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Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@lacity.org>
To: Etta Armstrong <etta.armstrong@lacity.org>

Tue, May 28,2013 at 7:43 AM

Again, there are little to no public benefits to justify the size and scope of the project as is

----- Forwarded message ------
From: <sealnbear@aol.com> /
Date: Mon, May 27, 2013 at 6:27 PM /
Subject: Opposition to CF No. 13-0523 (Casden/Sepulveda Project)--request for continuation, if not rejection by
the PLUM Committee at its 5/28 Meeting
To: SEALNBEAR@aol.com, sharon,gin@lacity.org
Cc: sharon.gin@lacity,org, reyes@counciLiacity.org, Councilmember.Englander@lacity,org,
Councilmember. Huizar@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes@lacity,org, councilmember. rosendahl@lacity .org,
paul.koretz@lacity.org, councilmember.koretz@lacity .org, Mike. bonin@lacity.org, Paul, Backstrom@lacity.org,
Jay.Greenstein@lacity.org, Whitney.Blumenfeld@lacity.org, shawn.bayliss@lacity.org

To the Honorable Councilmember Ed Reyes, the Honorable Councilmember Mitchell
Englander and the Honorable Councilmember Jose Huizar ofthe Los Angeles City Council
PlanninglLand Use Management (PLUM) Committee:

The following correspondence respectfully asks that this project (CF No. 13-0523) be continued
from the agenda for the PLUM Committee meeting for Tuesday, May 28th.

Attached are concerns expressed by City Councilmembers Paul Koretz (in whose district this
project resides) and Bill Rosendahl (in whose district this project abuts), as well as a request
from City Attorney Carmen Trutanich to send this project back to City Planning for appropriate
Environmental Review. Also attached is a request from Councilmember Paul Koretz to
continue this item from the 5/28/2013 agenda.

This project has several problems, not the least of which is that almost no one knows what it
looks like. The City Planning Commission (CPC) ignored recommendations from the deputy
City Attorney present to continue this project and not approve it, and City Planning Director
Michael LoGrande has been granted the power to privately design and create a project that the
public has not had a chance to review.

The project was granted zoning changes and variants by the CPC without any reasonable
public benefit for the greater community, and it has so many unmitigable traffic and
environmental impacts that it cannot even be designed to CPC specifications (including a 500
foot distance from the 1-405 freeway of residential rezoning and construction) without a
significant reduction in size and scope.

https:llmail.google,com'mail/U/Of?ui=2&ik=efee67dbd5&~ew=pt&search=inboX&th=13eeb990529219af 1/6



5/28/13 Cityof Los Angeles Mail- 13-0523

(which itself is, as of now, incredibly nebulous and uncertain for review). The FAR granted to
this project speaks not only to an inappropriate inclusion of the publicly-owned Exposition Light
Rail Line right of way, but a lack of transit amenities for both Metro and the City of Los Angeles
to justify a development of this size.

At the very least, this project should be zoned for industrial use--this freeway-adjacent site is
unsuitable for human habitation. All community groups and neighborhood councils, as well as
the Sierra Club, have opposed this project as is without significant reduction and modification
of its design.

There is no benefit to the Westside, to the City of Los Angeles and to Metro to justify the
considerable (if not inappropriate) amount of variances and density bonuses being allowed for
this project.

tl should be noted that whatever is presented to the PLUM Committee at its 5/28/2013 hearing
is a Casden Sepulveda project that has not been reviewed or even seen by the general public.

Any modifications are not on public record, or presented in any public hearings. Neither the
LADOT or Metro has weighed in on this project, which is continuing to be designed in secret
and without any governmental input outside that of Los Angeles City Planning.

My Neighborhood Council, the Mar Vista Community Council, as well as my homeowners
association, the Westside Village Homeowners Association, have come out in strong
opposition to this project as is.

The same can be said for the CD11 Transportation Advisory Committee, which is a
volunteer/grassroots committee that has members from both CD11 and CDS Who have
advised CD11 Councilmember Bill Rosendahl throughout his two terms in office, and who
regularly meets with Councilmember Rosendahl and his staff.

The City Attorney, and the two Westside City Councilmembers whose districts will be impacted
by this project, have asked for this project to be sent back to City Planning for proper and
appropriate Environmental Review. Please do the right thing by listening to them and by tabling
(if not rejecting) the project from your May 28th agenda.

Most Sincerely,

Kenneth S. Alpern, M.D.
Boardmember and Transportation/Infrastructure Committee Co-Chair, Mar Vista Community //
Council
Co-Chair, CD11 Transportation Advisory Committee
Boardmember, Westside Village Civic Association

cc: sharon.gin@/acity.org
213-978-1074
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2 attachments

~ 20130523151145033.pdf
ll:.:l 2190K

~ PLUM_5-28-13.pdf
160K

Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@lacity.org>
To: Etta Armstrong <etta.armstrong@lacity.org>

Tue, May 28, 2013 at 7:44 AM

----- Forwarded message ------
From: Lillian Laskin <lillianlaskin@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, May 27,2013 at 6:49 PM
Subject: Casden Sepul\eda/Pico Project will paralyze the city and its functions
To: sharon.gin@lacity.org

Ms. Nuno:

This Casden Project is too big, impractical and will squeeze more traffic into an alreadyclogged Westside. The 405 Fwy
is an im pass able barrier desperate who are people cauqht in the web of catastrophic private vehicles.

The Cas den project is just another way to "Frack" the last bit of capital, or money or wealth (choose your poison) from
the nearly prostrate public. We can't let this be another attem pt to abus e people who live in West Los Angeles.

Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@lacity.org>
To: Etta Armstrong <etta.armstrong@lacity.org>

Tue, May 28, 2013 at 7:44 AM

The answer to any and all questions as to the probity or constructive nature of Cas den and/or its authorization to
proceed is an unequivocal NO.

Yours, a Voter

Stuart M. Chandler

smchndlr@access4Iess.net

------- Forwarded message ------
From: Lillian Laskin <lillianlaskin@gmail.com>
Date: Man, May 27, 2013 at 6:54 PM
Subject: Casden Sepulveda/Pica Project
To: sharon.gin@lacity.org
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Dear Ms Gin:
Cityof Los Angeles Mail - 13-0523

This project has several problems, not the least of which is that almost no one knows what it
looks like. The City Planning Commission (CPC) ignored recommendations from the deputy
City Attorney present to continue this project and not approve it, and City Planning Director
Michael LoGrande has been granted the power to privately design and create a project that the
public has not had a

chance to review.

This project must not be removed from the PLUM agenda of

Tues., May 28th. It has not complied with public disclosure/public hearings requirements.

The project was granted zoning changes and variants by the CPC without any reasonable
public benefit for the greater community, and it has so many unmitigable traffic and
environmental impacts that it cannot even be designed to CPC specifications (including a 500
foot distance from the 1-405 freeway of residential rezoning and construction) without a
significant reduction in size and scope.

Again, there are little to no public benefits to justify the size and scope of the project as is
(which itself is, as of now, incredibly nebulous and uncertain for review). The FAR granted to
this project speaks not only to an inappropriate inclusion ofthe publicly-owned Exposition Light
Rail Line right of way, but a lack of transit amenities for both Metro and the City of Los Angeles
to justify a development of this size.

Respectfully,

We must postpone a decision on this project so it can be presented to the community for feedback and
recommendations. Stop this agenda item for Tues., May 28th.

Lillian Laskin

Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@lacity.org>
To: Etta Armstrong <etta.armstrong@lacity.org>

Tue, May 28, 2013 at 7:51 AM

----- Forwarded message ----
From: Swanger, Rachel <swanger@rand.org>
Date: Mon, May 27,2013 at 11:16 PM
Subject: Opposition to CF No. 13-0523 (Casden/Sepulveda Project)--request for continuation, if not rejection by
the PLUM Committee at its 5/28 Meeting
To: "sharon.gin@lacity.org" <sharon.gin@lacity.org>
Cc: "swanger@mail.rand.org" <swanger@rand.org>
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To the Honorable Councilmember Ed Reyes, the Honorable Council member Mitchell Englander and the
Honorable Council member Jose Huizar of the Los Angeles City Council Planning/Land Use Management (PLUM)
Committee:

The following correspondence respectfully asks that this project (CF No. 13-0523) be continued from the agenda
for the PLUM Committee meeting for Tuesday, May 28th.

I am a resident of CD-11 and active in the Mar Vista neighborhood council. I am unable to attend the PLUM
Committee meeting on Tuesday, May 18 because I am travelinq. I would like to express my serious concern
about the manner in which this project has been handled thus far. We all know the power of developers in Los
Angeles and their ability to skirt and evade the rules that were set up by the people to protect us from
overzealous private interests. I am a big fan of smart development and public transit. I support new development
geared to make our city more livable. This project as currently conceived does not fit the bill. Please do not
approve it at your meeting on May 28. It needs to be reviewed according to the appropriate process.

Thank you for your consideration.

Rachel Swanger
Citizen of LA

This email message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and
may contain confidential information. Any unauthorized review, use,
disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended
recipient, please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies
of the original message.

Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@lacity.org>
To: Etta Armstrong <etta.armstrong@lacity.org>

Tue, May 28,2013 at 7:51 AM

fi1 CasdenProject-PLUM-05282013.doc
28K

---- Forwarded message -----
From: Westwood Homeowners Association <wha.westwood@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, May 27, 2013 at 10:03 PM
Subject: CF No. 13-0523 - Cas den Project
To: "Sharon Gin (PLUM Leg Asst.)" <sharon.gin@Jacity.org>

Ms. Gin,

I wish to submit the attached opposition letter to the PLUM Committee meeting of May 28,2013. Thank you.

Stephen Resnick, President
Westwood Homeowners Association
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Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@lacity.org> Tue, May 28, 2013 at 7:51 AM
To: Etta Armstrong <etta.armstrong@lacity.org>

----- Forwarded message -------
From: Darrell Clarke <darrclarke@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, May 28,2013 at 12:05 AM
Subject: Sierra Club letter for this afternoon's PLUM meeting
To: sharon.gin@lacity.org

Please copy the attached letterto the City Council PLUM committee membersfortheirmeeting
this afternoon (CF No. 13-0523).

Thanks!

<!ii'! Sierra Club Casden PLUM.pdf
!Cl 105K

Darrell Clarke
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3435 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 660

Los Angeles, CA 90010~1904

SIERRA
CLUB
FOUMOEO un

(213) 387-4287 phone
(213) 387-5383 fax

www.angeles.sierraclub.orgAngeles Chapter

May 28,2013

To Los Angeles City Council Planning and Land Use Management (PLU1'v.I)Committee members
Via e-mail sharon.gjn@lacity.org
Re: CF No. 13-0523

The Sierra Club is a long-time supporter of the Expo Line light rail project and effective and
appropriate transit-oriented development (TOD) around its stations. However, we have four
specific issues with the Casden project as proposed by the Expo Line station at Sepulveda Blvd.:

1. The reconfigured project does not conform to the Los Angeles City Planning Commission
(CPC) conditions of approval (transcribed from CPC meeting's voice recording, emphasis added):

"Fundamentally the 500 foot radius for air quality would be maintained, and I'll further that
by saying with the confidence that I received both from the hearing and from the
department that we would move this project forward based on the envelope that has been
previously analyzed and established, which involves the existing footprint where it is and the
existing heights, which does mean that there will be a unit reduction."

