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Re: August 4, 2015 Agenda Item #12; Additional Support for Appeal of
Planning Commission Determination, Case No. CPC-2014-666-VCU- 
ZAA-SPR dated May 13, 2015- Archer School

Honorable Councilmember Bonin and City Councilmembers:

We are writing on behalf of David and Zofia Wright, appellants, and the Sunset 
Coalition, a newly formed organization concerned with the impacts of the potential 
Archer School expansion - especially as it affects traffic on Sunset Boulevard. The 
Archer School expansion would be the largest project contributing construction traffic to 
Sunset Boulevard since the opening of the Beverly Hills Hotel in 1912.

We believe that both the public and City Council need current information as to 
the substantially-revised construction schedule, the new start date of 2017, and various 
related proposals for development in the area in order to make informed decisions.

For that reason, we ask that before the Archer project is approved, you require the 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to be updated and recirculated so the public may 
review and evaluate the important new information related to the air quality, noise, and 
traffic impacts of compressing the construction schedule into three years, the effect of 
new OEHHA guidelines for analysis of air toxic impacts revealing new significant health 
impacts to Archer’s students and residential neighbors, the cumulative effects on traffic 
on Sunset Boulevard of the new construction proposals at Brentwood School, Mount St. 
Mary’s, and Caruso associated development in Pacific Palisades, and suggestions for 
mitigation of the impacts of the project in its current form.

We continue to oppose the approval of the Archer School expansion project 
despite the private settlement that was apparently reached with only two neighboring
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families and one homeowners’ association, among the thousands of Westside residents 
and eleven other homeowners’ associations and community organizations who have 
registered their strong opposition to this large project.

We request that if the Archer matter is placed on consent calendar that it be called 
special in order for public to have full hearing.

A. Recirculation of the EIR For Additional Public Review Incorporating New
Information Is Essential In the Public Interest.

Recirculation is required under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
when a project’s circumstances change or the proposal changes in a significant way that 
could create new significant impacts. (CEQA Guidelines section 15088.5.)
Recirculation would allow review of the toxicity study that Archer has promised to do 
(Errata 5, p. 12 [Project Design Feature B-2]) now when it is reviewable by the public, 
rather than later after the environmental review process is done. It would also allow City 
Council a longer period of time to review and consider its conclusions.

Archer has pushed out its construction schedule to 2017 so there should be no rush 
to approve this project this summer without proper environmental review. The 
community has a right to the new updated information about the compression of the 
construction schedule. It is the applicant’s responsibility to share the information that 
will help ensure the surrounding community is protected.

Below, we describe three memos which are attached which explain why the 
compression of the construction schedule to three years will have significant new impacts 
that have not been addressed, and the need for certain detailed updated information in 
order for meaningful independent review.

In addition to the need to make this information available for public review and 
independent analysis, we believe these updates are critical for the City Council to make 
its decisions on an informed and responsible basis. Some of the key details in Archer’s 
EIR are completely stale and no longer meaningful, as are the analyses that Archer’s 
experts submitted based on the stale information. Nor is it appropriate for some of 
Archer’s experts to have based their broadly-stated affirmations of their prior conclusions 
on information and documents that are not part of the public record.
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B. The Sunset Coalition Does Not Accept the Sufficiency of the Covenant That
Has Been Approved by BHA and Two Neighbors.

We thank Councilmember Bonin’s staff for meeting with us last month along with 
representatives of Brentwood Residents Coalition, Brentwood Hills Homeowners 
Association, Bel Air Skycrest Property Owners’ Association, Upper Mandeville Canyon 
Association, David and Zofia Wright, and others. These associations and individuals 
remain adamantly opposed to approval of the Archer project as it is currently designed. 
They stand by their earlier votes to support Alternative 2 — Archer’s original CUP, which 
allows Archer to build a gym on the premises. The Sunset Coalition includes dozens of 
members of RNA that were not part of negotiations leading to the private agreement 
between certain neighbors and Archer.

This Project remains a matter of great public concern. (See attached Palisadian- 
Post and Los Angeles Times articles.) Attached are very current petitions from hundreds 
of people opposing the current Archer proposal, including former members of Residential 
Neighbors of Archer. And as you know from the prior petition (over 1,700 signed), 
thousands of Westside residents oppose Archer’s project in its current form, as still far 
too large and too impactful. Various components must be reduced- - especially the 
Performing Arts Center — to conform to residential standards and to mitigate adverse 
impacts.

During the PLUM Committee hearing on June 30, Archer signed a private 
covenant with Brentwood Homeowners Association (BHA) and two families that live 
adjacent to the Archer School site (collectively, “the Settling Parties”). Eric and Thelma 
Waxman also purported to settle on behalf of the “Residential Neighbors of Archer” 
(RNA), an informal group of several dozen residents that live near the Archer site.

As it turns out, in their desire to secure a covenant that can be privately enforced, 
the Settling Parties backed off on some of the key elements that the RNA group had been 
told they would continue to press. In addition, somehow in those confidential negotiation 
meetings, several of the additional conditions that Councilmember Bonin had committed 
in letters to the community that he would insist be added, were apparently negotiated 
away by this small minority, without circulating/sharing this information or getting a vote 
or approval of its members.

Below we specify the key updated information that Archer must make publicly 
available before this major expansion project should move forward any further.
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C. Archer Must Make Available Updated Construction Schedules, Which in
Turn Are Essential to Allow Independent Review of the Impacts of the Now- 
Compressed Three-Year Construction Work, Traffic and Airborne Toxins.

The Sunset Coalition or its members have hired experts in the areas of traffic 
circulation, construction, and air quality impacts. While these experts have evaluated the 
information that has been disclosed so far, they need more data to do a thorough analysis 
because the key parts of the EIR (including especially Appendices C-l and C-2) have not 
been updated to reflect the greatly-modified project. The experts have identified the data 
that is necessary in the attached letters. (Letter of Tom Brohard, dated July 28, 2015 
(“Brohard Letter”) and Letter of Debra Stevens of July 28, 2015 (Stevens Letter).)

1. The Written Construction Schedule (Gantt Chart) for a 3-Year 
Period Must Be Made Public.

It only makes sense that putting construction with the full range of activities 
previously proposed in a five or six year schedule into three years is going to intensify 
impacts. (Brohard Letter, p. 1; Stevens Letter, p. 2.) We have looked for, but not found, 
a revised constmction schedule that specifically identifies which types of equipment 
would be scheduled to operate during which months during the various phases of 
construction. Archer has acknowledged that some of the phases of construction would 
now overlap, so equipment operation overlap would be expected - but has declined to 
make any specifics available to the public or to add them to the public record. (See 
Memorandum of Sandra Genis dated August 3, 2015 attached.) An updated construction 
schedule must be shared with the public.

Members of Sunset Coalition have requested a copy of this schedule in their 
negotiations with Archer but to this point it has not yet been provided. Vitally necessary 
is a simple Gantt chart1, showing the different construction activities that are anticipated 
to occur at different times within the 3-year schedule. We note that Appendix C-2 sets 
forth the outdated construction schedule in essentially the form of a Gantt chart, but has 
not been updated.
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1 Gantt charts are common and well-known scheduling methods: “A Gantt chart is a 
type of bar chart, adapted by . . . Henry Gantt in the 1910s that illustrates a project 
schedule. Gantt charts illustrate the start and finish dates of the terminal elements and 
summary elements of a project. Terminal elements and summary elements comprise the 
work breakdown structure of the project. Modem Gantt charts also show the dependency 
(i.e., precedence network) relationships between activities.” 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gantt chart.)
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We have discussed the construction scheduling information with Archer in a 
meeting on July 30, 2015. Mr. Montoya of Matt Construction described the changes that 
would be necessary with a three year schedule. (Memorandum of Sandra Genis, 
attached.) We believe there are documents setting forth the information about the revised 
scheduling in existence, but Archer has refused to share anything in writing that confirms 
its plans for each phase unless it is in the context of a non-disclosure agreement. This 
form of hide-the-ball whereby necessary information is kept from the view of the public 
does not allow for full disclosure of the project’s significant negative impacts, thorough 
analysis, and appropriate mitigation measures to reduce impacts to less than significant. 
At a minimum that is what CEQA requires. Archer must be required to share its 
anticipated plans for construction scheduling in a written, public document that you and 
members of the public may review and critique.

The major changes in the recently-compressed construction schedule would 
impact various types of environmental impacts, as was explained in various appeals of 
the Archer approval from the City Planning Commission to the City Council’s Planning 
and Land Use Management Committee. One of the key impacts that would likely be 
intensified is worsened air quality.

2. New OEHHA Guidance Must Be Used to Assess Health Risk to 
Archer Students and Residential Neighbors from Toxic Air 
Pollutants Associated With Construction Activities and 
Construction Vehicles.

The Stevens Letter explains that with a compressed schedule, “The chance of a 
new peak day [for air pollution emissions] occurring during the first 6-7 months of the 
Phase 1/Phase 2 overlap is very high.” (Stevens, p. 2.) The letter further notes the health 
risk assessment in the EIR is “based on the outdated 2003 OEHHA [Office of 
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment] health risk assessment guidance. (Stevens 
Letter, p. 3.) Archer failed to analyze air quality impacts in accordance with the new 
standards of analysis that have been promulgated by OEHHA. The new standards were 
adopted by the State March 6, 2015 and AQMD (Air Quality Management District) June 
5, 2015. They reflect advances in the field of risk assessment along with explicit 
consideration of infants and children’s health concerns. These standards are three times 
more protective than the old standards that Archer used. According to Stevens, “The new 
guidelines, as applied to this project, would increase the risk values substantially above 
those under prior guidelines. The cancer risk is expected to increase approximately 10 
fold for short term events, such as construction, under the new guidelines because of the 
added sensitivity toward younger populations(Stevens Letter, p. 3, emphasis added.) 
The new air quality standards must be used in order not to put Archer school students at
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risk of adverse health impacts such as asthma, respiratory illness, and premature death. 
Agency guidance indicates that new OEHHA methodology will substantially increase 
the estimated significance of toxic air contaminants.

It is misleading to the public to claim health risk assessment (HRA) under the 
outdated analysis proves health impacts will be insignificant. The City in a document 
entitled “Errata 5,” apparently posted only within the past couple weeks and without 
public notice, states the determination that impacts would be less than significant “was 
made based on the analytical requirements established by the City” in the form of the 
''City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide.”

It is our understanding this Guide has never been formally adopted by the City 
Council. Even if it were, it is plainly now outdated by the new OEHHA Guidance and 
cannot be relied upon for this analysis.

Courts have observed using outdated guidance documents violates CEQA:

[I]n reply to public criticism that the EIR failed to use the most recent CARB 
speciation profde in estimating TAC emissions from jet aircraft, the Port created 
the misleading impression that a CARB official had discouraged the Port from 
utilizing speciation profile # 586 because it had not yet been officially adopted by 
CARB and that CARB staff had questions about the accuracy of its methodology...

For these reasons, the use in the final EIR of data extrapolated from CARB's 1991 
speciation profile # 508 for measuring aircraft emission of TAC's did not meet the 
standard of “a good faith effort at full disclosure” required by CEQA. (Guidelines, 
§ 15151.)” ‘ “[Wjhere comments from responsible experts or sister agencies 
disclose new or conflicting data or opinions that cause concern that the agency 
may not have fully evaluated the project and its alternatives, these comments may 
not simply be ignored. There must be good faith, reasoned analysis in response.”' 
(Cleary v. County of Stanislaus (1981) 118 Cal.App.3d 348, 357, 173 Cal.Rptr 
390, original italics.) By using scientifically outdated information derived from the 
1991 profile, we conclude the EIR was not a reasoned and good faith effort to 
inform decision makers and the public about the increase in TAC emissions that 
will occur as a consequence of the Airport expansion.

(Berkeley Keep Jets Over the Bay Committee v. Board of Port Com'rs (2001) 91 
Cal.App.4th 1344, 1366.)

Because the new OEHHA methodology includes a number of conservative 
assumptions about potential impacts to infants and children, short term construction 
emissions could lead to significant HRA results. For example, SCAQMD staff estimate
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that a six-month construction project for a typical one-acre office project could cause a 
significant HRA impact. (SCAQMD Staff presentation, Potential Impacts of New 
OEHHA Risk Guidelines on SCAQMD Programs, Agenda Item 8b, 
http ://www. aqmd. gov/ docs/default-source/Agendas/Governing-13 oar d/2014/may- 
specsess-8b.pdf, p. 9 [“6 months construction impacts from a typical 1-acre office project 
could cause significant risk: • 1 lb/day of DPM for 6 months = risk>10 per million”.])

The attorney for the project responding to these concerns at the PLUM hearing 
of the appeals stated that Archer will do a study later (prior to issuance of building 
permits) that will comply with the new OEHHA standards for analysis of airborne toxins. 
Errata 5 presents this as “Project Design Feature B-2.” (Errata 5, p. 12.) However, not 
requiring analysis until “Prior to the start of construction involving the use of heavy duty 
construction equipment” is improper deferral of analysis and mitigation. At that point it 
will be too late for independent public review, consideration of alternatives and 
development of mitigation measures should significant impacts be identified.

This type of deferred mitigation violates CEQA. {Stanislaus Natural Heritage 
project v. County of Stanislaus (1996) 48 Cal.App.4th 182, 199-206.) Where a mitigation 
measure such as compression of the construction schedule to three years could have 
environmental impacts of its own, those impacts must be analyzed pursuant to CEQA. 
(CEQA Guidelines section 15126 (c); Stevens v. City of Glendale (1981) 125 Ca.App.3d 
986,995-996.)

