APPENDIX B-3:

SUMMARY TABLE OF NOPWRITTEN COMMENTS

L ETTERSFROM AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS, AND
INDIVIDUALS



Table3
NOP Written Comments Summary

Letter No.

Date

. Summary

I1. Project Description

I11. A. Environmental Setting

111.B. Related Projects

V. Environmental | mpacts

A. Earth

B. Air Quality

C.1Hydrology

C.2Water Quality

D. Biotic Resour ces

E. Noise

F.Light & Glare

G.Land Use

H. Mineral Resources

|. Safety/Risk of Upset

J. Pop, Housing, Employment

K.1 Traffic & Circulation

K.2 Parking

K.3.BicyclePlan

L.1FireProtection

L .2 Police Protection

L .3 Schools

L.4 Parks & Recreation

L.5Libraries

M. Energy Consumption

L.1 Water Consumption

N.2 Wastewater

N.3 Solid Waste

0. Visual Qualities

P.1 Paleontological Resource

P.2 Archaeological Resource

V. Growth Inducing | mpacts

V1. Sig. Irreversible | mpacts

VII. Alternatives

CEQA Process | ssue

Opposition Statement Only

Support Statement Only

No CEQA Issues Raised

City of Los Angeles

Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Group
AraKasparian, Ph.D.

[Inter departmental Memorandum]

1/10/03

Fire Department

Bureau of Fire Prevention and Public Safety
Alfred B. Hernandez, Asst. Fire Marsha
[Inter departmental Memorandum]

11/20/02

Fire Department

Bureau of Fire Prevention and Public Safety
Dal L. Howard, Asst. Fire Marshal

[ Inter departmental Memorandum]

9/13/95

Fire Department

Bureau of Fire Prevention and Public Safety
Dal L. Howard, Asst. Fire Marshal

[ Inter departmental Memorandum]

6/05/95

Department of Water and Power

Water Distribution Engineering

Luis Nuno, Engineer of Western District
111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90051-0100

3/11/03

City of Santa Monica

Planning & Community
Development Department
Andy Agle, Assistant Director
1685 Main Street

P.O. Box 2200

SantaMonica, CA 90407-2200

1/14/03

Regional Agencies

Los Angeles County Department
of Transportation, District 7
Stephen Buswell,

IGR/CEQA Branch Chief

120 S. Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

12/02/02

Los Angeles County Fire
Department Prevention Bureau
David Leininger,

Chief, Forestry Division

1320 North Eastern Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90063-3294

12/17/02

Los Angeles County Parks
& Recreation Department
Bryan Moscardini,

Park Project Coordinator for Joan Rupert, Section Head

433 South Vermont Ave.
LosAngeles, CA 90020-1975

1/14/03

W-10

Los Angeles County Parks
& Recreation Department
Bryan Moscardini,

Park Project Coordinator for Joan Rupert, Section Head

[FAX-no address)

1/14/03
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S| Letter No.

Los Angeles County Parks

& Recreation Department

Bryan Moscardini,

Park Project Coordinator for Joan Rupert, Section Head
[FAX-no address]

1/14/03

W-12

South Coast Air Quality
Management District

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
21865 E. Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182

11/19/02

W-13

Southern California Association

of Governments

Jeffrey M. Smith, AICP

Sr. Regional Planner Intergovernmental Review
818 West Seventh St., 12" Floor

LosAngeles, CA 90017-3435

1/14/03

W-14

Southern California Association

of Governments

Jeffrey M. Smith, AICP

Sr. Regional Planner Intergovernmental Review
818 West Seventh St., 12" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017-3435

1/14/03

State Agencies

W-15

California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, L.A. Region

320 w. 4™ St. Ste. 200
LosAngeles, CA 90013

2/07/03

W-16

Department of Conservation

Division of Oil and Gas and Geothermal Resources
David Curtis, Environmental Engineer

5816 Corporate Ave., Suite 200

Cypress, CA 90630-4731

11/19/02

W-17

Department of Fish & Game
Donald R. Chadwick

Habitat Conservation Supervisor
4949 Viewridge Ave.

San Diego, CA 92123

12/13/02

W-18

Department of Transportation
Division of Aeronautics

Sandy Hesnard

Aviation Environmental Engineer
1120 N Street

P.O. Box 942873

Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

12/16/02

W-19

Native American Heritage Commission
Rob Wood

Environmental Specialist Il

915 Capitol Mall, Room 364
Sacramento, CA 95814

11/22/02

Federal Agencies

Department of the Air Force Josephine Gray, Acting
Chief

Plans and Policies Division

AFFTC/XPX

1 South Rosamond Blvd.

Edwards AFB, CA 93524-1036

11/22/02
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Other Organizations

w-21

Ballona Wetlands Land Trust
Sabrina Venskus, Legal Director
P.O. Box 5623

PlayaDel Rey, CA 90296

1/14/03

W-22

Ballona Wetlands Land Trust
Sabrina Venskus, Legal Director
P.O. Box 5623

Playadel Rey, CA 90296

1/14/03

W-23

Computer Access Center

Nonprofit Corporation for People with Disabilities
Mary Ann Glicksman

Executive Director

6234 W. 87" St.

Los Angeles, CA 90045

12/11/02

W-24

Computer Access Center

Nonprofit Corporation for People with Disabilities
Mary Ann Glicksman

Executive Director

6234 W. 87" St.

Los Angeles, CA 90045

12/11/02

W-25

Del Rey Homeowners

& Neighbors Association

Guy Goeh, President

Gloria Sondheim, Corresponding Secretary
12820 Short Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90066

1/11/02

W-26

Grassroots Coalition
PatriciaMc Pherson, President
11924 W. Washington Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90066

1/14/03

W-27

Friends of the South Bay
Bicycle Path

Dean Francois, President

P. O. Box 808

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

1/04/03

W-28

Friends of the South Bay
Bicycle Path

Dean Francois, President

P. O. Box 808

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

1/04/03

W-29

Friends of the South Bay
BicyclePath

Dean Francois, President

P. O. Box 808

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

1/14/03

Los Angeles County Bicycle
Codlition

Ron Milam, Executive Director
634 S. Spring St., Suite 821
LosAngeles, CA 90014

1/13/03

W-31

Spirit of the Sage Council
Kathy Knight,

Wetlands Coordinator

30 North Raymond St.
Pasadena, CA 91103

1/15/03

W-32

Spirit of the Sage Council
Kathy Knight,

Wetlands Coordinator

30 North Raymond St.
Pasadena, CA 91103

1/14/03
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Private Businesses and I ndividuals

Ake, Rowena
8409 Lincoln Blvd.
Westchester, CA 90045

12/03/02

Ake, Rowena
8409 Lincoln Blvd.
Westchester, CA 90045

12/09/02

Attias, Ruth C.
7928 Altavan Ave.
Westchester, CA 90045

1/04/03

W-36

Ball, Tom
12126 Juniette St.
Culver City, CA 90230

12/05/02

W-37

Barretti, Diane

Sievers Burnett Press
1308 E. Imperial Ave.
El Segundo, CA 90245

12/06/02

Barretti, Diane

Sievers Burnett Press
1308 E. Imperia Ave.
El Segundo, CA 90245

12/06/02

Beeman, Adele
6033 W. Century Blvd. Suite 200
Los Angeles, CA 90045-5307

12/11/02

Blyther, Erica
4040 grand View Blvd. # 31
Los Angeles, CA 90066-5280

1/12/03

W-41

Branfman, Judy
221%3" Ave.
Venice, CA 90291

12/28/02

W-42

Browning, Ken, Nancy, & Isabella
11910 Aneta St.
Culver City, CA 90230

12/12/02

Campbell, Bruce
614 Gretna Green Way
Los Angeles, CA 90049

12/12/02

Carlino, Alessa
2306 Oakwood Ave. # 205
Venice, CA 90291

12/12/02

Chevedden, Michadl J.
6741 Altamor Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90045

12/12/02

Ciancimino, A. J.
7355 W. 83" St.
Los Angeles, CA 90045

12/10/02

W-47

Ciancimino, A. J.
7355 W. 83" St.
Los Angeles, CA 90045

12/10/02

Cross, Karen

Pacesetter Printing

8626 S. Sepulveda Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90045

12/12/02

Daugherty, J. Roger
12435 W. Jefferson Blvd. # 106
Los Angeles, CA 90066

12/11/02

Davis, Christina
6218 W. 77" St.
Los Angeles, CA 90045

12/10/02
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DeMeo, Charlotte
11816 Juniette St.
Culver City, CA 90230

12/10/02

W-52

Demopoulos, Peter & Vivi
7485 McConnell Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90045

1/09/03

Digiacomo, Pat and David
12541 Greene Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90066

4/10/03

Elliott, Carol
P.O. Box 11582
Marinadel Rey, CA 90295

12/02/02

Firschein, William, AIA
39 Westminster Ave.
Venice, CA 90291

12/13/02

Forbis[no first name]
<peery@pacbel .net
[e-mail correspondence]

12/19/02

Frej, Antje
8905 S. Sepulveda Blvd.
Westchester, CA 90045

12/11/02

Gamboa, Tony
633 West Sycamore Ave.
El Segundo, CA 90245

11/26/02

Geever, Thomas
8117 W. Manchester Ave. # 512
Playadel Rey, CA [no zip code]

12/12/02

Goodman, Mike

The Alliance Group

5250 W. Century Blvd. Suite 432
Los Angeles, CA 90045

12/05/02

W-61

Goodman, Mike

The Alliance Group

5250 W. Century Blvd. Suite 432
Los Angeles, CA 90045

12/0502

W-62

Gordon, Bryan
3650 S. Barrington Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90066

12/12/02

Hackett, Howard
5208 Etheldo Ave.
Culver City, CA 90230

12/01/02

Hackett, Howard
5208 Etheldo Ave.
Culver City, CA 90230

12/17/02

W-65

Hartman, Randall E.
21718 Marjorie Ave.
Torrance, CA 90503

12/12/02

W-66

Hay, Emily C.
4066 Tivoli Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90066

12/10/02

W-67

Herrick, Charles
333VirginiaSt. #16
El Segundo, CA 90245

1/06/03

Hetz, Mathhew
6211 W. 78" St.
Los Angeles, CA 90045

1/03/02

W-69

Hetz, Mathhew
6211 W. 78" St.
Los Angeles, CA 90045

12/30/02
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Hyra, J. A.
7645 Midfield Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90045-3233

12/15/02

W-71

Knight, Celia
12820 Short Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90066

1/02/03

W-72

Kunishima, Stephen
5210 Village Green
LosAngeles, CA 90016

12/17/02

W-73

Lipscomb, Lance
5547 W. Century Blvd.
LosAngeles, CA 90045

12/12/02

W-74

Lewis, Lorelyn
848 Pacific St. #6
SantaMonica, CA 90405

12/11/02

W-75

Logan, Russ & Marie
11821 Beatrice St.
Culver City, CA 90230-6209

12/22/02

W-76

Lopez, Patricia
8354 Manitoba St. #3
Playadel Rey, CA 90293

1/08/03

W-77

Lucks, Linda
30 wave Crest Ave.
Venice, CA 90291-3211

1/17/03

W-78

Manning, Greg
13175 Fountain Park Drive A 205
PlayaVista, CA 90094

12/05/02

W-79

Martin, Gary & Rae
11926 Aneta St.
Culver City, CA 90230-6209

12/22/02

Martin, Glenn & Lyndell
11860 Beztrice St.
Culver City, CA 90230-6209

12/23/02

W-81

Martin, Paul
1309 Marinette Road
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272

12/23/02

W-82

Melonson, Reggie P.
2901 Fourth St. # 212
SantaMonica, CA 90405-5527

12/12/02

Mendelson, Roberta L. and Mél |.

5412 Francisca Way

AgouraHills, CA 91301

M. Mendelson C/O Loyola Marymount University

12/9/02

Mercer, Robert A.

VP Finance & Taxation

En Pointe Technologies

100 N. Sepulveda Blvd. 19" Floor
El Segundo, CA 90245

12/03/02

Mercer, Robert A.

VP Finance & Taxation

En Pointe Technologies

100 N. Sepulveda Blvd. 19" Floor
El Segundo, CA 90245

12/03/02

W-86

Moe, Ellen Chejlava
6145 West 77" St.
Los Angeles, CA 90045

12/11/02

W-87

Montgomerie, John Z.
12231 Lawler St.
Los Angeles, CA 90066

1/07/03
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L.5Libraries

M. Energy Consumption

L.1 Water Consumption

N.2 Wastewater

N.3 Solid Waste

0. Visual Qualities

P.1 Paleontological Resource
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Moore, Christopher
205 Rosecrans Place
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

12/17/02

Moore, James A. & Rene
4764-B LaVillaMarina
Marinadel Rey, CA 90292

12/16/02

Nevil, D. Christopher
4625 Sanford Drive
Culver City, CA 90230-5837

1/14/03

W-91

Poyourow, Joanne
8228 Stewart Ave.
LosAngeles, CA 90045

1/13/03

W-92

Reyes, Doug
1211 Sunside St.
San Pedro, CA 90732

12/20/02

Sambrano, L. Diane
3640 W. 111" Place
Inglewood, CA 90303

1/14/03

Shafritz, LindaR.
6128 W. 75" Place
LosAngeles, CA 90045

12/07/02

W-95

Shafritz, LindaR.
6128 W. 75" Place
Los Angeles, CA 90045

12/07/02

W-96

Shannon, Denver
6515 Hedding St.
Westchester, CA 90045

12/6/02

W-97

Shannon, Denver
6515 Hedding St.
Westchester, CA 90045

12/06/02

Shubnell, Ann
6547 W. 85" St.
LosAngeles, CA 90045

12/10/02

W-99

Smith, Robert E.

R.E. Smith & Associates

P.O. Box 91014

Los Angeles, CA 90009-1014

12/11/02

W-100

Smith, Robert E.

R.E. Smith & Associates

P.O. Box 91014

Los Angeles, CA 90009-1014

12/11/02

W-101

Strumpell, Kent
6483 Nancy St
LosAngeles, CA 90045

1/13/03

W-102

Tena, Arnold
7728 Hindry Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90045

12/17/02

W-103

Tyler, Rod
945 Pepper St. #309
El Segundo, CA 90245

11/29/02

W-104

Tyler, Rod
945 Pepper St. #309
El Segundo, CA 90245

11/29/02

W-105

Voss, David C. Jr.

Voss & Associates

Marina Towers

4640 Admiralty Way Suite 800

Marinadel Rey, CA 90292-6602

12/05/02

W-106

Woodworth, Mary
300Kelp St. Apt. B
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

12/11/02
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12/02/02

12/02/02

12/15/02

Westchester, CA 90045-3606

Wright, Lew

Fastframe of Westchester

8925 S. Sepulveda Blvd.

Wright, Lew

Fastframe of Westchester

8925 S. Sepulveda Blvd.

Westchester, CA 90045-3606

Y arbrough, Jim

4126 Greenwood St.

Newbury Park, CA 91320

'ON B1e7

W-107

W-108

W-109
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

FORM GEN, 180 {Rev. B 80}

RECEIVED
Date: January 10, 2003 CITY OF LOS ANGELES
To: Sue Chang, City Planner ' N1 47003
Playa Vista Unit
Department of City Planning GITY PLANNING DEPT.
LAX/Playa Vista Section
From: Dr. Ara J. Kasparian, Group Manager

Environmental Group
Bureau of Engineering

Subject: Request for Comments — Notice of Preparation and Scoping Meeting, EIR
Case No. ENV-2002-6129-EIR- “The Village at Playa Vista”

The Bureau of Engineering, Environmental Group has reviewed the Notice of Preparation
(NOP) for the project referenced above. The following areas of specific concern addressing
the project site should be discussed or included in the Draft Environmental Impact Report
(EiR):

Streets: All of the proposed street and right-of-way widths for this development should conform
to the City’s minimum standard street dimensions. The need for any additional sireet
dedications, improvements, easements, and alignments should be discussed in detail. The
location and alignment of public transit easements and their relation to public streets and the
need for additional parking facilities should also be discussed in the Draft EIR. Other project
impacts on freeways, highways, and local streets together with project mitigation measures
within the vicinity of the project site should be addressed.

Additional on-site and off-site street dedications and improvements may be required in
connection with this development to mitigate the project impacts. Parking area and driveway
plans should be submitted to the West Los Angeles District Office of the Bureau of
Engineering for review and approval.

Installation of tree wells, tree well covers and planting of street trees should be done
satisfactory to the Street Tree Division of the Bureau of Street Services.

Installation of street lighting should be done satisfactory to the Bureau of Street Lighting.
Geotechnical Issues: A complete geotechnical investigation of all physical operations and

hazards both on-site and off-site should be discussed in the Draft EIR, including the following -
items:

1. High Groundwater — construction dewatering

2. Liquefaction - magnitude and extent



Sue Chang
Playa Vista Unit
Page 2

3. Slope Stability — fill slopes below Cabora Road

4, Settlement ~ due to liquefaction, dewatering and proposed fill loads
5. Faulting and Seismicity — surface rupture hazard potential, strong ground motion
6. Contaminated Soil or Groundwater — history of land use, potential for subsurface

contamination and possible encountering of hazardous materials, including methane
gas and possible migration of off-site contaminants during extensive dewatering
required for grading at the site

The discussion of grading operations should indicate the estimated net cutfill. Alternatives and
mitigation measures should also be discussed which would (@) minimize the amount of
disturbance, (b) minimize export/import requirements, and/or (c) minimize the |mpacts of any
unavoidable export/import.

Sanitary Sewers: A comprehensive analysis of the existing as well as a proposed sewer
system to adequately serve the project site should be addressed in detail, including the
_responsible City agency in which makes a final determination of the sewer capacity. if offsite
sewer construction is needed, then the effect of the new construction must be discussed as
if it is a part of the project site.

Should you have any questions, please contact Irene Paul of my staff at (213) 847-8698.

AK/JD/ip

Cc: Land Development Group
ENV File: Playa Vista, The Village at (W.O. BD401335)



FOR3M. GEN. 180 (Rev. 8.50) CITY OF LOS ANGELES
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

November 20, 2002 L - TVEE o e
NECEIWVEM
| CITY OF 108 ANGELES U
!
TO: Department of City Planning DEC n 3 2007
200 N. Spring St,, Rm. 720 - -
Attn: Ms. Sue Chang CITY PLANNING
. FLAYAASTA UNIT
FROM: Fire Department

SUBJECT: THE VILLAGE AT PLAYA VISTA (ENV-2002-6129-EIR)

PROJECT LOCATION

West Los Angeles, approkimately two miles inland of the Santa Monica Bay. South side of
Jefferson Boulevard, below the Westchester Bluffs, lying roughly between Beethoven Street
on the west and Centinela and Westlawn Avenues on the east.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A 162.5-acre site with approximately 101.7 acres for development and approximately 60.8
acres of passive open space. Proposed uses include 2,600 dwelling units, 175,000 sq. ft. of
office space, 150,000 sq. ft. of retail space, and 40,000 sq. ft. of community-serving uses.
The Project also includes 9.3 acres of parks, 6.7 acres of riparian habitat, and 53.6 acres of
bluff face/habitat restoration.

in 1995 two reports were submitted to the Department of Planning, one was dated June 5,
1995, to Linn Wyatt, the other was dated September 13, 1995 to Jane Benefied, copies
attached. .

Although the size of the project is now reduced, the Fire Depariment concerns are the
same. The proposed mitigations will now apply to a smaller project.

CONCLUSION

The proposed project shall comply with all applicable State and local codes and ordinances,
and the guidelines found in the Fire Protection and Fire Prevention Plan, as weli as the
Safety Plan, both of which are elements of the General Plan of the City of Los Angeles
C.P.C. 19708.
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For additional information, please contact Inspector Michael Theule of the Construction
Services Unit at (213) 482-6543.

WILLIAM R. BAMATTRE
Fire Chief

Alfred B. Hernandez, Assistant Fire Marshal
Bureau of Fire Prevention and Public Safety

ABH:MT:.gm
cuvillage at playa vista

P. S. A copy of the “Agreement Regarding Playa Vista Fire Station” is
attached, dated 6/21/95. A maximum of 60 percent of the new
scaled down project shall be aliowed prior to the start of
construction of the Task Force Fire Station. The construction of the
Task Force Fire Station shalt be completed within three years of the
start of construction.
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TO: Jane Benefield, Project Coordinator F ' L E CUPV

Department of City Planning
FROM: Fire Department

SUBJECT: PLAYA VISTA ENTERTAINMENT, MEDIA, AND TELEVISION
DISTRICT

The proposed project, located in the Playa Vista area of Los Angeles, involves a total of 957
acres, including office space, hotel, sound and video stage, and community development.
The proposed development will have a profound effect on the City of Los Angeles and will
positively develop a previously unutilized part of the City.

Since the anticipated project is located in a portion of the City that was previously
undeveloped it will require mitigation measures to assure public safety. One of these
mitigation measures is construction of a Fire Department Task Force Station. This station
located within the project area will have a favorable effect on the surrounding community
and will provide an adequate degree of protection for the Playa Vista Entertainment, Media,
and Television District.

A. ACCESS AND FIRE LANES

Fire lane width shall not be less than 20 feet. When a fire lane must accommodate the
operation of Fire Department aerial ladder apparatus or where fire hydrants are
installed, those portions shall not be less than 28 feet in width.

Access for Fire Department apparatus and personnel to and into all structures shall be
required. :

The entrance or cxit of all ground apartment units shall not be more than 150 feet from
the edge of a roadway of an improved street, access road, or designated fire lane,

Where above-ground floors are used for residential purposes, the access requirement
 shall be interpreted as being the horizontal travel distance from the street, driveway,
alley or designated fire lane to the main entrance or exit of individual units.

Additional vehicular access may be required by the Fire Department where butldings
exceed 28 feet in height.
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At least two different ingress/egress roads for each area, that will accommodate major
- fire apparatus and provide for major evacuation during emergency situations shatl be
required.

Private streets and entry gates will be built to City standards to the satisfaction of the
City Engineer and the Fire Department.

All access roads, including fire lanes, shall be maintained in an unobstructed manner,
removal of obstructions shall be at the owner’s expense. The entrance to all required
fire lanes or required private driveways shall be posted with a sign no less than three
square feet in area in accordance with Section 57.09.05 of the Los Angeles Municipal
Code.

B. PROJECT PLANS AND LOCAL CODES

The proposed project shall comply with all applicable State and local codes and
ordinances, and the guidelines found in the Fire Protection and Fire Prevention Plan, as
well as the Safety Pian, both of which are elements of the General Plan of the City of
Los Angeles (C.P.C. 19708).

Plot plans will be required for Fire Departinent approval.

Definitive plans and specifications shall be submitted to this Department and
requirements for necessary permits satisfied prior to commencement of any portion of
this project.

C. HYDRANTS AND WATER SUPPLY
Adequate oft-site public and on-site private fire hydrants may be required. Their
number and location to be determined after the Fire Department’s review of the plot
plan.

D. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DISCLOSURE

Businesses that intend to handle Extremely Hazardous Substances (Appendix A, Part
355, Subchapter J, Chapter I, 40CFR) at or above State of California Threshold
Planning Quantity (TPQ) may be required to participate in "Hazardous Material
Management” (California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95, Article 2).
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Businesses that intend to handle Extremely Hazardous Materials at or above State TPQ's

- shall notify the Hazardous Materials Section of the Fire Department in writing, If a
Risk Management and Prevention Program (RMPP) is required by the Fire Department,
the RMPP shall be completed before the facility begins operation.

RMPP means all of the administrative and opcrational programs of a business which are
designed to prevent acutely hazardous materials accident risks, including, but not limited
to, programs which include design safety of new and existing equipment, standard
operating procedures, preventative maintenance programs, operator training and acéident
Jinvestigation procedures, risk assessment for unit operations or operating alternatives,
_emergency response planning, and internal or external audit procedures to ensure that
these programs are being executed as planned - H & S Code,

Section 25532(g).

For additional information, please contact the Hydrant Unit at (213) #85-5964.

YB Z S

WILLIAM R. BAMATTRE
Cheef Engineer and Gener, ager

PG
/.~ Dal L. Howard, Assistant Fire Marshal
Bureau of Fire Prevention and Public Safety

DLH: AM:ceh/a\piviemtd. wp



Draft of 6/21/95
"ATTACHMENT A" -

AGREEMENT REGARDING
PLAYA VISTA FIRE STATION

This Agreement Regarding Playa Vista Fire Station ( "Agreement”) is
entered into by and between the City of Los Angeles (the “City"), a municipal
corporation, and Maguire Thomas Partners-Playa Vista ( "Developer”).

CECTALS FILE COPY

A.  Developer is developing a major mixed-use development in West Los
Angeles commonly known as Playa Vista (the "Project").

B. Development of the Project will occur in phases. The first phase of the
Project ("Phase I") was approved by the City Council on September 21, 1993, in
connection with its approval of Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 49104 (the
"Tentative Tract"). Phase I consists, among other things, of a maximum of 3,246
dwelling units, 1,285,000 square feet of office/commercial/ light manufacturing
development and 300 hotel rooms. Other than Phase I, the total number of Project
phases has not been completely identified at this time. The areas within the Project
covered by the Tentative Tract and all other areas covered by this Agreement are
delineated on the site plan for the Project attached hereto as Exhibit "A." '

. C.  Among the conditions set forth in the Tentative Tract approval is the
requirement that prior to the recordation of the first final map unit, an agreement for
the location and construction of a new Task Force Fire Station with Paramedic
Ambulance and Battalion Headquarters offices (the "Fire Station™) to serve the Project
shall be approved and accepted by the Fire Department (see Condition of Approval
No. 114). Condition of Approval No. 114: "Prior to the recordation of the first final
unit map an agreement for the location and construction of a new Task Force Fire
Station with Paramedic Ambulance and Battalion Headquarters offices shall be
approved and accepted by the Fire Department. A maximum of 60 percent of this
tract development (either 2,000 residential units or 750,000 square feet of office
space) shall be allowed prior to the start of construction of the Task Force Fire
Station. The construction of the Task Force Fire Station shall be completed within
three years of the start of construction.” o

D.  Developer and the City desire to enter into this Agreement to provide for

the location and construction of a Fire Station to serve the Project in satisfaction of
Condition of Approval No. 114. Each party acknowledges that the Fire Station will

SAUSERS\DNEAL\MTPADOCS\199531717.6 06721195 1:17pm
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serve to mitigate the impact of the development on fire protection and reduce this
impact to an acceptable level, as well as serve regional needs beyond the development
of the Project area, further the objectives of the Fire Protection and Fire Prevention
Plan as well as the Safety Plan, elements of the City’s General Plan, and provide a
substantial benefit to the Project and the City. The City acknowledges that, in
committing money, land and planning effort in designing and constructing the Fire
Station, Developer will be doing so in reliance upon the City’s covenants contained in
this Agreement, upon satisfaction of the City’s response criteria as required for the
Project and upon the Fire Department’s determination that by providing the Fire
Station, Developer’s Project will comply with all requirements for providing fire
facilities for the development of the Project, based upon response criteria set forth in
the above-referenced elements of the General Plan.

AGREEMENT

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants and agreements
herein contained, and other valuable consideration, the adequacy and receipt of which
are hereby acknowledged, Developer and the City, acting through the Fire
Department, hereby agree as follows:

1. Location of Fire Station. Developer hereby covenants and agrees
that it will, upon the recordation of the final map unit which covers Lot 11 of the
Tentative Tract, convey to the City fee simple title to that certain real property shown
. as Lot 11 on the Tentative Tract (the "Property"), free and clear of any and all
monetary liens and encumbrances, title defects and other matters of record other than
those required by conditions of approval of the Tentative Tract or otherwise approved
by the Fire Department, which approval shall not be unreasonably withheld.

2.  Constmction of Fire Station. Developer covenants and agrees to
cause to be constructed on the Property, at its sole cost and expense, the Fire Station
(which shall meet the specifications of the Fire Department) and to pay for all design,
site engineering, soil engineering, architectural work, planned processing and other
costs incurred in connection therewith. The final design and architectural treatment of
the Fire Station shall be determined by Developer, provided that such final design
satisfies Department-approved design standards and specifications generally applicable
to the Fire Station. Issuance of certificates of occupancy for a maximum of sixty
percent (60%) of Phase I development (i.e., either 2,000 residential units or 750,000
square feet of office/commercial/light manufacturing space) shall be allowed prior to
the start of construction of the Fire Station. Construction of the Fire Station shall be
completed within three (3) years of the date on which such construction is

SAUSERS\DNEAL\MTRDOCSM1995\31717.6 2 - 06/21/95 1:17pm
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commenced. The cost to construct the Fire Station shall not exceed Two Million
Doliars ($2,000,000) (in 1995 dollars), as adjusted on a yearly basis to reflect inflation
as measured by regional construction cost indices.

' 3. Response Criteria. By execution hereof, the City, acting through
the Fire Department, expressly acknowledges and agrees that the location of the Fire
Station satisfies the response criteria set forth in the Fire Protection and Fire
Prevention Plan for the Project.

4. Covenants of Fire Department. The Fire Department expressly
covenants and agrees that it will: -

4.1 Plan Review Process. Participate in the site and building
plan review process for the Fire Station and make timely recommendations in
connection therewith as and when it deems necessary and prudent to do so.

4.2  Recordatio i ap Units Under Tentative Tract.
Consent to, through the Bureau of Fire Prevention and Public Safety, the recording of
all final map units under the Tentative Tract upon Developer’s execution hereof and
the satisfaction of Condition of Approval No. 108 of the Tentative Tract. By virtue of
this Agreement, the Developer’s obligations under Condition of Approval No. 114 of
the Tentative Tract have been met to the satisfaction of the Fire Department for the
purpose of recording all final map units under the Tentative Tract.

4.3 Building Permits. Consent to the issuance of building
permits for development under the Tentative Tract when all other fire protection
conditions in the conditions of approval of the Tentative Tract have been satisfied.

4.4 Certificates of Occupancy. Consent to the issuance of
certificates of occupancy for 2 maximum of sixty percent (60%) of Phase I
development (i.e., either 2,000 residential units (exclusive of model homes) or
750,000 square feet of office/commercial/light manufacturing space) within the
“Tentative Tract prior to the start of construction of the Fire Station. If the Fire
Station has not been completed to the satisfaction of the Fire Department and accepted
by the City Council within three (3) years after the date on which its construction has
commenced, no further certificates of occupancy for development of the Project will
be issued until such time as such construction has been completed and accepted.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be
duly executed and delivered.

SAUSERS\DNEALWTHADOCS\199531717.6 3 06721495 1:17pm
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TO: Linn Wyatt, City Planner
- Department of City Planning

FROM: Fire Department

SUBIJECT: NOTICE OF PREPARATION - JOINT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT - PLAYA VISTA
PROJECT

The project is described as a proposal to develop the remaining Playa Vista property which
was not included in the First Phase Playa Vista project.

The proposed project consists of the development of an 806.5 acre site. The site is divided
into four planning arcas: Areas A. B, C and D. The following uses are being proposed for all
planning areas:

9,839 residential units (including, 1,475 affordable units);

3,775,000 square feet of new or replacement office space, light industrial or
similar uses;

560,000 square feet of retail space;

750 hotel rooms;

520,000 square feet of community uses;

Restoration of the salt marsh in Area B;

Riparian corridor: completion of the remaining 11.83 acres of the 25-acre
riparian corridor in Area D (the balance of which is within the boundaries of
previously approved V.T.T. No. 49104); '

48-acre marina with approximately 700 boat slips within Area A;

Water reclamation/organic recycling facilities, and a solid waste materials
recovery facility;

Parks, walking and jogging trails;

* Public right-of-way dedications.

*  *

#+ - ¥ w

The project is located approximately 15 miles of the downtown Los Angeles, four miles south
of Santa Monica, and 0.5 mile west of Culver City. Inland of Santa Monica Bay on the west;
- San Diego (1-405) Freeway on the east. The area is defined by the Westchester and Playa
Del Rey bluffs on the south. Marina dcl Rey lics to the northwest and Los Angeles
International Airport is located less than three miles to the south. :
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Areas A, B, C, and D are generally defined by Lincoln Boulevard as the north-south axis and
the Ballona Channel as the east-west axis.

The following comments are furnished in response to your request for this department to
review the proposed development:

A.

FIRE-FLOW

The adequacy of fire protection for a given area is based on required fire-flow,
response distance from existing fire stations, and this Department’s judgment for needs
in the area. In general, the required fire-flow is closely related to land use. The
quantity of water necessary for fire protection varies with the type of development, life
hazard, occupancy, and the degree of fire hazard.

Fire-flow requirements vary from 2,000 gallons per minute (G.P.M.) in low density
residential areas to 12,000 gallons per minute in high-density commercial or industrial
areas. A minimum residual water pressure of 20 pounds per square inch (P.S.L) is to
remain in the water system, with the required gallons per minute flowing. The
required fire-flow for this project varies, and will be determined when a site specific
project is identified. However, it appears that a fire flow of 6,000 to 9,000 G.P.M.
from four to six fire hydrants flowing simultaneously would be adequate for the
proposed project.

Improvements to the water system in this area may be required to provide 6,000 to
9,000 G.P.M. fire-flow. The cost of improving the water system may be charged to
the developer. For more detailed information regarding water main improvements, the
developer shall contact the Water Services Section of the Department of Water and
Power.

FIRE HYDRANT SPACING

~ Adequate off-site public and on-site private fire hydrants may be required. Their

number and location to be determined after the Fire Department’s review of the plot
plan. Fire hydrants shall be 21/2" X 4" and spaced no more than 300 feet a part.
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C.  RESPONSE DISTANCE

Based on a required fire-flow of 6,000 to' 9,000 G.P.M., the first-due Engine Company
should be within 1.0 mile, the first-due Truck Company within 1.5 miles.

The Fire Department has existing fire stations at the following locations for initial
response into the area of the proposed development:

Fire Station No. 5

Task Force Station-Truck and Engine Company
Paramedic Ambulance

Battalion Headquarters

Staffing - 14

Miles - 3.5

Fire Station No. 95

Task Force Station-Truck and Engine Company
Paramedic Ambulance

Staffing - 12

Miles - 5.7

Fire Station No, 62
Single Engine Company
Staffing -4

Miles - 5.7

Fire Station No. 63

-Task Force Station-Truck and Engine Company

Paramedic Ambulance
Staffing - 12
Miles - 6.0

The above distances were computed to Jefferson Boulevard and McConnell Avenue.

Based on this criteria (response distance from existing fire stations), fire protection
would be considered inadequate.

D. FIREFIGHTING PERSONNEL ACCESS

Access for Fire Department apparatus and personnel to and into all structures shall be
required.
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FIREFIGHTING APPARATUS ACCESS

Streets should have a level-of-service of "E" or better. Intersections with a level-of-
service of "E" or "F" decreases the level of Fire Protection and Emergency Medical
Services provided by this Department.

Submit plot plans that show the access road and the turning area for Fire Department
approval.

Construction of public or private roadway in the proposed development shall not
exceed 15% in grade.

Private development shall conform to the standard street dimensions shown on
Department of Public Works Standard Plan D-22549.

Standard cut-corners will be used on all turns.
During demolition the Fire Department access will remain clear and unobstructed.

The width of private roadways for gencral access use and fire lanes shall not be less -
than 20 feet clear to the sky.

Fire lanes, where required, and dead ending streets shall terminate in a cul-de-sac or
other approved turning area. No dead ending street or fire lane shall be greater than
700 feet in length or secondary access shall be required.

No proposed development utitizing cluster, group or condominium design of one or
two family dwellings shall be more than 150 feet from the cdge of the roadway of an
improved street, access road, or designated fire lane.

All access roads, including fire lanes, shall be maintained in an unobstructed manner,
removal of obstructions shall be at the owner’s expense. The entrance to all required
fire lanes or required private driveways shall be posted with a sign no less than three
square feet in area in accordance with Section 57.09.05 of the Los Angeles Municipal
Code.

Fire lane width shall not be less than 20 feet. When a fire lane must accommodate the
operation of Fire Department aerial ladder apparatus or where fire hydrants are
installed, those portions shall not be less than 28 feet in width.
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Where above-ground floors are used for residential purposes, the access requirement
shall be interpreted as being the horizontal travel distance from the street, driveway,
alley or designated fire lane to the main entrance or exit of individua! units, .

The entrance or exit of all ground apartment units shall not be more than 150 feet
from the edge of a roadway of an improved street, access road, or designated fire lane,

‘Private roadways for general access use shall have a minimum width of 20 feet,

Where access for a given development requires accommodation of Fire Department
apparatus, minimum outside radius of the paved surface shall be 35 feet. An
additional six feet of clear space must be maintained beyond the outside radius to a
vertical point 13 feet 6 inches above the paved surface of the roadway.

No building or portion of a building shall be constructed more than 150 feet from the
edge of a roadway of an improved street, access road, or designated fire lane.

Where access for a given development requires accommodation of Fire Department
apparatus, overhead clearance shall not be less than 14 feet.

Additional vehicular access may be required by the Fire Department where buildings
exceed 28 feet in height.

FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM

F.
Due to excessive travel distance for Fire Departxhent apparatus, all structures shall be
fully sprinklered.

CONCIUSION

The Los Angeles Fire Department continually evaluates fire station placement and overall
Department services for the entire City, as well as specific areas. The development of this
proposed project, along with other approved and planned projects in the immediate area, may
result in the need for the following:

1. Increased stafiing for existing facilities.

2. Additional fire protection facilitics.



Ms. Linn Wyatt
June 5, 1995
Page 6

3. Relocation of present firc protection facilitics.

_For additional information, please contact the Hydrant Unit, at (21334855968

| o Sz oL YT
WILLIAM R. BAMATTRE :

Chief Engineer and General Manager

G Wracd

Dal L. Howard, Assistant Fire Marshal
Bureau of Fire Prevention and Public Safety

DLH:TW:cch/a:\playavi.wp

ce: Councilwoman Ruth Galanter, Council District Six
Environmental Affairs Commission
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CITY PLANNING DEPT,
LAX/Playa Vista Section

Ms. Sue Chang

Department of City Planning

City of Los Angeles

200 North Spring Street, No. 720
Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Ms. Chang:

Subject: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental impact Report
The Village at Playa Vista (EIR Case No. ENV-2002-6129-EIR)

This is in reply to your letter, which ﬁas recgjjzﬁd on Nov mber 15, 2002, requesting comments
on possible envircnmental |mpéct ﬁ l@ngéd ev“ef g /é;jt of 2,600 dwelling units,
175,000 sq ft of office space#450 OUQBQ ft'of fetail spacé” 40000 sq ft of community-serving
uses, 9.3 acres of parks, 6.7 acres of riparian habitat, and 53.6 acres of bluff face/habitat
restoration on a 162.5-acre site iocated in the Westchester-Playa del Rey area of Los Angeles.

The Water Services Organization can supply The Village at Playa Vista from the existing and
proposed water distribution system, including the construction/renovation of several regulator
stations and the construction of new supply lines and trunk lines. The cost for the necessary
improvements will be borne by the developer.

If you have any questions, please call me at (213) 367-1218.

Luis Nuno

Engineer of Western District
Water Distribution Engineering

Sincerely,

AP:ap/tdt

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 Morth Hope Street, 1.as Angeles, California MMailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-0100

Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA [gg)
Racyintier and mare from recydled waste,






@ Andy Agle
sl Assisiont Director

Planning & Community

Daveiopmeant Department

1685 Main Street w - 5
P. O. Box 2200

City of _ Santa Monica, CA 90407-2200
Santa Moniva”

January 14, 2003

Ms. Sue Chang CITY SFE EOESIY\EIgELES

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning - 1AM 14 72003

200 North Spring Street, Room 720

Los Angeles, CA 90012 CITY PLANNING DEPT.
LAX/Playa Vista Section

Re: EIR Case No. ENV-2002-6129-EIR

Dear Ms. Chang: !

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Notice of Preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Village at Playa Vista (the Project).
With 2,600 dwelling units, 175,000 square feet of office space, 150,000 square
feet of retail, and 40,000 square feet of community—serving uses, the Project is
expected to have considerable environmental consequences for Santa Monica
and the region. In order to appropriately assess these environmental impacts,
the City of Santa Monica requests that the following issues be adequately
addressed in the EIR.

TRANSPORTATION

Analysis

The City of Santa Monica is very concerned about the Project’s traffic impacts on
many of Santa Monica's streets and neighborhoods. Santa Monica intersections
that may be impacted should be analyzed, along with a realistic distribution of
traffic along the transportation corridors. The analysis should include the
diversion of traffic from Lincoln Boulevard to Neilson Way, Main Street, 4" Street
and the Walgrove/23™ Street corridors. The following intersections should be
analyzed:

Lincoln Bivd fOcean Park Bivg. Lincoln Bivd./Pico Blvd.

Lincoin Blvd.-10 eastbound on-ramp Lincaln Bivd./I-10 westbound onfoff ramps
Lincoin Blvd./Wilshire Blvd. Main St./Qcean Park Blvd.,

Main St./Pico Blvd. Main St./Olympic Drive (under construction)
Neilson Way/Ocean Park Blvd. Ocean Ave./Pico Blvd.

Ocean Ave./Pacific Coast Highway QOcean Ave./Wilshire Blvd.

4" 5t/Ocean Park Blvd. 4" st./Pico Blvd.

4™ St /1-10 on-ramp 4™ St./1-10 off-ramp

tel 310 458-2275 « fax: 310 676-4765



4™ St /Colorado Blvd. 4™ St /Wilshire Bivd.

23" St/Ocean Park Bivd. 23" St./Pico Blvd.
Cloverfield Blvd./Ocean Park Blvd. Ciloverfield Bivd./Pico Blvd.
Cloverfield Blvd./I-10 On-Ramp Cioverfield Blvd /i-10 Off-Ramp

26™ Street/Wilshire Blvd.

The analysis for the intersections in Santa Monica should be completed using the
HCM methodology adopted by the City of Santa Monica. In addition, the City of
Santa Monica’s significance criteria should be used, at least as an information
source. We are prepared to supply you with the City of Santa Monica
methodology and significance criteria, recent traffic counts, and current or
planned intersection configurations.

The analysis should also consider the impacts on Santa Monica’s neighborhood
streets and neighborhood livability if these transportation corridors become so
congested as a resuit of the Project that automobites use neighborhood streets to
reach their destinations.

The impacts to Santa Monica Big Blue Bus service along Lincoln Boulevard and
in other areas should be well documented.

Mitigation Measures

We are prepared to discuss any mitigation measures for impacts in the City of
Santa Monica. Consideration should be given to the instaflation of ITS CCTV
maonitors to better synchronize the traffic signals with the City of Santa Monica
signal system and fiber optics to connect the signals with the Santa Monica
Traffic Management Center.

Consideration of mitigation measures and traffic improvements should also
address the impacts on pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit users from
improvements such as street widenings. Development of mitigation measures
should include analysis of factors such as sidewalk widths, pedestrian amenities
(parkways, street furniture, etc.), bikeways, and signal cycles (including street-
crossing times for pedestrians) resulting from implementation of any traffic
mitigation measures.

Any proposed additional transit services should be coordinated with the Big Blue
Bus and other transit providers. in addition to enhanced transit services,
mitigation measures should consider infrastructure to support future Rapid Bus
service on Lincoln Boulevard (shelters, signal priority, etc.)

We strongly recommend that an emphasis be placed on decreasing the number
of automobile trips generated by the Project and promoting effective and
enforceable alternative transportation modes including carpooling, transit,
bicycling, parking pricing and other transportation demand management
strategies. Mitigation measures should consider requirements to ensure that
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destinations within the Project are easily accessible and convenient to
pedestrians, bicyclists and transit users. These measures should include
designing street infrastructure within the Project to support transit, including
sufficient sidewalk widths to support bus shelters and smart bus stop information
while also providing for unencumbered pedestrian movement, and sufficient
length at bus stops to accommodate two busses or longer articulated busses
which wifl be necessary to meet increased transit demand. Measures should
also ensure adequate bicycle pathways within the Project that are appropriately
integrated with bicycles pathways and facilities outside.the Project.

RELATED PROJECTS / CUMULATIVE ANALYSIS

The analysis should include the most recent cumulative projects list that the City
of Santa Monica has compiled. We are prepared to provide you with our
cumulative projects list that correspands with the timing of your Notice of
Preparation. All proposed development projects in Los Angeles, Culver City and
Marina del Rey should also be included in the EIR cumulative projects
framework. '

The EIR should use a realistic build-out year to accurately refiect ambient growth
and development in the region. Given the amount of ime required for Playa
Vista Phase | to progress from preparation of a draft EIR to initiation of
construction, a ten-year project horizon seems to be the minimum acceptable
future forecast of impacts.

POPULATION / HOUSING / EMPLOYMENT

Given the Project’s proximity to Santa Monica, the primary impact area should
include Santa Monica. This will prevent impacts on Santa Monica from being
hidden within substantially larger analysis areas.

A realistic average household size must be used for the analysis to accurately
gauge the impacts of the Project on jobs/housing balance and employment
resources. The analysis should rely on recent census information, with Marina
del Rey being the best proxy for average household size due to its close
proximity.

There must be satisfactory requirements for the development of affordable
housing as part of the Project in order to offset the high number of service-level
jobs that the Project would create. Without these requirements, there will be
tremendous impacts on affordable housing within Santa Monica and elsewhere in
the area. The requirement should include an equitable distribution of affordable
housing for very low-, low- and moderate-income households, as well as an
equitable distribution of unit sizes to accommodate a diversity of household
types, including large families.
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AIR QUALITY

The EIR should fully analyze the Project's air quality impacts on the local area
-and the region. At a minimum, this should include air quality impacts associated
with the increase in traffic along the corridors in Santa Monica identified above,
as well as the air quality impacts caused by construction of the Project.

PUBLIC SERVICES

The EIR should analyze the impacts on public services in the City of Santa

- Monica, including (1) impacts on Santa Monica parks as a result of increased
popuiation that may commute to or through Santa Monica to reach employment
sites, (2) impacts on Santa Monica parks as a result of decreased availability of
open space due to development of the Project on the site, (3) impacts on the
Santa Monica Airport and the airport-adjacent neighborhoods as a result of

- increased demand for aviation services.

WATER RESOURCES

The EIR should thoroughly analyze the Project’'s impacts on water quality in the
area, including the Santa Monica Bay. in order to minimize these impacts, the
Project shouid be required to be designed and constructed such that there is no
net increase in urban runoff from the project site.

