
Addendum and  
Environmental Checklist Form 

 
Initial Study Update/Final EIR Addendum 
2010 Update to the 2003 Los Angeles Valley College Facilities Master Plan 83 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

On February 1, 2011, Valley College held a community outreach meeting regarding the EIR Addendum 
for the 2010 Master Plan Update Facilities Master Plan. The meeting was held from 6:30 to 7:30 p.m. in 
the Fireside Room at Campus Center, Valley College. Comment letters were received from the persons 
listed below before the announced February 4, 2011 deadline for public comments. 

No. Name Date/Type of Communication 

1 David Falk January 25, 2011, email  

2 Deborah Weintraub February 2, 2011, letter 

3 Betty Azzaro Comment Sheet 

4 Abdullah Faridah Comment Sheet 

5 Yadira Garcia Comment Sheet 

6 M. Maltzman Comment Sheet 

7 John Vawter Comment Sheet 

8 Paul Krekorian February 4, 2011, letter 

 

After the announced February 4, 2011, cut-off date for inclusion of public comments and formal 
responses to them as part of the EIR Addendum, additional e-mailed comments were received by the 
College. In addition, the Board of Trustees held a public hearing at its February 23rd meeting. In 
recognition of the persons who spoke at the February 23, 2011, Board of Trustees public hearing, the 
College has decided as a courtesy to include all written as well as oral comments that were received 
through the date of the February 23rd public hearing. Such accommodation is purely voluntary on the part 
of the College and is not mandated as part of the EIR Addendum process per the provisions of CEQA 
(Section 15164[c] CEQA Guidelines). The comments from the persons listed below received after 
February 4th and up through and including February 23rd include: 

No. Name Date/Type of Communication 

9 Traci and Gary Ruebsamen February 21, 2011, email  

10 Gerome Huerta February 21, 2011, email  

11 Susan Daugherty February 21, 2011, email  

12 Delia St. Pierre February 21, 2011, email  

13 Jackie Wollner February 21, 2011, email  

14 Sarah Paula Burns February 21, 2011, email  

15 Donna Lewis February 21, 2011, email  

16 Ellie Kahn February 21, 2011, email  

17 Kathleen Sullivan February 21, 2011, email  

18 Marsha and Burton Roseman, M.D. February 21, 2011, email  

19 Carolyn Hink Wolfstein February 22, 2011, email  

20 David Chilewich (signed Deborah) February 22, 2011, email  

21 Mark M. Stewart, Esq. February 21, 2011, email  

22 Judy Price February 21, 2011, email  

23 A. Reed February 21, 2011, email  
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No. Name Date/Type of Communication 

24 Anita Berkey February 21, 2011, email  

25 Larry Brandenburg February 21, 2011, email  

26 Judy S. Sell February 21, 2011, email  

27 Barry Coates February 21, 2011, email  

28 Robert and Edlyne Lloyd February 21, 2011, email  

29 Elizabeth Colla February 22, 2011, email  

30 Joan and Norton Skorstad 

Maria and Mike Merzlikina 

February 22, 2011, email  

31 Carolyn De Mirjian February 22, 2011, email  

32 Sandra Moruzzi February 22, 2011, email  

33 Merryl Webber February 22, 2011, email  

34 Mickey Jannol February 21, 2011, email  

35 Eric Swelstad Oral comments made at the Los Angeles 
Community College District Board of 
Trustees public hearing, February 23, 2011 

36 Armen Fentulagian Same 

37 Deborah Weintraub Same 

38 Patrick Clement Same 

39 Robert Reber Same 

40 Kathy Susan Pyles Same 

41 David Chilewich Same 

Letter from Susan Carleo, President, Los Angeles Valley College 

 

The comment letters are provided beginning on the next page. Responses immediately follow each of the 
comment letters. 
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 Comment 1
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Responses to Comment 1 from David Falk, Planetarium Director, Los Angeles 
Valley College 

Response 1 
The comment is noted. We thank the commenter for taking the time to provide input on the 2010 EIR 
Addendum for the Update to 2003 Facilities Master Plan. 

Response 2 
The text paraphrased in your comment refers to the legacy designed landscape found within the core 
campus, particularly in the quadrangle (North Mall) portion of the campus where the Media 
Arts/Performing Arts building is proposed. As indicated on Page 34 of the Addendum, in order to minimize 
potential impacts to the campus landscape, proposed tree replacement would consist of similar species 
when possible. Mitigation Measure V-2 states in part that the siting of any replacement tree will be 
consistent with the historic landscape design context in which it is proposed. Decisions about appropriate 
tree species substitutions and tree replacements shall be made under the guidance of a qualified 
preservation landscape architect but is not meant to preclude the input of faculty and building users about 
how extant trees affect their programs. Such input will be taken into consideration whenever tree removal 
and replacement decisions are made. 

Response 3 
Although not directly germane to the proposed Master Plan Update or its potential environmental impacts, 
the comment is noted.  

Response 4 
Please see response 2 above. Under the proposed Master Plan Update, as part of a preliminary campus-
wide survey, a number of trees have been identified across the campus that would require replacement, 
including the 63 trees that are proposed for removal to accommodate the Media Arts/ Performing Arts 
project.  
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 Comment 2
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 Comment 2
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 Comment 2
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 Comment 2
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 Comment 2
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Responses to Comment 2 from Deborah Weintraub 

Response 1 
Comment noted. The flyover design presentation seen by the commenter on February 1, 2011 actually 
was shared with the public for the first time at the District Board of Trustees Infrastructure Committee 
meeting in September 2010. The issue of tree removal within the footprint of the proposed building was 
raised by the Committee and discussed by the College staff and Ehrlich Architects. The input from the 
Committee was positive and the plan to replace all trees slated for removal and the extraordinary step the 
College is taking of harvesting the timber from the trees that are to be removed and reusing that timber in 
the Media Arts/Performing Arts building was positively received as being consistent with the District’s 
sustainable design policies. 

Response 2 
The College agrees that the designed landscape in the quadrangle expressing the 1955 campus master 
plan is noteworthy, and concurs that it is likely the work of a talented designer. The character and quality 
of the designed landscape features in the quadrangle (North Mall) are discussed in the aesthetics section 
of Chapter 3 in the2003 EIR, and mitigation measures were included in both the 2003 EIR and in the 
2010 Addendum to the 2003 EIR to ensure that campus design and planning actions are sympathetic in 
design terms. When the number of trees to be removed for the Media Arts/Performing Arts project 
became known a mitigation measure was included as part of the 2010 Addendum (this will be referred to 
as mitigation measure V-2 in the Final EIR Addendum). It calls for a qualified landscape architect 
specializing in the preservation of historic landscapes to guide the College in directing design and 
planning actions affecting the campus’s legacy landscape features, including tree removals and 
replacements. It also calls for using the largest caliper replacement trees feasible. The intent of this 
mitigation measure is to ensure that the design character and related potential historic landscape 
elements are preserved to the greatest degree that is feasible to do so. 