Numerous sources of reliable information demonstrate the particular vulnerability 
of school age children to the types of toxic air pollution that will be generated during 
construction activity:

1) Agency for Toxic Substances & Disease Registry [part of CDC], Environmental 
Health and Medicine Education — “Preconception Exposures and In Utero 
Exposures” http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/csem/csem.asp?csem=27&po=8 :

2) Agency for Toxic Substances & Disease Registry [part of CDC],
Environmental Health and Medicine Education - “Special Considerations 

Regarding Toxic Exposures to Young and School Age Children and Adolescents” 
http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/csem/csem.asp?csem=27&po= 10 [“[T]he rapid growth, 
division, and differentiation of many cells [during puberty] may result in 
vulnerabilities. ... Metabolic rate of some xenobiotics [foreign chemical 
substances in a body] is reduced in response to the increased secretion of growth 
hormone, steroids, or both that occur during the adolescent years.” (Citing 
Gitterman and Barer, “A Developmental Approach to Pediatric Environmental 
Health” 2001.)]
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3) American Academy of Pediatrics, “Ambient Air Pollution: Health Hazards to 
Children” (2003) appearing in Pediatrics, the official journal of the
AAP. http ://pediatrics. aappublicati ons.org/content/114/6/1699. full#R8 and http://p 
ediatrics.aappublications.org/content/114/6/1699.full.pdf [“Children are more 
vulnerable to the adverse effects of air pollution than are adults. ... Children have 
increased exposure to many air pollutants compared with adults because of higher 
minute ventilation and higher levels of physical activity. ... Children in 
communities with higher levels of urban air pollution (acid vapor, nitrogen 
dioxide, particulate matter with a median aerodynamic dynamic of less than 2.5 
um] and elemental carbon [a component of diesel exhaust] had decreased lung 
function growth ...”].]

4) Gilliand, FD, et ah, “The Effects of Ambient Air Pollution on School 
Absenteeism Due to Respiratory Illness” in Epidemiology 2001 (increase in ozone 
levels associated with increase in absenteeism due to respiratory-related 
symptoms); Chen et al, “Elementary School Absenteeism and Air Pollution” in 
Inhalation Toxicology (2000).

5) Children’s Health Study by USC, a longitudinal study of the impact of air 
pollution on children’s health, https://healthstudy.usc.edu/findings.php Findings 
published by, inter alia, Gauderman et al. “Childhood asthma and exposure to 
traffic and nitrogen dioxide" in Epidemiology (2005)

3. New Traffic Studies Are Required That Take Into Consideration 
The New Three Year Construction Schedule.

With the compression of the construction schedule to three years, “construction 
phases and the associated construction vehicle trips will overlap rather than being 
stretched out over six years.” (Brohard Letter, p. 1; Genis Memorandum, p. 2.) In order 
to properly identify, analyze, and mitigate the traffic impacts of the modified construction 
schedule on Sunset Boulevard and other roads and intersections, the City must determine 
current traffic volumes, determine baseline traffic conditions for a new planned 
construction start date of 2017, develop passenger car equivalent construction trips for 
Archer School, and develop appropriate mitigation measures during constmction. 
(Brohard Letter, pp. 1-2.) Archer must also set forth haul routes that would be used for 
construction traffic and how these would be affected by the compressed schedule.
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D. Archer Has Failed to Consider Alternative Locations, Which is a Violation of
CEQA

As stated in prior letters, Archer simply ignored the CEQA Guideline that 
explicitly requires consideration of alternative locations that would reduce or eliminate 
the impacts of the project. That includes alternative locations for its varsity games - 
Archer as well as other schools have held their varsity games off-campus for years; 
alternative locations for performance events by its students; alternative locations for 
parking; acquiring another parcel as a second campus on which to place one or more of 
the proposed new facilities (as other schools have done); or relocating the school to a 
larger, more appropriate location that would obviate the impacts of the current proposal. 
Each of these alternatives would be a mitigation measure for significant traffic impacts.

Our client has been informed from various sources in the community that there 
may be a proposal for an Archer School for Boys at a different location. Therefore, it is 
becoming clear that there is a viable alternative site that could potentially be used for at 
least portions of the proposed Archer School expansion. Such an alternative would 
reduce air quality, noise, traffic, and other impacts. We believe this alternative must be 
explored in the EIR.

E. Cumulative Traffic Impacts on Sunset Would be Worsened by Newly
Proposed Projects.

Traffic on Sunset Boulevard west of the 1-405 freeway will be cumulatively 
impacted by various projects that are being proposed. Recent information reveals that 
these projects are likely to overlap with the Archer School constructions. Projects that 
are in pipeline for approval include: Rick Caruso’s proposal in Pacific Palisades called 
Palisades Village (which adds traffic to Sunset, is scheduled to open in 2017, and is 
described at this website: http://www.palisadesvillageca.com/), Mount Saint Mary’s, and 
Brentwood School.

Brentwood School is on Sunset and will likely contribute large amounts of traffic 
to Sunset. It is our understanding that the first phase of construction will take place on 
the east campus with a new middle school building that will take three years to complete. 
Brentwood School is preparing a draft EIR to possibly start construction in 2016 but 
more likely in 2017-2018. We incorporate the June 12, 2014 Initial Study checklist 
(http://planning.lacitv.org/eir/nops/ENV-2014-572-EIR IS.pdf) in these comments. The 
Brentwood School proposal includes a performing arts center. We believe that in view of 
this, the Performing Arts Center portion of the Archer proposal, which does not comply 
with residential floor area limits, should be eliminated to reduce the project’s significant 
impacts, and that arrangements be made for shared use of a single performing arts center
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on the Brentwood campus. Having two such centers in close proximity with each other is 
unnecessary and burdensome to the community.

Mount St. Mary’s is north of Sunset on Bundy but Sunset is its only 
ingress/egress. Its project would involve demolishing five buildings and replacing them 
with one large building. This would be a 48,000 square foot athletic facility for 1,500 
girls (compared to Archer’s proposed 39,000 square foot facility for 500 girls). This will 
contribute traffic to Sunset. Archer School may be starting construction in 2017-2020. 
The public needs updated traffic studies that account for the cumulative impacts that 
would occur if all these projects were to be constructed and operated.

CONCLUSION

We ask that you require updated construction schedules (to update EIR 
Appendices C-l and C-2), air quality/health impact studies, and traffic studies in view of 
the new information about the compression of the construction schedule, new OEHHA 
guidance regarding air quality/health impacts, and the proposal of large construction 
projects that may concurrently contribute construction traffic to Sunset Boulevard. After 
these studies are prepared and added to the EIR, the EIR must be recirculated for public 
review and comment. Until that time, we urge you not to schedule a City Council 
hearing for potential approval of the Archer proposal.

We request pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21092.2 copies of any 
notices related to this project, especially any Notice of Determination regarding the 
potential approval of this project be sent to the undersigned in a prompt manner. Thank 
you for your consideration.
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1. July 28, 2015 Letter of Environmental Audit, Inc. Re Review of Air Quality 
Impacts

2. July 28, 2015 and December 3, 2014 Letters of Tom Brohard and Associates Re 
Review of Traffic Impacts

3. August 3, 2015 Memorandum of Sandra Genis Regarding Archer Forward 
meeting

4. Petitions signed online
5. Palisadian-Post Article and LA Times Article, August 2, 2015, “Neighbors push 

back against private schools' plans to expand”

Enclosures:
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ENCLOSURE 1



ENVIRONMENTAL AUDIT. INC. @
1000-A Ortega Way, Placentia, CA 92870-7162 

714/632-8521 FAX: 714/632-6754
36th ANNIVERSARY 

dstevens@envaudit.com 
mchoi@envaudit.com

July 28, 2015 
Project No. 2955

Douglas P. Carstens 
Chatten-Brown & Carstens LLP 
2200 Pacific Coast Highway, Suite 318 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

SUBJECT: Review of the Archer Forward: Campus Preservation and Improvement
Plan EIR

Dear Douglas Carstens:

We have reviewed the February 2014 Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) and 
the errata (Errata 1 and 2) included in the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the 
“Archer Forward: Campus Preservation and Improvement Plan”. The analysis in the DEIR was 
based on a 4.5-6 year construction period, but the FEIR is based on a 3 year construction period. 
A compression in construction schedule of that magnitude should trigger, at a minimum, a re
evaluation of air quality and traffic associated with construction. However, the FEIR fails to 
adequately analyze several areas of concern associated with compacting a construction schedule. 
Further, the FEIR fails to provide adequate information to perform an independent analysis of 
the proposed changes. Outlined below are some deficiencies in the DEIR and FEIR due to the 
compressed construction schedule.

Air Quality
• The numbers in the air quality appendices do not support the numbers presented in EIR. 

Table IV.B-13 (Mitigated Project Construction Emissions) show the peak value as 127 
lb/day for NOx (actually it shows the peak at 11 llb/day, but it’s a typo within the table). 
The table in Appendix F2 shows the peak as 94.9 lb/day NOx. Further, the CalEEMod 
outputs show 133.6 lb/day NOx. Neither of these values supports the value presented in 
the text of the DEIR.

• The lack of a 3 year construction schedule does not provide sufficient evidence that there 
is no change in peak day emissions. In fact, most of the data in the appendices would 
support a change in peak daily emissions due to overlap during Phase 1 and Phase 2 of 
the project.

• Based on the DEIR, the peak daily NOx emissions for construction occur during Months 
14-16. Assuming no overlap in schedule will occur during the peak months, then Phase 1 
and Phase 2 would have to overlap almost entirely to be completed in the remaining 2 
years of the 3 year construction schedule presented in the FEIR. The chance of a new

PLANNING, ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS AND 
HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES MAN A GEMENT AND REMEDIA TION

mailto:dstevens@envaudit.com
mailto:mchoi@envaudit.com


Archer EIR Review 
July 28, 2015 
Page 2

peak day occurring during the first 6-7 months of the Phase 1/Phase 2 overlap is very 
high. If the first 6 months are staggered to avoid creating a new peak, there would be no 
realistic way to complete the project within the 3 year construction schedule without 
increasing the amount of construction occurring during day to day operations. Increasing 
day to day construction operations would merit further analysis to assure a new peak is 
not generated in later months.

• To determine the actual air quality impacts due to overlapping phases, the project would 
have to be remodeled in CalEEMod. However, new CalEEMod runs were not included 
in the FEIR.

Traffic
As shown in Table IV.K-29, the peak traffic of 178 trips occurs during Phase lb. 
Assuming no overlap during North Wing Renovation, Phase 1 Excavation, or the peak 
day, the remaining Phase 1 components have between 131 and 150 trips and would have 
to overlap with Phase 2. The original Phase 2, which builds the multipurpose and aquatic 
facilities separately, has 51 trips in the peak hour. Overlapping the original Phase 2 to 
any part of the remaining Phase 1 sections would change the minimum number of trips to 
182, which is greater than the 178 trips described in the EIR. The results are the same in 
Table IV.K-29 which converts truck trips into passenger car equivalents. Using the 
information provided in the EIR, it appears that the peak traffic conditions would change 
for a 3 year construction schedule.

Heath Risk
• The DEIR is plagued with inconsistences between the document and appendix. Using the 

appendix supporting documentation, the calculated the ground level concentration (GLC) 
should be 0.39 ug/m3 instead of the 0.25 ug/m3 found in the Appendix F.l-l(d).

• The DEIR claims 9.1 cancer cases per one million people. The tables in Appendix F.l- 
1(d) claims 8.2 cancer cases per million people. Using the corrected GLC, the 8.2 cancer 
cases per million people would scale up to 12.6 cancer cases per one million people for a 
4.5 year construction schedule, which is above the CEQA threshold of 10 cancer cases 
per one million people. The 9.1 number used in the main text of the DEIR is unsupported 
by the appendix.

• In the tables in Appendix F.l-l(d), the diesel emission rate was based on approximately 
10.8 hours per day of equipment operations. The AERMOD run, which models the 
dispersion of those diesel emissions, was based on 7 hours per day. Correcting this error 
in methodology would increase the GLC and, therefore, risk by 54% (as shown above).

• The diesel emission rates for the risk analysis were based on the 4.5 year construction 
schedule. Diesel emissions rates need to be readjusted for the 3 year schedule in order to 
correctly calculate health risk for construction. The actual effect on health risk cannot be 
determined without knowing if the hours per day or total PM would change due to a 
compressed schedule. Even if there were no change in total PM or daily construction 
hours, the diesel emission rate would still change (X pounds over 4.5 years will have a 
different emission rate than X pounds over 3 years), which requires the health risk to be 
re-evaluated.
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• The health risk analysis in the EIR is based on the outdated 2003 OEHHA health risk 
assessment guidance. The new OEHHA guidance was adopted by the state on March 6, 
2015, and adopted on June 5, 2015, by the AQMD, which governs regional air quality 
standards in the Los Angeles Basin. The new guidelines, as applied to this project, would 
increase the risk values substantially above those under prior guidelines. The cancer risk 
is expected to increase approximately 10 fold for short term events, such as construction, 
under the new guidelines because of the added sensitivity toward younger populations. 
The new guidance would push the already significant health risk under the old guidance 
well into the hundreds of cancer cases per million people.

These are obvious flaws in the analysis of the original construction schedule that merit further 
discussion/analysis in a revised and recirculated EIR to understand the impacts of a compressed 
3 year construction schedule. At a minimum, a new construction schedule and equipment list 
would need to be provided for a proper analysis of the proposed changes to the project.

Please contact me if you have any further questions of comments.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL AUDIT, INC.