As an example of the envelope, the analysis in Draft EIR page IV.B-41, Light, Glare, and Shading is
based on the location and heights of the proposed buildings. There was conversation with the
environmental consultants in the CPC meeting that appeared to confirm that the project could only
go forward if none of those conditions increased, else the ErR would have to recirculate.

2. We are concerned about residential development near a freeway and would certainly not
reduce its distance below the CPCs 500 feet, as illustrated by the Sierra Club's 2004 "Highway
Health Hazards" summary of 24 scientific health studies.

3. Big-box retail does not take advantage of a TOD location and should not be located in
this already-ear-congested site. Conversely, a supermarket within walking distance is beneficial
for residents, although recognizing it will also draw customers by car from a larger radius.

4. The project's floor-area ratio (FAR) should be based only on Cas den's property. FARis
intended to set an appropriate scale of development based on parcel size and location. There is no
joint development of a larger site here, only payment to Metro essentially for an additional transfer
of development rights. This is no more appropriate than paying the city to calculate adjacent street
areas in FAR.

Darrell Clarke
Co-chair, Angeles Chapte~ Transportation Committee



John B.Murdock
Attorney at Law
1209 Pine Street

Santa Monica, CA90405
Tel 310-450-1859
Fax 310-450-9818

May 23,2013

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, Chair
Members, Planning & Land Use Management Committee
cJ 0 City Clerk, City of Los Angeles
200 N. Spring Street, Room 395
Los Angeles, CA90012

RE: PLUMHearing May 28, 2013
Casden Sepulveda Project; CF No. 13~0523

Dear Chairman Reyes and PLUMCommittee Members:
The undersigned represents appellant Westside South of Santa

Monica Blvd HOA in opposition to the CPCapproval of the Casden
Project at Sepulveda Blvd, for all of the reasons stated in the appeal filed
on April} 2013. In addition to the reasons stated in the appeal
"[ustiflcation" and attachments, we want to insure that the record
includes the recent letters from the City Attorney and council districts,
attached hereto as Exhibits A, B. These letters confirm one of the
primary bases for our appeal, that the changes to the project brought
about after the close of the City Planning Commission public hearing on
February 28,2013, require recirculation of the project to the public with
a Supplemental EIR,and then-review by the Planning Commission
together with public input on the changes.
To make this clear, the public comment period during the Commission

hearing on February 28th was closed when the Commission chair called
for a "break", during which time the Chair and several Commissioners
were observed by myself and many others conferring in a caucus near
the Commission table with the applicant's representatives about the
project and the evidence that had been brought up during the public
hearing. I made inquiry about what I saw happening, which was highly
irregular, but was precluded from participating in the discussion. The
chair then re-convened the hearing but did not re-open the public
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comment period, did not divulge what hadtranspired off the record, and
moved forward to make the Commission decision with conditions

I

apparently discussed with the applicant's representative. The
Commission was advised by its own attorney that the changes being
suggested by the Commission required re-circulation of the proposed
project for public review, but the Chair declined to heed this advice and
went ahead with a vote, resulting in the decision which is now before
you with numerous appeals.

The revised plans showing the changes were not even circulated
when the Commission decision was mailed; Instead, there was an
oblique reference to an "Exhlblt A" dated March 18, 2013, which was
not attached to the decision or circulated to the public. It is clear as a
matter of simple chronology that the Commission could not fulfill its
obligation to review and approve, disapprove, or make changes to a
"site plan" that was not in existence when the Commission voted its
approval. While the intent of the Commission may have been beneficial,
i.e., to move the buildings at least 500 feet away from the freeway to
avoid toxic air quality impacts, the unintended consequences of the
change were not considered or reviewed.

One of those consequences is to place the outdoor open space area,
the "resort" style swimming pool, right next to the freeway. (see Exhibit
C). This is unacceptable from an air-quality impact point of view,
because now the proposed recreational area, where people are expected
to get their exercise fresh air, is receiving the full brunt of the toxic air
quality impacts that made the location of the residential units
unacceptable.

If you consider that the pool area will receive daytime use primarily
from children and senior citizens, rather than adults who are away at
their work, it is unacceptable for all the reasons the state legislature,
along with the California Air Quality Board and the School Districts
prohibit schools in close proximity to freeways. The Commission's
condition acknowledges that people should not reside or spend time in
buildings within 500 feet of the freeway, but merely moving the
buildings and telling children and seniors to go outside and "recreate" in
that same SaO-foot area, is preposterous. Moreover. experts place the
danger zone as 300-500 meters, not feet. (see Exhibit I referenced
below).

As everyone knows, when air quality alerts are issued for unhealthful
air conditions, children and seniors are advised to stay indoors, not to

2



go out in the school playground or outdoor recreation areas, See
Exhibits D,E,F,G,H, I, J, reciting the admonitions of various agencies,
organizations and experts from places as diverse as Los Angeles,
Wyoming, and Beijing, to stay indoors avoid toxic air quality episodes:

Exhibit D: (lAirQuality Alert: At-Risk Groups Encouraged to Stay
Indoors" (NBC4:com)

Exhibit E: Air quality officials Warn:Los Angeles residents to
stay indoors when the air is dirty restrict children's outdoor
activities on smoggy days" (L.A.Times)

Exhibit F: "[Wyomlng) state officials have urged the elderly to
avoid strenuous outdoor activity ... The Wyoming Department of
Environmental Quality urged the elderly, children,and people with
respiratory conditions to avoid strenuous or extended outdoor
activities", [Huffl'ost, 5/21/13).

Exhibit G: Columbia University Study shows people in Southern
California, specifically children and the elderly, do respond to smog
alerts by avoidance of outdoor actlvltles, [Neldell, 2006),

Exhibit H: American Lung Association 2013 Report on Air Quality
shows L.A.has worst-in-nation ozone air pollution, 4th worst in short
term and annual particle pollution; "most vulnerable are at risk [from
ozone and particle pollution ]-the children, the elderly and those
with lung disease such as asthma, lung cancer, chronic bronchitis, or
emphysema."

Exhibit I: "Highways may be Especially Dangerous for Breathing ..
"The panel looked at 700 studies from around the world ...They
concluded that traffic pollution causes asthma attacks in children
.and may cause a wide range of other effects including: the onset of
childhood asthma, impaired lung functiori, premature death and death
from cardiovascular diseases, and cardiovascular morbidity. The area
most affected, they concluded, was roughly 0.2 mile to 0.3 mile
(300 to 500 meters) from the highway. Children and teenagers are
amongthe most vulnerable-» though not the only ones at risk. A Danish
study found that long-term exposure to traffic air pollution may
increase the risk of developing chronic obstructive pulmonary disease
(COPD)...Studies have found increased ri* of premature death from
living near a major highway or an urban road," (American Lung
Ass'n State of the Air 2013)

Exhibit J: Beijing smog warning-people warned to stay indoors:
"The municipal environment warning center issued an alert ... advising
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the elderly, children} and those suffering respiratory or cardiovascular
illness to avoid going out or doing strenuous exercise." (Voice of
America, 1/13/13).
The Casden project proposes to place children and senior citizens in
unhealthful toxic air areas all the time-there is no relief from the
bad air created daily by the dense traffic of the 405, Plco, and
Sepulveda. The regulations against building schools or placing
residents near freeways does not merely apply to being inside a
building, it is the entire footprint of the location that is affected. An
outdoor schoolyard or athletic field or swimming pool would certainly
be no less prohibited that a classroom within the impact area. It is
apparent that simply moving the bulldings.a few feet one way or the
other does not solve the air quality problem, nor does it mitigate the
unhealthful impacts. The buildings are still-adjacent to Pico and
Sepulveda Boulevards and sandwiched into the armpit of the 405 and
the 10 Freeways.

Without even considering the horrific traffic impacts that cannot be
mitigated at 22 or more key intersections, documented in the record by
WSSM's traffic engineer Arthur Kassan, it is apparent that this project is
in the wrong location, is clearly not yet ready for approval, and at the
very least has to go back to the Commission for review of the
environmental impacts created by the new site plan, as stated by the
City Attorney.

The project is required by municipal code provisions to include
stated minimum square footage of "open space" areas that are useable
for their intended purposes as open space.not merely as decorations on
a site plan map to show compliance. This project does not meet code
requirements, because a toxic, polluted, ultra-particulate soaked "open
space" is not an open space that fulfills the "intent of the legislature in the

"adopted code provision.

cc: Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd HOA
Hon. Paul Koretz, CDS
Han. Bill Rosendahl, CDll
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EXHIBIT A



Clty Hall Eas~
200 N. Main Street
RQ()m800
Los Angeles, CA 90012

(213) 978-8100 Tel
(213) 978-8312 Fax

CTrutanich@lacity.org
wwwJacity.Qrg/atty

CARMEN A. TRUTANICH
City Attorney

May 14, 2013

Honorable Ed P. Reyes
Chair, Planning and land Use Management Committee

Room 410, City Hall
. 200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Honorable Chairman Reyes:

I am writing to express the steadfast position of the City Attomey's Office that the
"Casden Project" (the "Project') be returned to the City Planning Department for
appropriate environmental review. In addition to concerns raised by my Office, both
Council Members Paul Koretz and Bill Rosendahl have raised serious questions
regarding the Project. (See attached copies of their letters).

As you know, on February 28, 2013, the City Planning Commission recommended
approval of this mixed use Project proposed for the corner of Plco and Sepulveda
Boulevards in West Los Angeles. The Project includes 638 dwelling units plus an
additional 160,000 square feet of leasable commercial space. The Commission's letter
of decision confirming its approval was issued on April 4, 2013. The Project will now be
scheduled for hearing before the Planning and Land Use Management Committee on
May 28. 2013 and ultimately, the issue is to be considered by the full Council on June
12.2013.

At the February 28, 2013 City Planning Commission hearing, the City Attorney's Office
publicly advised the Commissioners to delay taking ·action on the Project. The advice
was given in response 10 the Commissioners' proposal to revise the Project at their
hearing, making substantial changes that may not have been considered .or addressed
as part of the Project's environmental analysis. These changes are also of grave
concern to the neighborhood and the community as they raise issues of quality of life,
transportation and public safety.

Unfortunately, the Commission disregarded the advice of my Office and moved forward
with its approval of the Project. Contrary to our sensible and appropriate ,legal



Honorable Ed P. Reyes
May 14, 2013o ,'Page2of2

~'.

recommendation, the Commission did not send the Project back for further
environmental study in light of their material changes. As you know, these changes
included moving the location of the Project's residential buildings to a distance of 500
feet from the nearby freeway and shrinking the Project footprint, but not its overall size;
to accommodate the location change.

