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Public Comments Not Uploaded Council File: 20-1126: 6100 North Topanga Canyon Boulevard / 21800 and 21900 West Erwin Street / 21801, 21821, 21901 and 21931
West Oxnard Street / 6101 North Owensmouth Avenue / Environmental Impact Report (EIR) / California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Appeal 

Christine Rowe <crwhnc@gmail.com> Thu, Nov 19, 2
Reply-To: clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org
To: "Marqueece Harris-Dawson (Councilmember.Harris-Dawson@lacity.org)" <Councilmember.Harris-Dawson@lacity.org>, Councilmember Bob Blumenfield <Councilmember.Blumenfield@lacity.org>, "Currren Price (councilmember.price@lacity.org)"
<councilmember.price@lacity.org>, "Gil Cedillo, Sr." <councilmember.cedillo@lacity.org>, "Councilmember John S. Lee" <Councilmember.Lee@lacity.org>, Vince Bertoni <vince.bertoni@lacity.org>, Elva Nuno-O'Donnell <elva.nuno-odonnell@lacity.org>
<clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org>

Dear Chair Harris - Dawson, Councilmember Blumenfield, Councilmember Price, Councilmember Cedillo, and Councilmember Lee,

I apologize for the lateness in submitting this letter to you. I believe that you and your staff will not have the time before your Planning and Land Use Committee (PLUM) meets to
10:00 am to read it. I am also submitting my original appeal of this project which went to the City Planning Commission.

Please understand that we were given little notice to review the hundreds of pages submitted to you in the Council file above.
I have reread my original appeal, and I believe  I was correct in my analysis of the project at the time.
I read the initial pages provided as the Staff report in response to Mr. Bornstein's CEQA appeal.
I would like you to reflect on the fact that some of us who have taken the time to appeal are not Environmental planners who are privy to every CEQA related case that was quoted 
responded to in the staff report.

I would like you to consider this project in the light that I see it. You are a new Council PLUM Committee relative to others in the recent past.
When the City Planning Department had hearings for the public on the Warner Center 2035 Specific Plan (WC 2035 Plan), I was a member of the West Hills Neighborhood Counc
other projects that I had responsibilities for at that time. So while I did attend one meeting of the discussion in advance of that final plan, I was not privy to what it entailed. And I 
mile from the boundary of the Warner Center, and I live in the Warner Center Neighborhood Protection Plan AREA 4 as shown on the map below. I have highlighted the general a
12 and where I live relative to Warner Center in a red rectangle. You can see how close AREA 4 is to the Promenade 2035 area in red.

Again, I have written on the above map from the WC 2035 Plan as to where I live (AREA 4), and the portion of that plan that is in Councilmember Lee's District. It is unclear to me
Councilmember was aware that part of the Neighborhood Protection Plan area was in his District.

As a new Committee officially after the November elections, I would like to ask of each of you to consider hiring for your staff people who are not just familiar with Zoning issues, b
scientists who can accurately consider air quality impacts, water impacts, energy impacts, and the public health impacts of a proposed project.

I believe that the people who Chaired the Warner Center Specific Plan may have had a "Planning background", and there were architects involved in this Plan. But it is my opinion
these people are not public health experts who are trained to consider the cumulative impacts of the completely built out Warner Center Specific Plan as it is written. Therefore, wh
Planners and our Zoning Administrators are capable of what complies with the WC 2035 Plan, and with City of Los Angeles CEQA guidance,  they are not, in my opinion consideri
cumulative impacts of all of the proposed developments.

From this perspective, I see the Promenade 2035 project in phases. While the Zoning Administrator approved a 7500 seat stadium, discussions, not with the whole community, bu
with the Appellants, resulted in new Appeals by Westfield to the City Planning Commission. The ultimate ruling is for a 10,000 seat closed stadium or a 7500 seat open stadium to
of my understanding. And this stadium is in a later stage - planned for 2027.
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I would like to argue a couple of positions based upon what I have read. 
1) I believe that there are assumptions that most of the stadium traffic will come from the 101 freeway. If there is a large event, what prevents that traffic from coming from the nor
the 118 freeway, and using Topanga Canyon Blvd south?
2) Do we need a stadium with other newly designed stadiums downtown and near the airport? (Think SoFI)?
3) I believe an argument was made that the traffic going to a stadium or other concert venue would not exceed the traffic currently generated by the AMC Promenade movie theate
that as a false analogy. In my opinion, the people attending a movie at the AMC Promenade would most likely be residents of CD3 - Woodland Hills, Canoga Park, Winnetka, Tarza
CD 12 - West Hills and Chatsworth, as well as maybe Calabasas, Bell Canyon, Hidden Hills, and other local communities. The traffic would be staggered, with not all theaters runn
movies at the same time.  So while some movie goers may eat at local restaurants, other local movie goers may eat at home.
On the other hand, it is highly likely that a concert venue event would start in the evening. Traffic going to the project location would probably be freeway traffic on both freeways d
peak evening hours. People will want to reach their destinations and dine prior to them being seated at an event.  This is a false analogy regarding the impacts of traffic in my opini
4) AQMD - the comments from City Planning reference AQMD guidelines. I monitor the AQMD closely, and I am in regular communications with a member of their staff. It is my 
that there is a problem with Federal and State laws in regards to health risk safety levels from various airborne contaminants.

