City Council Special Meeting
May 18, 2005

Email Correspondence (1)

Received by the City of Calabasas in
Support of the Heschel West School Project



Kimberly Rodrigues

Page 1 of 1

From: Mike Kamino

Sent: Monday, May 16, 2005 7:27 AM

To: Kimberly Rodrigues

Subject: FW: AR-M450_2650819200_20050509_164733_43.pdf

Kimberly,
Here is the letter from Calabasas re Heschel. mk

From: Elizabeth Parker [mailto:eparker@cityofcalabasas.com]
Sent: Monday; May 09, 20054;36 PM

To: Mike Kamin

Subject: AR-M450_2650819200_20050509_164733_43.pdf

Dear Mr. Kamino,

Attached, please find a copy of the Heschel School correspondence.

Please, let me know if | can be of further assistance.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Parker
Executive Assistant
City of Calabasas

5/16/2005



-~ CI1TY of CALABASAS

May 5, 2005

Dr. Dary! Koutnik

The County of Los Angeles
Department of Regional Planning
Impact Analysis Section, Room 1348
320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Dear Mr. Koutnik:

The City of Calabasas has reviewed the revised Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for
the Heschel School Project. The City finds no significant impacts to the City of Calabasas and
our community resulting from the project, and has no comments regarding the DEIR.

Please also note for the record that on March 2, 2005, the City Council met to review the status
of previous correspondence sent by then Mayor, Leslie Devine and then acting Community
Development Director, Steve Craig. The determination of the Council was that their previous
correspondence reflected personal viewpoints and was not an official position taken by the City
on the DEIR. Copies of this prior correspondence are attached.

The City of Calabasas is a community which actively supports the highest quality of public and
private educational opportunities for our youth. As such, we believe that the construction of
Heschel School will benefit out residents by providing opportunities for expanded schooling
options. : ‘

A record fo the Staff repcrt and discussion on Heschel School is available by referencing the
City Council meetings of March 2, 2005 and May 4, 2005 on our website,
‘ www.cityofcalabasas.com. ‘

Please contact us should you “have any addition questions. Note that all official
correspondence on this project will be issued through my office.

Community Development Director’

o Members of the City Council
Anthony Coroalles, City Manager
. City of Agoura Hills ‘

26135 Mureau Road
Calabasas, CA 91302-3172
(818) 878-4225

Fax (818) 878-4215
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December 10, 2002

M. Kerwin Chih

Supervision Regional Planner

LA County Dept. of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Delivered by fax to 21399746438
6260959

Dear Mr. Chih;

I have personally reviewed the full 2-volume draft EIR for the Heschel West School proposal.

T know of the Heschel School’s fine reputation and would very much like to see them achieve
a permanent carnpus that will be 2 positive learning space. There is certainly the need in the
region for their service 1o an active, educationally oriented population. '

The first goal, especially when dealing with children, is safety. I believe there shouldbea -
higher standard of public safety when dealing with a facility where children will spend a great
deal of time. It is known that the younger the child, the more susceptible to environmental
health problems. 1t is society’s first job to protect the children. ltisin that category thatl
find the specifics within this EIR to be lacking and minimizing very potential problems. These
need to be better thought out and fully mingated before either approving the presently
conceived project or certifying this EIR. Specifically my concerns are: '

s FIRE DANGER -- The idea of “shelter in place” for a canyon surrounded by

" chaparral hills, in a “high fire danger area”, Ifind inadequate. Anyone who has
seen the power of a full fire storm knows that survival in such a canyon could be
iffy. 1have great respect for the fire consultant, Scott Franklin, and cannot believe
this section is fully representative of his suggestions, Fire deparmments usually
require 2 ingress/egress roads, yet only one is shown on these maps. That one road
is at a freeway bottleneck. There is no evacuation plan for children gi ven. It would
be vital 10 get children out of the potential path of fire! How will that be done?
This site, if used for children, must condition the school to have buses on site to

26135 Mureau Road
Calabasas, Ca 51302-3172
{818) 878-4225 ext 226
Home (818) 222-5088

Fax {818) 2258870
Jesley@calabssaschar.com
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evacuate the children if needed, at least during the fire season months. Moreover, what
will be the impact from frightened parents descending from all directions? The need
10 protect children will force the firefighters to prioritize the school, at what cost to the
overall area needs? ‘

e LANDFILL TMPACTS and POTENTIAL RADIATION -- The EIR uses a 1998
report on the Calabases Landfill as the basis of the concl usion of “no significant
impacts”. Two serious reports have not been considered and need to be included.