If the EIR shows demand for additional water resources as part of the Project,
potential mitigation measures include {1} the instatlation of dual plumbing to ailow
for use of recycled water for toilet flushing and (2) payment of a water demand
mitigation fee to the City of Los Angeles in an amount sufficient to allow for
retrofit of water-wasting toilets elsewhere in Los Angeles with ultra-low flow
toilets to offset the total estimated water demand from the project.

UTILITIES / ENERGY CONSERVATION

In order to minimize the impacts of the Project on energy and other scarce
natural resources, the Project should be required to meet the highest standards
of green building design and construction.

If the EIR shows a significant increase in energy demand, the Project should be
required o finance the retrofit of residential and commercial occupancies in the
City of Los Angeles with energy saving fixtures and devices so that there is at
least a full offset of any new energy demand.
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PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

The Project alternatives analyzed in the EIR should include an altemnative that
allows for a greater portion of the site to be preserved as an open space
resource.

We appreciate your carefui and thorough consideration of these issues in the
preparation of the EIR. Should you have any questions or need additional
information from the City of Santa Monica, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

e
RS [ - ?/J,.-'g_h_____l
Andy Agle

FAPLANVADMINWMISCPRONPLAYVIST\PHASE2AO103NOPCOM.DOC
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STATE OF CALIFOENIA——BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Governor

T

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AN
DISTRICT 7, REGIONAL PLANNING iy
IGR/CEQA BRANCH
120 S. SPRING STREET (-9 :
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 -
PHONE (213) 897-4429 b\S Bff,f:,’;’é;’:;fﬁir
FAX (213) 897-1337
E Decermber 2, 2002
IGR/CEQA ¢cs/021136
= NOP
D = @ E HVE City of Los Angeles
CITY OF L.OS ANGELES The Village at Playa Vista
: 2,600 dwelling units, 175,000 sq.
DEC N 3 ?[][]2 ft. of office space, 150,000 sq. i. of
retail space, and 40,000 sq. fi. of
CITY PLANNING community uses
L AYA VISTA UNIT Lincoln Blvd./Jefferson

Blvd./Centinela Avc.
Vie. LA-1-(29.63-31.27)
R Vic. LA-90-(0.92-T3.27)
' Vic LA-405-(24.94-26.29)

SCH# 2002111065
Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles
Planning Department

200 N. Spring St., Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang: -

Thank you for fnci-uding the California .Déparhnmt. of Tfanspm'taliod in the é{lvirdnmmfal review process
for the above-mentioned project. Based on the information received, we have the following comments:

1t is anticipated that the project will have a significant impact on the State transportation system. The
project traffic will especiaity have a severe impact on [-405 (San Diego Freeway) and State Route |
(Lincoln Blvd.). These facilities are already operating at capacity during extended AM/PM peak poriods.
A traffic study will be needed to evaluate the project's overall impact on the State transportation system
including State Route 1 (Lincoln Blvd.), Siate Route 90 (Marina Freeway) and 1-405 (San Diego Freeway).
Werequest that the City refer to Appendix "B" Methodology for Calculating Equitable Mitigation
Measures found in our Caltrans Guide to the Preparation of Traffic impact Studies. The Guide can be
found on the intemt al:

hitp:/fwww.dot.ca.govihg/raffops/developservioperationalsystems/reportsitisguide.pdf

The traflic study should include, but not be limited to:
1) Assumptions used to develop trip generation/distribution percentages and assignments.

2) . Ananalysis of ADT, AM and PM peak hour volumes for both the existing and future (year 2025)
conditions. This should also include, but not be limited to, level-of-service calculations using the
‘HCM 2000 methodology:

Existing traffic volumes

Existing level-of-service (LOS) calculations
Future traffic volumes projections for year 2020
Cumulative level-of-service (LOS) calculations

“Calirans improves mobidily across Caldbraig”



Ms. Sue Chang
Page Two
December 2, 2002

E))

4)

5)

Traffic mitigation measures which will be needed to alleviate traffic impact should include, but
nol be limited to the following:

Financing

Scheduling considerations

Implementation responsibilities

Monitoring plan

Traffic mitigation projects affecting the State Transportation System which are expected to cost
over 81 million will need a Caltrans Project Study Report.

Developer’s percent share of the cost along with a plan of realistic mitigation measures under the

.contrel of the developer needs to be addressed. Any assessment fees for mitigation should be of

such proportion as to cover mainline State highway deficiencies that occur as a result of the
additional traffic generated by the project.

Based on our evaluation of the information received, considering the proximity of this project to the State
Highway and the potential for storm water runoff affecting State facilities, this project would need a
Caltrans Encroachment Permit. We recommend that the kead agency request that the developer, at its
earliest convenience, submit six (6) complete sets of plans including two (2} sets of all enginecring
documents to the Caltrans Office of Permits. The Caltrans Permits office telephone number appropriate for

a particular geographic area in Los Angeles and Ventura Counties, may be obtained by contacting Caltrans
at (213) 897-0472.

The proposed project will need to conform with the National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) requirements relating to construction activities and Post-
Construction Storm Water Management. To the maximum extend practicable, Best
Management Practices will need to be implemented to address storm water runoff from
new development. The responsible water qualily control agencics will need to review
storm water runoff facilities and drainage plans.

We request that the City send two (2) advance copies of the DEIR and traffic studies to facilitate internal
Caltrans review. Coordination will be critical in identifying necessary traffic mitigation, engineering and
design concepts, right-of-way requirements, and environmental issues. Copies should be sent to:

c/o Stephen Buswell, IGR/CEQA Program Manager

.. California Department of Transportation

District 7, Office of Regicnal Planning
120 South Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Tf you have any questions regarding our comments, refer to our internal IGR/CEQA Record # ¢s/0211306,
and please do nol hesitate to contact me at (213) 8974429,

Sincerely,

R

STEPHEN BUSWELL
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief

Lo v

Mr. Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

1320 NORTH EASTERN AVENLIE
LOS ANGELES, CALFORNIA 0083 -3294

(323) 890-4330

P. MICHAEL FREEMAN

EE‘FE.E‘;?‘S.!{E & FIRE WARDEN \_/:) "'_? RECE‘V LES
CiTY OF LOS ANGE
B N N B 2003
PT.
PLANN!NG DE
E;OTUYP.iaya Vista Section

Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning g
200 North Spring Street, Room 720

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang:
NOTICE OF PREPARATION/ENVIRONMENATL IMPACT REPORT, ENV-2002-

6129-EIR 162.5 ACRES, THE PROPOSED VILLAGE AT PLAYA VISTA, “WEST LOS
ANGELES” -- (EIR #1528/2002)

The Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (ENV-2002-6129-EIR) for the

development proposed for the Village at Playa Vista Project has been reviewed by the Planning

Section, Land Development Unit, and Forestry Division of the County of Los Angeles Fire
Department. The following are their comments:

PLANNING DIVISION:

The subject property is totally within the City of Los Angeles and does not appear to have any
impact on the emergency responsibilities of this Department. It is not a part of the emergency
responsc area of the Consolidated Fire Protection District.

LAND DEVEL CNT UNIT -- GENERAIL RE INTS:

This project is located entirety in the City of Los Angcles. Therefore, the City of Los Angeles
Fire Department has jurisdiction concerning this project and will be setting conditions. This
project is located in close proximity to a jurisdictional area of the County of Los Angeles Fire
Department. However, the project is unlikely to have an impact requiring comment from the
County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit.

SERVING THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND THE CITIES OF:

AGOURA HILLS

BRADBURY

CUDAHY

HAWTHOHNE

LA MIRADA

MALIBU POMONA SHENAL HILL
AATESIA CALABASAS DIAMGHND BAR HIDDEN HIl 1 S LA PUENTE MAYWOOD AANCHO PALDS VERDES SOUTH EL MONTE
AZUSA CARSON DUARTE HUNTINGTON PARK t AKEWGOD NOHWALK, ACLLING HILLS SOUTH GATE
GALDWIN PARK CERAITOS EL MONTE INDUSTRY LANCASIER PALMDALE ROLUNG HILLS ESTATES TEMPLE CITY
BELL CLAREMONT GARDERA INGLEWOO LAWMDALE PALOS VERDES ESTATES HOSEMEAD WALRUT
BCLL GARDENS COMMERCE GLENDORA IRWINDALE LOMITA FPARAMOUNT SAN DIMAS WEST HOLLYWOOD
BELLFLOWER COVINA HAWAIAN GARDENS LA CANADA-FLINTRICIC LYNWOOD PICO RIVERA SANTA CLARITA WESTLAKE VILLAGE

WHITTIER



Ms. Sue Chang
December 17, 2002
Page 2

The County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit appreciates the

opportunity to comment on this project. Should any questions arise, please contact Inspector J.
Scott Greenelsh at (323) 890-4235.

IVISION — OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL <RNS:
The statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Forestry Division
include erosion control, watershed management, rare and endangered specics, vegetation, fuel
modification for Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4, archeological and
culwral resources and the County Oak Tree Ordinance, Potential impacts in these arcas should
be addressed in the Environmental Impact Report.

If you have any additional questions, please contact this office at (323) 890-4330.
Very truly yours,

DAVID R. LEININGER, CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION
PREVENTION BUREAU

DRIL:lc



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

Tim Gallagher, Director

- O

January 14, 2003

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang: -

NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL {MPACT REPORT
{EIR} FOR THE VILLAGE AT PLAYA VISTA (CASE NO. ENV-2002-6129-EIR)

The NOP for The Village at Playa Vista project has been reviewed for potential impact
on the facilities of this Department. Development of the project as described in the NOP
will not impact the facilities under the jurisdiction of this Department.

Thank you for including this Department in the review of this Notice. If we may be of
further assistance, please contact me at (213) 738-2869.

Sincerely,

Bryan Moscardini, Park Project Coordinator for
Joan Rupert, Section Head

RECEIVED
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

AN 27 2003

CITY PLANNING DEPT.
LAX/Playa Vista Section

Executive Offices = 433 South Vermont Avenue ¢  Los Angeles, CA 90020-1975 ¢ (213) 738-2961
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 Parks amd -4
- Fhionn: 213 738-2969
Parks and Recreation FAY: 218 4070980

¢mmail:  bmoscard@en1a.ca.us

A —
Facsimile
Ta; Sue Chang
@Fax: 2139781979 DTS
Fr: County of Los Angeles Parke and Retreation
; Planning
Date: 1.14-03
Re: Piays victa Commaent Letter

Pages: 2, including this

Ms. Chang:

| am faxing this letter of “no comment”™ ta you with the original to follow in the mail. | had
misplaced the NOP so | apoiogize for the delay. Thank you.

Bryan Moscardini
Park Praject Coordinator
213 738-2969
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES :
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

Tim Gallagher, Director

January 14, 2003

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Sireet, Room 720
Los Angsles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang:

NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
(EIR) FOR THE VILLAGE AT PLAYA VISTA (CASE NO. ENV-2002-6129-EIR)

The NOP for The Village at Playa Vista project has been reviewed for potential impact
on the facilities of this Department. Development of the project as described in the NOP
will not impact the facilities under the jurisdiction of this Dopartment.

Thark you for inciuding this Depariment in the review of this Notica. If we may be of
further assistance, please contact me at (213) 738-2969.

Bryan Moscardini, Park Project Coordinator for
Joain Rupert, Sactlon Head

Executive Offices ®* 433 South Vermont Avgnue_ * Los Angeles, CA 90020-1975 » (213} 738-2961
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Facsimile

To: Sue Chang

@Fax: 213 9781275

Fr: County of Los Angeles Parks and Recreation
Planning

Date: 1-14.03

Re: Playa vista Comment Letter

Pages: 2, ingluding this

Ms. Chang:

t am faxing this |etter of “no camment” to you with the original ta follow in the mail. | had
misplaced the NOP 5o | apologize for the delay. Thank you,

Bryan Moscardini
Park Frojact Coordinator
213 738-2969
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES CE
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Ay

Tim Gallagher, Diractor

January 14, 2003

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Pianning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 80012

Daar Ms. Chang:

NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP} OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
{EIR) FOR THE VILLAGE AT PLAYA VISTA (CASE NO. ENV-2002-61 29-EIR)

The NOP for The Viilage at Playa Vista project has been reviewed for potential impact
on the facilities of this Department, Development of the project as described In the NOF
will not impact the facilities under the jurisdiction of this Department.

Thank you for inciuding this Department in the review of this Notice. If we may be of
further assistance, please contact me at (213) 738-2969.

Sf%rely.

Bryan Moscardini, Park Project Coardinator for
Joan Rupert, Section Head

Execufive Offices « 433 South Vermont Avenue ¢ Los Angeles, CA 90020-1975  +  (213) 738-2961






South Coast Lo\
Air Quality Management District

21865 E. Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182
(909) 396-2000 - http://www.agmd.gov

November 19, 2002

Ms. Sue Chang m E i VB )

City of Los Angeles D ECQTQF LOS ANGELES D

Dcpartment of City Planning ‘ ] ;g

200 North Spring Street, Room 720 DEC 0 3 7002

Los Angeles, CA 90012 CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT

Dear Ms. Chang:

Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for
The Village at Playa Vista

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) appreciates the opportunity 10
comment on the above-mentioned document. The AQMD’s comments arc recommendations
regarding the analysis of potential air quality impacts from the proposed project that should be
included in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Air Quality Analysis

The AQMD adopted its Califonia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in
1993 to assist other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The AQMD
recommends that the Lead Agency use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality
analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the AQMD’s Subscription Services
Department by calling (909) 396-3720.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from
all phases of the project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts
from both construction and operations should be considered. Construction-related air quality
impacts typically include, but are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment
from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources
(c.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker
vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are
not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and
coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air
quality impacts from indirect sources, that is, sources that generate or attract vehicular trips
should be included in the evaluation. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the

decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be
included.



Ms. Sue Chang -2- November 19, 2002

Mitigation Measures

In the event that the project generates significant adversc air quality impacts, CEQA requires that
all feasible mitigation measures be utilized during project construction and operation to minimize
or eliminate significant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Lead Agency with identifying
possible mitigation measures for the project, please refer to Chapter 11 of the AQMD CEQA Air
Quality Handbook for sample air quality mitigation measures. Additionally, AQMD’s Rule 403
— Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook contain numerous measures for controlling
construction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA mitigation if not
otherwise required. Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(1)XD), any impacts
resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed.

Data Sources

AQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the AQMD’s
Public Information Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the
Public Information Center is also available via the AQMIY’s World Wide Web Homepage
{(http.//www.aqmd. gov).

The AQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions are
accurately identified, categorized, and evaluated. Please call Dr. Charles Blankson,
Transportation Specialist, CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding
this letter.

Sincerely,

Sbve S,

Steve Smith, Ph.D.
Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
Planning, Rule Development and Area Sources

SS:CB:li

LAC021114-01L1
Control Number

ITY PLANNING
{('3 AYAVISTA UNIT.
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Southern California

Association of Governments

818 Woct Savenir Strest, 12" Hoor
Los Angalas, Caffeerizy  900717-3435
(213) 2361800  fax {212 2361962

Fax transmittal

W -\

Te:  SveChang From: Jeffrey Smith, AICP

Fax  {213) 9751373 Pagea: Including Fax Cover, 11 pages
Phone: (213) 978-1397 Date:  January 14, 2003

Re: NOP Commanits ¢t

Xvumgemt X ForReview [ Please Comment [ Please Raply O Piease Recycla

® Comments:  Attached, find SCAG staff commenis on the Noiice of Preparation for a Drait

Cnvironmental Impact Repott for the Village at Playa Visla. The onginal signed
letter will be mailed this aftarnoon,

i you do not receive all pages, pleass call Jaffray Smith, AXCP, Senior Regional
Pianner, at (213} 236-1867. Thank you.

RECEIVED
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

JANC T 472003

CITY PLANNING DEPT,
LAX/Playa Vista Section
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SOUTHERK CALIFORRIA

ASSOCIATION of

GOYERNMENTS
Main Qffice
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Los Aageles, California
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f (33 236-2025
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RECEIVED
January 14, 2004 CiTY OF LOS.ANGELES
Ms. Sue Chang - Jan 142003
oy ot om Angelos CITY PLANNING DEPT.
Department of City Planning LAX/Playa Vista Section
200 North Spring Street, Room 720

Los Angeleg, CA 90012

RE: Comments on the Notice of Preparation for a Draft Environmental

impact Report for the Village at Playa Vista Project — SGAG No. |
20020606

Dear Ms. Chang:

Thank you for submitting the Natice of Preparation for a Draft Environmental
Impact Report for the Village at Playa Vieta Project to SCAG for review and
comment. As areawide clearinghouse for reglonally significant projacts, SCAG
reviews the consistancy of local plans, projects, and programs with regional plans.
This activity is based on SCAG's responsibilities as a regional planning
organization pursuant to state and federal laws and regulations. Guidance
provided by these reviews is intended to assist local agencies and projeat sponsors
to take actions that contribute to the attainment of regional goals and policies.

We have reviewad the Notice of Preparation, and have determinad that the
proposed Project Is regionally significant per Califomnla Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) Guidelines (Section 15208). The proposed Project considers the
constrliction of more than S00 dwslling units. CEQA raquires that EIRs disouss any
inconsistencies between the proposed project and the applicable general plans and

regional plans (Section 15125 [d]). ¥ there are inconsistencies, an explanation and
rationalization for such inconsistencies should be provided.

Policles of SCAG's Regional Comprehansive Plan and Quide and Regional
Transportation Plan, which may be appiicable to your project, are outlined in the
attachment. We expect the DEIR to specifically cite the appropriate SCAG
policles and address the manner in which the Project I8 consistent with
applicable core policies or supportive of applicable anciilary palicies. Please
use our policy numbers to refer to them in your DEIR, Also, we would
encourage you to uge a elde-by-side comparican of SCAG policles with 2
discussion of the consistency or support of the policy with the Proposed
Project,

Piease provide a minimum of 45 days for SCAG 10 review the DEIR when this

document is avallable. If you have any questions regarding the attachad comments,
pleass contact me at {213) 236-1867. Thank you.

EY MJSMITH, AICP

Sincerely,
H\\

Intergovernmeantal Raview
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January 14, 2003
Ma. Sue Chang

Page 2

COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSAL TO DEVELOP A
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE
VILLAGE AT PLAYA VISTA PROJECT
SCAG NO. | 20020606

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Project considers the development of 2,600 dwelling units, 175,000
square feet of office space, 150,000 square feet of retail space, and 40,000 square feet
of community serving uses. The proposed Project will be developed cn 162.5-acre site
with approximately 101.7 acres for development and approximately 69.6-acres of

passive open space and habitat. The proposed Project is located In the City of Los
Angeles. _

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND GUIDE POLICIES

The Growth Management Chapter (GMC) of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and

Guide (RCPG) contains the following policies that are particularly applicable and shouid
be addressed in the Draft EIR for the Village at Playa Vista Project. '

3.01 The population, housing, and jobs forecasts, which are adopted by SCAG's

Reglonal Council and that reflect local plans and policies, shall be used by SCAG
in all phases of implementation and review.

Regional Gromr!i Forecasts

The Draft EIR should reflect the most current SCAG forecasts which are the 2001 RTP
(Aptit 2001) Population, Household and Employment forecasts for the Los Angeles City

subregion, the City of Los Angeles, and forecasts for Regional Statistical Areas. These
forecasts are as follows:

(LAghy R L TR R T T e TR
SUDISQION, 200 2005 2010 2015 20
Poputation™ "1 THBAEES . 4030488 L4 80 T ARASESO A o0 MUA TN AGT
Housshold 1,978,664  1,323.159 1413574 1506798 1619810  1,751.544

Employment 1. TIRE TN 4 A6hi400n T TREABIEI T 0070678 L0058 TTEORN 28
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January 14, 2003
Ms, Sue Chang
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3.03 The timing, financing, and locatian of public facilities, ulifity systems, and

transpontation systems shall be used by SCAG to implement the region’s growth
policies. :

GMC _POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL
STANDARD OF LIVING

The Growth Management goals to develop urban forms that enable individuals to spend
less income on housing cost, that minimize public and private development costs, and
that enable fims to be more competitive, strengthen the regional strategic goal to
stimulate the regional econemy. The evaluation of the proposed project in relation to the
following policies would be intended to guide efforls toward achievement of such goals
and does not infer regional interference with local land use powers,

3.05 Encourage pattems of urban development and land use, which reduce costs o
infrastructure construction and make better use of existing facilitias.
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3.09 Support local jurisdictions’ efforts to minimize the cost of infrastructure and public

service delivery, and efforts to seek new sources of funding for development and
the provision of services. _

3.10  Support local jurisdictions’ actions to minimize red tape and expedite the permitting
process to maintain economic vitality and competitiveness.

GMC _POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL
QUALITY OF LIFE

The Growth Management goais to attain mobility and clean air goals and to dovelop
urban forms that enhance quality of life, that accommodate a diversity of [fe styles, that
preserve open «space and natural resources, and that are aesthetically pleasing and
preserve the character of communities, enhance the regional strategic goal of maintaining
the regional quality of life. The evaluation of the proposed project in relation to the

following policies would be intended to provide direction for plan implementation, and
does not alluds to regional mandates.

8.11  Support provisions and incentives crealed by local jurisdictions to attract housing
grawth in job rich subregions and job growth in housing rich subregions.

312 Encourage existing or proposed local jurisdictions’ programs aimed at designing
land uses which encourage the use of transit and thus reduce the need. for
roadway expansion, reduce the number of aulo frips and vehicle mies traveled,
and creale opportunities for residents to walk and bike.

3.13  Encourage local jurisdictions' plans that maximize the use of existing urbanized
areas accessible to transit through infill and redevelopment.

3.14 Support loceal plans to increase density of future development located at strategic
paints along the regional commuter rail, transit systams, and activity centers.

3.15 Support Jocal jurisdictions strategies to establish mixed-use clysters and other
transit-oriented developments around transit stations and along transit corridors.

3.16 Encourage developments in and around activity centers, transportation cottidors,
underutiized infrastructure  systems, and arsas heeding tecycling and
redevelopment.

3.17 Support and encourage setlement pattemns, which contain a range of urban
densities
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3.18 Encourage planned developmant in locations least likely to cause environmental
impact.

3.19  SCAG shall support policies and actions that preserve open space areas identified
in local, state and federal plans. '

3.20  Support the protection of vital resources such as wetlands, groundwater recharge

areas, woodlands, production lands, and land containing unique and endangered
plants and animals.

321 Encourage the implementation of measures aimed at the praservation and
protection of recorded and unrecorded cultural resourcas and archaeological sites.

3.22 Discourage development, or encourage the use of special design requirements, in
areas with stegp slopes, high fire, flood, and seismic hazards.

3.23 Encourage mitigation measures that reduce nolse In certain locations, measures
aimed at preservation of biological and ecological resources, measures that would
reduce exposurs to seismic hazards, minimize earthquake damage, and to
develop emergency response angd recovety plans,

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO PROVIDE SOCIAL, POLITICAL
AND CULTURAL EQUITY |

The Growth Management Goal to develop urban forms that avold economic and social
polarization promotes the regional strategic goal of minimizing social and geographic
digparities and of reaching equity among all segments of society. The evaluation of the
proposed project in relation to the policy stated below is Intended guide direction for the

accomplishment of this goal, and does not infer regional mandates and interference with
local land use powers.

3.24 Encourage efforts of local jurisdictions in the implementation of programs that

increase the supply and quality of housing and provide affordable housing as
evaluated in the Regional Housing Needs Assessment.

3.27 Support Iacal jurisdictions and other service providers in thelr efforts to develop
sustamable communtties and provide, equally to all members of sociely, accessible
and effective services such as: public education, housing, health care, social
services, recreational facilities, law enfercement, and fire protection.
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REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) also has goals, objectives, policies and
actions pertinent to this proposed project, This RTP links the goal of sustaining moblilty
with the goals of fostering economic develapment, enhancing the environment, reducing
energy consumption, profmoting transportation-friendly  development pattems, and
encouraging fair and equitable access to residents affected by socic-economic,

geographic and commercial limitations. Among the relevant goals, objectives, policies and
actions of the RTP are the following:

Core Fieg' ional Transportation Plan Policies

4.01 Transportation investments shall be based on SCAGs adopted Regional
Ferformance Indicators: '

Mobility_- Transportation Systems should meet the public need for improved
access, and for safe, comfortable, convenient, fastar and economical movements
of peopie and goods.

» Average Wark Trip Trave! Time in Minutes — 25 minutes (Auto)

PM Psak Freaway Travel Speed — 45 minutes (Transit)

PM P22k Non-Freeway Travel Speed

Parcent of PM Peak Travel in Delay (Fwy)

Percent of PM Peak Travel in Delay (Non-Fwy)

Accessibility - Transportation system should ensure the ease with which
opportunities are reached. Transporiation and land use measures should be
employed to ensure minimal time and cost.

» Work Opporiunities within 45 Minutes door to door trave! time (Mode Neutral)
» Averags transit access time

Environment - Transportation system should sustain development andgd

préaservation of the axisting system and the environment. (All Trips)

« GO, ROG, NOx, PM10, PM2.5 — Meet the applicable SIP Emission Budget and
the Transportation Conformity requirements

Reliability — Transportation system should have reasonable and dependable levels
of service by made. (All Trips)

o Transit—63%

e Highway — 76%
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Safely - Transportation systems should provide minimal accident, death and injury.
{All Trips)

« Fatalities Per Million Passenger Miles = 0

» Injury:Accidents - 0

Equity/Environmental Justive - The benefits of transportation investments should
be equitably distributed among ail ethnic, age and income groups. (Alf trips)

+ By Income Groups Share of Net Benefits — Equitable Distribution of Benefits
amonyg all Income Quintiles

Co yeness - Maximize retum on transportation investment (Al Trips). Air
Quality, Mobility, Accessibility and Safety
» Retum on Total Investment — Optimize return on Transportation Investments

4.02  Transportation investments shall mitigate environmental Impacts to an accgptable
fevel _

4.04 Transportation Control Measures shall be a pticriy.

4.16 Maintaining and operating the existing transportation system will be a priorly over
expanding capacity.

AR QUALITY CHAPTER CORE ACTIONS

The Alr Quality Chapter core actions related to the proposed project includes:

5.07 Detarmine specific programs and assoclated actions needed (e.g., indirect source
rules, enhanced use of telecommunications, provision of comimunity based shuttlc
services,, provision of demand management based programs, or vehicle-miles-

traveled/emission fees} so that options to command and controf reguiations can be
assossed. :

5.11  Through the environmental document review process, ensure that plans at ai
levels of govemment (regional, air basin, county, subregional and local) consider

air quallty, land use, transportation and economic rolationships to ensure
consistency and minimize conflicts,
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OPEN SPACE CHAPTER ANCILLARY GOALS

Qutdoor Becreation

8.01  Provide adequate land resources to meet the outdoor recreation needs of the
present and fulure residents in the reglon and to promote tourism in the region.

8.02  Increase the accessibility to open space fands for outdoor recreation.
9.03  Promote self-sustaining regional rocroeation resources and facilities.
Public Health and Safety

9.04  Maintain open Spaoe for adequate protection of lives and propertios against
natural and man-made hazards.

8.05  Minimize potentially hazardous developments in hillsides, canyons, areas
susceptible to flooding, earthquakes, wildfire and other known hazards, and
areas with fimited access for emergency equipment.

Resource Frodaction

9.07  Maintain adequate viabls resource production land, particularly lands devoted
to commercial agricuffure and mining operations.

Resource Protection

9.08  Develop well-managed viable ecosystams or known habitats of rare, threatenad
and endangered species, including wetlands.

WATER QUALITY CHAPTER RECOMMENDATIONS AND POLICY OPTIONS

The Water Quality Chapter core recommendations and policy options relale to the two
water quality goals: to restore and maintain the chemical, physical and biological integrity
of the nation's water; and, to achieve and maintain water quality objectives that are
necessary to protect all beneficial uses of all waters.

11.02 Encourage "watershed management” programs and strategies, recognizing the
primary rofe of local governments in such efforts.
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11.03 Coordinale watershed management planning at the subragional level by (1)
providing consistent regional date; (2) serving as a liaison betwsen affected local,
state, and federal watershed management agencies; and (3) ensuring that
walershed planning is consistent with other planning objectives (e.g.,
transportation, air quality, water supply).

11.05 Support regional efforts to identify and cooperatively plan for wetlands to faciitate

both sustaining the amount and quality of wetlands in the region and expeaditing
the process for obtaining wetlands permits.

11.07 Encourage water reclamation throughout the region where it is cost-effectivs,
feasible, and appropriate to reduve reliance on imported water and wastewater

discharges. Current administrative impediments to incroased use of wastewater
should be addressed,

CONCLUSIONS

All feasible measures needed to mitigate any potentially negative regional impacts

associated with the proposed project should be implemented and monitored, ag required
by CEQA.
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
Roles and Authofitios

THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS (SCAG) is a Jaint Powers Agenoy established
under Califarmia Gevemment Code Section 6502 et seq. Under federal and state law, SCAG is designated as a Counci

of Governments (COG), a Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA), and a Metropolitan Planning Qmanization
(MPO}, SCAG's mandated roles and responsibilities include the following:

SCAG is designated by the faderal govemment ag the Region's Metrapolitan Planning Organizofion and mandated to
maintain a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive transportation planning process resulting in a Reglonal
Transportation Plan and a Aegional Transporation Improvement Program pursuant to 23 U.8.C. 494, 49 U.8.C. '5301
ot seq. 23 C.F.A. '460, and 49 C.F.R. ‘813, SCAG is also the designated Regional Tranaportstion Pianning Agency,
and as such is responsible for bath preparation of the Regional Transportation Pian (ATP) and Reglonal Transponation
Improvement Pragr.:. (RTIP) undar Califomia Gevenment Cade Section 65080 and 65082 respactively.

SCAG is responsibie for developing the demographic projections and the mtegrated land use, housing, amployment,
and franspartation programs, measures, and strategios poniona ol the South Coast Air Quality Management Plan,

pursuant to Calidomia Health and Safety Code Section 404G0(5)-(¢), SCAG s alap dasignatad under 42 U.S.C. 7504(a)
as a Co-Lead Agenay for air quality planning for the Central Coast and Southeast Desar Air Basin District,

SCAG is respansible under the Federal Cléan Air At for determining Conformity of Projects, Plans and Programs 1o
ihe State Implementation Plan, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. '7506.

Pusuant to Califomia Govemment Code Section 65089.2, SCAG la responsiola for reviewing aif Congestion
Managemert Plans (CMPs) for consisiancy with regional transpontation pians requived by Section 65080 of the
Govemment Code. SCAG must also evaluate the consistency and compatibility of such programs within the segion.

SCAQG i the authorized regional agency for inter-Governmental Review of Programs propased lor fsderal financial
assistance and direci development activities, pursuant to Presidential Exscutive Order 12,372 (replacing A-95 Review).

SCAG reviows, pursuam to Public Rescurces Code Sections 21083 and 21087, Enwiranmentsl impacts Roports of

projects of regional significance for consistency with regional plans [Califomia Environmental Cualty Act Guidsiites
Sections 15206 and §5125(b)].

Pursuant to 33 U,5.C. '1288(a)(2) (Section 208 of the Federal Water Pollution Conirol Act, SCAG is the authorized
Areawide Wasle Trealmont Managoment Planning Agency.

SCAG is responsible {or preparation of the Ragional Housing Needs Assessment, pursuant 1o California Govemment
Code Section 855844a).

SCAG ie responsibla (with the Asscciation of Bay Area Governments, the Sasramento Area Council of Govemments,
and the Association of Monterey Bay Area Govemments) for preparing the Southern California Hazardous Waste
Management Pign pursuant to California Health and Salety Code Seclion 25136.3,

Revisod July 2001
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City Planner 21 AYAVISTA UNIT
City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning
200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Comments on the Notice of Preparation for a Draft Environmental
impact Report for the Village at Playa Vista Project — SCAG No. |
20020606

Dear Ms. Chang:

Thank you for submitting the Notice of Preparation for a Draft Environmental
Impact Report for the Village at Playa Vista Project to SCAG for review and
comment. As areawide clearinghouse for regionally significant projects, SCAG
reviews the consistency of local plans, projects, and programs with regional plans.
This activity is based on SCAG's responsibilities as a regional planning
organization pursuant to state and federal laws and regulations. Guidance
provided by these reviews is intended to assist local agencies and project sponsors
to take actions that contribute to the attainment of regional goals and policies.

We have reviewed the Notice of Preparation, and have determined that the
proposed Project is regionally significant per California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) Guidelines (Section 15206). The proposed Project considers the
construction of more than 500 dwelling units. CEQA requires that EiRs discuss any
inconsistencies between the proposed project and the applicable general plans and
regional plans (Section 15125 {d]). If there ars inconsistencies, an explanation and
rationalization for such inconsistencies should be provided.

Policies of SCAG's Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide and Regional
Transportation Plan, which may be applicable to your project, are outlined in the
attachment. We expect the DEIR to specifically cite the appropriate SCAG
policies and address the manner in which the Project Is consistent with
applicable core policies or supportive of applicable ancillary policies. Please
use our policy numbers to refer to them in your DEIR. Also, we would
encourage you to use a side-by-side comparison of SCAG policies with a
discussion of the consistency or support of the policy with the Proposed
Project.

Please provide a minimum of 45 days for SCAG to review the DEIR when this
document is available. If you have any questions regarding the attached comments,
please contact me at (213) 236-1867. Thank you.

Sincerel
N

Intergovernmental Review
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<177 PLANNING

COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSAL TO DEVELOP A STA UNIT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE
VILLAGE AT PLAYA VISTA PROJECT
SCAG NO.1 20020606

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Project considers the development of 2,600 dwelling units, 175,000
square feet of office space, 150,000 square feet of retail space, and 40,000 square feet
of community serving uses. The proposed Project will be developed on 162.5-acre site
with approximately 101.7 acres for development and approximately 69.6-acres of

passive open space and habitat. The proposed Project is located in the City of Los
Angeles.

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND GUIDE POLICIES

The Growth Management Chapter (GMC) of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and
Guide (RCPG) contains the following policies that are particularty applicable and should
be addressed in the Draft EIR for the Village at Playa Vista Project.

3.01 The population, housing, and jobs forecasts, which are adopted by SCAG's
Regional Council and that reflect local plans and policies, shall be used by SCAG
in all phases of implementation and review.

Regional Growth Forecasts

The Draft EIR should reflect the most current SCAG forecasts which are the 2001 RTP
(April 2001) Poputation, Household and Employment forecasts for the Los Angeles City
subregion, the City of Los Angeles, and forecasts for Regional Statistical Areas. These
forecasts are as follows:
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3.03 The timing, financing, and location of public facilities, utility systems, and
transportation systems shall be used by SCAG to implement the region’s growth
policies.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL
STANDARD OF LIVING

The Growth Management goals to develop urban forms that enable individuals to spend
less income on housing cost, that minimize public and private development costs, and
that enable firms to be more competitive, strengthen the regional strategic goal to
stimulate the regional economy. The evaluation of the proposed project in relation to the
following policies would be intended to guide efforts toward achievement of such goals
and does not infer regional interference with local land use powers.

3.05 Encourage pattemns of urban development and land use, which reduce costs on
infrastructure constriuction and make betfter use of existing facilities.
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3.09 Support local jurisdictions’ efforts to minimize the cost of infrastructure and public

service delivery, and efforts to seek new sources of funding for development and
the provision of services.

3.10 Support local jurisdictions’ actions to minimize red tape and expedite the permitting
process to maintain economic vitality and competitiveness.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL
QUALITY OF LIFE

The Growth Management goals to attain mobility and clean air goals and to develop
urban forms that enhance quality of life, that accommodate a diversity of life styles, that
preserve open space and natural resources, and that are aesthetically pleasing and
preserve the character of communities, enhance the regional strategic goal of maintaining
the regional quality of life. The evaluation of the proposed project in relation to the
following policies would be intended to provide direction for plan implementation, and
does not allude to regional mandates.

3.11 Support provisions and incentives created by local jurisdictions to attract housihg
growth in job rich subregions and job growth in housing rich subregions.

3.12 Encourage existing or proposed local jurisdictions' programs aimed at designing
land uses which encourage the use of transit and thus reduce the need for
roadway expansion, reduce the number of auto trips and vehicle miles traveled,
and create opportunities for residents to walk and bike.

3.13 Encourage local jurisdictions' plans that maximize the use of existing urbanized
areas accessible to transit through infill and redevelopment.

3.14 Support local plans to increase densily of future development located at strategic
points along the regional commuter rail, transit systems, and activity centers.

3.15 Support local jurisdictions stralegies to establish mixed-use clusters and other
transit-otiented developments around transit stations and along transit corridors.

3.16 Encourage developments in and around activity centers, transportation corridors,
underutifized infrastructure systemns, and areas needing recycling and
redevelopment.

3.17 Support and encourage settlement patterns, which contain a range of urban
densitics
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3.18 Encourage planned development in locations least likely to cause environmental

impact.

SCAG shall support policies and actions that preserve open space areas identified
in local, state and federal plans.

Support the protection of vital resources such as wetlands, groundwater recharge
areas, woodlands, production lands, and land containing unique and endangered
plants and animals.

Encourage the implementation of measures aimed at the preservation and
protection of recorded and unrecorded cultural resources and archaeological sites.

Discourage development, or encourage the use of special design requirements, in
areas with steep slopes, high fire, flood, and seismic hazards.

Encourage mitigation measures that reduce noise in certain locations, measures
aimed at preservation of biological and ecological resources, measures that would
reduce exposure to seismic hazards, minimize earthquake damage, and flo
develop emergency response and recovery plans.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO PROVIDE SOCIAL, POLITICAL,
AND CULTURAL EQUITY

The Growth Management Goal to develop urban forms that avoid economic and social
polarization promotes the regional strategic goal of minimizing social and geographic
disparities and of reaching equity among all segments of society. The evaluation of the
proposed project in relation to the policy stated below is intended guide direction for the
accomplishment of this goal, and does not infer regional mandates and interference with
local land use powers.

3.24

3.27

Encourage efforts of local jurisdictions in the implementation of programs that
increase the supply and quality of housing and provide affordable housing as
evaluated in the Regional Housing Needs Assessment.

Support local jurisdictions and other service providers in their efforts to develop
sustainable communities and provide, eqgually to all members of society, accessible
and effective services such as: public education, housing, health care, social
services, recreational facilities, law enforcement, and fire protection.

i “
1

j
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REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) also has goals, objectives, policies and
actions pertinent to this proposed project. This RTP links the goal of sustaining mobility
with the goals of fostering economic development, enhancing the environment, reducing
energy consumption, promoting transportation-friendly development pattems, and
encouraging fair and equitable access to residents affected by socio-economic,

geographic and commercial limitations. Among the relevant goals, ob]ectlves policies and
actions of the RTP are the following:

Core Regional Transportation Plan Policies

4.01 Transportation investments shall be based on SCAG’s adopted Regional
Performance Indicators:

Mobility - Transportation Systems should meet the public need for improved
access, and for safe, comfortable, convenient, faster and economical movements
of people and goods.

» Average Work Trip Travel Time in Minutes — 25 minutes (Auto)

PM Peak Freeway Travel Speed — 45 minutes (Transit)

PM Peak Non-Freeway Travel Speed

Percent of PM Peak Travel in Delay (Fwy)

Percent of PM Peak Travel in Delay {Non-Fwy)

Accessibility - Transportation system should ensure the ease with which
opportunities are reached. Transporiation and land use measures should be
employed to ensure minimal time and cost.

« Work Opportunities within 45 Minutes door to door travel time (Mode Neutral)

» Average transit access time

Environment - Transportation system should sustain development and

preservation of the existing system and the environment. (All Trips)

» CO, ROG, NOx, PM10, PM2.5 — Meet the applicable SIP Emission Budget and
the Transportation Conformity requirements

Reliability — Transportation system should have reasonable and dependable levels
of service by mode. (All Trips)

e Transit— 63%

» Highway — 76%
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Safety - Transportation systems should provide minimal accident, death and injury.
(All Trips}) '

o Fatalities Per Million Passenger Miles — 0

o Infury Accidents — 0

Equity/Environmental Justice - The benefits of transportation investments should
be equitably distributed among alf ethnic, age and income groups. (All trips)
-» By Income Groups Share of Net Benefits ~ Equitable Distribution of Benefits
among all Income Quintiles

Cost-Effectiveness - Maximize retum on transporiation investment (All Trips). Air
Quality, Mobility, Accessibility and Safety
o Retumn on Total Investment — Optimize return on Transportation Investments

4.02 Transportation investments shall mitigate environmental impacts to an acceptable
level.

4.04 Transportation Control Measures shall be a priority.
4.16 Maintaining and operating the existing transporiation system will be a priority over

expanding capacity.

AIR QUALITY CHAPTER CORE ACTIONS

The Air Quality Chapter core actions related to the proposed project includes:

5.07  Determine specific programs and associated actions needed (e.g., indirect source
rules, enhanced use of telecommunications, provision of community based shuttle
services, provision of demand management based programs, or vehicle-miles-

traveled/emission fees) so that options to command and control regulations can be
assessed.

5.11  Through the environmental document review process, ensure that plans at all
levels of govemment (regional, air basin, county, subregional and local) consider
air quality, land use, transportation and economic relationships to ensure
consistency and minimize confiicts.
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Qutdoor Recreation

9.01  Provide adequate land resources to meet the outdoor recreation needs of the
present and future residents in the region and to promote tourism in the region.

9.02 Increase the accessibility to open space lands for outdoor recreation.
9.03 Promote self-sustaining regional recreation resources and facilities.

Public Health and Safety

9.04  Maintain open space for adequate protection of lives and properties against
- natural and man-made hazards.

8.05 Minimize potentially hazardous developments in hillsides, canyons, areas
susceplible to flooding, earthquakes, wildfire and other known hazards, and
areas with limited access for emergency equipment.

Resource Production

9.07  Maintain adequate viable resotrce production land, particularly lands devoted
to commercial agriculture and mining operations.

Resource Protection

9.08 Develop well-managed viable ecosystems or known habitats of rare, threatened
and endangered species, including wetlands.

- WATER QUALITY CHAPTER RECOMMENDATIONS AND POLICY OPTIONS

The Water Quality Chapter core recommendations and policy options relate to the two
water quality goals: to restore and maintain the chemical, physical and biological integrity
of the nation's water;, and, to achieve and maintain water quality objectives that are
necessary to protect all beneficial uses of all waters.

11.02 Encourage "watershed management” programs and strategies, recognizing the
primary role of local govermments in such efforts.
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11.03 Coordinate watershed management planning at the subregional lavel by (1)
providing consistent regional data; (2) serving as a liaison between affected local,
state, and federal watershed management agencies; and (3) ensuring that
watershed planning is consistent with other planning objectives (e.g.,
transportation, air quality, water supply).

11.05 Support regional efforts to identify and cooperatively plan for wetlands to facilitate

both sustaining the amount and quality of wetlands in the region and expediting
the process for obtaining wetlands permits.

11.07 Encourage -water reclamation throughout the region where it is cost-effective,
feasible, and appropriate to reduce refiance on imporied water and wastewater

discharges. Current administrative impediments to increased use of wastewater
should be addressed.

CONCLUSIONS

All feasible measures needed to mitigate any potentially negative regional impacts

associated with the proposed project should be implemented and monitored, as required
by CEQA.
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
Roles and Authorities

THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS (SCAG) is a Joint Powers Agency established
under California Govemnment Code Section 6502 et seq. Under federal and state law, SCAG is designated as a Council
of Govemments (COG), a Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA), and a Metropalitan Planning Organization
(MPO). SCAG's mandated roles and responsibilities include the following:

SCAG is designated by the federal govemment as the Region's Metropolitan Planning Organization and mandated to
maintain a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive transportation planning process resulfing in a Regional
Transpottation Plan and a Regional Transportation Improvement Program pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 134, 49 U.5.C. 5301
et seq,, 23 C.F.R. '450, and 49 C.F.R. '613. SCAG is also the designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency,
and as such is responsible for both preparation of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTF) and Regional Transportation
Improvement Program {RTIP) under California Govemment Code Section 65080 and 65082 respectively.

 SCAG is responsible for developing the demographic projections and the integrated land use, housing, employment,
and transportation programs, measures, and strategies portions of the South Coast Air Quality Management Plan,
pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 40460(b)-(c). SCAG is also designated under 42 U.S.C. '7504(a)
- as a Co-Lead Agency tor air quality planning for the Central Coast and Southeast Desert Alr Basin District.

SCAG is responsible under the Federal Clean Air Act for determining Conformity of Projects, Plans and Programs to
the State implementation Plan, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. '7506.

Pursuant to Califomia Govemment Code Section 65089.2, SCAG is responsible for reviewing all Congestion
Management Plans (CMPs) for consistency with regional transportation plans raquired by Section 65080 of the
Govemment Code. SCAG must also evaluate the consistency and compatibility of such programs within the region.

SCAG is the authorized regional agency for Inter-Governmental Review of Programs propesed for federal financial
assistance and direct development activities, pursuant to Presidential Executive Order 12,372 {replacing A-95 Review).

SCAG reviews, pursuant }o Public Resources Code Sections 21083 and 21087, Environmental impacts Reports of
projects of regional significance for consistency with regional plans [California Environmenta! Quality Act Guidelines
Sections 15206 and 15125(b}]. .

Pursuant to 33 U.5.C. '1288(a)(2) {Section 208 of the Federal Water Pollution Controt Act), SCAG is the authorized
Areawide Waste Treatment Management Planning Agency.

SCAG is responsible for preparation of the Regional Hbuslng Needs Assessment, pursuant to Califomia Government
Code Section 65584(a).

SCAG is responsible {with the Association of Bay Area Govemments, the Sacramento Area Council of Govermments,
and the Association of Monterey Bay Area Govemments) for preparing the Southern California Hazardous Waste
Management Pilan pursuant to Califoria Health and Safety Code Section 25135.3.

Revised July 2001
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.@ Califorria Regional Water Quality Control Board

Los Angeles Region
Winstom H. Hickex 320 W. Ath Streee, Suite 200, Las Angeles, Califernia 50013 Groy Davis
i Kacreeary for ) Phane (213) 576-6600 FAX (21 1) 5766540 Gavernor
Environmental Enternct Address: hitp:/fwww.gwreb.ca gavi~rwgchd
FProtaction

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles (/\_) -\ L-J(

Fax: 213-9781373

February 7, 2003

RE: NOTICE OF PREFARATION FOR, THE VILLAGE AT PLAYA VISTA, ENV.2002-6129-EIR

Dear Ms. Chang:

‘Thank you for the onnortunity to provide our initial comments during this early stage of the proposed
project planning process, In addition to the standard water quality and hydrology issues that arc
eddressed m an EIR, it would be useful to address the methane that is present in the vicinity of the
project location.