This screenshot is from this AQMD link: https://xappprod.aqmd.gov/aqdetail/AirQuality/YesterdayData
If you look at the various contaminants, you will notice that the Federal EPA does not have a health risk standard for Ozone, Nitrogen Dioxide, and Fine Particulate Matter. In som
the State does. The State has a standard for Ozone, and most of the time, the City of Los Angeles is probably out of compliance for that standard. But there is no standard for fine
particulate matter, and that is one of my primary concerns.

But my greater concerned is that these contaminants are not summed. For example, if you have Ozone of 101, you have air that is Unhealthy for Sensitive Receptors. If you have
Particulate Matter (PM) 2.5 at 99, for that contaminant you may be in the Moderate air quality level. But if you were to add both of these, you would be at 200. Your air quality wou
Unhealthy for everyone.

This is why I believe you need public health guidance from epidemiologists that could accurately consider the health risks of air quality on projects.

We live in a time of COVID - 19, a time of Climate Change that brings upon us wildfires with no season. We have periods of drought, yet we are dependent on the north and the C
River for our water. Much of the water beneath the San Fernando Valley is contaminated, and it is also not possible to extract it all for treatment. Furthermore, the extraction of gro
can lead to subsidence and to sinkholes.

We are dependent on energy from remote areas, and despite LADWP plans, we have power outages for various reasons.

We are also in the middle of a major homeless crisis. I know that Councilmember Blumenfield has been working with Judge Carter in regards to moving the homeless from under 
freeways or within 500 feet of the freeways. I know that he is making efforts to house these homeless; I am aware that Councilmember Lee has proposed purchasing the Travelod
Chatsworth and Skateland in Northridge for the homeless.

To me, public health and public safety are our priority. When there are fires like the Woolsey Fire, residents evacuated to the Warner Center and elsewhere. Therefore, it is my opi
we are in tremendous need of newer hotels in Warner Center for both visitors in the future, but also for those people who have to evacuate or to leave their homes for some reaso

I recognize the need for housing and especially affordable housing, senior housing and workforce housing. I would like to ask you to request that the representatives of Westfield r
their Promenade project, and to change it in light of new information - COVID - 19 and other potential diseases that are carried here from around the world as we go through clima
change. 
Phase the project:
1) Hotels first - ideally all suite hotels so that occupants can stay in their rooms without needing to leave for food for every meal;
2) Housing and retail second - with the types of housing that I mentioned above.
3) There is a problem renting office space - change that to another hotel in the first phase or to senior living in the second phase.
4) Deny a stadium without a complete Supplemental Environmental Impact Report and a new traffic study done around 2025 when we can see the true traffic in Warner Center fro
Westfield has completed to that date, and from the other Warner Center projects and other City Planning projects.

Respectfully submitted,
Christine L. Rowe
42 year resident of West Hills
35 year resident of my current home in AREA 4 of the Neighborhood Protection Plan
B.S. in Health Education - CSUN

https://xappprod.aqmd.gov/aqdetail/AirQuality/YesterdayData
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Graduate level course in Environmental Health

Los Angeles City Planning Commission Promenade 2035 Appeal Christine L Rowe 05 25 2020 0954 am.pdf 
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May 25, 2020 
 