First was the disclosure by Senator Barbara Boxer that low level radiation
may,have been dumped at the Calabasas Landfill. The State has ordered the
Regional Water Quality Board to take the lead in new testing within the
landfill for radioactive materials. The protoco] for that testing Is just now
being finalized and there are many who feel that the surrounding lands, not
just on the landfill, need testing added. It will be months before there is any
initial information. Since this site sits near the landfill, this issue cannot be
ignored. If there isradiation, and if the spread goes near areas where '
children spend time, there can be serious, harmful effects. No school
should go forward without full information and that is not yet avajlable.

' Second was the disclosure in the last month that perchlorate has been found

by the RWQB at the top of the watershed, along Las Virgenes Creek, on the
Ahmanson Ranch. There has been no testing yet of the extent of the
“plumes” although there is movement toward getting those tests done.

Given the geologic movement of 1994, some respected geologists are now
theorizing that the underground watenvays may have shified courses and left
unknown new paths for such pollutants 1o migrate. Again, the information
is just starting to be analyzed and the area effects are yet unknown. Since

~ children are to be at this site, all information needs 1o be found first.

_« TRAFFIC SAFETY — the intersection of the 101 Freeway and Cheesboro is
presently fairly dangerous. - The strange configuration, with a gas station at the
corner, a 2-lane bridge, and bad sightlines make it 2 difficult road as is.  Thereiis
little doubt that the addition of s many cars plus a proposed road so few feet from.
the on/off ramps, would make it truly “accident-ville”! - Mitigations 10 ’
sccommodate the school should concentrate on getting the children safely oo and

from school. Minimum conditions that should be considered include:
¢ Mandating widening the Cheesbore bridge over the 101 Freeway and

@

improving the on/off ramps. N

The road into'the school would have to be brought away from the -
intersection, which conld perhaps be accomplished by adding a split new
west-bound off ramp that connected 1o the school road considerably east of
the intersection. Q

The school should be conditioned to have bus transportation to and from
school for the children. If pick up/ delivery at homes is impractical, they
could have some safe bus meeting places for parent delivery of children to
their buses. Then the car trips could be reduced.

Hecrhel Srhnnl Cammente ) 4 . Psea 2.
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e The school should be conditioned to never have high school students.
Teenage drivers at that location would add to safety problems. [sometimes

impatient parents are bad enough.]

There are environmental concerns that I am sure others will go into in detail, including our City

staff. 1 would just like to add a few items.
e The impacts to the long sought “wildlife comridor” from this site size and

configuration are major impacts. Another alternative should be found to fully
accommodate the wildlife needs. As a neighbor of hard won public “open space
parks”, that wildlife needs 1o be appreciated as a duty to society. Lights too effect
the animals, so a condition that only low level safety lights are left on after dark
should be included. T am sure that NPS will have full discussion of this issue.

The water quality section of the draft EIR is nop-existent. Just being required to
follow NPDES Permit rules does not relieve the County of fully knowing and
conditioning most of the “best management practices” within the project proposal.
NPDES requires thought out knowledge of stormwater flow and percolation areas.
That needs to be known zhead of time so that the buildings, walkways, etc. can be
properly sited. Itis a lot more financially practical 1o think it out in the beginning,

rather that retrofit later to meet the law.  This site is at the bottom of hills, yet no

estimate of runoff into the site is considered.  This section needs to be fully done
prior to certifying the EIR. ’ '

Soils of this pristine land need 1o be surveyed by a Soil Scientist prior 1o

certification of the EIR. The NRCS-USDA has found totally unique soils within the

Santa Monica Mountains, some that are found no where else in the world., The
geology section of the draft EIR was not sufficient on this subject.

It may be that the “Alternative” of using a site on the south side of the 101 may present
opportunities without as many constrains.

It is my hope that a better school project can be crafied that will provide for children’s
education and safety and which will then becoming a proud part of the community. 1 thank

you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

v

Lesley Devine

co. councilmembers & planning staff

Hearhel Qehanl Cammente
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CiTY of CALABASAS

December 10, 2002

To: Depariment of Regional Planning
Hall of Records
320 West Temple Street -13th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 80012
Altn: Mr. Daryl Koulnik

From: .Jasch Janowicz, Environmental Coordinalor
Steve Craig, Calabasas Director of Planning and Community Development

- Re: County Project No. 88-062, SCH No. 98101060 {Heschel West School}—Comments on the
Draft EIR on the Master Plan and “Interim Plan” for Heschel School

The City of Calabasas has carefully reviewed the subject EIR. While the document represents a firsi step
‘towards analyzing the impacts of the proposed project, the City's design, engineering, and environmental
review staff believes ihal substantial work is necessary fo make this drafl repori an accurate full
disclosure document. In our collective opinion, this document seriously underestimaies the potential
effects of such a large school facility on the environment. This is & large project that will create

subsiantial changes to the natural and physical environment.

