COMMENTS and RESPONSES
INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ALISO CANYON PROJECT
(E1907295)

The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the proposed Aliso
Canyon Park Improvements Project was circulated for public review beginning on July
29, 2010. The public review period, during which interested agencies, organizations,
and members of the public were invited to submit written comments, was noticed and
conducted in compliance with CEQA Section 21091 and State CEQA Guidelines 15105.
The 30-day public review period ended on August 27, 2010. The end of the comment
period was later extended to August 31, 2010 due to a delay in delivery to the State
Clearinghouse. During the public review period, nine correspondences commenting on
the IS/MND and project were received by the Bureau of Engineering of the City of Los
Angeles (BOE). These correspondences (in order of receipt) are identified as follows:
1.

Native American Heritage Commission (letter dated August 9. 2010)

2.

California Department of Transportation (letter dated August 17, 2010)

3.

Jack Hovanian (e-mail dated August 17, 2010)

4.

Jeannie Plumb (letter dated August 18, 2010)

5.

Sue Hammarlund, Porter Ranch Neighborhood Council
(e-mail dated August 24, 2010)

6.

Hugo Serrano (letter dated August 25, 2010)

7.

California Department of Fish & Game (letter dated August 26, 2010)

8.

Richard Fisk (letter dated August 26, 2010)

9.

Ann Ziliak, Granada Hills North Neighborhood Council
(letter dated August 31, 2010)