While acknowledging the quadrangle’s noteworthy design attributes, it should also be mentioned that the 
north end of the quadrangle does not function optimally at present. It is relatively under-utilized, and its 
interface with Parking Lot B is diffuse in design terms, thereby dissipating the potential of the quadrangle 
as a more inviting outdoor room. 

It should also be noted that the site of the proposed Media Arts/Performing Arts building is the product of 
careful reflection. The bringing together of the media arts and performance arts programs into a single 
building, and the locating of that facility in close proximity to both the music and art buildings in a kind of 
architectural and pedagogical capstone to the quadrangle, is intended to promote cross-departmental 
collaboration in support of the College’s cultural arts teaching and learning goals. Were the proposed 
building to be placed, as the commenter suggests, to the north of the quadrangle within the space of 
Parking Lot B, and were the walking distances between the academic buildings correspondingly 
increased, achievement of that goal would be far more difficult. 

Response 3 
Although it is true that 63 trees will be removed for the Media Arts/Performing Arts building, the College 
disagrees that the landscape design in the quadrangle will be significantly and adversely affected. The 63 
trees are among the 1,837 trees on campus. To address the removal of trees, 81 new trees will be 
planted under the guidance of a qualified preservation landscape architect. Per the mitigation measure V-
2 in the 2010 Final EIR Addendum, trees slated for removal in the quadrangle area would be replaced, 
either in kind, or with horticulturally suitable species that have similar habit and form. It also calls for using 
the largest caliper replacement trees feasible. The clear intent is to preserve the legacy design character 
of the quadrangle. 

Response 4 
As noted in Comment 1-2, above, the College agrees that the designed landscape within the quadrangle 
is noteworthy, and concurs that it is likely the work of a talented designer who probably worked closely 
with Chambers and Hibbard, the architectural team that developed the College’s 1955 master plan. 
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Response 5 
The College does not agree that the placement of the Media Arts/Performing Arts building as proposed at 
the north end of the quadrangle and on parking Lot C would destroy a unique open space. Siting of the 
proposed building as an architectural/landscape capstone element at the northern border of the 
quadrangle was the product of a careful deliberative process extending back approximately 35 years. It 
attempts to strike a balance between the preservation of the quadrangle’s design character and mature 
trees and other design concerns, including sight lines onto campus from the north of the back-of-stage 
components of the theater(s), and well infrastructure requirements for the building –including siting to 
minimize costly disruptions to the underground utility loop that rings the campus, and reduce building 
operational costs associated with the campus’ utility service systems. To date, an evaluation of other 
alternative siting options has not yielded a superior location for the building in terms of meeting key 
operational and programming requirements. 

Response 6 
Estimates developed by the College indicate that the siting changes proposed by the commenter would 
cost considerably more than the $250,000 to $300,000 figure that has been provided. Please note that 
the location of the Media Arts/Performing Arts project as currently proposed, the changes to the setting 
associated with the siting of the building, and the removal and replanting of new trees, would not result in 
a significant impact under CEQA. 

Response 7 
Dating back nearly 35 years, the College has studied various concepts for a performing arts center in the 
same approximate location at or near the northern northeast edge of the quadrangle, including sites 
within Parking Lot B, and an amphitheater at the north end of the quadrangle (North Mall) as depicted in 
the 2003 Facilities Master Plan EIR. 

Response 8 
Both the EIR consultant and the master plan architect representatives apparently spoke in error, due to 
the fact that the studies of alternative sites predated the participation of the current 2010 Master Plan 
Update planning team members and the start of work on the EIR Addendum. An alternatives analysis for 
the media arts and performing arts programs, both as one building and as two, was performed prior to the 
development of the Master Plan Update. Prior studies of alternative sites considered options that would 
have retained the entire current extent of the quadrangle and nearly all the trees bordering it. However, 
these were rejected after careful consideration. As part of the deliberative process that preceded 
preparation of the 2010 Addendum, a study was conducted to evaluate the feasibility of retaining and 
retrofitting the existing Theater Arts Building, and on that basis, it was determined that retention and 
retrofit of the building to meet ADA requirements would have required an expenditure nearly equally the 
cost of building a new theater. In addition, the resulting retrofit would still have failed to meet key 
programming goals. Following that analysis, several siting concepts were developed for combining the 
Media Arts and Theater Arts programs into a single facility. One siting concept called for placement of the 
building along Oxnard Street directly across Campus Drive from the Child Development Center. Another 
concept studied placement at the northwest corner of the campus at Fulton Avenue and Oxnard Street. 
More recently (mid-2009), the Ehrlich Architects evaluated another siting proposal that called for a 
north/south-aligned building placement on a site north of the Art Building that would have occupied 
Parking Lot C and the eastern portion of Parking Lot B running and along the eastern edge of the 
quadrangle. 

There were serious practical drawbacks associated with all of the alternative siting concepts. Placement 
toward the north border of Parking Lot B would have diffused rather than strengthened the quadrangle 
concept by adding new distances between the rest of the campus buildings and the new building. 
Placement of a building with back-of-stage features along or near Oxnard Street would have increased 
visibility of the building in both positive and negative ways. Negatively, by bringing back-of-stage 
architectural elements (e.g., three story-tall stage-related fly space) and loading activity-related noise and 
visual effects closer to residents. The placements within Parking Lot B would have also resulted in a 
substantial reduction in the number of available campus parking spaces in that location. They would also 
have called for an expensive and problematic relocation of sections of the campus’ underground utility 
loop, and/or utility interface options that would have been costly to construct and that also would have 
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substantially increased the operational costs of the building over its lifetime in terms of energy 
consumption as well as emissions generation. Such an approach would not have been consistent with 
District sustainable design policies.  

The Media Arts/Performing Arts project as it is now conceived is the product of careful consideration about 
the needs of the theater arts and media arts programs and is a creative response in a time of constrained 
public funding to achieve economies of scale by combining the functions of what had formerly been two 
separate buildings into one shared space and one building footprint on the ground. This project also 
demonstrates the College’s desire to promote cross-disciplinary collaboration in teaching and learning.  

Response 9 
Please see the response to Comment 1-8, above. 

Response 10 
Please see the response to Comment 1-8, above. 

Response 11 
As previously stated in the response to Comment 1-3, the removal of trees will be offset by the planting of 
81 new trees. That planning and design process will occur under the guidance of a qualified preservation 
landscape architect. Per the new mitigation measure included as part of the 2010 Addendum, trees slated 
for removal in the quadrangle area would be replaced, either in kind, or with horticulturally suitable 
species that have similar habit and form. It also calls for using the largest caliper replacement trees 
feasible. The clear intent is to preserve the legacy design character of the quadrangle. In instances where 
trees cannot be preserved they will be harvested and the timber milled for use as part of the Media 
Arts/Performing Arts building. 