To put the scale of this project in perspective compared to other educalional facilily expansions in the
region, it is important lo undersiand that this school expansion is aboul half the size of the Soka
University expansion that was proposed several years ago. We believe that in many respecis, the
conslruction of this new facility, if permitled as proposed, will have impacls comparable to the Soka
expansion. The Heschel proposal is also larger than the Viewpointe School Master Plan currently being
reviewed in the City of Calabasas. The Viewpoint campus is smaller, accommodaies a high school, and
contains less square foolage than the Heschel Proposal. And, while Heschel School has indicaled that it
does not intend 1o include & high school in the ultimate master plan, this position seems disingenuous
necause the athletic facilities in the Heschel Master Plan far exceed whal would be necessary for an

slementary and middle school.

The Cily is also very concerned about the County's apparent ad hoc “Interim School” approval process
which has involved the apparent misuse of the Temporary Use Permil program in the County's
development code. A similar mistake was made when another parochial school, the Mesivia School, was
approved as a lemporary use adjacent to Hidden Hills and Mouniain View Estales near the Cily of
Calabasas. This temporary facility was not properly reviewed and remains, afler three years of
contentious debale and litigation, @ physical eyesore and source of disinvesiment in.a community of fine
and expensive homes. This situation is directly atlribulable 1o the use of a lemporary use permit o
~ eslablish an "Interim School”. Now it appears the County is repeating the same mistake made when
Mesivia School was similarly approved using temporary use permit approvals. The following introductory
comments address lhis issue. These commenis are followed by a delailed crilique of the Draft EIR.

26138 Mureau Road
Calabasas, CA 91302-3172
(B18) 878-4225

Fax (818) 878-4215




intreduction: General Entitlement Processing Concerns

The County of Los. Angeles Planning Staff has verified that 2 Temporary Use Permil was issued 1o
Heschel School to allow the reiocation and operation of the existing school facililies on the new proposed

- development site. This obviously creates a fundamental problem because in order for the school to
relocate, a primary access route would need to be construcied.  Apparently, the issvance of the
"lemporary” use permit aliowed the school io commence operations which would include the admittance
of up to 550 students and over235,000 cubi¢ yards of grading and was approved wilh only administrative
review. It is also alleged that Heschel School has agreed to posipone implemeniation of their. "temporary”
school uniil their Master Plan Concept is ultimately approved. The adminisirative approval of even an
interim school facility that would operate for up to five years under this temporary permit and require over
235,000 cubic yards of grading is in viclation of the Counly's Zoning Code and & violation of the due
Process raview requireménts provided for in the California Environmental Quality Act.

Moreover, the TUP status further confuses the issue of exaclly what "project” is being proposed by
Heschel West. For example, if the proposed Master Plan Concept is uitimaiely rejected by the County
Planning Commission and/or the Counly Board of Supervisors, would the "interim” project inadequately
described in the Draft EIR be aliowed {o proceed without an additional public hearing or any other form of
review (such as a focused CEQA document)? If so, the Counly of Los Angeles and Heschel Weast would
likely be subjecied o various forms of litigalion as was the Mesivia proposal.

The City of Calabasas is nol against the establishment of well designed educational facilities that ere
appropriately designed and scaled for the neighborhood where these faciliies will be situated. To
accomplish @ realistic review of this proposal, we respectiully. request that the County of Los Angeles
makes a genuine effori to fully disciose all componenis of this project and require thal development of the
school be consistent with its own Zoning Code and in full compliance with the provisions of the California
Environmenial Quality Act. The following commenis were provided with this premise in mind.

