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Valerie Darbouze
Associate Planner
City of Agoura Hills
June 13, 2008

Dear Ms Darbouze,

Concerning the Liberty Canyon development project:

1) How can the City deliberate on a project involving a crucial wildlife corridor and
a blue line stream without requiring an Environmental Impact report?

2) Is the land in question at 27489 Agoura Road zoned for medical uses?
3) Does the City offer incentives to developers in such projects?

4) Will traffic exiting Bldg B be required to turn right, drive to Agoura Rd then
proceed to an entrance at Chesebro or Lost Hills, or U-TURN at Agoura Rd?

5) What are the green standards which are being met in this project? Are all outdoor
parking spaces water permeable and non toxic?

What is the office occupancy rate in Agoura Hills today and typically?

I attended the June 11 Council meeting. Much of the discussion of the many impacts
of this project sounded fuzzy, in particular traffic flow, a big concern to all.

The EIR would provide sharper and more persuasive data.

Thank you for your attention to these questions.

Marianne Escaron
27525 Freetown Lane
597-2602
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Juno e-mail for fdadford@juno.com printed on Thursday, June 12, 2008, 12:04 PM
vl 74

I was present at last night's Council Meeting in which the proposed project on the NW

corner of Agoura Rd. and Liberty Canyon Rd. were discussed. I would like to add my 2
cents.

I thought the Architect's plan for the use of the land was excellent. I don't see how they
could do any better under the circumstances. However, I am glad they are going to cut

back a bit on the east side of Bldg. B to allow more room for the roots of the wonderful
oak tree.

While I do think making a left-hand turn into Bldg. B parking lot when traveling north
on Liberty Canyon is risky, I do not think it is any more dangerous than going to the end
of the road and turning round. As Frank Pavley pointed out, inasmuch as Liberty
Canyon will not be extended on either end, there should not be a great deal of left-hand
turns into Parking Lot B, especially since Bldg B is not a large building. With sufficient
signage warning of cross traffic, there should not be too great a problem.

My problem is with aesthetics. 1 know the architect's are proud of their design, but to
me from the brief glimpse we got from the drawings shown, it was horrendous. The
sketch on the left reminded me of a Quonset hut, and the sketch on the right looked like
a box. Is there enough slope on the roof to prevent leakage? On top of that, I didn't care

for any of the colors. They say they are trying to make it blend in with the environment,
but it didn't seem that way to me.

What's wrong with the buildings at Chesebro and Agoura Rd, either the SW corner or

the NE corner? I especially like the ones on the NE corner. I'm an older person and just
not into modern.

Also, I would like to say that while I like open space as well as the next person, coming

from the wide open spaces of Kansas, I do appreciate a beautiful building that has been
well landscaped. It's better than an empty lot with weeds.

Thanks for the opportunity to express my opinions.

Sincerely
Darlene Adford
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Darlene Adford
. 27545 Endeavor St.

Agoura, CA 91301-3511
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Mission Statement
by: Wayrie Baker
Agoura Hils, CA 91301

Agoura Hills is a unique suburban community exemplified by a commitment to
the preservation of its history, a high quality of life, a vibrant business
community, and environmental sensitivity.

We are a city steeped in a rich historical past through which we have emerged
as a vital, prosperous community committed to excellence, innovation, and
sound fiscal policies. Our neighborhoods are safe, healthy, and as unique as the
individuals who inhabit them.

We believe the City’'s greatest asset is our people and we welcome the
involvement of all those who live and work in the City of Agoura Hills to partner
with us in making this community one of excellence.

We are committed to preserving the unique character, historical and rural fabric,
and environmental beauty that defines Agoura Hills to its residents. We will
accomplish this through the values of Service, Integrity, Positive Solutions, and
Cooperation.
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TO: CITY COUNCIL OF AGOURA HILLS/PLANNING
COMMISSION

1 am writing these comments on the proposed development at Liberty
Canyon Road and Agoura Road. I am sorry that I canmot be present at
the meeting June 11th, but I am currently out of the state.

Now, as I understand it, according to the old master plan of 1992 there
was to be development north of the freeway. This possibility has gone
away with the Park Service stepping in and saving this land for new
parkland that can and will be enjoyed by countless generations to come,
not counting all the wildlife that inhabits it too.