Response 12 
A preliminary tree master plan inspection report was provided to the College in late 2010. It tends to 
affirm the commenter’s assertion that the nearly all Canary Island Pines and Magnolia trees within the 
footprint of the proposed Media Arts/Performing Arts building are, generally speaking, in an acceptable 
level of health and merit conservation. 

Response 13 
The College agrees that the quadrangle (North Mall) constitutes a significant legacy designed landscape 
space. For that reason, the College was sensitive to maintaining and enhancing the quadrangle through 
the design approach taken in the Master Plan Update. Additionally, per the2003 EIR and 2010 Addendum 
to the 2003 EIR, mitigation measures were included to ensure that campus design and planning actions 
are sympathetic in design terms. Key is the guidance from qualified landscape architect specializing in the 
preservation of historic landscapes to guide the College in directing design and planning actions affecting 
the campus’s legacy landscape features, including tree removals and replacements. As stated previously, 
the intent of this particular mitigation measure is to ensure that the design character and related potential 
historic landscape elements are preserved to the greatest degree that is feasible to do so. 

Response 14 
As discussed in the response to Comment 8, the concept of placing the Media Arts/Performing Arts 
building further north was evaluated and then dropped after careful consideration. 

Response 15 
The District has not approved or committed to any particular project in the Master Plan at this time and 
appreciates the input it has received from the community. 

Response 16 
The College greatly appreciates the commenter’s offer of design and project planning assistance through 
the aegis of the local chapter of the AIA. Although key design decisions regarding the Media 
Arts/Performing Arts project largely have been made the College invites the commenter and other 
interested AIA colleagues to confer with Ehrlich Architects and the preservation landscape architect 
consultant and present your detailed design and landscape preservation recommendations for 
consideration. While the College cannot guarantee that such input will be implemented, it will consider 
and assess the feasibility of all timely and detailed proposals that are put forward. 
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 Comment 3
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Responses to Comment 3 from Betty Azzaro 

Response 1 
The commenter calls attention to the current configuration of Coldwater Canyon Extension between 
Burbank Boulevard and Hatteras Street, stating that the recent introduction of angle parking on both sides 
of this internal access road has created safety and convenience issues. Currently the posted signage 
limits the use of parking spaces on the west side of Coldwater Canyon Extension to LAVC permit holders 
on Mondays-Thursdays between 6 AM and 11 PM, and on Fridays between 6 AM and 4 PM. No 
restrictions are posted on the east side of Coldwater Canyon Extension. The College acknowledges the 
need for visitors to park in that location when visiting the campus and when using the county park along 
Tujunga Wash that borders Coldwater Canyon Extension. 

These parking changes along Coldwater Canyon Extension are not a part of the currently-proposed 2010 
Master Plan Update project and do not directly relate to the Initial Study Update/FEIR Addendum for the 
project but are instead a short-term response to the temporary reduction of spaces on campus due to 
construction. The Initial Study Update/FEIR Addendum parking analysis included the parking spaces that 
previously existed on Coldwater Canyon Extension (a total of 78 spaces on both sides of the internal 
access road) as part of the nearby on-street parking supply that serves both the college and other uses, 
and anticipated no change there. The reconfiguration has increased the number of parking spaces there 
to 143 (both sides). The parking demand analysis conducted as part of the Master Plan studies shows 
that this increase is not necessary to accommodate the future College parking demand. Specifically, page 
74 of the Initial Study Update/FEIR Addendum and page 30 of Appendix B state that the future on 
campus parking supply at buildout of the Master Plan in 2014 would be 3,947 spaces, which would be 
more than adequate to serve the estimated peak daytime parking demand of 3,534 spaces, even without 
consideration of the nearby on-street supply. 

Response 2 
The comment states that College-related parking that occurs on streets near the campus sometimes 
makes it difficult for neighbors to park by their own homes. The intention behind the restriping of 
Coldwater Canyon Extension (a campus owned street) is to provide overflow parking for students in order 
to discourage off-campus parking in the adjoining neighborhood. 

The College currently charges for all parking on the campus, while the streets surrounding the campus 
currently allow free parking. Parking fees are regulated by the College, and there are some students who 
park outside the campus in order to avoid paying for parking. If the affected residents consider it 
appropriate, a possible remedy would be the creation of a residential permit parking district in affected 
areas. The City of Los Angeles has a standardized approach to assessing the eligibility of a neighborhood 
for permit parking and for the approval of such a program by the residents. The College would work with 
City of Los Angeles and the nearby residents should they choose to adopt a permit parking program. 

Response 3 
These comments are noted and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for their consideration with a 
request that the current configuration of Coldwater Canyon Extension be reviewed with respect to 
relevant design standards. 
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 Comment 4
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Responses to Comment 4 from Abdullah Faridah 

Response 1 
The comment will be taken under consideration. Although outside the scope of the EIR Addendum for the 
2010 Update to the Facilities Master Plan, the College acknowledges the commenter’s concerns about 
the provision of satellite food services in other more convenient locations on campus outside a centrally-
located Cafeteria facility and recognizes the potential opportunities this might provide for food vendor 
businesses. 

Response 2 
Although outside the scope of the EIR Addendum for the 2010 Update to the Facilities Master Plan, the 
College wishes to acknowledge the commenter’s concern about accommodating the dietary needs of 
Jewish and Muslim students in its on-campus food services. This concern will be taken under 
consideration at a later date, separate from the EIR Addendum process. 
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Responses to Comment 5 from Yadira Garcia 

Response 1 
The commenter asks if the east side of Coldwater Canyon Extension belongs to the College and asks for 
documentation to support the “taking away” of parking there as a community resource. As stated in the 
response to comments from Betty Azzaro, although this road is campus owned, parking on the east side 
of Coldwater Canyon Extension remains unrestricted and available for all users. 

Response 2 
The commenter indicates a concern that the proposed vehicular access plan on Burbank Boulevard will 
create bottlenecks and make it difficult for neighbors to enter their driveways. The location of vehicular 
access to the College from the surrounding streets will remain unchanged by the 2010 Master Plan 
Update. The overall distribution of parking on campus will change, however. Because the amount of 
parking in the southeast area of campus (Lot G) will be reduced considerably, fewer vehicles are 
expected to enter the driveway between Ethel Avenue and Coldwater Canyon Extension as well as 
Coldwater Canyon Extension. This would reduce the use of the two-way left turn lane on Burbank 
Boulevard that serves those driveways and could potentially improve access to driveways on the opposite 
(south) side of Burbank Boulevard. 

Response 3 
In response to the commenter ‘s concerns about reductions in State spending on higher education, the 
College wishes to clarify that funding for construction of the 2010 Master Plan projects is separate from 
monies funding College operations. 