We hope that these comments will provide early direction to the preparers of the environmental review
documnents and ensure an adequate analysis of water qQuality issues. If you have any questions please -
contact Deborah Neiter at (213) 576-6763.

Sincerely,
Deborah Neiter RECEIVED
CITY OF LoS ANGELES
FEs 10 2003
City PLANNING DE
Playa Vista sectg'r:,

California Environmenal Protection A gency

g&w;&d Pager
TRTAL. £.61
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GRAY DAVIS
COVWERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF LCONSERVATION

STATE OF CALIFORNTIA
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CITY PLANNING
FLAYA VISTA UNIT

November 19, 2002

Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning
200 North Spring Street, Room 720 )
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: Notice ol Preparation (NOP) {or The*Village at Playa Visla, ENV-2002-
6129-EIR, Los Angeles County

The Department of Conservation's (Department) Division of Oil, (as, and
Geothermal Resources (Division) has reviewed the above referenced project. The
Division supervises the drilling, maintenance, and plugging and abandonment of
oil, gas, and geothermal wells in California.

The proposed project is located beyond the administrative boundaries of any oil or
gas field. There arc no oll, gas, or injection wells within the boundarics of (he
project, However, if excavation or grading operations uncovers a previously
unrecorded well, the Division district office in Cypress must be notified, as the
discovery of any unrecorded well may require remedial operations.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the NOP. If you have
questions on our comments, or require technical assistance or
information, please call me at the Cypress district office: 5816 Corporate
Avenue, Suite 200, Cypress, CA 90630-4731: phone (714) 816-6847.

Sincerely

Q\\}M/\ \ \/_\‘_

David Curtis
Environmental Engineer
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DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
hitp:/iwww.dfg.ca.gov

494.9 View'ridg.e Avenue RECE!VED
San Diego, CA 92123 CITY OF LOS ANGELES
{858) 467-4201
AN N 6 2003
CITY PLANNING DEPT.
L=\ b LAX/Playa Vista Section
y  December 13, 2002 i
Sue Chang
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
The Village at Playa Vista
State Clearinghouse Number 2002111065
Dear Ms. Chang:

LTS IR S

The Depariment of Fish and Game (Department) appreciates this-opportunity to comment on the
above-referenced project, relative to impacts to biological resources. To enable Department staff to
adequately review and comnment on the proposed project, we recommend the following information be
included in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), as applicable:

1. A complete assessment of the flora and fauna within and adjacent to the project area, with
particular emphasis upon 1dent1fymg endangered threatened, and locally umque specles and
sensitive habitats. - P _ :

a, A thorough assessment of rare plants and rare natural cornrnunities following i;he
- Department's May. 1984 Guidelines (revised May 2000) for Assessing Impacts to Rare
'Plants and Rare Natural Commumtles (Attachment 1).

b. A complete assessment of sensitive ﬁsh, w:ldlee reptile, and ampmblan species. Seasonal
variations in use of the project area should also be addressed. Focused species-specific
surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of year and time of day when the sensitive
species are active or otherwise identifiable, are required. Acceptable species-specific

“survey procedures should be developed in consultation with the Department and the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service.



Suc Chang

December 13, 2002

Page 2

Rare, threatened, and endangered species to be addressed should include all those which
meet the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) definition (see CEQA Guidelines,
§ 15380).

The Department's California Natural Diversity Data Base in Sacramento should be
contacted at (916) 327-5960 to cbtain current information on any previously reported
sensitive species and habitat, including Slgmﬁcant Natural Areas identified under Chapter
12 of the Fish and Game Code.

2. A thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts expected to adversely allect

biological resources, with specific measures to offset such impacts, should be included.

CEQA Guidelines, § 15125(a), direct that knowledge of the regional setting is critical to
an assessment of environmental impacts and that special emphasis should be placed on
resources that are rare or unique to the region.

Project impacts should be analyzed relative to their effects on off-site habitats.
Specifically, this should include nearby public lands, open space, adjacent natural habitats,
riparian ecosystems, and any designated and/or proposed Natural Communities
Conservation Planning (NCCP) reserve lands. Impacts to and maintenance of wildlife
corridor/movement areas, including access to undisturbed habitat in adjacent areas, should
be fully evaluated and provided.

A discussion of impacts associated with increased lighting, noise, human activity, changes
in drainage patterns, changes in water volume, velocity, and quality, soil erosion, and /or
sedimentation in streams and water courses on or near the project site, with mitigation
measures proposed to alleviate such impacts should be included.

The zoning of areas for development projects or other uses that are nearby or adjacent to
natural areas may inadvertently contribute to wildlife-human interactions. A discussion of
possible conflicts and mitigation measures to reduce these conflicts should be included in
the environmental document.

A cumulative effects analysis should be developed as described under CEQA Guidelines, §
15130. General and specific plans, as well as past, present, and anticipated future
projects, should be analyzed relative to their impacts on stmilar plant communities and
wildlife habitats.

A range of alternatives should be analyzed to ensure that alternatives to the proposed project are

fully considered and evaluated. A range of alternatives which avoid or otherwise minimize
impacts to sensilive biological resources should be included. Specific alternative locations should
also be evaluated in areas with lower resource sensitivity where appropriate.
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a The Depariment considers Rare Natural Communities as threatened habitats having both
regional and local signiticance. Thus, these communities should be fully avoided and
otherwise protected from project-related impacts (Attachment 2).

Mitigation measures for adverse project-related impacts to sensitive plants, animals, and habitats

should be discussed. Mitigation measures should ecmphasize avoidance and reduction of project
impacts. For unavoidable impacts, on-site habitat restoration or enhancement should be discussed
in detail. If on-site mitigation is not feasible, off-site mitigation through habitat creation and/or
acquisition and preservation in perpetuity should be addressed.

a. The Department generally does not support the use of relocation, salvage, and/or
transplantation as mitigation for impacts to rare, threatened, or endangered species.
Studies have shown that these efforts are experimental in nature and largely unsuccessfiul,

b. Areas reserved as mitigation for project impacts should be protected from future direct
and indircct impacts. Potential issues to be considered include limitation of access,
conservation easements, monitoring and rranagement programs, control of illegal
dumping, water pollution, and fire.

c. Plans for restoration and revegetation should be prepared by persons with expertise in
southern California ecosystems and native plant revegetation techniques. Each plan should
include, at a2 minimum: (a) the location of the mitigation site; (b) the plant species to bc used,
container sizes, and seeding rates; (c) a schematic depicting the mitigation area; (d) planting
schedule; (e) a description of the irrigation methodology; (f) measures to control exotic
vegetation on site; (g) specific success criteria; (h) a detailed monitoring program; (i)
contingency measures should the success criteria not be met; and (j) identification of the party
responsible for meeting the success criteria and providing for conservation of the mitigation
site in perpetuity. '

A California Endangered Species Act (CESA) Permit must be obtained, if the project has the
potential to result in “take” of species of plants or animals listed under CESA, either during
construction or over the life of the project. CLSA Permits are tssued to conserve, protect,
enhance, and restore State-listed threatened or endangered species and their habitats. Early
consultation is encouraged, as significant modification to a project and mitigation measures may
be required in order to obtain a CESA Permit. Revisions to the Fish and Game Code, effective
January 1998, may require that the Department issue a separate CEQA document for the issuance
of a 2081 permit unless the project CEQA document addresses all project impacts to listed
species and specifies a mitigation monitoring and reporting program that will meet the
requirements of a 2081 permit. For these reasons, the following information is requested:

a. Biological mitigation monitoring and reporting proposals should be of sufficient detail and
resolution to satisfy the requirements for a CESA Permit.
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b.

A Department-approved Mitigation Agreement and Mitigation Plan are required for plants
listed as rare under the Native Plant Protection Act.

The Department has responsibility for wetland and riparian habitats. It is the policy of the
Department to strongly discourage development in wetlands or conversion of wetlands to
uplands. We oppose any development or conversion which would result in a reduction of wetland
acreage or wetland habitat values, unless, at a minimum, project mitigation assures there will be
“no net loss” of either wetland habitat values or acreage. Development and conversion include
but are not limited to conversion to subsurface drains, placement of fill or building of structures
within the wetland, and channelization or removal of materials from the streambed. All wetlands
and watercourses, whether intermittent or perennial, should be retained and provided with
substantial setbacks which preserve the riparian and aquatic values and maintain their value to on-
site and off-site wildlife populations.

a.

If the site has the potential to support aquatic, riparian, or wetland habitat, a jurisdictional
delineation of lakes, streams, and associated riparian habitats should be included in the
DEIR, including a delineation of wetlands pursuant to the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service
wetland definition adopted by the Department'. Please note that some wetland and
riparian habitats subject to the Department’s authority may extend beyond the
jurisdictional timits of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

The project may require a Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement, pursuant to Section
1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game Code, with the applicant prior to the applicant’s
commencement of any activity that will substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow or
substantially change the bed, channel, or bank (which may include associated riparian
resources) of a river, stream or lake, or use material from a streambed. The Department’s
issuance of a Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement for a project that is subject to
CEQA will require CEQA compliance actions by the Department as a responsible agency.
The Department as a responsible agency under CEQA may consider the local
jurisdiction’s (lead agency) Negative Declaration or Environmental Impact Report for the
project. To minimize additional requirements by the Department pursuant to Section 1600
et seq. and/or under CEQA, the document should fully identify the potential impacts to the
lake, stream or fiparian resources and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, monitoring
and reporting commitments for issuance of the agreement’.

! Cowardin, Lewis M., et al. 1979. Classification of Wetlands and Deepwater Habitats of the

United States. U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service.

2 A Streambed Alteration Agreement form may be obtained by writing to: Department of Fish and
Game, 4949 Viewridge Avenue, San Diego, CA 92123, by calling (858) 636-3160, or by accessing the
Department’s web site at www.dfiz ca. gov/1600 .
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The Department holds regularly scheduled pre-project planning/early consultation meetings. To
make an appointment, please call our office at (858) 636-3160.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment. Questions regarding this letter and further
coordination on these issues should be directed to Brad Henderson at (310) 214-9950.

Sincerely,
Donald R. Chadwick
I1abitat Conservation Supervisor

Attachments

cc: Department of Fish and Game
File
San Diego

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Kermi Davis
Carlsbad

California Coastal Commission
Pam Emerson
Long Beach

State Clearinghouse
Sacramento

bih






Guidelines for Assessing the Effects of Proposcd Projects on Rare, Threatened, and
Endangered Plants and Natural Communities -
State of California
THE RESOURCES AGENCY
Dcpartment of Fish and Game
" December 9, 1983
Revised May 8, 2000

The following recommendations are intended to help those who preparé and review cavironmental
documents determine when a botanical survey is needed, who should be considered qualified to conduct
such surveys, how field surveys should be conducted, and what information should be contained in the

survey repott. The Department may recommend that lead agencies not accept the results of surveys that are
not conducted according to these guidelines. o

1. Botanical surveys arc conducted in order to determine the environmental cffects of proposed projects on all
rare, threatened, and endangered plants and plant comaunities. Rare, threatened, and endangered plants arc not
necessarily limited to those species which have been “listed” by state and federal agencies but should inctude
any species that, based on all available data, can be shown to be rare, threatencd, and/or endangered under the
following definitions: '

A species, subspecics, ot variety of plant is "endangercd™ when the prospects of its survival and reproduction arc
in immediatc jeopardy from onc or mMOTE CaUsEs, including loss of habitat, change in habitat, over-cxploitation,
predation, competition, or discase. A plant is "threatcned” when it is likely to become endangered in the
foresecable future in the abscnce of protection measures. A plant is "rare™ when, although not preseatly
(hreatened with extinction, the species, subspecics, or variety is found in such small numbers throughoutits.
range that it may be endangered if its cavironnient worsens. ‘

Rare natural commuiities are those communities that are of highly limited distribution. These commutities may
or may not contain rare, threatened, ot endangered species. The most current version of the California Natural
Diversity Database's List of Califomia Terrestrial Natural Communities may be used as a guide to the names and
status of communities.

2. Ltisappropriate to conduct a botanical ficld survey to determine if, orto the extent that, race, threatened, ot
endangered plants will be affected by a proposed praject when:

a. Natural vegetation occurs on the site, it is unknown if rare, threatened, or endangered plants or habitats occue
on the site, and the project has the potential for direct of indirect effects on vegetation; ot

b. Rarc plants have historically beca identificd on the project site, but adequate information for impact
assessment is Tacking. -

3. Botanical consultants should possess tie following qualifications:

a. Expericnce conducting floristic field surveys;

b. Knowledge of plant taxonomy and plant community ecology; _

¢. Familiarity with the plants of the area, including rare, threatened, and endangercd species;

d. Familiarity with the appropriatc state and federal statutcs related to plants and plant collccting; and,
¢. Experience with analyzing impacts of development on native plant species and communities.

4. Field surveys should be conducted in a manner that will iocatc any rare, threatened, or endangered species that
may be present. Specifically, rare, threatened, or endangered plant surveys should be: : B
a. Conducted in the field at the proper time of year when rare, threatened, or endangered specics are both
evident and identifiable. Usually, this is when the plants are flowering.



ATTACHMENT 2
Sensitivity of Top Priority Rare Natural
Communities in Southern California
Sensitivity rankings are determined by the Department of Fish and Game, California Natural Diversity

Data Base and bascd on either number of known occurrences (lbcatidns) and/or amount of habitat

¢ ining (acrea EC). The three rankings used for these top pﬂOl‘ity rare natural communities are as
follows: ' |

S§1# Less than 6 known locations and/or on less than 2,000 acres of habitat remaining,
§2#  Ocours in 6-20 known locations and/or 2,000-10,000 acres of habitat remaining.
S3#  Occurs in 21-100-known locations and/or 10,000-50,000 acres of habitat remaining.

The number to the right of the decimal point after the ranlung refers to the degree of threat posed to that
patural community regardless of the ranking. For example:

S1.1 = very threatened
$2.2 = threatened
$3.3 = nocurrent threats known

Sensitivity Rankings (February 1992)
Rank Community Name

Sl.i Mojave Riparian Forest
Sonoran Cottonwood Willow Riparian
Mesquite Bosque
Elephant Tree Woodland
Crucifixion Thorn Woodland
Allthorn Woodland
Arizonan Woodland
Southemn California Walnut Ferest
Mainland Cherry Forest
Southern Bishop Pine Forest
Torrey Pine Forest
Desert Mountain White Fir Forest
Southern Dune Scrub
Southern Coastal Bluff Scrub
Maritime Succulent Scrub
Riversidean Alluvial Fan Sage Scrub
Southemn Maritime Chaparral
Valley Needlegrass Grassland
Great Basin Grassland
Mojave Desert Grassland
Pebble Plains
Southern Sedge Bog
Cismontane Alkali Marsh

CDFG Attachment 2 for NOP Comment Letters Page 1 of 2



STATE OF CALIFORNIA —BUSINESS, TRANMSPORTATION AND IIOUISTNG AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ¥
DIVISION OF AERONAUTICS ~ M.S.#40

1120 N STREET W=\ T

GRAY DAV]S, Goversor

P. 0. BOX 942873 - RECEIVED Flex your power!

Be energy efficient!
SACRAMENTO, CA 94273-0001
PHONE (916) 654-4959 CITY OF LOS ANGELES
FAX (916) 653-9531 AN N1 6 2003
CITY PLANNING DEPT.
Ms. Sue Chang LAX/Playa Vista Section December 16, 2002
City of Los Angeles

200 N. Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang:

Re: City of Los Angeles Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft EIR for the Village at
Playa Vista; SCH# 2002111065

The ' California Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics (Division),
reviewed the above-referenced document with respect to airport-related noise and safety
impacts and regional aviation land use planning issues pursuant to CEQA. The
following comments are offered for your consideration.

The proposal is for a 162.5-acre site with approximately 101.7 acres for development
and approximately 60.8 acres of “passive open space.” Proposed uses include 2,600
dwelling units, 175,000 square feet (sq ft) of office space, 150,000 sq ft of retail space
and 40,000 sq ft of community-serving uses. The project site is located approximately
onc and one-half miles north of Los Angles International Airport (LAX). We advise
submitting the proposal to LAX to ensure that the General Plan will be compatible with
future as well as existing airport operations.

In accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code 21096, the Department’s Airport
Land Use Planning Handbook (Handbook) must be utilized as a resource in the
preparation of environmental documents for projects within two miles of an airport.
The Handbook can be accessed at www.dot.ca.gov/ha/planning/acronaut/ under the
Office of Technical Services or please contact this office to request a copy. The
Handbook is a resource that should be applied to all public use airports. The Draft EIR
should address airport-related noise and safety impacts.

In addition, should the proposal include a school site, Education code Section 17215
requires a school site evaluation by the Division of Aeronautics for proposed school sites
within two miles of a runway.

The need for compatible and safe land uses near airports in California is both a local
and a state issue. Along with protecting individuals who reside or work near an airport,
the Division of Aeronautics views each of the 255 public use airports in California as
part of the statewide transportation system, which is vital to the state’s continued
prosperity. This role will no doubt increase as California’s population continues to grow

*Caltrany improves mobility across California”
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December 16, 2002
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and the need for efficient mobility becomes more crucial. We strongly fecl that the
protection of airports from incompatible land usc encroachment is vital to California’s
economic future.

These comments reflect the areas of concern to the Department’s Division of
Aeronautics with respect to airport-related noise and safety impacts and regional

airport land use planning issues, We advise you to contact our district office concerning
surface transportation issues.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this proposal. If you have any
questions, please call me at (916) 654-5314.

Sincerely,

anoty @
SANDY HESNARD

Aviation Environmental Planner

¢:  State Clearinghouse, Los Angeles International Airport

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 \/\) - \ S
(916) 5534082

{916) 657-5390 - Fax
DECEIVE

CITY OF LOS ANGELES

November 22, 2002

Sue Chang DEC 0 3 2002
City of Los Angeles

200 N. Spring Street, Room 720 CITY

Los Angeles, CA 90012 !-"Lff?'\YAF‘:/%gt%\f&‘l Itf;ihﬁT

RE:  SCH# 2002111065 ~ The Village at Playa Vista, Los Angeles County

Dear Ms. Chang:

The Native American Heritage Commission has reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP) regarding the
above project. To adequately assess and mitigate project-related impacts on archaeclogical resources, the
Commission recommends the following actions be required:

v" Contact the appropriate Information Center for a record search to determine:
= If a part or all of the area of project effect (APE) has been previously surveyed for cultural
resources.
= If any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.
» If the probability is low, moderate, or high that culturat resources are located in the APE, _
™ If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.
¥ If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report
detatiing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.
= The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be
submitted immediately to the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native
American human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential
addendum, and not be made available for pubic disclosure.
* The final written report should be submitted within 3 menths after work has been completed to the
appropriate regional archaeological Information Center.
v'  Contact the Native American Heritage Commission for:

* A Sacred Lands File Check. Check Completed with negative results, 11/22/02
* Alist of appropriate Native American Contacts for consultation concerning the project site and to
assist in the mitigation measures. Natlve American Contacts List attached

¥ Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preciude their subsurface existence.

* lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation
of accidentally discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
§15064.5 (f). In areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeoclogist and a
culturally affiliated Native American, with knowledge in cultural resources, should monitor all
ground-disturbing activities.

* Lead agencies should include in their mitigation ptan provisions for the disposition of recovered
artifacts, in consuitation with culturally affiliated Native Americans.

* Lead agencies should include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in their
mitigation plan. Health and Safety Code §7050.5, CEQA §15064.5 (e), and Public Resources Code
§5097.98 mandates the procass to be followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human
remains in a location other than a dedicated cemetery.

Sincerely,

Rob Wood
Environmental Specialist 111
(916} 653-4040

CC: State Clearinghouse



NATIVE AMERICAN CONTACTS
Los Angeles County
November 22, 2002

Samuel H. Dunlap

P.O. Box 1391 Gabrielina

Temecula, 92593 Cahuilla
CA

(909) 699-5544 (Voice) Luiseno

(909; 262-9351 (Cell)

(909) 693-9196 FAX

LA City/County Native American Indian Comm

3175 West 6th Street, Rm. 403
Los Angeles, 90020
CA

{21 3; 351-5308
213) 386-3995 FAX

Ti'At Society

Cindi Alvitre

15600 Mulholland Dr., Apt. K Gabrielino
Bel Air, CA 90077

(310) 440-0245

Island Gabrielino Group
John Jeffredo

PO Box 669 Gabrielino
San Marcos, C A 92079-0669

(760) 723-9279

This Hist Is current only as of the date of this document.

Distribution of this list does not relleve any person of statuta
Resources Code and Section 5097.9¢ of

5097.94 of the Public

Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council
Robert F. Dorame, Chairperson
PO Box 490

Bellflower, CA 90707

(562) 761-6417 - Voice
562 920-9449 - Fax

Gabrielino Tongva

John Valenzuela

PO Box 402597 Chumash

Hesperia, c 92340 Tataviam
A

(760) 949-2103 Home Tongva, Gabriefino

Vanyume; Serrano

Kitanemuk

Gabrieleno/Tongva Tribal Council
Anthony Morales, Chairperson
PO Box 693

San Gabriel, Cﬁ 91778

(626; 286-1632
§626 286-1262 Fax
626) 286-1758 (Home)

Gabrieleno Tongva

Craig Torres

713 E. Bishop Gabrielino Tongva

Santa Ana, 92701

CA
(714) 542-6678

nelbility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code, Section
Public Resources Code.

This fist is only applicable for contacting lacal Native Americans with regards to tha cultural assessment for the pro
SCH#¥ 2002111065 - The Village at Playa Ista, Jefferson Bivd., Beethoven Street, Centinela and Westiawn Ave., Los County.



NATIVE AMERICAN CONTACTS
Los Angeles Coun '
November 22, 200

Alfred L. Valenzuela

18678 Pad Court Chumash

Newhall, 91321  Tataviam
CA

(661) 252-1486 Home Gabrielino

(661) 755-8314 Work Kitanemuk

Vanyume ; Serrano

Jim Velasques

5776 42nd Street Gabrielino

Riverside, 92509 Kumeyaay
CA

(909) 784-6660

Gabrislino/Tongva Triba! Council of the Gabrielino Tongva Nation

501 Santa Monica Bivd., Suite 500  Gabrieleno Tongva
Santa Monica, 90401-2415

CA

}31 Og 587-2203
310) 587-2281 Fax

This list is curtent only as of the date of this document

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsiblilty as defined In Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Cods, Section
5097.94 of the Public Rescurces Code and Section 5097.98 of the Pubilc Resources Code.

This list is only applicabia far contacting local Native Americans with regards to the cultural assessment for the pmAposed
SCH¥ 2002111065 - The Village at Playa Vista, Jefferson Blvd., Beethoven Street, Centinela and Westlawn Ave,, Los Angeles County



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS AIR FORCE FLIGHT TEST CENTER (AFMC)
EDWARDS AIR FORCE BASE, CALIFORNIA

W -\

AFFTC/XPX
1 South Rosamond Boulevard NOV 22 2002
Edwards AFB CA 93524-1036

- City of Los Angelcs

Dcpartment Of City Planning
ATTN: Ms. Sue Chang

200 North Spring Strect, Room 720
Los Angeles CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on EIR Casc No.: ENV-2002-6129-EIR.
Based on the information provided, the Air Force Flight Test Center (AFFTC) at Edwards Air
Force Base has no comments regarding the proposal.

_ The AFFTC appreciatcs the continued efforts of your department in assuring compatible
land use in the Los Angeles County arca. If my office can be of any assistance to you in the
{uture, please contact Dwight Deakin at (661) 277-2412 or Pamela Jeglum at (661) 277-5898,

Sincerely

Acting Chief, Plans and Policies Division

DIECEIVES

CITY OF LOS ANGELES

DEC '3 70p9

CITY PLANNING
PILAYA VISTA UNIT
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SRRV,

TELEPHONE: (310) $81-1180 SABRINA VENSKUS EMAIL:
FACSIMILE; {310) 581-1183 ATTORNEY AT LAWY venskus@lawsv_com
’ 171 PIER AVENUE, SUITE 204
SANTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA

90405
FACSIMILE
Date: January 14, 2003 . RECEIVED
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

To:  Ms. Sue Chang -

Los Angeles City Planning Department N1 2003 .

(213) 978-1373 fax PLANNING DEPT.

(213) 978-1397 EAF;!YPiaVB Vista Section

Fr: Sabrina Venskus

RE:  Playa Vista Phase Two Notice Of Preparation Comments submitted by the
Ballonz Wetlands Land Trust

No. pages including cover sheet: 9

The message contained in shis fucsimile and accompanying documents are deemed
confidential and subjeer to the attorney-client privilege, Any use or reproduction without
Writien authorizatian is a violation of state and federal law. Please contact the sender of

this transmission immediately if you have received this message in ervor.
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January 14, 2003

VIA FACSIVILE RECEIVED
and U.S. Mail CITY OF LOS ANGELES
Sue Chang - AN 14 2003
City of Los Angoles CITY PLANNING DEPT.
" Department of City Planning .
200 North Spring Street, Room 720 : LAX/Playa Vista Section
Yoe Angeles, CA 90012

t [
RE: Playa Vista Phase Two Notice Of Preparation Comments

Dear Ms. Chang,

Following are coinments submitted on behalf of the Ballona Wetlands Land Trust
regarding the proper scope and content of the environmental information to be included
in the Draft Environmental Impact Report.

L._Need for Expert Independence in Preparing the EIR and Need to Have the City
Wriie and Manage the EIR.

Allowing developers to guide the writers of environmental impact reports, rather than
insisting that they work directly for the city, essentially allows developers to police
themselves. This policy favors the applicants, and i¢ads to potential inaccurasy and
resulting litigation problems for the City down the road. (See LA Times Article 12/16/02
for discussion on this growing problem).

There are many examples where the lack of expert independence on the Playa Vista
Phase One EIR led to significant omissions and oversights, resulting in an extraordinary
danger to the health and safety of the residents. Tf it weren't for members of the
commnunity who brought the methane and toxic gas issues to the attention of Los Angeles
Department of Building and Safety, the hazard may have been discovered too late. City
documents, prepared by the City's independent peer reviewer in 2000, indicate that the
Phase One EIR was woefully inadequate at addressing the scope end character of the
mgethane gas problem. This was due to inaccurate and faulty testing on the part of the
Playa Vista-hired consultants for the Phase One EIR, such as Camp, Dresser & McKee
{(CDM). However, just five years after the EIR was certified, the new owners of Playa
Vista, Goldman Sachs and Morgan Stanley, hired ENSR to stidy the site for dne
diligence purposes. ENSR reported that there was severe methane and toxic gas upward
migration at the Playa Vista Phase One site. Approximately a year or two later, this
report was discovered at the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board by a
community citizen, Ms. Patricia McPherson. Ms. McPherson took the report to Los
Angeles Department of Building and Safety, who then began a series of inquiries into the

Box 5623 ¢ Playa Del Rey * California ® 90296 ® tcl. 310. 264. 9468 * fax, 310, 264, %412 * www.balloas.ozg

& Trea Fiee Paper
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ENSR report data. The existence of the ENSR report proves that the methane and toxic
gas contamination could have easily been identified during the preparation of the EiR in
1992, had the City hired experts independently. Now the City's once-independent pest
reviewer on. the methane issue is no longer "independent.” He was recently hired by
Playa Vista. (See attached LA Times Article 1/6/03).

These arc just a few examples of the problems experienced by the City and the
public at large’ with regard to the preparation of the Phase One EIR.

The City of Los Angeles must require that the consultants working on the Phase Two
EIR be hited independently by the City of Los Angeles, and not by the Playa Vista
developers. The City of Los Angeles should write and manage the production of the EIR.
It should not allow the Playa Vista devélopets 10 write and manage the EIR, This is

1mperamrc if the public and the City is to hava a thorough, impartial ETR document this
time around.

IL Proieét Objectives and Statement of Need

The NOP 15 deficicnt in that it fals to set forth an articulated discussion of the
project’s objcctives and a statement of need. The project’s objectives must not be
defined too narrowly; otherwise an inadequate treatment of the alternatives analysis most
likely would result. (City of Santee v. Countv of San Diego (4™ Dist. 1989) 214 Cal.
App. 3d 1438, 263 Cal. Rptr. 340).

YII. Compliance with SB 901 and SB 610 (2001)

Since Playa Vista Phase Two is a development project of more than 500 dwelling
units, the City must comply with the procedural and substantive requirements of SB 901
annd SB 610.

SB 501 (2001) amended provisions of CEQA, the Govemment Code (relating to
subdivision approval) and the Water Code (relating {0 Urban Water Management Plans).
The bill is intended to engure coordination during the land usc planning process between
water suppliers and local lsnd use planning agencies when considering certain large-scale
development projects. SB901 obligates cities and counties to request & water supply
assessment ("WSA") from all potential suppliers of water for a development, of mare
than 500 units, requiring an EIR pursuant to CEQA. The city must request & WSA from
the applicable water supplier before the city may approve an EIR for a 1and use projest
that is subject to SB 610 (residential developments of 500 units or morc). (Water Code
Saction 10210(c)).

Procedures contaned in SB901 must be incorporated into the CEQA review
process. If the city determines that the water supplies are not sufficient to

meet the noeds of the proposed development, it is required to state such finding in the
EIR.
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SR 610 amended Saction 21151.9 of the Public Resaurces Code, relating to
CEQA. It also amended the Government Code at Section 66473.7. The law requires a
city to request, and the public water system (“‘a system for the provision of piped water to
the public for human congumption that has {or will have with the proposed develapment)
3,000 or more service conncctions” Water Code Section 10912), to prepare a WSA for
any “project approval” which is subject to CEQA and which meets the definition of
“project” in Water Code Section 10912, such as developmeint projects of more than 500
dwelling units.

The city must include the WSA in the EIR prepared for the project. Thereafter,
the city must determine, based on the entire record, whether projected water supplies will
be sufficient to satisfy the demands of the project, in addition to existing and planned
future uses. If the city finds that water supplies will be mnsuffictent, the city shall include
that determination in its CEQA findings for the praject. (Water Code Scction 10911(b)).

V. Rasecline for determining significance of impacts

The baselme for determimng significance of irpacts is the condition of the
property at the time the original NOP was circulated for public review in 1995 (EIS/EIR
95-0086G, State Clearing House No. 1995051011). CEQA (hndehnes Section 15125,

Y. Significant Impacts

A) Aesthetics: The project would have a significant affect on assthetics because it
would substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the sitc and its
surroundings. For example, developing more housing and commercial space in this area
will add to the feeling of overcrowding already experienced by the surrounding
communities due to the development of Playa Vista Phase One West (Lincoln &
lefferson comners). According to the Phase One EIR, the Playa Vista development is five
times the density of surrounding communities of Westchester, Mar Vista, and Playa del
Rey. Although Phase Two would not be as densc, it would still be denser than existing
communities. This would have an impact on assthetics, especially to residents above the
project on the bluff. Additional light and glare resulting from the thousands of new
residences and commercial space would likely adversely affect day or nighttime views in
the area. This 1s especially true with regard to rosidents who live on the bluff.

B) Air Quality: The EIR must consider whether the project will conflict with or
obstruct implementation of the South Ceast Air Basin, or if the project will contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. In addition, the EIR ghould
address the direct and indirect human health impacts resulting from increased particulate
matter and toxics. The human health nisk assessment must be conducted for both logal
populations and regional populations.

C) Blological Resources: The wetlands and uplands habitat still intact may be utilized
by federal or state listed species. Pursuant to Section 7 of the Federal Endangered
Species Act, consultation must be made with the U.5. Fish and Wildlife Scrvice. In
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addition, the City must comply with the California State Endangered Species Act by
consulting with the California Department of Fish and Game. It is likely that the project
would have a substantial adverse effect on the riparian habitat that lies south of the
subject proposed development area, because it would alter this habitat, thus potentially
resulting in destruction of species or their habitat. These issues should be thoroughly
examined in the EIR.

D) Geology and Soils: The project would likely expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, mcluding the risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong
seismic ground shaking. For instance, during the driving of 2000 pilings into the ground
for the Phase One Fountain Park Apartments, many members of the public complained of
the noise and shaking thoy felt in their homes, even as far as a mile away. Other issues
that should be addressed in the EIR include whether the area is in a liquefaction zone and
what are the potential effects on life and property should there be an earthquake. Fmally,
the EIR should ¢xamine whether the Seismi¢ Hazard Map Act is applicable to this arca
and if so, ensure that the project complies with the Act.

E) Hazards and Hazardous Materials: The BIR must address the 1ssu¢ of hazardous
materials at the gite. The project would likely create a significant hazard to the public
and the environment through emission of hydrogen sulfide which has been found in
various arcas of the Playa Vista site, at levels known to cause death. For example, during
construction of Phase One, workers became sick from hydrogen sulfide emissions during
trenching activities. In addition, there are two sites on the Phase Two property that are
known to be severely contaminated with VOCs and possibly other hazardous materials.
Finally, BTEX contamination is likely and any studies intended to determine the level of
BTEX contamination must be done in native, undisturbed soils. Department of Toxic
Substances Control and U1.S. BPA must be consulied with regard to this topic.

F) Hydrology and Water Quality: The EIR must address whether the project would
violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. The Ballona
Wetlands Land Trust hereby inicorporates all comments made by Santa Monica

Baykeeper and Heal the Bay with regard to Playa Vista Phase Two NOP/scoping
comments.

- The project would substantially alter the existing dratnage pattern of the sitc by
alteritig the course of the riparian stream and by paving over a large area of natural
habitat, thus substantially increasing the rate and amount of surface runoff in a manner
which may result in the flooding and exosion of the area as well as the wetlands that lis
west of Lincoln Bounlevatd. :

The EIR should address whether the development area is within & 100-yeat flood

hazard arca as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map
or any other flood hazard delineation map.

) Noise: The project would likely result in exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive ground bome vibration or ground borme noise levels. The EIR should address

PS
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noise impacts assoctated with the installation of pilings needed to stabilize the buildimgs
located in the wetland like soil. In addition, the addition of 2,600 residential units,
175,000 square feet of office space, and 150,000 square feet of rotail will likely
substantially increase the ambient noise levels in the project vicinity, especially
impacting southern Westchester. This area used to be populated with only wildlife. The
applicant is now propoesing to densely populate the arca with people. The EIR should
examine the impacts associated with the increased ambient noise resulting from this
project.

H) Public Services: This project would likely result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental
facilities, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for fire and police protection. As well, schools will be
sigpificantly impacted with the addition of 2,600 residential units, many of which will
have children living thers. Since there is no plans for the addition of new schoolsin
Playa Vista Phase Two, and since there i 1o certainty that any schools will be built at
Playa Vista Phase One {due to the methanc and toxic contamination) the EIR should
address the sisnificant impacts to public services, such as schools, fire and police
departments resulting from the project

I) Transportation/Traffic: This project would cause an increase in traffic which would
be substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system.
There are relatively few North/South routes. East/West routes from the project area are
similarly limited due to the bluffs on the South of the project and Ballona Creek to the
North of the project. The projcct would likely exceed, both individually and
cumnlatively, a reasonable level of service for the roads and highways in the project area,
including Jefferson, Lincoln, Centinela, Ingiewood and Culver Boulevards, and the 4035
and 10 freeways. The EIR should address impacts to traffic in the local area and the
region. The EIR should include in its analysis most of the major intersections fom
Malibu to the North, Hermosa Beach to the South, and as far East as La Cienega
Boulevard.

The EIR should also address the impacts to the local economy that would result
from increased traffic, For example, the EIR should examine how much time would be
added to a commuter's drive due to the increased traffic. It should study people
commuting from all different directions: north to south; south to north; sast to west and
west to east., Also, drivers on their delivery routes would be impacted by increased
traffic. How +-2uld this affect the e¢onomies of those businesses?

J) Utilities and Service Systems: This project would require or result in the construction
of new storm water drainage facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental harmn. The EIR should examine the impacts associated with building ina
flood piain, given that this has historically been, and cantinues to be, & flood plain of the
Ballona Watershed., The ETR should exantine how new storm water drainage facilities
might both alter the character and viability of the ripatian stream, and how that alteration
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would impact the riparian stream, Ballona Wetlands and the Santa Monica Bay both
directly, as v~="1 as indirectly.

K) Mandatory Findings of Significance: This project would have impacts that are
cumulatively considerable, meaning that the incremental effects of a project are
considerahle when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects (such as Phase
Ong), the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects
(such as the expangion of LAX). In addition, the project would have environmental
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly, becanse, among other things, it
would degrade the quality of life for existing residents and businesses in adjacent
communities through increased traffic congestion, air pollution, degradation of assthetics,
decrease of ermergency response time resulting from increased traffic congestion, loss of
endangered species habitat, increase of noise and light glare, and similar degradation of
existing communities.

YI. __ Alternatives Analysis

The EIR must consider a reasonable range of alternatives to the project, or to the
location of the project, which offer substantial environmental advantages over the project
proposal and may be feasibly accomplished in a successful manner, considering the
economic, environmental, social and technologicat factors involved. The altematives
analysis must nchude both on-site alternatives and off-site alternatives. (Citizens of

Goleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal 3d 553, 566, 276 Cal. Rpt. 410
[“Goleta IT"]):

A) No Project Alternative

The EIR must discuss what would be reasonably expected to oceur in the
foreseeable futurc 1f the project were not approved. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6
(e)(2)). Iflef! zlone, the land contained within the Phase Two area will revert back to
viable wetland and upland habitat. The land has not been graded or surcharged. The
original wetland soil and seed bank still remains directly under the areas upon which dirt
and nibble have been placed by the Playa Vista developers. Many frogs and birds can be
seen and heard when driving by the Phase Twa area. Even in its relatively poor
environmental condifion, due to the developer’s purposeful destruction of habitat on the
property over the past few years, the land still is home to many species of flora and fauna.

The No Project alternative would have various environmental benefits which
should be discussed in the FIR, such as improvement of water quality in Centinela Creek,
Ballona Creck and Santa Monica Bay; habitat for endangered species; open space for
peaple; and aesthetic benefits.

B) O:-r Alterpatives

We suggest that the EIR cxamine at least four alternatives to this projest,
including scenarios with substantially reduced number of residential units and retail and
comunercial square footage. In addition, the TR should cxamine other locations within

P7
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the City of Los Angeles that could be utilized for development, moludmg brownfields
and areas that are within redevelopment zones.

Finally we suggest that the EIR include the alternative of making the entire Phase
Two area apark. The alternative should incorporate various scenarios for a park,
including active or passive recreation, or a combination of the two. It should address the
impacts associated with the establishment of a park on the residents in Playa Vista Phase
One and other surrounding communities, especially Westchester, since it is one of the
most park poor cornmunities in Las Angeles. In addition, the EIR should consider other
impacts resulting from the park alternative, such as impacts to recreational opportunities,
biological resources, water quality and hydrology, soils and geology, and aesthetics,
including light, noise and visual impacts.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Playa Vista Phase Two Notice
of Preparation. We look forward to the City's response to our comments and concerns.

rdicn

Sabrina Yenskus
Legal Dirsctor

incerely,
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Sue Chang LAX/Playa Vista Section
City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Strect, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Playa Vista Phase Two Notice Of Preparation Comments
Dear Ms. Chang,
Following are comments submitted on hehalf of the Ballona Wetlands Land Trust

regarding the proper scope and conient of the environmental information to be included
in the Draft Environmental Impact Report.

I. Need for Expert Independence in Preparing the EIR and Need to Have the City
Write and Manage the EIR.

Allowing developers to guide the writers of environmental impact reports, rather than
insisting that they work direcily for the city, essentially allows developers to police
themselves. This policy favors the applicants, and leads to potential inaccuracy and
resulting litigation problems for the City down the road. (See LA Times Article 12/16/02
for discussion on this growing problem).

There are many examples where the lack of expert independence on the Playa Vista
Phase One EIR led to significant omissions and oversights, resulting in an extraordinary
danger to the health and safety of the residents. If it weren't for members of the
cerurunity who brought the micthane and toxic gas issues to the attention of Los Angcles
Department of Building and Safety, the hazard may have been discovered too late. City
documents, preparcd by the City's independenlt peer reviewer in 2000, indicate that the
Phase One EIR was woefully inadequate at addressing the scope and character of the
methane gas problem, This was due to inaccurate and faulty testing on the parl of the
Playa Vista-hired consultants for the Phase One EIR, such as Camp, Dresser & McKee
{(CDM). However, just five years after the EIR was certified, the new owners of Playa
Vista, Goldman Sachs and Morgan Stanley, hired ENSR to study the site for due
diligence purposes. ENSR reported that there was scvere methane and toxic gas upward
migration at the Playa Vista Phase One site. Approximately a year or two later, this
report was discovered at the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board by a
community citizen, Ms. Patricia McPherson. Ms. McPherson took the report to Los
Angeles Department of Building and Safety, who then began a series of inquiries into the
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ENSR report data. The existence of the ENSR report proves that the methane and toxic
gas contamination could have easily been identified during the preparation of the EIR in
1992, had the City hired experts independently. Now the City's once-independent peer
reviewer on the methane issue is no longer "independent." He was recently hired by
Playa Vista. (Scc attachcd LA Times Article 1/6/03).

Thesc arc just a few examples of the problems experienced by the City and the
public at large with regard to the preparation of the Phase One EIR.

The City of Los Angeles must require that the consultants working on the Phase Two
EIR be hired independently by the City of Los Angeles, and not by the Playa Vista
developers. The City of Los Angeles should write and manage the production of the EIR.
It should not allow the Playa Vista developers to write and manage the EIR. This is

- imperative if the public and the City is to have a thorough, impartial EIR document this

time around,

Il Project Objectives and Statement of Need

The NQOP is deficient in that it fails to set forth an articulated discussion of the
project’s objectives and a statement ol need. The project’s objectives must not be
defined too narrowly; otherwise an inadequate treatment of the alternatives analysis most
likely would result, (City of Santee v. County of San Diego (4th Dist. 1989) 214 Cal.
App. 3d 1438, 263 Cal. Rptr. 340).

III. Compliance with SB 901 and SB 610 (2001)

Since Playa Vista Phasc Two is a development project of more than 500 dwelling
units, the City must comply with the procedural and substantive requirements of SB 901
and SB 610.

SB 901 (2001) amended provisions of CEQA, the Government Code (relating to
subdivision approval) and the Water Code (relating to Urban Water Management Plans).
The bill is intended to ensure coordination during the land use planning process between

- water suppliers and local land use planning agencies when considering certain large-scale

development projects. SB901 obligates cities and counties to request a water supply
assessment ("WSA") from all potential supplicrs of water for a development, of more
than 500 units, requiring an EIR pursuant to CEQA. The city must request a WSA from
the applicable waler supplier before the city may approve an EIR for a land use project
that 15 subject to SB 610 (residential devclopments of 500 units or morc). (Water Code
Section 10910(c)).

Procedures contained in SB901 must be incorporated into the CEQA review
process. If the city determines that the water supplies are not sufficient to

meet the needs of the proposed development, it is requirced to state such finding in the
EIR.
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SB 610 amended Section 21151.9 of the Public Resources Code, relating to
CEQA. It also amended the Government Code at Section 66473.7. The law requires a
city to request, and the public water system (“a systcm for the provision of piped water to
the public for human consumption that has [or will have with the proposed development]
3,000 or more service connections” Waler Code Section 10912), to prepare a WSA for
any “project approval” which is subject to CEQA and which meets the definition of
“project” in Water Code Section 10912, such as development projects of more than 500
dwelling units. :

The city must include the WSA in the EIR prepared for the project. Thereafter,
the city must determine, based on the entire record, whether projected water supplies will
be sufficient to satisfy the demands of the project, in addition to existing and planned
futurc uses. If the city finds that water supplies will be insufficient, the city shall include

that determination-in its CEQA findings for the project. (Water Code Section 10911(b)).. ...

1V. Bascline for determining significance of impacts

The bascline for determining significance of impacts is the condition of the
property at the time the original NOP was circulated for public review in 1995 (EIS/EIR
95-0086, State Clcaring House No. 1995051011). CEQA Guidelines Section 15125.

VY. Sienificant Impacts

A) Aesthetics: The project would have a significant affect on aesthetics because it
would substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings. For example, developing more housing and commercial space in this area

- will add to the fecling of overcrowding already experienced by the surrounding
communities due to the development of Playa Vista Phase One West (Lincoln &
Jefferson corners). According to the Phase One EIR, the Playa Vista development is five
times the density of surrounding communities of Westchester, Mar Vista, and Playa del
Rey. Although Phase Two would not be as dense, it would still be denser than existing
communities. This would have an impact on aesthetics, especially to residents above the
project on the bluft. Additional light and glare resulting from the thousands of new
residences and commercial space would likely adversely affect day or nighttime views in
the area. This is especially true with regard to residents who live on the bluff.

B) Air Quality: The EIR must consider whether the project will conflict with or
obstruct implementation of the South Coast Air Basin, or if the project will contribuie
substantially to an existing or projected air qualily violation. In addition, the EIR should
address the direct and indirect human health impacts resulting from increased particulate
matter and toxics. The human health risk assessment must be conducited for both local
populations and regional populations.

C) Biological Resources: The wetlands and uplands habitat still intact may be utilized
by federal or state listed species. Pursuant to Section 7 of the Federal Endangered
Species Act, consultation must be made with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Tn
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addition, the City must comply with the California Statc Endangcred Species Act by
consulting with the California Department of Fish and Game. It is likely that the project
would have a substantial adverse effect on the riparian habitat that lies south of the
subject proposed development area, because it would alter this habitat, thus potentially
resulting in destruction of species or their habitat. These issues should be thoroughly
examined in the EIR.