In keepIng with California law. the City Attorney's Office continues to recommend that
this Project be returned to the City Planning Department for further environmental
review. (therefore respectfully recommend that the PLUM Committee 50 direct this
action when the Project comes before it on May 28. '

Thank you for your attention to and consideration of my request. As aliNays, this Office
is available to further discuss this very important issue with you and your staff.

Sincerely.

~h.\4-
CARMEN A. TRUTANICH
City Attorney

r>
I ' Enclosures

cc: Paul Koretz, Council Member, CD 5
Bill Rosendahl, Council Member, CD 11
Michael J. LoGrande, Director of Planning



ChaIr
Audits & Governmental
Efficiency

Member
Budget & finance
Enerct &. Envltllnment
TranspolWlon

Websl~, hup;Jfcd5,taclty.org
Email. Paul.Koreti@ladtt.otg

PAUL KORETZ
Couneilmember, Fifth District

May6~20n

Mr. Carmen Trutanicli
200 N Main Street, 8111 Floor
Los Angeles, 'CA 90012

Mr. Michael LoGrande
200 N. Spring Street, Sit Floor
Los Angeles. CA 90012

Re: Case # OPC-2008-4604-G~A-ZC-HO·CUB.DB.sPR (Casden Sepulveda project)

Dear Mr. LoGrande and Mr. Trutanieh:

City Hall OffIce,
200N. Spring Stt«t
ROO1nHO
\.0$ Ang~s, CA 90012
(Z13)4n'7005
(213) 978·225(1 f-ax ' .

VaU ..yOffiw
15760 Ventula Blvd.,
Suite 1020

. En<;.lno, CA 91456
[(18) 971·3088
(SI8) 788.9110 lWt

. West LA. OHlcel •
822 S. RoberlSOO Blvd"
Suite 102 .
Los Angeles. CA 90035
(310) 289..{),)5J
(310) Ul9'()J65 Fall:

Located in my council district sits a large proposed mixed-use development. This project
~~ itself.~t a.,f.u~e ¥xp~ Line stop, ~~there~ore has tremendous potential to become
a great example of Transit Oriented Development. However; I' have 'expresSM 'WIlC"ems
over the current project's plans, and have publicly spoken against the current proposal.

With a project of this scope and scale, we must examine every aspect of the development
to insure that all possible impacts are addressed. and the full potential of the qty's
investment in the Expo Line are realized. With that, many Angelenos have expressed
concern with both form and process of the project, which has caused me to write you
both to seek answers to some of those questions.

Recently the City Planning Commission held a public hearing to .evaluate and make a
recommendation on this large mixed-use project, which they did. It is our understanding
the Commission made significant changes tothe project, and .may have approved a new
design without requiring a study on the implication of these changes. For instance, the
epe required the applicant to move the residences 500 feet away from the freeway,
causing a significant reduction in the project envelope without a reduction in the project
size. Many speculate that with. this type of change, the epe should have an opportunity
to examine the project once the changes are made. Are these assertions correct?



Lastly. two technical questions have arisen. First, what is the Planning Departments
interpretation of where the.500. foot demarcation line lands, as this win also substantially
affect the proposed project? Secondly, it appears the Floor Area Ratio·(F.A.R) for the
project was calculated by including the EXPO right-of-way, which run through: the
project parcel. Debate has occurred which questions this practice, Please advise us as to
the propel: application of the F.A.R as it relates to 'the subject property, as this could have
a substantial impact on the size of the project as well. '

In a City fraught, with litigatio~ I feel the City needs to be on sere-footing as to the
proper procedural path of this project, and ask for your guidance on these issues, This' ,
project will have a profound effect on the lives of many in my district, and it's critical
that we get this right. Thank you for your assistance in. this Platter. and I look forward to
your responses. Should you have any questions, please contact either myself or my
Director of Planning Shawn Bayliss at 213,473.7005 .•

PAUL KORETZ



City of Los Angeles
Councilmember, Eleventh District

C(lmltliftte8

Ch~'r. Trnnsporta.!!on
V!~ Cnair.....udia & GovemTmmtat Effidomcy
V.C& Chair. Tmde. C<lmMOlI'a! & Tourism
MlUl'lb~~Budget & Fln~n,e

Member, Boam of Re.fe.-red Pow~s
Chai~ Ad Hoc on Social E/l.ulIy
Member, Ad Hoc Stadium on f'rojlt>sed

OownfoWrl $1:ldium & Evant Ccnler

BILL ROSENDAHL

May6~2013

Mr. Carmen Tnrtanich
200 N Main Street, 8lhFloor
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mr. Michael LoGrande
2do N:' Sprmg' St.ree~S1hFloor
Los Angeles~ CA 90012

Dear Mr. LoGtande and Mr. Trutanich:

Re: Case # OPC-200B-46040GPA"z9-HO.cUS.DB-8PR (Casden Sepulveda project)

I am writing to express my concern with both the process and the merits of the Casdea
Sepulveda project. whicb~ if not done right. has the potential to cause serious traffic and
quality of life impacts on the Westside_neighborhoods that I represent.

, Through the course of environmental review and consideration of this proposal, it has
become clear that there is a need to take a much closer look. Twenty-two significant and
unmitigatable impacts at tmffic intersections throughout the area have been identified,
and-local residents have raised a series of serious questions as to the scope, design, and
location oftlW project.Instead of careful and transparent consideration of these issues. it
appears that the City Planning Conunission may have rushed to judgment at its meeting
last month. Concerned neighbors have raised very serious and troubling questions about
the fairness. transparency, and legality of the approval process. They have alleged
violations, of CEQA. the Brown Act) and the City Charter.

Ibelieve that it is: time to stop, take a moment, and consider the issues that have been
raised before we move forward with final Council approval, To that end, 1.
Councilmember-elect Mike Bollin, and our constituents are seeking answers to the
following questions:

1) Did the City Planning Commission (CPC) action result in a Brown Act violation.
a CEQA violation. or some other legal violation that could expose the City to
lega1rlsk

Wesfdtl!!lter OffiCe. City Hall West lO$ Angeles Offfce
7166 w:M~lIche~llltBoulevard 200 N. SpringStreet, Room 415 1&45Corinth Av~ue, Room201

West<::hestet,CA 90045 LO$Atlgeles. CA 90012 LosAngeles, CA90025
(310)56l1.8772 (2.13)473-7011 (310)575-8461

(310) 410-!946 Fa:< (213)473-6926 Filx (310) 575-t1~05 Fax



or liability? Stakeholders noted. after the CPC meeting, that conversations between
the Planning Department and the Cusden developers during the meeting were not
recorded in the minutes. Additionally, they believe that the Commission may have
made material changes to the project, possibly requiring further CEQA analysis. Does
this require this project to return to CPC to allow for review of these lingering CEQA
questions. and for further project consideration?

2) What did the Commission actually approve at its meeting, and does the Department
of CiW Planning believe that CPC should have an opportunity to reoonsider the
project? It is our understanding that the Commission made significant changes to the
project. and may have approved a new desigt!. without being completely clear on its
implications. -the CPC~for instance) required the applicant to move the residences
500 feet aWay from the freeway; ~s creating a smaller building envelope while
allowing for a project of the same size. What is Planning's interpretation of where the
500 foot space begins and where it ends?

;3) W.h.a.t is ~ ..ac:tual Floor Area Ratio (FAR) allowed? It appears that the PAR ratio was
calculated by including the publicly-owned EXPO right-of·way. Should not this ratio
be adjusted to exclude the publicly-owned right-ofwway? Wouldn't that change
require a project of smaller height and size?

4) .Do the changes approved at CPC) s meeting have any further impacts to traffic in. the
area, especially as they relate to the ability of first responders to reach the scene of an
emergency?

The answers to these questions are very important, especially to those of us that call the
W~stside home. The Casden Sepulveda proiect will have a profound effect on the lives of
many AngeleMs~ and Ws 'critical that we get this right This project is for many-
residents, transit advocates, and proponents of responsible growth - a measure of whether
we can and will steer. require, and approve smart growth near mass transit stops.

Thank you for your consideration. and your prompt response,

Regards,

~~ 1fJ UJ
BlLLRO~~- v I
Council member, 11th District
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City Hall East
200 N. Main Street
Room 800
Los Anteles, CA 90012

(213) 978·8100 Tel
(213) 978-8312 Fax

CTrutanich@lacity.org
www.lacity.org/atty

CARMEN A. TRUTANICH
City Attorney

May 14,2013

Michael J. LoGrande
Director of Planning
Los Angeles Department of City Planning
Room 525, City Han
200 N. Spring Street
Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Director LoGrande:

I am writing to express the steadfast position of the City Attorney's Office that the
"Casden Project" (the "Project') be returned to the City Planning Department for
appropriate environmental review. In addition to concerns raised by my Office, both
Council Members Paul Koretz and Bill Rosendahl have raised serious questions
regarding the Project. (See attached copies of their letters).

As you know, on February 28, 2013, the City Planning Commission recommended
approval of this mixed use Project proposed for the corner of Pica and Sepulveda.
Boulevards in West los Angeles. The Project includes 638 dwelling units plus an
additional 160,000 square feet of leasable commercial space. The Commission's feiter
of decision confirming its approval was issued on April 4,2013. The Project will now be
scheduled ·for hearing by the City Council's Planning and Land Use Management
Committee on May 28, 2013 and ultimately, the issue is to be considered by the full
Council on June 12, 2013.

At the February 28, 2013 City Planning Commission hearing, the City Attorney's Office
publicly advised the Commissioners to delay taking action on the Project. The advice
was given in response to the Commissioners' proposal to revise the Project at their
hearing. making substantial changes that may not have been considered or addressed
as part of the Project's environmental analysis. These changes are also of grave
concern to the neighborhood and the cornrnunlty as they raise issues of quality of life,
transportation and public safety_



Michael J. LoGrande
May 14,2013
Page 2 of2

Unfortunately, the Commission disregarded the advice of my Office and moved forward
with its approval of the Project. Contrary to our sensible and appropriate legal
recommendation, the Commission did not send the Project back for further
environmental study In light of their material changes. As you know, these changes
included moving the location of the Project's residential buildings toa distance of 500
feet from the nearby freeway and shrinking the Project footprint, but not its overall size,
to accommodate the location change.

In keeping with California law, the City Attorney's Office continues to recommend that
this Project be returned to the City Planning Department for further environmental
review. Itherefore respectfully recommend that the PLUM Committee so direct this
action when the Project comes before it on May 28.

Thank you for your attention to and consideration of my request. As always, this Office
is available to further discuss this very important issue with you and your staff.