Like other agencies funded by the State of California, Valley College has experienced major budget cuts. 
The result has been a reversal of the enrollment growth trends that occurred over the past 5 years. The 
budget cuts have forced the College to reduce the selection of classes it offered for the current academic 
year as well as enrollment targets. However, it is important to understand that the projects proposed as 
part of the 2010 Facilities Master Plan Update and under the prior 2003 Facilities Master Plan Update and 
2005 Update are being funded with a combination of Measure J, Proposition A, and Proposition AA 
monies totaling $575 million. This funding was approved by the state’s voters in three different 
installments dating back to 2001. All such funds are in place and have been specifically allocated for the 
construction and renovation of facilities at Valley College. The funds are completely separate from the 
State’s monies that fund the operation of its community college system. For that reason then, the 
expenditures for the master plan projects will not result in a reduction in other funding for operational 
purposes at the College or other colleges throughout the District. 

Response 4 
As a point of clarification, the implementation of the Facilities Master Plan and the 2010 Update to it are in 
response to the actual forecasted facilities needs at the College and are based on careful analysis of the 
College’s enrollment history and trends, as well as enrollment projection data compiled by the District. 
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 Comment 6
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Responses to Comment 6 from M. Maltzman 

Response 1 
Although the commenter’s remark is not related to the 2010 Update to the Facilities Master Plan or EIR 
Addendum the College has taken note of this concern. 

Response 2 
The commenter is referring to the LAVC Community Services Classes and Programs catalog. Although 
the concern raised is not directly related to the 2010 Master Plan Update or the EIR Addendum, the 
contact information you provided on your comment sheet will be forwarded to the College’s Community 
Services Department in order to add you back to the mailing list. Please also note that another eco 
friendly way to access the same information is to visit the College’s website. Navigate to the LAVC 
homepage, click the “Community” link and scroll down to “Classes for the Community.” 
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Responses to Comment 7 from John Vawter 

Response 1 
The commenter states that the “parking structures (sic) seem to be inconvenient and may create 
bottlenecks.” The 2010 Master Plan Update includes one proposed parking structure, to be located on the 
east side of Ethel Street north of Hatteras Street. This location was selected in order to isolate it from the 
surrounding community and to provide maximum convenience for its users by locating it at the center of 
the campus. The proposed parking structure, including entrances, exits and internal access aisles, will be 
designed to accommodate the anticipated traffic flows. 

Response 2 
See Response 1 above. 

Response 3 
For a response to the comment regarding the current parking restrictions and configuration on Coldwater 
Canyon Extension, please refer to the response to comments from Betty Azzaro. 



Addendum and  
Environmental Checklist Form 

 
Initial Study Update/Final EIR Addendum 
2010 Update to the 2003 Los Angeles Valley College Facilities Master Plan 106 

 Comment 8
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Response to Comment 8 from Paul Krekorian, City of Los Angeles, 
Councilmember, Second District 

Response 1 
The College acknowledges the commenter’s letter of support. 
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 Comment 9
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Responses to Comment 9 from Traci and Gary Ruebsamen 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section. The College 
continues to be committed to preserving the legacy designed landscape that defines the campus. Also, 
the decision to site the Media Arts/Performing Arts building where it is now proposed, and the decision to 
remove and replace trees on the project site, were arrived at after careful deliberation extending back 
over a number of years and reflect a process of lively campus community dialogue that included input 
from interested community residents. The decision to remove and replace trees was not arrived at hastily 
or arbitrarily. In addition, as called for in the EIR Addendum Mitigation Measure V-2, tree removals and 
replacements will be overseen by a qualified preservation landscape architect in order to ensure the 
changes are sympathetic to the campus’ legacy designed landscape.  

Response 2 
As explained in the response to Comment 1, above, the College is taking a number of measures to 
ensure that such impacts to views are avoided. These include installing replacement trees that have the 
largest feasible caliper/gallon size tree. For example, the design team is evaluating the feasibility of 
replanting utilizing 110 box-sized trees (with an initial approximate height of 25 to 30 feet) while also 
studying how to retain more of the trees as part of the Media Arts/Performing Arts facility. 

Response 3 
Comment noted. As a point of information, the Board of Trustees held a public hearing on February 23rd 
but did not approve /certify the 2010 Master Plan Update or the EIR Addendum at that time. Please note 
that the College has convened several community meetings in order to receive and respond, as 
appropriate, to community concerns. Such community and campus-wide meetings were held on February 
1st, February 22nd, and on March 3rd.  
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 Comment 10
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Responses to Comment 10 from Gerome Huerta 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section. The 
components of the 2010 Master Plan Update have been under discussion for quite some time and are the 
product of careful consideration. Also, open house-format public meetings were held at the College on 
February 1st and March 3rd at Campus Center to provide information about the Master Plan Update to 
the community and to hear public concerns. Information regarding the campus revitalization effort has 
also been available on the College’s website. 

Response 2 
As called for in the EIR Addendum Mitigation Measure V-2, tree removals and replacements will be 
overseen by a qualified preservation landscape architect in order to ensure the changes are sympathetic 
to the campus’ legacy designed landscape. Replacement trees would be of the largest feasible 
caliper/gallon size tree. For example, the design team is evaluating the feasibility of replanting utilizing 
110 box-sized trees (with an initial approximate height of 25 to 30 feet) while also studying how to retain 
more of the trees as part of the Media Arts/Performing Arts facility. 

Response 3 
As stated previously, the College has convened several community meetings in order to receive and 
respond, as appropriate, to community concerns. Such community and campus-wide meetings were held 
on February 1st, February 22nd, and on March 3rd.  
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Responses to Comment 11 from Susan Daugherty 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section.  

Response 2 
The Board of Trustees conducted a public hearing on February 23rd and did not vote to approve/certify 
the 2010 Master Plan Update and EIR Addendum. As stated in the response to Comment 10, the 
components of the 2010 Master Plan Update have been under discussion for quite some time and are the 
product of careful consideration. Open house-format public meetings were held at the College on 
February 1st and March 3rd at Campus Center to provide information about the Master Plan Update to 
the community and to hear public concerns. Information regarding the campus revitalization effort has 
also been available on the College’s website.  
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Responses to Comment 12 from Delia St. Pierre 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section.  

As stated previously in the response to Comment 10 EIR Addendum Mitigation Measure V-2, stipulates 
that tree removals and replacements will be overseen by a qualified preservation landscape architect in 
order to ensure the changes are sympathetic to the campus’ legacy designed landscape. Replacement 
trees would be of the largest feasible caliper/gallon size tree. For example, the design team is evaluating 
the feasibility of replanting utilizing 110 box-sized trees (with an initial approximate height of 25 to 30 feet) 
while also studying how to retain more of the trees as part of the Media Arts/Performing Arts facility. 

Response 2 
The College continues to be committed to preserving the legacy designed landscape that defines the 
campus. As an expression of that commitment, both a comprehensive inventory of campus landscape 
and a landscape master plan are currently being undertaken by the College. 