Comments on the Project Description and Pians and Policies Analysis

Project Descriplion

As presented, the Project Description is very.confusing relative lo whal is aclually being proposed. The
Description is also legally inadeguate in many respects due to significant and serious omissions. The
basic entilements and permits being soughl by the applicanl are never even disclesed in the Project
Description—ior example is a masier CUP being sought for the entire Masler Plan or is @ minor
Development Plan approval being requesied . for the Interim School—what aclions and approvals are
required by the County and how do these approvals differ for the Master Plan Concept and the Interim
School? ~ What type of subdivision map is being used lo hold and convey the open space and
development site (if an open space transfer is part of the proposal, which is unclear)? What permils and .
approvals are required by the County before a grading permit can be issued? '

The majority of the Project Description Js dedicaled to the Husiration and documeniation of 2 Master Plan
Concepl, including architeclural renderings, grading plan, but the aclual undertaking as proposed is a
project that bears little if any resemblance ie the Master Plan proposal. The initial project design bears
. little if any relationship to the Masier Plan. Concepl, which, we learn, in'the conclusion of the Project
Description {page 2.0-11), wil result in the consiruction of an Interim Schopl on six acres. Furiher
‘confusing the matter is 2 declaration on page 2.0-9 that stales ihe existing school operating out of leased
property one mile {o the east (adjacen! to' Saratoga Hills) “would transfer 1o the new sile upon project

completion”. Upon completion of what project? The interim Schooi or the Master Plan Concept?

This dislinction becomes very imporiant when one looks at the details of the project grading, stormwater
planning, traffic circulation and land use compatibility concerns. The Interim School and the Master Plan
concept will result in subsiantially different impacts. The grading for the “iniial" phase of the project

Hesche} West School: Project EIR Comments
Page - 2 :




(iflustrated in Figure 2.0-5) appears not to be organized to implement the ultimate Master Plan Concept.
Indeed, two rather than one access roads appear to be required to implement the initial phase of the
project. The parking lot for the Interim School and Master Plan bear no relationship to one another. The
orientation of the parking field for the Master Plan is direclly posilioned to be exposed to the adjacent
residential community while the Interim Plan shows a different location.

Because of this distinction between the impacts of the Interim School {which will be built) and the Master
Plan concept {which may be built), the EIR is fundamenially flawed. A clear Project Description detailing
the polential impacts and operalions of the Interim School and Masier Plan concept needs to be provided.
Al preseni, the Interim School is poorly and very sketchily described. However, from what can be
gleaned from the few references to this part of the project, it appears that the proposed relocated Interim
School will essentially look like the exisling school (trailers, temporary struclures, etc.).. Moreover, il
seems possible that this interim solution could operate for a period of 7-10 years before the final phases
of conslruction are iniliated. This is not an acceptable design solution. :

The physical improvements associated with the initial project appear to call for 2 relocation of existing
modular buildings from the preseni school sile adjacent {o the proposed Woodland Properiies subdivision
and Saratoga Hills/Saratoga Ranch in Calabasas. The use of modular siructures, which do not support
the type of architeciural form that is value enhancing to the immediaiely adjacent neighborhood, is being
presenied as an interim solution to the school's needs. However, the present school has been situated in
modular facilities for years and absent a clear and achievable funging plan, the presumplion is that the
exisling modular structures will simply be moved (o 8 highly visible Iocation. In appearance, he schoo!
will present an inconsisient design form in a highly visually prominent location. This EIR must clearly be
revised to separalely discuss and evaluate the impacis of the Inlerim Project and the Master Pian
Concept Project for two reasons: first, the Masler Plan Concept may never be built within the effective
“sheli-life” of the EIR and ihe Interim Project is now embedded almost irretrievably within the Project

Descriplion and subsequent analyses.

The “Project” really is the interim School and the Master Plan is, in many respecls, a stalement that is
supposed to govern buildout of the entire facility in the fulure. In reality, the Interim School and Master
Planned facifity are, 2! least in appearance, architeciural form and site configuration, compleiely separate
undertakings. The Project Description needs lo focus on whal the’ Interim School will look like.
Renderings of the modular school facility need 1o be provided. A preliminary landscaping plan and
phoiometric concept are also absent. The ultimate buildout of the. school, if il is donation or revenue
dependent, may never proceed to fruition and therefore the Project Description section of the EIR should
sssess the interim School as an independent underiaking. The Masier Plan Concepl should be
separately described since the two appear o bear litlle relalionship lo one angther. '

Privale schools vary in their ability lo achieve financial and student atlendance goals. According lo the
staff al the City of Calabasas, the private sectarian Mesivia School situated between Hidden Hills and
Calabasas has been in operation for nearly four years and it has the appearance of a partially dismantied
irailer storage yard with points of accent of new construction. Temporary structures have been left in -
place, grading has occurred in a disorganized and sporadic manner, and the overall visual impact of the
interim facility is clearly disrespectful of the needs and inlerests of the surrounding community which is
devaluing to the surrounding properties. [n conirast, the Viewpoint School in Calabasas, 2 private school
very similer in general concept fo the Master Plan Concept proposed by Heschel, has a clear planning
intent and all inlerim consiruction is consistent with the Master Plan concepl.  If such coincidence
between interim aclions and plan concept is not going 1o be the buildout scenario for the Heschel School,
we respectfully request that the interim School be given careful and complete description in the Project
Description section of the EIR as a separate undertsking. The Master Plan concepl is adequately
presented but it is not really germane to the Interim Project. No elevalions, renderings or simulalions are
provided of the Interim School which document the appearance, size, visibility and relationship o
surrounding open space of this undertaking.