, Sincerely,

~h.\4-
CARMEN A. TRUTANICH
City Attorney

Enclosures

cc: Honorable Ed P. Reyes, Chair, Planning and Land Use Management Committee
Paul Koretz, Council Member, CD 5 .
Bill Rosendahl, Council Member, CD 11

---,~--------------------------------------------------~-------
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PAUL KORETZ
Counc.llmembet1 Fifth District

May 6; 201l

Mr. Cannen Trutanich
200 N Main S~ 8l1t Floor
Los Angeles, ·CA 90012

Mr. Michael LoGtande
ZOO N. Spring Stree4 sth Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Case # CPC-200a-4604-GPA-ZC-HD-cua..oB-SPR (C3sden Sepulveda project)

Dear Mr. LoGrande and Mr. Trutanich:

CIty H.1l Office:
ZOON. Sprill~Streot
Room 4'10
1.0& Angeles. CA 90012
{213} 473'700.5
(213) ~78,22S0Fax' "

Valley Olflcot
15760 Ventura Blvd"
5ll11e1020
Encino, CA 91436
(618) !I?1,~OSll
(StS) 788,9210 Fax

.Ww: L.A. Oflit;;:1 '
822 S. RoI>¢=n Blvd"
Sul~"102 ,
1.01; Angel", CA 90035
(310) 189·03~3
(310) 28~-0365 Fax

Located in my council district sits a large proposed mixed-use development This project
fin,d~titsel(~t aJut¥re ~x;p~ Line S~o!,\~dth.e~~ore has tremendous potential to become
a great example of Transit Oriented Development. However; I' have "exptessed toneems
over the current project's plans) and have publicly spoken against the current proposal.

With a project of this scope and scale, we must examine every aspect of the development
to insure that all possible impacts are addressed, and the full potential of the c,ity's
investment in the Expo Line are realized. With that, many Angelenos have expressed
concern with· both form and process of the project, which bas caused me to write you
both to seek answers to some of those questions.

Recently the City Planning Commission held a public hearing to evaluate and make a
recommendation on this large mixed-use project, which they did. It is our understanding
the Commission made significant changes tothe project, and may have approved a new
design without requiring a study on the implication of these changes. For instance. the
CPC required the applicant to move the residences 500 feet away from the freeway,
causing a. significant reduction in the project envelope without a reduction in the project
size. Many speculate that with this type of change, the Cl'C should have an opportunity
to examine the project once the changes are made, Are these assertions correct?



- -
Lastly, two technical questions have arisen. First, what is the Planning Departments
interpretation of where the, 500.foot demarcation line lands. as this will also substantially
affect the proposed project? Secondly. it appears the Floor Area Ratio .(F.A.R) for the
pr6ject was calculated by including the EXPO tight-of-way. which run through the
project parcel. Debate has occurred which questions this practice. Please advise us as to
the proper application of the F.A.R as it relates to the subject property, as this could Mve
a substantial impact on the size of the project as well. '

In a City fraught with litigation, I feel the City needs to be on sure-footing M to the
proper procedural path of this project, and ask for yOUl' guidance on these Issues, This' -
project win. have a profound effect on the lives of many in my ~istrict, and it's critical
that we get this right Thank you for your assistance inthis matter, and I look forward to
your responses. Should you have any questions, please contact either myself or my
Director of Planning Shawn Bayliss at 213.473.7005 ..

PAUL KORETZ

___________ ,__ A-.....



City of Los Angeles
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BILL ROSENDAHL

Mr. Cannen Trntanich
200 N Main Street. 8th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012

May 6. 2013

Mr. Michael LoGrande
200 N~'Spn.ng'siree~ 51hFloor
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Case # CPC.20084604.oGPA.zO.HD~Ua-DB·SPR (Oasden Sepurveda project)

Dear Mr. LoGrande and Mr. Trutanich:

1 am writiI1g to express my concern with both the process and the merits of the Casden
Sepulveda project, which. ifnot done rlgh4 has the potential to cause serious traffic and
quality of life impacts on the Westside,neighborhoods thatr represent.

, Through the course of environmental review and consideration of this proposal, ithas
become clear that there is a need to take a much closer look, Twenty-two significant and
unnrlugatable iD1pactsat traffic intersections throughout the area have been identified)
andlocal residents have raised a series of serious questions as to the 'scope, design) and
location ofilieproject. Instead of careful and transparent consideration of these issues, it
a.ppears that the City Planning Commission may have rushed to judgment at its meeting
last month. Concerned neighbors have raised very serious and troubling questions about
the fairness, transparency, and legality of the approval process. They have aUeg~d
violations. of CEQ A, the Brown Act. and the City Charter.

I believe that it is tim~ to stop, take a moment, and consider the issues that have been
raised before we move forward with final Council approval, To that end, I,
Councilmember-elect M'ike Bonin, and our constituents are seeking answers to the
following 'questions:

1) DId the City Planning Commisslon (Cpe) action result in a Brown Act violation,
a CEQA violation. or some other legal violation that could expose the City to
legal risk

Wl!5ldJlnter offiCe City Hill! West Los Angeles OffIce
716&W: Manchester I3Qulevard 200 N, Spring Strru;,t. Room 415 1G4!iCorinlh Avenue, Room 201

Westchester, CA 90045 LosAnge1es,0\ 900'2 LosAIlBele$.CA 90025
(310)568-8772 (2U) 473-701' (310)575-8461

(3Hl) 410-3946 fllX (Z13)4n.691.6 Fale 1310)575.8305 fall;



or liability? Stakeholders noted, after the CPC meeting, 1hat conversations between
the l'la.tltl.ing Department and the easden developers durlng the meeting were not
recorded in.the minutes. Additionally, they believe that the Commission may have
made material changes to the project, possibly requiring further CEQA analysis. Does
this require tbis project 19 retum to CPC 10 allow for review of these lingering CEQA
questions, and for further project consideration?

2) What did the Commission actually approve at its meeting, and does the Department
of City Planning believe that CPC should have lin opportunity to reconsider the
project? Itis our understanding that the Commission made significant changes to the
project. and roay have approved a new design without being completely clear on its
implications, -the CPCt for instance. required the applicant to move the residences
500 feet aWayfrom the freeway. thus creating a smaller building envelope while
allowing for a project of the same size. What is Planning's imerpretatlcn ofwhete the
500 foot space begins and where itends? .

'Thank you for your consideration. and your prompt response.

,3) Wh.~ is tAA,ac,tt.ml Ploor Area Ratio (FAR) allowed? It appears that the FAR ratio was
calculated by including the publicly-owned EXPO righ.t~of~way.Should not this ratio
be adjusted to exclude the publicly-owned right-of-way? Wouldn~t that change
require a project of smaller height and size?

4) .Do the changes approved at epe's meeting have anyfurther impacts to traffic in the
area. especially as they relate to the ability of first responders to reach the scene of an
emergency?

The answers to 'fhese questions are very important, especially to those of us that call the
Westside home, The Casden Sepulveda project will have a profound effect on the lives of
mallY Angelenos, and it's-critical that we get this right. This project is for many-
residents, transit advocates, and proponents of responsible growth - a measure of whether
we can and will steer. require, and approve smart growth near mass transit stops.

Regards,

~~ 1iJ_._ UJ
BILL RO;;r~ v I
Councilmember, 11thDistrict
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Air Quality Alert Issued: At-Risk Groups Encouraged To Stay Indoors - WCM:H; News, Weather, and Sports for Columbus, Ohio5121113

o fnbc4"~..... I.com

Pasted: May 31, 2011 7;03;A:M~P~D~T•• ".~;';;';'~;" __

By Candice Lee

Meal-on-Wheels driver laurie Weltlin packed up her carfor Tuesday's deliveries. But
because an air quality alert was issued, laurie carried more than just lunch and dinner.

"During the extreme heat it's oritical that we get out and check on people in Central Ohio,
especiallY the seniors and chronically ill folks who are much more susceptlble to heat
exhaustion and heat stroke," described UfeCare Alliance CEO Chuok Gehring.

On her first run, laurie stops at Betty Hunter's Sullivant Avenue home. Along with Belty's
meal, she gives her a much needed fan. It's a scene that plays out dozens oftlmes during
warmer weather when Central Ohio comes under an air quality alert. Tuesday's air quality
index reached 108 for the first time. In 2010, Ihere were tzalerte, while in 2009 there were
9.

Bul seniors are not the only ones at risk for illness. Children and anyone suffering from some
form of lung disease must exercise caution on bad air days. Slg ns that someone ia in
distre~ include shortness of breath, fatigue and avoid Ing all activity. But often sympto ms are
harder to spot in kids, so parents my stay vigilant

It might be a litll~ more subtle. Kid'.2s~~W
ou . reall wor: n
OS e cal Center.

".iI!ll£d they're. golnSlto be
r. aVI Hauswirth, an a erglst at

But it's~.~ckJi5hringlii"f Many U,:e alone and refuse to open
wlndo~--·~""",411"I\-·1 , use their air conditioner. Gehring
encourages everyone to check on senior and disabled neighbors all summer long.

Each category corresponds to a different level of health concern. The six levels of health
concern and whal they mean are;

""Dod" AQI is 0 - 50. Air quality is considered satisfactory, and air pollution poses little or no
risk.

"Moderate* AQIls 51 • 100. Air quality is acceptable; however, rOr some pollutants there may
be a moderate health concern for a very small number o.f people. For example, people who
are unusually sensitive to ozone may experience respiratory symptoms.

·Unhealthy for Sensitive Groups" AQI is 101 - 150. Although general public is not likely to be
affecled at this AQI range, people wnh lung disease, older adults and children are at a
greater risk from exposure to ozone, whereas persons with heart and lung disease, older
adults and children are at greater rlskfrom the presence. of particles in theair ..

"Unhealthy" AQIIs 151 - 200. Everyone may begin to experience some adverse health
effects, and members of the sensitive groups may experience more serious effects ..

'Very Unhealthy" AQI is 201 - 300. 1'hls would trigger a health alert signifying that everyone
may experience more serious health effects.

"Haaardous" AQ[ greater than 300. This would trigger a health warnings of emergency
conditions: The entire population is more likely to be affected.

For additional information, stay with NBC4 and refresh nbc4l.com.
To submit a story idea or news tip, e-mail storjes@nb04! com,
MORE; NBC4 Local News ILocal Crime News
NBC4 SPORTS; Sports News Video
NBC4 POLITICS: Headlines Interac!iyes & Video

You May LIke l:>yTabooia

www.nbc4i.comlstoryI207436631Ilir-qnality-alert.is!rued-at·fisk-groups-encoutllged·lo-stay-indoors

)
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5J21113 Smog Alerts to Be Issued by Pagers in Test Program - Los Angeles Times

[os Angeles ffiim.cs ~ARTICLE COLLECIlOXS

<- Duck 10Original Article

MElRONllWS

Smog Alerts to Be Issued by Pagers in Test Program ·
November 18,1998 I BOll POOL ITIMES STAFF WRITER

That beep, beep, beep you hear on your pager could soon mean cough. cough, cough. )

Air quality officials said Tuesday that they plan to issue smog alerts over personal pagers to warn Los An les-area residents to stay
indoors when the air is dirty. .•The South Coast Air Quality Management District will team up with several paging services in a seven-month pilot program starting in
January to determine if the alert system is useful for athletic coaches, joggers and those with chronic resplratory problems.