Response 3 
The Board of Trustees held a public hearing on February 23rd and did not approve /certify the 2010 
Master Plan Update or the EIR Addendum at that time. Please note that the College has convened 
several community meetings in order to receive and respond, as appropriate, to community concerns. 
Such community and campus-wide meetings were held on February 1st, February 22nd, and on March 
3rd.  
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Response to Comment 13 from Jackie Wollner 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section.  
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Responses to Comment 14 from Sarah Paula Burns 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section. The College 
continues to be committed to preserving the legacy designed landscape that defines the campus. Also, 
the decision to site the Media Arts/Performing Arts building where it is now proposed, and the decision to 
remove and replace trees on the project site, were arrived at after careful deliberation extending back 
over a number of years and reflect a process of lively campus community dialogue that included input 
from interested community residents. The decision to remove and replace trees was not arrived at hastily 
or arbitrarily. In addition, as called for in the EIR Addendum Mitigation Measure V-2, tree removals and 
replacements will be overseen by a qualified preservation landscape architect in order to ensure the 
changes are sympathetic to the campus’ legacy designed landscape.  

Response 2 
The Board of Trustees conducted a public hearing on February 23rd, listening to public comments and 
presentations from the College and its design and planning consultants. It did not vote to approve/certify 
the 2010 Master Plan Update or the EIR Addendum. Instead, it is expected that the Board will take up the 
matter again on March 23, 2011. This has afforded the College the opportunity to do additional outreach 
to the community. Such actions have included the hosting of an additional open house public meeting on 
March 3rd. 

Response 3 
Comment noted. Please see Response 1 above, and refer to the detailed responses to Letter 2. 

Response 4 
The College remains conscious of the potential community impact of its revitalization program. To date, 
actions taken to minimize such impacts are consistent with the conditions of approval required under the 
environmental review process, and are consistent with District sustainable building policy. An array of 
safeguards is in place to reduce noise impacts, control construction-related dust, direct traffic, and to 
address stormwater outputs during the construction process. Please note also that the Citizens Oversight 
Committee serves to bring the concerns of community residents about the College’s development 
activities to the attention of the College so that those concerns might be addressed. The minutes for all 
such meetings are available online through the College’s website. In addition, when specific impacts are 
anticipated that are broader in scope than day-to-day construction activities the College makes every 
effort to alert the community about them via its web page. 
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Responses to Comment 15 from Donna Lewis 

Response 1 
As stated in the prior responses, the components of the 2010 Master Plan Update have been under 
discussion for quite some time and are the product of careful consideration. Open house-format public 
meetings were held at the College on February 1st and March 3rd at Campus Center to provide 
information about the Master Plan Update to the community and to hear public concerns. Information 
regarding the campus revitalization effort has also been continuously available on the College’s website. 
Please also note that although the Board of Trustees conducted a public hearing on February 23rd that it 
did not vote at that time to approve/certify the 2010 Master Plan Update and EIR Addendum. This 
provided additional opportunities for the College to do further outreach to the community, including 
convening the above referenced open house meeting on March 3rd. 

Response 2 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section.  

Response 3 
For a more detailed discussion of this matter please refer to the responses provided to Letter 3. The 
recent introduction of angle parking on both sides of this Coldwater Canyon Extension, an internal access 
road, has created safety and convenience issues. Currently the posted signage limits the use of parking 
spaces on the west side of Coldwater Canyon Extension to LAVC permit holders on Mondays-Thursdays 
between 6 a.m. and 11 p.m. and on Fridays between 6 a.m. and 4 p.m. The College wishes to emphasize 
however that no such restrictions are posted on the east side of Coldwater Canyon Extension. The 
College acknowledges the need for visitors to park in that location when visiting the campus and when 
using the county park along Tujunga Wash that borders Coldwater Canyon Extension.  

Please note that these parking changes along Coldwater Canyon Extension are not a part of the 
currently-proposed 2010 Master Plan Update project and do not directly relate to the Initial Study 
Update/FEIR Addendum for the project but are instead a short-term response to the temporary reduction 
of spaces on campus due to construction. 
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Responses to Comment 16 from Ellie Kahn 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub. The College 
continues to be committed to preserving the legacy designed landscape that defines the campus. 

Response 2 
The College remains committed to the shared governance agreement and has adhered to engagement 
and review/approval process called for under that agreement. Under the shared governance agreement 
all buildings/projects are proposed by the builder user group and submitted to the campus for approval 
through the bond work group committee before the College’s president makes a final recommendation. 
The projects are also shared with the Citizen’s Oversight Committee as informational items, and all 
comments are taken under consideration. These proceedings are open to the community and the 
decisions made as part of the governance process are all recorded in committee meeting minutes that 
are available for public review on the College’s web page. A review of these minutes show how often the 
park- like setting on campus featured in such discussions and document the careful effort made to 
preserve that character. 

Response 3 
The College has not proposed the removal and replacement of trees as a maintenance measure and 
acknowledges the positive role the trees play in providing nesting sites for raptors and other birds, 
enhancing air quality, and providing shade during warm weather. However, as a point of information, it 
should be noted that the trees do not provide a significant degree of noise reduction. Buildings and walls 
perform a much more important role in attenuating noise.  

Please note per EIR Addendum mitigation measure BR-1 that a bird nesting survey by a qualified 
biologist is required before project-related construction may proceed. Consistent with the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act (MBTA), neither tree removal nor construction activities proposed within 300 to 500 feet of 
nesting birds can occur until such MBTA nesting birds have fledged their young and these birds have 
vacated the site. 

Response 4 
Comment noted. 

Response 5 
The College and the design team for the Media Arts/Performing Arts facility are evaluating a number of 
options for reducing the number of trees that would be removed and replaced due to the project. These 
include revisiting garden court landscape/hardscape placements, and efforts to assess the feasibility of 
retaining some trees and transplanting them onsite as part of the project. The College is also in 
discussions with Tree People to identify other potential solutions that entail moving and transplanting the 
affected trees. Also, please refer to the response provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub about the 
decision-making process that led to the current siting and programming of the building. 
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Responses to Comment 17 from Kathleen Sullivan 

Response 1 
As explained in the response to Comment 16, the College remains committed to the shared governance 
agreement and has adhered to the engagement and review/approval processes called for under that 
agreement. Under the shared governance agreement all buildings/projects are proposed by the builder 
user group, and are then submitted to the campus for approval through the bond work group committee 
before the College’s president makes a final recommendation. The projects are also shared with the 
Citizen’s Oversight, and all comments are taken under consideration. These proceedings are open to the 
community and the decisions made as part of the governance process are all recorded in committee 
meeting minutes that are available for public review on the College’s web page. A review of these 
minutes show how often the park- like setting on campus featured in such discussions and document the 
careful effort made to preserve that character. 

Response 2 
As part of the 2010 Master Plan Update, the College has not proposed the removal and replacement of 
trees as a response to maintenance concerns. Rather, it acknowledges the positive role the trees play in 
providing nesting sites for raptors and other birds, enhancing air quality, and providing shade during warm 
weather. However, as a point of information, it should be noted that the trees do not provide a significant 
degree of noise reduction. Buildings and walls perform a much more important role in attenuating noise.  