Debbie Bright Stevens 
Vice President 
714-632-8521x241

Michael M. Choi 
Air Quality Specialist
714-632-8521x227

DBS’.mc
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July 28, 2015

Douglas P. Carstens, Attorney at Law 
Chatten-Brown & Carstens 
2200 Pacific Coast Highway, Ste. 318 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

SUBJECT: Archer School Project - Continuing Traffic Issues 

Dear Mr. Carstens:

My April 25, 2014 letter commented on traffic, access, and parking issues in the 
DEIR associated with the proposed expansion of the Archer School. As detailed 
in my December 3, 2014 letter regarding the FEIR, several of these issues 
remain. This letter addresses the need to reanalyze the compressed construction 
schedule that is now deferred to start in 2017 as well as the faulty mitigation 
“limitations” proposed for arrivals and departures at the parking structure.

Compressed Construction Schedule Beginning in 2017

The Archer School Project, originally planned for construction over six+ years, 
has recently been modified to a compressed three-year construction period, with 
only minor reductions in the scope of the expansion. Furthermore, the start of 
construction has been deferred to the summer of 2017 when another proposed 
school expansion together with other projects may also contribute significant 
construction traffic in the immediate area. Errata 2 dated April 2015 claims to 
analyze the compressed three-year construction schedule starting in summer of 
2017 but no data or analyses are presented to support the claim of “no new 
significant construction traffic impacts.”

Errata 2 presented the compressed three-year construction period but it does not 
include the number of construction trips by vehicle type for each phase of all 
components of the school expansion, basic information required for proper 
analyses of traffic impacts. With a compressed three-year schedule, construction 
phases and the associated construction vehicle trips will overlap rather than 
being stretched out over six years. The following four steps are required to 
properly identify, analyze, and mitigate the traffic impacts of the modified project 
construction schedule on Sunset Boulevard and other roads and intersections:

1) Determine Current Traffic Volumes - The EIR speculated that traffic 
volume and congestion increases on Sunset Boulevard and other 
roadways and intersections were related to construction of the HOV lanes 
on the I-405 Freeway. Rather than relying on those potentially faulty

81905 Mountain View Lane, La Quinta, California 92253-7611 
Phone (760) 398-8885 Fax (760) 398-8897 

E-mail lbrohard@earthlink.net
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Mr. Douglas P. Carstens
Archer School Project - Continuing Traffic Issues 
July 28, 2015

“Limitations” on Arrivals and Departures Are Faulty

Limitations on arrivals and on departures at the Archer Campus parking structure 
will not reduce trips that will occur as guests will come to the area to attend an 
event ready to enter the structure at 7:00 PM when there are no limitations on the 
count. The FEIR confuses the capacity of and hourly limitations at the parking 
structure with the trips that will be generated by the special events. Limiting 
arrivals does not and will not limit departures. While the FEIR has backed into 
numbers that theoretically eliminate significant traffic impacts, the proposed 
mitigation measures are not feasible or practical, and they will not produce the 
arrival and departure limitations that are required to eliminate significant traffic 
impacts. (Please see Pages 2-4 of my December 3, 2014 rebuttal to the FEIR 
enclosed).

Events at Archer School will also create extended peak hours that have not been 
studied. Traffic generated by these events will travel through the adjacent 
neighborhoods and on major roadways and intersections both before and after 
the events are held at the school. While there are “limitations” on arrivals and 
departures at certain times at the parking structure, there are no limits for 
departures after the weekday events after 7:00 PM.

The changes in the construction schedule as well as the proposed “limitations” 
on arrivals and departures require further study, analysis, and explanation in a 
revised and recirculated EIR before the City of Los Angeles considers the Archer 
School Project. If you have questions regarding these comments, please call or 
email me.

Respectfully submitted,

Tom Brohard and Associates

Li~\_
Tom Brohard, PE 
Principal

Enclosure
December 3, 2014 Letter - Rebuttal to FEIR
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December 3, 2014

Ms. Beverly G. Palmer, Attorney at Law 
Strumwasser & Woocher LLP 
10940 Wiishire Boulevard, Suite 2000 
Los Angeles CA 90024

SUBJECT: Review of the FEIR for Archer Forward: Campus Preservation 
and Improvement Plan in the City of Los Angeles - Continuing Traffic, 
Access, and Parking Issues

Dear Ms. Palmer:

I, Tom Brohard, P.E., have reviewed various portions of the November 2014 
Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) prepared by Matrix Environmental for 
the Archer Forward: Campus Preservation and Improvement Plan (Proposed 
Project) in the Brentwood-Pacific Palisades Community Plan Area in the City of 
Los Angeles, with particular focus on the following sections:

> Section II - Changes to the EIR
> Section III.C - Topical Responses 3, 5, 7, 10, and 14
> Section III.D - Response to Comments 51-56 through 51-96

My April 25, 2014 letter to you provided a number of comments on the Draft EIR 
for the Proposed Project (Comments 51-56 through 51-96) and was enclosed as 
Exhibit “A” with your comments (Letter 51). While some of my comments have 
been addressed, a number of traffic, access, and parking issues remain as they 
have not been resolved or fully addressed. For each of these continuing issues, 
this letter includes summary quotes from my initial comment letter and the FEIR 
response, together with my rebuttal to the FEIR. These various issues and 
concerns require further study, analysis, and explanation before the City of Los 
Angeles considers the Proposed Project.

In summary, the mitigation measures that have been proposed do not address 
the resulting significant traffic impacts that the Proposed Project will create. 
Limitations on arrivals and on departures at the Archer Campus parking structure 
will not reduce trips that will occur as guests will park elsewhere after being 
turned away at the parking structure. The FEIR confuses the capacity of and 
hourly limitations at the parking structure with the trips that will be generated by 
the special events. Limiting arrivals does not and will not limit departures. While 
the FEIR has backed into numbers that theoretically eliminate significant traffic 
impacts, the proposed mitigation measures are not feasible or practical, and they 
will not produce the arrival and departure limitations that are required to eliminate 
significant traffic impacts.

81905 Mountain View Lane, 1m Quinta, California 92253-7611 
Phone (760) 398-8885~~ Fax (760) 398-8897 

Email throhard@earthlink.net
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Continuing Traffic, Access, and Parking Issues

The following traffic, access, and parking issues were identified during my review 
of the documents associated with November 2014 Archer Forward: Campus 
Preservation and Improvement Plan FEIR, beginning with those issues I found 
most significantly concerning:

1) Comment 51-85 - Limiting Arrivals - In regard to Mitigation Measure K-2, 
“There is no feasible or practical way to limit vehicles from trying to reach 
Archer School for an event on a weekday or a Saturday afternoon.”

a) In response, Page III-667 of the FEIR states “The additional mitigation 
measures in the Final EIR limit the total number of vehicles that can arrive 
at the site for events (whether a single event or simultaneous events) to 
levels that would not generate significant traffic impacts.”

In rebuttal to this response, Archer proposes to limit the number of 
vehicles that enter or exit the parking structure on the campus. By itself, 
this does not preclude parents and guests from driving to Archer School 
for an event and from then being turned away if the limitation on arrivals at 
the site is exceeded. After making the trip, these parents and guests will 
circulate on the area streets while seeking parking nearby, resulting in 
additional and longer trips that will increase congestion. Even though the 
limitation on arrivals at the parking structure could theoretically be 
maintained, additional trips and significant traffic impacts would occur on 
the roadways in the area as parents and guests search for parking.

In further rebuttal to this response and according to “Project Mitigation - 
Trip Generation Estimates with 70 Percent Busing and Additional Limits 
on Events”, Revised Table 7 in the FEIR, 17 student carpools with parent 
drivers will arrive at Archer School from 3 to 4 PM when event arrivals are 
proposed to be limited to 44 guest vehicles. To comply with Mitigation 
Measure K-2, it will difficult to separately monitor the 44 net new trips 
made by guests while the 17 parent driven carpools enter from 3 to 4 PM.

b) In response, Page III-667 of the FEIR then states “...the Project shall 
include implementation of a comprehensive Traffic Management Program 
that would include, but not be limited to, a prohibition of parking on 
residential streets. To ensure implementation of the Traffic Management 
Program, the School shall continue to inform parents, students, faculty, 
and staff in writing on an annual basis of all rules regulating School traffic 
and parking.”

In rebuttal to this response and stated below regarding Comment 51-59, 
only the City of Los Angeles can prohibit, restrict, or limit parking on the

Ms. Beverly G. Palmer
Archer School FEIR - Continuing Traffic, Access, and Parking Issues
December 3, 2014
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residential streets. Archer School can remind parents, students, faculty, 
and staff on an annual basis but only the City, not Archer School, can 
prohibit and enforce parking restrictions and limitations on public streets. 
In addition, reminding the School family does not guarantee that all guests 
will be informed or that they will comply with rules that they do not know or 
understand.

c) In response, Page III-667 then states “...Archer could prohibit guests from 
walking onto the campus without a walking permit issued by Archer.” In 
regard to Comment 51-59, Page MI-646 of the FEIR stated “Archer will 
continue to prohibit guests from walking onto the campus without a 
walking permit issued by Archer.” Does Archer prohibit guests from 
walking onto campus or not? Will the present practice continue? How are 
walking passes provided to guests? When the parking structure on 
campus is fully occupied for a large event, how will those who must park 
elsewhere be able to gain access to the campus and the event?

2) Comment 51-86 - Limiting Departures - “Similarly, it is not feasible or 
practical to hold vehicles within the parking structure after an event 
concludes... Holding vehicles in the parking structure after an event would be 
extremely difficult to implement...” Page III-668 of the FEIR states “The 
Project does not propose to hold vehicles within the parking structure after an 
event concludes. Rather, the limitations on vehicles arriving for an event 
would limit the total number of vehicles present for an event, which in turn 
would limit the number departing after an event concludes.”

In rebuttal to this response, limitations on arrivals in the hour before an event 
do not and will not limit the number of vehicles trying to depart after an event 
concludes. What if several parents and guests arrive at 2:55 PM prior to the 
limitation of 44 vehicle arrivals between 3 and 4 PM? What if the early arrivals 
decide to leave between 5 and 6 PM after the event when only 44 departures 
are allowed? To meet the letter of the limitation, the 45th vehicle and the 
others waiting to depart must not leave until after 6 PM. The FEIR indicates 
Archer will not hold these vehicles until 6 PM. In that case, the limitation on 
departures will be exceeded, and significant traffic impacts will occur. No 
mitigation measures have been proposed to address these significant traffic 
impacts that will result.

In further rebuttal to this response and according to “Project Mitigation - Trip 
Generation Estimates with 70 Percent Busing and Additional Limits on 
Events”, Revised Table 7 in the FEIR, 63 vehicle departures including 17 
student carpools with parent drivers, 8 student carpools with student drivers, 
and 38 faculty/staff will depart from Archer School from 5 to 6 PM when event 
departures are proposed to be limited to 44 guest vehicles. To comply with 
Mitigation Measure K-2, it will difficult if not impossible to separately monitor

Ms. Beverly G. Palmer
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the 44 net new departing trips made by guests while the 63 other vehicles exit 
from 5 to 6 PM.

3) Comment 51-77 - Design Features Require Independent Monitoring - 
“Specific requirements, together with public review, must be adopted as 
enforceable Conditions of Approval for the Design Features upon which the 
DEIR and the TAR have relied for their analyses.” In response, Page III-660 
of the FEIR states “All of the project design features and mitigation measures 
identified and analyzed in the Draft EIR and the Final EIR are included in the 
mitigation monitoring and reporting program set forth in Section IV, Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program, of this Final EIR and would be mandatory 
elements of the Project.” In rebuttal to this response, the proposed monitoring 
of the project design features is not timely, is not subject to public review, and 
has not been recommended for adoption as enforceable Conditions of 
Approval. In addition, the frequency of the monitoring and the penalties for 
non-compliance are not specified. All monitoring must also be done by an 
independent third party so that it is unbiased. As specific examples:

a) Project Design Feature K-1, requires continuation of the Traffic 
Management Program including carpools and maintaining a progressive 
disciplinary system of enforcement. Annual monitoring is proposed to be 
included in the annual compliance report to be submitted to LADOT but no 
details are provided (i.e., what is the frequency of critical data collection 
such as parent and student carpool vehicle occupancy? Archer must also 
provide records of violations and enforcement actions taken to support the 
existence of a progressive disciplinary system). Annual monitoring is 
insufficient and must be done at least once every semester as was 
required for five years when the Archer School relocated to the Sunset 
Boulevard site. What are the penalties for non-compliance?

b) Project Design Feature K-6, requires that an increasing percentage of 
employees arrive outside of the 7 AM to 8 AM as enrollment increases to 
470 students (20% outside AM peak) and 518 students (40% outside AM 
peak). “Periodic field inspections” are proposed to be reported in the 
annual compliance report to be submitted to LADOT but no details are 
provided as to the frequency of the periodic field inspections. What is the 
frequency of the inspections and what are the penalties for non
compliance with the increasing percentages of vehicles required to arrive 
outside of the AM peak hour so no further significant traffic impacts occur?

c) Project Design Feature K-7, requires development and implementation of 
an Event Parking and Transportation Management Plan for all 
Interscholastic Athletic Competitions and/or School Functions. This Plan is 
critical as it includes measures to manage and control traffic and parking 
at no more than the limits set forth in Mitigation Measure K-2. The Plan

Ms. Beverly G. Palmer
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could include a number of potential measures such as a parking 
reservation system, attendant assisted parking, and prohibition of walk-in 
guests. While the Plan is to be submitted to LADOT for review and 
approval 60 days prior to the first event, there is no opportunity for public 
review and comment. Furthermore, Page IV-37 of the FEIR indicates a 
monitoring frequency of “once for approval of the Plan.” This precludes 
potentially beneficial changes to the Plan based on experiences at the 
events and does not provide for any meaningful monitoring of the 
effectiveness of the Plan itself in capping arrivals and departures as 
required in Mitigation Measure K-2. This is woefully deficient.