D) Geology and Seils: The project would likely expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong
seismic ground shaking. For instance, during the driving of 2000 pilings into the ground
for the Phase One Fountain Park Apartments, many members of the public complained of
the noise and shaking they felt in their homes, even as far as a mile away. Other issues
that should be addressed in the EIR include whether the area is in a liquefaction zone and
what are the potential effects on life and property should there be an earthquake. Finally,
the EIR should cxamince whether the Seismic Hazard Map Act is applicable to this area
and if so, ensure that the project complies with the Act,

F) Hazards and Hazardous Materials: Thc EIR must address the issue of hazardous
materials at the site. The project would likely create a significant hazard to the public
and the environment through emission of hydrogen sulfide which has been found in
various areas of the Playa Vista site, at levels known to cause death. For example, during
construction of Phase One, workers became sick from hydrogen sulfide emissions during
trenching activities. In addition, there are two sites on the Phase Two property that are
known to be severely contaminated with VOCs and possibly other hazardous materials.
Finally, BTEX contamination is likely and any studics intended to determine the level of
BTEX contamination must be done in native, undisturbed soils. Department of Toxic
Substances Control and U.S. EPA must be consulted with regard to this topic.

F) Hydrology and Water Quality: The EIR must address whether the project would
violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requircments. The Ballona
Wetlands Land Trust hereby incorporates all comments made by Santa Monica
Baykeeper and Heal the Bay with regard to Playa Vista Phase Two NOP/scoping
comments.

The project would substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site by
altering the course of the riparian stream and by paving over a large area of natural
habitat, thus substantially increasing the rate and amount of surface runoff in a manner
which may result in the flooding and erosion of the area as well as the wetlands that lie
west of Lincoln Boulevard.

The EIR should address whether the development area is within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Ratc Map
or any other flood hazard delineation map.

G) Noise: The project would likely result in exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels. The EIR should addrcss
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noise impacts associated with the installation of pilings needed to stabilize the buildings
located in the wetland like soil. In addition, the addition of 2,600 residential units,
175,000 square feet of office space, and 150,000 square feet of retail will likely
substantially increase the ambient noise levels in the project vicinity, especially
impacting southcrn Westchester. This area used to be populated with only wildlife. The
applicant is now proposing to densely populate the area with people. The EIR should
cxaminc the impacts associated with the increased ambient noise resulting from this
project.

H) Public Services: This project would likely result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental
facilitics, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance ohjectives for fire and police protection. As well, schools will be
significantly impacted with the addition of 2,600 residential units, many of which will
have children living there. Sincc there is no plans for the addition of new schools in
Playa Vista Phase Two, and since there is no certainty that any schools will be built at
Playa Vista Phasc One (due to the methane and toxic contamination) the EIR should
address the significant impacts to public services, such as schools, fire and police
departments resulting [rom the project

I) Transportation/Traffic: This project would cause an increase in traffic which would
be substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system.
There are relatively few North/South routes. East/West routes from the project area are
similarly limited due to the bluffs on the South of the project and Ballona Creck to the
North of the project. The project would likely exceed, both individually and
cumulatively, a reasonable level of service for the roads and highways in the project area,
including Jefferson, Lincoln, Centinela, Inglewood and Culver Boulevards, and the 405
and 10 freeways. The EIR should address impacts to traffic in the local area and the
region. The EIR should include in its analysis most of the major intersections from
Malibu to the North, Hermosa Beach to the South, and as far East as La Cienega
Boulevard.

The EIR should also address the impacts to the local economy that would result
- from increased traffic. For example, the EIR should examine how much time would be
added to a commuter's drive due to the increased traffic. It should study people
commuting from all different directions: north to south,; south to noith; cast to west and
west to east.. Also, drivers on their delivery routes would be impacted by increased
traffic. How would this affect (he economies of those businesses?

J) Utilities ard Service Systems: This project would require or result in the construction
of new storm water drainage facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmenta!l harm. The EIR should examine the impacts associated with building in a
flood plain, given that this has historically been, and continues to be, a flood plain of the
Ballona Watershed. The EIR should examine how new storm water drainage facilities
might both alter the character and viability of the riparian stream, and how that altcration
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would impact the riparian strcam, Ballona Wetlands and the Santa Monica Bay both
directly, as well as indirectly.

K) Mandatory Findings of Significance: This project would have impacts that are
cumulatively considerable, meaning that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects (such as Phase
One), the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects
{such as the expansion of LAX). In addition, the project would have environmental
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly, because, among other things, it
would degrade the quality of life for existing residents and businesses in adjacent
communities through increased traffic congestion, air pollution, degradation of acsthetics,
decrease of emergency responsc time resulting from increased traffic congestion, loss of
endangered species habitat, increase of noise and light glare, and similar degradation of
existing communitics.

V1. _Alternatives Analysis

The EIR must consider a reasonable range of alternatives to the project, or to the
location of the project, which offer substantial environmental advantages over the project
proposal and may be feasibly accomplished in a successful manner, considering the
economic, environmental, social and technological factors involved. The alternatives
analysis must include both on-site alternatives and off-site alternatives. (Citizens of
Goleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal 3d 553, 566, 276 Cal. Rpt. 410
[“Goleta 11]).

A) No Project Alternative

The EIR must discuss what would be reasonably expected to occur in the
foreseeable future if the project were not approved. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6
(e)(2)). Illefi alone, the land contained within the Phase Two area will revert back to
viable wetland and upland habitat. The land has not been graded or surcharged. The
original wetland soil and seed bank still remains directly under the areas upon which dirt
and rubble have been placed by the Playa Vista developers. Many frogs and birds can be
seen-and heard when driving by the Phase Two area. Even in ifs relatively poor
environmental condition, due to the developer’s purposeful destruction of habitat on the
property over the past few years, the land still is home to many spccics of flora and fauna.

The No Project alternative would have various environmental benefits which
should be discussed in the EIR, such as improvement of water quality in Cenlinela Creek,
Ballona Creek and Santa Monica Bay; habitat for endangered species; open space for
people; and aesthetic benefits. '

~ B) Other Alternatives

We suggoest that the EIR examine at least four alternatives to this project,
including scenarios with substantially reduced number of residential units and retail and
commercial square footage. In addition, the EIR should examine other locations within
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the City of Los Angeles that could be utilized for development, including brownfields
and areas that are within redevelopment zones.

Finally we suggest that the EIR include the alternative of making the entire Phase
Two area a park. The alternative should incorporate various scenarios for a park,
including active or passive recreation, or a combination of the two. It should address the
impacts associated with the establishment of a park on the residents in Playa Vista Phase
Onc and other surrounding communities, especially Westchester, since it is one of the
most park poor communitics in Los Angeles. In addition, the EIR should consider other
impacts resulting from the park alternative, such as impacts to recreational opportunities,
biological resources, water quality and hydrology, soils and geology, and aesthetics,
including light, noise and visual impacts.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Playa Vista Phase Two-Netice—
of Preparation. We look forward to the City's response to our comments and concerns.

%;ﬂ

Sabrina Venskus
Legal Director
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December 11, 2002
Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles Planning Dept.
200 No. Spring 8t. Room 270
Los Angeles, CA 90012 90012

Dear Ms. Chang:

1 am responding to the request for comments to the proposcd Playa Vista
development as an individual who lives and works in the community and as the
Execufive Dircctor of a local nonprofit that serves the Los Angeles area.

I applaud Playa Vista’s design of a “smaller—grecner” Village that will complete its
mixed uge development entirely west of Lincoln and south of the Ballona Channel.
Fewer residential units, no hotel and less commercial space will allow for more
open space and a better commupity life for us and for our children.

As Director of the Computer Access Center, I am especially interested in the
Community Use space of 40,000 sq. ft., that also is greatly reduced in size. What
will be the uses 10 be considered? Are there community entitlements that could
require space for a nonprofit that would benefit the residents of the Village at
Playa Vista and surtounding areas? '

The Computer Access Center is interested in pursuing these questions and would
like to be in contact with the appropriate people in order to begit a discussion.

Sincerely,
Mary AnH Glicksman 3
Executive Director . F
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i CCESS CENTER

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Fruncine Celbwachs
UCLA Graduate School of Fd,
Pregidant
Gale Williams
Citibank, retired
Past President
Millie Davis
First Federal Bank of California
Vice President
Dianne Prust
115 Bank
Traasurer
Mo de Kofl
Secrgtary
Denisc Anthony
Lawyers Title
Gordon W, Cardona
Designer/Advocate
Ellen Creager
Law Oftices of Bruce I1. Albert
Judy Kaye-Cressman
Saint John's Health Center
Eddie De Ochon
Administaft
Seymour Kahn
Former Chairman, Mercury Air
Gregory L. Lehman
Henaissance Los Angcles Ilotel
David Rogers, M.T.
Genzyme Genstics

ADVISORY BOARD

Rick Bagley

Rabert Barboza, M 5,

Trwin Rlumenthal, Ph.D.
Jacquelyn P. Brund

Alan ), Brighiman, Ph.D.
Rabin Burkheltz, M.A , CCC-Sp
Terence R. Cannings, Ed.D.
R.I. Couper

Sullie Dashiell, M.A., CCC-Sp
Karen Duncanwood

Pat Eticone

Kathleen A. Gross, MA, O TR,
Larry Tsrael

Joha Jacobs

Margaret H, Jones, M.D.
June Kailes, M.SW.

Kit Kehr

Kirk Kilgour

Sharon Kokaska

Rev Korman

Joanne Leavitt

Mary Male, Ph I,

Laura F. Meyers, PILI}.
Larry Naeve

Audrey Irarker

Jerome DMerlstrom

Perry Rosenberg, PhD.
Tobey Shaw

Ginger Williams

Ruth Zemke, Ph.D., O.T.R.

A NONPROFIT CORPORATION SERVING PECPLE WITH DISABILITIES |

December 11, 2002

Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles Planning Dept.
200 No. Spring St. Room 270

Los Angeles, CA 90012 90012

Dear Ms. Chang:

I am responding to the request for comments to the proposed Playa Vista
development as an individual who lives and works in the community and as the
Executive Director of a local nonprofit that serves the Los Angeles area.

1 applaud Playa Vista’s design of a “smaller—greener” Village that will complete its
mixed use development entirely west of Lincoln and south of the Ballona Channel.
Fewcer residential units, no hotel and less commercial space will allow for more
open space and a better community life for us and for our children.

As Director of the Computer Access Center, 1 am especially interested in the
Community Use space of 40,000 sq. ft., that also is greatly reduced in size. What
will be the uses to be considered? Are there community entitlements that could
require space for a nonprofit that would benefit the residents of the Village at
Playa Vista and surrounding areas?

The Computer Access Center is interested in pursuing these questions and would
like to be in contact with the appropriate people in order to begin a discussion.

it g Ml

Mdry Ann Gllcksman
Executive Director

‘5mcerely,

ECEIVE

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
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Homeowners & Ne{ghbors Association

12825 Short Avenue, Los Angeles, CADOOES « 210/842 523685

TGo:  Ms. SUE CHANG

RE: PREPARATION OF EIR REPORT, #2002-61 29
FrROM:BOARD OF DIRECTORS DRHNA

DATE: JANUARY | ), 2003

IN VIEW OF THE PLANNED NEW CONSTRUCTION OF THE VILLAGE AT PLAYA VISTA AND THE
NECESSARY EIR REPORT, THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE DEL REY HOMEOWNERS AND
NEIGHBORS ASSOCIATION ASKS THAT SEVERAL TRAFFIC/PARKING PROBLEMS BE SOLVED BEFORE
THE PROJECT RECEIVES ANY CONSIDERATION. SPECIFICALLY, WE REQUEST THAT WHEREVER iT IS
ANTICIPATED THAT STREET PARKING WILL BE ELIMINATED THAT YOU WILL ACQUIRE LAND AND
PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE FACILITIES, :

WE ARE EXTREMELY CONCERNED WITH THE LACK OF REGARD FOR PARKING AND TRAFFIC THAT
PLAYA VISTA HAS SHOWN TO THE RESIDENTS AND BUSINESS OWNERS SITUATED ON JEFFERSON
AND CENTINELA AVENUES. WHAT MEASURES ARE BEING TAKEN TO ENHANGE THE INADEQUATE
PARKING REPLACEMENT FUND DESIGNATED TO HELP RESIDENTS LIVING ALONG THOSE STREETS?
WHERE DO YOU PLAN TO SITUATE THIS NEW PARKING STRUCTURE AND WHY ARE YOU DRAGGING
YOUR FEET ON FINDING A SUITABLE SITE? '

THE INCREASED TRAFFIC THAT PLAYA VISTA 1S CREATING HAS ALREADY BROUGHT MUCH MORE
NOISE AND POLLUTION TO THOSE LIVING ALONG THE 405 FREEWAY LEADING TO THE QO
FREEWAY. THE VILLAGE AT PLAYA VISTA WILL ACERBATE THE SITUATION. WHILE THERE WAS
PROMISE OF A SOUND WALL, EVENTUALLY ALONG THE ©C FREEWAY, THERE IS NO HINT OF ANY
SUCH PROJECT BEING UNDERTAKEN. :

UNFORTUNATELY WE WERE NEVER INFORMED ABOUT THE IMPORTANGE OF REQUESTING A
NEIGHBORHOOD PROTECTION ELAN BUT WE ARE REQUESTING ONE NOW SO THAT THE DEL REY
COMMUNITY CAN DEAL WITH ANY PROBLEMS ARISING FROM FURTHER PLAYA VISTA DEVELOPMENT.
WE ALSO ASK THAT YOU PROMPTLY INITIATE A DIALOG REGARDING THE USE OF THE PARKING
REPLACEMENT FUND, AND THAT A SOUND WALL ALLONG THE 405 t EADING TO THE 90
FREEWAY, INCLUDING THE OFF RAMF AT CENTINELA AVE. AND EXTENDING TO THE END OF
SANDFORD AVENUE BE BUILT AS SOON AS POSSIBLE, ;

| LOOK FORWARD TO HEARING FROM YOU SO THAT | MAY INFORM MY BOARD WHAT PLAYA
VISTA IS PLANNING TO DO TO MITIGATE EXISTING PROBLEMS AND HOW THEY WILL DEAL WITH THE
NEW ONES WHICH WILL COME WITH FURTHER CONSTRUCTION, RECEIVED

CITY OF Los ANGELES
| A T4 7003
52% : (}1;4_/ . fw,aé Af;, £ CITY PLANNING DEPT

uY GOEH, PRESIDENTS O/577-5245 LAX/Playa Vista Section
GLORIA SONDHEIM, CORRESPONDING SECRETARY
CC: MAYOR HAHN, Ms. MISCIKOWSK!, MR. TRAN, MS. WAGNER, THE ARGOMAUT, Ms. BUCHANAN
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Grassroots Coalition

For Disclosure of Health and Safety Issues
Patricia McPherson, fresident - '
3749 Greenwood Avenue,Los Angeles, CA 90066
Phona/frs 310-397-5770

W-2.5
JAN. 14, 2003

TO: CITY OF LOS ANGELES, City Planning Dept. | i

Sue Chang, City Hall
200 N, Spring St. Room 720 ' RECEIVED
N 211?;0;75;1;26‘::5, CA 50012 CITY OF LOS ANGELES
Janc 142003
FROM: GRASSROOTS COALITION CITY PLANNING DEPT.
President, Patricia McPherson LAX/Playa Vista Section

3749 Greenwood Ave. LA CA 920066

RE: Scoping Hearing- 2* Phase ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT-
: PLAYA VISTA

Due to the recendy discovered and highly unpredictable high volumes and pressures of
migrating oilfield gases and high levels of hydrogen sulfide (H2$) found throughout the
Playa Vista site, the following investigations and conditions must be performed and
adhered to in order to ensure due diligence and full disclosure to the public have been
performed by the City of Los Angeles as per the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA).

The 1993/5 Playa Vista EIR has been demonstrated to have been fundamentally flawed
ag it stated that there were no shallow zones or pockets of gas that could seep 1o the
surface. Today, as a direct result of Grassrools Coalition and Spirit of the Sage Council
investigations and diligent pursuit of further oilfield studies, preliminary oiifietd studies
have been perfonmed at Playa Vista. However, those studies ( the stidies included the
Chief Legislative Analyst’s Report ‘CLA Report” which excluded avaiiable data, data
that contradicts the conclusions rendered. The CLA Report was evaluated as incomplete
and as having impropefly performed BTEX and H2S studies by State EPA, the Dept. of
Toxic Substan?cs Conuol “ DTSC') have been preliminary in nature and simply
demonsuate that further investigation and evaluation is required and prudent in order io
protect the health and safety of California residents and Califorma’s environment.

Grassroots Cm;lition requests that all documents given thus far to the City of Los Angeles
by Grassroots Coalition and/or Spirit of the Sage Council to the City of Los Angcics,

11924 W. Washington Boulevard « Los Angeles, CA 90066
www.grassrootscoalition.com
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including but not limited to LADBS regarding Playa Vista and its geotechnica) and
ecological issues, be incorporated as City documents and thus part of the EIR for second
phase of Playa Vista.

o

The EIR must be¢ performed by independent entities, hired by the City of Los Angeles
and that the company’s hired bave not been and/or are not émployed by Playa Capital
» SOCALGAS(Sempra Energy) and/or Lathim & Watkins on behalll of Playa Capital.

This would help to eliminate the conflict of interest that would benefit the developer
and the City’s joint effort, the Playa Vista Project and would ingtead help to provide 2
truthful document that would help to protect the health and safety of the people of
California and its environment, as was intended by the CEQA process.

An independent OILFIELD INVESTIGATION done by qualified independent
petrolewm engineers and oilfield gas migration experts must be performed duc to the
newly discavered migrating oilficld gases and hydrogen sulfide (H28). SEE
LISTING SECTION.

Mechanisms must be created w ensure strict adherence to conditions cited in any and
all agreemants made between the City of Los Angeles and the develaper
(petitioner)(at this point {n time it is Playa Capital) regarding agreements related to or
paﬂofﬂicElRandi!s Process.

Mechanisms must be created 1o ensure that point and issue specific language is used,
language that precludes confusion as to what the agresment actually states, in order
for the public, City Departments, City and State and Federal Agencies to be able to
ENFORCE THE AGREEMENTS. (By way of example, the Vesting Tract
Agreements and Mitigation and Monitoring A greements that were created for Phase 1
Playa Vista were created, in part, in a vague and thus unenforceable manner.
Language that is specific has been ignored, City Departments have not adbered 1o
language contained in the agrecments, language that states that conditions must be
met PRIOR TO GRADING OR OTHER CONTSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES. At City
Council hearings, Gordon Hamilton and other City Planners have specifically stated
that it is a customary practice for the City 10 NOT ADHERE TO VESTING TRACT
AGREEMENTS and to NOT ADHERE 1o conditions within the agreements PRIOR
TO APPROQVAL of City Pianning and City Council approval for going ahead with
further gradmg. construction ete.
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Lack of adlierenice to the above noted agreements must stop. There must be a
mechanism, an administrative mechanism, to which the public can vtifize to
ensure the agreements are enforced. There must be a City administrative
mechanism, to which the public can turn and utilize in order to resolve conflicts
and discrepancies pertaining to the enforcement of the City agreements that are
part of the EIR process. By contrast, in the 1% Phase Playa Vista, the City has given
the public no means to Interact in a meaningful way in order to resolve or enforce the
Agreements made by the City in the EIR process. There must be an administrative
mechamsm that will hold the City 10 ACCOUNTABILITY. The City’s attitude, as

has been documented in writing to City Planuers, has been one of disregard and

ponesponsiveness to the public when the public bas requested thar the City Vesting
Tract Agreements and Mitigation and Monitoring A greements be strictly adhered to

as stated in the Agreements. The public must have an administrative mechanism by
which disputes may be meaningfully resolved, rather than, having the public be
forced 1o resolve issues by taking on the extreme hardship of financial burden that is
necegsary in order 10 adequately provide for contesting the City in the court system.

$. The scope of review must include the City’s document 15808. The issues brought
up in tis City document must be acknowledged, investigated and resolved with due
diligence.as it pertains to the Playa Vista site as well as the Playa del
Rey/Venice/Kidson cilfield, the overlying geotechnical oilfield/SOCALGAS
reservoir gas pathways (including the 50" gravel zone conduit for gas migration) and
the surface area. ,An oilfield investigation must take place for the Playa Vista site
but, that iz:-cstigation must include the offisite mmifications of the hundreds of old
leaky wells that are part of the cntire oilfield area that includes the Playa Vista site,
The scope must inciude this document’s information regarding multiple zones of
oilfield gases underlying the Playa Vista region, which includes the offsite
ramifications of the zones of odfield gases. The scope must include a hydrogen
sulfide investigation of the Playa Vista site and the relativity of the Fiaya del
Rey olifield as 15808 acimowledges the oilfleld as a ‘SOUR OILFIELD".

LISTING OF STUDIES:
A, GEOLOGY and GEOLOGIC HAZARDS;
The scope of investigation must include faults, seigmicity and ground shaking,
liquefaction and seismically-induced settlement and subsidence.
1. The investigation must include the abave noted conditions® impacts or potential
impacts upon the integrity of the gas mitigation systems within the oilfield setting
. The City must include, as part of the scope, scientific studies done upori HDPE
and Liquid Boot by the leading research institutes and investipators in the U.S,
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that would illuminate the ability of these membranes to perform safely or not
within the geotechnical setting of the Playa Vista site. The City must provide
actual field testing data of products noted above that would illustrate that the
products perform within the Playa Vista setting as stated by manufacturers.

2. The City must provide, as CEQA data, assurance of safety by providing models of
safe gas mitigation function in sites clsewhere that have similar geotechnical
settings (ie. liquefaction, high water table (potential effects of subsideace due ta
perpetual dewatering activities and potential effects of expanding the toxic plume
due to perpetual dewatering activities), active oilfield seting, H2S production
within the soils, underlying high pressure gas storage reservoir, coastal tidal
inflvence, seismically active area.

B. GROUNDWATER; |

1. Site hydrogeology must be ztudied in order to determine oilficld gas pathways of
migration and pressures. Long term probes placed within the 50° gravel and deeper
to {acilitatc gathering data over time to assess the magnitude and period of gas
fluctuations, chemicals and pressures. Tidal influence must be investigated and
evaluated for its effects upon the oilfield gas migration.

C. SUBSURFACE GASES;

Source of gases must be evaluared by INDEPENDENT PETROLEUM ENGINEERS

AND GAS MIGRATION EXPERTS. Oilfield (including Playa del Rey/Venice,

SQCALGAS) Data that has already been provided to LADBS and the City of Los

Angelcs must be reviewed and responded to. _

2. Sulfur speciation testing must be performed upon gas samples taken by indspendent,
qualified oilfield experts in order to determiue origin of gases.

3. Helium tcéting must be performed by independent qualified oillield experts in order
to determine origin.

4. Require SUCALGAS to render documents regarding all wells and history of wells.

5. Review SOCALGAS inventory analysis approach and results by qualified, expert
petroleum inventory analyst.

6. Perform BTEX and H2S testing in native soils.

7. Review all isotopic analysis done throughout the area (including Playa del Rey,
Venice) and provide response with regard 10 MIXING of gases that would include
cvaluation of chemical changes through gas migration as well as through mixing of
gases, including native gases. Provide native pas samples.

B. Investigate and evaluate geotechnical oilfield gas migration pathways and the
impacts or potential impacts of offsite gas migration due to capping by construction.

9. Provide an Fcological Health Risk Assessment as well as a Human Health Rigk
Assessment .

10, Repressunzation of the Playa del Rey/ Venice oilfield and potential negative effects

[S=1
.
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11.

relative 1o the Playa Vista site,
Lnvestigale and evaluate oilfield gas and H2S migration pathways, including

pathway changes due to seasonal rainfall, tidal influcnce, seismic activity, liquefaction
must be analyzed and evaluated.

12. Provide worst case scenario due to explosion and/or toxicity from oilfield

13

constituents and the EMERGENCY PLAN that provides for such worst case
seeinano,

Provide proof of City adherence to testing of and efficacy of the Playa Vista
Methane Prevention, Detection and Monitoring Program. This program, as stated
thus far by the City of Los Angeles, will continue to be used on the rest of the
Project. Therofore, it is important 1o include data and infornmation regarding the
program for the 2* Phase EIR in order 1o determine if and how the program actually
performs {including its failure to perform) for heatth and safety purposes. The City
was given a Summary documetit by Exploration Technologies Inc - Victor Jones,
wherein he stares that the 50° vent well systems were 4 failure (this is contrary to
what the City has stated, however the City has provided no proof that anything works
safely) and that he, contrary (o the City agreement, was never given any subslab gas
testing data. Grasstoots Coalition Public Record Requested the subslab testing
reports and was told by the City that no such reports exist. Therefore, according to
ETI, withow the subslab testing, there is no way to determine if the surface

* monitoring is working properly.

Grassroots Coalition supports the position of Spirit of the Sage Council and the Ballona
Wetlands Land Trust and BEEP regarding the EIR for Playa Vista.

i
LA £

Grassroots Coalition, Patricia McPherson, Presidant

2005
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FACSIMILE COVER PAGE

To: laplanning Frem : Dean Francois
Sent: 1/4/03 a1 10:59:40 AM Pages: 2 (including Cover)
Subject :  Scoping comments for the "Village at Playa Vista' El

Dean Francois, President
Friends of the South Bay Bicycle Path

Box 808

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 UJ - ’2/ (D

310-318-3326

DeanTFrancois@hotmail com or SAVETHESTRAND@ya h’go,com it

http://geccities. com/SAVETHESTRAND

January 4, 2002 ' RECEWED
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles JAN N R 2003

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720 CITY PLANNING DEPT.

Los Angeles, CA Q0012 LAX/Playa Vista Section

VIA FAX: 213-978-1270

RE: Scoping comments for the Village at Playa Vista* EIf% a

To Whom It May Concern:

The "Friends of the South Bay Bicycle Path® was formed several years ago to promote the efficient use and
maximum utilization for bike paths in the south bay cities. | have personally worked for many years on
proposals regarding bike paths through King Harbor and the South Bay as a Traffic and Transportation
Commissioner in the 90's. | am currently a Public Works Commissioner in Redondo Beach. The Public Works
Commission has not discussed or taken any action on this proposal.

We are currently working to get a class one hike path through King Harbor in the development known as the
"Heart of the City". We have collected a thousand signatures from residents throughout Los Angeles county
that support this goal. This would connect the missing link in the South Bay Ricycle Path. The playa vista
project should as well have a class one bike path connected throughout the project area, along ballona creek,
and to the south bay bicycle path along the beach. This will greatly reduce the significant environmental
impacts and reduce the traffic demands in the community. An alternative of a public open park should be
considered, especially if the dangers of the leaking gasses are determined to be present. The leaks should be
completely investigated in the EIR. Complete sources of the gas should be resolved.

Attached are the initial scoping comments that have been prepared for this EIR.

Sincerely,

Dean Franceis

SCOPING COMMENTS FOR THE PLAYA VISTA PROJECT EIR SUBMITTED BY THE "TRIENDS OF THE SOUTH BAY
BICYCLE PATH"

A THE EIR MUST INCLUDE ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVE PROPOSALS. According to State Environmental Law
(CEQA), the EIR is required to include analysis of alternative plans. The alternative proposal to have the area
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set aside as a park shouid be considered. Also, the most environ mentally sensitive alternative shoufd be
considered and addressed. An alternative to construct a class 1 bike path throughout the project should be
included.

B. AESTHETICS - THE COMPLETE PROJECT, MUST BE MADE AS AESTHETICALLY PLEASING AS POSSIBLE.
THIS 1S PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT AT ALL AREAS WHERE THE PROJECT IS VIEWED FROM ALL PUBLIC
STREETS.

C. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION AND HEALTH/SAFETY - THE PROPOSAL HAS A SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE
IMPACT ON THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM AND THE HEALTH AND SAFETY OF THE COMMUNITY. BETTER
UTILIZATION OF BIKE PATHS INCLUDING CONSTRUCTION OF A CLASS ONE BIKE PATH AND PEDESTRIAN
WALKWAYS ENCOURAGES THE MAXIMUM USE OF ALTERNATIVE FORMS OF TRANSPORTATION. THIS
DIRECTLY RESULTS IN LESS DEMANDS ON TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION OF AUTOMOBILES,
PROMOTES HEALTHIER MOVEMENT OF PEQPLE, AND INCREASES THE PUBLIC SAFETY.

D. AIR, NOISE, AND ENERGY RESOURCES (LONG TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS) - THE PROPOSAL HAS AN
ADVERSE IMPACT ON AIR QUALITY AND NOISE FROM INCREASED AUTOMOBILE TRAFFIC, AND AN ADVERSE
IMPACT ON ENERGY CONSUMPTION AND CONFLICTS WITH LONG TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS,

E. RECREATION - THE PROPOSAL. HAS AN ADVERSE IMPACT ON THE RECREATION POTENTIAL OF THE AREA.
This should be mitigated with mare of these types of uses and the implementation of a class 1 bike path.

F. WATER QUALITY, EARTH, GEOLOGY, AND SOILS - THE PROJECT SHOULD NOT BE COMPLETED UNTIL
COMPLETE INDEPENDENT STUDIES ARE DONE ON ALL FORMS OF GASSES THAT HAVE BEEN REPORTED IN
THE AREA. This should include the adjacent areas as weil since construction had been approved without the
knowledge of the potential gas leaks. Resolution must be made on the origination of such gases, because
mitigation measures cannot be undertaken until it is resolved. Furthermore, if mitigation results in such
drastic measures on the construction of buildings, than alternatives need to be addressed that includes much
less or no building on such properties. The affects on water quality are devastating to the naturat habitat,
Consider all of the factors outlined in the Santa Monica Baykeeper's scoping comments.

G. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE - THE PROJECT CLEARLY HAS THE POTENTIAL TQ ADVERSELY
IMPACT LONG-TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS. The only way that the project can overcome these adverse
impacts is to include as a mitigating factor details that will move people through alternative forms of
transportation, especially pedestrian and hicycle friendly pathways. A class 1 bike path is needed to mitigate
these impacts. Other mitigation that should be considered wouid be to keep the density low enough to handle
the traffic,
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FACSIMILE COVER PAGE

To: laplanning from: Dean Francois
Sent . 1/14/03 at 6:44:16 PM Pages: 2 (including Cover)
Subject: Scoping comments for the Village at Playa Vista" EIR

the following {etter was faxed 1o the executive office fax machine on jan. 4, 2003 at 11:00 am and therefore was
sent in a timely manner,

Dean Francois, President '
. Friends of the South Bay Bicycle Path
Box 808 (VA Z,P)
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 _
310-318-3326 : )
DeanTFrancois@hotmail.com or SAVETHESTRAND@yahoo.com
http://geccities.com/SAVETHESTRAND

RECEIVED
January 4, 2002 CITY OF LOS ANGELES
Ms. Sue Chang ) AN T 4 2003
City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning CITY PLANNING DEPT,
200 North Spring Street, Room 720 LAX/Playa Vista Section

Los Angeles, CA 90012
VIA FAX: 213-978-1275 i
-1397 '

RE: Scoping comments for the Village at Piaya Vista” EIR
To Whom it May Concern:

- The “Friends of the South Bay Bicycle Path” was formed several years ago to promote the efficient use and
maximum utilization for bike paths in the south bay cities. 1 have personaily worked for many years on-
proposals regarding bike paths through King Harbor and the South Bay as a Traffic and Tra nsportation
Commissioner in the 90's. | am currently a Public Works Commissioner in Redondo Beach. The Public Works
Commission has not discussed or taken any action on this proposal.

We are currently working to get a class one bike path through King Harbor in the development known as the
"Heart of the City". We have collected a thousand signatures from residents throughout Los Angeles county
that support this goal. This would connect the missing link in the South Bay Bicycle Path. The playa vista
project should as well have a class one bike path connected throughout the project area, along ballona creek,
and to the south bay bicycle path along the beach. This will greatly reduce the significant environmental
impacts and reduce the traffic demands in the community. An alternative of a public open park shoutd be
considered, especially if the dangers of the feaking gasses are determined te be present. The leaks shouid be
completely investigated in the EIR. Complete sources of the gas shouid be resolved.

Attached are the initial scoping comments that have been prepared for this EIR.

i
Sincerely,

Dean Francois

SCOPING COMMENTS FOR THE PLAYA VISTA PROJECT EIR SUBMITTED BY THE "FRIENDS OF THE SOUTH BAY
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BICYCLE PATH"

A. THE EIR MUST INCLUDE ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVE PROPOSALS. According to State Environmental Law
(CEQA), the EIR is required to include analysis of alternative plans. The alternative proposal to have the area
set aside as a park should be considered. Also, the most environmentally sensitive allernative should be

considered and addressed. An alternative to construct a class 1 bike path throughout the project should be
tncluded.

B. AESTHETICS - THE COMPLETE PROJECT, MUST BE MADE AS AESTHETICALLY PLEASING AS POSS|BLE.

THIS IS PARTICULARLY INSORTANT AT ALL AREAS WHERE THE PROJECT IS VIEWED FROM ALL PUBLIC
STREETS. :

- C. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION AND HEALTH/SAFETY - THE PROPOSAL HAS A SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE
IMPACT ON THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM AND THE HEALTH AND SAFETY OF THE COMMUNITY. BETTER
UTILIZATION OF BIKE PATHS INCLUDING CONSTRUCTION OF A CLASS ONE BIKE PATH AND PEDESTRIAN
WALKWAYS ENCOURAGES THE MAXIMUM USE OF ALTERNATIVE FORMS OF TRANSPORTATION THIS
DIRECTLY RESULTS IN LESS DEMANDS ON TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION OF AUTOMORBILES,
PROMOTES HEALTHIER MOVEMENT OF PEQPLE, AND INCREASES THE PUBLIC SAFETY.

D. AIR, NOISE, AND ENERGY RESOURCES (LONG TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS) - THE PROPOSAL HAS AN
ADVERSE IMPACT ON AIR QUALITY AND NOISE FROM INCREASED AUTOMOBILE TRAFFIC, AND AN ADVERSE
IMPACT ON ENERGY CONSUMPTION AND CONFLICTS WITH LONG TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GCALS.

E. RECREATION - THE PROPOSAL HAS AN ADVERSE IMPACT ON THE RECREATION POTENTIAL OF THE AREA.
This should be mitigated with more of these types of uses and the implementation of a class 1 bike path.

F. WATER QUALITY, EARTH, GEOLOGY, AND SOILS - THE PROJECT SHOULD NOT BE COMPLETED UNTIL
COMPLETE INDEPENDENT STUDIES ARE DONE ON ALL FORMS OF GASSES THAT HAVE BEEN REPORTED N
THE AREA. This should include the adjacent areas as well since construction had been approved without the
knowledge of the potential gas leaks. Resolution must be made on the origination of such gases, because
mitigation measures cannot be undertaken until it is resolved. Furthermore, if mitigation resuits in such
drastic measures on the construction of buildings, than alternatives need to be addressed that includes much
less or no building on such properties. The affects on water quality are devastating to the natural habitat.
Consider all of the factors outlined in the Santa Monica Baykeeper's scoping comments.

G. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE - THE PROJECT CLEARLY HAS THE POTENTIAL TO ADVERSELY
IMPACT LONG- TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS. The only way that the project can overcome these adverse
impacts i1s to include as a mitigating factor details that will move people through alternative forms of
transportation, especiatly pedestrian and bicycle friendly pathways. A class 1 bike path is needed to mitigate

these impacts. Other mitigation that should be considered would be to keep the density low enough to handle
the traffic.
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FACSIMILE COVER PAGE

To: laplanning From : Dean Francois
Sent : 1/4/03 at 10:59:40 AM Pages: 2 (including Cover)
Subject . Scoping comments for the "Village at Playa Vista" El

Dean Francois, Presiclent

Friends of the South Bay Bicycle Path

Box 808

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 k/\-) "'Z %
310-318-332¢6

DeanTFrancois@hotmail.comn or SAVETHESTRAND@yahoo.com
hitp://geocities.com/SAVETHESTRAND

January 4, 2002

Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

VIA FAX: 213.978.1270

RE: Scoping comments for the "Village st Playa Vista® FIR

To Whnom it May Concern:

‘The "Friends of the South Bay Bicycle Path" was formed several years age to promote the efficient uze and
maximum utilization for blke paths in the south bay cities. | have personally worked for many years on
proposals regarding btke paths through King Harbor and the South Bay as a Traffic and Transportation
Commissioner in the 90's. | am currently a Pubiic Works Commissioner in Redondo Beach. The Public Works
Commission has not discussed or taken any action on this proposal.

We are currently working to get a class one bike path through King Harbor in the development known as the
"Heart of the City". We have collected & thousand signatures from residents throughout Los Angsles county
that support this goal. This would connect the missing link in the South Bay Bicycle Path. The playa vista
project should as well have a class one bike path connected throughout the project area, along ballona cresk,
and to the south bay bicycle path along the beach. This will greatly reduce the significant environmental
impacts and reduce the traffic demands in the community. An alternative of a publlc open park should be
considered, especially if the dangers of the leaking gasses are determined to be present. The leaks should be
completely investigated in the EIR. Complete sources of the gas should be resolved. -

Attached are the initial scoping comments that have been prepared for this EIR.

Sincerely,

Dean Francois

SCOPING COMMENTS FOR THE PLAYA VISTA PROJECT EIR SUBMITTED BY THE ‘FRIENDS OF THE SOUTH BAY
BICYCLE PATH"

A. THE EIR MUST INCLUDE ANALYS!S OF ALTERNATIVE PROPOSALS. According to State Environmental Law
(CEQA), the EIR is required to include analysis of alternative plans. The alternative proposal to have the area
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set aside as a park should be considered, Also, the most environmentally sansitive alternative should be
considered and acdressed. An alternative to construct a class 1 bike path throughout the project should be
included.

B. AESTHETICS - THE COMPLETE PROJECT, MUST BE MADE AS AESTHETICALLY PLEASING AS POSSIBLE,

THIS 1S PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT AT ALL AREAS WHERE THE PROJECT 1S VIEWED FROM ALL PUBLIC
STREETS.

C. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION AND HEALTH/SAFETY - THE PROPOSAL HAS A SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE
IMPACT ON THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM AND THE HEALTH AND SAFETY OF THE COMMUNITY. BETTER
UTILIZATION OF BIKE PATHS INCLUDING CONSTRUCTION OF A CLASS ONE BIKE PATH AND PEDESTRIAN
WALKWAYS ENCOURAGES THE MAXIMUM USE OF ALTERNATIVE FORMS OF TRANSPORTATION. THIS

DIRECTLY RESULTS IN LESS DEMANDS ON TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION OF AUTOMOBILES,
PROMQTES HEALTHIER MOVEMENT OF PEOPLE, AND INCREASES THE PUBLIC SAFETY.

. AIR, NOISE, AND ENERGY RESOURCES (L ONG TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS) - THE PROPOSAL HAS AN
ADVERSE IMPACT ON AIR QUALITY AND NOISE FROM INCREASED AUTOMOBILE TRAFFIC, AND AN ADVERSE
IMPACT ON ENERGY CONSUMPTION AND CONFLICTS WITH LONG TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS.

E. RECREATION - THE PROPOSAL HAS AN ADVERSE IMPACT ON THE RECRFATION POTENT!AL OF THE AREA.
This should bs mitigated with more of thesa types of uses and the implementation of & class 1 biks path.

F. WATER QUALITY, EARTH, GEOLOGY, AND SQILS - THE PROJECT SHOULD NOT BE COMPLETED UNTIL
COMPLETE INDEFENDENT STUDIES ARE DONE ON ALL FORMS OF GASSES THAT HAVE BEEN REPORTED IN
THE AREA. This should include the adjacent areas as wsll since construction had been approved without the
knowledge of the potential gas leaks. Resotution must be made on the origination of such gases, because
mitigation measures cannot be undertaken untll 1t is resolved. Furthermore, if mitigation resuits in such
drastic measures on the construction of buildings, than alternatives need to be addressed that includes miuch
less or no building on such properties. The affects on water quality are devastating to the natural habltat.
Consider all of the factors outfined in the Santa Monica Baykeeper's scaping comments,

G. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE - THE PROJECT CLEARLY HAS THE POTENTIAL TO ADVERSELY
IMPACT LONG-TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS, The only way that the project can overcome these adverss
impacts (8 to include as & mitigating factor details that wili move people through alternative forms of
transportation, especially pedestrian and bicycle friencily pathways. A class 1 bike path is needed to mitigate
these impacts. Other mitigation that should be considered would be to keep the density low enough to handle
the traffic.



634 S. Spring Street
Suite 821

LOs Angeles, CA 90014
Tel 213.629.2142

Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition

b\) ,_7_/5\ Fax 213.629.2259
improving The Blcycling Environment & The Quality OF Life www. labikecoalition.org
Ms. Sue Chang January 13, 2003

City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning

200 No. Spring St., Room 720

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: EIR Case No. ENV-2002-6129-EIR, the Village at Playa Vista

Dear Ms. Chang:

The I.os Angeles County Bicycle Coalition asks that the EIR for the above project consider the
following impacts and issues:

1. Due to the existing and projected traffic congestion in the project area and the need for improved
coastal access, all allernative transportation modes should be developed to their fullest potential in
the project area. Bicycle transportation should be considered in all transportation planning. The
project should inciude a binding Bicycle Master Plan,

2. There is a shortage of north-south and east-west bicycle routes in and around the project area.
Roadway projects required of the project should preserve and enhance bicycle facilities by:

- Creating on-road class II bike lanes where possible or wide curb lanes to facilitate parallel bicycle
‘and motor vehicle travel.

- Signalized intersections should be equipped with equipment that is sensitive to bicycles.

- Intersections should be designed to facilitate the safe turning movements of bicycles.

- Secure bicycle parking should be provided at major destinations and transit stops,

3. Roadway projects required as mitigations should not compromise opportunities for including
bicycle facilities.

4. Special attention should be given to providing cxcellent bicycle facilities on and connectivity to
the major boulevards of Lincoln, Jefferson, Culver and Sepulveda. There are numerous points of
origin and destinations on these important arterials that cyclists need to access just as motorists do.
Cyclists should not be required to take circuitous detours to reach destinations.

5. Transportation cyclists require direct, convenient on-road bikeways. Recreational cyclists can
benefit from separated bike paths. Transportation cyclists should not be expected to use separated
bike paths.

Sincerely, !
7 ﬂ /) RECEIVED
S CITY OF LOS ANGELES
( g/Sey
Ron Milam e/ A JAN 16 2003
Fxecutive Director CITY PLANNING DEPT.

LAX/Playa Vista Section






Spirit of the Sage Council

Defending and Conserving Native Plants, Wildlife, Ecosystems and Sacred Lands

W-50

January 15, 2003

RECEIVED
CITY OF LOS ANGELES
Ms. Sue Chang JaN 18 7003
City of Los Angeles _
Department of City Planning _ CITY PLANNING DEPT, -
200 No. Spring St., Room 720 LAX/Piays visia Section

Los Angeles, CA 90012
RE: Playa Vista Phase Il Scoping Comments
Dear Ms. Chang:

Per our conversation today, { am enclosing the original copy of Spirit of the Sage
Council’s scoping comments for the Notice of Preparation for the Playa Vista |
Phase Il proposed project. | was unable to fax the complete document
yesterday, as some of the attachments are original photographs stapled to
pages.

Thank you for confirming for me that it is okay to mail the original to you today
and that the mailed version will be considered our "original” document for the
record. ' ' '

Sincerely

Kathy Knight, Wetlands Coordinator
Mailing address: 1122 Oak St.
Santa Monica, CA 90405

{310} 450-5961

Enclosure. Scoping letter of 1-14-03 with attachments

30 North Raymond Avenue ¢ Pasadena & California ® 91103 @ US.A.
Tele: (626) 744-9932 & Fax: (626) 744-9931 & www.sagecouncil.com






Spirit of the Sage Council

Defending and Conserving Native Plants, Wildlife, Ecosystems and Sacred Lands

RECEIVED ¥ ]
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES @ 1 5 g 40 ) 18-

- AN 16 2003 |
Ms. Sue Ghang CITY PLANNING DEPT.  January 14, 2003
City of Los Angeles _ LAX/Playa Vista Section
Department of City Planning
200 No. Spring St., Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Ms. Chang: RE: Playa Vista Phase Il EIR

The following are our comments on what should be included in the Phase | EIR
of Playa Vista. We also request that the City circulate an SEIR on Phase |
regarding the toxic gases discovered since that EIR was certified in 1993. This
would save time and resources from doing it later.

Phase Il of Playa Vista:

We are submitting to you a No Project Alternative Plan that we think should be
considered seriously. We are more than willing to work with you and Playa
Capitat on this Alternative.

. NO PROJE_CT'ALTERNATIVE PLAN - BALLONA
WETLANDS PARK EAST

We are submitting an altemative Plan to this project. Our Alternative Plan is
called the Ballona Wetlands Park East.

In lieu of the Phase If development, we submit the Plan of keeping this area as
an open space natural preserve. The 162 acres would be restored to its natural
state with native plants and the existing wetlands would be protected. This area
would be a regional park where families and tourists could come and see the
local wetland wildlife. There wouid be bird viewing and educational exhibits.

This plan would be a superior environmental alternative because it would
eliminate the hazards of the following impacts: '

1} There would not be structures with contained enclosures and living quarters
built over a site where there is continuous gas migration occurring. By not
building over such a dangerous site, it would eliminate the following hazards:

a. - Hydrology - The need for further de-watering to support a gas mitigation
system would be eliminated. '

30 North Raymond Avenue ¢ Pasadena & California @ 91103 & U.8.A,
Tele: {626) 744-9932 & Fax: (626) 744-9931 & www.sagecouncil.com



Sue Chang, LA City Planning Dept.
January 14, 2003
Page 2

2)

3)

4)

b. Safety-Risk of Upset - The danger of dewatering causing the toxic plume
to expand northward past Jefferson would be eliminated with the
elimination of de-watering.

By eliminating long term de-watering of the site, the risk of subsidence is
greatly reduced, '

'By not building on the 'quueﬁable marsh land soil, the seismic hazards
would be greatly reduced.

By not covering over more of the gas seepage on the site, the risk of off-
site gas migration would be eliminated.

Plant Life and Animal Life - This alternative would protect any plant and
animal life remaining on the site, plus it would restore that which has recently
been destroyed.

The re-planting and re-introduction of wildlife would be done under the
supervision of organizations such as the Native Piant Society and Fish &
Game/Fish & Wildlife.