Why widen Liberty Canyon? To take away more safe passage land that
makes up the “Wildlife Commidor”. I am led to believe that this trail is the
only one that leads from the Pacific coast all the way to the Simi Hills,
safely for the animals. Safely, because it is the one road that sees the
least traffic from the human element.

What would be the purpose of a 4 lane road to a “BOX CANYON™?
Liberty Canyon only exists for 2 long blocks and then DEADENDS!

Is this to belp impatient drivers that jump from off ramp to on ramp to
save 4 seconds of freeway time, and cause so many accidents in the
process? It could be to add another left turn lane to expedite these same
rush hour daredevils to get onto Agoura Road and speed by the Sheriff’s
station. What I like best are the ones who have no idea where they are
and think that Liberty Canyon goes all the way through to PCH, they
speed down the canyon, blow through the stop sign at Country Glen and
then slam on their brakes at the end while making their U-turn to speed
back to where they started, once again blowing by the stop sign. Maybe
those “DEAD END” signs are too small.

I was under the impression that it was illegal to remove perfectly good
healthy oak trees that were not threatening anyone or anything.

.81
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Itismymda'staudingﬂutﬂwdwelopahmtoldcityhaﬂﬂmttheywant
to put these building up to enhance growth in the area but it makes
absolmlynometoaddtwommoﬂicebuﬂdingntmint«secﬁon
thatakuadyhaatwovmoﬂiceblﬁldingssitﬁngﬂxem(one on the
North East comer and one on the North West corner). Is it the intentions
ofﬂnedevebpmtomakcAgomHﬂlsamodemdaytypeofconcm
“Ghost Town™?

Itismyopinion,asalongﬁmercaidentofLﬂ)enyCanyon,thatyouact

in a responsible manner and not allow this developent to move forward.

Sincerely,

Ve B,

Wayne Baker

4031 Joelton Dr.

Agoura Hills, CA 91301
b .

818-991-9676 home

818-472-1780 cell

818-991-9677 fax

.82
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June 9, 2008 CITY OF AGOURA HILLS

Paul Melograno, Stephanie Gootgeld 2000 JUN -9 PH 2: 2
4035 Jim Bowie Road

Agoura Hills, CA 91301 CITY CLERK
818.707.9649

John Edelston

Bill Koehler

Harry Schwarz

Denis Weber

City of Agoura Hills

30001 Ladyface Court, Agoura Hills, CA 91301

Re: Proposed Liberty Center

We are hoping that this letter will serve in lieu of our personal presence at the upcoming Appeals Meeting
on June 11, 2008. We are aware that the referenced issue is on the calendar for this Wednesday evening,
June 11, 2008. Due to time constraints, we have written to you with our opinions and feelings on this
matter. Hopefully we will be heard.

We would like to cover the following issues as a result of the Planning Commission approving Liberty
Center

1) Destruction of 44 oak trees total

2) Increase in traffic, people, and pollution

3) Increase in accidents due to the way the proposed left turn lane into the center is
planned off the 101 freeway

4) Destruction of plant and animal life

First, a short background of my boyfriend and myself, Paul Melograno, who is my boyfriend of quite a
few years, has owned the home we live in here in Liberty Canyon, for over 7 years. His attraction to this
property was the beautiful trees, mountains, serenity, safety, clean environment, and plant and animal life.
We were both brought up in this type of environment, and respect and cherish it deeply. The property was
worth his saving for, and well worth the extra funds for solely the reasons mentioned.

This situation of destroying 45 old Oak Trees just in our area for the purpose the approved Riopharm
project is unfathomable. This is heartbreaking, and just the tip of the iceberg, It has become clear that this
project was pretty much given non-public approval even prior to the last meeting. It is apparent that the
local voices of property owners, whose voice should be heard loudly, were not given credence. This last
meeting gave the applicant hours of free speech, when local concerned individuals only received at most a
few moments. The Planning Commission has not expressed concern for the public, and to the majority of
residences here in Liberty Canyon, this is a sad state of affairs. We are the people paying taxes, and
monetarily supporting the community and local vendors. Most of us feel we have absolutely no voice, as
this project amazingly enough, is being pushed through regardless. This will not stop us from trying to be
heard, if only for moral purposes. As, mentioned earlier in this note, the type of persons who live here,
cherish that it is a quiet and calm community. It will no longer remain this way should a huge number of
people come to work at the proposed project. It is a given, that with any increase in numbers, there is an
increase in noise, trash, and other pollution including auto. We have been watching the broadcasted