ZA-2016-3908-MCUP-DI-SPP-DB-1A Council District: 3 – Blumenfield   
CEQA: ENV-2016-3909-EIR; SCH No. 2016111027 Last Day to Act: 05-29-20  
Plan Area: Canoga Park–Winnetka–Woodland Hills–West Hills  
Related Cases: VTT-74587-1A; VTT-74588-1A;  
VTT-74589-1A; AA-2016-3910-PMEX  
LIMITED PUBLIC HEARING  
PROJECT SITE: 
6100 North Topanga Canyon Boulevard;  
21800 and 21900 West Erwin Street;  
21801, 21821, 21901 and 21931 West Oxnard Street;  
 

 

RE: Appeal: ZA-2016-3908 – MCUP – SPP – DB – 1A 

Promenade 2035 Project – Proposed Project Modification 

 

Dear President Millman, Vice President Khorsand, Honorable Commissioners, and 

Director Bertoni, 

 

Executive Summary:  

I would like to appeal the Modified Project in its entirety. I respectfully request that 

this project be postponed to such a time that it is able to have adequate public 

review. I do recognize that the Agenda states that the last day to act on this project is 

May 29, 2020. 

 

We are, as you must be very aware, living in a very different world environment today than 

the one that we enjoyed when the Warner Center Specific Plan (WC 2035 Plan) was 

approved in 2013. When the Warner Center Specific Plan was being worked on, I was a 

member of the West Hills Neighborhood Council with my own responsibilities there. I did 

take the time to weigh in on The Village project. But one person can only do so much. 

 

Today we are living in what I call the “Coronavirus World”. I feel as if I was moved to an 

alternative universe because I am one of the “Over 65 At Greater Risk Individuals”.  I have 

not eaten out since March 4th, and I have only gone into a public place once since that date 

to a pharmacy that did not have a drive through lane. That was early in March. So I have 

been following the “Stay at Home” orders and I have only ventured out a few times for 

neighborhood walks because I realize that staying in without cardiovascular exercise puts 

me into another high risk category. 
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This project (Promenade 2035) to the best of my understanding has changed substantially 

since it was reviewed by the Neighborhood Council and the surrounding community, 

interested parties, etc.  

 

I have a copy of the renderings which were mailed to me by the Applicant (Unibail – 

Rodamco – Westfield) aka “URW” in coordination with the Department of City Planning. 

 

I would also like to express at this time my genuine respect for all of the City 

Planning staff that I have worked with over roughly the  last 14 years in various 

capacities both as a resident of West Hills and as a former Neighborhood Council 

member in West Hills. 

 

The Zoning Administrators Approved Project, Appeals, and the Modified Project: 

 

I have recently reviewed the Appeals of Jeff Bornstein, Gina Thornburg, and my own 

original appeal. They were based upon the original Zoning Administrator’s Decision Letter. 

 

This is the language of the modified project from the Agenda: 

“MODIFIED PROJECT: In response to multiple appeals filed on the 

Project, the Applicant submitted a letter dated February 20, 2020, 

requesting the consideration of a “Modified Project”, that would modify 

the intensity of the proposed uses and would include 54 units for Very 

Low Income Households, including an affordable housing incentive, as 

described below for which a limited public hearing is required. 

Specifically, the “Modified Project” would include the following 

modifications: a set aside of 54 residential units for Very Low Income 

Households, 54 units for Workforce Housing, and 54 units for 

Stakeholder Housing; 280,000 square feet of retail and restaurant uses 

in lieu of 244,000 square feet; 731,500 square feet of office in lieu of 

629,000 square feet; 181,550 square feet for the Entertainment and 

Sports Center in lieu of 320,050 square feet (and 10,000 seats in lieu of 

15,000 seats as originally requested); increased height for the creative 

office for three to five stories in lieu of three to four stories, and 

increased parking for 5,655 parking spaces (in lieu of 5,610 parking 

spaces) through a combination of on-site parking, shared parking, and 

off-site parking. The “Modified Project” also increases the total publicly 
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accessible open space from 5.6 to 6 acres at the ground level. All other 

components of the Project remain the same.” 
  

I have reviewed the documents submitted to me (Modified Project) which I believe are 

inadequate because the emphasis appeared to be on the changes to the footprint of the 

project: 

 The change back to a proposed “Entertainment & Sports Center” with an open or 

closed venue with two different proposed heights and with total parking of 3754 

spaces for a venue that will serve up to 10,000? people in various capacities (where 

that total number of spaces is not clear if it is dedicated Arena parking or shared 

parking) ; 

 The request for waivers to the mandatory height limit for residential; and 

 The request for a Density Bonus for Affordable Housing 

 

This project should be denied in light of what we have learned from the Coronavirus. 