Free alphanumeric pagers will be loaned to about 50 volunteers scattered around Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside and San Bernardino
counties for the test.

The pager alert system was proposed by air quality board members from the Inland Empire, where smog alerts are the most common,
said Bill Kelly, a district spokesman.

Kelly said youth coaches, recreation leaders and others can participate in the test by calling the district at (909) 396-3196.

In the past, he said, his agency used a radio system to alert schools to r. childrn8ut~~S SRsmoID dars, But the radios
were unreliable and a telephoned fax service that sends smog forecasts suMhE! e ill ~s. -

Pager services participating in the tests include Pacific Bell Mobile Services, PageNet, Prime Matrix: Wireless, L.A. Cellular and
Metrocall, said Francis Gob, who will oversee the program for the air quality agency.

If the pilot program is a success, the service will be offered for a monthly fee to pager users.

Nick Munoz, a manager for the Metrocall pager service, said the reports would probably cost about $7.95 per month, about the same as
sports score services. .

Under the program, messages announcing areas where stage 1smog alerts have been issued will be flashed automatically to the pagers.

Although air quality has improved in recent years in the Los Angeles area, 12 first-stage alerts were issued during the last summer,
officials said.

ito.Angeles GIimes Copyright 2013 Los Angeles Times Index by Ke:rwDI"dI Index by Dille I Prh'~cy Policy I Terms of Service

amcles.latimes.comiprintll998/tJov/18I1ocal/me-44053 1/1



EXHIBITF



5/21/13 Wyoming Air Pollution Worse Than Los Angeles Due To Gas Drilling

M"Y21.2013

Burp
POST

Wyoming Air Pollution Worse Than Los Angeles Due To Gas
Drilling

By MEAD GRUVER 03/8/1102:20 PM ET Associated Pre~

CHEYENNE, Wyo. - Wyoming, famous for its crisp mountain air and breathtaking, far-as-the-eye-can-see vistas, is looking a lot like
smoggy Los Angeles these days because of a boom in natural gas drilling.
Folks who live near the gas fields in the western part of this outdoorsy state are complaining of watery eyes, shortness of breath and
bloody noses because of ozone levels that have exceeded what people in LA and other major cities wheeze through on their worst
pollution days.
"It is scary to me personally. I never would have guessed in a million years you would have that kind of danger here," Debbee Miller, a
manager at a Pinedale snowmobile dealership, said Monday.
In many ways, it's a haze of prosperity: Gas drilling is going strong again, al'ld as a result, so is the Cowboy State's economy. Wyoming
enjoys one of the nation's lowest unemployment rates, 6.4 percent. And while many other states are running up monumental deficits,
lawmakers are projecting a budget surplus of more than $1 billion over the coming year in this state of a half-million people.
Stm, in the Upper Green River Basin, where at least one daycare center called off outdoor recess and s~isj8!s have urwd the
elderly to ~9iS fllrEWUQMS Rytdo~ty, some wonder if they've made a bargain with the devil. Two dayS"'!m"'llree~ !lzoM i!!!'vIM In
the gas-ricli'15asmi'&e"i6'ove~t levels recorded in the biggest U.$. cities last year.
"They're trading off health for profit, It's outrageous. We're not a Third World country," said Elaine Crumpley, a retired science teacher
who lives just outside Pinedale.
Preliminary data show ozone levels last Wednesday got as high as 124 parts per billion. That's two-thirds higher than the Environmental
Protection Agency's maximum healthy limit of 75 parts per billion and above the worst day in Los Angeles all last year, 114 parts per
bHlion, according to EPA records, Ozone levels in the basin reached 116 on March 1 and 1()4 on Saturday.
The Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality urged the elderly, children and people with respiratory conditions to avoid strenuous
or extended actlvity outdoors.
The Children's Discovery Center in Pinedale set up Indoor obetade courses and turned kids loose on comP"Yl,ersinstead of letting them

rou ' n. - r _.
~lg~l~e~ve~s6lio~~ e Upper Green River Basin only during the winter. They result from a combination of gas indus~ry
emissions, snow on the ground, bright sunshine and temperature inversions; in which cool air near the ground is covered by a layer of
warmer air. Pollution builds up during lhe day and becomes visible along the horizon as a thin layer of brown smudge - smog - by
midafiernoon.
People have noticed the air just isn't as clear as if once was.
"It's like maybe when you're not wearing your glasses when you ought to be," said Miller, whose daily commute from her log home
includes an eight-mile snowmobile ride just to get to a plowed road.
The gas industry has drilled hundreds of wells in the basin over the past decade and made the basin one of the top gas-producing areas
In the U.S.
"Ultimately it comes down to accountability," said Unda Baker, director of the Upper Green River Alliance. "It doesn't seem to me the
companies are being very accountable to the residents here." High ozone, she said, gave her a constant nosebleed three days last
week.
Crumpley, 68, reported having difficulty on walks and showshoe trips. "You feel a tightness in your chest. You seem to be less able to
hold in air. My eyes burn and water constantly, and I've had nosebleed problems," she said.
Drilling of new wells, routine maintenance and gas-field equipment release substances that contribute to ozone pollution, including
volatile organic compounds and nitrogen oxides. last week's ozone alerts weren't the first in the basin - they also occurred in 2008 and
2009 - but they were the first in more than two years.
Gas industry officials say they are working hard to curb smog by reducing truck traffic and switching to drilling rigs with pollution control
equipment. They have also postponed well completions and routine maintenance until the ozone advisories have passed, said Shell
spokeswoman Darci Sinclair.
"Shell has taken some meaningful measures to reatly reduce our measures. Some were voluntary and some were mandatory, but
they've resulted in some significant reductions," Sinclair said.
Indeed, gas industry emissions that contribute to ozone pollution, as reported by the petroleum companies themselves, are down by as
much as 25 percent in the Upper Green River Basin since 2008, said Keith Guille, spokesman for the Department of Environmental

www.huffingtonpost.coml2011103/08/wyoming-ait.pollutioll-gas-drilling..n_83~027.htm17view=prin\SlcommJef=faise 112
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Quality. Gas production in the basin is up 8 percent over that time.
Gov. Mat! Mead, state regulators and industry representatives met on Monday to talk about what else companies can do to control
pollution.
"We talked about the effectiveness of these contingency plans. We've seen them, they are good. However, we haven't been able to
prevent these exceedances," Guilla said. .
Crumpley said the warnings to stay indoors are hard to take.
"We're all outdoor people here. We don't live inside," she said. "That's why we chose to be here." ,

Copyright 2013 The Local Paper. AI! rights reserved. This material may not be published, broadcast. rewritten or redistributed,

www.huffingtonposlcomf2011/03/08lwyoming-ait-pollution-gas.driIling"o...833027.html?view=print&comnrJef=false ,2f2
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Public Information and Avoidance Behavior: Do People Respond to Smog Alerts?

Matthew Neidell*

Columbia University

Abstract: This paper examines whether individuals engage in avoidance behavior in
response to information about air pollution. Specifically, I look at the im act of smo alerts on
~s at three distinct outdoor facilities in a 0 1 enti tee ect
~ employ a regression discontinuity design at exp oits e deterministic
selection rule by which smog alerts are issued. Using this empirical strategy, 1 find considerable
evidence that eo Ie increase avoi behavior in . i a 0 .on:
attendance echnes at ree paces y to percent w en erts are Issue. s smog alerts
become increasingly frequent, however, people decrease their response to alerts, suggesting
decreasing returns to substitute activities. I use this intertemporal impatience to estimate the
costs of avoidance behavior, providing some of the first of its kind using data on revealed
preferences. (JEL D80, Il8, Q51. Q53)

*1thank Janet Currie, Michael Greenstone, Ken Chay, Enrico Moretti, Helen Levy, Will
Manning. Tomas Philipson, Paul Rathouz, Bob Kaestner, Kerry Smith, Pat Bayer, Josh Graff-
Zivin Wes Hartmann and numerous seminar participants for valuable feedback. I am also very
grateful to Mei Kwan, E.C. Krupp, Ken Warren, Jim Bauml, Bruce Selik, Patricia Florez and Joe
Cassmassi for help with assembling the data used for this analysis, and Sarah Kishinevsky, Mike
Kraft, and Sonalini Singh for excellent research assistance. Financial support from the University
of Chicago's Center for Integrating Statistical-and Environmental Science is gratefully
acknowledged.



This paper examines whether individuals engage in avoidance behavior in response to

information about air pollution. The provision of information about health risks has become an

increasingly important part of governmental policy with respect to the environment and health

risk. For example, the Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act (that lead to the

development of the toxic release inventory) and Safe Drinking Water Act Amendments approved

in the past 20 years are major steps taken to increase the public's knowledge of environmental

risk. Understanding responses to such information is necessary for determining the effectiveness

observed responses to government provided information about risk and the speed with which

of these programs. Furthermore, knowledge of how quickly people learn about information can

be useful for understanding the potential effectiveness from information about urgent dangers

from such events as disease outbreaks and terrorism. There is, however, limited evidence on

people process such information,

adjustments in response to pollution.' For example, if people respond to pollution by staying-

Additionally, avoidance behavior is a crucial distinction between willingness-to-pay

(WTP) and cost-of-illness (COl) analyses. In the case of air pollution, COl measures the loss in

income and medical expenditures that results from a change in health, but does not include

actions taken to reduce the impact of pollution. 'WTP, however, accounts for these behavioral

indoors instead of outdoors, then this action has direct costs on well-bein that are included in

WTP but not in COl. Despite the theoretical importance of avoidance behavior, there is limited
• n

empirical evidence to support its existence, especially with respect to air pollution. Furthermore,

because this is a non-market activity that reflects the opportunity cost of time and value of

2

1 WTP also accounts for the direct utility effects of health. See Harrington and Portney (1987) for a full derivation.



leisure, even more elusive are estimates of the costs of avoidance behavior, especially from data

on revealed preferences.

To address these issues, this pap~r looks at the imiact of air quality episodes, or "smog
. L

alerts", on outdoor activities in Southern California. If people respond to these alerts by

increasing avoidance behavior, we expect a decline in outdoor activities. To identify the effect
$",SUM

of smog alerts on outdoor activities, I employ a regression discontinuity design that exploits the

deterministic selection rule by which smog alerts are issued. That is, smog alerts are only issued

when ambient ozone is forecasted to exceed a particular threshold. If days just above or below

this threshold do not vary systematically with outdoor activity decisions, this will enable me to

obtain unbiased estimates of the causal effect of alerts on avoidance behavior. In support of this

approach, the observable characteristics, such as weather and pollution, move smoothly around

this threshold, suggesting that any change in attendance at this threshold can be directly

attributed to smog alerts.