meetings, and evidently the commissioners do not have a vested interest in the Liberty Canyon area as we
do. This can be said with assurance, as the comments and decisions that have to date been made, would
not have been if otherwise they were homeowners here. There is an attitude of indifference and non-
caring unfortunately. It is our opinion that the road, and trees should be left alone. There would be no
need for the widening of the road if power poles were placed underground. Although many feel emotional
with regard to all of this, there on the other hand, is much intelligence behind the general consensus; there
have been unsound decisions made here with extremely poor planning,

Lastly, we can say with great ease and assurance, that the majority of people residing in Liberty Canyon,
respect and love plant and animal life. What the Planning Commission proposes will destroy this as well.
Our opinions are that this is criminal.

There could be much more elaboration than this by our family alone, but I am certain you can get the just
of our opinions. We strongly oppose this project. We have been taught from the time we were tiny
children that when you stand up for your rights appropriately, positive change will occur. We are
saddened that this does not seem to be happening here. It will not stop us from hoping our voices will be
heard. This proposed project feels terribly wrong. If every resident that wanted to be there on June 11%
could be there, you would not have enough seats. Some of us have work early, which is our livelihood.
Others are elderly, or ill. Please consider this letter a strong presence although we may not be sitting in a
seat on June 11%.

We hope that your perspectives may change before the damage is done to our lovely Liberty Canyon that
we love.

Respectfully,

Paul F. Melograno
Stephanie R. Gootgeld

Cc:file
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June 11, 2008

Mayor and Councilmembers
City of Agoura Hills

30001 Ladyface Court
Agoura Hills, CA 91301

Site Plan/Architectural Review Case No. 06-SPR-009
Oak Tree Permit Case No. 06-0TP-021

Dear Mayor and Councilmembers:

The applicants for the subject project in the Liberty Canyon wildlife corridor have provided
all of the mitigation measures requested by our staff. There are a few issues that must be
addressed to guarantee that this complete mitigation package becomes set in stone in the
conditions of approval and Mitigated Negative Declaration mitigation measures. We
deeply regret not being able to send a qualified representative to the hearing tonight to
assist in getting to that point.

One key mitigation measure is that there never be any fencing permitted within the project
that could interfere with wildlife movement both around the north side of the project and
both around and between all of the buildings. To provide added assurance that this
condition will survive in force, the applicant has agreed to dedicate a conservation
easement to the Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authoriy (MRCA) over all
portions of the project where animals can move at night. For example that easement would
include parking lots and landscaped areas. Clearly the restrictions on that easement area
must be reduced from the main wildlife corridor easement on the back side of the property.

The Conservancy sees no need to resurrect 1980's General Plan street width requirements
and thus have the applicant widen Liberty Canyon Road. We urge the Council to reverse
any direction from the Planning Commission and Department of Public Works to widen
the street or eliminate the key oak tree that is one of the centers of this controversy. There
is no guarantee that the oak will survive but we will not know until we try. The so- far
successful transplantation of the Old Glory tree in-Pico Canyon is the equivalent of open
heart surgery compared to arthroscopic knee surgery for the Liberty Canyon Road tree.
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It is our understanding that the Planning Commission recommended that the corridor
width be slightly widened where the subject property touches the Vendell Road right-of-
way and MRCA property. More specifically that the corridor easement swing a bit south of
the large ground-based electrical transformer along the western property boundary.
Understandably some of the extra corridor area would have some pavement, but
nonetheless it is a good idea. The applicant should be required to make all the necessary
micro-adjustments to the project, short of losing park spaces, to maximize potential wildlife
movement capability south of the electrical transformer.

If freeway landscaping on Caltrans property is brought up, that package must include
moving the Caltrans fence northward as much as Caltrans will permit and only using native
plants south of the new fence line.