This restoration would be an ongoing educational laboratory for students at
Loyola, UCLA, Santa Monica Callege, West LA College and LAUSD ciasses
all over Los Angeles. : '

Noise — the naise of a restoration and public wildlife refuge would not create a
significant noise level. There might be some schoo! buses/cars that would’
enter the site off of Jefferson Bivd. The site is also easily accessible by public
bus from many parts of Los Angeles, which could eliminate the noise and
pollution of increased cars due to residential use. '

lLack of open space/parks — Acquiring this land as a wildlife preserve would
also help to offset '

How this alternative reaches the project goals:

1)

The owner of the land, Playa Capital would be paid for the land. Playa
Capital is already in the process of selling the Ballona ecosystem section
west of Lincoln.  In addition, they announced that the 114 acre east end of
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2} Area D may soon be for sale for an asking price of $45 million (LA Business
Journal 8/26/02 article attached).

There are currently funds available to purchase ecosystems such as Ballona.
Also, future revenues from visitors to the site could go towards paying off a
mortgage.

US Fish & Wildlife studies have shown that bird viewing brings in millions of
dollars in revenue to local areas.

3} From the sale price of the land, the developer could look for smaller sites in
Los Angeles where the risk to the City Taxpayers, the developers, and future
residents and workers would be reduced. This would reduce the current high
liability and potential for massive lawsuits should the current experimental gas
mitigation systems being used at Playa Vista fail.

Il ISSUES THAT NEED TO BE STUDIED IN THE PHASE il EIR

GAS MIGRATION ISSUE:

1) A proper oiffield study to find out if oil wells along the Venice Penninsula, Area
A, Playa Del Rey are leaking inta the 50 ft. gravel zone and traveling
eastward under the Playa Vista property.

2) A proper gas mixing analysis. The gas analysis done in the CLA Report of
2001 was inadequate according to gas experts.

3) A study to see what the native gases are composed of.

4) Consultation with oilfield experts, such as Dr. Endres or Dr. Robertson.
David Hsu, Chief of Grading at LA Dept. of Building and Safety has the resumes
of these and other top oilfield experts. These experts were the ones who warned
the LA City Planning Department for 5 years that there was a gas problem at
Playa Vista. They and other oilfield experts were brushed off.

Only because Patricia McPherson, President of Grassroots Coalition volunteered
her time for 5 years to keep telling you of the problem, did the ETI study get done
that showed extremely high levels of gas under the housing.



Sue Chang, LA City Planning Dept.
January 14, 2003
Page 4

Thus far, we know of NO OILFIELD EXPERTS  used to study the gas problem
at Playa Vista. Only companies that do gas probes were used. This is an
unacceptable lack of due diligence on the part of the City of Los Angeles.

PLEASE, this time use the expertise of oilfield experts such as Dr. Endres and
Dr. Robertson to finally do the proper studies. Dr. Endres co-authored a
published report called * Gas Migration from Oil and Gas Fields and Associated
Hazards” in the 1993 Journal of Petroleum Science and Engineering. His
background is safety systems analysis. Why do you continue to refuse to use
expertise such as this in studying the gas dangers at Playa Vista?

5) Water monitoring wells need to be installed such as was done at the leaking
SOCALGAS underground storage facility in Montebello. For more
information on this, you can contact the California Public Utilities Commission,
or we can refer you to the proper resource.

The phenomenon that caused this other underground storage facility to leak
needs to be carefully studied to see if there are any similarities between
Montebello and Playa Del Rey-Playa Vista.

6) A hydrological study to show the impacts of the long-term dewatering systems
required to prevent clogging of the gas mitigation systems. The Phase | EIR
Conditions for the Vesting Tract Maps for 49104 and 52092 expressly stated
that long term dewatering should be avoided.

The reason was concern about subsidence occurring and the toxic plume
under the east end being pulled outward under adjoining property, especially
north of Jefferson Blvd. Apparently this latter phenomenon had already
occurred once when some temporary construction was done on some Sewers
around Jefferson and Centinela.

7) A hydrogen suffide study needs to be done on the site. Lethal amounts of
H2S were found on this site, workers got sick from working there,
archaeological digs had to be shut down, and high amounts were found under
the condos along Lincoln Blvd. An in-depth study of H2S needs to be done.
This is important as H2S causes permanent brain damage, and it is harmful in
very small amounts in young children. '

8) A comprehensive estimate of the annual and lifetime of project (70 years)
cost of maintaining the gas mitigation system needs to be given. LAUSD did
this with the Belmont High school gas mitigation system. So far, it appears
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that buyers are in the dark on this figure. They and the public need to know
it, to see if this project is financially viable.

9) We also support all the recommendations submitted in Grassroots Coalition’'s
letler.

Playa Vista has one of the worst gas seeps in the country on fand that IS
liquefiable marsh land with a high water table. According to gas experts, no
other place such as this has ever been successfully mitigated. Therefore, the
absolute highest due diligence is required to ensure the safety and health of
residents, workers, and visitors to this site. In our opinion, this standard has not
been met on Phase | and needs to be. We think the bestthingtodoistodoa
Subsequent EIR on Phase | to incorporate the missing studies there, and
circulate that at the same time as the Phase 1i EIR. This would save time and
money for the City of LA.

TRAFFIC - This Phase |l EIR should not be done until the public sees the
impacts of the Phase | traffic. Council Member Ruth Galanter stated that Phase
Il would not be approved until the public had seen these traffic impacts. This
has yet to occur. The promise to the public of an LA City Council Member
should be upheld. The public needs to see the traffic impacts of Phase | first
before being able to fully comment on the impacts of another Phase.

DESTRUCTION OF BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES ON PHASE Il BEFORE EIR
IS CONDUCTED SHOULD NOT COMPROMISE SIGNIIFICANCE OF IMPACTS

PLANT/ANIMAL LIFE - The impacts of building Phase 11 should be taken from
the Phase | EIR studies, or else the developer needs to restore the site to its
former state.

1) The impacts should not be based on the current destruction and bulldozing of
trees, plants, Centinela creek area, and corresponding killing of wildlife before
any permits for development have been granted for Phase . This practice is
abhorrent.  Playa Capitat (Morgan Stanley, Goldman Sachs, Gary Winnick’s
Playa Capital Group, etc) should not be allowed to destroy this land before this
assessment (s done.

The Phase | EIR showed that Area D (where Phase !l would be buiit) was a
thriving ecosystem with an abundance of reptiles, amphibians, insects and other
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antmals. Area D had the highest variety of birds. (See attachments which
include photographs of site before extensive bulldozing was done.)

Playa Capital even removed a eucalyptus grove that had been home to a pair of
red-tailed hawks. Residents in the area said the pair had been nesting there for
20 years. Playa Capital said the trees were diseased, but branches we saw
looked healthy to us.

This EIR should not use the destroyed ecosystem as a baseline for impacts.
- This would be grossly unfair. This land could be replanted and re-generate the
wetlands that were there recently until Playa Capital bulldozed them.

2} The existence of fairy shrimp should be carefully done, especially in the
ponds in Phase Il. Recently fairy shrimp were found on the West Bluff of
Ballona, even after a previous fairy shrimp survey found no signs. Thisis a
perfect example why this land should be saved and the studies done are
independent of the developer.

CONSULTANTS HIRED

1. We strongly request that the consultants for the EIR for Phase Il be hired by
the City of Los Angeles (Playa Capital would pay the costs). This is the most
standard way to do EIR’s. This process is requested for the following
reasons:

a. City-hired consultants would reduce the previous problems of consultants
finding what the developer wanted to develop the land.

b. There is something wrong when the previous consultants hired by Playa
Vista developers for Phase | could not find a gas problem that local
citizens clearly pointed out.  We couldn't figure out why until a later study
showed that the 1992 EIR consultants had not set their instruments to
read the negative data that was found later. Other assessment
techniques were also such that negative information was not retrieved.

c. A white-wash report done in 2001 (the CLA Report) used consultants that
appeared to have been hired through Playa Capital's attorneys Latham
and Watkins. This resulted in work product privilege problems. All of the
original data was not revealed or made accessible. Also, itis our
understanding that they were not free to speak out publicly about anything
they found due to confidentiality agreements.
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After such an incomplete EiR in 1993, we desperately need truth, honesty,
and a chance for the public to fully participate in getting full disclosure of
environmental hazards.

Even daily, we are continuing to find out hazards on the Phase | housing
area that were not revealed in the 1993 Certified EIR.

We incorporate by reference all the documents that we have submitted along
with Grassroots Coalition to LADBS, the Planning Dept. and other agencies of

“the City. We have already spent thousands of dollars xeroxing these documents
for LA City, as well as many thousands of hours of volunteer work to get them to
you. We cannot and should not be expected to do this all over again.

In conclusion, as we stated at the Scoping Hearing held at the Furama Hotel on
December 12, 2002 we hope this EIR is done in a more honest, open way than
the Phase | EIR was. When the public brought issues such as the gas to your
Department, they were brushed off. Cursory responses were submitted to rebut
the public on the gas, leading to a 5 year cover-up on an extremely serious
environmental problem. We can't afford to have that happen again.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments.

Sincerely,

/{g_qﬁ%- W
Kathy Knight, Wetlands Coordinator
Mailing Address: 1122 Oak St.

Santa Monica, CA 90405
(310} 450-5961
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Hughes Property at
Playa Vista Might
Go Back on Block

By DANNY KING
Staf Reporter

Heralded as one of the crown jewels of the
vast Playa Vista sitc, the former home of
Hughes Aircraft Co. could again be for sale.

Steve Soboroff, president of Playa Vista,
the development arm of property owner
Playa Capital LLC, said Playa Capital is try-
ing 1o lease the package of buildings on the
site, but that if no tenant is found over the
next six months it would put the 114-acre
{entinela Avenue property on the warket.
™ “There are a few ma;or questions on pen-
ple’s minds in L.A.,” Soboroff quipped.
“When is the mtuchdngc of the San Diego

P‘HDTDF, z ;
Qu:rks Hughes’ office had connecting rooms so ho could avoid the hallwayr

History: Map is headed to Smithsonian.

and Ventara freeways going to be fixed,
who's going to win on *Amecrican Ido!’ and
who's the tucky guy that’s going to sit in
Howard Hughes' office?”

By actively marketiug the property, Playa
Capital is signaling Lhat developer Maguire

Please sce HUGHES puge 52
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Bird Survey of Ballona Wetland,
Playa del Rey, CA
1990-1991

April 30, 1992

Kennon A. Corey
_ Department of 'Biology
California State University at Long Beach
Laong Beach, CA
- 90840




Results

Below is a complete list of 80 speciés observed on the general surveys
from April 1990 to April 1991. Under each species heading are comments
on abundance and location of sightings. Birds are ordered as described in
the A.0.U. Checklist of north American Species (1983). As shown in Table.
1., Area B contained the greatest species diversity.

Table 1. Total n'umber of species observed per area,

Area A Area B
40 58 . -“
] ; oF 820
| " HightsT#
Area C Area D - fa@_gzs
15 49 7

S = summer, W = winter, M = migrant, R = resident,
* = confirmed breeder

Ciconiiformes

Great Blue Heron (Ardea herodias) W/R :
One or two birds regularly observed in the salt flats/pickleweed areas of
Area A.tn Area B, an average of 10 (n = 18) were seen residing on the
northern saltflats and the southern Ballona Creek dike. Many ( 1-8 ) were
often seen roosting in the largest cottonwood tree in the dune section of
Area B. '

_Great Egret (Casmerodius albus) W/R ‘
One to 10 individuals often observed roosting with the Great Blue Herons
in the northern saitflats of Area B from October through April 1990/91.
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Spirit of the Sage Council

Defending and Conssrving Native Plants, Wildiife, Ecosystems and Sacred Lands
faxad 91 213 —Pjg- |33

RECEIVED @ [} BS pan & )=y -03
\/‘_3 -5 \ CITY OF LOS ANGELES 4 |
Ms. Sue Chang o AN 14 2003 yanuary 14, 2003

City uf Los Angsles

Department of City Planning CITY PLANNING DEPT.
200 No. Sprinp St., Room 720  LAX/Playa Vista Section
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang: RE: Playa Vista Phase Il EIR

The following are our comments on what should be inciuded in the Phase Ii EIR
of Playa Vista, We alsa request that the City circulate an SEIR on Phase |
regarding the toxic gases discovered since that EIR was certified in 1993. This
would save time and resources from doing it later.

Phase || of Playa Vista: _
We are submitting to you a No Project Altemativa Plan that we think should be

considerad seriously. We are more than willing to work with you and Playa
Capitai on this Alternative.

. NO PROJECT ALTERNATIVE PLAN — BALLONA
WETLANDS PARK EAST

Woe are aubmitting an alternalive Plan W this project.  Qur Altemative Plan is
called the Ballona Wetlands Park East.

In lieu of the Phase 1l development, we submit the Plan of keeping this area as
an open space natural preserve. The 162 acres would be restored to its natural
state with native plants and the existing wetlands would be prataected. This area
would be a regional park where families and tourists could come and see the
local wetland wildlife. ' There would be bird viewing and sducational exhibits.

This plan would be a superior environmental alternative because it would
sliminate the hazards of the following impacts:

1) Thets would not be structures with contained enclosures and living quarters
built over a site where thers is cantinuous gas migration occurring. By not
building over such a dangerous site, it would eliminate the following hazards:

a. Hydrology - The need for further de-watering to support a gas mitigation
systam would be eliminated. '

30 North R-ymond Averus & Pesadena @ Calfomis @ 91103 S USBSA
Tole: (826) 744-9932 @ Fax: (820) 744-9931 # www.sagecouncll.com
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b. Safety-Risk of Upset - The danger of dewataring causing the toxic plume
to expand northward past Jefferson would be eliminated with the
slimination of de-watering.

By eliminating long term de-watering of the gite, the risk of subsidance is
greatly reduced. '

By not building on the liquefiable marsh land soil, the seismic hazards
would be greatly reduced.

By not covering over more of the gas seepage on the site, the risk of off-
site gas migration would bé eliminated.

2) Plant Life and Animal Life - This alternative would protect any plant and
animal life remaining on the site, plus it would restore that which has recently
bean desiroyed.

The re-planting and re-introduction of wildlife would be done under the
suparvision of organizations such as the Native Plant Society and Fish &
Game/Fish & Wildlife.

This restoration would be an angoing educational laboratory for students at
Loyola, UCLA, Santa Monica Coliege, West LA College and LAUSD classes
all over Lbs Angeles, '

3) Noisa — the noise of a restoration and public wildlife refuge would not create a
significant noise isvel. Thars might be some school buses/cars that would
enter the site off of Jefferson Blvd, The site Is also easily accessible by public
bus from many parts of Los Angeles, which could eliminate the noise and
poliution of increased cars due to residential use.

4) Lack of open space/parks — Acquiring this land as a wildlife preserve would
also help to offset '

How this alternative reachas the proje'c:t goals:

1) The owner of the land, Playa Capital would be paid for the land. Playa
Capital is already in the process of selling the Ballona ecosystem section
weast of Lincoin.  in addition, they announced that the 114 acre aast end of
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2) Area D may soon be for sale for an asking price of $45 million (LA Business
Journal B/26/02 article attached).

There are currently funds available to purchase ecosystems such as Baltona.
Also, future revenues from visitars to the site could go towards paying off a
mortgage.

US Fish & Wildlife studies have shown that bird viewing brtngs in millions of
dollars in revenue to local areas. .

3) From the sate price of the land, the develaper could look for smalier sites in
Los Angeles where the risk to the City Taxpayers, the developers, and future
residsnts and workers would be reduced. This would reduce the current high

lizbility and potential for massive lawsuits shoutd the current experimental gas
mitigation systems being used at Playa Vista fail.

I._ISSUES THAT NEEO TO BE STUDIED IN THE PHASE Ul EIR
GAS MIGRATION ISSUE:

1) A proper oilfield study to find out if oil wells along the Venice Penninsula, Area
A, Playa Del Rey are leaking into the 50 ft. gravel zone and traveling
eastward under the Playa Vista property.

Y A awrnar nae mivina analueic  Tha Aase analeeie Anna in tha ] A Rannrt »f

J) A SUay 10 368 WNat 1he Naive gasas are composeq o1,

AN PAno I“‘ﬂ"i:\ﬂ itk milfiald avrarte grrch ace Nir Eadras Aar Ne DAahartenn
of these and other top oilfield experts. These experts were the ones who warned

the LA City Planning Department for 5 years that there was a gas problem at
Playa Vista. Thay and other oilfield experts wers brushed off.

Only bacause Patricia McPherson, Prasident of Grassroots Coalition volunteered
her time for & years to keep telling you of the problem, did the ETI study get done
that showed extremely high levels of gas under the housing.
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Thus far, we know of NO OILFIELD EXPERTS  usaed to study the gas problem
at Playa Vista. Only companies that do gas probes were used. This is an
unacceptabloe lack of due diligence on the part of the City of Los Angeles.

PLEASE, this time use the expertise of ollfieid experts such as Dr. Endras and
Dr. Robertson to finally do the proper studias. Dr, Endres co-authored a
publishad report called " Gas Migration from Oil and Gas Fields and Associated
Hazards® In the 1993 Joumal of Petraleum Science and Engineering. His
background is safety systems analysis. Why do you continue to refuse to use
axpertise such &5 this in studying the gas dangers at Playa Vista?

9) Water mor:toring wells need to bs installed such as was done at the leaking
SOCALGAS underground starage facility in Montebello. For more
information on this, you can contact the California Publie Utilities Commission,
or we can fafer you to the proper resource.

The phenomenon that caused this other underground storage facility to leak
neads to be carefully studied to ses if there are any similarities between
Montebello and Flaya Del Rey-Playa Vista.

6) A hydrological study to show the impacts of the long-tarm dewatering systems
required to prevent clogging of the gas mitigation systems. The Phasa | EIR
Conditions for the Vasting Tract Maps for 49104 and 52092 expressly stated
that long term dewatering should be avoided.

The reason was concern about subsidence oceurring and the taxic plume
under the east end being pulled outward under adjoining property, especially
north of Jeffarson Blvd. Apparantly this latter phenomenon had already
occurred once when some temporary construction was done on some sewers
around Jefferson and Centinela.

7} Ahydrogern sulfide study naaeds to be done on the site. |_ethal amounts of
H2S were found on this site, workers got sick from working there,
archaeotogical digs had to be shut down, and high amounts were found under
the condos along Lincoln Bivd. An in-depth study of H2S needs to ba done.
This is important as H2S causes permanent brain damage, and it is harmful in
very small amounts in young children.

B) A comprehensive estimate of the annual and lifetime of project {70 years)
cost of maintaining the gas mitigation system needs to be given. LAUSD did
this with tha Belmont High school gas mitigation system. $o far, it appears

9d
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that buyers are in the dark on this figure. They and the public need to know
it, to see if this project is financially viable.

9) We also support alt the racommendations submitted in Grassroots Coalition's
iatter.

Playa Vista has one of the worst gas seaps in the country on land that 15
liquafiable marsh land with a high water table. According to gas experts, no
oiher place such as this has ever been successfully mitigated. Tharefore, the
absolute highest due diligence is required to ensure the safety and health of
residents, workers, and visitors to this site.  In our opinion, this standard has not
been met on Phase | and needs to ba. We think the best thingtodoistodo a
Subsequent EIR on Phass | to incorporate the missing studies there, and
circulate that at the same time as the Phase Il EIR. This would save time and
money for the' Gity of LA,

TRAFFIC - This Phasse Il EIR should not be done until the public sees the
impacts of the Phase [ traffic. Gouncil Member Ruth Galanter stated that Phase
Il would not be approved until the public had seen these traffic impacts. This
has yet to occur.  The promise to the public of an LA City Council Member
should be uphald.  The public needs to see the traffic impacts of Phase | first
before being able to fully comment on the impacts of another Phase.

DESTRUCTION OF BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES ON PHASE || BEFORE EIR
1S CONDUCTED SHOULD NOT COMPROMISE SIGNIIFICANCE OF IMPACTS

PLANT/ANIMAL LIFE - The impacts of building Phase 11 should be taken from

the Phase | EIR studies, or else the developer needs to restore the site to its
former state.

1} The impacts shouid not be based on the current destruction and bulldozing of
treas, plants, Centinela creek area, and corresponding killing of wildlife before
any permits for development have been granted for Phase ll. This practice is
abhorrent. Playa Capital (Morgan Stanley, Goldman Sachs, Gary Winnick's
Playa Capital Group, etc) should not be allowed to destroy this land befare this
assessment is done,

The Phase | EIR showed that Area D (where Phase Il would be built) was a
thriving ecosystern with an abundance of reptiles, amphibians, insects and other

a5
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animals. Area D had the highest varisty of birds. (See aftachments which
_ include photographs of site before extensive bulldozing was done.)

Playa Capital even removed a gucalyptus grove that had bean home to a pair of
red-tailed hawks. Residents in the area said the pair had bean nesting there for .
20 years. Playa Capital said the trees were diseased, but branches we saw
looked healthy to us.

This EIR should not use the destroyad acosystem as a baseline for impacts.
This would be grossly unfair. This land could be replanted and ra-ganarate the
wetlands that ware there recently until Playa Capital bulldozed them.

2) The existenca of fairy shrimp should be carefully done, especially in the
ponds in Phase ll.  Recently fairy shrimp were found on the West BIuff of
Baliona, even after a previous fairy shrimp survey found no signe. Thisis a
perfect example why this tand should be saved, and the studies done are
independent of the developer.

CONSULTANTS HIRED

1. We strongly request that the consultants for the EIR for Phase || be hired by
the City of Los Angales (Playa Capital would pay the costs). This is the most

standard way to do EIR's. This process is requested for the following
reasons:

a Clty-hwed consultants would reduce the previous problems of consultants
tinding:-what the developer wanted to davelop the land.

b. There is somsthing wrang when the prévious consultants hired by Playa
Vista developers for Phase | couid not find a gas problem that local

citizens clearly pointed out. We couldn't figure out why until a later study
showed that the 1992 EIR consultants had not set thair instruments to
read the negative data that was found later. Other assessment

techniques were also such that negative information was not retrieved.

c. A white-wash report done in 2001 {the CLA Report) used consultants that
appeared to have been hired through Playa Capital's attorneys Latham
and Wrtkins. This resulted in work praduct privilege problems. Al of the
original data was not revealed or made accessible. Also, it is our

understanding that they were not free to speak out publicly about anything
thay found due to confidentiality agreements.
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After such an incomplete EIR in 1993, we desperately naad truth, honasty,
and a chance for tha public to fully participate in getting full disclosure of
envirenmental hazards.

Even daily, we are continuing to find out hazards on the Phase | housing
area that were not revealed in the 1883 Certified EIR.

We incorporata by reference all the documents that we have submitted along
with Grassroots Coalition to LADBS, the Planning Dept. and other agencies of
the City. We have already spent thousands of dollars xeroxing these documents
for LA City, as weli as many thousands of hours of volunteer work to gel them to
you. We cannot and should not be expected to do this all over again.

in conciusion, as we stated at the Scoping Hearing held at the Furama Hotel on
Decomber 12, 2002 we hope this EIR is done in a more honest, open way than
ihe Phase | CIR was.  When the publio brought isoueg cuch ae the gac to your

Department, they were brushed off. Cursory responses were submittad to rebut
the public an tha gas, lasding tn a & yasr aover-up on an extremely serious
environmental problem. Wae can't afford to have that happen again.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments.

Sincerely,

Kathy Knight, Wetlands Coordinator
Mailing Address; 1122 Oak St
Santa Monica, CA 904035

(310) 450-5961
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ROWENA AKE PROPERTIES
8409 LINCOLN BLVD,

WESTCIIESTER, CA, 90045
(310) 645-5000 Qff

November 27, 2002

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, Ca, 90012

Re: The Village at Playa Vista

Dear Ms. Chang,

When I heard that Playa Vista had given up developing anything west of Lincoln
Boulevard, I could hardly beieve it. Plus, this “Village” project seems to have the
right mix of houses and the kinds of services that are local and low impact.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on Playa Vista.

47 year resident of Westchester & Playa del Rey

DESELVE )
DEC 03 2002

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNN{T
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ROWENA AKE PROPERTIES
8409 LINCOLN BLVD.
WESTCHESYER, CA. 90045
(310) 6455000 OfF

November 27, 2002

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 Narth Spring Strect, Room 720
Los Angeles, Ca. 90012

Re: The Village at Playa Vista

Dear Ms. Chang,

When I heard that Playa Vista had given up developing anything west of Lincoln
Boulevard, I ¢ould hardly beieve it, Plus, this “Village” project seems to have the
right mix of houses and the kinds of services that are local and low impact,

" 1appreciate the opportunity to comment on Playa Vista.

Rowena Ake
47 year resident of Westchester & Playa del Rey .

iD ECEIVIE

TITY OF L0S ANGELES
DEC 0 ¢ 2002

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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SUE CHANG

CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
200 N. SPRING ST., RNOM 720
LOS ANGELES, cA %0012

RE: RESPANSE Tn “SCNPING MEETINC"™ HELD DECEMBER 12 2002 AT FURAMA HNTEL
SUBJECT: PHASE II 0F PLAYA VISTA “VILLAGE® -- THE EIR

The following are my chief concerns that need comprehensive addressing in the
forthcoming EIR %0R PHASE I1 "VILLAGE". It's one thing to put requirements into

an ETR Document, but is meaningless unless there 15 a mechanism in place to follow-
up that compliance to requlations are forthcoming!! “

t. AIR POLLUTION: DUE To INADEQUATE WATERING DOWN nF THE MASSES nF SnIL, SAND,
GROUND CANCRETE THAT HAVE BEEN MOVED ARQUND THE PLAYA VISTA PROPERTY THESE LAST
FEW YEARS. Proof of this reality is in the following:

8. Layers of the fallout coming down onto vehicles parked in adjacent neigh-
borhoods. ..requiring windshields to be cleaned for visibility each morning;
fact of layers of the fallout on the painted surfaces of the véhicles. I
cannot afford to have frequent car-washes., This fallout is harming the
finish of my vehicle,

-Proof is seen in the mail-drop boxes of the Alla/Jefferson postal service
facility...layer upon Tayer of "crud" on then .. boxes on Alla & Coral at
curb-site as well as the-drive-through box in p.o. parking Tot.

When T brought the fallout to tggif« attention (community relations-type
office, by phone...call was taken by an incompetent employee, who said to
the e§fect that "they have finished moying all that ground now...no more
problems,” This call was shortly after the first particulates started
filtering down -- and that was how many years ago 2! When I pushed a little
harder in that call, she went to a supervisor to ask the question--coming
back to the phone to say that they would mail me a couple of car wash tickets
s With the proviso that I NoT TELL A SINGLE NEIGHBOR THAT THEY WERE DOING
THIS -~ (HUSH MONEY ') It was obvious that Playa vista had incompetent em=
Ployees answering their phones and it was useless to try to interface with
them, This has been obvious with the columns they print in The Argonaut
about their“PROMISES AND THEIR PROGRESS.” THEY DON'T KNow WHAT THE WORD
PROMISE MEANS, . THEY ‘HAVE ' NeT CONFORMED To KEEPING THEIR GROUND OUT OF THE
AIR THAT WE BREATHE T~ THE WORDING T IR NEEDS 16 BE MORE SPECIFIC
QUT WHA AVE ALLOWED To GO UP INTO THE ATR AND FILTER DOWN ONTO
ADJIDINING AREAS:S0 nUR LUNGS AREN'T CRUDDED UP. I RESENT HAVING Tn HAVE MY
CAR FINISH RUINED BY THEIR DIRT AND ALL THE SILLS OF THE EXTERINR OF THE
HOUSE CONTINUALLY COVERED WITH THE LAYERS nFf SILT.

RUNNING STREET-SWEEPERS ON THEIR INTERIOR STREETS AND ON JEFFERSON & LTNCOLN
ONLY STIR UP MORE DIRT--THEY NNLY SPREAD IT ARNUND THE SURFACE OF THE RNADS

INTO THE AIR...SCMETIMES I'VE SEEN IT S0 THICK THAT VISIBILITY FOR DRIVING
IS IMPAIRED,

BOTTOM LINE IS THAT THEY HAVE NOT CrMPLIED WITH. "adequate watering” or how-
ever stated in the PHASE 1 EIR...MUST BE MORE EXPLICIT WORDING FOR PHASE II;
AND THEN SOME COMPREHENSIVE MONITARTNG A ARE COMPLYING, A '
SOME TEETH INTO THIS FARTHCAMING EIR I1, '




Page 2 ~ Scoping Commentary
' " Ruth C, Attias
Playa Vista, Phase II

COMMENT #2 CONCERN: )
LOCATION OF CONSTRUCTING A PUBLIC SCHOOL AT PLAYA VISTA:

Has not LAUSD learned from Belmont? Not only is there possible risk of methane
contaminant, but also of the vehicle exhaust pollution that would come with the
grid-locked LINCOLN BOULEVARD, as vehicles heading southbound come up the hill to
83rd Street intersection. Exhaust fumes coming out tailpipes as cars inch up the
hi11 and the lines of cars that are backed up to almost Jefferson at times at the
signal lights, etc, bumper-to-bumper. And this is all before PY build-out, Also
the possibility of underground faults should be considered. No schoolgrounds should
be on the periphery of such a roadway as a widened Lincoln + bike path s to emerge,

COMMENT #3 CONCERN:

HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS N PY SITE: Other developments in the area have been held to
measuring the height they can build beginning at the base of SEA-LEVEL. Is this the
case for Phase I & Phase 1I? It certainly should not be from the height of the
berms that they are now butlding on, in calculating height of buildings,

From my comments you can see I have no faith in the integrity of PV developers, The
structure at the south-east corner of Jefferson/Lincoln Tooks like a "prison ¢211
blec? .windows narrow as a sliver; balconies not large enough to put a straight-back
chair--interiors so dark, occupants will have to use a lot of power utility to see
well enough to get around in their apt, The word “affordable™ is a extinct word.

COMMENT #4 CONCERN:

DRAINAGE: Our neighborhood back in the 1970s was besieged by damage to homes and
thelr foundations from excess underground water. Concern whether all the digging {n
depth at PY and moving of so much soil will have any change in the subsurface soil in
the area on the bluff above PY, which has a lot of clay 1ayers, etc. which does not
allow for good drainage of subterranean water., We had to put in a 12' deep subterr-
ahean French drain to mitigate problems gn qur parcel,, . which wasn't cheap! Wonder
where the suberranean waters under PV now will be going?

COMMENT #5 CONCERN:

BIKE PATHWAY: Understand it would be on west side of Lincoln.,.D0 NOT ALLOW THE LANES
OR A OBILES TO BE MADE ANY MORE NARRNW THAN THEY ARE Koy There have been fatali=
ties on the curve on Lincoln in the past as it 1s. Wouldn't bike path need to be 1in
north & south to accommadate bikes in each direction? LINCOLN SHNULD NOT BE WIDENED

TO THE EXTENT THAT IT WOULD TAKE AWAY THE PARKING ON LINCOLN BETWEEN 83rd & MANCHESTER;
SHOULD NOT TAKE SIDEWALKS AWAY To DETER SMALL BUSINESSES FROM REMAINING THERE,

COMMENT  #6:CONCERN:
AMPHITHEATER AT BASE OF BLUFF

There are air currents in our area that carry sound far distances. Over the years we
hear what's ?oing on outdoors at Loyola Marymount University. (When bands play, we
hear and feel the vibrations of all the drums!) Voices also carry distances. Will
amﬁhitheater be required to have a shell to focus the sounds to the north., Attractions
scheduled to appear there may not be to everyone's taste. Let the residents who choose
to 1ive at Py take the brunt of all "sound fall-out", including rehearsal times, and
acoustic testing for each performance, etc.

BOTTOM LINE: public cannot trust PV Developer's "PROMISES"; NOR WHAT THEY SPEAK FROM THEIR
MOUTHS, Some residents received 3 different answers to the same question from three
different PY employees at the Scoping Meeting npen House. Also, we are not naive to
think that PV was decreased in density recently qut of the goodness of their hearts.
Why can't they be honest enough to say that they're running out of money !!

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED: RUTH C, ATTIAS, 7928 ALT N -
E . (310) 670-0751° ° AVAN AVENUE, WESTCHESTER 30045
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Sicvers/Burnatt Press, Inc.

1308 Bast Imperial Avenuce _ '5 (O
El Segundu, California 80245 w

F10.414. 111

310.414.1112 fax

Decvember 6, 2002

SueChang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Strect, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA20012

RE: The Village at Playa Vista

Dear Mx, Chang,

Thank you for providing me with an opportunity to comment on the new “Village” project ai Playa
Vista, It will centainly provide needed jabs in the community and provide services that we will all enjoy.
Pluya Vista has always been straightforwand about its plans and it appears that this is no exception.

Fhank you for considering this letier.
Sincerely,

Wit e

Diune Barreti
Vice Presidem, Director of balm‘

5 E@

Sievers Burnett Press CITY OF LOS ANGELES
[308 L. Imperial Avenue
ElSegundo, (CA 50245 DEC 10 2007

310.414.1101
CITY PLANNING

PLAYA VISTA UNIT



Sievers/Burnctt Press, Inc.
\}) - '}

1308 East Iimperial Avenue :

El Segundo, Calilornia 90245

310.414.1101

310.414.1112 fax

Dccember 6, 2002

Sue Chang

City of LLos Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: The Village at Playa Vista

Dear Ms. Chang,

Thank you for providing me with an opportunily to cornment on the new “Village” project at Playa
Vista. It will certainly provide needed jobs in the community and provide services that we will all enjoy.
Playa Vista has always been straightforward about its plans and it appears that this is no exception.

Thank you for considering this letier.

‘%mcerelv

WW

Dianc Barretti - ]]

Vice President, Director of Sales 2 TV Or |05 ANGELES
Sievers Burnett Press BEC 11 2002
1308 L. Imperial Avenue

El Segundo, CA 902435 CITY PLANNING
310.414.1101 PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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December 11, 2002

Sua Chang

Cily of Los Angeles

Depaitment of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: The Village al Playa Vista

Dear Ms. Chang,

Fiaya Vista's new plan dogs what we never thought possible. If saves all the land
west of Lincoln Boulevard as open space,

1 commend the people at Playa Vista for thelr effaris in making this a reality, and |
wish them well on their second phase.

Sinceraly

s S

Adele Beeman

6053 W. Century Boulevard, Suite 200
Los Angeles, CA 90045-6307

(310) 215-1600

ECEIVIE

CiTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEC 16 2002

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT

Bene
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Ms. Sue Chang '5 C\
City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720

Los Angeles, CA 90012

January 12, 2003

Dear Ms. Sue Chang,
These are my comments on the Village at Playa Vista:

1. Itis important to consider that non-native species brought in a plants at Playa vista may have
unintended effcels.

*  There have been documented cases of weeds growing out of control and choking
waterways, so the utmost carc must be taken while selecting species for this project. This
would affect the aesthetics, water resources, biological resources and natural resources,

*  There can also be issues if these new plant specics require more maintenance. Grass
lawns require heavy labor and heavy application of chemicals. Chemicals {such as
fertilizers) could end up getting into the groundwater table and the near-by Ballona creek.
These fertilizers and other nutrients can lead to Dutrophication of the creck.
Futrophication is the process of turning a body of water into a green weedy and slimy
swamp. An adverse change like this would not benefit the Ballona creek and certainly not
the property values of any Playa Vista homes. This would affcct the aesthetics, water
resources, biological resources and natural resources.

2. During the scoping meeting it was mentioned that rodents were going to be eliminated as
part of the plan to prevent them from entering residences in Westchester. It is very important
to eliminate any fleas or other parasites (ticks, mites, etc.) that these rodents could be
carrying, before the rodents are eliminated. If you destroy the parasite’s source of food
(rodents) then the parasites will simply choose anather food source, most likely humans.
There werc already some complaints of rodents entcring residences as their natural habitat is
destroyed, so this is 4 very real problem. This affects safety and risk of upset.

3. It was not made clear whether or not the area was evaluated for endangered species. The near
by Los Angeles Airport is know to have (he endangered species of Riverside Fairy shrimp.
The shrimnp is very tiny and lies dormant in eggs in sandy soils. The shrimp only springs to
life when its eggs arc moistened. I would advise the project to conduct a thorough search for
this endangered species beforc any more development occurs. This would affect biological
resources and natural resources, :

Thank you,
Erica Blyther

4040 Grand View Blvd. #31
Los Angeles, CA 90066-5280

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, LOS ANGELES UCLA

BEHKELEY + DAYIS - [RVINE + LOSANGELES * KIVERSIDE -+ SANDIECO *+ SaAN FHANCISCO SANTA BARBARA - SANTA CRUZ

221 ¥ 3 Avenue

Venice, CA 90291 ) UCLA CENFER FOR THE STUDY OF WOMEN
310/392-2076 ' _ 288 KINSEY HALL
405 IILGARD AVENUE
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORN!A 900951504
Ms. Sue Chang RECEIVED
City of Los Angeles, City Planning CITY OF LOS ANGELES
200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012 (AN N A 2003
December 28, 2002 CITY PLANNING DEPT.
LAX/Playa Vista Section
Dear Ms. Chang,

é

: E

I'm writing with great concern about the potential expansion of the Playa Vista Project. Therc are two main
issues I'm concerned about: the awful project that has been built to datc and the significant environmental
impacts the proposed project will have.

For many years the Playa Vista developers promised us that they would build an environmentally and
visually sensitive development. They put up signs with birds and plants, giving the impression there would
be a beautifil community emerging from the open space. Nothing could be further from the truth. They
have built one of the ugliest set of buildings in I.A and built them ri ght out to the streets. There is no
evidence that there is space, or intention, to plant enough trees or other greenery to hide the truly awful
buildings that have been plunked down in tight grids. There isn’t cven a low-income project in the city that
would try or even want to get away with such an offcnsive and dense massing. I can only assume that they
will continue to plunk down similar structures with no consideration for design or sensitivity to the
environment which they have paved over.

It has also now become clear how many people Playa Vista is trying to jam into that area. They continue to
downplay the significant impact the project will have on the surrounding community - particularly traffic -
which will multiply exponentially if the existinig project if expands. The developers act as though they are
the only new project in the area and that their impact is mitigable. While they are the largest, there is no
evidence they can miiigate the huge impact they are creating and would continue {o create. But there is
additional unmitigable growth all up and down the T.incoln Corridor - both north all the way into Santa
Monica and south as well. Playa Vista has to acknowledge that they are part of a huge problem and that
what they’ve already created is more than cnough.

We still have the opportunity to preserve what’s left of one of the last large open wetlands on all of (he
North American Pacific coastline. Considering the mess that Playa Vista has already made, it’s time that
Los Angeles take thal responsibility seriously and work with the community to preserve this irreplaccable
rf:_sourcc and create a wildlife refuge and revitalized wetland. Thank you very much for your consideration
on this matter. Teel free to contact me if you have any questions. And please keep me up to date on the
progress of your deliberations. )

Sinccrely,

™ A ]
Y

-

Judy Branfman, Rescarch Scholar
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December 12, 2002

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
Ms. Sue Chang, 1N N R 72003
City of Los Angeles, Dept. City Planning _
200 North Spring Street, Room 720 CITY PLANNING DEPT.
Los Angeles, CA 90012 LAX/Playa Vista Section
Dear Ms. Chang,

1

1'm writing to express my strong opposition to the further development at Playa Vista.

I’ve been a resident of West Los Angeles (between Santa Monica and Hermosa Beach)
since 1984. In the last five years 1 have seen traffic grow at an impossible rate. I {eel that
further development at Playa Vista would greatly worsen the problem.

Additionally, there are many other issues in regards to this development that have not
been addressed:

There are large stores of gas under the areas where they are building. To date I don’t
think this has ever been adequately assessed or dealt with.

I also don’t believe that enough regard has been given to the fact that this area is a fragile
ecosystem that stands alone in the middle of a huge city, There are animals and plants
living there that are unique to that area. It’s also one of that last places for mi grating birds
fo rest.

For the last several years I’ve watched Playa Vista tear up this land. I used to drive by
that area and delight in the wild flowers growing. Now it’s torn up fields and monstrous
buildings. It has literally brought me to tears to see what they’ve done out there.

I hope that you and your department will give careful consideration to the situation at
Playa Vista. Clearly, my vote would be for a park and a wildlife ref; uge. Let us have a
little peace in the middle of all this madness.

Thank you very much,

Alessa Carlino

2306 Oakwood Avenue
#205

Venice, CA 90291



MICHAEL J. CHEYEDDEN

109 W. GRAND AVENUE .

b\} ' {i‘ [L SEGHNDO, CA 90245-3738

3107364 § 3117
FAX 310 7 364 7 3171

Thursday, December 12, 2002

Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning -
200 North Spring Street, Rm 720
T.os Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Playa Vista Phase 1l
Active vs. Passive Open Space

Dear Ms. Sue Chang:
The literature provided by Playa Vista highlighting the Village’s propuscd developmient went to great lengths to emphasize
both the amount of open space and the downsizing of the project. However, most of the land detailed is not usable and is

classified as “passive open space”. '

These increascs in open space have been gained by turning over secticns A, B, and C located west of Lincoln.and _ﬁorth of the

‘channcl.- The other category of passive space is the hillside bluffs. Certainly the bluffs will not have any practical active use,
and it is questionable if the other arcas will ever be active open space as wall. : -

So, of the approximately 162 acres in the Village Developrient zonc only 9.3 aéres are being allocated for active open space,
ie., packs. Il theresident housing is being reduced by 50%, the office space by a third and retail by 70% as Playa Vista’s
literature claimns, then why can’t some real guins be achieved in obtaining more space for parks?

Regardless of how Phase 1 reads on paper, the appearance is a high-density residential zong with parks serﬁng as cosmetic
ascents the size of postage stamps. They will be easily overwhehned. I [car this tactic is being repeated in Phase TI.

Thete is an opportunity to provide relief and rectify this sitwation. Let's focus on the statistics that have real meaning to the
individuals who will be living, working and traveling in oWl community. '

1 welcome your comments and questions. 1 ) R
. . 4 . :

Sincerely.

| |  HEGEIVE

| DEC 18 7007
- Michael J. Chevedden - '

Westchester Resident, '. CITY PLANNING

6741 Altamor Drive - PLAYA VISTA UNIT
.05 Angeles, CA 90045 : ) ' '
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A.). Ciancimina
7355 W, 83" st
: Los Angeles CA 90045

December 10, 2002

Suc Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re:  The Village at Playa Vista

Dear Ms. Chang:

[ understand that you are receiving letters regarding the scope of the environmental
review for Playa Vista. Allow me to emphasize the most operative factor, to me, about
the plan for the Village Center, specifically its vohmtarily reduced scope. Please don’t
allow the process to get sidctracked by misinformed people or extraneaus issues, Let’s
focus on the immediate impacts and make this proeess as cfficient as possibie.

Sincerely,

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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A.l. Ciancimino
7355 W. 83" st.
Los Angeles CA 90045

December 10, 2002

sSue Chang

City of Los Angcles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: The Village at Playa Vista

Dear Ms. Chang:

I understand that you arc receiving letters regarding the scope of the environmental

review for Playa Vista. Allow me to emphasize the most operative factor, to me, about
the plan for the Village Center, specifically its voluntarily reduced scope. Please don’t
allow the process to get sidetracked by misinformed people or extraneous issucs. Let’s
focus on the immediate impacts and make this process as efficicnt as possible.

Sincerely,

I‘-.iw.t

ECE

CITY OF LOS AN("ELES

BEC 11 7007

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT

i
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Rlcesemnmmﬂ 8626 S. SEPULVEDA BLVD,, LOS ANGELES, CA 90045 / 310 215-9761 / FAX 310 2[5-9868

December 12, 2002

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Dcpartment of City Plaaning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE:  The Village at Playa Vista
Dear Ms. Chang:
P wniting about the Village at Playa Vista. What a nice project this will be. 'm

sure many of us will use the shops aad restaurants that are being planaed. I hope that the
City’s review process doesn’t delay this too much and that we caa start enjoying these new

places as soon as possible.
Sincerely, 3 P
D Lo VESELLEN)
| DEC 16 2002 -
CITY PLANNING
) PLAYA VISTA UNIT
2 ;

Setting the Pace for Business Communications
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J. Roger Daugherty
12435 W. Jeffarson Blivd., #106
Los Angsies, CA 80068
(310) 821-8222
jrdaugh.aa@gte.net

December 11, 2002

Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Ref. EIR Case No,: ENV-2002-6129-EIR, The Village at Playa Vista

Dear Ms. Chang:
- One question | believe needs to be raised vig-a-vis this proposed project is:
Where did the foxes go?

My office and home, in which I've lived almost 9 years, both overlook the center of the
propased project. Until the past year or so, we frequently viewed the passing of foxes,
often on a daily basis. They appeared to be traversing to and from the east (Fox Hills?)
and the west (wetlands?).

| am unfamiliar with the protected status of local foxes, but can tell you we haven't seen
a single fox in over one year. We hope someone is looking into this.

Very truly yours, o %'é
DQE GCEIVIE @
CITY OF LOS ANGELE
UEC 1/ 2002
cc.  Argonaut Newspaper
Los Angeles Times CITY PLANNING
Playa Vista _ PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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— ) Christing V. Davis
W] Lk C\ 6218 W, 77% Street
Los Angeles, CA 90045
(310) 645-8231

December 10, 2002

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning
200 North Spring Street, Room] 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Playa Vista
Dear Ms. Chang:
I reccived a notice thatfPlaya Vista was moving forward with the second phase of its

development, and that & publid hearing would be held soon. Although [ am unable to attend the
meeting, [ wanted give my inplit on the newest plans | have seon.

First, ] want to emp o that Playa Vista has always been very upfront about its plans.
They have dealt with the comupunity honestly and forthrightly. Although some of Playa Vista's
initial plans wherc a bit contedversial, the bottom line is when the people at Playa Vista mzko &
promiss, they always scem to follow through. For this, they are to be commended.

_ As to the current plang it is clear that they have been significantly reduced. The
emphasis on honsing and loca] retail seems much more “community friendly.” We certainly
need more homes for people sp that we can try to hold the line on home prices.

R ECEIYE @

DEC 11 2002

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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To: Ms. Sue Chang Date: 12-10-02
City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning
200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angcles, CA 90012

From: Charlotte DeMeo, Resident and
17 Vice President of Del Rey Homeowners Association

Subject: COMMENTS ON THE NEW PLAN FOR PLAYA VISTA

I live in the community just north east of Playa Vista. My concerns are the same as they were
when the project was first proposed. ‘Conjestion, traftic and air quality. 1f we had known then
what we know now we would have asked for a neighborhood protection plan as well as a parking
replacement fund. As it is the parking replacement fund is now inadequate to make a difference
for the apartment dweflers on Jefferson Blvd and no one seems to have an answer to the
problems that they face. Nor does it seem that we can even get permit parking since the city
doesn’t have the means to enforce any new permit parking projects.

