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Richard Barnwell
ATTORNEY AT LAW

800 W. 1st Street, Suite 1101, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Telephone (213) 804-2931 E-mail: rbamwell@bamwell-law.com

September 10,2019

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

Planning and Land Use Management Committee 
c/o Rita Moreno, Deputy City Clerk 
clerk. plumcommittee@lacity. org

4445-4465 N. Lankershim Blvd., 10850-10862 Riverside Drive, 
10847-10867 Landale Street, Los Angeles, California;
City of Los Angeles Case No. CPC 2016-3903-VXC-DB-SPR

Re:

Dear Planning and Land Use Management Committee:

I am writing this on behalf of my client, Grant Woods, a resident of the City of 
Los Angeles, who opposes the above described project and base that objection on the following 
deficiencies in the project and the environmental analysis conducted pursuant to the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The Project is out of scale with the neighborhood and will cause significant 
adverse impacts on adjacent owners with respect to traffic, shade/shadow, and noise that have 
not been adequately considered. Construction equipment, radios and walk-talkies used on the 
construction site, equipment backup beepers, jackhammers, and other equipment, including 
trucks will create significant noise for the more than two year anticipated construction period that 
will not be mitigated to a level of no significant impact upon the environment. The perfunctory 
discussion of this impact does not satisfy the requirements of CEQA and should be studied in an 
EIR.

Notice of the hearing was only provided to residents within 500 feet, but, given 
the size of the Project, notice should have been provided to neighbors within 2000 feet. This is 
an enormous project, which will add 179 new families to the site.

Approving a project of this scale without an Environmental Impact Report is 
unconscionable. Site Plan Review is triggered by 50 units. This Project has more than 3 times 
that many units and will significantly and adversely affect the neighborhood. Approving it with 
a Mitigated Negative Declaration is a violation of CEQA for numerous reasons, including the 
significant unmitigated adverse impacts the Project will have on the nature, character, scale, and 
traffic, of the neighborhood

No meaningful consideration seems to have been given to Emission Vehicle 
Miles Traveled by the traffic generated by this project.
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The list of related projects is outdated and does not include the most current list of 
related projects that should be considered. An EIR would require consideration of alternative 
projects, many of which would likely be better, less impactful, alternatives.

The project will result in the loss of existing trees and will subject the public or 
the environment through the potential release of hazardous materials during the development 
process, which has not been adequately evaluated or mitigated. Further, the impacts of the 
construction of such a large project, including the noise it will generate, have not been properly 
considered and mitigated to less than significant levels.

The project is subject to liquefaction, so it is not appropriate to subject the 
residents of an additional 179 units to such risk. The investigation conducted in this regard 
occurred almost three years ago, before the most recent, near-historic rains in Los Angeles, and 
are, therefore outdated and flawed. New testing should be done to determine the water level and 
the risk of liquefaction, which was identified in Zimas. Further, the risk of increasing rainfall 
and the change in ground water levels should be evaluated within the context of climate change.

Adding 179 residential units and additional commercial space will have 
significant adverse impacts on traffic and circulation that, among other things, should be 
considered more fully in an EIR and have not been mitigated to a less than significant level. The 
project will result in up to 1,428 net vehicle trips. That will result in significant traffic impacts 
and air pollution that will adversely and significantly affect the environment. Suggesting 
otherwise defies logic and is merely conclusory and not based on evidence.

The City is eager to increase housing stock, however, doing so without carefully 
considering all the impacts on the environment violates CEQA. An EIR should be required for 
this Project to fully consider its impacts, as well as its alternatives, before it can be approved in 
accordance with California law. Please do not certify the defective MND for this project; please 
disapprove the various entitlements that depend upon it that are before you.

Very truly yours,

Richard Barnwell
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