
MEMORANDUM 
TO:   Claire Bowin 
 
FROM: Rita Villa 
 
SUBJECT: LA-RIO – Comments on Initial Study – CEQA, MND and LA-RIO (Council File 

Nos. 09-0590, 09-0590-S1) 
 

 
Although I agree with the goal of the LA-RIO to create a livable, walkable, sustainable 
community, I do not agree with the conclusion of the CEQA study that states that there 
will be not significant effect on the environment because of the mitigation measures 
described in Section V of the LA-RIO.  
 

1. A separate study should be done for the Studio City area.  There are three 
distinctly different aspects to the areas of Studio City that are adjacent to the 
River.  A good portion of the river runs through the CBS property.  Access in that 
area needs to be limited for security reasons.  In the Colfax Meadows Area of 
Studio City single family residential properties are adjacent to the river.  There is 
considerable open space presently zoned A1 that should be preserved and into the 
LA-RIO in an environmentally conscious manner.  The desire is for Studio City to 
have a village atmosphere rather than an urban atmosphere. 

 
2. On page 3 of 17 it indicates that Open spaces, where development is limited and 

vegetation dominates the landscape, are limited.  This is not true in Studio City.  
There are 16 acres of property at the corner of Whitsett and the River that are 
zoned A1.  This area needs to be either open space or parkland.  It should be used  
as an area for ecological improvement of the water quality along the river for 
filtration and replenishing of the aquifer in a natural way.  Due to the size of this 
Studio City Golf and Tennis area it represents an opportunity of open access to the 
river   Section 1.3 of the LA-RIO indicates that there is a right of first refusal for 
all property located with 1/8 of the banks of the River.  I believe that a significant 
portion if not all of this property falls within that area. 

 
3. On page 4 of 17 the response to item 2 is no impact yet the description clearly 

states that there are 170 acres of prime farmlands around the Sepulveda Basin 
 

4. On page 6 of 17 item 4(f) indicates that there would be a less than significant 
impact on Conservation Plans without explaining which plans will suffer a 
negative impact.  These plans should not be disturbed without specific mitigation.  
In some cases mitigation may not even possible.   

 
5. On page 6 of 17 item 5 indicates that there would no impact to cultural resources 

yet the Campo de Cahuenga is within the LA-RIO 
 

6. On page 6 of 17 item 6 (a)(iii) indicates there would be no impact based on 
geology.  However, the geology of Studio City is subject to movement due to 
liquefaction. 

 
 



 
 

7. I daily observe that the quality of water in the LA River as it runs through Studio 
City is questionable.  There are visible pollutants in the water such as white 
bubbles that appear to be the result of chemicals.  There is also debris entering the 
river from storm drains.  Rather than allowing storm water to run through the river 
to the ocean, at least a portion of those waters should be diverted into holding 
areas and redirected to replenish the aquifer. 

 
8. On page 8 of 17 item 8g it indicates that there would be no impact from placing 

housing within a 100 year flood area, the Colfax Meadows area of Studio City has 
flooded before and care must be exercised to insure that nothing done to the river 
would cause this to happen again. 

 
9. On page 10 of 17 item 11c indicates that there would be no impact from increased 

noise levels.  I do not agree increasing access to the river in residential areas will 
have an adverse impact on noise levels and so would re-orienting business along 
Ventura Blvd toward the River. 

 
10. On page 11 of 17 item (a) states that there would be no impact of increased traffic.  

In Studio City public access to the river in residential neighborhoods will bring 
unwanted traffic into the area without any place for these individuals to park. 

 
11. On page 13 of 17 item 17 (b) indicated that the impact of the cumulative effects of 

this project would be less than significant.  I do not agree. 
 

12. On page 14 of 17 there is a list of mitigation actions.  I am disappointed that there 
has been a lack of coordination that has lead to the retrofit or rehabilitation of the 
Tujunga Bridge without providing for the development of a Cass 1 Bikeway.    

 
13. On page 5-2 of the LA-RIO Agricultural land is not included on the zoning list. 

As noted previously, there is A1 land in Studio City. 
 

14. On page 5-9 of the LA-RIO it indicates that vehicular access to and from a site 
should be through side streets and alleys. I do not agree with this as it relates to 
residential areas. 

 
15. On page 5-10 of the LA-RIO it indicates that the roofline within 10’ of the 

building edge should not exceed the height of any building on an abutting 
property by more than do’.  I do not agree with this as it relates to residential 
areas.  It should not be higher at all. 

 
16. On page 5-11 of the LA-RIO it indicates that the building should serve as a 

security wall.  I do not agree with this as it would seam to eliminate open space 
and required setbacks. 

 
17. On page 5-12 of the LA-RIO I agree with this concept suggest that it be amended 

to include a prohibition against any type of billboard. 
 
 