4) Comment 51-59 - Parking near Archer Campus - “While technically not 
allowed, I understand from observations of residents that some on-street 
parking does occur at various times on the residential streets to the north of 
Archer School.”

a) In response, Page MI-645 of the FEIR states “...the Project shall include 
implementation of a comprehensive Traffic Management Program that 
would include, but not be limited to, a prohibition on parking on residential 
streets.”

In rebuttal to this response, only the City of Los Angeles can prohibit, 
restrict, or limit parking on the residential streets. Archer School can 
remind parents, students, faculty, and staff on an annual basis but only the 
City, not Archer School, can prohibit and enforce parking restrictions and 
limitations on public streets.

b) In response, Page MI-646 of the FEIR states “Archer will continue to 
prohibit guests from walking onto the campus without a walking permit 
issued by Archer. All guests would be required to check in with security 
upon arrival to the campus.”

In rebuttal to this response, there are no specific Mitigation Measures, 
Project Design Features, or Conditions of Approval are proposed to 
prohibit walking onto campus or to require guests to check in with security.

5) Comment 51-60 - Parking AVO Data - “Without validation, the DEIR 
conclusions regarding actual parking demand with the Proposed Project lack 
foundation and cannot be supported.” In response, Page MI-646 of the FEIR 
states “...parking demand estimates for events utilized AVO data for 
performing arts and athletic facilities throughout the Los Angeles region.”

In rebuttal to this response, no such data was presented in the Draft EIR, in 
the TAR, or in the FEIR to support the assumed average vehicle occupancy
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(AVO) of 1.5 persons per vehicle for weekday events or for 2.0 persons per 
vehicle for weekend events.

6) Comment 51-63 - Parkinq/Traffic - Back to Back Events - “If Archer School is 
not going to hold back-to-back events then enforceable mitigation measures 
must be developed to preclude one event from ending and another event 
from starting within the same hour.” In response, Page 111-649 of the FEIR 
states “...the additional mitigation measures prohibit guests arriving at the 
Archer campus to attend Functions and Interscholastic Athletic Competitions 
beginning at 5:30 PM or 6:00 PM, which would eliminate the potential for 
overlap between guests departing events and guests arriving at events.”

In rebuttal to this response, Archer School would not be prohibited from 
scheduling back to back events. While guests attending events would not be 
allowed to enter the parking structure on campus, guests could certainly park 
elsewhere and walk into the campus unless all walk-in access is prohibited. 
Unsuspecting or uninformed guests would also still drive to the campus, be 
turned away from entering the parking structure, and then travel on streets to 
find parking elsewhere. Driving on the congested streets in the vicinity of 
Archer School would offset any benefit obtained by limiting arrivals at the 
parking structure, particularly the elimination of the otherwise significant traffic 
impacts associated with the Project. To preclude back-to-back events and the 
issues associated with them, Archer School must be prohibited from holding 
any special events beginning at 5:30 PM or at 6:00 PM.

7) Comment 51-66 - Traffic Queuing - “The addition of Archer School event 
traffic between 3 PM and 7 PM on weekdays on top of gridlocked conditions 
will result in higher levels of traffic congestion, longer queues, and extended 
hours of gridlock.” In response, Page 111-651 of the FEIR states “In 
accordance with LADOT Guidelines, analyses were not conducted to quantify 
potential Project impacts on travel times and delay along the Sunset 
Boulevard corridor.”

In rebuttal to this response, many agencies do consider queuing and the 
traffic impacts associated with additional Project trips on existing traffic 
queues. With gridlocked traffic on Sunset Boulevard until well after 7 PM on 
weekdays, vehicles do experience difficulty in exiting Archer School as the 
traffic demand significantly exceeds the capacity of the roadway. The Traffic 
Photos enclosed with my April 25, 2014 comment letter clearly demonstrate 
the extensive queuing on Sunset Boulevard at Archer School. Under LOS F, 
the number of vehicles able to travel through an intersection actually 
decreases within the peak hours, the peak hours spill over into adjacent 
hours, and vehicular traffic seeks alternate routes to avoid gridlock. The EIR 
and the TAR should have carefully considered these real-world gridlocked 
conditions as shown in the Traffic Photos enclosed with my April 25, 2014
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letter rather than blaming Sunset Boulevard congestion on the I-405 HOV 
Freeway Widening Project and then hiding behind the LADOT Guidelines.

8) Comment 51-67 - Traffic on Chaparal Street - “Eastbound commuters are 
cutting through the neighborhood to the north to avoid Sunset Boulevard, with 
the November 9, 2011 traffic volume on Chaparal Street showing 887 
eastbound vehicles between 3 and 7:30 PM.” In response, Page III-652 of the 
FEIR states “With improvement in conditions along Sunset Boulevard, this 
cut-through traffic is expected to reduce.”

In rebuttal to this response and as indicated in Topical Response 10, traffic 
volumes on Sunset Boulevard are continuing to grow. As capacity is reached, 
higher levels of congestion occur for extended hours, causing commuters to 
seek alternate routes on adjacent residential streets such as Chaparal Street. 
Traffic counts for one day in October 2014 do not confirm that a continued 
reduction in cut-through traffic will be sustained. Without additional east-west 
roadway capacity improvements (and none are planned or programmed), 
there is no evidence to support the conclusion that “...cut-through traffic is 
expected to reduce.”

9) Comment 51-73 - Access to Sunset Boulevard - “Mitigation Measure K-12 on 
Page IV.K-111 states ‘If necessary, appropriate traffic controls (signs and 
temporary signals) shall be installed to ensure pedestrian and vehicular safety 
during construction.’” In response, Page III-657 of the FEIR states “The 
reference to temporary signals in Mitigation K-12 is in error and is hereby 
deleted from the Final EIR. There is no intent to utilize temporary traffic 
signals.”

In rebuttal to this response, the FEIR has improperly dismissed the use of 
temporary traffic signals during construction as being “in error”. No analysis 
has been conducted at the existing Archer School exit driveway under traffic 
signal control either during construction or after completion of the Proposed 
Project. A complete study including the preparation of traffic signal warrant 
sheets is required to analyze the exiting traffic during construction and after 
completion of the Proposed Project so that all significant traffic impacts can 
be properly identified and analyzed, enabling feasible mitigation measures to 
then be developed and implemented. 1

1 COComment 51-75 - Pedestrian Safety Study - “The TAR states The purpose of 
the study will be to identify improvements to sidewalks, crosswalks, traffic 
signal equipment, etc., to enhance the safety of pedestrians around the 
Project Site.’” In response, Page III-659 of the FEIR restates Project Design 
Feature K-4 which indicates “The Project Applicant shall provide up to 
$10,000 for the conduct and implementation of a pedestrian safety study...” In 
rebuttal to this response, the EIR limits the Project Applicant’s contribution to
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“up to $10,000”, an amount that may not even fund the study itself let alone 
implement any of the recommended improvements.

11) Comment 51-76 - Chaparal Street Traffic Calming - “The TAR states The 
Project proposes to work with the City of Los Angeles and neighborhood 
residents to fund the development and implementation of a traffic calming 
plan on Chaparal Street between Saltair Avenue and Barrington Avenue to 
minimize cut-through traffic on this street.”’ In response, Page Ml-660 of the 
FEIR restates Project Design Feature K-5 which indicates “The Project 
Applicant shall coordinate with the City of Los Angeles and neighborhood 
residents to provide up to $15,000 for the development and implementation of 
a traffic calming plan...” In rebuttal to this response, the EIR limits the Project 
Applicant’s contribution to “up to $15,000”, an amount that may not be 
sufficient to even fund the study itself, let alone implement any of the 
recommended improvements. A study of cut-through traffic must also include 
Saltair Avenue between Sunset Boulevard and Chaparal Street, clearly part 
of the cut-through traffic route between 3 PM and 7:30 PM on weekdays.

12) Comment 51-78 - Chayote Street Study - “Page 120 of the TAR indicates 
that the Project is also proposing to ‘...fund and facilitate implementation of a 
number of other measures to generally improve transportation conditions in 
the area...’ including the Chayote Street Study.” In response to this comment, 
Page 111-681 of the FEIR states “The reference to a ‘Chayote Street Study’ in 
the Summary and Conclusions chapter in the Traffic Analysis Report is in 
error and is hereby deleted from the Traffic Analysis Report.” In rebuttal to 
this response, the FEIR must explain why the prior offer associated with the 
Chayote Street Study to “...fund and facilitate implementation of a number of 
other measures to generally improve transportation conditions in the area...” 
has now been withdrawn by the Project Applicant.

Additional study of the Proposed Project must be undertaken in the areas of 
traffic, access, and parking. Each of the various issues and concerns raised 
throughout this letter must be addressed in detail to properly disclose, analyze, 
and mitigate the environmental impacts of the Proposed Project. The Archer 
Forward: Campus Preservation and Improvement Plan FEIR must then be 
revised accordingly and recirculated for further public review and comment. If you 
have questions regarding these comments, please call me at your convenience.

Ms. Beverly G. Palmer
Archer School FEIR - Continuing Traffic, Access, and Parking Issues
December 3, 2014
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Tom Brohard, PE 
Principal

8



ENCLOSURE 3



SANDRA GENIS, PLANNING RESOURCES
1586 MYRTLEWOOD COSTA MESA, CA. 92626 PHONE/FAX (714) 754-0814

To: Doug Carstens, Michelle Black 

From: Sandra Genis 

Date: August 3, 2015 

Subject: Archer Forward Meeting

On Thursday, July 30, 2015,1 attended a meeting regarding the Archer Forward project (Case 
No. CPC-2014-666-VCU-ZAA-SPR) with representatives of the Sunset Coalition and 
representatives of the applicant. One goal of the meeting was to gain more information 
regarding the compressed construction schedule in order that impacts could be clearly assessed. 
Unfortunately, that was not forthcoming.

The project was initially proposed to be constructed over a six-year period, as shown in 
Appendix C-l to the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). It was then proposed to 
shorten the schedule to five years as described in DEIR Appendix C-3 and Final EIR Appendix 
C-4. This was to be achieved by greater overlap in construction of the various facilities. It is 
now proposed that construction be completed in three years.

Mr. Montoya of Matt Construction verbally described how the early stages of construction would 
occur, but no data regarding equipment, trips, or week-by-week or even month-by-month activity 
was provided. Thus, the applicant failed to provide adequate information to assess impacts on 
air quality, traffic, and noise.

Counsel for Archer indicated that peak day activity would remain the same, but provided no 
evidence of that fact. Mr. Montoya did discuss site limitations, noting that the highest air 
emissions would occur during grading and the excavation area could only accommodate a 
limited amount of construction equipment and activity at a time. While this does address 
potential changes in hourly emission due solely to excavation, it fails to address increases in 
daily emissions due to extended hours or the cumulative effect of numerous on-site construction 
activities occurring simultaneously, each activity generating its own traffic, noise, and air 
emissions.



The air quality data sheets included in DEIR Appendix F-l list daily usage, in hours, of 
construction equipment to be used. Projected hours generally range from four hours to eight 
hours. However, with a compressed schedule, usage hours could well be increased. Condition 
of Approval No. 29d.v for CPC-2014-666-VCU-ZA-SPR states:

v. Construction Hours may extend beyond these hours only when required and 
specifically permitted by the City, but in no event shall construction take place on 
Sundays.

Thus, it is possible that equipment could be used for additional hours, generating additional 
emissions per day.

It is difficult to see how construction could be completed in three years without increasing daily 
activity. Under either a six-year schedule, construction activities would be scheduled as follows:

Activity Months Total

Months

North Wing

Renovation

1-16 16

Site Preparation and 

Excavation and Haul

11-16 6

Parking Structure / 

Outdoor Athletic

Fields

17-28 12

Multi-purpose Facility 17-37 21

Aquatics Center /

Visual Arts Center

38-57 20

Performing Arts

Center

58-74 17

As outlined by Mr. Montoya, the site preparation and grading and construction of the North 
Wing, Multi-purpose facility, and parking structure would be completed in two years, and the 
Visual Arts Center and Performing Arts Center would be constructed in the third year. However, 
the Multi-purpose Facility (21 months) would be in the excavated area so it would appear 
difficult to commence that activity before site preparation and excavation (six months) was 
completed, putting the schedule at twenty-seven months. Even considering elimination of the 
Aquatics Center, construction of the Visual Arts Center and Performing Arts Center would take 
seventeen months, so the three-year schedule would be unrealistic unless daily activity within a 
given phase were increased or nearly all phases were occurring simultaneously.

Overlapping the various phases could lead to a cumulative increase in impacts. For example, 
peak trip generation due to North Wing construction would occur in Months 11 and 12, whereas



peak trip generation due to excavation and field construction would occur in months 14 to 16, 
peak trip generation for the parking structure and fields would be in Months 17 to 22 and peak 
trip generation due to construction of the multi-purpose facility would occur in Months 34 to 36. 
Depending on how construction phases were made to overlap, peak trip generation from different 
activities on the site could end up occurring at the same time, leading to increased impacts.

The meeting not only failed to answer important questions, it raised others. For example, 
requiring any access via Chaparal to be limited to the east was positive, though use of Sunset 
only would be preferred. However, the issue of the sharp turn at Barrington and Chaparal arose 
several times, and it appeared that construction managers were still working out various issues. 
For example, the size of construction materials and equipment could depend on being able to 
make the Barrington/Chaparal turn. This could potentially result in additional trips due to the 
need for smaller loads at the turn.

In response to a question regarding how long it would take before the sound walls were placed, 
counsel for the applicant indicated that “sound walls take as long as they take”. Questions 
regarding concrete pour were still being determined. The applicant’s representative indicated 
they would “try” to schedule deliveries outside of peak hours, without a commitment to achieve 
an off-peak schedule.