As a measure of outdoor activities, I use unique data specifically gathered for this

analysis. It consists of daily attendance from 1989 to 1997 at three distinct major outdoor

facilities in Southern California: the Los Angeles Zoo and Botanical Gardens, Griffith Park

Observatory, and the Los Angeles County Arboretum and Botanical Gardens. Although using

data from these particular sources limits the generalizability of this analysis, they are appealing

several reasons. One, they consist of administrative records, which is less likely to be subject to

recall bias that may be present in survey data. Two, these data are collected from three

independent sources, making it less likely that any findings are due to features of the sample or

errors from specification searches. Three, because these data are available at a high frequency, I

am able to merge several other sources of data and employ the regression discontinuity design.

3
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I find considerable evidence that people increase avoidance behavior in resggnse to
.&lSMa I J

':;'formation about pollution. A,pendance is siggificantly lower on days when smog alerts are

announced. with declines between 3 and 11 percent across the three places considered. These
b

results are generally insensitive to functional form assumptions of the regression discontinuity

design. These t,esults are also robust to several specificati0&tCs. The response is

considerably larger on the weekend, when people are more likely to have greater flexibility in the

choice of leisure activities. I also find that local residents> who are more likely to receive this

information and have lower costs of substituting activities than tourists, have a greater overall

response to alerts. Furthermore. children and elderly, two susceptible groups specifically J
2 3

targeted by smog alerts, have a greater response than adults.,
One concern in interpreting these results is that people may not participate in these

outdoor activities in order to limit their contribution to ozone levels, so any observed changes in

behavior could reflect altruism rather than avoidance behavior. Two sensitivity analyses,

however, indicate this is not the case. I find that attendance at an indoor activity, the Museum of

Natural History, increases when alerts are issued, suggesting that people are in fact substituting

from outdoor to indoor activities. Furthermore, traffic fatalities and carbon monoxide levels,

both proxies for traffic volume, are unaffected by the issuing of smog alerts. Given these

findings, it is difficult to dismiss the notion that people value the information provided by the

smog alerts by reducing their exposure to ozone.

To measure the costs of avoidance behavior, I exploit people's intertemporal impatience

with regards to switching activities. That is, when smog alerts are issued on consecutive days, I
q p

find people ~ecrease their response on the second day. presumably, because of the increased costs

from switching activities. Therefore, by accepting an increase in exposure to ozone and the

4



corresponding health effects, the costs from switching activities are at least the expected increase

in health costs. Preferred estimates indicate an increase in expected costs for asthma for

children, and therefore individual costs of avoidance behavior, that range from $239 to $358.

While there are several limitations in interpreting these values, it is the first of its kind using

revealed preferences, and is of considerable use for understanding individual's willingness to pay

for improvements in environmental quality.

Lastly, this evidence suggests that the government appears to have provided a necessary

public good, but there is room for improvement. This intertemporal impatience may extend
_La.::: Li '~£&&a)4 ... OP.

more broadly to public provided information about risk For example, although people may

initially respond to terror alerts, they may no longer take actions to alerts that are constantly

"code red." Increased efforts to improve the accuracy of forecasts, which would likely lead to a

decline in the number of alerts issued, could improve the effectiveness of this public good.

The rest of the paper proceeds as follows. The following section provides background

information on air quality and reviews some relevant economics literature. Section 2 describes a

simplified model of avoidance behavior that incorporates information about risk Section 3

describes the data and section 4 presents the empirical strategy. Section 5 shows the main results

and estimates of the cost of avoidance behavior, and section 6 concludes.

1. Background Information

Air Quality

Ground-level ozone, both its L-hour and 8-hour concentration, is a criteria pollutant

regulated under the clean air acts.' Ozone is not directly emitted into the atmosphere, but is

formed from interactions of nitrogen oxides and volatile organic compounds (both of which are

Z Criteria pollutants are considered those most responsible for. urban pollution. Ground level ozone is distinct from
stratospheric Ozone (the "ozone layer"), which protects people from UV radiation.

5
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American Lung Association Releases 2013 Report on Air
Quality
14th annual State of the Air 2013 report shows tremendous progress; challenges
,,' ~;" "'"',KDJ~.mm PR ,,1t~\?;'wtm ,""\V(~d A>,~ ','c' ~Hl1'~
";."":""l;.f.~;;'%';;"i"""'~;rl.l" '•• , , • • ~ - -! ' '-L-~b -- -- ~,~

LOS ANGELES, April 24, 2013 /PRNewswire-USNewswirej-- This morning, the~.f.rJ.~~!1.~l}.'.1!?~c;,~~!~9!:'released State
of the Air 2013, an annual report on air quality which lists both the cleanest and most polluted areas in the Country. Tills

year's report shows significant progress in efforts to reduce ozone and l?~E~!~E.~!~'p'9!1~!!£l~'with air quality in many areas of
9.?Et?!:!!J.~at its cleanest since the Lung Association's annual report began 14 years ago. The findings reinforce the
effectiveness of the state's strong clean air laws and progressive initiatives including incentive programs that help reduce

diesel emissions and promote cleaner vehicles and fuels.

"The State of the Ai,. 2013 report shows that California is continuing the long-term trend to cleaner and much healthier air,"

said Jane Warner, President and CEO of the American Lung Association in California. "This progress in cleaning up ~~E
P.~l!~!!9},~demonstrates that our clean air laws are working. However, our re ort also shows that air ollution continues to

li\t lives at ~roughout the statio We must step up our efforts to cut po lution so a Californians can breathe clean,

healthy air. "

Nearly ninet errent of Californians still live in co ties Ia ued with uilhealth air, particularly in the San Joaquin Valley,

Los Angeles, Inland Empire, an ' acramento. That means people are at 'greater TIS for asthma attacks, heart attacks. and

premature naeath. Although many counties show lower levels of air pollution compared to last year's report, California cities

still dominate lists of the mostfolluted areas, the nation for ozon= as well as short-term and annua~
all ti . S ecifically, of the top ten cities with the worst air pollution, California municipalities rank as follows: .

)de Pollution -----1" Sh~~1;~Particle pation T~~lii1~'~ci~--"-'-"~-"'--~--~-"~'W-'
7 out ofthe Top 10 ! 6 out of the Top 10 ! 8 out of the fop 10

#1 Los Angeles-Long Beach 1 #1 Bakersfield-Delano ! #1 Bakersfield-Delano
Riverside J !. 1
#2 Visalia-Portervl Ie ! #2 Fresno-Madera i #1 Merced (tied with Bakersfield)

#3 Bakersfield-Delano 1.#3 d- I#3 Fresno-Madera
t

Los Angeles-Long Beac ! #4 H ..J d C[ anror - orcoran
t ."",<,,1,>=:,-:: :.~ ::~' !Oi§-_~I!IIi\Iio.......
!
I

#4 Fresno-Madera

I~R~iv·e·~~jd~e""""""~
!I#5 Modesto
I
II#8 Merced I#6 ~odesto

! iI ! #7 Vjsalla
#10 EI Centro! !

I ' ! #9 EI Centro
"'-"-"......~~-.-........-~~~_o-.-.-...-~ ........- ...........~~,.................,_...."'"'~.................~ ...._~ ~:-:""" ...~"' ..w ... __ ~.......,~er-.- ............~ .....__ ""..--...-.- .......~_.~_~~~,·~.·~ ...,P ...~~ .....~~~_."....,.,~~_ ......... ·.-n-n'·"~~·r· ."

#5 Hanford-Corcoran

#6 Sacramento-Arden-
Arcade- Yuba
City

Despite these rankings, many California cities continue to show significant improvements in. reducing unhealthy ozone and

particulate pollution. California's slow yet steady progress toward healthy air can be attributed to its strong history of
leadership on air and climate policies, including the leadership of Governor Jerry Brown. Governor Brown's work to

champion zero emission vehicle and clean fuel policies, including the ZEV Action Plan and California's alternative fuels

news.yahoO,comiamerican-lung.association-releaseg.2013-report-air-quality-130000170.html 1/3
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standard (Low Carbon Fuel Standard), is moving California forward to cleaner air and bringing more transportation choices.

The Los Angeles region in particular shows noteworthy success in reducing both ozone and particulate pollution over the 14
years of the State afthe Air report. Ozone levels in the region have fallen by 36 percent since the first State oj the Air report

in 2000. with unhealthy ozone days dropping from 190 to 122 days during that time period. Annual levels of particle
pollution have also dropped by 43 percent, and short term levels dropped by two-thirds, despite recent fluctuations. The Los

Angeles region now is very close to meeting the federal annual particle pollution standard. Dramatic reductions in ozone and
particle pollution have also occurred in the San Francisco Bay Area. While the San Joaquin VaUeystill struggles with

particle pollution, most parts of the Valley have seen marked reductions in ozone pollution.

California's pollution problems are prirn,ariI;¥:caused b emissions from trans ortation sources inc1udin

and buses, locomotives c tura an nt. Curren y, e American ung ciation in
Ca 1 orma IS sp ring Senate B 11 Pavley) and Assembly BillS (Perea. and Skinner), two bills that will help

clean the air and improve public health by extending two highly successful California air quality incentive programs for
another decade and raising over $200 million in incentive funds annually. These programs support the transition to cleaner

vehicles and the clean alternative fuels needed to meet state clean air and climate targets and provide near-term benefits by
cutting toxic diesel pollution. These programs are an important complement to the state's regulatory framework because

they provide financial incentives for early introduction of clean vehicles and technologies.

Ail' pollution problems also are caused by emissions from oil refineries, manufacturing-plants, and residential wood burning.

In addition, California's warm climate promotes the formation of ozone pollution, and valleys and mountains in the central
'I<

and eastern portions of the state trap pollution where it can linger for days and put residents at risk for the onset or

exacerbation of lung disease.

"Ozone and particle wllution contribute to thousands of hospitalizations, emergency room visits, and deaths every year and_iii ... 1"':•• " !J1iI .......
our most vullliJible citizens are most at risk - children. the eldM and those wiPlJun15 disease such as asthma, lung cancer,

- __fll. __ h. .. ~ ~ .2S!i!!!JSQCZ.2ZlZLzaa&£&2G ,. "*'
chronic bronchitis, or emphysema," said David Tom Cooke, M.D., Assistant Professor, Section Head of General Thoracic

Surgery, Division of Cardiothoracic SurgeryJ,.University of California, Davis Medical Center and Governing Board Member

for the ~!ll;~r.i.~~..~!!-~~.~.9.9.!~~tR'R;.in~Uf~m~.~'"Cleaner air saves lives, and can lead to better health and quality of life for
everyone."

"California must continue to demonstrate leadership in achieving clean and healthy air for all residents," said Warner. "This
can be done by supporting statewide initiatives such as Senate Bill u and Assembly Bill B, and by making an effort to reduce

air pollution in our own communities. Driving less, using cleaner transportation options like hybrid cars and electr~c
vehicles, and avoiding wood burning, can make a huge difference in improving the air we breathe." For mote information

on the American Lung Association State of the Air Report and a list of steps individuals can take to clean the air, the public

should visit www.lung.org/california.

About the American Lung Association
Now in its second century, the American Lung Association is the leading organization working to save lives by improving lung

health and preventing lung disease. With your generous support, the American Lung Association is "Fighting For Air"

through research, education, and advocacy. For more information about the American Lung Association or to support the

work it does, call 1-800-LUNG-USA(~8oo-586-4872) or visit v..ww.lung.org/california.