1. It is my opinion that the Coronavirus aka: COVID – 19 is not going away soon. 

It is my understanding that we are a year or more from a vaccine and even 

farther from “herd immunity”. 

2. Other communicable diseases have also emerged over the past decades for 

which we also do not have vaccines. 

3. We have learned from New York City aka: Manhattan that density plays a role 

in the transmission of this virus. 

4. We have learned that being in venues such as sports venues, concert venues, 

and other places where people are in close contact including hospitals, 

nursing homes, ships, airplanes, meat packing plants, and shopping malls are 

all ways to more readily contract this virus (COVID -19). 

5. Last year, as someone that receives notifications from the Los Angeles County 

Department of Health, I would get notices of people who had traveled to the 

Los Angeles area and could have potentially spread the Measles virus. For 

those who have not been vaccinated for Measles, and for those who cannot due 

to age or some other medical condition, just having Measles in our community 

becomes a potential public health danger. 

6. Stadiums and Arenas – Concert Halls, etc. – I had tickets to a concert scheduled 

for April 2020. Initially these tickets were moved to a September 2020 date. 

Now the tickets have been moved to October 2021. If concert venues are 

rescheduling their events for more than a year at this time, how would an 

investment in an Arena by URW be a good investment? 

7. We know that even the Olympics were rescheduled in Japan until next year. 
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8. “Here's When Experts Say It'll Be Safe to Go to a Concert”: 
https://bestlifeonline.com/concert-safety-coronavirus/ 

“Travis Rieder, assistant director of education initiatives and research 

scholar at the Johns Hopkins Berman Institute of Bioethics, told USA 

Today that he doesn't think attending a concert will be safe until a 

vaccine is found. And as microbiologist Alex Berezow, PhD, vice 

president of scientific communications at the American Council on 

Science and Health, previously told Best Life, it's unlikely that 

a coronavirus vaccine will be available until 2021, at the earliest.” 

“The conditions were far from what most people expected from a concert 

prior to the pandemic, however. The crowd consisted of only under 200 

fans (an 80 percent reduced capacity for the 1,100-seat theater), and all 

concertgoers had to wear face masks. Attendees were also subjected to 

a temperature check before they entered, as well as six-foot distance 

sticker queues for waiting for everything, including merchandise and 

food and beverages. As for the crowd? They were placed in "fan pods," 

keeping groups six feet apart in an experience that Rolling Stone said 

"felt more like a dress rehearsal than a typical concert experience." 

9. Why would URW want to invest in an Arena that may require up to 80% 

reduced capacity or closure altogether? 

10. “Sears Helped Build a Giant Entertainment Arena. Now, a 

Suburb Pays Millions to Keep It Running.”: 

https://www.propublica.org/article/sears-story-day-4-centre 

“A Chicago suburb is on the hook for millions to operate the Sears Centre 

arena — an amount that in some years accounts for as much as 14% of its 

budget.” 

“Still, the venue has struggled to fulfill its promise. Since opening, it has never 
posted a profitable year. When the private developers, Minnesota-based Ryan 
Companies US, threatened to walk away from the money-losing venture, 
village officials took over the center in 2009. 

Today, the Sears Centre is a demonstration of the risk of entangling private 
corporate interests and public tax dollars.” 

11.  Can Los Angeles afford this? Can we afford to have a vacant arena in our 

community? Isn’t it bad enough to have a vacant Rocketdyne site on Canoga 

Avenue? 

https://bestlifeonline.com/concert-safety-coronavirus/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/entertainment/music/2020/05/01/coronavirus-when-concerts-return-expect-much-different-experience/3055806001/
https://www.acsh.org/profile/alex-berezow-phd
https://www.acsh.org/profile/alex-berezow-phd
https://bestlifeonline.com/will-coronavirus-go-away-without-vaccine/
https://bestlifeonline.com/face-masks-required/
https://bestlifeonline.com/workplace-temperature-checks/
https://www.rollingstone.com/music/music-news/arkansas-pandemic-concert-travis-mccready-1002279/
https://www.propublica.org/article/sears-story-day-4-centre
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12.  I object to the minimum height requirement in this District of 100 feet. It 

makes the project “unaffordable” according to URW’s attorneys to put in 

Affordable and Workforce Housing. “Let’s Get Real” – who are they building 

for? 

13.  Traffic – there have been no recent traffic studies for this project or any other 

project that I am aware of in recent years. We are relying on old data for 

traffic. At the same time, we will be getting the traffic for all of the other 

approved yet recently built or approved and unbuilt projects that are not 

reflected in old traffic studies. 