Prior to moving forward with project approvals it is essential that the applicant submit additional 
information regarding the construction schedule and construction activities for full public review 
in order to evaluate project impacts and mitigate those impacts, where needed.
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change.org

Recipient:

Letter:

Mike Bonin, Chad Molnar, and Tricia Keane 

Greetings,

Dear Councilmember Bonin:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on 
the Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have 
an impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young 
Archer girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

•A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of 
Appendix C-1 to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

•An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

•An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

•An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review



Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the 
revised project as a whole.



Comments
Name Location Date Comment

Patricia Logan

Matthew Biren 

Jillian Kleiner

Lynn Altman

Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-18 This expansion will make Sunset Blvd beyond drivabie - it's already a
nightmare!

West Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-18 Congestion is already unbearable.

Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-18 Please, please do not let this go through! We cannot afford the extra traffic and
pollution associated with this project. One school's expansion would negitively 
impact an entire community! The afternoon traffic is already untenable. Thank 
you, Jillian Kleiner, MD

Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-18 I, too, think the project to big. In fact, Archer knew the limits when they
purchased the property. They should live with it - or move. I have lived in this 
area since 1950. There is a history of the private schools always wanting 
more.

David Rosenbaum MD Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-18 I will be trapped in my home for at least three years during construction

Robert Hackney Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-18 I am 72 and have serious asthma. My balcony & bedroom windows face and
are approximately 10 feet from the proposed demolition site as well as not 
more than 20 to 70 feet from one, if not two, construction gates for the constant 
ingress/egress of a plethora of large construction trucks. Constant exposure to 
these airborne toxicants and pathogenic size soil particles (perhaps containing 
asbestos, silicates, etc.) for from 3 to 6 years will either make me seriously ill 
and/or kill me outright! There are young children and infants in my building who 
will be subjected to my fate as well. This construction project is not well 
planned with regard to people's lives. And..,, I want to believe that you, the 
entire city council and the mayor sincerely believe and practice a policy which 
affirms that, "Every Life Counts." For me (and others, like me) this proposed 
construction project represents far more than a nuisance, because it is, 
unequivocally, a Matter of Life or Death." Thank you for listening to my 
concerns', and..., please realize that I am a registered voter who votes in every 
election.

Kelly Martino la, CA 2015-07-18 I do not want this construction or an underground parking structure built in my
back yard. There is already way too much traffic



David Wright Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Mike Bonin promised in his April 23 letter to the community that he would insist
on several further key conditions to the Archer package that the Planning 
Commission had approved. But in closed-door negotiations with BHA and only 
one Archer neighbor family, on June 30 his staff dropped several of those 
conditions - and OKd the Archer deal without even asking to review Archer's 
updated, now-overlapping construction schedule (now compressed from six 
years to 36 months but with only minor reductions in the amount of 
construction), an updated schedule of now-overlapping construction vehicle 
traffic, and an updated analysis of the airborne toxins that the construction will 
produce.

This project to benefit a student body of 500 remains selfishly disproportionate 
to the massive impacts on neighboring residents and the tens of thousands of 
Westside residents and commuters who rely on Sunset to reach the 405!

What’s the big rush, Mike? Archer has now unilaterally decided to defer the 
start of construction until the summer of 2017. Shouldn’t the public - and the 
Council! - have full disclosure before the project comes to a vote?!

And if Archer plans to open a school for boys, shouldn't it at least consider 
moving part of this project to that site, as required by the CEQA guidelines? 
That would greatly reduce the impacts on our community and on Sunset traffic!

Name Location Date Comment

Marv Kaye Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Gridlock currently exists on Sunset Blvd. it existed before this school was
founded and has gotten worse since then. Any further expansion of the campus 
will create an intolerable situation that will continue forever after the 
construction is complete. The wants of one school should not dwarf the needs 
and quality of life of hundreds of homeowners. If one for profit school is 
allowed to hire lobbyists to influence our elected officials, others including 
Brentwood school will have a strong argument to follow suit and pressure 
Councilman Bonin and others to ignore the needs of their formerly loyal 
homeowners without lobbyists who are entitled to commute on Sunset. The 
many should be respected. If not, they will vote accordingly.

Elin Schwartz Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Archer is a great school with an inadequate site. Instead of shoehorning 
themselves into our already beleagured neighborhood, they should display 
some responsibility and search for another, more appropriate site.

sonia scheideman Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 I strong oppose this project because it will cause devastating traffic problems.
traffic

Janet Manning Santa Monica, CA 2015-07-19 I hate traffic and private schools.

Susan Lindau Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 With traffic ruining so much of the good part of living in Los Angeles, why are 
we adding to that chaos with the construction, the increase in the number of
cars and the constant flow of activities at Archer on Sunset???

pamela alexander los angeles, CA 2015-07-19 This project is way too much for our neighborhood to handle. Please stop any 
increased congestion on sunset!

Laurie Benenson Santa Monica, CA 2015-07-19 Traffic on Sunset has gotten so much worse in the last few years. This project 
will make if impossible to use Sunset at all.

Don Hecker Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Sunset Blvd is barely passable as it is. We are already almost locked off from 
traveling east of the 405 Freeway.

bronya galef los angeles, CA 2015-07-19 I live right next to the Archer School. The traffic on Sunset is already a 
nightmare.Please postpone your vote until Archer agrees to full transparency.



Name Location Date Comment

Cheryl Bloch Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 We have too much traffic already, please stop over expansion for our tiny 
village of Brentwood with over five schools in a one mile radius and

Meghan Hudgins Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 It has become so stressful to travel east on school days! I have to add an 
additional 45-60 minutes to get to the 405.

Doris Blum Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 The traffic is out of control and Archer School has the audacity to disregard the 
needs of the people in the neighborhood.

Nina G Rosenfield Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-19 The traffic will be unbearable as will that on San Vicente and Barrington.

Lynn Goldberg Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Our neighborhood is gridlock and Council needs to help us.

Lilian Jensen Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 We are already stuck in traffic most of the time on sunset.

Barbara Hechtman Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 How could you put us through this nightmare and let that school ruin our 
neighborhood ?

Debby Berg Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Do not need more traffic!

Suzanne Bunzel los angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Do not rush into this massive assault on our environment without proper study 
and the educated involvement of all affected Los Angeles residents
- who vote!

nancy zaslavsky los angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Please postpone the vote and require full transparency on this high-impact 
traffic project.

John Cornyn Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Add more congestion and traffic to what is already a ParkingLot @ Barrington 
& Sunset? Breaking contracts and bullying neighbors? no thank you, Archer!

Dolores Shkolnik Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 I drive through this area every week and it is already so congested that it is an
awful drive.

valerie kalmenson los angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Horrinle situation here
Please no

Nina Cohen Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Increased traffic problems. The school was given occupancy based on certain 
parameters and now wants those changed to the detriment of the whole 
community for the good of only a few.

Mitch Paradise Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 I'm tired of this neighborhood being under siege. 4 years of the 405 widening, 
and now this. The Sunset/Barrington backup affects traffic down past Wilshire, 
Montana, San Vicente, etc.

S.X. Rosenstock Encino, CA 2015-07-19 Very concerned about toxic air, traffic at a standstill on Sunset Blvd and 
surrounding streets, the destruction of the residential character of the 
Brentwood neighborhood that long preceded Archer, and the need for 100% 
transparency regarding the massive Archer expansion project

Sara Melzer Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 I'm signing because the larger impact on the community needs to be taken into 
consideration. The proposed project is way out of proportion to what can 
reasonably can be accommodated within this particular space at this time.

Bridget Gless Keller Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 As a sixth-generation Californian, I've never seen such gridlock, nor had driving 
be such a nightmare. This should never be approved and the convalescent
home should never have been allowed to become a school

Karen Hastings Venice, CA 2015-07-19 I am tired of constant construction and ensuing traffic delays ....on PCH, in 
Santa Monica, and the 405....enough!

Rebecca Ross Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Archer School has already created a traffic nightmare! An expansion would be
a disaster!

Judy Broumand Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Terafic

Paige Marrs Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 Our city leaders need to give more weight to the greater good, and that 
school's expansion doesn't qualify. Any project that increases traffic congestion 
for more than a couple days has to be re-conceived or dropped.



Name Location Date Comment

Deborah Levine Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 This was not their original deal & I feel for the members of the Brentwood 
community.

Karen Pickard-Four Santa Monica, CA 2015-07-19 For all the reasons in this petition!

Karen Bruckner Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 This traffic corridor has had ENOUGH construction-related disruption! Traffic of 
this sort wastes hours a week for many people. Why should so many people 
be further inconvenienced for the benefit of so few? This is really not right.

Lansing Woo Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-19 I'm opposed to exacerbating the already horribly impacted traffic on Sunset.
The Archer school was allowed to come to Brentwood with the accepted 
proviso of compliance with specific terms and conditions on growth which they 
now want to expand. Their motives seem self-serving to increase tuition profit.

Nancy Carter Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 This is beyond acceptable for them to expand this site. I am very strongly 
opposed to their plans.

Eve Axelrad Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 I live nearby & am very concerned about the additional congestion on the roads 
during construction & after.

Vivian Pine Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 Project is unfair to residents, too big of a permanent traffic impact.

Linda Shevlin Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 I oppose Archer's plan to endanger traffic and students for years to add to 
increase their bottom line. Give 'em a inch and they'll take the intersection of 
Sunset Blvd and Barrington. Without regard to thousands and thousands of 
residents that cross that intersection and use Sunset as there main perhaps 
only route to the rest of WLA drive everyday.

Teri Wells Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 It's crazy!!
Traffic is already a mess!!!
Help

Deirdra Dinapoli Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 I live in Brentwood and use the Sunset corridor between Cliffwood and the 405 
every day. The traffic is already unbearable and I can't imagine approving ANY 
added construction that will further impact traffic in the neighborhood. Please
do not let this occur.

Franklin Gerechter Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 Sunset is a total mess between 630 am to 630 pm. The Archer school is trying 
to hoodwink the neighborhood but pretending to care about the construction 
mess that will happen. Let's just stop the continual destruction of Brentwood.

Vladimira Doran Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 We cant take anymore the hectic traffic on Sunset. Stop expanding Archer.

John Rosenfeld Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 Trying to transform their original agreement with a "bait and switch" maneuver!

kim dark Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-20 It's unbelievable how the traffic going east in the afternoon impacts our lives. 
Sometimes you just have to change your plans and stay on the Westside 
because it's so prohibitive

Vineeta Sherring Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 I drive that road everyday to work and back.

JACK ALLEN Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-20 I am signing because increasing the size of Archer School will substantially
increase traffic on Sunset.

Stacia Thompson Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-20 This location is not the right place for a private school that wants to expand. 
Archer knew this when they acquired the property, and they agreed to the 
limitations. Now they want a bigger, better campus - if so, they should move. 
This traffic corridor simply cannot handle this kind of added pressure. Those of 
us who live west of the project will be virtual prisoners in our homes.

Allison Mellon Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 our neighborhood will be gridlocked

Tina Huang Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 The traffic impacts my daily schedule

Andrew Biren Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 traffic concerns

Maxine Robinson Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 Highly support your plans.



Name Location Date Comment

Beatrice Nance Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 The construction noise and traffic snarls the project would bring would interfere 
with the use and enjoyment of the property of approx 200 of our residents.

Charley Morgan Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 Sunset Blvd. has been so difficult at this intersection for so long. Please do not 
authorize such a major new impact!

michael stark LA ca, CA 2015-07-20 the traffic is ridiculous

Franklin Strauss Santa Fe, NM 2015-07-20 This is a critical, life-changing building plan that will without question 
dramatically reduce automobile mobility and all forms of transportation for 
those of us who live near Sunset Blvd. west of the 405 Freeway. It must not be 
permitted to occur.

Merle Strauss Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 This proposed project is unacceptable and will have an extraordinarily 
negative effect on all aspects of life for those of us who live off Sunset 
Boulevard and west of the 405 freeway.

Andrei Doran Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 I drive on Sunset every day.

Mark Granby Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 against expansion due to traffic congestion

Barbara Bloom Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 This is my main route home from my offices in Santa Monica. The congestion 
on the westside moving East and North continues to be horrendous. The 10 
mile drive can take up to an hour via Barrington Sunset to 405. Please 
manage these projects responsibly. We are just recovering from the 405 
expansion and now this??

Joseph Pekarovic Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 When I moved to the West Side in 2001 I did so to stay out to the congestion 
between the 405, now with all these construction projects the traffic just keeps 
moving west... enough, this is a residential community.

Tom Freeman Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 The traffic impacts will be the type of intolerable impact that Archer promised it 
would never cause when it was given the right to operate a school on the 
property.

Denise Aberle Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 We need to place greater thought into the negative impact of this already 
congested area. Having gone through the 405 freeway reconstruction, it is 
clear to me that insufficient provisions were made to accommodate local 
citizens and the hugely negative impact of the renovations on people's lives. 
Finally, this is not just negative impact for the local Sunset area, but everyone 
on the Westside that relies on Sunset and neighboring streets for necessary
commutes to work and school.

Aiden Stark Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 I'm signing because this is ridiculous. Residents should not suffer because a 
private school wants to expand! This will affect traffic throughout the city.

Nancy Lew Calabasas, CA 91302,
CA

2015-07-20 Just too much traffic and impact on our community.

Donna Dubrow Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 Do not want more traffic congestion on Sunset. I can't leave my house after
1:30pm in the afternoon and after 7;30am. It's ENOUGH

Bijan Vahhaji Santa Monica, CA 2015-07-20 traffic is already a joke and to approve such a plan is truly a sign that 
councilmember has never driven down sunset during rush hour.

Wendy Dytman Los angeles, CA 2015-07-20 driving to Santa Monica from my home in the Hollywood Hills to my dr's apt in 
Santa Monica took me 90 minutes....a trip that used to take 30 minutes. It's
INSANE!