Media Contact: Maria Bernabe, (0) 310--'735-9184. (c) 818-625-1810, Malia.Bernabe@lung.org

The Lung Association led the fight for a new, national air quality standard that strengthened outdated limits on annual levels

of particle pollution. announced by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) last December. Now the Lung

Association is fighting for a strong national clean car standard and defending the Federal Clean Air Act, our nation's bedrock

clean air law. Thanks to national !!-A~:P'!?!~~~.!9~.~standards set under the Clean Air Act and the EPA enforcement of these
standards. as well as California's own groundbreaking air quality policies, the U.S. has seen continued reductions in air

pollution.
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- . Being In heavy traffic, or I ear a road may be even
m us th,m 0 e c in a The American Lung
comm u~ltY. GrowTng evidence shows at the vehicle Association is urging EPAto
emissions coming directly from those highways may be clean up gasoline and

Ihigherthan In the community as a whole, increasing the vehicles. To learn more, go
\iSk.gf harm to&eople who live or work near busy roads. to Cleaner Gasoline and

-'-'I . ... • II Vehicles.
The number of people living "next to a busy road" may
Include 30 to 45 percent of the population In North

America, according to the most recent review of the evidence. In January 2010/ the Health
Effects Institute pubUshed a major review of the evidence by a panel of expert scientlsts,
The panel looked at mer 700 f around the , examining the health effects.
They concluded tha on causes a~ ma attacks In a
wlderan eo 0

, premature a d deat
mor eamost a e ,
tOlon meters) from the hlghway.69

Chllarep and t=a ers are amon th m 5t vulnerable-though not the only ones at risk.
A Danish study found that long-term exposure . pollution may increase the risk
ofdeveloplllg chro dive ulmo se (COPD).They found that those most at
risk were people who alrea y a as ma or diabetes. 90 Studies have found Increased risk

of prii mIKe dilh fW~iRe near a mator h~l>way gr '9 !!far road.91Anot her study
found an increase in risk 0 heart attacks rom4:ln9 In trattlc, whether drivIng or takIng
pu bUc transportation. sz Urban women In a Boston study experienced decreased lung
function associated with traffic-related pollutjon, 93
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.lr•J\ Voice ofAmerica

Beijing Air Quality Worst on Record
by VOA Nl:;VVS

~ under an extreme sm~y, with pollution at hazardous levels for a third day, and
'1!fie'Warned to stay indoprs. ...a I I

The municipal environment warning center issued an alert Saturday in China's capital, advising theflr,x;Chil[iWJbP§fi §l-Iff~rjngrespiratory or c~QXascular illness to avoid~t or doing
si:i1uoHi exer ; i, .; . Hm. ; t.. . .. J 1. .

The center said Sunday that particulates small enough to deeply penetrate lungs were at nearly four
times the level considered safe. The readings were called the worst on record.

International organizations say China's air quality is among the worst in the world because of massive
coal consumption and car-choked city streets.

China's official state-run Xinhua news agency predicted that the pollution could last another three days.

Meanwhile, fog covering vast areas of eastern and central China has closed numerous highways and
delayed flights in several provinces.

Some infonnation for this report was provided by AP, AFP and Reuters.
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Chair
Personnel & Animal Welfare

Vice Chair
Transportation
Ad Hoc on Social Equity
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Budget & Finance
Energy & Environment
Ad Hoc on Waste Reduction &
Recycling

Website: http://cd5.hcity.org

Email: PauLKoretz@lacity.org PAUL KORETZ
Councilmember, Fifth District

May 24, 2013

Honorable Ed P.Reyes .
Chair, Planning & Land Use Mariagement Committee

200 North Spring Street, Room 410
Los Angeles, California 90012

City Hal! Office:
200 N. Spring Street
Room 440
Los Angeles, CA 90012
(2[3) 473-7005
(213) 978-2250 Fax

Valley Office:
15760 Ventura Blvd:
Suite 1020
Encino, CA 91436
(818) 971-3088 .
(818) 788-9210 Fax

West LA. Office,
822 S. Robertson Blvd.
Suite 102
Los Angeles, CA 90035
(310) 289.0353
(310) 289·0365 Fax

Re: Casden Sepulveda Project I Case Number: VTT -70805-GB ENV -2008-3989-EIR

DearCoun~Reyes: U,
The above project is located within my district and is currently scheduled to come before
your committee next Tuesday, May 28th

• I would like to ask that your committee
postpone any decision on this matter, Recently, both Councilmember Rosendahl and I
posed several questions to the City-Attorney and the Planning Department. We have only
recently received responses to those questions, and would like the opportunity to meet
with the community to review those comment letters as further input and clarification
may be needed from the City Attorney and Planning Department Additionally,
discussions have been ongoing with the applicant and a number of community groups
and various organizations, I am hopeful that a level of agreement can be reached should
additional time be granted.

Thank: you for your attention to this matter, and feel free to contact me should you have
any questions.

(,JY' n
\l~TZ
cc: Mitchell Englander, Council Member, CD 12

Jose Huizar, Council Member, CD 14
Bill Rosendahl, Council Member, CD 11
Michael J. LoGrande, Director of Planning

Proudly serving ~e communities of Be! Air, Bel Air Glen, Benedict Clll1Yon, Beverly Crest, Beverly Glen, Beverly Grove, Beverlywood, California Country Club,
Carthay Circle, Carthay Square, Castle HeIghts, Century City, Cheviot Hill" Comstock Hill" Crestview, Encino, Encino Village, Fairfax, Hollywood,

Holmhv HIlls, Holmhy Westwood, Melrose, Miracle MlIe, Overland Avenue Community, Palms, Plco-Roberrson, Roscornare, Roxburv-Beverwll, Roya! Wood"
South Carrhav, Tract 7260, West of Westwood, Westside ViU.ge, Westwood, Westwood Gardens, We.<twood Hills, Westwood South of Santa Monic a,



Westwood Homeowners Association
Incorporated 1961

P.O. Box 241986 Los Angeles, CA 90024
whawestwood@gmail.com

May 27,2013

Los Angeles City Council
Planning and Land Use Committee
Committee Chairman Ed Reyes
Committee Member Jose Huizar
Committee Member, Mitch Englander
Via email- Attn: Sharon.gin@lacity org
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: CF No. 13-0523; Casden West LA, LLC; CPC-2008-4604-GPA-ZV-HD-CUB-DB-SPR

Dear Councilmembers Reyes, Huizar and England:

I write to you to ask that you continue the above project ("Cas den Project") and send it back to
the City Planning Department for further review. You have previously received such a request
from City Attorney Carmen Trutanich, with addition strong concerns for further review from
Councilmembers Paul Koretz and Bill Rosendahl.

The Casden Project is fraught with problems, not the least of which is a "lighting approval" by
the City Planning Commission. As you may be aware, the CPC approved the project over 2
objections of the City Attorney due to possible CEQA concerns. Further, due to the changes
approved by the CPC, the public has not seen the current project and have not had an opportunity
to comment on it in a public hearing. We have further concerns regarding the Brown Act and
due process as the CPC held a private hearing during a recess in the hearing.

The Casden Project should not be approved due to major health concerns as residences will be
placed close to the freeway. It is well known that living close to a freeway provides exposure to
carcinogens. Additionally, there are a number of zoning changes that should not be granted.

For the above reasons, plus numerous other concerns, the board of the Westwood Homeowners
Association respectfully requests that you do not approve this project.

Sincerely,

Stephen Resnick, President
Westwood Homeowners Association
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Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@Jacity.org>
To: Etta Armstrong <etta.armstrong@Jacity.org>

Tue, May 28, 2013 at 7:38 AM

---- Forwarded message -----
From: Jon Hartmann <jphartmann@sbcglobal.net>
Date: Mon, May 27,2013 at 9:13 AM
Subject: hi-rise in Hollywood

Dear Sharon ...
I live miles away from the site, but implore you to vote against it. It is the wrong scale,
it will contnbute to gridlock
and will disrupt the lives of thousands of local residents, to say nothing of the sin of
blocking the Hollywood sign
and the Capitol Records site.
Thank you for your consideration ..
Jon Hartmann
3471 Troy Dr.
Los Angeles 90068
323 8500269

https:/lmail.google.com/mail/ufOl?ui:= 2&ik=efee67dbd5&\Aew=pt&search=inboy&th= 13eeb94483b191 fd 111
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Sha ron Gin <sharon. gin@lacity.org>
To: Etta Armstrong <etta.armstrong@lacity.org>

Tue, M~

-- Forwarded message --
From: John Walsh <hollywooddems@gmall.com>
Date: Mon. May 27. 2013 at 9:39 PM
Subject: Read here how the enemy talks among thernsehes when they belie\e we cant hear them!
To: "Sharon.Gin@lacity.org" <Sharon.Gin@lacity.org>

Regarding planned Hollywood Millennium Project,please include what·s below as part of the administratio.e record! Council File 13-0593
Council File 13'()593-S

Thank you.
John Walsh

Density Hawks Versus Community Doves

Read here how the enemy talks among Ihemselves when Ihey believe we are unable 10 hear Ihem prattlingl

The Hollywood Real Estate Mega-Speculators and their bought-and-paid-for-Iocal elected politicians openly concoct bald-faced
lies for the general public to eat up, saying that the reason for subways and lall towers built next to their rail stops Is to
banish evil Gridlock from Los Angeles!

Big RIC's (Real Estate Industrial Complex) motivation is always un-selfish, according to Big RIC ltselll

Make an un-friendly \1slt to the density hawks' own website perch (CP & DR) where these odd birds feel free to tell it like It is
when gabbing to one another. That's because they belie\e that nobody might be eal.esdropping on Big RIC and friends
communicating on the Intemet!

Cons ider carefully the website below! Draw the obl.ious conclusions: Don't the Mega-Speculators sound a whole lot different
behind closed cyber-doors compared to the Real Estate Lobby's incessant mass media pronouncements! The American
Communists called this tactic: The Party Line Versus The Mass Linel

The rea! purpose of building urban transit rail lines is to make a buck out of the cancerous 5pread of up-scale population
growth, which Ihe Density Hawks delight in dubbing: "Elegant Density"l

This scheme has nothing at all to do with getting people out of their cars to reduce freeway congestion.Such tacit
internal admissions may be found all over the Califomia Planning & Del.elopment Report website below!

Subways actually create congestion Fromthe rnasslve development they make possible through un-restrained Real Estate
Speculation!

The massive W-Hotel. next to the Hollywoodl Vine Redline subway station. Incidentally. is a money-loser so far...with only a
small fraction of its condos sold to the super-wealthy they were unsuccessfully aimed at! The empty condos are now being
rented out at a sleep monthly lossl

Since the Blue Line light rail to Long Beach opened in 1990, according to US. Census statistics released recently. auto traffic
in LA County has proportionately increased ...not decreased!