14. Air quality – we have the worst air quality in the Nation according to the 

American Lung Association. We are #1 for Ozone, and about #4 for particulate 

matter. We will be experiencing more particulate matter in my opinion due to 

the proposed demolition and future cleanup of the Santa Susana Field 

Laboratory which is within about 8 – 10 miles of this project site. 

15.  Temperature – Woodland Hills tends to have warmer air temperature than 

most of the West San Fernando Valley. With increased heat, we get higher 

Ozone levels. 

16.  This week San Fernando Valley temperatures are expected to be in the high 

90’s.  How can people safely “play” in open space when there are “Heat Alerts” 

and “Unhealthy Air Quality Alerts” for our area from the Los Angeles County 

Department of Health? 

17. Street Trees – I agree that the large street trees on this project site should be 

left in place if possible to offset the Greenhouse gases. The only trees that 

should be removed are those where there will be a driveway or those which 

have lifted the existing sidewalk beyond repair. Those trees should be 

replaced with similar trees with the appropriate tree well and trees of 

substantial height. 

18. Affordable Housing Subsidies – URW is building in a community that  currently 

has no employers of substance with the exception of other Westfield 

properties and Farmers Insurance. Why is the Blue Cross Building empty? 

19. The Warner Center 2035 Plan was written with the goal of people taking 

public transportation. However, at this time, public transportation is not safe, 

in my opinion, for a number of reasons. 

a) Public Transportation poses a risk of not only the Coronavirus, but 

seasonal flu, and other communicable diseases. 

b) Does the City have the ability to clean every bus and every train at 

regular intervals? How do they clean them? 

c) The Homeless use public transportation, and news reports have shown 

that some homeless have transmitted diseases to others including our 

LAPD officers. 
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d) This places everyone using public transportation at risk for viral and 

bacterial infections. 

 

My original Appeal: 

“Executive Summary: 

1) Oppose the Stadium in its entirety due to the potential traffic impacts on the 

101 freeway and the surrounding area, the lack of adequate parking, etc. 

2) Oppose the project as designed because of its potential impacts of airborne 

impacts on the existing residents in the same and adjacent census tracts due 

to key existing air quality exceedances for the West Valley Air Quality 

Management District Area (AQMD) of the South Coastal AQMD. These criteria 

fall under Pollution Burden Scores by the State of California’s Office of 

Environmental Health and Hazard Assessment (OEHHA).  That tool is known 

as CalEnviroScreen 3.0.  

3) CalEnviroScreen 3.0 considers Pollution sources and Environmental Justice 

criteria in calculating each census tract’s Overall Pollution Burden Score, or 

the scores based upon various Environmental Justice criteria and how 

Pollution Burden affects the health of those who have the various socio 

economic issues. 

4) I am appealing the Zoning Administrator’s Decision because I believe he failed 

to address existing State Laws including State Senate Bill (SB) 535 and State 

Assembly Bill (AB) 1550. These two laws reference – in the case of SB 535 – 

Disadvantaged Communities, and in the case of AB 1550, Low Income 

Communities and a combination of them both.  

5) I have done a keyword search of the Zoning Administrator’s Decision, and it is 

my opinion that this project, which is written in phases, does not consider 

recent decisions by the Governors, the Los Angeles Mayor, and by agencies 

such as the LADWP, in regards to future laws regarding water use, future 

energy uses, the proposed shut down of Aliso Canyon as a gas storage facility, 

and the proposed shutdown of the City of Los Angeles’ three major gas fired 

facilities – Scattergood, Haynes, and Harbor, which according to the Los 

Angeles Times, supply 31% of the City’s power. “How will L.A. replace three gas 

plants that Mayor Eric Garcetti plans to shut down?”: 

https://www.latimes.com/business/la-fi-garcetti-dwp-gas-plants-20190212-

story.html” 

 

Phases: 

It is not clear to me today based upon the project modification how it would be 

phased. My original appeal referenced building the residential last and the hotels 

https://www.latimes.com/business/la-fi-garcetti-dwp-gas-plants-20190212-story.html
https://www.latimes.com/business/la-fi-garcetti-dwp-gas-plants-20190212-story.html
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and office structures first. But today – is there need for offices in Warner Center with 

an empty Blue Cross building? What is the vacancy rate for offices in the San 

Fernando Valley right now with the Coronavirus? 