Name Location Date Comment

chantal kreviazuk Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 I'm signing because the traffic on Sunset Blvd leading to the 405 during high 
traffic congestion hours has reached a point of being insane. The feeling that 
something needs to be done is at a critical mass, and I am so glad that people 
in our community are taking the initiative to get this neighbors a voice. We 
waited and waited for the 405 construction to be done, and its still awful 
anyway now that it is done, and now another major construction? This is not 
fair. Its not living.

Elaine Lips Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 I live in Mandeville Canyon area and driving on Sunset to the 405 every 
morning is a nightmare. If the Archer School expansion is approved, it will 
more than double my commute time just to reach the 405. That would be
insane!

Gerald Tejada Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 WeVe had enough traffic already, especially with the expansion of the 405. 
We've had that for years. We don't want anymore of it. Thank you for your time

Lisa Pavin Dallas, TX 2015-07-20 The proposed expansion will severely affect Sunset Rd, and surrounding 
areas, in such a negative, time consuming way. It is not in any form a positive 
to the city as a whole.

Robert Marshall Simi Valley, CA 2015-07-20 I travel this area 25 times a year and also visit friends living adjacent to the 
proposed construction and increased traffic activity zone on Chaparal St. 
Please consider resident rights and decreased property values for those 
concerned. Thank you.

Mitch Mirkin Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-20 The traffic is already impossible. It will only get worse as the congestion 
intensifies (not only during the construction phase) but then forever after we'll 
have unlivabie traffic issues. It's unacceptable that it takes 45 minutes to get 
from Mandeville to the 405 Freeway.

David Alper United States of America,
CA

2015-07-20 We already often cannot get to the 405 via Sunset. This will leave us locked 
out and unable to access the rest of the city.

Evan Pepper Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 Driving on sunset is already horrible... This will make it impossible

Marjorie Goodwin Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 I am opposed to the expansive moves put forward by Archer School, which will 
impact citizens of Brentwood and beyond in multiple ways. This is a breach in 
the original contract that Archer signed and expands their impact on a very 
important traffic area.

dewayne rake tecumsek, KS 2015-07-21 The traffic is horrible here as it is. What's worse, it would make it unsafe for the 
children attending the school. More cars = more accidents



Name Location Date Comment

susan gorton los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 It is dangerous and impossible to 11 have lived her for 29 years and every year 
travel along Sunset during morning hours and especially from 2:30 to 4:30 
every day. There have been a significant increase in accidents in last 5-10
years.

Sharon Rosett Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 We do not need more autos in our neighborhood. Keeping the environment
clean for our children.

jennifer volz Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 The traffic on Sunset is unbearable. This is an intolerable situation. We are 
against the Archer School Expansion.

Gary Glick Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 I am opposed to the Archer School Expansion Plan. As someone that drives 
Sunset Boulevard daily, any more traffic on this street would be intolerable.
The street is beyond stretched to capacity.

Gary

Sue Mirkin Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 Morally and ethically, it is Wrong for hundreds of people to suffer for the few 
people who will benefit.

Laura Clark Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 the congestion in the vicinity has been increasing rapidly and is becoming 
untenable and will ultimately affect property values!!

Edward Rosenson Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 Traffic impact. I don't believe it will be minimal.

Sarah Korda los angeles, CA 2015-07-22 We already have too much traffic on Sunset because of the schools

Marcia Moussa Beverly Hills, CA 2015-07-22 ..I've called, written & mailed to EVERY mayor, Gov. &, President....re: road
closures. I've HAD enough. NO ONE hears me.

Joel Piehl DOS Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 The current "agreement" is not what was represented to us at the hearings. 
As presented this would guarantee a traffic nightmare worse than the original 
Archer proposal.

Hagop Khatchadourian Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 Enough is Enough for few hundred you can't sacrifice thousands for so many 
years . It's simply not fair Jet them continue the way they were for so many 
years, or just move

Ugo Mamolo Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 I'm signing because the traffic on Sunset is already horrible and this would
make it even worse.

Carrie Scott Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-22 I don't want them to expand at all and care traffic for three years. I have had it 
with sunset being worked on. Enough. Let them move.

Susan Adomian Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 Unreasonable traffic congestion already exists with current schools, bussing, 
construction projects. Sunset was not designed to handle the volume and 
continues to experience gridlock conditions for longer periods on a daily basis

Gerald Laxer Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 Too much traffic & congestion already. Sunset is too narrow already. It takes
20 min from Westridge to 405 every AM

Stephen Silvers Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 Massive gridlock and major negative impact on quality of life.

Simon Salloom Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-22 I can't handle anymore congestion. With the Ca incline not working it would 
make getting to my office in Beverly Hills near impossible.

Robert Ruvelson Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 I do not think that any business or organization has the right to cause the traffic 
congestion as the Archer plan will.

Deborah Riordan Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 I cannot understand why a private school should be allowed to cause such
widespread disruption. Traffic is unbearable already.



Name Location Date Comment

Joanne Solov Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 I’m signing because life is becoming unlivable as traffic problems continue at 
Sunset and Barrington, I live one mile north of that corner and it can take 
between 1/2 to one hour to reach that destination. Please stop Archer 
expansion!!!! They should NEVER have been granted use of that property as 
we all knew they would have to expand

Marcie Polier Swartz Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 The timing on Mt. St. Mary's expansion plans could not be worse. Archer will 
put too much extra traffic pressure on our community as is. Please here our 
pleas and help us limit and postpone Mt. St. Mary's Plans

daniel riordan usa, CA 2015-07-22 Traffic congestion concerns.

Roberta Weissman Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 City Council needs to know how Sunset driving will be 
impacted for all of us

Laura NUMEROFF' Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 The traffic is absolutely awful as it is!

Diana Dickstein Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 I agree with Sunset Coalition - too big - impossible traffic - will be devastating 
for those of us who are the anxiety streets close to Sunset

Vincent Martin Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-22 The horrendous traffic that already exists

Richard Husky Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-22 Too big and much too impactful to traffic on an already crowded Sunset Blvd.

Robert Vinetz Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 Traffic on Sunset is often virtually paralyzed and absolutely maddening.
Enough is enough!!!

Charles Cale Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 The current traffic makes it impossible after 2 p.m. to get to the 405 on Sunset 
in any reasonable amount to time, which leads many Brentwood residents to 
avoid or be unable to travel east of the 405 until well into the evening. The 
proposed Archer Expansion will make this almost unbearable traffic situation, 
truly unbearable.

Anousha Hamzavi Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-22 traffic congestion

John Wickser Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 There should not even be a school on this site and i am sure Archer can sell it
for a very large number in today's market. They can move to a more 
appropriate location with all the expansion they need, this is ill conceived fro 
the get go and I honestly don't know what they are thinking??? the traffic there 
is already horrible! they will be fighting lawsuits for years.

Marvin Krakow Santa Monica, CA, CA 2015-07-22 Traveling east on Sunset top the 405 often takes as much as an hour. Further 
development without steps to reduce the congestion is simply wrong.

Kristina Johnson Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-23 This is my neighborhood. Sunset and Barrington anytime between 3 and 6 is 
my worst nightmare. No more please!

irwin weiss los angeles, CA 2015-07-23 The Sunset Blvd. traffic situation is untenable presently and would only worsen.

Milo Frank Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-23 I'm signing because I deal with this traffic every single day. I live on Sepulveda 
and Moraga and it is already IMPOSSIBLE to get to my house without sitting in 
20/30 minutes of traffic. This should not be the case and should NOT get
worse.



Name Location Date Comment

Affi Bakhtiar

Kellie Logsdon

Silva Abramian

William Graham

Patricia Eastman

Arthur Cook 

Anne Youngblood 

Helen Albright 

Michael Gordon

Anne Conte

LA, CA 2015-07-23 This construction is going to make my life hell! My commute to and from work
will become impossible. We went thru years of this craziness with the 405 
construction and now THIS??? Someone in city planning has to start getting a 
grasp on what a residential neighborhood means. We have properties here, 
such as mine, where we pay in excess of $20,000.00/year in property tax. 
Some of that money does support school and education through out LA. I don't 
see why our lives and investments have to be impacted by a bunch of pseudo 
intellectuals with deep pockets and fame who want to redeem themselves vis a 
vis their success by being do gooders at the expense and hardship of others. 
I'm sure many of them probably live in Malibu with a vast ocean view, and have 
many assistance to take care of their work and private life and they are in 
charge of their own work hours and commute only if they choose too. 
Westridge by and large is still considered a middle class or at best upper 
middle class community where people do a 9 to 5 and have children and elder 
parents to take care of. I expect the city council and councilman Mike Bonin to 
put a stop to this. After all Archer is not adhering to their original CUP and we 
elected you, not the parents of those children who are going to benefit by 
getting bused to Archer. If this goes through you can kiss my future vote 
GOOD-BYE!!!

Santa Monica, CA 2015-07-23 i travel this route several times a day for 45 years....yes, years! It's disgusting.
Just awful. .

Encino, CA 2015-07-23 Archer should have never been allowed to change the Eastern Star Home into
a school in the first place. They were given strict guidelines then which they 
were fully aware of yet now they want to expand? Not fair. The traffic is already 
horrible. They are only allowed to have their students bussed in and out yet I 
have seen on several occasions parents dropping off and picking up their kids 
and holding up traffic as they do it on Barrington north of Sunset.

Vineyard Haven, MA 2015-07-23 Sunset is already overburdened. During the widening of the 405 it often took 90
minutes to travel from Allenford to the 405. This will be at least as bad.

Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-23 I am fed up with traffic on sunset! The school promised not to build when the
property was sold

Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-23 Archer school promised no expansion when their original permits were issued.

Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-23 I'm against the Archer expansion and the traffic that will result of it.

Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-23 Traffic

Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-23 The traffic on Sunset Blvd. near the Archer School is already way beyond
reasonable. I often have to take an alternative street to go east, even though I 
live north of Sunset.

Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-23 Sunset traffic through Brentwood is currently unbearable and will becme much
worse both during and after construction.



Name Location Date Comment

Steven Miller

CYNTHIA MCROSKEY

rosalyn benitez-bloch

Beth Broder

Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-23 Here's an email I received from Councilman Bonin's aide Norman Kulla on
February 26, 2015:

Dear Mr. Miller,

Thank you for engaging on this longstanding problem.

Councilman Bonin has recently announced that he will host a brown bag 
working group meeting in May to identify Sunset traffic solutions.

The group will consist of transportation experts who present ideas and 
community stakeholders who can engage directly with the experts.

You are most welcome to participate. I have copied the Councilman's 
transportation deputies.

Please confirm you'd like to participate and we'll make sure you receive notice 
of the event.

Norman

I gladly accepted the invitation to participate but time passed and I never heard 
back from his office. So I wrote again. Here's the response I received on May 
6:

The Councilman will reschedule the event...we're standing by for a new 
date...after budget hearings are complete...

Come on, Councilman, let's get it together! This is a real problem that needs to 
be dealt with.

LOS ANGELES, CA 2015-07-23 This will impose 3 years of 6 day/week construction on a neighborhood that
already suffers from acute traffic congestion.

Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-23 This issue had enormous impact on our wider neighborhood and affects all of
our working and leisure activities

Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-24 Sunset and Barrington intersection
traffic and the area surrounding is already intolerable. Archer should
move to a more suitable location then. The original approval when they came
here was only for a small expansion
not a large one. Thus I strongly oppose this plan.
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Eniko Bartha 

Raymond Kim

Ronald Garcia

Marvin Levin 

Susan Adamson

Jill Kessler Miller

Carol Alverson

Meredith Weiner

Los Angeles, CA

Los Angeles, CA 

Malibu, CA 

los angeles, CA

Los Angeles, CA

Location

Los Angeles, CA

Los Angeles, CA 

Los Angeles, CA

Pacific Palisades, CA 

Newport Beach, CA 

Newport Beach, CA

Pacific Palisades, CA

Los Angeles, CA 

Los Angeles, CA

Pacific Palisades, CA

Santa Monica, CA

Los Angeles, CA

2015-07-24 I live right across the street from Archer and am trapped in my street trying to 
drive onto Sunset. Cannot imagine it any worse than it is now!

2015-07-24 We live up the street and traffic is already a mess in our neighborhood

2015-07-24 This would ruin my daily life and time

2015-07-24 i opposed the Archer school to begin with . And now I oppose the Archer 
School expansion .

2015-07-25 I am opposed to the Archer expansion. They were allowed to become a school 
in ahighly dense residential neighbor with restrictions. Those restrictions should 
not be changed as there is already traffic gridlock for all of us living there and 
this will be detrimental to thousands of people in the neighborhood and 
surrounding neighborhoods.

2015-07-25 This is too much of an impact on traffic. The area is already impacted and
there are times that you can not even leave your home due to the school traffic. 
Add construction and i will be forced into not being able to leave my home 
during school & construction hours.

2015-07-25 I live at sunset and barrington and have endured horrible traffic be of the 405 
work. This is too much. Wait ten years.

2015-07-26 Archer School promised not to expand when it took over the Eastern Star
Home. Traffic is so severely impacted now that Sunset is bumper to bumper for 
hours every day. We cannot handle any morel

2015-07-26 I'm a resident of Pacific Palisades and this additional traffic will be awful!

2015-07-27 Traffic is already extraneous in the area.

2015-07-27 I oppose the expansion of the school; I believe it already creates traffic 
problems in the neighbourhood that cannot accommodate such a facility.

2015-07-27 The traffic is unbearable been in the Palisades since 1980 when it was a quiet 
place Can't get in or out in the mornings and afternoons The worst is trying to 
get to Hollywood for meetings at 5pm takes 2.5 hours!