Comments and responses to those comments are presented in the following, separate
sections. For each comment letter, comments are bracketed and numbered.
Corresponding responses can be found at the end of the comment letters section.
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1. Native American Heritage Commission, August 9. 2010-
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2. California Department of Transportation, August 17, 2010-
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3. Jack Hovanian, August 17, 2010-
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4. Jeannie Plumb, August 18, 2010-
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5. Sue Hammarlund, Porter Ranch Neighborhood Council, August 24, 2010-
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6. Hugo Serrano, August 25, 2010-
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7. California Department of Fish & Game, August 26, 2010-
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8. Richard Fisk, August 26, 2010-
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9. Ann Ziliak, Granada Hills North Neighborhood Council, August 31, 2010-
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INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ALISO CANYON PARK PROJECT
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
Nine comment letters were received during the comment period, including residents and
representatives of public agencies, and neighborhood organizations.
1. Native American Heritage Commission, August 9. 2010A. Comment noted. Please refer to Section 5 (a-c) of the MND and Phase I
Archaeological Survey (Attachment D) for pre-historic and historic cultural
resources, performed by LSA Associates. The LSA survey found no previously
documented, cultural or paleontological resources, within the project boundaries,
and identified no such resources during the field survey. However, due to
underlying sensitive geological (Saugus) Formation and the proximity of local
paleontological fauna discovered within the Saugus Formation, a qualified
Paleontologist must be present during any earth moving activities. Additionally, if
previously undocumented cultural or paleontological resources are identified
during earthmoving activities, a qualified archaeologist/paleontologist shall be
retained to assess the nature and significance of the find, diverting construction
excavation if necessary.
B. Comment Noted. See Comment 2(A). As part of the CEQA notification
process, the Notice of Intent was sent to individuals on the list of Native
American consulting parties.
C. Comment Noted.
D. Comment Noted.
E. See Comment 1(A).
F. Comment Noted.
G. See Comment 1(B).
H. Comment Noted.
2. California Department of Transportation, August 17, 2010A. Comment noted. Recommendations will be provided to the project design
team for incorporated into the plans and specifications.
3. Jack Hovanian, August 17, 2010A. Aliso Canyon Park is an existing, 60-acre undeveloped municipal park,
managed by the City Department of Recreation and Parks. The equestrian
facility will be limited to the southern end of the park site, and will be restricted
to day-use only. In addition, the project has been designed to minimize
impacts to the existing rustic character of the site, and will be designed in
accordance with the City Municipal Code, including the Noise Ordinance.
B. The development site is currently dominated by weedy exotic non-native
annual grasses and other plants, which pose a greater, recurrent fire hazard
than native vegetation. Native landscaping is a design element. Since the
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site, and surrounding residential area, lie within a designated fire hazard
zone, landscaped areas will be designed to meet guidelines of the Los
Angeles City Fire Department.
C. See item 3(A), above.
4. Jeannie Plumb, August 18, 2010A. The Conceptual Plan as referred to is an earlier version that was included as
an attachment to the Geotechnical Study (MND Attachment A). The
conceptual plan is not the final design. The MND had stated that one of the
bridges would be dedicated to use by pedestrians and cyclists, which
incorrectly implied that bikes were to be allowed on trails. The Los Angeles
Municipal Code currently prohibits the use of bicycles on unpaved roads and
trails in City parks unless designated for bicycle use by the Recreation and
Parks Commission - Aliso Canyon Park has not been so designated. Any
future use of trails for bicyclists would be a policy decision, made by the City
Recreation and Parks Commission.
One design element involves bicyclists; a bicycle rack will be provided for
bicyclists to park their bikes in the parking lot. The intent of the bike rack
installation is to encourage people to use alternative transportation to get to
the park.
B. Comment noted
C. Comment noted.
5. Sue Hammarlund, Porter Ranch Neighborhood Council, August 24, 2010A. Existing on-street parking along Rinaldi Street would not be affected.
B. Please refer to Section 9 (d), (h) and (i) of the MND. Since the site is within a
100-year flood zone, flooding was one of the considerations in the design and
operation of the facility. This includes providing adequate setback of isolated
structures from the creek so as to not impede or redirect flows. The area
would also be closed to public access during major storm events.
6. Hugo Serrano, August 25, 2010A. Comment noted. The project has been designed to minimize impacts to the
existing rustic character of the site, and will be designed in accordance with
the City Municipal Code, including the Noise Ordinance, and Department of
Recreation and Parks Design Standards and Guidelines. Any vehicle size
restrictions will be imposed by the City Department of Recreation and Parks.
B. Comment Noted. The project has been designed to limit visual impacts. The
only structure to be constructed will be a small, modular restroom building.
Also, the development site is currently dominated by weedy exotic annual
grasses and other non-native plants, as well as miscellaneous trash debris.
The site will be cleaned up. Furthermore, no mature trees to be removed and
the site will be landscaped with native plants, common to foothill and riparian
woodland vegetation communities.
C. No mature trees will be removed.
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D. Several community meetings have already been held with respect to this
project. The initial proposal was developed through local community
meetings, organized by Councilmember Smith. A conceptual design was then
presented and discussed at three meetings of the local volunteer
neighborhood organizing committee. No additional meetings are planned.
With respect to CEQA, the MND is based upon the conceptual design. Your
comments, and all other submitted written comments, will be incorporated in
the final version of the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), herein. The
final MND and Mitigation Program will be submitted to the Board of Public
Works along with the City Council for their consideration. Public comments will
also be welcomed during the adoption process.
7. California Department of Fish & Game, August 26, 2010A. Comment Noted. CADFG will be among the state and federal agencies
notified if the Least Bell’s Vireo is seen.
B. The recommendations of the Biological (Vegetation) Assessment have been
incorporated into mitigation measures BR-01, BR-07, BR-08, BR-11, BR-12,
and GS-02. These measures cover fencing of the riparian woodland,
eradication of non-native plant species and re-vegetation with native plant
species as appropriate. Native plants introduced as part of the landscaping
will be maintained per project plans and specifications.
C. A Streambed Alteration Agreement, Notification Application Package will be
submitted, which will include the wetland delineation report.
8. Richard Fisk, August 26, 2010A. The reason for the MND is to disclose and evaluate potential environmental
impacts of the project as proposed, not to “validate the proposed project.” The
project was proposed in response to a lack of equestrian facilities in the area.
The demand as noted in the environmental study refers to the
recommendations derived from community meetings and from the local
volunteer neighborhood organizing committee.
B. Comment noted. While the proposed project itself does not grant or deny
permission to cyclists to use unpaved trails, we agree with the commenter’s
supposition that increased use of the park by equestrians will probably
increase pressure to enforce the current ban on bicycling on the trails. The
Los Angeles Municipal Code currently prohibits the use of bicycles on
unpaved roads and trails in City parks unless designated for bicycle use by
the Recreation and Parks Commission - Aliso Canyon Park has not been so
designated. Any future use of trails for bicyclists would be a policy decision,
made by the City Recreation and Parks Commission.
As for zoning changes, the MND states that because of zoning conflicts, a
variance will be necessary as a condition of approval. As stated in the MND,
the site is zoned for either open space or low density residential uses. Since
the equestrian area is planned for an area zoned for low density residential
housing, a change in land use, or the project meets environmental goals and
the number of planned non-residential structures will be less than the criteria
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for low density residential. Environmental impacts and utility/public service
demands will be less than if the parcels were developed for their zoned uses.
Development of the proposed project site would be consistent with the
General Plan or zoning designations of the site and surrounding area and
would not conflict with any adopted plans, policies, or regulations. The project
is consistent with the community plan’s policy of providing adequate
recreation facilities to correspond with population and service demands. The
Granada Hills-Knollwood Community Plan recognizes the need for the
expansion and improvement of needed local parks. The plan states that these
parks are to be improved as funds become available. In this situation,
improving Aliso Canyon Park with an equestrian facility would further satisfy
the goal and intent of the plan.
C. Concern for people is the primary basis for the California Environmental
Quality Act. That concern is expressed in Mandatory, Finding C, "Does the
project have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?" The MND systematically
evaluates potential impacts to the human environment (broken down into
seventeen issue areas including population, housing, and recreation) and
finds that the proposed project would not have substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly. Biological resources are just one
of the issue areas that require evaluation under CEQA. As required by state
and federal laws, project impacts to endangered plant and animal species
must be considered in the environmental review process.
D. See Comment 8B.
E. Comment noted. The commenter provides an argument for retention if not
expansion of bicycle use in the park based on popularity and potential health
benefits. However, that is not the project that the city is pursuing at this time and
therefore is not evaluated in the MND.
9. Ann Ziliak, Granada Hills North Neighborhood CouncilA. Comments noted. The restroom building is the only structure included in this
project. Project elements, including bicycle racks, signage and bleacher
elements will follow design guidelines for the City Department of Recreation
and Parks.
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