Heschel Wesl School: Project EIR Commenis
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There are several commilments that could be made by the project proponents thal would help minimize
polential conflicts between the Interim School or Master Plan Concept. These commitments, which are
described in our review of the Land Use section, should be inlegraled into a design process for this
‘Project which will involve community participation.

| Existing Setting'. .

The section fifled Local Setting (subsection: Surrounding Land Use) should disclose with considerably
more delall two issues: first, the slalus of the Calabasas Landfill barrier peneiralions and plume
movement fowards the school facility (this information is contained in the National Park Service
Environmertial Assessment completed for the federal landfill operating permit issued by the Park Service)
and more recent information about on-going studies of radicactive malerials and perchioraies potentially
that were Infroduced into%he Landfill from the parlially abandoned Rocketdyne faciily. Polential grading
reiated interactions with this p]u*ne and depth of grading.in relalion.to the plume need to be considered in

the EIR.
Other corrections that need to be ma&e in this section include:

1. A brief discussion needs o be provided of the Woodiand VeiieyiSamsor{ Invesiment resideniial
subdivision proposed immediately west of Saratoges Hills/Saraloga Ranch—discussions of ihe
annexatlion of this parcel to the City of Calabasas have been inilialed at the developers request:

2. Figure 3.0-3 incorrectly lsbels land east of the proposed school site as being held by the Sania
Monica Mountains Conservancy, Aclually, the Conservancy holding is relalively small at the
mouth of Liberty Canyon. The reason this correclion is very imporiant is that the EIR seems o
suggest that ample room is present for a viable wildlife corridor at Liberty Canyon; the reality is
that with the creation of Heschel West School and development of ihe Woodland Valley parce!
west of Saratoga Hills, the area dedicated fo wildiife proteclion is relatively small, The pinching

- effect of development on either side of Liberly Canyon should be #ustrated in ihis figure. 3

3. The ﬁzsio;yb of interesi by ihé Naiional Park Service and Conservancy in acquiring the Heschel

West site should alsg be discussed since il is germane o {he ulimate cspob ition of any open

space iha may be dedicated.
. Comments on the Environmental Impact Analysis

Section 4.1: Visual Resources .

Neighboring properiies w;ih in the City of Agoura Hills and the Counly of Los Angeles currenﬂy enjoy an

" unobstructed view lowards a number of pristine open space areas. This proposed school facility would
unnecessarily detrac! from the curreni viewshed dominated primarily by natural habital sreas. Care

should be iaken by this project developer 1o reduce the scale and mass of this project below the crest of

the horizoh and the significant nalural habital areas so thal views will continve lo be defined by

"undisturbed” views rather than by rodflines as shown in Figure 4.1-8. The aclual ‘structures should be

single story and should be designed wlh a iow proﬁe io help mnnlmrze visual impacis to the greaTesi

extent feasible.

The most serious deﬁcsency of ihe view analysis provided is ihe failure to include view simulation of the
‘proposed "interim" school facility. . Since this interim condition would likely be used for 7 io 10 years {and
thus should be considered semi- permanent) view simulations need to be provided illustratling this

condiion. Most poriable school buildings have little architectural articulalion and would be totelly

incompalible with the existing residential community and the surrounding open space. Landscaping

Heschel West School: Project E{ Comments
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similar {0 what is proposed in the Master Plan would likely be needed to adequately reduce the visual
impacts of this condition. However, without this information it is likely that this issue would not be
addressed and could create a significant visual impact on adjacent residences.

Comments on Milioation Measures Recommended by ihe EIR (Page 4.1-28)

‘Although the mitigation measures provided in this section address most issues associated with view
impacts, we recommend the following additional measures to further reduce the project’s visual impact:

1.

Lighting within parking areas shall not exceed fourteen sixteen feet in height, including
the base. All exierior lighting fixtures shall be decoralive in design and shall be directed
downward. The Lighting Plan shall include photometric mapping. of offsite fllumination.
Offsite spillage shall nol be permitted. No light source shall exceed 250 watls and the
photometric plan shall show compliance in the light sources not exceeding one (1)
footcandle of illumination at the property lines. No roof-mounted lighting shalt be

permitied.