2015-07-28 Build somewhere else with less impact on the community

2015-07-28 I an "trapped" I'm Brentwood by traffic from 3pm-7pm everyday and can't take 
any more obstruction!

2015-07-28 It's already a nightmare trying to go west on Sunset after 2 pm. Please don't 
make it worse!!

2015-07-28 Archer needs to get a new location if they want a larger school.
Six years of traffic back up!?
That's crazy and too great on impact for a project that only serves a tiny 
fraction of our community.
No no no expansion 
Carol Alverson

2015-07-28 I drive on Sunset all of the time and do not support any plan that will worsen 
the traffic

Kiela Hine Malibu, CA 2015-07-28 enough is enough.



Name Location Date Comment

Michelle Headrick Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-28 As a lifelong resident of Brentwood and Pacific Palisades, I can remember 
being able to drive on Sunset any time of day. If Archer is allowed to go ahead 
with this project, which is a violation of at least the spirit of the agreement that 
they made with the community, if not the letter of it, there will be near constant 
traffic on this portion of Sunset. It is a residential street, traversing residential 
communities, and MUST be treated as such to preserve the quality of life in our 
neighborhoods. Please do NOT let this project take place! It is not in the best 
interest of the majority of the people in our community.

Seth Greenland Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-29 The traffic on Sunset west of the 405 freeway is already impossible.

Bruce Botansky Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-29 Against expansion

Michael Meyer Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-29 supportive

Marcia Hermsn Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-29 Archer is being greedy...overreaching . Outrageous plan.

Kathryn Amira Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-29 Traffic is already impossible between Bundy and the 405.

Alexander Astin Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-29 Sunset traffic is already a nightmare for most of every weekday afternoon, so to 
add still more traffic and congestion is madness.

Kathryn Cotter Sherman Oaks, CA 2015-07-29 I commute on Sunset and it is already overcrowded. This expansion is 
unnecessary and UNFAIR to all impacted neighborhoods! This impacts air 
quality for all, and only benefits the Archer School's finances. NO!

Jan Van Tornout Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-30 THe traffic right now on Sunset in any afternoon is just ridiculous - one wlaks 
faster to the 405 from Madeville canon than one can drive...this project will add 
to this misery for no educational reason that I can see....
Also, the last minute 'deal' between Mr. Bonin and the Archer school concerns 
me a lot....we live in a democracy and as such a Councilman is to represent 
his/her Community...not a special interest group albeit the latter a good school.

Deborah Kennel Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-30 I live north of Sunset in the Bundy Canyon and I can't imagine my life for the 3 
years of this bloated project that will make all of Brentwood, Pacific Palisades 
and the northern part of Santa Monica unlivable for 3 years. We suffered for 
years during the reconstruction of
the 405 ramps; there were days in which, between 3 and 7PM, it took an hour 
just to get to Sunset from my house if I took Barrington, and then another half 
hour to get over the Sunset bridge to Westwood. If I took Bundy instead it still 
took and hour and half to get onto Sunset bridge. Finally we have some relief, 
and now an even worse traffic maker looms. Enough is enough.

Jody Trager Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-30 I'm signing this petition to voice my strong opposition to this project expansion.
I have lived in next door Archer school and I have seen the traffic congestion 
worsen prior and I am not willing to add additional smog and congestion 
problems to the neighborhood. It can already take 45 minutes to travel 0.5 
miles gong east on Sunset. This has to STOP!!!

Eileen Ludwick Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-30 The traffic is already unbearable on Sunset!!!!

Martin Weissman Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-30 Archer is profit making enterprise with a school label.
It should not have anymore building privilege than a Ralphs Market would have
in the same location.

mark douglas Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-30 traffic to marymount

Pat Waldhanz pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-30 This bloated expansion is unnecessary for our kids, our school,system and the 
community. Traffic congestion will increase dramatically and permanently, 
hurting many for the selfish benefit of the already over indulged entitled few.

LINDA LEFKOWITZ PACIFIC PALISADES, 2015-07-30 I think the school needs to review its growth plans consistent with community
CA limitations



Name Location Date Comment

Debra Hockemeyer Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 Please do not approve any plans to expand The Archer School (at their Sunset
& Barrington location) beyond their current Conditional Use Permit (CUP). 10 
of the 11 HOAs in Brentwood do not support the plans to expand the Archer 
property. Brentwood residents definitely do not support increased traffic on 

. Sunset Blvd, which 3 years of construction will only exacerbate! The conditions
upon which Archer was granted permission to enter our community included 
staying within their current footprint plus some minor expansion. If Archer has 
outgrown their current facilities, they should find an alternative location, which 
is what many private schools in LA have had to do when they wanted to 
expand.

Archer has failed to consider or even explore additional locations. The 
intersection at Sunset and Barrington cannot accommodate any expansion 
beyond the current CUP. The intersection is already rated a Category F, and it 
takes 45 minutes to travel 2.5 miles from Mandeville Canyon to the 405 
Freeway!! We know that there are many factors which create the traffic on 
Sunset, but the 3 years of construction for Archer will make it exponentially 
worse.

The only people who should get to vote on this initiative are the tax paying 
residents who have to drive the Sunset corridor every day. Archer does not 
pay taxes - it is classified as a non-profit organization. Government is meant 
to be “of the people, by the people and for the people”. Please take a vote of 
every tax paying citizen in 90049 and we will live with the wishes of the 
majority.

Ken Sleeper Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-21 Sunset is overcrowded now. Archer's expansion plans would add to the 
problem.

Ray Houghton Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 Traffic is the worst ever. I already can't go East on Sunset between 4:00 -7:00 
and this project would only make it worse.

Christine Walsh Glendora, CA 2015-07-21 The traffic is very bad now, PLEASE don't let it get worse.

John Koenig Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 The gridlock in Brentwood has become intolerable.

Eric Edmunds Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 The current status quo is already gridlocked and unacceptable. The proposed 
Archer project, with 133,000 new construction trips, will make things more 
horrifying and intolerable, especially when combined with the 
contemporaneous Brentwood School and Mount St. Mary's expansions. My 
constituents will rebel against this.

claudia kahn Brentwood, CA 2015-07-21 i am in the worst traffic every day. the bus drops the kids out at bristol. how 
does that help?

Jean and Herman Tiano Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 JEAN AND HERMAN TIANO

Joy Bunzel Santa Monica, CA 2015-07-21 I am concerned about worsening the already impossible traffic situation on
Sunset.

Ziba dayani Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 I oppose the plan of Archer School Expansion because of the heavy traffic.

Jeanne Field Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 Thousands of people inconvenienced for three years so 500 girls can get a 
good education doesn't make sense.

Merri Lee Marks Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 I am signing this petition because I am tired of being locked in and out of my 
neighborhood due to contruction and VIP’s.



Name Location Date Comment

Gary Tenzer Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 Traffic is impossible now. Drive time from Mandeville to the 405 is sometimes 1 
hour or more. The construction and ultimate expansion of the Archer School 
and its traffic impacts is totally untenable. We were promised that they would 
never seek and expansion when they made the deal to take over the Eastern 
Star Home, in the first place. They are abrogating their agreement with the 
community. I am strongly opposed to the expansion and the construction. If 
they need to expand, then the must find an alternate location; enough is 
enoughl

Tom Benedek La., CA 2015-07-21 Traffic on Sunset is ridiculous as it stands now. The residential neighborhoods 
of the Westside do not need more buildings. Archer should move to a more 
urban location and increase its diversity of student body, perhaps. The sweet 
buildings and location could stand as an elementary school. Why do they have 
the right to grow that way there?

Raine Maida Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 We have faced construction and traffic delays on sunset from Kenter to the 405 
for several years now. The thought of 3 more years of gridlock within that vital 
artery is unconscionable.

Thomas Howard Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 Cramming 5 years of construction into 3 is not the answer. Adhering to the 
original agreement that let Archers in the door in the first place is!

Louise Davis Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 Fed up with gridlock on sunset to 405. HELP stop insanity! Make changes. Get 
rid of protected middle turn lane east of barringtoni!

Ronald Harper Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 The madness must stop. The traffic condition is now ludicrous. To add to the 
problem is one step beyond absurd.

Alice Rudnick Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-21 The quality of life in Brentwood is highly impacted by the impassability of
Sunset and San Vicente on school day afternoons.

RONNA BROWN LOS ANGELES,, CA 2015-07-21 Because of the safety and future lives of the residents of the people of
Brentwood.

Kristin Zethren Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 Archer has reneged on its original charter, which we allowed ONLY to save the 
historic building; Now Archer wants to make profits by making life intolerable 
for its neighbors. Sunset is gridlocked from 2:30 p to 7 pm. Archer wants to 
make this even worse for its neighbors, who are fed up.

Cheryl Kingston Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 Our elected officials are NOT representing the voice of their constituents. 
Bonin's role should be to direct Archer to seek other land use opportunities, 
thereby complying with their original promises prohibiting expansion. Bonin's 
allegiance to this
neighborhood is lacking-we want compliance, not compromise. We early on 
lost the McMansion battle which also makes its impact. My crystal ball shows a 
"curvy road ahead". Perhaps Mike should collect data personally, from an 
outpost at Barrington & Sunset.

Jerry Singer Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 Traffic is already horrible. This would make it unbearable.

Frederick Yorra Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 Any construction esp over years on sunset near Barrington will turn the current 
morning and evening traffic mess into a catastrophic traffic disaster.

Rollin dunbar III Hacienda Heights, CA 2015-07-22 I am signing this because the traffic is currently unbearable NOW. I can only 
imagine how much time it will take to get anywhere near Sunset. Please look at 
the big picture and the impact on others that live and travel in that area. The 
area is unavoidable and we have no choice in dealing with the present but your 
going to add even more traffic and pollution and gridlock. Shame on you if you 
dont look at the reports.

Wendy Lynch Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-22 I'm signing because the Archer School is breaking its promise to the
community when it originally was allowed to purchase and convert the Eastern 
Star Home into a girls school.



Name Location Date Comment

Nancy Lovett Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-31 enough is enough. There is too much traffic on sunset blvd.

Ellen Bloch Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-31 The congestion on Sunset is already crazy and Archer is already providing a 
wonderful education to many young women. The impact a project like this will 
have on Sunset is just too great!

Barbara Hillman Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-31 tarffic is an outrage

Judy Silk Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-31 Traffic on Sunset can't get worse. I'm gonna move out of LA if it does.

Richard Davis Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-31 Traffic conditions on Sunset are destroying the quality of life in the 
neighborhood. No project should be approved which will increase traffic on
Sunset.

Renee Kaplan Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-31 We have given up trying to travel east after 2:30. It is outrageous that there are 
plans to exacerbate the problem.

Barbara Freeman Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-31 I'm signing because I am affected by the congestion EVERY day!

Bud Ennis Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-31 Too much traffic

Norma Feshbach Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-31 My life is totaled affected by the impossible traffic scene on Sunset, partially 
caused by Archer.

Ginny Winn Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-31 I cannot imagine such total disregard for an already impossible traffic situation 
so disproportionately inconveniencing so many for relatively so few.

Amanda Goodpaster Los Angeles, CA 2015-07-31 traffic is already unbearable. Archer knew the terms when they bought the 
school hold them to it. This expansion will make this area unliveable.

Richard Hart Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-31 Traffic nightmare has to stop!

ILAGROBE PACIFIC PALISADES,
CA

2015-07-31 I live in Pacific Palisades. It is already impossible to get to the 405 after 1:30 
p.m. Let Archer find another location for expansion. The traffic already 
severely affects our quality of life.

Liz Bluestone Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-07-31 This is an outrageous plan that will create horrible traffic problems, that are 
already intolerable!!!

Maureen McGee Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-08-01 I'm signing because I travel to UCLA for work and use Sunset Blvd daily. 
Residents of the Palisades have been experiencing slow and stopped traffic on 
Sunset since before the 405 expansion project was begun, adding to our 
commuting time and concentrating pollution along the slow Sunset corridor.
Commuters need relief! We are not content with the alterations of the Archer 
plan. It will make little difference to the mess we'll be facing. Please help us 
retain our sanity!

Elyse Newton Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-08-01 This magnificent city is becoming almost unliveable

Rochelle Temkin Los Angeles, CA 2015-08-01 The traffic in our area cannot get worse.

Sylvia Dana Los Angeles, CA 2015-08-01 It's ridiculous to cause more traffic and congestion, noise and air pollution after
we just went through the expansion of the 405 fwy that by the way, did not ease 
any congestion!
Poor planning on the part of the school and the city, are you aware we are 
expecting El Nino type rains this Fail and winter?
Maybe you expect all the people who live from Pacific Palisades to Brentwood 
to add two additional hours to our commute?
Are you going to pay us for the time spent in the car?
Wilshire Blvd. is already dreadful (right the 405 expansion was going to make it 
better)
Shame on you!



Name Location Date Comment

Sandra Rygel LA, CA 2015-08-01 500 young women versus thousands? 1998 compromise already has impacted 
the Sunset area negatively. If Archer wants to expand, please ask them to 
move. Berkeley Hall School left Beverky Hills and have a wonderfully 
expansive campus on Mulholland Drive. So they have alternatives!

jane dubovy Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-08-01 I am already trapped in the palisades by the current traffic conditions, i cannot 
leave from my home or office after 2:30 p.m. to go east w/o being caught up in 
a major traffic jam on sunset starting before bundy and going all the way to the 
405. something positive needs to be done about that before adding any more
traffic to this road.

Richard Stein Los Angeles, CA 2015-08-01 Traffic now is impossible. Don't make it lethal. Oppose Archer Forward.

marilyn wexler santa monica, CA 2015-08-01 I am a local commuter. Can't stand it already, traffic is not tolerable.