It’s amazing that there will be no building now west of Lincoln but 64%, which is the largest
percentage in the new plan, will still be on the east end of the property. We will still be dealing
with the majority of the traffic. They have widened Jefferson but we will still lose parking on
the south side and at peck traffic times on the north side which will affect the entire community
north of Jeffcrson. Centinela and Scpulveda are already nightmares at traffic times and
Inglewood is next and yct no one seems to be listening to the residents when we express our
fears of what is to come. ' : -

Supposedly traffic from Playa Vista will travel north on Playa Vista Drive to the 90 and to
Culver Blvd. We requested a sound wall traveling from the Marina to Mesmer but all that was
approved was to Centinela. Again, no one is listening.

We have been experiencing a lot of problems with the pumping station on Inglewood and
Juniette Street. In the original plan, Playa Vista was supposed to have it’s own pumping station,
How can the city justify hooking up such a large project to this station knowing what we are
going through already. And knowing that three other pumping stations havc been shut down and
are now hooked up to this station. Our quality of life, health and our property values are
threatened if we have to disclose the problems we are experiencing.

The Community-Serving aspect of the project has been cut to 25%. What was cut? The Fire
Department? The Police? If the Marina Hospital closes, where are all of these new and old
residents going to get care?

~*  Weare asking for a Neighborhood Protection Plan for the Del Rey Community in case
there are any problems that we may incur as a result of the Playa Vista Development.
A continued dialog regarding the use of the Parking Replacement Fund
More mitigation for signage on Inglewood and the adjacent communities.

Sound wall all along the 90 ¥ h LE’? '
sound wall all along the wy Lo protect the communities s E@EWWE D

CITY OF [0S ANGELES

DEC 17 2002

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT



» The office complex is scheduled to have buildings as high as 6 stories. The buildings are
not supposed to go higher than the bluffs so as not 1o obstruct the view of the ocean for
those who live on the bluffs but what about the view of the bluffs for those of us who live

below the blufls.
Respectiully Submitted by Charlottec DeMeo
11816 Junicttc St
Culver City, CA 90230

310-827-0492
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Peter Demopoulos
Vivi Demopoulos
7485 McConnell Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90045
Tel. (310)215-3130

January 9, 2003

Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning
200 N. Spring St., Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Playa Vista Phase Il

Wé have been following the Playa Vista Development and generally agree with the
recent unveiled plans for a scaled-down version with added open areas.

There is one suggestion that we think would enhance the appearance and safety of
both the new development and the existing neighborhood on top of the bluffs. This is
the elimination of a few abandoned power poles with old overhead , high voltage lines
that are now on the bluffs.

These are remnants of the old Southern California Edison Company power poles and
wires that were used by the old Hughes Aircraft plants, before Playa Vista was annexed
by the City of Los Angeles. They have been de-activated and carry no power since
1986 but are still standing there, abandoned, in disrepair and a blight on the bluffs.

By including the removal of these 3 or 4 power poles on the bluffs in the development
plans now, we could have a better and more beautiful overall neighborhood, a definite
benefit to the new development.

Iieter- Demopgufos E

% Vivi Dengopoulos

RECWQF ts QNGELES @

JANC 132003

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT

.



PAT AND DAVID DIGIACOMO |

12541 GREENE AVENUE
LOS ANGELES,CA 90066
April 10,2003
SUE CHANG NECET]
CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT CITY OF L0S ANGELES
200 N.SPRING STREET ROOM 720 _
LOS ANGELES,CA 80012 | APR 1 2003
CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT

INTERSECTION OF CENTINELA AND GREENE AVE LOS ANGELES 90066
THOMAS GUIDE PAGE 672 D5 (SEE ATTACHED MAP

1) HEADING WEST ON GREENE AVENUE OFF CENTINELA THE STREET AT THIS POINT
IS REDUCED TO A ONE LANE STREET. THE STREET IS SO NARROW THAT TRASH CANS

ARE TO LARGE TO BE PLACED IN THE STREET BECAUSE NO TRAFFIC AT ALL WOULD BE
ABLE TO GET BY.

2) THERE IS F o g (SOUTH SIDE)
HOWEVER, THERE{S A FOOD MARKET AT ONE COFINER OF CENTINELA AND GREENE
AVENUE-AND A PHARMACY ON THE OTHER CORNER'LARGE DELIVERY TF{UCKS (BEEH
& SODA -ETC) ARE FREQUENTLY PARKED TO MAKE DELIVERIES BEGAUSE

THERE REALLY ISNT ANY OTHER PLACE FOR THEM TO STOP. ALSO CARS AHE ALWAYS
PARKED ON THIS NO PARKING SIDE OF THE STREET WHILE PEOPLE MAKE A VISIT TO
ONE OF THE STORES. NOW WE HAVE ONE | ANE OF TRAFFIC ON A’ NARROW TWO WAY
STREET THAT IS BLOCKED BY HLEGALLY PARKED DELIVERY TRUCKS AND CUSTOMER
VEHICLES.

3) PLEASE NOTE THAT THERE IS A IBF E58 FROM

CENTINELA. THIS IS A NEIGHBORHOOD JOKE, NO ROOM TO MovE AND IT HAS A LANE TO
HELP MORE TRAFFIC ONTO THE STREET.

REMEMBER THAT THERE IS A TURN LANE ONTO GREENE AVE WHICH IS HALF THE SIZE
OF SHORT. SHORT AVENUE NEEDS A LEFT TUFiN LANE WITH A GREEN ARROW.

5) OVEH THE 15 YEAF{S THAT WE HAVE LIVED ON GHEENE AVE HAD TO PLAY

ALSO EXPEFIIENCED A THEMENDOUS !NCH ; SE JN TRAFFIC CENTiNELA IS. AMAZINGLY
;CONGESTED ALOT OF THE TIME AND 80 MUCH MORE SO AT RUSH HOUH

JE FIRST AGCESS STREET OFF
GENT INCLA AVENUE THAT CONNECTS TO THE BUSY MARINA SHOPPING AHEA

7) IS THIS SOMETHING THAT TRAFFIC AND ENGINEERING CAN CHECK OUT DIRECTLY AND
HOPEFULLY RECTIFY OR DO WE NEED TO GO DOOR-TO DOOR AND GET SIGNATURES



WITH A PETITION? THIS WOULD REALLY BE A COMPLETE WASTE OF TIME BECAUSE
EVERYONE ON GREENE AVE WOULD AGREE AND KNOWS HOW FRIGHTENING AND
DANGEROUS THIS INTERSECTION IS. WE ALSO BEUEVE THAT T IS OBVIOUS TO ANY ONE

ELSE. ..
LEASE BE ADVISED WE WOULD LIKE TO

EXAMPLE THERE ARE NO PQSTED ' SIGNS.WE HAVE BEEN TOLD
THAT THE STREET IS SWEPT AFTER THE POSTED STREET CLEANING STREETS ARE
DONE.HENCE NO ONE KNOWS WHEN THE SWEEPERS ARE COMING AND CARS DON'T
GET MOVED AND THE STREET NEVER GETS ADEQUATELY SWEP

-AND STREET NEED

SINCERELY
PAT AND DAVID DIGIACOMO

CC PLAYA VISTA
CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION
DEPT. OF PUBLIC WORKS TRAFFIC AND-ENGINEERING
DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION WESTERN DISTRICT
COUNCIEWOMAN CINDY MISCIKOWSK! DISTRICT OFFICE.
CALTRANS
OFHCE OF MAYOR JAMES KHAHN
LAPD/PAGIFIC DIVISION

LD ¢ L AFD (2

LOS ANGELES CITY ATTORNEY/CORINTH AVE OFFICE
MAR VISTA COMMUNITY COUNCIL

SOMETHING HAS TO BE DONE ABOUT THIS PLEASE IT'S CRAZY

M%Hﬂn&@w Nzs § N&Iﬁ hborg Asshe

APR 1% 2003

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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December 2, 2002

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Playa Vista
Dear Ms. Chang,

The new Playa Vista plan is being billed as a smaller and greener version of earlier
proposals and it certainly is that.

The reduced scope of this praject make it more appealing than ever, and [ hope the city
will move the plan through the process swiftly. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Elliott

P.O. Box 11582

Marina del Rey, CA 90295
(310) 823-1640

RE CEIVIE D\
CITY OF LOS ANGILES
DEC 0 g 2007

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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W. FIRSCHEIN ARCHITECT, AIA
41 WESTMINSTER AVENUE ¢ VENICE, CA 90291
TEL/FAX (3104016398
C21078 « CSLB768576

12/13/02
Diirescuacsiplayad dne.
RECEIVED

Sue Chang CITY OF LOS ANGELES
Dept City Planning, City of Los Angeles AN N A 2003
200-N. Spring St. Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012 CITY PLANNING DEPT,

LAX/Playa Vista Section

Subject: Scoping of Environmental Report
Case ENV-2002-6129-EIR ¥
- Playa Vista Project ‘

When the Coastal Commission approved the first phase of Playa Vista, building of the
subsequent phases was made contingent on the successful functioning of the “fresh water
marsh” system both for sterm water control and wetlands rehabilitation. The EIR must
therefore include evidence that this condition has been met, by addressing the following
issues:

a. Analysis of risk factors

b, Legal and political factors

)

. Hydrologic information

d. Finaneiat assurances

4]

. Hydrologic assurances

£ Constraints and design specifications for system-wide maximal scale
conjunctive use.

h. Historical data for as-built operation of storm water / fresh water marsh
system

specific ways and under what couditions including investment strategies

Yours truly, William Firschein
39 Westminster Ave.

4 Venice, CA 90291




Sue Chang - Playa Vista

Page 1 of 1

M

From: Forbis <peery@pachbell.net>
To: <schang@planning.lacity.org>
Date: 12/19/2002 9:18 PM

Subject: Piaya Vista

CeC: <landtrust@ballona.org>

Dear Ms Chang;

| am a member of the: cosmmunity which will be directly affected by
further developement at Playa Vista. My family purchased property in
the Del Rey tractin 1981 and have been living here ever sinca. At

the time, we moved om Santa Monica which was a very congested area
to this neighborhaood whers we coukd enjoy quiet streets, some open
space and easily accessible shopping. Ona of my favorite jovs was fo
drive down Lincoln Blve and see fields of grain with fractars farming

it. Those days, unfortunately, have been long gene. Inils place we
have seen what appears to be unrestricted dovelopment. The Ccommunity
has successfully fought back and had some of these scaled back but we
still have bsen woefully overdeveloped since then. Geographically i
understand thess develapments belong to different parts of gavernment
but ta the residents, it doesn't matter which govemment agency
approves the development, itis there,

Today, we hava four or five new large developments on the cormar of
Lincoln and Marina Point Drive, and saveral other new large complexes
between there and Playa Vista. The traffic and air quality have been
negatively impacted already. Lincoln Bivd. is constanlly full fo

capacity as is Washington and even the smalier streats surraunding
White all this building is going on and taking over open space with
additional residents and auto traffic, no new parks of any size have
been addsd. |have seen the pians for Playa Vista and it [ooks as
though the planned "open space” there will be easily scoessible only

to residents. In the meantime, my quality life has gone down and !

faar the property values will be impacted due to lack of open space.

| wouid also like to mention that my house and car are constantly
cavered in dust. | cannol dust fumiture without it being covered

with a fikn again within 20 minutes. My car stays dean less than a

day. My mother, wha lives in an apariment along Lincoln Blvd ., Lells
ma her patia is constantly covered with a black scoty substance. |
cannot imagine what our lungs look like afler breathing the same air
after | see the effects on my fumiture, ’

1 urge you to stop further development in Playa Vista and instead have
the land stay apen and fren so that we, our children and the wildlife

that currently inhabits the land can continue to enjoy it.

file://CA\TEMP\GW 00011 HTM

e

RECEIVED
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

M R 2003

CITY PLANNING DEPT.
LAX/Playa Vista Section

01/06/2003
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Lieceniber 11, 2002
Siug Chang
Ciity of Los Angeles
Pepartment of City Planning
720G North Spring Street, Room 720
Y.oz Angeles, CA 90012
Pegr Ms. Chang,
; canriot think of another project that has been more thoroughly planned and reviewed
-han Playa Vista.
4 haw:: seen Playa Vigta twisted, poked, prodded and massaged into the project you see
‘sefort you taday with nothing but spectaculat resulis for the commounity.
,bci'ne; are the skyscrapers and gone are the enormous hotels. In their place are beautifully
dedigned resldential homes and a slew of new parks and open space.
'N{?w.‘;l hear that Playa Visia’s Village proposal includes absolutely no development west
. of 1 icoln — what a wonderful dacision by the developer! Retaining everything west of
Liscoln as open space will be great for our community, and I anxiously await the chance
to:walk through the wetlands paths with ny chiidren.
' ‘_Pl-;ayi: Vista is the epitome of a weli-planned community, and ] hope the city will work
herd to make sure Playa Vista's plans forthe new smaller and greener Playa Vista
~become & reality.
S?ﬂ 1?5 i
* Aintjo Frej
8905 S. Sépulveda Blvd ' F
- Westchester, CA 90045 ] k4

(1) 642-7800
ECEIVE @
DEC 16 2007

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT

-
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November 26, 2002

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 Notth Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE:  The Village at Playa Vista

Dear Ms. Chang:

I'm writing about the Village at Playa Vista. What 2 nice project this will be. ’'m
sure many of us will use the shops and restaurants that ate being planned. T hope that the
City’s review process doesn’t delay this too much and that we can start enjoying these new

places as soon as possible.

Sin cere.ly_? , /

Tony Gamboa

633 West Sycamore Avenue
El Sepundo, CA 90245
(310) 748-6777

=

CITY OF LOS ANGELES

ECEIVE D‘

DEC © 3 72002

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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THlf.'ALLMNCE GROUP

5250 W. CENTURY BLVD. SUITE 432, LOS ANGELES, CA 90045
|

12/05/0

Sue Chang

City of Lbs Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Straet, Room 720
Los Anggles, CA 90012

RE: The Viliage at Playa Vista
Dear Ms| Chang:

llive in Playa del Rey, just down Culver Bivd. from Playa Vista, and [ am
and will be very much affacted by that development. | also run a business
that is lotated on Century Bivd. near LA X. and sarved for two yaars on
the coordinating committee of the Westchester Playa del Ray
Neighbolhood Council, | am very concemned that developments in our
community have a positive aeffect.

{ think that the new Playa Vista plan is the kind of development we should
all suppdrt. It will be good for my neighborhood, the community at large,
and for the City of Los Angeles.

With reghrd to the issue of Playa Vista and traffic;.

The fact that the Village is now much smaller than was originally planned
will reaily help this situation. Also, I've locked Into improvements that
Playa Vista HAS MADE, and WILL MAKE with regard to traffic, and | am
VERY htppy with both,

With regard to the issue of Playa Vista esthetics, and the environment;

jam ver£ excited by the new park land that will be created, as well as tha
restoration that Is currently taking place in the wetlands.

As & meinber of the public, | really appreciste the opportunity to spaak out
on this igsus. '

Sincerely, D IECITQF ,Es al!]\'\leELEE
Mike Gc’:\dman o

OEC 0 9 2007

= CITY PLANNING

(D 16338580 (i) 310-337-118] () MAIL@AllamoeGroupLLC oom maﬁ%l’ﬁéélﬁwﬂﬁm

|
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THE ALLIANCE GROUP
5250 W. CENTURY BLVD. SUITE 432, LOS ANGELES, CA 90045
12/05/02
Sue Chang
City of Los Angeles
Department of City Pianning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: The Village at Playa Vista
Dear Ms. Chang:

I five in Playa del Rey, just down Culver Bivd. from Playa Vista, and | am
and will be very much affected by that development. | also run a business
that is located on Century Blvd. near L A.X. and served for two years on
the coordinating committee of the Westchester Playa del Rey
Neighborhood Council. 1 am very concemed that developments in our
community have a positive effect.

1 think that the new Playa Vista plan is the kind of development we should
ali support. 1t will be good for my neighborhood, the community at large,
and for the City of Los Angeles.

With regard to the issue of Playa Vista and traffic;.

The fact that the Village is now much smaller than was originally planned
will really help this situation. Also, l've looked into improvements that
Playa Vista HAS MADE, and WILL MAKE with regard to traffic, and | am
VERY happy with both.

With regard to the issue of Playa Vista esthetics, and the environment:

| am very excited by the new park land that will be created, as well as the
restoration that is currently taking place in the wetlands.

As a member of the public, | really appreciate the opportunity to speak out
on this issue.

?’W‘/ RECWQF %’s ENM_ESE
Mike Goodman

DEC 10 2002
CITY PLANNING

PLAYA VISTA UNIT
(T} 310-338-0580 (F) 310-337-1187 (E) MAIL@AlianceGroupLLC.com Website: www AllianceGroupLLC.com
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Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

- Department of City Planning
200 North Spring St., Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: EIR Gase No: ENV-2002-6129-EIR (The Village at Playa Vista) ’
Dear Ms. Chan_Q:

Please accept this letter as my public comments about the Notice of Preparation of an EIR for The
Village at Playa Vista. ' - :

My primary concern about the proposed development is the additional traffic burden that will be
-forced onto the existing roadways, most of which are now rated at LOS “F~ during peak AM and PM
traffic hours. Although the original development plans have been scaled back, the new project will
stilf generate far more vehicle trips per day than can be mitigated by the LADOT on the surface
streets surrpunding the site. ‘Many of the roadway modifications currently underway are being
referred to as “improvements”, while they will materially improve traffic flow or enhance capacity.

Since the LADOT has not the means, the money nor community support to significantly widen the
‘primary roadways that will serve the Village at Playa Vista, their ability to provide roadway -
modifications that will actually improve the LOS ratings means that local residents will be forced to
subsidize the new development with reduced traffic flows, increased signal wait times and increasing
traffic gridlock. This is simply not an acceptabie option for local taxpaying residents. a

~ The negative quality of life impacts that will be foréed upon the thousands of local taxpaying
residents is not a fair trade-off for the developer to be granted permission to locate so many new
residents, especially when the traffic infrastructure does not adequately serve existing residents.
Based on the LADOT's current traffic statistics for roads serving my community of MarVista, dismal

LOS ratings at peak traffic times and the LADOTs limited ability to solve the existing problems, |
believe that the Village at Playa Vista should not be permitted for development, o

Until *meaningful improvements to our area’s existing traffic conditiohs can be made and verified
with the consent and collaboration of the community, this development ought to be stopped dead in

its tracks. '

Singgrely, ' _ _ S
1‘/542&‘\ o EGCE _ D

_ / " CITY OF LDS ANGELES

Bryapg/Gordon | : .

3650 S. Barrington Ave. o DEC 1R 2007 -

Los Angeles, CA 90066 / T

310-390-2064 . CITY PLANNING

PLAYA VISTA UNIT

*Meéningfuf improvements are changes that: i') are shown to improve traffic flow, i.e capacity, 2} |
-improve LOS ratings and 3) reduce the number ofvehicles on the road, i.e. light rail or other
‘alternafives to the automobile. : : :

Co. Cndy Misciktovsii, Orst



Ms. Sue Chang December 1, 2002
City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject;
EIR Case No. ENV-2002-6129-FIR.
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Dear Ms. Chang
I have followed with interest the development of the Village at Playa Vista,

It is time, actually way past time to approve this project without any more delays. 1 understand that some
groups (STA’s) have intentions to slow or stop the project. Please save us the expense of these type
intrusions and approve the project without further delay

Bincerely,

Wowntd Yockoll

Howard Hackeit
5208 Etheldo Avenue
Culver City, CA 90230

DIECE

CITY OF LOS ANGELES

DEC 0 4 2007

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT



Ms. Sue Chang December 17, 2002
City of Los Angeles

Depariment of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject:
EIR Case No. INV-2002-6129-EIR
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Dear Ms. Chang,

Thave written and have given spoken input on the “Village™
This is written as a follow up on the traffic mitigation situation.

1. The Village will generate a heavy volume of traffic in and out of the area. The City Planners need to
design for alternate modes of transportation to lessen the impact on the surrounding neighborhoods.
Therefore the following needs 1o be considered:

) Bicycle paths, trails, lanes to all surrounding neighborhoods need to be added.

b) An easy means to get to and from the Transit Center at the Fox Hill Mall, near the corner of
Sepulveda Blvd. and Slauson Avenue, needs to be added to the ntitigation pian. This will make it
more convenient for folks to take public transportation to and from work.

c) For those wanting to ride bicycles to the Transit Center, there needs to be bike racks to leck bicycles
to, or provide bicycle lockers. Neither exists at present.

d) The ultimate plan would be to do something similar as done in Long Beach at the end of the Red
Line. Long Beach has an attended station, to handle folks arriving and departing via alternate modes,

Tunderstand that moneys have been designated to improve specific intersections. Bicycle and pedestrian
paths need to be included and enhances from present type mitigation methodology.

Thank you for accepting this input as you prepare the EIR.

Sincerely, W

Howard Hackett .1

5208 Etheldo Avenue
Culver City, CA 90230 RECEIVED
CITY OF LOS ANGELES
AN AR 2003
CITY PLANNING DEPT.

LAX/Playa Vista Section






Los ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING

EIR Scoping Meeting Sign-In/Comment Sheet
Village at Playa Vista
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l/\_\ - CO LJ( 4066 Tivoli Avenue

Los Angeles, California 90066
December 10, 2002

Ms. Sue Chang,

City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning
200 North Spring Street, Room 720

Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Ms. Chang and the Department of City Planning:

As a homeowner and resident of Marina Del Roy Adjacent, I strongly oppose the Playa
Vista Project which has, in my opinion, alrcady destroyed the quality of life in our nei ghborhood.
I strongly oppose any further expansion of Playa Vista duc to the negative environmental,
ecological and social impact the cxisting construction has already had on our community. I do,
however support the creation of a wildlife refuge, public parks and an off leash dog park.

Even though only two apartment buildings of Playa Vista’s Phase Onc arc currently
occupied, our local schouls, shopping centers, heaches and recreational areas are at maximum
capacity. There is constant gridlock and tralfic congestion due to the increased numbers of
residents in our neighborhood from Playa Vista’s dense housing, This gridlock has increased the
noisc and pollution in my neighborhood and made it almost impossible to commute to work or to
gain easy access to ncarby freeways.

The unsightly high rise low rent apartments of the Playa Vista have destroyed the middle
class family atmosphere of the neighborhood, decreasing the quatlity of life, increasing the crime
rate and deflating my home’s value,

Additionally, the ecological impact on the area resulting from Playa Vista’s egregious
over building on the land has substantially decrcased (he amount of open space in our
community. It has polluted and destroyed vital waterways and habitats for many migrating birds
and other indigenous wildlife, which are now completely stressed out by the inconscionable
dense urban development of the arca. Where are all of the public parks, trails and open areas
originally promised by Playa Vista? Their own rcsidents do not even have balconies, gardens or
recreation areas,

Lurge you to halt any further expansion of the Playa Vista project and to designate the
remaining land to be used as parks, wildlife refuges, playgrounds, hiking trails and other public
usages to benefit a greater portion of the local population. Please do not let a small group of
greedy investors and construction companies ruin our comimunity.

| ‘ourf truly,
DECEIVE @ (.
CITY OF [0S ANGFLFS
' 3 Emily C/Jlay
DEC 11 2002 - | -

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT







RECEIVED
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

W-b> _ M N6 2003

To Ms. Sue Chang: On the Plava Vista Development

CITY PLANNING DEPT.
LAX/Playa Vista Section

I am opposed to the current development and think it should
.be stopped or even reversed. On the other hand continued pogulatlon
"growtii" may be more profltable but the quallty of life will
continue to decline as it increases,

At one time there was something called the Wild,Wild West.
The Ballona Wetlands represent a last remnant of those bygone
dayb and they truly represent what has made this country great:
a virgin resource basc. If° c1vlllzatlon" had been here for
4000 years as in Egypt I think we would be in the sgame compara~-
ti?ely wretched state that that state and region is in.-now. But
Yeiviiization" has'nt. been.here 4000 years.to strip the country.
The Tigres-FEuphrates Valley is one of the theorizéd;birthplaces
of "civilization"--- where Saddam Hussein is ffom. If all these
idiots at the public mectings had been here for 4000 yeafs I
think we would have the same mess here that they have in the .
Middle East. So I do'nt eguate the success of our country soly
to Democracy (we never have had a economic democracy) but
attribute it more to that virgin resorce base (and cheap labor
whether it was due to the potatce famine of 1808 or the later
- Bastern European migrations} that we have exploited.

Hearing these fat,middle aged women talk about driving
about and down to the Village to do their shopping I thought
was repugnant tc American ideals. Have we so devolved from the
ideals and the persecution (and the escape from there of) on
which this country was founded that now we are little more
than fat consumers waddleing our fat butts down to the nearest
shopping center?

And that Rabbi was nuts and brought his Middle Eastern
extremeism and seige mentality to this development process.
I have never before heard a "enviornmentalist" as being "evil".
The developers themselves were Eastern. City Slickers.

My great grandmother met Geronimo in 1868 in Tucson and
Billy the Kid in 1874 in Silver City,New Mexico. Her father
was Bushwacked by Confederate rebels after Appomatox in Miss-

ouri in May 1865 before she was even born. Another creat-great



grahfather was killed by Northern carpctbaggers in Tennessee
‘about the same time after the war. "Civilization" so-called
is a mixed blessing in my book. Some of my earlier ancestors
were'Huegenots escaping the religious persecution in France.
Some of my eariiest ancestors were Puritans,.

One .of the heritages of the Wlld (Wild West was that
"Picneers" came out west sometimes on foot or horse or carriage
Or wagon or maybe all of the above. I ca'nt see these fat lazy
old women too busy being consumers being able to do any of that.
As far as I am concerned they are a blight on the land. That same
great grandmother saw the coming of the plane and I do think the
buildinhg sight of the Spruce Goose should somehow be preserved
for aviation has played a part in Southern California's history,

In closing I have enclosed a poen by Jim Morrison,one of
Southern California's more famous (albeit controversial still)
developments,equating enviornmental degradation with femlnlne
subjugation. I do'nt equate people with progress. I do' nt equate
more people with more progress. Ultlmately if population growth
is'nt stopped we will have a Hong Kong here on the West Coast
-and that may be more profitable to real estate developers but
1 do'nt think the quality of human life has a one to one
relation to the ail american dollar bill.

Charles Herrick
333 Virginia St. #1l¢ -
El Segundo,Ca. 50245
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Matthew L. He;,tz

January 3, 2003 . RECE[VED
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

Sue Chang | IAN N

City of Los Angeles . i 200

Department of City Planning CITY PLANNING DEPT.

Room 720 LAX/Playa Vista Section

200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012 _
'sent via facsimile: 1 213 978 1373 ¢

Dear Sue Chang,

| had previodsly written to you, sent via facsimile, regarding my opposition to
Phase Two of Playa Vista. If you have not received that letter, please let me know
and I’U resend it.

However, there is other issues | neglected to raise. Westchester is home to LAX,
and with that complex in our backyards, we are already subject to more than
average nhuisances and disturbances:

© Noise levels which can lead to a demise in the quality of life when jet noise from
the airport starts before sunrise and continues late into the night, and when the
three jet traffic patterns over my residence are carrying jets, which is almost
always

© A very large source of pollution from the airport.

< A traffic problem from airport traffic consisting of passengers traveling to the
airport in their cars, to taxis, to shuttles, to airport busses, to trucks to handie
the freight.

Furthermore, Westchester is also subjected to other negative influences:

© With the 405 Freeway at the northern boundary of Westchester we are subject to
the freeway naise and pollution source,
© Our lacal beaches are constantly littered with trash that washed down Ballona

Creek onto our local sands. | went {ast Sunday, and the beaches are a disgrace
from trash.

¢ Westchester is under consideration to lift limits on apartment construction to add



) 21 173703 (O 11:55 AM

Matthew Hetz
Page 2
January 3, 2003

to our congestion. There are already massive apartment/condo complexes
around Alvern between Centinella and La Tijera, just down the road from Playa
Vista.

Taking into account what Westchester already suffers from LAX, the 405 fwy.,
the polluted beaches, and the overbuilding of apartments when compared with
the rest of the City of Los Angeles, | think we have suffered enough, and in
planning for the city overall, Playa Vista has done enough with Phase One to
exacerbate local traffic and pollution problems. | think just out of fairness in
regard to the rest of the city, we have had enough and deserve a break from
more congestion and pollution sources.

Thank you,

04 Nty

Matthew Heiz

6211 W. 78th Street Los Angeles, CA 90045
Ph: 310.645.8518 e-mail: Hermes333@aol.com

272
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Matthew L. Hetz

December 30, 2002

Sue Chang RECEIVED
City of Los Angeles CiTY OF LOS ANGELES
Department of City Plannin
Rogm 720 d ® JAN 0 6 2003
206 N. Spring 5t. CITY PLANNING DE
PT.
Los Angeles, CA 90012 LAX/Playa Vista Section

Dear Sue Chang,

| write regarding Phase Two of Playa Vista. | oppose Phase Two due to the dire
traffic consequences from the development, and that | feel the land should go
towards the preserving of open space. However, while | could list a fong specifics
on why Phase Two should not go through, | will try to keep this brief,

| believe it is too early to consider Phase Two, taking into consideration that Phase
One is not completed. Before there is any further discussion or consideration on
Phase Two, we, the city-and particularly the residents close to the development-
should let Phase One be completed, and then wait a period of time to let the
situation settle on its impact, one year or more, before making any decision on
Phase Two. This way it will be easier to gather data and information on how Phase
One is affecting traffic in the area, and then make informed decision from there.

One immediate consequence of Phase One is that the new residential buildings are
too close to the street, | cannot believe the lack of set-back, and the once
beautiful and welcome vistas of the mountains from Lincoln and Jefferson
Boulevards are now blocked by the Phase One development. This is a detriment to
the city residénts as Los Angeles has a long history of showing off the surrounding
mountains to all, not just those who can afford to purchase properties with views.
Phase One has now lost to all wha travel these road a priceless vista, and it’s not

playa.

Sincerely,

0% Nty

Matthew Hetz

6211w 78th Street Los . Angeles,CA 90045
Ph: 310.645.8518  e-mail: Hermes333@aol.com

4177
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January 2, 2003

Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning
200 No. Spring St., Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE:  Playa Vista Phase IT - The Village at Playa Vista
EIR Case No.: ENV-2002-6129-EIR

Dear Ms. Chang:

As a resident of Council District 11 for the last 40 years, a member of the Del Rey
Homeowners and Neighbors Association and of the now-forming Del Rey Neighborhood
Council, T whole-heartedly endorse the Playa Vista plan for The Village at Playa Vista.

- ‘Considering the hotel/retail complex, including the marina west of Lincoln that Summa
Corp. contemplated when development was first proposed, the scaled-back plans are a
blessed relief. The former Hughes industrial site was hardly a “wetlands”; it was actually
an abandoned factory and airfield. The Village will improve the area and be an asset to
the city and especially the Westside.

M. Soboroff and his predecessor, Peter Denniston, are to be saluted as executives who
have kept sight of the big picture in planning this development to be acsthetically and
‘environmentally sound as well as profitable.

Thank you for your attention. 1
Sicerely, RECEIVED
W CITY OF LOS ANGELES
e 18N 0 G 2003
Celia Knight .
12820 Short Avenuc CITY PLANNING DEPT,
Los Angcles, CA 90066 LAX/Playa Vista Seotion

(310) 390-2520



Dceember 12, 2002 (/J _ ..? O
Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles, Dept. of City Planning
200 No. Spring St., Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang,
Re: Additional development by Playa Vista on the Ballona Wetlands area

[ oppose any additional development by Playa Vista or any other company on the
remaining open space in the Ballona area.

There is already far too much development there. It will generate too much tratfic, in an
area that already has too much traffic. Widening Lincoln Bivd. to and 8 lane highway is
NOT a solution to this nightmare. I spend many days at a closc friend’s home; she lives
one block from Lincoln Blvd. It is already very difficult to get to and from her house.
More traffic will significantly affect the quality of her life and mine.

I believe that ALL open space left in the Ballona area should REMAIN OPEN SPACE.
Los Angeles is in desperate need of more parks and open space. To leave the area open
will benefit everyone in Los Angeles. It is a perfect opportunity to create a lovely large
open area for the people of Los Angeles to enjoy. To destroy what little remains by more
masstve development is a crime, in my view, and only benefits developers, who do not
have to live there and suffer the consequences of the massive traffic jams that will result
from the development.

Lurge you to evaluate the impact of this development carefully, and to consider how
important parkland and open space arc to the people of L.os Angelcs.

Sincerely,
STEPHEN  KUNSHIMA g *
Stephen Kunishima -
5210 Village Green B E @ E NOLLES
Los Angeles, CA 90016 CITY Or1os A
DEC 1/ 2002

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT



L os ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING
EIR Scoping Meeting Sign-in/Comment Sheet
il Village at Playa Visia
B ENV-2002-6129-EIR
LOS AMGELES CITY
PLANNING W=7\

December 12, 2002

(PLEASE PRINT)

NAME | ADDRESS
| - SSkﬂu) R0
Lovee 0 SO T q;gg"w\

I want PLAYA VISTA to have a LONG, LONG, LONG LIFE, Ihavebeenaresident
and business owner in Westchester for the past 20 years. During this time period, I have

- ————newn-many business-entities that have reaped profits from theif investment while
making only a minimal contribution in support of organizations-whese focus-it-isto
enrich the community. Essential services are provided the residents through non-profit.
service centers. Education is the key to the success of all municipalities. PLAY A

———VISTA-has-pursued-aphilosophy of strengthening the community through providing

financial support to numerous programs that create a healthier environment for-business——
to operate and nelghborhoqu to prosper.

When PLAYA VISTA is no longer an active member of ous community.-the-educatior—————
o grants to schools for academic achievement will be gone; the Teacher EDDY AWARDS
———that recognize outstanding teachers could no longer be a gala dinner with our very own

OSCAR known as EDDY-—The majeﬂty-ofprofessroml organizations would 16se a

principal sponsor of their events. The family service non profits would be making budget- ——
adjustments without PLAYA VISTA’S contributions.

o may be-wagging therchallengeonatofty —
basns Nevertheless the commumty may need to celebrate the few mcomzemeace&that——————
_"” may occur from the PLAYA VISTA development in order to enjoy the improvements

-——PEAYA VIST A has facititate through their generous Tunding programs.

f‘l‘l'\[} PW
DLAYA VISTA UNIF——————




December 11, 2002 \,\j - 7 L

Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles, Dept. of City Planning
200 No. Spring St., Room 720

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang,
Re: Additional development by Playa Vista on the Ballona Wetlands area

I am writing to express my OPPOSITION to any additional development by Playa Vista
or any other company on the remaining open space in the Ballona area.

There is already far too much development there. 1 live in Santa Monica, a block from
Lincoln Blvd. I believe the traffic generated by this massive development will generate
even more traffic in my area than we already have, and what we already have is awful.
The cars coming through my neighborhood in an effort to avoid the 405 and Lincoln
Blvd. because of this massive development will cause a significant negative impact on
my quality of life.

I fervently believe that ALL open space left in the Ballona area should REMAIN OPEN
SPACE. Los Angeles is in desperate need of more parks and open space. To leave the
area open will benefit everyone in Los Angeles. It is a perfect opportunity to create a
lovely large open area for the people of Los Angeles to enjoy. To destroy what little
remains by more massive development is a crime, in my view, and only benefits
developers, who do not have to live there and suffer the consequences of the massive
traffic jams that will result from the development.

1 urge you to evaluate the impact of this development carcfully, and to consider how
important parkland and open space are to the people of Los Angeles.

Sincerely,
@%Mv/ (s
Lorelyn Lewis
848 Pacific St. #6 Ecng@or: I%s ENGVFLES @
Santa Monica, CA 90405
DEC 16 2007
CITY PLANNING

PLAYA VISTA UNIT



Russ & Marie Logan

11821 Beatrice St

\/\.) - ") ?) Culver City, CA 90230-6209
December 22, 2002

Ms. Sue Chang RECEIVED

City of Los Angeles CITY OF LOS ANGELES

Department of City Planning

200 N. Spring St Rm 720 N fi 2003

Los Angeles, CA 90012 | | CITY PLANNING DEPT,
LAX/Playa Vista Section

Re: Playa Vista Village, etc., project
Dear Ms. Chang:

Thank you for the opportunity to express our concerns at this time. This letter is being
sent as we were unable to speak at the meeting due to time constraints. We live 2 blocks
north of Jefferson, 1 £ blocks east of Inglewood Blvd. Many of the residents have lived in
our area for over 30 years. We have been in our current house long before the 90
Freeway. We have been here 37 years.

The traffic that Playa Vista will produce will be an increase of volume in our community.
We live near the intersection of the 90 (Marina Freeway) and the 405 (the connector
roads). During the last several years our community has been requesting a sound wall on
the 90 from the Marina to, and including the connector roads to the 405 North and
South. We needed this sound protection even before Playa Vista planning came into
being.

We also need a sound wall on the 405 south between the 90 connector road and the
Howard Hughes complex off ramp. Day and night, even at 2 a.m. we can hear inside our
house the sound of the freeway.

We had been fold in the past by Cal Trans that whenever a change or improvement takes
place, a sound wall is mandatory. New access is being given to the 90 and yet as far as we
know there will be no sound wall from the Marina extending to the 405 connector roads,
north and south. We had heard that a sound wall would be built from the Marina to
Centinela Avenue. Ts someone really stupid enough to think that all the traffic dumps of f
oh Centinela? Unfortunately, the polite people who try to work within the system seem to

ety



never be heard! What about the additional distance to the 405 connector roads and the
many residents who live east of Centinela, but along the freeway?

My other concern is removal of parking on Jefferson Blvd. When this happens (and Playa
Vista reps will only use the word "if*) where are all the many cars who now park on
Jefferson Blvd., north and south, from Mesmer Avenue to Centinela Avenue going to park?
There are one and two-story apartments oh the north side of Jefferson, and wall-to-wall
businesses on the south side of Jefferson. We fee! that the parking restrictions (either
fully, or at peak hours), will, by necessity, overflow into the residential community just
north of Jefferson Blvd. Since there is such great profit being made, or to be made, from
the Playa Vista project, why can't they buy or trade one building in the 11800 block of
Jefferson and cne building in the 11900 block of Jefferson and build parking structuresse——
the businesses and residents will have a place to park when PLAYA VISTA TAKES AWAY
THE STREET PARKING TO ACCOMMODATE THEIR BUSINESS DRIVERS AND
RESIDENT DRIVERS!

Other concerns:

* Need for a pumping station on Playa Vista Property. They should not hook up to
the pumping station on Inglewood Bivd., which is already currently overloaded and
producing smells, etc. The residents are already concerned about their health—and
this would further endanger our quality of life.

*  We wish to have a Neighborhood Protection Plan.

*  We wish less density east of Lincoln (lower height of buildings for instance, as weil
as less number of buildings).

» What are the community-serving aspects that have been reduced?

Again, thank you for this opportunity to express our concerns. We look forward to hearing
your response, and how Playa Vista will be dealing with these subjects.

Mr. & Mrs. Logan



January 8, 2003

Lo =1 b Patricia Lopez

8354 Manitoba St. #3
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293

City of Los Angeles ATIN-Ste Chan §

Department of City Planning
200 N. Spring Street

Room 720

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Los Angeles City Planning Department:

Please note the objections and concerts regarding the proposed development on
the Playa Vista project (Phase Two) on the Ballona Wetlands. I am against any
land development/ construction and detriment of the land West of Lincoln Bivd.
and Culver Blvd. due to all the potential traffic congestion, building of a bigger
road(s) and the demolishing of a natural habitat. This natural Ballona Wetland if
‘destroyed will never be recuperated. The Ballona Wetlands are the joy of all
who live here in Playa Del Rey. So, please do not allow any more of Playa Vista
developers to expand, especially to Areas A and B (as noted on the newspaper
L.A. Times on November 14, 2002). Thank you in advance for your attertion to
this matter. &

 Sincerely, / WA
- / 4 R TATY OF L\)C‘- M\G[ LES
T . AN 13 7003

Patncna Lopez ) CITY PLANNING
Playa Del Rey Resident PLAYF‘\ VISTA UNIT




- LINDA LUCKS

30 Wave Crest Avenue
Venice, CA 907241-3211
Facsimile (310} 452-7892
Telephone (3100 450 2554
email: Lindalucks@aol.cam

W -5

January 17, 2003

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles, Department of City Pianning
200 No. Spring St., Room 720

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang:
RE: EIR Case No., ENV-2002-6129-EIR, the Village at Playa Vista

| am writing to bring 1o your attention one jtem that may not receive a lot of comment during your
scoping process. '

In the Piaya Vista Phase One FIR, there is a traffic mitigation measure that requires the
developer to establish a job program to hire construction workers from neighborhoods in the
vicinity of the project site. This *locat hire® requirernent is intended to reduce construction-related
commutter traffic during Phase One.

This condition formed the foundation for one of the quiet triumphs of Phase One, the creation of
the "PV Jobs™ program that ensures that residents from at-risk communrities in Los Angeles are
able to fill 10% of all the construction jobs at Playa Vista and has led to the employment of more
than 200 at-risk individuals in the last several years. This requirement should be continued in
Phase Two.. : :

In addition, since PV Jobs was conceived as a sophisticated program based upon a relatively
general mitigation requirement, the City should expand the language of the mitigation condition to
reflect the nature of the job program in more detail, thus increasing the likelihood of success. The
language should include a reference to the program developed to implement the Phase One

- condition, it should specify the 10% requirernent for at-risk employment, and it should require the
developer to ensure that the program is adequately funded to ensure compliance for the duration
of the construction process.

Other projects in or near the City of Los Angeles, including the Alameda Corvidor and Hollywood-
Highland have included job program and local hiring requirements that have not produced nearly
the results that PV Jobs has. Playa Capital and its predecessors deserve considerable credit for
not seftling for a minimal compliance effort. But in order for this kind of condition to truly be an
effective mitigation measure for traffic and other project impacts, it needs to contain the level of
specificity that will lead to a rigorous compliance effort. By including such language in the Phase
2 BIR, the City can accomplish that and create a much-needed mode for future major projects
here and elsewhere.

Youys Tryly, A
i g - ~___RECEIVED
: ' CITY OF LOS ANGELES
cc: Councilwoman Cindy Miscikowski
_ N2 72003
CITY PLANNING DEPT,

LAX/Playa Vista Section



1271272002 09:44 FAX oot

W -6

December 5, 2002

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang:

As someone who has been renting in West Los Angeles for
some time, I wanting to say that I'm glad Plava Vista
is finally moving forward on more houses. I'd like to
own my own home soon, and T'd like to stay on the
Westside. After all, it’'s where my job is.

But with so few new houses, the prices are so high. I
know that Playa Vista isn’t the typical tract house
development, but the plans I’'ve seen show that they are
trying to build a real community. I hope this all gets
built goon so I can achieve my dream to own my own

rlace.

Sincerely,

Greg Manning e 4
13175 Fountain Park Drive, A205 5

Playa Vista, CA 90094
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CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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Gary & Rae Martin

11926 Aneta 5t

Ly =17 Culver City, CA 902306209
December 22, 2002

' ot

Ms. Sue Chang ' RECEIVED

City of Los Angeles _ CITY OF LOS ANGELES
Department of City Planning

200 N. Spring St Rm 720 | N A 2003

Los Angeles, CA 90012 - CITY PLANNING DEPT

Re: Playa Vista Village, etc., project /Playa Vista Section

Dear Ms. Chang: {

Thank you for the opportunity to express our concerns at this time. This letter is being sent as
we were unable to speak at the meeting due to time constraints. We live 2 blocks north of
Jefferson, 1 V2 blocks east of Inglewood Blvd. Many of the residents have lived in our arca for
over 30 years. We have been in our current house long before the 90 Freeway. We have been
here 37 years.

The traffic that Playa Vista will produce will be an increase of volume in our community. We
live near the intersection of the 90 (Marina Freeway) and the 405 (the connector roads). During
‘the last several years our community has been requesting a sound wall on the 90 from the
Marina to, and including the connector roads to the 405 North and South. We needed this
sound protection even before Playa Vista planning came into being.

We also need a sound wall on the 405 south between the 90 connector road and the Howard
Hughes complex off ramp. Day and night, even at 2 a.m. we can hear inside our house the sound
of the freeway.

We had been told in the past by Cal Trans that whenever a change or improvement takes place,
a sound wall is mandatory. New access is being given to the 90 and yet as far as we know there
will be no sound wall from the Marina extending to the 405 connector roads, north and south.
We had heard that a sound wall would be built from the Marina to Centinela Avenue. s
someone really stupid enough to think that all the traffic dumps off on Centinela?
Unfortunately, the polite people who try to work within the system seem to never be heard!
What about the additional distance to the 405 connector roads and the many residents who live
east of Centinela, but along the freeway?

T



My other concern is removal of parking on Jefferson Blvd. When this ha ppens (and Playa Vista
reps will only use the word “if”) where are all the many cars who now park on Jefferson Blvd.,
north and south, from Mesmer Avenue to Centinela Avenue going to park? There are one and
two-story apartments on the north side of Jefferson, and wall-to-wall businesses on the south
side of Jefferson. We feel that the parking restrictions (either fully, or at peak hours), will, by
necessity, overflow into the residential community just north of Jefferson Blvd. Since there is
such great profit being made, or to be made, from the Playa Vista project, why can’t they buy or
trade one building in the 11800 block of Jefferson and one building in the 11900 block of
Jefferson and build parking structures so the businesses and residents will have a place to park
when PLAYA VISTA TAKES AWAY THE STREET PARKING TO ACCOMMODATE
THEIR BUSINESS DRIVERS AND RESIDENT DRIVERS!

Other concerns:

¢ Need for a pumping station on Playa Vista Property. They should not hook up to the
pumping station on Inglewood Blvd., which is already currently overloaded and
producing smells, etc. The residents are alrcady concerned about their health—and this
would further endanger our quality of life.

* We wish to have a Neighborhood Protection Plan.

* We wish less density east of Lincoln (lower height of buildings for instance, as well as
less number of buildings).