Any roof mounted venling, elevator or heating equipment shall be fully screened from
public view, including ihe residential properties to the wesl. Roof screening treaiments, if
needed, shall be subject lo the approval of ihe Counly of Los Angeles Planning

Department.

Section 4.2: Transportation and Access

The City of Agoura Hills is currently processing applications with Calirans in an effort lo retrofit two other
City freeway interchanges. The estimated cost to improve the Kanan Interchange and the Reyes Adobe
interchange is expected to reach $30 million dollars. The improvemenis. lo these two inlerchanges are a
direc! result of having frontage roads too close to the freeway ramps. This project is crealing the same
problem that the City of Agoura Hills is irying 10 alleviate st the other two locations. We are in agreement
with the November 19, 2002, Caltrans letter, that recommends closing Canwood Street and exploring
oiher access alternatives. In addition, Calirans has reguesied the applicant lo widen the existing WB off
ramp to three lanes in order to accommodate the additional school traffic.  This widening would further
exacerbate the access problem at Canwood Street, thus facilitating the need to close Canwood Street.

The following are detailed comments régarding the conient of the DEIR.

Page

£S6

ES-7

4.2-11

Comment

ltlem 4.2-1: Mitigalion measures include payment of “Fair Share” {o the Los Angeles County
Depariment of Public Works. This should be changed 1o the City of Agours Hills. Fair Share

shall be eslablished at 50% of cosls.

ltern 4.2-6:  Applicant’s “fair share” shall be paid to the City of Agoura Hills. This amount
should equal 25% of the cost of the bridge widening or if revised iraffic study mitigations
require, construct the bridge widening improvements 10 improve the safely of the surrounding

intersections.

It is felt the DEIR dos not adequately address items 2, 3, and 5 of the County's EIR Traffic
impact Guidelines. For example, (a) the project will interfere with the existing traffic flow due
to location of access, (b) the proposed signal at Palo Comado/US 101 will not provide for
adequate safety, and (c) the traffic generaled on Driver and Chesebro could alier the existing

Heschel West School: Project EIR Commentls
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residential characler. These ilems should be explored and adegualely addressed inthe DEIR
-and not summearily dismissed. ’

4.2-37.1 tem 4.2-4: This mitigation measure is not lisled in the summeary table. This mitigaﬁon
. measure should include a right turn only and a ihrough/left turn only. The applicant shall
complete this item. . .

4.2-37 All mitigation measures in this section should be revised 1o reflect the comments made on
pages ES-8 and ES-7 above. ’

Section 4.4: Human Heallh

d'a- i . R
The majorily of the informaticn uses in this section was obiained from the Environmenial Assessment
prepared by the Los Angeles County Sanitation District in September 1998. Subsequent lo the release of
this repori, members of the Senate have alleged thal low-level radiation may have been dumped st the
Calabasas Landfill. The staie has ordered the Regional Water Quaslity Control Boerd {o develop new
testing prolocols for radiation within the landfill, This testing program is just being finalized and may
include provisions for off-site iesting on those lands directly adjacent o the disposal facility. Since ihe
proposed school sile is near ihe landfill and is in the proximity of an area known o conlain subsurface
leachale, this issue cannot be ignored because of the potential health effecis. The Heschel school
propesal should not move forward until all information regarding the disposal of radicactive waste in the
Calabasas Landfill is available and incorporated into the Draft EIR. : :

Section 4.5 Biological Resources

El

Overall, the Cily of Calabasas has general concerns regarding the lack of detail and accuracy with respect
ip biola issues. The DEIR de-emphasizes the potential impacts to the significant plant and wildlife
resources present on the site. The major areas of concern are as joliows: ‘

The project’s landscaping pian needs lo reflect local character. The plant palelte dictaled by the Fire
Managament Plan calls for Coast Live Ozk, Celifornia Walnui, Holly Leaved Cherry and several other
non-native species. Valley Oak is & historic and predominani feature in the natural areas surrounding the
project. Coast Live Osk does not: presently gxist on the sile. The project should-emphasize Vailey Oak in
the oullying areas .around the.buildings. The Pigh states thal Coast Live ©ak will be used to replicale ok
woodiand around the site. The site would have less visual impact by replicating the look of a valley oak
savanna and would likely aiso be more in conformance with the NPS recommendations. Coast Live Oak
could be used directly adjacent to buildings for screening where acceplable to LA County Fire, as they are

generally slow to ignile and are slow burning.