That's despite $10 Billion lnveeted in the past 25 years on planning and construction oflighl and hea'..y rail, thanks to the 3 LA
County sales tax measures passed by the confused loOters!

The Redlin e ridership forecast found in the Federal-State EtRiEIS tumed out 10 be a figment of MTA's imagination! The official
forecast made to US Department of Transportation in the 1960's was 300.000 weekday Redline Subway boardings by the

year 2.000. The Redline's actual subway rtdarshlp for 2012 was appx.16D.DOOweekday boardings! That's pitiful!

htlps:llmail.google.com!mailiulOl?ui=2&ik=efee67dbd5&view=pt&search=inbox&th;13eeb9f302ae8540 1/3
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The Bus Riders Union has quietly folded its tent, lealoing only URLA (United Riders of Los Angeles) to continue this ne\er-
ending struggle against Transit Racism that has caused a

million hours of MTA bus servce cancelled oier the past 6 yearsl

There's also an additional is 1 Billion dollars ( and counting) In deferred MTA Rail maintenance out there which ulUmate!y
must be dealt with.

When? How about after the fifSt big rail accident? There is as well $300 million in deferred bus maintenance o\er our rail -
building at-all-costs head!( Google the LA Times for documents that confirm the aboiel)

There is no place now to examine these critical issues since the MTA Inspector General position remains un-filled by the
MTA Board of Directors ••. amazingly enough since 20071

Big Rail is supposed to fire up skyscraper construction at the stations. Certainly not at the HollywoodlWestem Station
where the real estate deseloprnent situation is so down and out that a station-attached second-hand clothing store found

there recently went out-of-business for lack of customersl

All the while, Hyper-Hollywood Get-Rich Quick Guys in wry expens iw suits continue indulging in highly profitable strictly-
5peculatiw Real Estate transactions that primarily in\<llo"egaining entitlements (City approvals) to erect skyscrapers (to be
erected perhaps in the dim uncertain future) near these same rail stations or somewhere else in the general '<icinity!

The Columbia Square(Histotic CBS Bldg. on Sunset BI',tI.) just changed speculator hands for $60 million a couple of months
ago. The project planning stage has stretched out for more than 15 years With nothing at all to show for the effort. except a
passel of dabbling speculators along the way who became rich!

The brand new two 30-story towers promised as replacement currently remain trapped on the artists' rendering sketch-padsl
Just like the never-built Millennium Project Towers just a couple of Hollywood blocks away!

Meanwhile the abandoned rat-infested CBS Bldg. still sits there ••.allowed to deteriorate under the noses of all Hollywood!!!
(Those are 4-legged Hollywood rats being referred to here...not the two-legged rat I.9riety!

Remember in\eSting in real-time real estate construction and hi-rise Office-building operations by shelling out your own
corporate financial assets is highly risky business and must be avolded at all costs if a beginner speculator seeks to
become fabulously wealthy very, very fast!

Never forget what happened to the Downtown Real Estate Giant, MCGuire-Thomas, when they started using their own money
in their ow·ndeals: They promptly went bankrupt!

Shrewd speculators get super-rich in a hurry simply by investing other people's money which gets acquired in far-off places
like Shanghai or Duba!.. merely pocketba healthy cut off the top of that huge overneas In\estment bankroll that inwriably
anives tram somewhere far from Hollywood!

That is the cardinal rule of mega-in\eStment. It must nevsr be broken if these gold-plated Hollywood-targeting middlemen
seek to become financially super-successful while investing here in Tinseltown!

This is also what CRA as handmaiden to the local Hollywood Lords of Mega-Real Estate Speculation was all about!

CRA was always there in an emergency to subsidize or bail out Mega-Speculator/Developern who got in a jam!

CRA exists no more; haloingdisappeared into thin air thanks to Governor Jerry Brown!

Why not read below what this booster website says about their old friend The Community Redevelopment Agency?

JW

https:/trnail.google.com'mail/uJO!?ui=2&ik=efee67dbd5&1AeV>Fpt&search=inboX&th=13eeb9f302ae8540 213
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~:ch'ed( aut" Ute CP8:t)R.
#Redev.elc-prrlt"rtl;t TwItter
Feed

Eric Garrettl's Moment
By WtU!am iM.llton or: 22 May 2013 .. 5:SC.::rn
So, we an woke up th~:; momlno;,! 00 the news tMt Erie::::G.Jr.e:eltl "" longtime -c;U;,yccunce
I'.lre:ilt!i;ml, Uluncllmembe:-from HOliy'4'lJ('!dl ~Hl'tlsen or termer LA, Qie:t:'!ctNtom:ey Gil

i.~~EjS!~.~:[~!ff~:r~"y Gilreeni '" ~~miJIMO!lt. CC!:fUffll't bk thC!:next miJ:)lor!Jf LO:r AI1gelG:s. Whal does th~ mean rcrplaM~ng and development tn L.A.'?

Well, l'im ~f <In" f-il-r more than hls oppnniln[ Wendy Gr-eue:l. Garcertl hils been a hl9h~profile ~.\\jiilirs New
politi:e<:d fl.gare on planning generally ami smart gr!rMh ilru:llmm in pemcular. At the same
time. tloltfever, his rept=tatIDn arccnc town has ;)1W<lYSbeen that ne's not <:15mum of .a
polky i"'..eJ:'lYWClghtes -GreHcl Md, of course, he's Oot t-o compet-e wlrr. the: '\e.il;aCj of'
Mttmin \f;~lro,algos~ - ttlc ~o-IltijC;<lfl wno can lagK~miJleiy go d~w., in I1h;l(!ry tl'loQ QUY wno
d:l~nged LA.. from e cer tewn to ~ t!iW$tt toWt'l aod M1 tbe t,abtl:'!for P.-elegi;mtdell!ilt{i,

So I'II!Hl·t ecee tne guy do?

Witruffis his "'pprmu:.h to the l:'Or'ltrollE"l'!i:ia!. 55.M!l.t£l.t)! MlUenWm low-s-tli project Etl' H·oJtY'o'IO(i.d.
Ojl tho OnE' band, G~{CM:tl h;;" held otIt Ho:ly·wooO.as Ul~ "t.;.~~plata"for V"" n~wLos
A.."1~!o;,s. Oa the other hMdJ Af1;i;!fh-t! rlnJ"hM f~rst«~U~:9"pfimillf)', Il"¢!:Gllrl:El"Dlt.: <lgll~n&t H!fi::
Mi:Eer.li;Jt"l pf(lj{la.

.... The. practical reaHtJ' is tnat as meyer he11 have to straddle more tnan c ver. Thatrs what biO'
cjty polltidans have to do.

FMC;newsfettii!rSignup. But Giu'(..\'!W's "Qatl! 9teilt Oppo;tun~ty here to push LA. ~ntha (~ghldirecuU!1.lie's a
to.get tttelatestfrcrn . . ...J.\"'.Jo'J"' ...... ~t1=r ';"'< ..0 ..... I.,.~rl"" ... 1>4;" t:-~""~h.n>.~ ~h~" ._'~ ... 1-"- "" '''~'''t'>/",1'l \.':>0" _ .... ." ......... b", .r;.....,~

Development-for
l~killgs Puq:E{)!)-cs,
FHrllN"a!Circuit ~UII'lSi

'" Pl;"1.stlc9.og Pee Not
Subj~ct to Pr-opO!;litmn
26

• It-1nre Then 40
Itel;je...~~l)pme"t
~w$uib- Filed A-;">-.Jiili.t
\lOF

caarcetu has i'llway~ heen iUCetcuoent and sorcerer euvceete tor a lrUiy crteu los: AngelRs.
A'1d wt!~k!It'"...maoe him the di;lrling 0;" the etaaners, it 11",sn1.<liWilYS acne dmm weU W!th
nts ccosutueute, which hils ceeseu him to straurne UU! rcsoe on occeslcn.

https:llmail.google.com'maillu/0I?ui=2&ik=efee67dbd5&lo1ew=pt&search=inbox&th=13eeb9f302ae8540 3/3



10509 Blythe Avenue· Los Angeles Californio 90064·310/558-3538 ·sirrohh@sbcglobal.net

27 May 2013

Re: CF No.13-0523-Casden West LA LLC, CPC-2008-4604-GPA-ZV-HD-CUB-DB-SPR

To: Council members Ed Reyes, Jose Huizar, and Mitchell Englander
City of Los Angeles Planning and Land Use Management Committee

I am a resident of Rancho Park, adjacent to the proposed Casden Sepulveda Project. [am unable
to attend the PLUM Committee Meeting on May 28, 2013.

I ask that you reject the developer's request for a zone change, increased height limits, and an
increased number of units allowed on this property.

Given its location next to the future Expo Line Sepulveda Station (and a probable even more future
station on a north-south transit line on Sepulveda), this project should be transit-oriented
development at its best, development that not only uses the transit connection to its fullest potential,
but also enhances both the connection to the adjacent neighborhood and the neighborhood as a
whole. But. the developer's initial and revised proposals use this transit adjacency as an excuse to
overbuild, proposing towers immediately adjacent to a one- and two-story residential neighborhood,
putting residences next to the 405 freeway where the only possible ventilation will be mechanical,
installing commercial spaces that attract customers with cars instead of transit riders, increasing
traffic instead of access adjacent to the light rail station. No modifications of existing zoning laws
should even be considered for this project.

In addition, after the CPC review of the project at their meeting on February 28,2013, even the City
Attorney called for the project to be returned to the Planning Department for appropriate
environmental review. This project should not go forward as currently proposed.

The negative impacts of this proposed project to traffic and the well-being of the existing
neighborhood cannot be mitigated, and approval should not be granted. I hope that you seriously
consider the impacts of this outsized project on the larger community, and require the developer to
propose a true transit-oriented development.

Sincerely,

Sarah Hays
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Fwd: Casden Project at PLUM CF-13-0523

Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@lacity.org>
To: Etta Armstrong <etta.armstrong@lacity.org>

Tue, May 28, 2013 at 8:31 AM

------ Forwarded message ----
From: Annette Mercer <annette.Lmercer@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, May 28, 2013 at 8:30 AM
Subject: Casden Project at PLUM CF-13-0S23
To: sharon.gin@lacity.org
Cc: reyes@council.lacity.org, paul.koretz@lacity.org, mike.bonin@lacity.org

To Whom it May Concern:

I totally oppose this project and certainly any further advancement of this project without substantial and
substantbe public input. The community has NO IDEA what is currently being proposed and the developer has
.not made ANY ATTEMPT to meet with residents nearby. The developer did not make any attempt to propose a
project suitable for the zoning or the area, and cannot mitigate the en\oironmentalimpacts identified. Please do
not approve any project without input from the two council offices, the many neighborhood councils, the planning
department, METRO, and all the other stakeholders irnolved,

thank you,

Annette Mercer
2647 Glendon Avenue, LA 90064

https:llmail.google.com'mail/U/O!?ui=2&ik=efee67dbd5&"';ew-pt&search=inbox&th=13eebc4859a8e125 111