¢ What are the community-serving aspects that have been reduced?

Again, thank you for this opportunity to express our concerns. We look forward to hearing
your responsc, and how Playa Vista will be dealing with these subjects.

Mr. & Mrs. Martin



Glenn & Lyndell Martin
11860 Beatrice St

\«\) . —7 8 Culver City, CA 90230-6209
December 23, 2002

Ms. Sue Chang

. City of Los Angeles RECEIVED
Department of City Planning _ [
200 N. Spring St Rm 720 CITY OF LOS ANGELES
Los Angeles, CA 90012 AN R 2003
Re: Playa Vista Village, etc., project CITY PLANNING DEPT.
LAX/Playa Vista Section..

_Dear Ms. Chang:

We recently attended the Scoping meeting held in Westchester. Thank you for the opportunity
to express our concemns at this time. This letter is being sent as we were unable to speak at the
meeting due to time constraints. We live 2 blocks north of Jefferson, 1 ¥ blocks east of
Inglewood Bivd. Many of the residents have lived in our area for over 30 years. We have been
in our current house long before the 90 Freeway. We have been here 37 years.

The traffic that Playa Vista will produce will be an increase of volume in our community. We live
near the intersection of the 90 (Marina Freeway) and the 405 (the connector roads). During the
last several years our community has been requesting a sound wall on the 90 from the Marina
to, and including the connector roads to the 405 North and South. We needed this sound
protection even before Playa Vista planning came into being.

We also need a sound wall on the 405 south between the 90 connector road and the Howard
Hughes complex off ramp. Day and night, even at 2 a.m. we can hear inside our house the
sound of the freeway.

We had been told in the past by Cal Trans that whenever a change or improvement takes place,
a sound wall is mandatory. New access is being given to the 90 and yet as far as we know
there will be no sound wall from the Marina extending to the 405 connector roads, north and
south. We had heard that a sound wall would be built from the Marina to Centinela Avenue. ls
someone really stupid enough to think that all the traffic dumps off on Centinela? Unfortunately,
the palite people who try to work within the system seem to never be heard! What about the
additional distance to the 405 connector roads and the many residents who live east of
Centinela, but along the freeway?

My other concern is removal of parking on Jefferson Blvd. When this happens {and Playa
Vista reps will only use the word “if’) where are all the many cars who now park on Jefferson
Blvd., north and south, from Mesmer Avenue to Centinela Avenue going to park? There are
one and two-story apartments on the north side of Jefferson, and wall-to-wall businesses on the
south side of Jefferson. We feel that the parking restrictions (either fully, or at peak hours), will,
by necessity, overflow into the residential community just north of Jefferson Blvd. Since there is
such great profit being made, or to be made, from the Playa Vista project, why can’t they buy or
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trade one building in the 11800 block of Jefferson and one building in the 11900 block of
Jefferson and build parking structures so the businesses and residents will have a place to park
when PLAYA VISTA TAKES AWAY THE STREET PARKING TO ACCOMMODATE THEIR
BUSINESS DRIVERS AND RESIDENT DRIVERS!

Other concerns:

» Need for a pumping station on Playa Vista Property. They should not hook up to the
pumping station on Inglewood Blvd., which is already currently overloaded and
producing smells, etc. The residents are already concerned about their health-—and this
would further endanger our quality of life.

» We wish to have a Neighborhood Protection Plan.

¢ We wish less density east of Lincoln (lower height of buildings for instance, as well as
less number of buildings).

+ What are the community-serving aspects that have bsen reduced?

Again, thank you for this opportunily to express our concerns. We look forward to hearing your
response, and how Playa Vista will be dealing with these subjects.

Mr. & Mrs. Martin
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Paul Martin
1309 Marnnette Road . Pacific Palisades, CA 90272 (310.423.1971)

December 23, 2002

RECEIVED
Sue Cll_mng | CITY OF LQS ANGELES
City of Los Angeles
Dggart. Of City Planning AN 0 g 2003
200 N. Spring St., Room 720
CITY PLANNING DEPT.
Los Angeles, CA 90012 taya Vista Section

RE: Phase II - Playa Vista Development

0
i ]

Dear Ms. Chang: i

I am writing to you as a tax payer and resident of West Los Angeles to indicate
my concern about any further development in the Playa Vista area.

There are number of aspects of this development that concern me greatly. This
area is already heavily saturated with automobile traffic. Any further
expansion of this development will result in even more cars accessing the local
freeways including the 405. This impacts everyone who needs to travel
frequently on the 405. I am appalled at the idea of this freeway having any
more tratfic added to it. _

I am also concerned about the large methane deposits in this area with the
potential for catastrophic explosion in the event of any instability of for
instance following an earthquake.

Furthermore, the proposed development is severely impacting the last major
wetlands remaining in Los Angeles County. I think that far more tourist
dollars could be generated by advertising this area as a nature reserve rather
than allowing it to be paved over for yet more housing with increasing impact
on the road and other infrastructure of this area.

As you can see, | am very concerned about the impact of this development in
an already heavily populated area. I hope that you will take my comments into
account.

Best wishes,

Youyy gincerely,

Paul Martin

i 1



Reggie I'. Melonson
2901 Fourth Street #212
Santa Monica, CA 90405-5527
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December 12, 2002

Ms. Sue Chang,

City of Los Angeles,

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang,

I am writing you, because X was unable to attend the Scoping Hearing for additional development
by Playa Vista.

I have worked or lived in the Westchester/Playa del Rey area for the past 27 years.

Currently, I work at Loyola Marymount University.

I strongly oppose any further growth in the Playa Vista construction. What was once a serenc natural
respite from city traffic and noise—the only one left on the Westside—has already been damaged by the
introduction of an immense concentration of residences from the Playa Vista project. The pollution in the
area is on the upswing. The traffic is quickly approaching gridlock. Further development in the area of
Westchester, Playa Vista, and Marina del Rey would result intolerable traffic jams.

The quatlity of lifc for the humans in general and the remaining nature (the wetlands and creatures)
in particular would degrade significantly.

I urge you to do everything in your power to stop any further expansion of Playa Vista.

Sincerely yours,

R Mot EGEIVE

CITY OF LOS ANGELES

DEC 1R 7002

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT

Reggie Melonson

3

Phone: (3107 392-31986 rmetonso@lmu. edu



December 9, 2002

Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring St., Room #720
Los Angeles, CA 80012

RE: Piaya Vista's Village Plan
- Dear Ms. Chang,

Over the years, | have seen many developments, but | have never encountered a
developer like Playa Vista who asks the community's opinion and then follows
through on its promise to listen to what we've said.

They asked us whether we wanted development west of Lincoln. We said “no."
They asked us whether we wanted lots of big retait stores as part of the second
phase. We said "no." They asked us if we wanted new parks on the Westside,
where there are very few. We said "yes."

Playa Vista listened.

| have seen the plans for what they call The Village, and | am very impressed:
there is no development west of Lincoin, only nelghborhood—servmg retail stores
and plenty of new parks for everyone to enjoy.

[, for one, can't wait to see this great, high-tech community being built because 1
feel as though | have had a say in how it was designed.

Regards,

Rebits L Tiadsloon %@%W%%

Roberta L. and Mel I. Mendelson
9412 Francisca Way
Agoura Hills, CA 91301

818-879-5145 R EIVE

CTY OF LOQ ANGELES

- DEC 11 2007
W 1 epr soy BT
LOYOLA MARYMOUNT Department of Engineering PL_AY;A VISTA UNIT
Doolan IhH & Production Management

" One WMU Drive, M5 8145

Los Angeles, California 90045-2650 &
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i @ 100 N. Sepulveda Blvd.
UH% l/\j O 'L 19th Floor
' i El Segundo, CA 90245
IT'ILE]HHPI N POM ® Ph: 310.725.5200
CRUENEBEMT t CcH NOCLOGIEES :
(Imternet] general@cnpointe.com
December 3, 2002
Suve Chang
City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning
- 200 North Spring Strect, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: The Village at Playa Vista

Dear Ms. Chang:

[ am writing today to ask that the review for the Village at Playa Vista be short and
swiet. There'’s no need to dwell on factors outside the specifics on what Playa Vista is
doing. The facts are simple:

The project is substantially reduced, with proportional reductions in traffic

More open space is being created, which will benefit gveryone

There’s ¢ focus on housing, of which we need more

The businesses will focus on serving residents, which will also reduce adverse
community impacts. :

Playa Vista's first phage has been built exactly as they promised and with minimal
impact on the communigy '

0o oD

3]

This is a clear-eyed response to warket demands in this area, and it makes preat senge. I
hope the City’s review process does also,

Sincerely, 8 *

RE@EUVE

Robert A, Mcreer CITY OF LOS ANGELES

VP Finance & Taxation anhd :
Corporate Secretary : UEC 16 2002
En Pointe Technologies, Inc, CITY PLANNING

PLAYA VISTA UNIT



[ 109 N. Scpulveda Bivd.
. DD 19th Floor
CIEH] El Segundo, CA 90245

D%%E@EN INT “ Ph: 310.725.5200
o G

flaternet] general@enpointe.com

December 3, 2002

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Strect, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: The Village at Playa Vista
Dear Ms. Chang:

[ am writing today to ask that the review for the Village at Playa Vista be short and
sweet. There’s no need to dwell on factors outside the specifics on what Playa Vista is
doing. The facts are simple:

The project is substantially reduced, with proportional reductions in traffic

More open space is being created, which will benefit everyonc

There’s a focus on housing, of which we need more

The businesses will focus on serving residents, which will also reduce adverse
community impacts.

Playa Vista’s first phase has been built exactly as they promised and with minimal
impact on the community

C0DOM

]

This is a clear-eycd response to market demands in this arca, and it makes great sense. |
hope the City’s review proccss does also.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Mercer - E @ E l] V E

- . OF 1L0OS ANGELES
VP Finance & Taxation and CITY OF 105
Corporate Secretary DEC 1R 2007
izn Pointe Technologies, Inc. :

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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k‘\ December 11, 2002
Ms. Sue Chang
City of Los Angeles, Dept. of City Planning
200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles. CA 90012

RE: Comments for Public Hearing on Phase Two of Playa Vista

I'have been a resident of Westchester since 1985 and am raising a family with
five children in Westchester. T feel that all city and state personac] who have allowed
Phase One of Playa Vista to have been built in its current configuration have totally
ignored the needs and best interest of the residents of Westchester and the other Westside
communitics adjoining Playa Vista. Before any additional development is approved, it
should be a requircment that every individual involved in the approval dccision process
drive through the Westchester residential streets from Sepulveda to Lincoln and then
north on Lincoln to observe how overwhelmingly ugly the existing massive and tasteless
buildings along Lincoln and Jefferson arc. While I understand and agree that compromise
was necessary to allow development of some of the former ITughes property, 1 am
outraged that so little property was acquired by the government for public recreation and
wildlife refuge and that so little was required from the developers compared to other
developments of the few remaining urban and wetland parcels.

Therc are four specific concerns that must be addressed before additional
development is approved:

1. Significant Traffic Impact. The developer’s claim that traffic gridlock will be
mitigated by employees of the Playa Vista businesses living at Playa Vista is a
wicked pipedream. Only a minority of Playa Vista employees will be able to
afford living on-campus and those who can, especially those with children, will
have no interest in relocating their families to the congested, tasteless housin g
there. The City of Los Angeles should mandate a periodic reporting of how many
residents there are in Playa Vista and how many of these actually work at Playa
Vista.

2. Inadequate Public Park facilities in Westchester. It is shameful that Westchester

% schools have to transport school children to parks in Culver City, El Segundo or

~“ Manhattan Beach for school picnics. The layout of the only Westchester Park
with totally open access along both Lincoln and Manchester makes it unsuitable
for large groups of young children. Additionally, there are often adults loitering in
the parking areas including transicnts who once scared some of the young girls on
the AYSO soccer team which T was coaching while we were practicing there one
evening. The Playa Vista property provides the only open area large enou gh to
create a well-designed multi-usc public park. The amount of park space per
resident on the Westside of Los Angeles is inadequate and well below averages of
other urban areas. There are also unmet needs for saf allco S
the local youth and for large open grassy spaces fot[ 1@:%@{%{0@ @
practice and to play games. '

BEC 17 2002
CITY PLANNING

BLAYA VISTA UNIT

L ...
ol



3. National critical shortage of wetland Wildlife Refuges. It should be obvious that
that vast majority of coastal wetlands have already been overdeveloped, thereby
threatening the existence of both native flora and fauna and that of migratory
birds. I would have hoped that common sense would lead government officials to
protect the precious few large parcels of coastal wetland left in California. Any of
the remaining undeveloped space that is suitable to support wildlife should have
first priority to be left open.

4. Use of Native Plants in Landscaping. The City of Los Angeles should require that
the developers of Playa Vista use native plants for landscaping both along
Manchester and Lincoln and within the development. Use of native plants in
landscaping makes sense in two ways. First, it should aid in water conservation
since most indigenous plants are drought tolerant and require little additional
water once they are established. Second, replacing the native plants razed by
construction is necessary to support whatever native animals have managed to
survive the destruction of the majority of their natural habitat. It confuses me that
the developer was allowed to bulldoze the property designated for the Wildlife
Preserve. What government agency is responsible for monitoring the developcr’s
completion of this area to cnsure that no invasive, non-indi genous plants or
animals are being introduced into the fragile and endangered coastal wetlands?

Whenever my children and I drive along Lincoln or Jefferson, we mourn the
destruction already completed and openly wish that an earthquake and the inevitable
liquefaction, which would accompany any earthquake on this floodplain, would erase the
massive and obtrusive buildings that now blight this area. Plcase do not allow future
high-density construction that would further degrade the lives of residents of Westchester
like my family.

1 would be happy to provide additional comments or to work with any city officials or

employees who recognize the need to quickly address the concerns addressed in my
letter.

Ellen Chejlava Moe
6145 West 77® Street
Los Angeles, CA 90045



W-85

John Z Montgomerie MB ChB, FRACP.

Emeritus Professor of Medicine, USC School of Medicine, Los Angeles
12231 Lawler St, Los Angeles, Califoipia 90066

Tuesday January 7, 2003 | RECEIVED
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

Ms. Sue Chang, ‘ AN N0 7003

City of Los Angeles, Dept. City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720 %PTLAN\;‘:'EGSDE'I’I

Los Angeles, CA 90012 | _- aya Vista Section

Dear Ms Chang, RE: Methane and hydrogen sulfide 4t Playa Vista. The Risks for Humans

The following are my written comments as to what should be studied in the Draft Environmental
Impact Report for Phase Two of Playa Vista. (EIR Case No.: ENV-2002-6129-EIR. Project '
Name: The Village at Playa Vista).

Explosions and fircs from methane have been the main gas issue hindering the Playa Vista
Development. Buildings have been constructed with underlying membranes and methane
detectors. J.ess well publicized is the risk of hydrogen sulfide, that everyone agrees is present in
the area. Hydrogen sulfide is a toxic gas that kills many people every year and has maimed
others as occurred with the leak at the Texaco ofl refinery at Long Beach in 1992. T am even
more concerned about the medical research showing that exposure to hydrogen sulfide at low
levels may produce brain and other body damage. Dr Kaye Kilbumn from USC School of
medicine, in a study that included the incident at the Long Beach Texaco refinery explosion in
1992, found that persons exposed to 1 part per million of hydrogen sulfide for even very short
periods of time may develop brain damage (Environmental Epidemiology and Toxicology 1:
217-216 1999). Dr Marvin Legator and his colleagues noted that even lower levels of hydrogen
sulfide in the range of 10 to 700 parts per billion may producc a range of disorders (Archives of
Environmental Health 56: 123-131 2001).

In the EIR for the first phase of Playa Vista, the Developers persuaded the city to overlook the
risks of hydrogen sulfide. At Ballona there have been numerous anecdotal reports of the
detection of the odor (the smell of rotten eggs) by persons in the area. There are written Teports
of hydrogen sulfide in the water; work stoppages and an archeological investigation that had to
be halted because of toxic levels of hydrogen sulfide on Ballona. On Dec 13® 1998 when a well
bore was being placed 3 workers became ill because of the hydrogen sulfide. There are reports of
extraordinarily high measurements of 500 and 2000 parts per million leaking from the . Calif
Gas Co. wells. Remarkably the Los Angeles Chief Legislativg Analyst report (March, 2001)
excluded all ofthis information and concluded that: ‘no further investigation [of hydrogen

sulfide] or remediation [was] warranted’.

RECEIVED
How was it possible to come to this amazing conclusion? CITY OF LOS ANGELES
1N na 2003
CITY PLANNING DEPT.

LAX/Playa Vista Section



The investigators examined 1199 sites 4 feet below the ground surface. The technical details for
the storage and chemical measurement of the hydrogen sulfide were not adequately described in
the report. However the report stated that less than 1% of the soit gas samples contained
hydrogen sulfide and did not “typically warrant evaluation®. In stark contrast, the section on
‘Health Assessment’, said that hydrogen sulfide was detected in more than 50% of the samples.
This amazing discrepancy was never explained. The maximum toxic level found was 41 parts
per million and the average was 8 parts per billion. Using formulae from models with
assumptions that have been used at toxic sites the investigators explained that the very toxic level
of 41 parts per million was not a problem

The most egregious of the assumptions was that hydrogen sulfide moves through the soil only by
diffusion. 'This is not true for a gas that may be under pressure, The model that was used assumes
no major cracks in the floor and no cracks in the soil, conditions that are not likely to apply
anywhere in Los Angeles during and after an earthquake. The report concluded that a toxic
concentration of 41 patts per million at 4 feet below the ground surface resulted in less than 1
part per billion in the air of the building. This is extraordinary and sel f-deluding.

The Playa Vista Developers have attempted to mitigate the methane by placing membranes
under the buildings. It is difficult if not impossible to mitigate hydrogen sulfide because it is
corrosive and may react with any membranes used in the area to stop the methane. This is
another reason to question the long-term effectiveness of the membranes.

It is essential that the new EIR :

1. Consider the medical evidence that low levels of hydrogen sulfide are toxic.

2. Examine the risks of the methane and hydrogen suifide gases below the site and the
migration of these gases from the Southern California Gas Co.

3. Describe the technical methods of storage and measurement of the hydrogen sulfide
samples used to evaluate risk.

4. Evaluate the additional risk of the effect of earthquakes on the release of the methane
and hydrogen sulfide gases that are in the area.

5. Consider the possible effects of hydrogen sulfide on the membranes that have been
placed to mitigate the presence of methanc in the area.

Sincerely,
] RECEIVED
(;1 f 777 : Z Lo CITY OF LOS ANGELES
/ John Z Montgomeric JAN N 9 2003
CITY PLANNING DEPT,

LAX/Playa Vista Section



Christopher Moore
- 2035 Rosecrans Place
\/\j % (O Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

December 17, 2002

RECEIVED
Suc Chang

Ci i CITY OF LOS ANGELES

ity Planning Department

200 North Spring Street 1AM N R 72003

Room 720 :

Los Angcles, CA 90012 CITY PLANNING DEPT,
LAX/Playa Vista Section

Dear Ms. Chang: :
I am writing to submit my comments regarding the prephration of the Environmental
Impact Report for The Village at Playa Vista project.

I often have the opportunity to travel on Lincoln Boulevard between Venice and Manhattan
Beach. As the EIR is prepared, I would encourage members of the City Planning
Department to take one evening and attempt to travel this same stretch during a regular rush
hour. It would become quite obvious that Lincoln, as it travels southward thro ugh Santa
Monica, Venice, and the Marina, is already overloaded. This is before the majority of the

. thousands of future residents have moved into Phase 1.

With an already-saturated surface street netwotk, the pending arrival of many, many more
residents and their'vehicles, and meager traffic mitigation measures proposed, I strongly
encourage the City Planning Department to fully investigate the impact and viability of The

Village at Playa Vista project on regional traffic flow.

The City Planning Department must look more closcly at the benefits for traffic,
environmental conservation, and air and water quality by cncouraging the acquisition of all
of the lands in Phase 2 for public use and designating them as permanent open space.

What a magnificent, precious asset are the Ballona Wetlands. This land can be a luxury
within reach of any Angeleno possessing a desire to visit. Quiet and accessible open spaces are
essential to the quality of our lives hete in Los Angeles. As you consider the environmental
impacts of Phase 2, consider further the positive impact on securing for all future residents
an undeveloped escape from our crowded cityscape.

Sincercly,

Christopher Moore



James A. Moore

4764-B |a Villa Marina, Marina del Rey, CA 00292

Sue Chang WS~ (8) .7

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang,

As someone who has followed the Playa Vista project for many years, I was very happy
to read about Playa Vista's new plans for the second phase of their project.

I am pleased that Playa Vista will be significantly smaller than originally planned and
will include even more open space. The Westside is desperately short of open space, so a
development like this that takes into consideration additionaf parks and wetlands
restoration is a welcome change.

L hope Playa Vista's new plans will move quickly through the process so that we can
enjoy a revitalized wetlands area soon.

Sincerely,

Jim an e Moore
4764-B La Villa Marina
Marina del Rey, CA 90292
310-821-1519

ECEIVE

CITY OF LOS ANGELES

DEC 16 7002

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT



Sent By: Home; 310 B1&6 6735, Jan-14-03 1:12PM; Page 1

46235 Sanford Drive —— Culver City, California — 90230-3837

D. CHRISTOPHER NEVIL

January 14, 2003

W-68

Ms. Sue Chang

geity Planner € City Plamni RECE'VED

artinent o ity Flannin

D t;; rmen Angclzs g CITY OF LOS ANGELES

200 N. Spring St. N1 472003

Room 720

Los Angeles, Ca. 90012 CITY PLANNING DEPT.
LAX/Playa Vista Section

Re; EIR Case # ENV-2002-6129-TIR
Dear Ms. Chang: y

I am a resident of the Del Key community within the city of Los Angeles approximately one mile
north of the Playa Vistia project.

With respect to the proposed second phase of the project, | would like to comment that the
developers have not proposed any additional “play space” within all of the additional
development. I confirmed this with one of the developer’'s officials at a recent community
meeting in which they presented their overall plans.

1 would argue that the six acre field sport facility included in Playa Vista’s first phase will be a
healthy start, but one which barcly begins to address the scarcity of facilities for youth and adult
field sports in the western region of the City. For the huge second phase not to include any
additional ficlds, courts or otlier facilities will simply create more population density and more
demand for places to enjoy healthy, constructive recreation, such as youth and adult soccer,
softbalf, basketball, etc., without any increased space to absorb the demand.

Given the almaost unavoidable negative impacts Playa Vista will have on those of us who live
nearby, | feel that providing ample recreational space for the community is something the
developers should be committed to at 2 minimum. There was provision made for this in phasc
one; please, to the degree that you are so empowered, impose like requirements for any final
approval of this significant second phase of the Playa Vista behemoth!

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Sincerely, ]
Couin (0
Chris Nevil

CH:don

ce: Office of Counciiwoman Cindy Miscikowski

Voice (310)390-0370 Fax (316)915-9735 E-Mail CNevil@AOL.com



— &
Ms. Sue Chang (/\5 G\
City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning
200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

January 13, 2003
Re: EIR Case No.: ENV-2002-6129-EIR
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista
Notice of Preparation of an Environmental impact Report

Dear Ms. Chang:

Enclosed you will find my comments on the possible Environmental Impacts of
the Village at Playa Vista.

Thank you for taking them into consideration.

Sincerely,

Los Angeles, CA 90045 RECEIVED
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

AN T 42003

CITY PLANNING DEPT,
LAX/Piaya Vista Section



Comments regarding "MNotice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report” Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6129-EIR Page 1
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Area of Possible Environmental impact: Scope of Environmental impact Report I
My Comments “First Phase” and “The Village” are not separable for

an the possible environmantal impacts purposes of environmental impact.

of the Proposed Project:

Playa Capital has segregated its massive project into several phases. The positioning taken in
the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental iImpact Report makes it appear that they wish us to
consider the Village at Playa Vista as a stand-alone project, to be evaluated environmentally
.without consideration {o other phases of the deat.

This cannot be done.

These project phases are not stand-alone with respect ta environmental impact on our
communities.

Residents of the West Side will receive significant and substantial negative environmental
degradation in the areas of Traffic and Congestion, loss of Open Space, loss of Biological
Resources, Health and Safety, impacts to Public Services such as schools, libraries and
hospitals, and more.

- Citizens of the State of California will receive significant and irreparable negative snvironmental
degradation in the loss of Biological Resources and Open Space. California Taxpayers continue
to endure financial impact from the bond load.

These environmental impacts come from the combined Playa Vista project phases, not solely
from one phase or the other.

Playa Capital slickly'avoided providing the public with a Subsequent Environmental Impact
Report to which the public was entitled regarding their “First Phase”. Therefore, much of their
First Phase went into place with insignificant or inadequate mitigation.

The time has come.

Playa Vista must mitigate the environmental impacts of their project, and “their project” consists of
the entire 1,086 acra site under their designer's consideration.

Comments by J. Poyourow, concamed citizen and Weslichester homeowner, Los Angeles, CA



Comments regarding “MNotice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report” Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No. ENV-2002-6129-EIR Page 2
Project Hama: The Village at Playa Vista

Area of Possible Environmental impact: Biological Resources

My Comments
on the possible environmental impacts
of the Proposed Project:

We need more wetlands, not less.

Callforma has lost 95% of its coastal wetlands. Los Angeles County has lost over 98% of its
watlands.' Sites like Ballona Wetlands are incredibly precious to the well being of our local area,
and indeed the habitability of our entire planet.

Wetlands serve as our planet's filtration systems, and are one of the fast remaining tocls our
Earth has for cleansing human waste and pollution to maintain a habitable planet. Modern
science is just beginning to glimpse the power of wetlands plants and orgamsms to remove
environmental toxins from our waterways and shares?,

_The entire 162.5 acre site is a watershed and a coastal salt marsh. It is one of the last remaining
undeveloped spaces in coastal Southem Califernia. :

Ballona Wetiands is a resting place for migratory birds on the Pacific Flyway. In reducing the size
of the open preserve, we further threaten the avian resources of our entire Pacific Region.

A properly functioning Ballona Wetlands cleanses creek waters and runoff prior to entrance into
the waters of the Santa Monica Bay.

Baillona Wetlands is the nursery and breeding grounds for fish and microorganisms that live in the
Santa Monica Bay, and for fish and microorganisms that are the food for other creatures that live
in the Bay. Ballona Wetlands is a necessary and integral part of the health and vitality of the
Bay’.

Of more than 2,100 acres of original wetlands and coastal salt marsh at Ballona®, the available
open space has now dwindled to less than 340 acres®, or 16% of its properly functlon:ng size.
- The pessible enviranmental impact of the Proposed PrOJect is devastating.

In view of this, | question whether ANY development on these 162.5 acres is appropiiate.

per hitp:/fiveww ballona.orgff-important.asp

? see John Todd's systems of wastewater treatment, described in Restoring the Earth by Kenny Ausubetl, HJ
Kramer, Tiburon, CA 1997
®to glimpse the interconnectedness of life in the Santa Monica Bay, read about Los Angeles Harbor at
“Good Tidings at Port; After decades when nothing could survive in the fouled waters, sea life is returning to

L.A’'s harbor area thanks to environmental laws®, The Los Angeles Times; Los Angeles, Calif.; Sep 4, 2002;
LOUIS SAHAGUN

* hitp:/rwww.ballonawetlands .org/
some websites cite 190 acres, one cites 340. http:/www ballonafriends.org/bw_facts htm

Comments by J. Poyourow, conicerned citizen and Wesichester homeowner, Los Angeles, CA




Comments regarding “Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report” Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6129-EIR Page 3
Project Name: The Vitlage at Playa Vista

Area of Possibla Environmental impact: B|olog|cal Resou rces

My Comments
on the paessibla anvironmental impacts
of the Proposed Project:

Make a true preserve in the Project’s open spaces.

The Project touts 9.3 acres of parks, 6.7 acres of rlparlan habitat, 53.6 acres of bluff face/habitat
restoration, and 0.5 acres of Other Passive Open Space®. All apen acreage in the site should be
planned, cultivated and stewarded as a true preserve of precious biologicai resources.

The open acreage should be restricted access native plant walking trails akin to those at Malibu
Lagoon State Beach or Upper Newport Bay Ecological Reserve.

Footnote b on Table |, Attachment A to the Notice of Preparation of an Environmentat Impact
Report mentions “passive, landscaped area adjacent to the riparian corridor.” This acreage,
together with biuff face and riparian areas, should be maintained in native plants, with organic
low-impact maintenance techniques. Any chemical treatments fertilizers, or herbicides are
unthinkable.

The park acreage, together with landscaping around the buildings, should be naturalistic in the
style of Tapia Park (Malibu Canyon) or O’'Neill Regional Park (Orange County). Or at a minimum,
comparable to Rustic Canyon Rec Center (Pacific Palisades / Santa Monica), merging native
trees and naturalistic areas with recreation facilities. 1n these parks, birds and wildlife are able to
coexist with human recreation needs.

If the “park” areas of the Project consist of overwatered Chemlawned non-native expanses like
‘hearby Glen Alla Park or Burton W. Chace Park (Marina del Rey), this will create hazardous
fertilizer and herbicide runoffs into the habitat channels, noise and air poitution from constant
mowing, environmental disruption from human presence. Lawn MOWers are one of the top
sources of air pollution, exceeding automabiles for toxic emissions’. Toxic runoffs kill wetland and
native plants, and poison birds, insects and other critters,

In planning, cultivating and stewarding the riparian habitat and biuff face habitat restoration
acreage, developers must consult independent experts. Recommendations of habitat experts
such as the California Native Plant Society, the Sierra Club, the Coastal Conservancy, the
Audubon Society, the National Wildlife Federation, and more, should be sought and incorporated
into the Project plans. Organizations such as Friends of the Los Angeles River, Amigos de Bolsa
Chica and the Malibu Creek Watershed Task Force, and the management of the Upper Newport
Bay Ecological Reserve should be consulted for their experience in implementing similar
restoration projects. The recommendations of these experts should be disclosed and be
available for public review at the time of the Environmental Impact Report comment process.

Storm drains and gutter runoffs must be processed to meet all National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) and California Regional Water Quality Control Board (CRWQCE)
standards prior to draining into any creeks, wetlands, or other habitat areas. No exceptions,
variances or waivers of these standards will be acceptable.

The park and habitat areas of this site should be wisely stewarded to properly preserve the
biological resources for our focal area, for our country, for our planet.

per Notice of Preparation of an Environmentat Impact Report
7 hitp:/Avww. mindfully. arg/Air/Lawn-Mower-Pollution. hitm

Commants by J. Payourow, concemed citizen and Westchester homeowner, Los Angefes, CA



Coraments regarding “Notice of Preparation of an £nvironmental impact Report® Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6129-EIR Page 4
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Area of Passible Envircnmental Impact: Biclogical Resources

My Comments Construction and end use should not disrupt biclogical
on the possible environmental impacts resources

of the Proposed Project:

All ptans for this site, from surveying to construction, through to public useage, must be designed
with preservation of the remaining biological resources in mind.

Surveying, canstruction, and related activities must be conducted without disturbing any existing
or returning wildlife and native plants. In construction of Playa Vista Phase |, there were
requirements that nesting sites not be disturbed during mating season, plants be preserved, etc.
Similar requirements should be imposed AND ENFORCED for Playa Vista Phase |1,

Conservation standards, enforcement procedures, and the name and contact information of the

governmental agency with powers to enforce these provisions, should be clearly outlined and
made available to the public.

Areas accessible to the public once the project is completed, including transportation corridors,
must be carefully designed to preserve the normal functionality of a working wetlands. Again, the
experience of organizations such as Friends of the Los Angeles River, Amigos de Bolsa Chica
and the Malibu Creek Watershed Task Force, and the management of the Upper Newport Bay
Ecological Reserve should be utilized.

Comments by J. Poyourow, concerned citizen and YWesichester homeowner, Los Angeles, CA



Comments regarding "Motice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report” Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6129-EIR Page 5
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Area of Possible En\.;ironrnenlal Impact: Earth (Geology!Soﬂs)

Safety / Risk of Upset _
My Comments Documents relating to gas hazards must be made
on the possible envirenmental impacts available ta the public.

of the Proposad Proiect

It is a known fact that toxic gasses including methane benzene, toluene, xylene and hydrogen
suffide are leaking from the earth in the Project site®. Truthful statistics regarding these hazards
to public health must be fully disctosed to the public.

All gas well records must be made avallabie for public inspection. In the fand use plan, wel!s are
to be reevaluated prior to construction.? But the developer has not disclosed the well records.

Apparently a secure web site exists, listing the methane meter reports.™ However a secure web
page does not constitute public disclosure. Additionally, where are records on benzene, teluene,
xylene and hydrogen sulfide?

All incident reports from Playa Vista Phase | construction regarding gas related fires, fire
department calls, gas related worker injury reports must be made available for public inspection.

The facts surrounding the gas issues have been covered up for too long. Developer-paid
“experts’ covered up the gas situation on the entire 1,087 acre parcel durlng the Playa Vista
Phase | process. The testimony of independent scientists was buried'", and government officials
were encouraged to disregard the gas issue in authorizing Phase | of the project’.

Independent review of this significant issue of public health must occur, and documents
pertaining to this issue must be disclosed. Public health and safety is at stake.

¥ see htip://’www.saveballona.org/
Oper http:/fwwar smmirror.com/Volume1/issue 10/pv_methane. htmi

per Martha Groves, “Play Vista Buyers Will Test Capability of Methane Shield”, Los Angeles Times, Jan.
6 2003

" June 2001, Dr. Victro Jones and report compiled by the Office of the Chief Legislative Analyst
hltp ﬂregenerahontv com/pipermailfime-1a/2002-May/005091 . htmi

? Playa Vista Development/Playa Capital has been a top lobbyist consistently for years;
htip://ethics lacity org/PDF/lob,_2000_annual.pdf ; hitp:/fethics.lacity.org/PDF flob_2000_annual.pdf ;
http:ﬂwww.yournorthvilIage.orngEWSfLABJ!N_LABJ_ _CASDEN_TOP10.html

Comments by J. Poyourow, concemed citizen and Westchester homeowrier, Los Angeles, CA'
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Los ANGELES, CA 9001 2-2601

CITY PLANMING COMAISSION

MITGHELL B, MENZER
PRESIDENT
JOSERH KLEN
WICE-PRESIOENT
JORGE JACKEON
JAWIER LOPEZ
SLISAN HUBBARD-DAKLEY
ROBERT L. BCOTT
CHESTER &, WIDOM
PETER M. WEIL

GABRIELE WILLIAMS
LOMMISSION EXECOTIVE ASRIETANT

(213] G7E1247

Ms. Joanne Poyourow
8228 Stewart Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90045

February 20, 2003

FaX L1978 L0 JUL F A0S

CiITY OF LOS ANGELES

CALIFORMIA

JAMES 1 HAHN

MAYOR

RE: Response to Playa Vista Phase II Project Scoping Meeting

Dear Ms. Poyourow:

Lo RPo]

. Ue

EXECUTIVE OFFICES
5™ FOOR

CON HOWE
DIRELTOR
[213) 9781271

FRAMKLIMN P, EBERHARD

aePuTYy RECTGR
{213} 978-1273

CORDON B, HAMILTOHN
DEPUTY CIRECTOR
(213 978-1272

ROBERT H., SUTTCHN
OEFUTY DIRECTOR
21319781274

FAX: (213} 9781275

INFORMATION,
(213) 781270

We received your comments on January 14, 2003, however, page 6 of the 22 page letter is missing.
Kindly send or fax page 6 of the letter in order for us to complete the review of your comments. You
may fax it at (213) 978-1373, attention to Sue Chang, City Planner or mail it to the address below.

Thank you for your time.
Ms. Sue Chang

200 N. Spring Street, Suite 721
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Sincerely,

Meredith T. Elgu
City Planning Associate

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT GPFORTUNITY = AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER

Pentyinbier ] ot ik HepCi s, @



Comments regarding "Motice of Preparation of an Environmental ¥mpact Report” Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No. ENV-2002-6129-EIR Page 7
Project Name: The Village at Playa Visia

Earth (Geology/Soils)
Safety / Risk of Upset

Project must meet citywide rules for “gassy” sites.

Asea of Possible Environmental Impact:

My Comments
an the possible environmental impacts
of the Proposed Project:

In a recent Los Angeles Times article'® it was disclosed that the City of Los Angeles expects to
release, in the next two weeks, “50-plus pages of guidelines and a methane ordinance” detailing
new citywide rules for “gassy” sites.

The Village at Playa Vista must comply with all of these guidelines, in order to protect public
safety.

** Martha Groves, “Play Vista Buyers Will Test Capabhility of Methane Shield”, L.os Angeles Times, Jdan. 6,
2003

Comments by J. Puyourow, voncemed oitizen and Weslchester homeowner, Los Angelfes, CA



Comments regarding “Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report” Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6128-EIR Page 8
Project Name: The Village at Piaya Vista )

Earth (Geology/Soils)

Area of Possible Environmentat itmpact:

Safety / Risk of Upset
My Comments ' What are the plans for maintenance of gas mitigation
on the possible environmental impacts systems?

of the Proposed Project:

The methane mitigation systems installed at the Playa Vista Phase | project involve a complex

system of membranes, vents, fans and alarms. We can only presume that the Village at Playa
Vista will have to utilize a similarly complex system.

After the project is built, and the developer goes off with the profits and cash, what are the plans
for ongoing maintenance of these complex systems?

Who will maintain the alarms and fans? Who will clear the vents of groundwater? Who will
inspect the membranes periodically and after every minor earthquake? Who will tear up building
foundations to replace any compromised membranes (we are told they are very difficult to repair).
Who will assume the job of making sure these various elements of a complex and obvioustly
interrelated system, are still functioning as a whole unit?

Who will pay for all this? Will the developer be putting aside cash to fund these critical items of
maintenance, or will this mammoth issue of public safety fall to the City? This huge safety
concern is hardly a realm that can be left in the hands of voiunteers, such as a homeowner's
association.

The developer has constructed housing units in an extremely high density in the Phase | project.
With the dwelling unit statistics stated in the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact
Repaort, we can only presume similar density will appear in the Village at Playa Vista. With such
density, there is a great likelihood that the upscale residents wilt soon bore of it, and will vacate,
leaving these properties to lower income residents. When this happens, the expensive
maintenance of the complex mitigation systems protecting public health and safety, can only fall
onto the shoulders of the City.

What provisions are being set aside to pay for this?

Corhmen!s by J. Poyourow, concerned citizen and Westchester homeowner, Los Angelas, CA



Comments regarding "Notice of Preparation of an Environmental impact Report” Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No. ENV-2002-6123-EIR Page &
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Area of Possible Environmenta) Impact: Water Resources

My Comments Reduce the load on Southern California water supply
on the passible environmental impacts by utilizing reclaimed water.

of the Proposed Project;

The Los Angeles basin is basically a desert, into which we have imported water resources from
other parts of the state, and water from other states. Federal agencies are reducing California's
allocation of intro-state water rights. Our supply is becoming restricted, even as demand grows
and grows.

Threughout the South Bay, from El Segundo southward into Palos Verdes, they are in the
process of installing a “purple pipe” system, through which reclaimed greywater is used to water
landscaping in public medians and park areas.

We will all likely be facing the necessity of Purple Pipe in the near future. Playa Vista, as a
massive new development area, should install reclaimed greywater systems now.

In addition to utilizing reclaimed water, the selection of native plants for landscaping can
significantly reduce water needs for landscaping purposes.

Our State's water supply cannot support continued flagrant water waste, Reduce the

‘Project’s impact on our water supply by designing with water conservation in mind and putting
reclaimed water to use,

Comments by J. Poyourow, concerned cilizen and Westchester homeowner, Los Angeles, CA



Coraments regarding “Motice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report” Jan. 14, 2043
EIR Case No:. ENV-2002-6128-EIR Page 10
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Area of Possible Environmental Impact: Land Use / Planning
My Comments - 6.7 acres of riparian habitat preservation is totaily
on the possibia anvirenmental impacts insufficient.

of the Proposed Project:

The Ballona Wetlands was once a wildlife habitat area of over 2,100 acres.’ The proposal that a
mere 6.7 acres of this 162 5 acre site (a mere 4%) is the extent of the riparian habitat, is entirely
irresponsible.

White the Project also mentions “53.6 acres of bluff face/habitat restoration”, those familiar with
the land formations in the area know that these 53.6 acres are merely the discards - the portion
that the developer cannat figure out how to build upon due to topography and cliff stabilization
concemns. These 53.6 acres are not prime wildlife preserve, being bounded on both topside and
hottomside'” of the sheer cliff by heavily populated development.

For a habitat preserve to be even marginally effective it needs to be protected from human
interference. A narrow ribbon of land can hardly be termed “habitat” as it is subject to 50 much
influence from the surrounding human activity.

6.7 acres is clearly only the narrowest of bands, a long narrow segment stretched along some
three-quarters of a mile of dense development, to barely enable the creek to run through. It is
ridiculous to pratend that it will enable wildlife to thrive.

For habitat balance, for the growth of proper native plants to their full size, for the isolation of
mating sites, for distancing from human bussle and noise, the riparian habitat portion of this
Project must be increased by considerabie acreage.

6.7 acres is only about 0.3% of the original Ballona Wetlands. Land Use and Planning should
allocate far more acreage than this to “riparian habitat”.

" hitp:fiwww. baflonawetlands.org/
" “bottornside” wouid be the Proposed Project development

Commenis by J. Payourow, concerned citizen and Wesichester homeowner. {os Angelos, CA




Cormuments regarding “Notice of Preparaticn of an Enviranmental Impast Report” Jan 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6129-EIR Page 11
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Area of Possible Environmental Impact: Public Services - Schools

My Comments There must be a workable plan for schools for Playa
on the possible environmental impacts Vista residents.

of the Proposed Project:

While the glossy Playa Vista advertising copy touts an "Educational Trust™®, the reality is that
developers have absolutely no workable plan for schools.

Los Angeles Unified School District has W|sely declined the [ocatlon offered for a school site
because of gas hazards to the students.” No safe alternative acreage presently exists within the
combined project boundaries.

The Playa Vista Educational Trust fists several schools in surrounding communities, that it claims
to have “adopted”. Yet all of the schools mentioned are elementary schools. Nowhere among
these schools is either a middie school or a high school.

While some of the “adopted” schools mayr have limited additional capacity, do they truly have
capacity for 3,000 additional students?*°

The Environmental Impact Report for the proposed Project should present each school's physical
capacity, together with each school's anticipated demagraphic changes without regards to Playa
Vista, to reveal whether capacity for the Playa Vista students truly exists at the designated
locations.

Westchester High School, perhaps the closest public high schooal ta the Playa Vista site, is
already in a state of demographrc crisis. Artlcles in local newspapers, together with test scores,
reveal the position this school is presently i in®’ Even without regards to Playa Vista, Westchester
High already utilizes 33 transportable bungaiows a figure that is in excess of permissible
levels®™. Westchester High School is in no condltlon to receive additional burden from a major
new development.

All indications are that the proposed Project will have a significant and detrimental impact on the
surrounding area’s public schools. The Project clearly exceeds area resources in the area of
schools.

18 |, tte:/fwww. playavista. comvpublic_edu.html

http fiwww saveballona.org/school html

0 { A Times article at hitp:/iregenerationtv.com/pipermailfimec-a/2002-May/0052 18 htmi says district
demographers anticipate as many as 3,000 Playa Vista students by the time of project compietion
' LATimes article on test scores circa Qctober 17- 20, 2002

per article in HomeTown News, May 2002 “Westchester High Schoof to Receive 33 Transportable
Bungalows” by Juliet Bobak
#“A school district can only bring 10 portable classraoms onto a campus without having to do an
environmental analysis” per Terry Marcellus, Westchester High Scheol booster. GQuoted in HomeTown
News, May 2002 “Wesichester High School to Receive 33 Transportable Bungalows” by Juliet Bobak

Comments by J. Poyourow, concarned citizen and Westchester homeowner, Los Angeles, CA



Comments regarding “Motice of Preparation of an Environmentat Impact Report” Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6129-EIR Page 12
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Public Services — Haspitals, Emergency Rooms and

Arga of Possible Environmental Impact;
Trauma Centers

My Comments The area hospital resources cannot handle additional
on the possible environmental impacts population.
of the Proposed. Project:

Even before Playa Vista brings more residents, employees, customers and visitors to this area,
our area hospitals are in crisis. The Daniel Freeman Marina Hospital is only being held open
because of court order™.  They have been threatening to close since May 29, 2002.%

Even if Daniel Freeman were to continue to serve the public, this small hospital and emergency
room location is not adequate for the volume of humanity that the combined Playa Vista
developments would bring to the immediate area.

The hospital facility has long been inadequate for patient volume from the existing area
development. My own family's visit to the Daniel Freeman emergency room in June 2001
necessitated a 4 hour wait to see a doctor. Playa Vista is not the only residential project being
added to the wide area served by this small hospital site.

Alternatives to Daniel Freeman, should this hospital close, are few. There are limited private
emergency rooms unconnected with hospitals. There is no nearby trauma center. Other area
hospitals are a traffic-snarled freeway drive away, and are already near capacity.

The population density proposed by the Project completely exceeds area resaurces for hospital
and emergency room care.

“ hitp:fwww. the-calculating-lady.com/somh/home. html

because owners wish to gain substantial profits by selling the extremely valuable iand the hospital
building rests upan.

Comments by J. Poyourow, concemed citizen and Weslchesfer homeowner, Los Angeles, CA




Comments regarding “Notice of Praparation of an Environmental Impact Report” Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6129-EIR Page 13
Project Name: The Viilage at Playa Vista

Area of Possible Environmental impact: Public Services

My Comments “Community Serving” fand use disproportionately
on the possible environmenta! impacts reduced

of the Proposed Project:

Attachment A to the “Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report” indicates that the
Project’s proposed square footage for “community serving” uses was reduced by 89.3% while
residential uses was only decreased by 24 4%.

The relative differential in these phasebacks of the project is appalling.

What did they cut? A new library branch? Additionat fire stations? A police substation? A public
maintenance facility? The middie school our area will need?

It would seem that if 375,000 square feet of Community uses was deemed approptiate for 3,431
residential units, then more like 284,000 square feet™ of Community-serving uses should be
appropriate for the currently proposed residential volume.