A current biotic field survey needs 1o be conducted by gqualified professional botanists. The field surveys
included .in the Drafi EiR Appendices are ouldaled and incomplete. Several references o specific field
surveys were provided in the text of the Draft EIR but are nof included in the Draft EIR Appendices: There
. is no mention of the botanisi(s) that compleled the initial surveys. The DEIR references field surveys from
1999 and earlier. Current data is called for {o determine whelher the presence of special siatus or locally
significant plants or plant communities are present. Based on recent discoveries on the nearby Ahmanson
Ranch properly of plant species previously thought 10 be extincl, it would siand to reason ihat up-lo-date
field surveys should be completéd prior lo rendering 2 final decision of ithe project to ensure that no
impacts o endangered species would resull form project consiruclion. Per the limited information
provided, the botanisls did not appear io conduct their field surveys according to CDFG and CNPS field
survey protocol for rare plants for timing and compleleness. COFG requirements are listed in their NOP
letier daled November 3, 1988.

S
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The Technical Appendices lack adequate detail regarding the methods and timing of field surveys for plant
and animal resources. The report states in section 4.5 that "Focused special stalus surveys were
conducted in the spring of 1989 during the blooming period.” The timing and methods used must be
specifically listed per CDFG. Many rare native plants do not bicom in the spring. Without this information
it is impossibie o discern whether the field SUrVEYs were comp leted during the most opportune time for

identificalion of such biological resources.

The methods used to classify vegetation are outdaled. The report describes using Holland (1986) as 2
vegetative classification source. Those descriptions of the natural vegetation are outdaled and
inadequate. The Manual of California Vegetation (19985} is a more recent resource for habitat descriptions.
The label Non-native Grassland Habilal oversimplifies the poteniial on the sile for rare planis {o exisi

within the habital. The classification avoids the aclual existing conditions of the project site and could
potentially misiead the reviewer as to the value, importance, and biodiversily of the project sile resources.
Grasslands, even those dominated by nen-nalive grasses have some of the highest plant and animal

- species richness in California plant communities.

Not all impacis on local wildlife are considered. The DEIR does not consider the importance of grassiand
vegetation to wildlife. No mitigation for the loss of grassland acreage was provided. Moreover, page 4.5-
25 of the Drafl FIR states that US Fish and Wiidlife Protoco! Surveys for the California gnatcatcher were
completed yel these surveys were not included in the DEIR Technical Appendices.

The Fire Management Plan is nol Consvsten% with LA Counly Fire Depariment Guidelines. Special status
native plant communities can be retained in 80% of Zone A, the setback zone. Page 4 of the LA County
Fuel Modificalion Guidelines stales that special consideration will be given for rare and endangered
species, geologic hazards, tree ordinances, or other conflicting restrictions. Therefore, consideration for
preservation of addilional of Valley Needl egrass Grassland and Coaslal Sage (Veniuran) Scrub acfeage

is warranted.

The Fire Management Plan in Appendix |, calls for a very limited p‘a lette of eight (8) species of irees. The
nlan mandales inis tree palale for all planting on the site. There is a richness of nalive and non-native
vegetation which is considered "low fuel volume” if maintained. The DEIR calls for planting Quercus
agrifolia at 30-foot centers around the buiidings. The LA County Fuel Modification Guidelines allow for the
planting of Vai?ey Oak {Quercus lobata) and many other species. Failure o incorporate a diverse native

plant palette in the proposed fuel modification plan could potentially result in significant impacis to the
surrcunding undisturbed biological hzbital. The guidelines can be found at www LACOFD org/fuel.him,
Another resource can be found at www.ucpfl.ucop.edufl-Zone/XV/ivegelatihim, The sile contains a list of
fire performance ratings of residential landscape plants and additional resource links. We would
recommend that this fuei modification plan be submitted for review and approval by the Depariment of
Fish and Game prior 1o rendering & final decision on this project to address the potenna impaci of fuel

modification on the site’s natural habital.

The DEIR's analysis of biological impacts is too generalized, and does not adequately address impacls
and therefore does not provide adequate mitigation measures. For example, the DEIR states that there
are jurisdictional aréas within the site, but that they have not been delineated or otherwise evaluated. At
least one of these areas is depicted within the building area. If these areas are not evaluated, full
disclosure of the loss of riparian areas cannot be accomplished, nor can adeguale mitigation measures be
developed. All impacts need fo be identified and feasible miligation measures developed to lhe exient

feasible within the DEIR prior to document certification.