Georgia Lewis Pacific Palisades, CA 2015-08-01 I travel that route regularly and it is already impossible to get through in a 
reasonable amount of time at any time of day.
I cannot imagine adding to the problem



Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority ofNeighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

l> Cs\ \OoHAddress (include city and zip code)

www.SunsetCoalition.org

http://www.SunsetCoalition.org


Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
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project as a whole.
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girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Address (include city and zip cod*)
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting die compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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Address (include city and zip code)
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Ajrcher Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into die recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary’s University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

Address (include city and zip code)
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

6 A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

* An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

s An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary’s University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be 
thoroughly analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an 
impact on the health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer 
girls who will now be located in temporary trailers next to the construction 
driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of 
life in our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the 
original proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an 
update of Appendix C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other 
two major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint 
Mary's University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of 
which will impact Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the pubhc, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful pubhc input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Address (include city and zip code)
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Addfess (include city and zip code) ' ' Z'
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEER.

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

Name (Si|

Address (include city and zip code)

L si\ r \0t- _____________
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
CouncilTaking up this matter:

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedite! construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following die release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Coimcilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

Nome (Print)

Name (Si|

Address (includi
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEER.

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

S-ff aLjum** RAmejT_____________
NometPrinA

Address (include city and zip code)
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Nome (Print)

\W\L-VJiyvoi ^ Or-**'__________________________________
Name (Signature)
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three yeans - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEER

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 days to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

Nome
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary’s 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Name (Print)

Name (Signature)
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Address (include city and zip code)
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

www.SunsetCoalition.org
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

Address (include city and zip code)
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

Name

Address ftnclutrecity and zip code)

Email

www.SunsetCoalition.org
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Follmvihg^herelease of^this\information to the public, we request that the Council 
graqt an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, aTwell asran opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

te*!* k ■_____________
Name(Pftpt)

UkiuUf CjaJa/*'___________________
Name (Signature) n ^

\im\ rMo'lvl
Addjgss (include city and zip code)

Email
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting die compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

tailed
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Address (include city and zip code)

Email
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Name (I

Name (Sii
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

lo4& B\^ PU, PAO <302^
Address (include city and zip code)

Email
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

Email

www.SunsetCoalition.org

http://www.SunsetCoalition.org


The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

.dd^ssXmclude city and zip code)
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six yearn into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary’s 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that die Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

(~y& \rV\e>,r\
Name (Print)
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEER

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

Address (include city and zip code)

Email
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEER.

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

Email

www.SunsetCoalition.org

http://www.SunsetCoalition.org


The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

j/
Name (Print)

Address (include city and zip'code)

Email
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary’s 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:
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Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated "cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole. "
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

Hie community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

~a&p7/7' _________________
Name (?--•'

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

Name (Signature)

Address (include city and zip code)

Email
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The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.
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Council taking up this matter:
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• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
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Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.
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analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.
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Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
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We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR
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Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
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project as a whole.
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The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
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analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.
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Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic
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important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole. ^

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

Name (Print) 1

Name (Signature)

___ LO IL <?«*/ a D.sfa
Address (include city and zip code) ' ' '

Gmail
nr

www.SunsetCoalition.org

http://www.SunsetCoalition.org


The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised 
project as a whole.

Dear Councilmember Bonin and City Council Members:

, 11
Name (Signature)'' 

... £\0(
<A CoUoJo °KH)l

Address (include Cj

Email

tjr and zip code) . '

WlrtaiA/ (- (csyvt

www.SunsetCoalition.org

http://www.SunsetCoalition.org


The majority of Neighbors and Community Organizations have not signed off on the 
Archer School Expansion Plan. I have not signed off on the Plan.

The Archer Project as approved by PLUM is still too big and too impactful for our 
community. The expedited construction schedule and its impacts must be thoroughly 
analyzed. Archer refuses to disclose important studies that may have an impact on the 
health and welfare of your constituents, including the young Archer girls who will now 
be located in temporary trailers next to the construction driveways and staging areas.

The community has a right to know what significant negative impacts the Archer 
Expansion Project will impose on the safety, health, welfare, traffic, and quality of life in 
our neighborhoods.

We ask that you demand that Archer provide the following information prior to City 
Council taking up this matter:

• A final detailed construction schedule, reflecting the compression of the original 
proposal of six years into the recently proposed three years - an update of Appendix 
C-l to Archer’s April 2014 DEIR

• An updated schedule of construction vehicles by type by week - an update of 
Appendix C-2 to Archer’s DEIR

• An updated “cumulative” traffic study to realistically account for the other two 
major school construction projects (Brentwood School and Mount Saint Mary's 
University) in the immediate area, at least substantial portions of which will impact 
Sunset Blvd with concurrent construction traffic

• An updated study of airborne toxicity impacts under the new March 2015 
California OEHHA standards of review

Following the release of this information to the public, we request that the Council 
grant an additional 60 davs to allow for independent review and comment on these 
important issues, as well as an opportunity for meaningful public input on the revised
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Neighbors push back against private schools' plans to expand
By MARTHA GROVES AND TERESA WATANABE

AUGUST 1,2015, 5:30 PM

flHPV ven as some public schools struggle to repair leaky plumbing and cracked concrete, elite private campuses throughout the Los Angeles area are 
BV _ embarking on big-ticket upgrades to satisfy growing demand for cutting-edge education.

Many of these schools are in some of L.A.'s most affluent enclaves, and the building boom is raising the ire of some residents who dread the prospect of years of 
construction and noise, increased congestion and changes in character for their tony neighborhoods.

"All of these private schools are on the march," said Eric Edmunds, a Mandeville Canyon resident who opposes the construction plans of the Archer School for Girls 
because of traffic concerns.

Archer, in Brentwood, has weathered a four-year skirmish with neighbors over its $ioo-million expansion plans. It appears poised to win Los Angeles City Council 
approval on Tuesday after a compromise brokered by Councilman Mike Bonin.

In Sherman Oaks, the Buckley School has added two state-of-the-art buildings for academics, performing arts, math and science and is constructing a high-tech 
community facility with retractable seats and glass walls. The school scaled back its initial expansion plans in 2008 after a storm of neighborhood protest.

Marlborough School in Hancock Park recently razed five houses to add an Olympic-sized aquatics center, fitness facility and expanded athletic field. Harvard- 
Westlake School in Studio City is planning a 750-space parking garage with a rooftop athletic field, drawing resistance by neighbors.

The latest growth spurts are part of a gradual expansion of L.A private schools that dates back at least two decades. Parents who can afford the hefty tuition — 
which can top $38,000 a year — see these schools as a way of giving their children a leg up.

And the schools feel pressure to provide the latest academic, athletic and technological bells and whistles not found at many public schools.

"Every school wants to make its mark," said Fiona Whitney, a school consultant and author of guides to Los Angeles private and public schools. "They want it 
bigger and better with more competition now."

Three or four decades ago, she said, only half a dozen private schools were considered premier. But her private school guide now lists about 80 campuses.

Overall, 9.6% of the nation's 55 million school-age children attend private schools, a percentage that has slipped slightly since the 2008 recession slowed the 1990s 
boom in enrollment and campus expansions, according to Myra A. McGovern, a vice president of the 1,800-member National Assn, of Independent Schools.

But in California, a sample of 20 schools found that enrollments have grown by 3.1% in the last five school years, compared with a 2.3% growth during the previous 
five-year period, McGovern said.

'There was a real fear during the recession about whether schools would be able to get students, and a lot of initiatives for new buildings stopped," she said. "Since 
the recovery, schools are feeling more comfortable."

Dale Goldsmith, a Los Angeles land-use attorney, said his firm has secured city approvals for construction at a dozen independent schools, including Brentwood 
School, Campbell Hall, Windward, Marlborough, Buckley and Le Lycie Francais.

He said that changing educational philosophies are driving some of the campus renovations. With the focus today on collaborative, interactive learning featuring 
small-group work rather than droning lectures, educators prefer breakout spaces to boxy classrooms. That means high-tech science and math facilities, 
championship-worthy athletic fields and state-of-the-art lighting and audio equipment that would make Broadway proud — and catch the eye of tuition-paying 
parents.

Other design trends include environmentally friendly buildings and flexible spaces that can be used for multiple purposes, McGovern said.

The Center for Early Education in West Hollywood built a facility with retractable seats, allowing space for theater performances to convert to an open sports court. 
This year, the school unveiled plans to raise $75 million to build a surface parking lot and new buildings.

Because many schools gave short shrift to parking in their original designs, they tend to add spaces when they renovate, Goldsmith said.

Harvard-Westlake's proposed parking structure, which is undergoing environmental reviews, has set off furious opposition. Sarah Boyd of the Save Coldwater 
Canyon group said the project would snarl traffic and destroy much of the open woodland of oak and walnut trees that serves as a wildlife habitat.

"It's a huge environmental blunder," Boyd said.

But Stacy Marble, the school's spokeswoman, said more than 60% of the project area would be spruced up with lush landscaping, including a net addition of nearly 
200 trees. She said the garage would eliminate the need to use neighborhood streets for parking and allow the school bus operation to move off busy Coldwater 
Canyon Avenue.

Archer's proposal includes new performing and visual arts centers, gyms and an underground parking garage for more than 200 vehicles. The project would 
require months of excavation and dirt-hauling, with potentially hundreds of daily truck trips from its location at Sunset Boulevard and Barrington Avenue — one of
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the area's worst traffic choke points.

"We have been renting venues and busing kids all over the city for athletics and performing arts," said Elizabeth English, the head of school. "It’s really time we 
provided the girls with facilities that other schools have."

For many Brentwood residents, the timing of Archer's proposal seemed cruel, coming atop more than four years of traffic-tangling construction to widen the 405 
Freeway.

If the project is approved, Archer expects to begin construction in 2017 and complete all work in about three years, half the originally projected time. The school 
also agreed to scrap plans for an aquatic center, downsize its performing arts center and eliminate field lights and an outdoor sound system, among other 
compromises.

"If [the project] was going to make traffic worse, I was against it," Councilman Bonin said. "If it would leave traffic the same, I'd consider it. If it would leave it 
better, that's a thumbs up."

Archer made so many traffic concessions, Bonin said, that traffic in the area should actually improve once the project is finished — a contention that project 
opponents say defies belief.

Some residents remain disgruntled. David Wright of the Sunset Coalition, a new opposition group, said the compromise that Bonin and two neighboring families 
devised with Archer has been endorsed by just one of a dozen neighborhood groups, the Brentwood Homeowners Assn. The coalition claims to have hundreds of 
signatures on a petition opposing the project because of gridlock concerns.

"If Bonin pushes this through [on Tuesday] with his endorsement," Wright said, "we will sue to stop it."

Not all projects engender bitter town-gown relationships. In North Hollywood, Oakwood School's original plan to construct four- and five-stoiy buildings and a 
pedestrian bridge to connect the secondary school campus with a newly purchased site across Magnolia Boulevard initially appalled many neighbors.

But over the last three years, Neighborhood Council Valley Village members and school officials have forged a "fantastic" working relationship that resulted in a 
plan that satisfies both sides, said council President Tony Braswell.

Goldsmith, the attorney, said the gleaming campus improvements should be embraced as a benefit to Los Angeles.

"It's not like it’s prison expansion," he said. "At the end of the day, this is about providing a better educational experience for the children of Los Angeles."

martha.groves@latimes.com 
Twitter: @MarthaGroves

teresa.watanabe@Iatimes.com 
Twitter: @Tere$aWatanabe
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By ALEXANDRIA BORDAS | Reporter

A new group consisting of community members, local organizations and concerned neighbors 
has recently formed to continue to fight the approved expansion plans for the Archer School 
for Girls. The group calls themselves Sunset Coalition and is organized by Brentwood resident 
David Wright.

For months concerned residents, along with Councilmember Mike Bonin, have been 
requesting the expansion plans be modified and downsized to accurately reflect the impacts the 
construction project will have on traffic and the overall livelihood of Archer School neighbors.

“We are trying to marginally reduce the project. As my wife says we are trying to ‘control the 
kraken,” Wright said.

The project timeline was originally slated to last six years, which incensed community members 
who called on Bonin to make a statement.

Last fall Bonin outlined principles he felt represented community needs. After months of intense 
negotiations, Bonin released a statement that the Brentwood Homeowners Association, the 
Residential Neighbors of Archer and the Archer School reached a compromise agreement on a 
scaled-down version of the Archer Forward project.

“This is a groundbreaking agreement, which actually manages to reduce Sunset Blvd. traffic to 
levels lower than what exist today,” Bonin said in an online statement. “It sets a new bar for 
every institution on the Sunset corridor and it will help address one of the most pressing issues 
facing our neighborhood: traffic.”

Although the project is now outlined to last three years as opposed to the original six, Wright 
said there is much more work to be done to fight to further reduce the size and impact of the 
Archer project.

“We are concerned that some neighbors feel the battle is over, but City Council still needs to put 
its final seal of approval on it,” Wright said. “This is the most massive construction project by far 
in over 100 years in this area and if City Council does rubber stamp it the fight will only 
intensify.”

Sunset Coalition held a meeting on Thursday, July 16 and Wright said attendees included both 
Archer neighbors and Palisadians who could potentially be affected by construction.

“We had a great meeting and our petition is now available online opposing the project, ” Wright 
said. “Time is of the essence, since City Council is expected to take up this matter shortly after it 
returns from summer recess in early August which is now just two weeks away.”

Sunset Coalition has been meeting with multiple homeowner associations in a handful of 
neighborhoods to continue the conversation regarding the Archer School expansion.

“The biggest issue is no one is being told about any of this and we need an informed 
community,” Wright said.

He added, “We’re going to be taking out ads everywhere we can to make sure Bonin knows there
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are 10,000 to 15,000 people who are fighting against this. We will stage protests if we have to.”

To learn more about Sunset Coalition and to sign the petition www.sunsetcoalition.org
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