Response 3 
As referenced in the response to Comment 16, please note per EIR Addendum mitigation measure BR-1 
regarding the nesting birds–related mitigation measure included in the EIR Addendum. 

Response 4 
Please refer to Response 1, above. 

Response 5 
The College takes seriously its commitment to preserving the campus’ legacy designed landscape. An 
example of this commitment is in how it addressed landscape issues associated with the construction of 
the Student Services building. In that case, trees were marked for preservation but not watered. The 
matter was brought before the shared governance committee and the College project management team 
corrected this issue and ensured the trees were watered. Another landscape maintenance issue arose 
regarding the Monarch Square project but it is the result of budgetary constraints that have constrained 
the hiring of needed groundskeeping staff and that, accordingly, have significantly strained the 
capabilities of the gardening supervisor to attend to landscape upkeep. In that and others recent 
instances, groundskeeping staffing levels are the explaining factor rather than any negligence on the part 
of construction contractors or lack of concern on the part of the College.  

Response 6 
Please see Response 5 above. Also, in view of district-wide budgetary constraints for the foreseeable 
future and substantial staffing-to-space ratio constraints, a proactive effort is being made by the College 
during the project planning and preliminary design stage to incorporate low maintenance design features 
into projects. 
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Response to Comment 18 from Marsha and Burton Roseman, M.D. 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section. 
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Response to Comment 19 from Carolyn Hink Wolfstein 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section. 
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Responses to Comment 20 from David Chilewich (signed Deborah) 

Response 1 
Correct. The Board of Trustees conducted a public hearing on February 23rd, listening to public 
comments and presentations from the College and its design and planning consultants. It did not vote to 
approve/certify the 2010 Master Plan Update or the EIR Addendum. Instead, it is expected that the Board 
will take up the matter again on March 23, 2011. This has afforded the College the opportunity to do 
additional outreach to the community. As you note, such actions have included the hosting of an 
additional open house public meeting on March 3rd. 

Response 2 
Comment noted. 

Response 3 
An open house format meeting was indeed convened on March 3rd that was led by the College’s 
president and structured in alignment with your suggestions. It included a detailed presentation by the 
College’s design and planning team. This meeting included a lively question and answer period. 

Response 4 
The College posted the Ehrlich Architects design presentation on the College’s website. The posting 
occurred on March 1st. 

Response 5 
The College has declined to mark the trees proposed for removal with red banding as it is confident that 
the presentation prepared by Ehrlich Architects, and that is posted on the College website, is sufficient to 
address this question. 

Response 6 
The College also declines to schedule a walking tour of the quadrangle. As stated in Response 5, above, 
the presentation prepared by Ehrlich Architects adequately addresses this question and has been posted 
on the College website. 

Response 7 
As reminder, and as explained in the response to your February 2nd letter, the Media Arts/Performing 
Arts siting location presented to the Board was not arrived at hastily or arbitrarily. In addition, as called for 
in the EIR Addendum Mitigation Measure V-2, tree removals and replacements will be overseen by a 
qualified preservation landscape architect in order to ensure the changes are sympathetic to the campus’ 
legacy designed landscape.  

Prior studies of alternative sites for the Media Arts/Performing Arts project considered options that would 
have retained the entire current extent of the quadrangle and nearly all the trees bordering it. However, 
these were rejected after careful consideration. As part of the deliberative process that preceded 
preparation of the 2010 Addendum, a study was conducted to evaluate the feasibility of retaining and 
retrofitting of the existing Theater Arts Building, and on that basis, it was determined that retention and 
retrofit of the building to meet ADA requirements would have required an expenditure nearly equally the 
cost of building a new theater. In addition, the resulting retrofit would still have failed to meet key 
programming goals. Following that analysis, several siting concepts were developed for combining the 
Media Arts and Theater Arts programs into a single facility. One siting concept called for placement of the 
building along Oxnard Street directly across Campus Drive from the Child Development Center. Another 
concept studied placement at the northwest corner of the campus at Fulton Avenue and Oxnard Street. 
More recently (mid-2009), the Ehrlich Architects evaluated another siting proposal that called for a 
north/south-aligned building placement on a site north of the Art Building that would have occupied 
Parking Lot C and the eastern portion of Parking Lot B running and along the eastern edge of the 
quadrangle.  

There were serious practical drawbacks associated with all of the alternative siting concepts. Placement 
toward the north border of Parking Lot B would have diffused rather than strengthened the quadrangle 
concept by adding new distances between the rest of the campus buildings and the new building. 
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Placement of a building with back-of-stage features along or near Oxnard Street would have increased 
visibility of the building in both positive and negative ways. Negatively, by bringing back-of-stage 
architectural elements (e.g., three story-tall stage-related fly space) and loading activity-related noise and 
visual effects closer to residents. It would also subject the Child Development Center and residential 
properties along the north side of Oxnard Street to significant shade/shadow effects. The placements 
within Parking Lot B would have also resulted in a substantial reduction in the number of available 
campus parking spaces in that location. They would also have called for an expensive and problematic 
relocation of sections of the campus’ underground utility loop, and/or utility interface options that would 
have been costly to construct and that also would have substantially increased the operational costs of 
the building over its lifetime in terms of energy consumption as well as emissions generation. Such an 
approach would not have been consistent with District sustainable design policies.  

The Media Arts/Performing Arts project as it is now conceived is the product of careful consideration 
about the needs of the theater arts and media arts programs and is a creative response in a time of 
constrained public funding to achieve economies of scale by combining the functions of what had formerly 
been two separate buildings into one shared space and one building footprint on the ground. This project 
also advances the College’s educational objective of promoting cross-disciplinary collaboration in 
teaching and learning. 

Response 8 
Please refer to Response 7, above. 
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Response to Comment 21 from Mark M. Stewart, Esq. 

Response 1 
Comment noted. For further information please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from 
Deborah Weintraub, as well as the community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the 
back of this section. 
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Responses to Comment 22 from Judy Price 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section. 

Response 2 
Comment noted. Please note that although the Board of Trustees conducted a public hearing on 
February 23rd, listening to public comments and presentations from the College and its design and 
planning consultants it did not vote to approve/certify the 2010 Master Plan Update or the EIR Addendum. 
Instead, it is expected that the Board will take up the matter again on March 23, 2011. This has afforded 
the College the opportunity to do additional outreach to the community. Such actions have included the 
hosting of an additional open house public meeting on March 3rd. 
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Responses to Comment 23 from A. Reed 

Response 1 
Comment noted. As stated in the prior responses, the components of the 2010 Master Plan Update have 
been under discussion for quite some time and are the product of careful consideration. Open house-
format public meetings were held at the College on February 1st and March 3rd at Campus Center to 
provide information about the Master Plan Update to the community and to hear public concerns. 
Information regarding the campus revitalization effort has also been continuously available on the 
College’s website. Please also note that although the Board of Trustees conducted a public hearing on 
February 23rd that it did not vote at that time to approve/certify the 2010 Master Plan Update and EIR 
Addendum. This provided additional opportunities for the College to do further outreach to the community, 
including convening the above referenced open house meeting on March 3rd. 