The DEIR does not provide for adequate protection for oak trees and other native habitat. The plan needs
to identify specific measures lo prevent immediate and long-term damage to native habitat, including
monitoring programs and seed and cuiting collection at least 1-2 years in advance of any on-sile
plantings. Nalive species need lo be collecled on-sile or in nearby canyons and propagated well in
advance of any construction and planting to ensure maximum specimen survivorship. it is likely that the
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Siale and Federal resource agencies will require all mitigation areas to be permanently protected through
the establishment of a conservation easement over ihe remaining open space areas. Without this
additional layer of protection, what will restrict the schoot from future expansion into the habitat mitigation

areas? .

' Comments on Mitigation Measures Recommended by the EIR (Page 4.5-44)

“In general, the mitigation measures recommended in the DEIR, while somewhat comprehensive, do not

require any sort of secure funding source. A performance bond or cther form of surety shoUld be required
by the County of Los Angeles lo ensure the timely completion of the enhancement and revegelation plans
proposed as mitigation.’ The remaining 42 acres of open space should also be permanenily preserved,
especially since the maferily of project mitigation is proposed within this area. Failure to record 2
conservation easement over the undeveloped arez or failure to formally dedicale the remaining open
space could promole future development that would likely have catasirophic impacts on the native habitat
and the adjacent wildlife movement corridor. '

Summary and Conclusions

To accomplish a realistic review of this proposal, we respectiully request thal the County of Los Angeles,
make a genuine effort {o fully disclose all componenis of this project and require recircutation of the Draft
EiR. We also requesi that the Counly of Los Angeles require full compliance with the provisions of the
California Environmental Quality Act by requiring consistency with the conservation based planning
policies of the Norlh Area Plan and feasible project mitigation. We believe this can only be achieved by
addressing all of the issues discussed in this comment lelter. ’ ' ‘ A

We would like to reiterate that the City of Calebasas is not against the establishment of well-designed
educational facilities thal are appropriaiely sited and scaled consisteni with the surrounding neighborheod
and the North Area Pian. One of the primary goals of the North Area Plan was to provide 2 blueprint for

- orderly development that can coexist in harmeny with the natural environment.  Changes in the design of
ihis proposed school faciiity should be instituted so that both the goals.of the project proponent and the
conservation-oriented goals of the North Area Plan are achieved. .

Thank you for oppoﬁunéiy to comment on this proposed project.

Respectiully submitled,

-

" Jasch.dsnopicz ‘
nviren al Coordipatoy

ity of Calabasas

Sieven Craig
Director of Planning and Community Development

City of Calabesas
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City Council Special Meeting
May 18, 2005

Written (Letter) Correspondence (1)

Received by the City of Hidden Hills in
Support of the Heschel West School Project



15/35/2085 16:13

818713966883

March 8, 2005

Gity of Hidden Hills

6165 Spring Valley Road - Hidden Hills, California 91302
(818) 838-9281 - Fax (818) 713-0083

Los Angeles County Department of Regjonal Planning

Room 150 Halj of Records
320 W. Temple Street
Tos Angeles, California 50012

To Whom It May Concern:

PAGE  Bl/8l

A% its meeting on February 28, 2005, the Hidden Hills City Council voted unanimously to voice its
support for the building of Heschel West Day School on a 72 acre parcel, owned by the school, off of
Chesebro Road near Agoura Hills, Numerous children of Hidden Hills residents attend or have attended
Heschel West, which educates approximately 187 students from pre-K through 5 grade.

As you are aware, the school is currently located on a leased property and is seeking permission to build 2
rew 160,000 square foot campus that could serve up to 750 children. We realize some of the property
cwners near the proposed site have expressed opposition to Heschel West, but we understand multiple
cesign changes have been made to accommodate their concerns. Schools are an integral and very
important part of a community, and we feel this school will benefit the area as follows:

* No state funds are used for the school, as Heschel West is 100% privately finansed, saving public

education costs for local taxpayers.

e The school sponsors community services such as a weekly collection of food for the needy, ires

planting, and visiting the elder]y.

e By providing an alternative, Heschel West helps alleviate overcrowding isi the local public

schools.

e The school’s facilities cap be made available for community events, sports leagues and

SIMETEENcy services.

The Heschel West student population i3 growing and in order to accommodate this growth, a larger
school needs to be built. We therefore hope the Department of Regional Planning will look favorably

upon the Heschel West project,
Sincerely,
CITY,OF HIDDEN HILLS
o L e [} ’\‘
ety ol 11/
? TN A
-~ Steve Freedlahd e

Mavor
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