Additionally, were there Public Service mitigation requirements for Playa Vista Phase | that were
incorperated into the Maguire-Thomas Area D/Phase 2/Village at Playa Vista plans®’? Does
Playa Capital still owe the citizens of Los Angeles additional Public Service facilities in
conjunction with their previous deveiopment, that are now being phased out in this 89.3%
reduction?

The 335,000 sq ft. decrease in Community facilities in the current proposal®® can only mean that
The Village at Playa Vista will ieech off the community services facilities in surrounding areas of
the city, thereby overburdening them beyond their designed capacity.

It certainly appears that the Village at Playa Vista will impact our local area in a detrimental
manner with regards to community services.

% (375,000 / 3,741} x 2 600 = 284,174

*’ Some environmental mitigations from Phase | were connected to construction of Phase If. For example,
iln the June 19, 2001 Westchester / Playa del Rey Community Plan Update Advisory Committee meeting,

- for example, it was mentioned that Traffic miigations from Phase | were linked to Phase Il. If Phase |
exceeded certain trip cap limitations, then Phase | entitlements would be reduced. What else was linked
between the two phases, and how have the Phase | actualities ptayed out against these mitigation
obligations?

2 Table 2, Attachment A, Nofice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report

Commants by J. Poyourow, concerned citizen and Weslchester hameowner. Los Angeles, CA



Cornments regarding “Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report” Jan 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6128-FIR Page 14
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista i

Area of Possible Envirenmental Impact: Public Services — Parks/Recreation

My Commants Los Angeles has far less park space than other major
on the possible environmental impacts 8. cities.

of the Proposed Projact:

In comparison with other major U.S. cities, Los Angeles lags far behind in amount of parkfopen
space as a percent of city area.

25.7% of New York City's acreage is park or open space. 29.8% of San Francisca's. 19 1% of
Washington D.C.’s. But in year 2000 only 9.9% of Los Angeles' acreage was devoled to parks,
leaving us lagging behind Minneapolis, Boston, Phitadelphia, and Qakland?. Los Angeles is
severely under-parked!

Short of tearing down existing buildings, the only way to get more park/open space is to keep
those spaces which are currently undeveloped, as open as possible,

We have before us 162.5 acres which are basically undeveloped. These 162.5 open acres
represent one of our final chances to make up the deficit of park/open space as a percent of city
area, that Los Angeles suffers,

While the proposed project includes some open space fand use, 101.7 acres™, or 62.5% of this
precious available potential open space, is slated for dense urban development. When Los
Angeles lags so far behind other major U.S. cities, shouldn't we be considering the entire 162.5
acres for open space?

As a subcategory of “Urban Development Area”, only 10% of the developed acreage is proposed
as parks. Shouldn't this figure be closer to New York’s 25.7%7 '

There are not many other large parcels of undeveloped land in the Los Angeles basin which can
be utilized to reduce our parkiopen space deficit. In view of this, | question whether ANY
development on these 162.5 acres is appropriate. Ata minimum, the portion of preserved open
space in this available area should be significantly increased.

i httpff!www.oasisnycAneifresourcesz‘city__comparisoanark_perceniﬂcity.asp
* Table 1 . Attachment A, Notice of Preparation of an Environmental impact Report

Commants by J. Poyourow, concerned citizen and Westchester homeowner, Los Angeles, CA




Comments regarding “Notice of Preparation of an Environmentat Impact Report” Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6129-EIR Page 16
Project Name: The Viilage at Playa Vista

Area of Passible Environmental impact: - Transportation (Traffic and Circulation)

My Comments ' The Project must be integrated with the LAX Master
on the possible environmental impacts Plan.

of the Praposed Praject:

The Village at Playa Vista is localed a mere mile or so from LAX Airport, the fourth biggest airport
in the country. LAX currently has plans in the works for a major expansion effort, including
reconfiguration of area traffic circulation. The developers must take the L AX Master Plan into
account when forming plans for their proposed Project, particularly with regards to traffic.

Pre-8/11 versions of the LAX Master Plan included roadway mitigations to the 405 Freeway,
Lincoln Blvd, Sepulveda Blvd and other streets. Which, if any, roadway expansions will remain
-under LAX's cummently proposed Alternative D has not been clarified®'. Yet it is clear that when
current LAX plans® would increase airport volume from 67 million annual passengers to 78
million annual passengers™, the area's traffic volume can similarly be presumed to increase.

Traffic volume statistics for LAX's Alternative D are not yet available as of this writing, but one can
presume that they will approach statistics presented in early 2001 that anticipated 5,668 to 6,095
additional vehicles per hour over the traffic volume we are now experiencing.> The Village at
Playa Vista must be planned presuming these area impacts are already in place.

Therefore, the Village at Playa Vista cannot base its EIR traffic studies on current road volume.
Developers must consider the post-LAX expansion anticipated road volume as their baseline, and
provide mitigation for the additional increment that their combined development will create.

Documentation for the LAX Master Plan Alternative D will be coming available in Spring 2003.
The Environmental impact Report for The Village at Playa Vista must be drafted with LAX
expansion impacts incorporated into area scenarios.

*! This information will become available to the public in March 2003 per David Kissenger, Deputy for Airport
Relations, Office of Councilweman Cindy Miscikowski
% Alternative D, the post-9/11 “Safety and Security” alternative

¥ www.laxmasterplan_org/options/main html
* differential calculated from AIL.C as presented in the LAX EIR Table 4.3.1-4, Table 4.2.1-10 June 2001. It
should be noted that the traffic analysis in this particular section of the LAX EIR neglected to include
additional vehicle trips for any Playa Vista developments, whether old or new versions!

Comments by J. Poyourow, concerned citizen and Westchester homeowner, Los Angeles, CA



Comments regarding “Notice of Preparation of an Enavironmental Impact Raport® Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6129-FIR Page 16
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

- Area of Possible Environmantal Impact: Transportation (Traffic and Circulation)
My Comments Full traffic studies and quantitative data should be
on the possible envirenmental impacts disclosed.
of the Proposed Projact:

Qver the course of the drafting and redrafting of the many various phases of Playa Vista master
plans, any sort of quantitative data on traffic has been conspicuously absent.

Concerned citizen groups have repeatedly tried to gain this information®®, and submissions to
government agencies are now outdated®. The most we have gotten from Playa Vista
management is confirmation that the government filings are outdated.

Vague Playa Vista statistical information was inciuded jn the massive LAX EIR™, however my
telephone calls to Playa Vista's Public Relations Office® rovealed that even these development
density statistics were inaccurate.

Basically, we have no true traffic volume information beyond extrapolation and speculation.

With 25,000 new commuters™, this massive new development will clearly bring a staggering
volume of additional traffic to an already overimpacted area.

The EIR for the Village at Playa Vista must include traffic studies utilizing Institute of
Transportation Engineers recommended trip generation practices.

The EIR must disclose the quantitative data of these studies.

The studies must include Playa Vista Phase | as an integral part of the enviranmental impact to
be mitigated.

The data must clearly present a pre-Phase | baseline*, Phase | impacts as built*!, and Phase 2 /
The Village at Playa Vista.

Traffic analysis zones must include before and after statistics on the following:
90 freeway in its entirety

Lincoln from Washington to Manchester

Sepulveda from Sawtelle to Manchester

405 freeway from the 10 to the 105

% This refusal to disclose has been documented by local residents and concemed citizen groups, who have
dates and letters of citizens’ frustrated attempts to obtain information.

City of Los Angeles Inter-departmental Correspondence DOT Case No. CTC 91-025 Dated July 24, 1992
has been passed around focal community groups as an indicator of traffic volume, however this document is
sorely outdated in light of the new phase-backs in the Playa Vista developments.

% Table 2.2, Tech Reporl 3b, Section 2.3

% circa May 2001

* (2,600 the Village + 3,246 Phase 1) x 2.2 residents per unit) plus ({35,000 + 3,206,950 + 120,000) Phase |
+ {150,000 + 175,000 + 40,000) the Village, x 1 employee per 250 sqff). 2.2 factor is apparently the Institute
of Transportation Engineers standard. 1 employee per 250 sqft is apparently the Institute of Transportation
Engineers standard. Both factors are per June 2001 telephone conversation with the Playa Vista Public
Relations Office

necessary so that incremental impact can be determined. Playa Vista should be mitigating based upon
the differential between pre-Phase | baseline and post-combined-project-phases.
! As anticipated and permitted full buildout would create

Commenls by J. Poyourow, concemed citizen and Waslchester fromeowrier, Los Angelas, CA



Comments regarding “Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report” _ Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No. ENV-2002-6129-EiR : Page 17
Projact Name: The Village at Playa Vista

{continued on next page)

Centinela on/off ramps to the 90
Howard Hughes on/off ramps to the 405
Jefferson on/off ramps to the 405

The traffic analysis should present workable solutions to problem intersections:
Jefferson & Culver

Teale & Lincoln

Jefferson & Lincoln

Teale & Centinela

Jefferson & Sepulveda

Centinela & Sepulveda

Centinela & Jefferson

Inglewood / Jefferson / Centinela

What specific barriers or strategies are planned to avoid cut-through on locat collector level
streets such as 83" in Westchester?

What are the proposed solutions to freeway access for Project residents, employees, deliveries
and customers?

Comments by J. Poyourow, concemed citizen and Westchester homeowner, Los Angeles, CA



Comments regarding “Notice of Preparation of an Environmental impact Report” Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6129-EIR Page 18
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Area of Possible Envirenmental impact: Transportation (Traffic and Circulation)

My Comments
on the possible environmental impacts
of the Proposed Project:

Traffic mitigation on Lincoln Boulevard

On January 8, 2003, the Coastal Commission wisely voted to deny Caltrans' ill-conceived current
proposal to widen Lincoln Boulevard to freeway proportions. The Lincoln Corridor does seriously
need reworking and Playa Vista's addition of 25,000+ new commuters™ to the area will only
increase this need.

What alternative plans does Playa Vista have to mitigate traffic congestion in the area?

What plans does Playa Vista have to integrate other area proposals, for instance the “Safe and
Green Lincoln Blvd. North Alternative Plan® proposed by the Baliona Ecosystem Education
Project, the Ballona Wetlands Land Trust and the Coalition to Save the Marina?

Without mitigation, the combined Playa Vista deveilopments certainly exceed area resources
regarding Transportation, particularly along Lincoln,

With unwise volume-based expansion of Lincoln, the combined Playa Vista developments will
negatively impact the existing community (Aesthetics/Views, Cultural/Historical Resources, Noise,
Circulation*®) and will desecrate our Biological Resources.

* (2,600 the Village + 3,246 Phase |) x 2.2 residents per unit) plus ((35,000 + 3,206,950 + 120,000 Phase |
+ (150,000 + 175,000 + 40,000) the Village, x 1 employee per 250 sqft). 2.2 factor is apparently the Institute
of Transportation Engineers standard, 1 employee per 250 sqft is apparently the Institute of Transportation
Engineers standard. Both factors are per June 2001 telephone conversation with the Playa Vista Public
Relations Office

4 for more expanded discussion of these, see December 22, 2002 press release by the Baliona Ecosystem
Education Project.

Comments by 4. Poyourow, concemed citizen and Westchester homeowner, Los Angeles, CA .



Comments regarding "Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report” Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6129-EIR Page 19
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Area of Possible Environmental Inpact: Transportation (Traffic and Circulation)

My Comments
an the possible environmentai impacts
of the Proposed Project:

What'realistic plans are there for public transportation? J

With the massive phaseback of Office and Retail (—83.3% and ~52.4% respectively)* the highly
touted Playa Vista motto “bringing people and place together” is uniikely to reflact reality.

The occupants of those 5,846 new residential units and 3,700,000 sq.ft. of new office and retail
space*® will clearly be commuters on the already overburdened 405 freeway.

As the 405 freeway and many local-to-Playa-Vista connector streets already experience LOS-F*®
on a regular basis (and that level of traffic valume is without consideration of increases brought by
LAX expansion) individual car travel is not an option,

The only public transportation solutions for more than 27,000 anticipated commuters® appear to
be the addition of a few Santa Monica Big Blue Busses, a seasonal Beach Shuttle, and a local
“smart tram”. '

Playa Vista has been designed to attract upscale stylish residents and businesses. These are
not typically bus-rider demographics in Los Angeles. What plans does Playa Vista have toward
molding the complex’s internal culture so that heavy useage of public transportation becomes the
very fashionable norm?

The magnitude of this environmental impact to Circutation far exceeds S Santa Monica Blue
Busses and an inter-complex local tram.*® What innovative public transportation solutions does
Playa Vista plan to implement to facilitate more than 58,000 commuter trips from the combined
projects*®? :

Los Angeles must face a cultural change away from dependence on the single occupant
automobile. With the magnitude of development that Playa Vista is bringing to the area, they
absolutely must be a leader in facilitating that social change,

per Notice of Preparafion of an Environmental Impact Report .
*5 résidential units: {2,600 the Village + 3,246 Phase I} . office/retail: (35,000 + 3,206,950 + 120,000) Phase
I+ {150,000 + 175,000 + 40,000) the Village per Attachment A to the Naotice of Preparation of an
Enviranmental Impact Repont

Los Angeles Department of Transporiation's Level of Service F, the worst possible grade on an A through
F grading scale
7 ((2,600 the Village + 3,246 Phase ) x 2.2 residents per unit) plus ((35,000 + 3,206,950 + 120,000) Phase |
+ (150,000 + 175,000 + 40,000) the Village, x 1 employee per 250 sqft). 2.2 factor is apparently the Institute
of Transportation Engineers standard. 1 employee per 250 sqft is apparently the Institute of Transportation
Engineers standard. Both factors are per June 2001 telephone conversation with the Playa Vista Public
Relations Office

mitigations outlined in undated glossy Playa Vista advertising flyer entitled “The Flaya Vista Plan: Taking
on Traffic: A Guide to Playa Vista's Phase One Transportation Systam Improvements”
* simply, note 47 above, times two trips per day. This does not take into account any of the complex trip
calculations that are Institute of Transportation Engincers standards.

44

Cammionts by J. Payouraw, convemed citizen and Westchestar homeowner, Los Angelas, CA



Comments regarding “Notice of Praparation of an Environmental Impact Report" Jan. 14, 2003
EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6129-FIR Page 20
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Area of Possible Environmenta? mpact: Public Financing

My Comments
on the possible environmental impacts
of the Proposed Project:

Where are the extra Mello Roos hond proceeds?

In June 2001, $135 million in Mello-Roos bonds was granted to Playa Vista / Playa Capital for
infrastructure. These public funds were supposed to fund the construction of roads, schools, fire
stations, police stations and ather public services to support the entire Playa Vista project.

With the phase back of the magnitude of the Playa Vista development — area C being ceded to
the State, and the reduction in the Village at Playa Vista as documented in Table 2, Attachment A
to the Natice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report — there should logically be a
reduction in infrastructure required to complete the entire project,

A reduction in infrastructure would logically mean a reduction in construction costs. There shouid
therefore be excess Mello-Roos moneys! The reduced project scope should not need the entirety
of that $135 mitlion to complete infrastructure for a vastly reduced final development.

Table 2, Attachment A to the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report clearly
outtines a reduction in Community Serving land use by 89.3%. Where are the public funds that
were granted in June 2001 to pay for this 335,000 sq.ft. that now will not come into existence?

The undated glossy Playa Vista advertising flyer entitled “The Piaya Vista Plan: Taking on Traffic:
A Guide to Playa Vista's Phase One Transportation System tmprovements” mentions many traffic
enhancements. Where are the public Melio-Roos moneys that were granted to fund these
roadway improvements? Because the described im pravements certainly have not materialized
upan our roads!

Playé Vista has failed to provide a site safe enough to build a school upon™. If no school site is
located, where wil| the Mello-Raos funds go, that were budgeted toward building that school?

Who holds these excess Mello-Roos bond funds? Have they been returned to the State
Treasury? If not, when wili they be? Are the taxpayers of the State of California still paying
interest on these bonds?

50 hitp:/fwww.saveballona.orgfschool htmil

Comments by J. Poyourow, concemed citizen and Westchester homeowner, Loz Angeles, CA



Comments. regarding “Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report”™ Jan. 14, 2003

EIR Case No: ENV-2002-6129-EIR

Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Page 21

Area of Possible Environmental Impact:

Public Financing

My Comments
on the possible environmental impacts
of the Proposed Project:

Will the “affordable housing units” really go to
qualified individuals of the general public?

In June 2001, $33.6 million in C_DLAC affordable housing bonds was granted to Playa Vista /
Piaya Capital for the Fountain Park Apartments. Under the requirements of this bond grant, only
specifically qualifying individuals are supposed to receive those affordable housing units.

It has been said around town that the affordable units at Fountain Park all went to Playa Vista

employees.

Footnote ¢ at Table 1, Attachment A to the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact
Report indicates that 15% of the housing at the Village at Playa Vista will be affordable units.

Will these new affardable units go to truly qualified individuals of the greater Los Angeles
community -- will they really be made available to the general public? Or will they be held for the
inner circle of Playa Capital employees and staff?

Comments by J. Povourow, concerned cilizers and Wastchester homeowner, Los Anneles, CA



© Comments regarding "Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report” Jan. 14, 2003

EIR Casa No: ENV-2002-6129-EiR Page 22
Project Name: The Village at Playa Vista

Area of Possible Environmental impact: (Multiple areas)

My Comments Mitigation for Phase | environmental impacts must be
on the possible environmental impacts completed before the current project is authorized.

of the Proposed Project.

Until Playa Capital has delivered to the Los Angeles community all mitigations for their Phase |

project, they should not receive any permits or authorizations to proceed with subsequent phases
in this massive muiti-phased project.

Playa Capital has not completed obligations for the first phase of projects, including providing an

elementary schoolm, traffic mitigationsz, geology/health/safety concerns® , biologicat rescurces
and mitigations in other areas. Itis preposterous to open a new project phase when they have
not delivered to the community on the first.

In a strategically-undated glossy advertising flyer entitied “The Playa Vista Plan: Takingon
Traffic: A Guide to Playa Vista’s Phase One Transportation System Impravements”, many traffic
enhancements are mentioned. Few if any of these enhancements are evident on our streets
today, yet Playa Capital boasts residential occupancy in its apartment buildings®,

Where are the new Beach Shuttie, and the low emission “smart tram”? Have any new busses
been added to the Santa Monica Big Blue Bus Line 3 as promised? Where is Runway Road, and
will Playa Vista Drive ever reach Culver Blvd? | have not seen any “extension of the [SR 90]
freeway over Culver Boulevard complete with on and offramps at Culver”. The Jefferson cn and
off-ramps to the 406 similarly remain unchanged.

Playa Capital is already well into the process of burdening our community with 3,246 new multi-
family dwelling units, 35,000 sq ft. of retail space, 3.2million sq.ft. of office space, 120,000 sq.ft. of
community-serving usesSS. with next to no traffic, school, geology/soilsfsafety, and other
environmental mitigation.

Originally, Piaya Vista Phase 2 was contingent upon the completion of Phase | traffic
mitigations™. What happened to this contingency?

Untit Playa Vista mitigates their environmental impacts from their first phase, no authorizations
nor permits should be granted on the Village at Playa Vista.

*! http:/iwww.saveballona.org/school html
% See my comment under Transportation (Traffic and Circulation) “There must be traffic mitigation, for the
entire combined project”, included in this package.

See my comment under Earth {Geology/Soils) “Gas mitigation devices must be proven technology *,
included in this package.
> hitp:/Awww. playavista.com/public _press.asp?id=85
% per Attachment A to the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report

This contingency was called “Schedule K" and was mentioned at the Westchestor/Playa del Rey
Community Plan Update Advisory Committee meeting on Juna 19, 2001,

Comrments by J. Poyourow, concemed citizen and Weslichester homeawner, Los Angeles, CA
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Ms. Sue Chang,

City of Los Angeles, Dept, City Planning CITY PLANNING DEPT.

200 North Spring Street, Room 720 LAX/PIaYa Vista Section
Los Angeles, CA 90012

December 20, 2002

Dear Ms. Chang, ¢

1 strongly believe that it’s more important to preserve natural
wildlife gpace in the city of Los Angcles than to build more
residential and commercial developments.

That’s why I'm strongly opposed to any development at Playa Vista.

Look at it this way, Los Angeles is already 95%+ developed. We either
continue to develep until we’ve reached 100% or work hard to maintain
natural wonders that remain for people to enjoy.

There is plenty of already developed land that is in need of
renovatjon. Natural wonders, on the cther hand, don’t get returned to
their “natural” state. Ever.

When you look back on your career jin public service, will you ask
yourself, “gosh, I'm sure glad that we built upon the last remaining
wetlands in Los Angeles.we really needed those few extra buildings.”

Or, will you be able to say, “It was against the grain, but I feel
great about fighting to keep some natural parts of Los Angeles as
they’ ve always been.”

Thanks for coffyidering my inions.

Doug Reyes
1211 Sunside Street
San Pedro, CA 90732
Ph: 310-519-86%7
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L. Diane Sambrano
3640 W 111" Place
inglewood, CA 90303

, January 14, 2003 _
Sue Chang ;
Depanment of Gity Planning -
City of Los Angeles :
City Hall foum 720 RECEIVED
200 N. Spring Street - Rioom :
Los Angeles, GA 90012 CITY OF LOS ANGELES
re - - | CITY PLANNING DEPT
Re; Response to Playa Vista Village Scoping Hearing .
LAX/Playa Vista Section

The heating halld o receive response of the public regarding the Playa Vista Village was
concuctad in g Ire than ¢ dequate fashion. Mot only was there a lack of sufficient notice, but the
lack of availabifity of infomation regarding the project and the mpacts it would have on the |
surrounding communtty aas significantly noticeable,

Of particular bax| * gste was the imitation outreach to the Spanish speaking
communityl Yes there was transiation equipment available, however the only announcement of
its availability was made i1 English! (The individuals who were present to translate indioated that
they approached people vho “Locked Like® they may be “Spanish-speaking” is an insult.) When a
inember of the audience: nisked that the announcement be made in Spanish Ms_ Chang wilifully
chose to disregard the nxuest. There can be no adequate excuse for the obvious itent 10
discount the sagment of the population who would have benefited from the knowledge of the
availability of the equipnie nt. One can only imagine if in the public sight such rudeness is
considered acceptable by paid staff how ofien when not in public view snd to what degree those
of cartain ethnic minonty (yroups are discounted and disallowed their right to public input.
Spparate and apart from {he project issues this rudeness should be a issue of such sigaificance
that City Policy be farmulided to never parmit a staff person to so insult any segment of the
commnunityill

This particular insult is magnified by the projects very namet How many mare dollars
will he added per dwelling unii purchase price by use of the romanticized *Playa Vista™ (Oh is that
SpanishM?) instead of tieach View” Villags. How soan we farget this very site was not only
ance 8 Mexican land grirt but the former Lopez (Oh wow! another Spanish namel) Ranch.

As to adequate 1.otice many in the audience at the Furama Holel were made aware of
the hearing only hv wonl af mouth eventhough they had previously completed the City forms
requestiog notification of ‘uture meetings. Either the City staff was unwilling or unskilled in
Rulfilling the cdaimed Interest in public outreach,

The unavailabili’y of information regarding impacts of the Playa Vista project anywhere
in the vicinity of the projet displays an otwious lack of sttempt to keep the public informed, THis
is particulady insulting in ight of the fact that the Council Field Office is localed directly across the
street from the hearing i e!

Those issues mit addressed in prind &ither English or Spanish were the environmental
impacts regarding:

1) Traffic Conce stion. While Yvonne Burke's Battle cry for ths Arber Vitae Interchange
was based on preexisting congestion the addition of traffic by this praject will only make the
‘axisting traffic 100K like 2 non-issue. The simple advertisements for the project triumph the
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relatively “fraseway close” viorkpiace, play place areas that make the project idea_l. S0 much for
self-containment/why arc: inass transit modes not the cential focus of the adverdisemeits..

2) Alr Poflution. niready per the AQMD maps the area surroanding LAX is among the
worst in air quaity. The «c dition of such significant numbers of dwelling units without a detailed
study of the number of tar. 3 of poilution from automobile exhaust and tire wear reveals a lack of
concem for those resideids already living and working in an unhealthfll stmosphere.

3} Water Quality. It sursly is not a secret that the already overburdened water systems
and sewer system do net 1eed so many dwelling units to place an even greater burden on the
coastal community. Perr aps those in favor of the project are unaware or simply disinterested in
the impact to marine life that this project would create. This is frightening considering among the
selling points of the projitts is the coastal proximity.

4) Natural Habilzt. While 3 portion of the wellands may be designated on maps the
averwhelming intrusion of thoughtless, inconsiderate, humans info an area where animals “are
protected” can only be canpared te declaring & chain link fence as & Safoty barier between a
major freeway and a preschool play yard, The love of money, cement, and developrnent without
consideration to the fite toms ather than those capable of making campaign contributions will
stand as testimony of a 1 ciely well on its way to self destruction,

A Society is mezsared by histary to 4 large degree by the way it ifteracts with its
community -including tho anvironmental resources, the non-human life forms and the
disenfranchised populatio 1. The watshword for this project may very well be — i takes The
Village to destroy a ormunity.

That the public is expected to respond to non-available information is evidence of a “go
threugh the mations - because it is required by law" sentiment. Adharing to the letter of the law
while disregarding the spi i of the law appears more commen than rare. To Conduct a Public
Hearing without Public information i a Public insult.

This response is tubmitted in absolute sincerity to those who were so absolutely insulting
W those of the affected ccmmunity both English ang Spanish Speaking.

@@@k@%}‘zﬁ/ﬂe@

L. Diane Sambritic

Yas, that is Spaish and by the way 50 is “Los Angeles® perhaps the City Planning
Department should take & strofl to the birthplace of the City that pays its Salary ! - Olvera (yes
that's Spanish toq!) Streer. Did anyone notice Beach View is not far from King's Beach {Marina
Dal Rey)? Of all languagie groupes to Insult . . this, was probably not the wisest choicel
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6128 W. 75th Place
A - Ct L Los Angeles, CA 90045
December 7, 2002
Sue Chang
City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning

200 N. Spring Street, Room #720
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Playa Vista
Dear Ms. Chang,

-~ _Iknow you will hear many opinions during the process of approvals for the Playa Vista
Phase Two plan, but please take into account how much the developer has worked with the
community to develop this plan. I have resided in this area for 26 years, and during al] this time,
there have been many various developments that have gone up, but NONE have included the

~ commuaity in the process the way Playa Vista has.

Many of the peaple who oppose this project don't even live in the area; they are literally
bussed in and given an incentive to appear as though they are familiar with the project. This is
something that I saw with my own eyes at the recent election of board members of the
Westchester/Playa del Rey Neighborhood Council. 1 am offended that nog-residents come into our
community and tell us what we should have.

As a parent of two teenagers, and a very active and social person, I know that the people in
my neighborhood want more parks, more restared wetlands, new coffee shops, gotrmet markets
and restaurants. That is exactly what Playa Vista is proposing.

Please endorse this plan that has been developed with the input from the people who live
and work right here in our community. We, as residents, should be able to have what we waant.

Sincerely,
Hda €S b
v DECE[IVE @
CITY OF 1 0OS ANGELES
DEC 11 7007
CITY PLANNING

PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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December 7, 2002

Sue Chang

City of 1.os Angeles

Department of City Planning
200 N. Spring Street, Room #720
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Playa Vista
Dear Ms. Chang,

_ I know you will hear many opinions during the process of approvals for the Playa Vista
Phase Two plan, but please take into account how much the developer has worked with the
commiunity to develop this plan. I have resided in this area for 26 years, and during all this time,
there have been many various developments that have gone up, but NONE have included the
community in the process the way Playa Vista has.

Many of the people who oppose this project don't even live in the area; they are literally
bussed in and given an incentive to appear as though they are familiar with the project. This is
something that [ saw with my own eyes at the recent election of board members of the
Westchester/Playa del Rey Neighborhood Council. T am offended that non-residents come into our
community and tell us what we should have.

As a parent of two teenagers, and a very active and social person, I know that the people in
my neighborhood want more parks, more restored wetlands, new coffee shops, gourmet markets
and restaurants. That is exactly what Playa Vista is proposing.

Please endorse this plan that has been developed with the input from the people who live
and work right here in our community. We, as residents, should be able to have what we want.

Sincerely,
Linda R. Shafritz
310-641-4317 _
4 ¥
REC.QF‘ES LYE
DEC 1A 2002

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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December 6, 2002

Sye Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang:

I recently received a notice about playa vista's
plans and was able to hear a presentation by Steve
soboroff. very impressive. The "village” will
definitely be a welcome addition to our community. The
shopping outlets, grocery store, coffee houses and
restaurants will_add to_our neighborhood and will be
accessible for all local residents, not just those in
the Playa vista community. I'm sure thalt I can see
myself visiting the shops.

Thanks for the opportunity to comment.
Sincerely,
* -;E:>;4ﬁ~u~f':S:t‘&aaamvvgﬂ
6§2§e£egg?ggogtreet

westchester, CA 90045
(310) 216-1032

NEGCEIVE @
CITY OF LOS ANGELES
DEC 10 2002

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT



W Y
December 6, 2002

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning |
200 North spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang:

I recently received a notice about Playa vista's
plans and was able to hear a presentation by Steve
soboroff. very impressive. The *“village” will
definitely be a welcome addition to ocur community. The
shopping outlets, grocery store, coffee houses and
restaurants will add to our neighborhood and will be
accessible for all local residents, not just those 1in
the Playa vista community. I’'m sure that I can see
myself visiting the shops.

Thanks for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,
enver Shannon
6515 Hedding Street

westchester, CA 90045
(310) 216-1032

3
R EGELVE @
DEC 16 7007

City PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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6547 W. 85" Street
L\) . cl (9 Los Angeles, CA 90045
10 December 2002

Ms. Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles, Dept. City Planning
200 North Spring Street, Room 720

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: Playa Vista Development
Dear Ms. Chang:

As a long-time resident of Westchestor, [ have a vested interest in what is heing planned
for my community in the additional development of Playa Vista. Wc arc already
experiencing not just visual blight with those monstrous buildings right at the road edge
of Jefferson and Lincoln, but the traffic congestion is already beyond human tolerance.

Why are my city/county representatives not taking into account the impact on the
neighborhood of this huge project.  Gur neighborhood was never envisioned to be so
dense as to defy all logic! Neow, on top of the environmental concerns which have heen
totally swept under the rug, we are faced with the proposal to widen Lincoln to freeway
proportions.  Pleasc! Enough already!

It would certainly be refreshing 1o see our elected representatives actually representing
us, rather than courting and kowtowing to the big bucks of the developers. In all justice
to the area so scvercly impacted by the already completed construction, please reject any
move to further destroy the quality of life of the surrounding neighborhoods. Say “NO”
to the widening of Lincoln, and reject any further development plans.

Thank you for your consideration,

lo, oAb s

Ann Shubnell | = @ =4l Vi E

CITY OF LOS ANGELES

DEC 11 2002

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT

St
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To: SUE CHANG
._Dept of City Plasning

Robert E. Smith
Phone: 310/331-1551
Fax Phone:  31(0/331-1§52
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Faxphone: 213-978-1373

resmith@earthiink net
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Robert £ Smith
(310} 331-1551
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R.E.Smith and Assoé

. i
PO. Box 51014 Tl (310} 2311 351 oo
Los Angeles, California 90009.1¢014 (800) 7176424 ‘A,
E-mail: resmithSearthlink.nat C 0 Fax: {3%4) 231-1552

December 11, 2002

Suc Chang

City of Los Angeles

Dept. of City Planning

200 North Spring St., Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Chang,

{have lived and worked in the area and have watched thePlaya 'Qis&t,j'a- qus for m}, l

years. I have scen it go from a massive, highorise office and lipte] dévelopment tothe e
responsible and sigoificantly downsized version of today, - - [ :

Piaya Vista hay repeatedly lived up to its. promises, Whetlu:r it is tratfmmmganqn, i e y
creation of parks and opon space or rcsto'rat'i!:'_m.;g:i_fv(h_cjvc_t_lgnqlg,‘-flé_layq Vista hasmever © L o0
backed away from any of its promises, L e e e

That is why many of ug'in the comunﬂy are ecstatic.that Playana mnowprmmemg SR
not Lo develop on any of the land west of Lincoln Bollevard. We: koow this 1$'a prognisg. . |

we can ke o the bank, and we are prond that Playa Vista hs repeatedly liswanedto our
concerms. il e S e s

I wish Playa Vistarall tho bt as they move forward on their Villige plans, asid f laok -
l'orwﬂ;fd_;tb"chjoyipg..ihé-xéqtgicd' wmiand,sam;lnew parks the project :wi‘lzl?'pmv'iﬁd&; Thank =

you. -

L c%\f‘?olF L0S ANGELES A
DB 0 o M

PLAYAVISTAUNIT "% "7
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December 11, 2002

Sve Chang’

City of Los Angeles

Dept. of City Planning -

200 North Spring St., Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms, Chang,

Y have lived and worked in the arca and have watchcd th:; Pla}'a V;,ﬁta‘p,rocass for m'&ﬂy g
years. | have seen it go from a massive, highi-rise: ‘officeand hmt d':velopmcﬂt lq thdn S o
responsible and s:gmﬁcantly doWnsnzcd Version of today

Playa Vista has rcpcatcdly lived up to its«promiacs thﬁibmtﬂs'trafﬁe nutigiwén R e
creation of parks and open spacg or rcstoranon of the, wcﬂand; Playa V1sta T\as nevcr B R
backed away from any of ntstzmscs . ‘:_-. S DM -“.-.-‘ Ci TR R

That is why many of usm th cbmmrrmty are ccstatic that Playa V1sta is nﬁw promrmm" LR

not o develop on any. OF e Janitwest of Lincoln Béulevard, We: kmw this'is 4 proinise ~.. 7, v

we can take to thﬁ -baifk; mdwe a:q _proud that Pldya v:m haa repeatedly hstemed to oﬂr'_.‘.lz-’:nﬁ.‘-

LCOnceImns.

T wish Plﬂyﬂ Vrsta_ali thc.-bcst as’ f.hcymovs Eorwaﬁd ‘oh their Village plams and 1 !ook L
‘ thrzmele ed%Weﬁmds aﬂe! ‘new parks thc pmjeotdwxll—prbwde Thmk FRERAAE:
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES
January 13, 2003
Ms. Sue Chang Aan 142003
City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning CITY PLANNING DEPT.
200 No. Spring St., Room 720 __ LAX/Playa Vista Section

Los Angeles, CA 90012
RE: EIR Case No. ENV 2002-6129-EIR, the Village at P%aya Vista

Dear Ms. Chang:

The potential impacts listed below should be considered in the preparation of the EIR for the
Village at Playa Vista.

1. TRAFFIC MITIGATIONS REQUIRED OF THE PROJECT TO OFFSET TRIPS MUST
NOT COMPROMISE OPPORTUNITIES FOR FUTURE MULTI-MODAL TRAVEL OPTIONS.
There is little opportunity left in the project’s vicinity for substantive mobility improvement by
favoring automobile facility investments. Road capacity expansion in the project area has always
been quickly consumed by latent travel demand. A more viable, sustainable strate gy 1s to direct
investments to public transit and multi-modal transportation facilities. Mitigation resources and
utilization of local pubtic right-of-way should not favor automobiles at the expense of other road
users and community revitalization efforts.

Background

At a time when projects of this scale should be preparing us for a future where we will need greater
mobility choices, Playa Vista is not transit- oriented development. The project has been desi gned
with little consideration of integration with future mass transit investments (while there is a small
dedication along Lincoln Blvd., ostensibly for future high-capacity transit, land uses adjacent to
this are not of an appropriate type or orientation to take advantage of this proximity; the project has
no locations designated for future high capacity transit stations). Residents and workers at Playa
Vista cannot directly board local bus lines from convenient, inviting locations withing the
development. Instead, they must catch an internal shuttle to get to transit lines at the far east and
west edges of the project. Every transit trip will require a minimum of one transfer.

Recommendations

Therefore, the Village at Playa Vista must make a concerted effort to offset these public transit
insufficiencies. Mitigation fees can be based on hypothetical roadway improvements (for
calculation purposes), but directed instead to transit and multi-modal facilities. A fund for future
projects should be established if there are no immediate transit projects to implement. Numerous
multi-modal improvements are needed in the project area:

- Improved public transit service and attractive transit stops.

- High capacity transit on Sepulveda and Lincoln Boulevards.

- Express transit service between Downtown LA and LAX.

~ Low-cost, direct-to-L.A X/terminals shuttle service.

- Enhanced bicycle connectivity between destinations and along all major corridors in project



vicinity. Secure bicycle parking. Bicycle-sensitive traffic signals.
- Streetscape enhancements that improve walkability and pedestrian amenitics.
- Median and landscaping that beautify and enhance sense of place.

2. EIR MUST CONSIDER THE IMPACT OF MITIGATIONS ON OPPORTUNITIES FOR
STREETSCAPE REVITALIZATION IN NEARBY COMMUNITIES.

An approach that focuses solely on offsctting projected automobile trip generation with automobile
facility expansion ignores the impact this has on surrounding streetscape revitalization. The EIR
must assess the impact that possible roadway projects will have on these opportuaities.

Background .

Playa Vista is on its way to becoming a pedestrian-oriented, mixed-use development that can
provide a sufficient variety of services 5o that residents and workers can meet many of their daily
needs without an automobile trip. This strategy of providing goods and setvices close to home is
also an important element in the City of Los Angeles’ General Plan Framework. ironically,
roadway mitigations required of Playa Vista can have the affect of reducing opportunities for
streetscape revitalization. For example, one mitigation required of Playa Vista Phase One is to add
a seventh traffic lane to Lincoln Blvd. in a busy restaurant/retail district of nearby Westchester.
This mitigation will result in the loss of sidewalk width, create added traffic volumes (and attendant
noise, pollution and parking demands) thereby diminishing opportunities for streetscape
beautification, enhancement of the pedestrian environment and business development.

Recommendations

All roadway investments considered for the project must be evaluated for their impact on local
communities before being approved. They must not compromise opportunities for local
communities to create more pedestrian-friendly streetscapes nor diminish opportunities for
economic development of retail/commercial districts. Mitigation fees should also be directed for
improving walkability, providing streetscape improvements that enhance locally-serving
businesses and improveinents in related public amenities in adjacent communities.

Sincerely,

Kent Strumpell
6483 Nancy Street
Los Angeles, CA 90045

310-215-0114, kentstrum@aol.com
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W-100 CITY OF LOS ANGELES
17 December 2002
JAN N R 2003
Ms Sue Chang :
Dept of City Planning200 N. Spring St., Rm. 720 CITY PLANNING DEPT.
Los Angeles, CA LAX/Playa Vista Section
Ms Chang, ;

Reference is made to the EIR Scoping meeting with respect to the Village at Play
Vista held 12 December 2002. I was unable to address the chair at that gathering and 1
was told that I could communicate {0 you my feelings on this matter through the mail. 1
am so doing and not using the sheets provided at that meeting. Reference is further made
to ENV-2002-6129-EIR.

I have been a resident of Westchester at the address noted on my envelope for the
past 37 years. | have seen many changes that have taken place in the immediate area of
Westchester. Some have been good and some have been bad. I have seen some
revitalized business activity in the center of Westchester and this is good. I have not liked
the expansion that the airport has made. T still remember the nice homes that were taken
out just north of the airport. I have been involved with a local group fighting airport
expansion so that this sort of thing will not happen again.

I also remember the open space area that was where the Hughes Center is now. I
have seen the traffic congestion that project has added to the local traffic. The shopping
complex and theaters there have also added to that prablem.

With respect to the Playa Vista project, 1 have not seen that as progress from day
one of its construction. T would much rather have seen an open area there than the huge
project that is now going on there. The ecology of the area has been negatively affected.
If there are to be buildings there, I could support a much smaller project. It just grieves
me to see row upon row of housing where there used to be open land. T have heard and
read reports of the studies made with reference to the impact on the local automobile
traffic. Tt is bad now and will get much worse when the whole project is finished, if plans
proceed as they are now. I do not believe the city studies that indicate that the impact on
traffic will be minimal. The area’s entire traffic pattern will have to be revised in order to
accommodate the many people that are projected to move there.

Another concern is the under ground gases that apparently have developed over
the years. From the studies that I have read, there is a catastrophe waiting to happen if
many people are allowed to live there. This concern alone should dissuade anyone from
living there.

There are other concerns that I have about the huge project. I understand that
there is a need for housing in Los Angeles, but I do not belicve that Play Vista is going to
alleviate that need. I can only see the project as a very unwise endeavor that has impacted
us in a very negative way. 1 would hope that in whatever capacity you have that deals
with this project, that you will weigh all the problems connected with Playa Vista and see
if all of these offset any positive results. Thank you for your attention.

ARNOLD TENA

Amold Tena
7728 Hindry Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 80045
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November 29, 2002

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: The Village at Playa Vista
Dear Ms. Chang:

I attended a recent presentation about Playa Vista’s new plans, and
came away both impressed and 4 litlle surprised. The amount of open space
that will be preserved will really benefit the whole community. Plus, Playa
Vista seems to be focusing more on new homes and small shops and
restaurants is what remains. This is a really good plan for local residents. T
hope that the planning process focuses on these benefits and moves forward

without unnecessary delay:.
Y, /
Rwvd Tyler . B B |
945 Pepper St. #3090 : _
El Segundo, CA 90245
(310) 322-0106 R C#TQF,!%SQNMES @
DEC 14 2007
| CITY PLANNING

PLAYA VISTA UNIT

T .



November 29, 2002

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Strect, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: The Village at Playa Vista
Dear Ms. Chang:

I attended a recent presentation about Playa Vista’s new plans, and
came away both impressed and a little surprised. The amount of open space
that will be preserved will really benefit the whole community. Plus, Playa
Vista seems to be focusing more on new homes and small shops and
restaurants is what remains. This is a really good plan for local residents. I

hope that the planning process focuses on these benefits and moves forward
without unnecessary delay.

‘Sincerely,

Rod Tyler IECITQF 0% QNGELES D
945 Pepper St. #309

El Segundo, CA 90245 DEC 11 2002
(310) 322-0106 CITY PLANNING

PLAYA VISTA UNIT



12/05/2002 17:24 FAX

VOSS &

ASSOCIATES

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

avio G, VOss, JR..EsO ¢

AMES E. WAALKER, Il, ESQ:¢
RUMCHELS. SILVEN‘HN, aQJ‘
A IZARETH QIUMNN, Esq.

IF COUNSEL! :
3. BRYAN BRANNAN, E50Q),

110.306.0515

“Ako sdmitied 10 U.S, TocCowt
! Also ademitted in
-Abso admizted 10 ULS. Suprema Gt

W-10D

December 5, 2002 .

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

‘Re: Plava Vista's Phase II

Dear Ms. Chang, .

Not all development is bad. Playa Vista means more jobs, more parks
and more restored wetlands in our commumity,

Playa Vista's Phase II plan makes a great deal of sense. It allows the
developer to earn its fair share of money after so many years of planning
and it allows our community to get what it really wants, like parks and
wetlands. I do not want to see uncoordinated development for this area,
but rather a well conceived plan. It is guite truly the best of both
worlds. :

As' an area homeowner, I believe that this downsized plan makes sense

for everyone, I hope the city will make sure the approval process moves
smoothly so that we can benefit as soon as possible.

R—IEClETV@OF LoS gl’\iGEL.EISE @

OEC 0 g 2nn?

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT

4001
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Mary Woodworth
300 Kelp Street ATt B
Menhattan Beach, CA 90266

Dear Ms. Chanyg,

Lam writing to show my support for Playa Vista's plan for the Village, The plan seems to offer the best of
both warlds for everyone who lives in and around the project. Not only will Playa Vista's plan involve
restaring the wetlapds, but the plan will also offer more open space than was ever expected. In addition to

Testoring the wetlands and more space, a towa center with smoall retail stores and a now market will
complete Playa Vista's communily fiiendty plan.

Since Playa Vista’s plan creates so many positive oppartnqities, I hope the city will move quickly to make
this a ceality for those of us who live ncar Playa Vista, Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

1y

\
D) IECITQF%S QNEz_ElsE D
DEC 11 2002

CITY PLANNING
PLAYA VISTA UNIT
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December 2, ‘;;'00‘2

Sue Chang

City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 80012

RE: The Village at Playa Vista
Dear Ms. Chang:

As a local business owner, | have been pleased by the balanced
approach to development that Playa Vista has taken over the years.
They’ve been very responsive to local business leadars and have

been sensitive to our concermns. The newest pian, the Village, is a
good exampile of this. The focus is on housing, which is still in a ‘
shortage situation here, and on a limited number of smali businesses -
to serva them. At the same time, the plan seems fo create

opportunities for local businesses such as mine to reach out to these
residents.

This smaller Playa Vista is good for the local business community
and good for local residents.

Sincerely
v DIECEIIVE
! CITY OF LOS ANGELES
ME of Westchester
8925 S. Sepulveda Boulevard DEC 11 7007
Westchester, CA. CITY PLANNING
90045-3606 PLAYA VISTA UNIT

(310} 215-3C20

8925 S. Sepuivada Baufevaid = Wastchester, CA S0045-3603
Telephone: (310) 216-3000 % FAX {310) 2156-3535
fastirame@ thewrlghtivolk.com ¥ wwwiastframa.com

Over 200 Lacations Worldwide
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December 2, 2002 W vole

Sue Chang

City of L.os Angeles

Department of City Planning

200 North Spring Street, Room 720
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: The Village at Playa Vista

| Dear Ms, Chang:

As a local business owner, | have been pleased by the balanced
approach to development that Playa Vista has taken over the years.
They've been very responsive to local business leaders and have
been sensitive to our concerns. The newest plan, the Village, is a
good example of this. The focus is on housing, which is still in a
shortage situation here, and on a limited number of small businesses
to serve them. At the same time, the plan seems to create

opportunities for local businesses such as mine to reach out to these
residents.

This smaller Playa Vista is good for the local business community
and good for local residents.

\ ECEIVE
¥ = of Westchester CITY OF LOS ANGELES
£G Sepu[veda Boulevard DEC 11 2007
Westchester, CA. ST PLANNING
90045-3606
(310) 215-3000 __ PLAYA VISTA UNIT

@
8925 8. Sepulveda Boudevard » Westchester, CA 90045-3603
Telephene: {310} 215-3000 = FAX (310} 215-3535
fastirame@thewrightlack.com = www.fastframe.com

Over 200 Locations Worldwide
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