The most contentious issue is the request of some of the appellants to eliminate Building
B. Not knowing the economics of the subject project and having received stellar
cooperation from the applicant, it is difficult to comment on this issue. Shy of giving up the
Building B site the applicant has given everything that we have asked for to maximize
wildlife movement through the site. Yes, eliminating the building would help with wildlife
movement. However, at some point there needs to be a give and take in land use decisions.
Any creative solutions should be employed, including one-time reduction in parking
requirements for that building that can better move animals through the Building B area.
One such example is to not widen Liberty Canyon and to proved a landscaped corridor with
less than 40 percent slopes on the east side of the building.

We appreciate the Council’s consideration of these suggestions.
Sincerely,

6% -

PAUL EDELMAN
Deputy Director
Natural Resources and Planning
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RE: Appeal of Planning Commission’s Approval of Liberty Cyn. Center
Dear John,

Thank you for your willingness to address the concerns raised by local homeowners regarding the
development of two new office buildings at Liberty Canyon and Agoura Roads. This is the
entrance to our neighborhood and very important to those of us who live here.

After attending the hearing and reviewing the testimony of the June 12" Council meeting, there
appears to be a win-win solution to the proposed application. The elimination of Building B will
save most of the oak trees, maintain the road width of Liberty Canyon at 26 feet so we won’t
compromise the fire department’s road standards, widen the already impacted wildlife corridor, as
well as negate the need for a dangerous left turn picket into the project. In the 2001 staff report
for the previous project, the City Engineer opposed any left turn pocket because of the close
proximity to the Ventura Freeway off ramps. I concur with his assessment, especially during the
late afternoons when the 101 Freeway commuters get on and off the freeway looking for a
“faster” route home.

I believe there is an opportunity to work with Edison to relocate or remove some of the
distribution lines and poles, which would allow the applicant the flexibility to add some
additional, square footage to their two story medical office building on Agoura Road. The use of
developer money “saved” from widening Liberty Canyon Road and the use of Rule 20A
underground dollars, could meet part of the costs. As a former City Councilmember, I remember
resolving a similar problem with a large transmission line near homes in Morrison Ranch. In
addition, the fire department’s full loop through the relatively small parking lot can be reviewed.
Access to wide and flat Agoura Road, as well as the driveway into the office building should
provide adequate access. This is a similar standard for other buildings in the city, which are faced
with site constraints.

Homeowners would appreciate a second look at the modern architecture. It is out of character
with the residential community across the street and the wildlife corridor. Architecture similar to
the office buildings at the SW or NE comers of Agoura Road and Chesebro Road would be more
compatible.

And finally, a few observations from one homeowner’s point of view.

1. The applicant has chosen to try to build on a very challenging piece of property. The
City gave him, free of charge, the old Rondell Road between the existing building and
freeway off ramp. The developer has then “traded” his land that the city gave him for a
large parking lot on public (SM Mts. Conservancy) property, paid for by all of us. The
Conservancy got in exchange for this piece of property an old road that is now used as
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parking spots for the people who work in the original office building to serve as the
Wildlife Corridor.

Developers are generally conditioned to underground all distribution lines. Transmission
lines are more challenging and expensive, but can be removed or relocated.

Since we incorporated, the City and County reduced all road widths on Agoura Road
from Kanan to Lost Hills and Liberty Canyon to one lane in each direction, except for the
intersections. The Conservancy acquired over 200 acres of parkland, north, west and
southwest of this property. Malibu Creek State Park is now extended into Liberty
Canyon. Streetlights have been eliminated or reduced for wildlife purposes.

The existing large heritage oak tree does not encroach into or over Liberty Canyon Road.
Liability concerns only become relevant if the road is redesigned and a sidewalk is added.
The property owner has effectively blocked the use of the wildlife corridor on the old
Rondell Road remnant by constructing a chain line fence along the Westside of their
property. The fencing at this opening should be removed now.

The S.M Mts Conservancy letter dated June 12%, concurs with the homeowners on
maintaining the existing Liberty Canyon road configuration and that the elimination of
Building B would enhance the viability of the wildlife corridor.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or I can be of assistance.

Best regards,

Fran Pavley
4050 Jim Bowie Rd.
Agoura Hills, CA 91301
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