 

Alternative Plans: 

 A New Medical Center Dedicated to Cancer Patients;  

 A Separate Children’s Hospital Tower; 

 Adjacent High Rise Physician’s Offices with subterranean tunnels to the 

hospital for employees only;  

 Stand Alone Laboratory Facilities; 

 Stand Alone Imaging Facilities; 

 An Adjacent Residential Suite Hotel or two such as a Residence Inn of one of a 

similar quality- all suite Hotel. 

 Greenspace for patients to view, and for those who are able to be wheeled out 

to enjoy if possible. 

 A partnership with URW and existing Medical Centers – ideally the non-

profits. Under the current crisis, the State may have a hard time building 

another UCLA campus. 

 Ideally a partnership with a non-profit such as Cedars – Sinai which is already 

building small offices in Encino, West Hills, and beyond. 

 Ideally a partnership with Children’s Hospital Los Angeles for patients who 

live in the West San Fernando Valley and beyond to get care for children. 

 Other possibilities could be City of Hope or Keck / USC. 

I have known patients who live in Warner Center and elsewhere. At least one had 

Breast Cancer. She was a Kaiser Patient. She had to go to Kaiser Woodland Hills by 

about  6:00 – 7:00 am for a bus to Kaiser Sunset for radiation therapy. Why can’t we 

have radiation therapy available for Kaiser patients in Woodland Hills? 

The New Reality: 

One of the potential side effects of COVID – 19 was lung damage. With our poor air 

quality we already have a lot of residents with asthma, heart disease, Chronic 

Obstructive Pulmonary Disorders (COPD), Lung Cancer, and Heart Disease – all of 

which are exacerbated by poor air quality. 

I see the potential need in the West San Fernando Valley for more stand-alone health 

care including independent vaccination centers for well patients. Currently, 

according to the CDC, in April 2020 compared to April 2019, about half the number of 

vaccines were given. Vaccines are particularly important to children, pregnant 

women, and the elderly. This is why having a separate Children’s hospital as well as a 
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“New COVID – 19 Age” divided Pediatric office space that allows for social distancing  

- “sick patients” v “well patient” visits would be a new standard that URW and a 

medical partner could create for our community.  A similarly designed office tower 

for Adult medical office space would be ideal. 

CalEnviroScreen 3.0: 

I would like to reiterate my comments from my original Appeal relative to the use of 

CalEnviroScreen 3.0. 

https://oehha.maps.arcgis.com/apps/MapSeries/index.html?appid=8dad35dcd22742858

74e60871c404edc 

SB 535 Disadvantaged Communities: 

https://oehha.maps.arcgis.com/apps/View/index.html?appid=c3e4e4e1d11546839

0cf61d9db83efc4 

While the project site is not in an SB 535 area, a large part of Council District 3 is. 

 

 

AB 1550 Low Income Communities: 

https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/capandtrade/auctionproceeds/lowincomemapfull.htm 

 

https://oehha.maps.arcgis.com/apps/MapSeries/index.html?appid=8dad35dcd2274285874e60871c404edc
https://oehha.maps.arcgis.com/apps/MapSeries/index.html?appid=8dad35dcd2274285874e60871c404edc
https://oehha.maps.arcgis.com/apps/View/index.html?appid=c3e4e4e1d115468390cf61d9db83efc4
https://oehha.maps.arcgis.com/apps/View/index.html?appid=c3e4e4e1d115468390cf61d9db83efc4
https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/capandtrade/auctionproceeds/lowincomemapfull.htm
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SB 535 and AB 1550 combined map 
 

While the census tract that the Promenade is in is not in an AB 1550 census tract, 

census tracts are arbitrary, and the tract to the due north is an AB 1550 census tract.  

Therefore any construction on this project site will be impacting those at risk 

according to AB 1550 guidance. 

 CalEnviroScreen 3.0:Pollution Burden – 
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I want to conclude with the Pollution Burden map of the Promenade and the adjacent 

census tracts. You can see by the tracts to the east and to the south the pollution 

burden that already exists.  

 

I reiterate that this is what the Traffic Density currently looks like via 

CalEnviroScreen 3.0 for the current Promenade and the surrounding census tracts. 



Page 11 of 11 
 

I am hoping that my proposal of medical facilities on this project site that would have 

staggered traffic would generate less traffic than a stadium and 100’ height 

residential and office buildings. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Christine L. Rowe 

B.S. in Health Education 

42 year resident of West Hills 

 

 
 