Response 2 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section. As called for 
in the EIR Addendum Mitigation Measure V-2, tree removals and replacements will be overseen by a 
qualified preservation landscape architect in order to ensure the changes are sympathetic to the campus’ 
legacy designed landscape. Replacement trees would be of the largest feasible caliper/gallon size tree. 
For example, the design team is evaluating the feasibility of replanting utilizing 110 box-sized trees (with 
an initial approximate height of 25 to 30 feet) while also studying how to retain more of the trees as part of 
the Media Arts/Performing Arts facility. 
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Response to Comment 24 from Anita Berkey 

Response 1 
Please refer to the response to Comment 23 from A. Reed, the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 
from Deborah Weintraub, and the community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the 
back of this section.  
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Response to Comment 25 from Larry Brandenburg 

Response 1 
Comment noted. For further information please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from 
Deborah Weintraub, as well as the community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the 
back of this section. 
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Response to Comment 26 from Judy S. Sell 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section. 
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Responses to Comment 27 from Barry Coates 

Response 1 
Comment noted. As stated in the prior responses, the components of the 2010 Master Plan Update have 
been under discussion for quite some time and are the product of careful consideration.  

Response 2 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section. As called for 
in the EIR Addendum Mitigation Measure V-2, tree removals and replacements will be overseen by a 
qualified preservation landscape architect in order to ensure the changes are sympathetic to the campus’ 
legacy designed landscape. Replacement trees would be of the largest feasible caliper/gallon size tree. 
For example, the design team is evaluating the feasibility of replanting utilizing 110 box-sized trees (with 
an initial approximate height of 25 to 30 feet) while also studying how to retain more of the trees as part of 
the Media Arts/Performing Arts facility. 
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Response to Comment 28 from Robert and Edlyne Lloyd 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section.  

As stated in the prior responses, the components of the 2010 Master Plan Update have been under 
discussion for quite some time and are the product of careful consideration. Open house-format public 
meetings were held at the College on February 1st and March 3rd at Campus Center to provide 
information about the Master Plan Update to the community and to hear public concerns. Information 
regarding the campus revitalization effort has also been continuously available on the College’s website.  
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Responses to Comment 29 from Elizabeth Colla 

Response 1 
Comment noted. As stated in the prior responses, the components of the 2010 Master Plan Update have 
been under discussion for quite some time and are the product of careful consideration.  

Response 2 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section. The College 
disagrees with the statement that the referenced trees are irreplaceable. As called for in the EIR 
Addendum Mitigation Measure V-2, tree removals and replacements will be overseen by a qualified 
preservation landscape architect in order to ensure the changes are sympathetic to the campus’ legacy 
designed landscape. Replacement trees would be of the largest feasible caliper/gallon size tree. For 
example, the design team is evaluating the feasibility of replanting utilizing 110 box-sized trees (with an 
initial approximate height of 25 to 30 feet) while also studying how to retain more of the trees as part of 
the Media Arts/Performing Arts facility. 
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Responses to Comment 30 from Joan and Norton Skorstad and  
Maria and Mike Merzlikina 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section.  

As called for in the EIR Addendum Mitigation Measure V-2, tree removals and replacements will be 
overseen by a qualified preservation landscape architect in order to ensure the changes are sympathetic 
to the campus’ legacy designed landscape. Replacement trees would be of the largest feasible 
caliper/gallon size tree. For example, the design team is evaluating the feasibility of replanting utilizing 
110 box-sized trees (with an initial approximate height of 25 to 30 feet) while also studying how to retain 
more of the trees as part of the Media Arts/Performing Arts facility. 

Response 2 
The components of the 2010 Master Plan Update have been under discussion for quite some time and 
are the product of careful consideration, and open house-format public meetings were held at the College 
on February 1st and March 3rd at Campus Center to provide information about the Master Plan Update to 
the community and to hear public concerns. Information regarding the campus revitalization effort has 
also been made continuously available on the College’s website. It should also be noted that per the 
shared governance agreement all buildings/projects are proposed by the builder user group, and are then 
submitted to the campus for approval through the bond work group committee before the College’s 
president makes a final recommendation. The projects are also shared with the Citizen’s Oversight 
Committee, and all comments are taken under consideration. These proceedings are open to the 
community and the decisions made as part of the governance process are all recorded in committee 
meeting minutes that are available for public review on the College’s web page. A review of these 
minutes show how often the park- like setting on campus featured in such discussions and document the 
careful effort made to preserve that character. 
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Response to Comment 31 from Carolyn De Mirjian 

Response 1 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section.  

As stated in the prior responses, the components of the 2010 Master Plan Update have been under 
discussion for quite some time and are the product of careful consideration.  
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Responses to Comment 32 from Sandra Moruzzi 

Response 1 
As stated in the prior responses, the components of the 2010 Master Plan Update have been under 
discussion for quite some time and are the product of careful consideration. Open house-format public 
meetings were held at the College on February 1st and March 3rd at Campus Center to provide 
information about the Master Plan Update to the community and to hear public concerns. Information 
regarding the campus revitalization effort has also been continuously available on the College’s website. 
As a point of information please note that although the Board of Trustees conducted a public hearing on 
February 23rd, listening to public comments and presentations from the College and its design and 
planning consultants, it did not vote to approve/certify the 2010 Master Plan Update or the EIR 
Addendum. Instead, it is expected that the Board will take up the matter again on March 23, 2011. 

Response 2 
Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the 
community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of this section.  

Response 3 
Again, please refer to the responses provided to Letter 2, as well as Comment 17, to better understand 
the design and consensus building processes that have led to the current proposal. 

Response 4 
For a more detailed discussion of this matter please refer to the responses provided to Letter 3. The 
recent introduction of angle parking on both sides of this Coldwater Canyon Extension, an internal access 
road, has created safety and convenience issues. Currently the posted signage limits the use of parking 
spaces on the west side of Coldwater Canyon Extension to LAVC permit holders on Mondays-Thursdays 
between 6 a.m. and 11 p.m. and on Fridays between 6 a.m. and 4 p.m. The College wishes to emphasize 
however that no such restrictions are posted on the east side of Coldwater Canyon Extension. The 
College acknowledges the need for visitors to park in that location when visiting the campus and when 
using the county park along Tujunga Wash that borders Coldwater Canyon Extension.  

Please also note that these parking changes along Coldwater Canyon Extension are not a part of the 
currently-proposed 2010 Master Plan Update project and do not directly relate to the Initial Study 
Update/FEIR Addendum for the project but are instead a short-term response to the temporary reduction 
of spaces on campus due to construction. 

