wwﬂ two-story, ane-story homes and the purity of the mountain, ridgesides being
trvevocabll destroyed.

We feel that the DEIR addresses Aesthetics as fitfs an wﬁng:on'antsfdinote, of no consequence to

the surroumﬁng communiiies, to the  property values of those communities or the _pwsana( appreciation
the community has in fts surroundings.

We would fike the DEIR. to better reflect sound jw@ement and sound conclusions based on thorough
research and ana@s{s. We ask that no zoning cﬁanges are approved or any faw allowed to be changed
to accommodate the Trqect. We fave a glorious open community, with access to our surrounding
mountains unimpeded and we sincerely wish the planning dept. consider owr viewpotnts on assthetic
values as they relate to our fife vafues, property values and community values.

We strongly recommend. the Canyon Hils DEIR be vedssued Please gpﬁo&[ the Scenic

Plan, and the Commumty Plan as those reflect the aims and directions of this community.

Thank you for &'stening to us.
Moo VogsX
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