Response 5 
Comment noted. 



Addendum and  
Environmental Checklist Form 

 
Initial Study Update/Final EIR Addendum 
2010 Update to the 2003 Los Angeles Valley College Facilities Master Plan 160 

 Comment 33



Addendum and  
Environmental Checklist Form 

 
Initial Study Update/Final EIR Addendum 
2010 Update to the 2003 Los Angeles Valley College Facilities Master Plan 161 

 Comment 33



Addendum and  
Environmental Checklist Form 

 
Initial Study Update/Final EIR Addendum 
2010 Update to the 2003 Los Angeles Valley College Facilities Master Plan 162 

Responses to Comment 33 from Merryl Webber 

Response 1 
As stated in the prior responses, the components of the 2010 Master Plan Update have been under 
discussion for quite some time and are the product of careful consideration. Please refer to the detailed 
responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah Weintraub, as well as the community letter written by the 
College’s president that appears at the back of this section. As called for in the EIR Addendum Mitigation 
Measure V-2, tree removals and replacements will be overseen by a qualified preservation landscape 
architect in order to ensure the changes are sympathetic to the campus’ legacy designed landscape. 
Replacement trees would be of the largest feasible caliper/gallon size tree. For example, the design team 
is evaluating the feasibility of replanting utilizing 110 box-sized trees (with an initial approximate height of 
25 to 30 feet) while also studying how to retain more of the trees as part of the Media Arts/Performing 
Arts facility.  

As an example of its continued commitment to preserving the campus’ legacy designed landscape, the 
College has retained an arborist. The arborist has completed a preliminary survey of all campus trees as 
the initial step toward the preparation of a comprehensive campus landscape master plan during 2011. 

Response 2 
Comment noted. 

Response 3 
Comment noted. 
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Responses to Comment 34 from Mickey Jannol 

Response 1 
Comment noted.  

Response 2 
As your remarks suggest there has been an ongoing commitment on the part of the College to retention 
of its legacy designed landscape that continues through the present. Along a similar vein, the 
components of the 2010 Master Plan Update have been under discussion for quite some time and are the 
product of careful consideration. Please refer to the detailed responses provided to Letter 2 from Deborah 
Weintraub, as well as the community letter written by the College’s president that appears at the back of 
this section.  

As called for in the EIR Addendum Mitigation Measure V-2, tree removals and replacements will be 
overseen by a qualified preservation landscape architect in order to ensure the changes are sympathetic 
to the campus’ legacy designed landscape. Replacement trees would be of the largest feasible 
caliper/gallon size tree. For example, the design team is evaluating the feasibility of replanting utilizing 
110 box-sized trees (with an initial approximate height of 25 to 30 feet) while also studying how to retain 
more of the trees as part of the Media Arts/Performing Arts facility. 

Response 3 
The College is indeed aware of these concerns and has responded by convening open house-format 
public meetings at the College on February 1st and March 3rd at Campus Center to provide information 
about the Master Plan Update to the community and to hear public concerns. Information regarding the 
campus revitalization effort has also been continuously available on the College’s website. 

Response 4 
We appreciate the commenter’s perspective on why the removal and replacement of campus trees may 
become an issue for the community residents. It should be noted that the College has a vigorous 
consensus building process for all its buildings/projects that integrates public input. Under the shared 
governance agreement all buildings/projects are proposed by the builder user group and are then 
submitted to the campus for approval through the bond work group committee before the College’s 
president makes a final recommendation. The projects are also shared with the Citizen’s Oversight 
Committee and all comments are taken under consideration. These proceedings are open to the 
community and the decisions made as part of the governance process are all recorded in committee 
meeting minutes that are available for public review on the College’s web page. A review of these 
minutes show how often the park- like setting on campus featured in such discussions and document the 
careful effort made to preserve that character.  

The College has just learned of the Valley Glen Community Park matter but does not have the particulars 
about what transpired and why and therefore offers no comment on that subject. 

Response 5 
Please refer to the response to Comment 2, above. 
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Response to Comment 35 from Eric Swelstad 

Response 1 
Comment noted.  
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Response to Comment 36 from Armen Fentulagian 

Response 1 
Comment noted.  
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Responses to Comment 37 from Deborah Weintraub 

Response 1 
The College has not intentionally withheld information from the public regarding the removal and 
replacement of trees proposed as part of the Media Arts/Performing Arts facility. Under the shared 
governance agreement all buildings/projects proposed for the campus are submitted to the bond work 
group committee, builder user group, and reviewed by the Citizen’s Oversight Committee before the 
College’s president makes a final recommendation. These proceedings are open to the community and 
all such the decisions are recorded in committee meeting minutes that are available for public review on 
the College’s web page. A review of these minutes show how often the park-like setting on campus 
featured in such discussions and document the careful effort made to preserve that character. 

Response 2 
A detailed response to this proposal can be found in the responses to both Letters 2 and 20.  

Response 3 
Comment noted. 

Response 4 
The College, although not required for an EIR Addendum process per the provisions of CEQA, has held 
two open house-format public meetings to inform the community about the 2010 Master Plan Update. 
These meetings took place on February 1st and March 3rd at Campus Center. The College’s public 
outreach consultant walked the neighborhood bordering the campus during late-January to talk with 
residents about the Update and to invite them to the February 1st open house meeting. Social media 
including Facebook and Twitter were used to inform the community and to receive community input 
leading up to February 1st. In addition to placing a display ad in the Los Angeles Daily News advertising 
the February 1st meeting, information about the Update and that meeting was made available on the 
College’s web page. 
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Responses to Comment 38 from Patrick Clement 

Response 1 
Comment noted. 

Response 2 
Comment noted. 

Response 3 
Comment noted. 
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Response to Comment 39 from Robert Reber 

Response 1 
Comment noted. 
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Responses to Comment 40 from Kathy Susan Pyles 

Response 1 
Comment noted. 

Response 2 
Comment noted. 

Response 3 
Comment noted. 
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Responses to Comment 41 from David Chilewich 

Response 1 
Comment noted. 

Response 2 
The College’s design team is currently evaluating the feasibility of retaining more of the existing trees as 
part of the Media Arts/Performing Arts project and of transplanting, rather than replacing, some of the 
other trees that are now within the footprint of the proposed project.  

The design team is also evaluating the feasibility of replanting utilizing 110 box-sized trees (with an initial 
approximate height of 25 to 30 feet) while it studies how to retain more of the trees as part of the Media 
Arts/Performing Arts facility.  

The College wishes to reiterate that as called for in the EIR Addendum Mitigation Measure V-2, tree 
removals and replacements will be overseen by a qualified preservation landscape architect in order to 
ensure the changes are sympathetic to the campus’ legacy designed landscape and that the EIR 
Addendum further stipulates that any replacement trees be of the largest feasible caliper/gallon size. 
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