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LA Zoo Vision Plan EIR Community Outreach Summary Report 

At the commencement of the Los Angeles Zoo’s Vision Plan Draft EIR, the project team, 

consisting of The Robert Group (TRG), Wood PLC, and representatives from the City of Los 

Angeles Bureau of Engineering (BOE) and Zoo Department, began a public outreach process to 

gather input and feedback from community members. In line with these objectives, TRG utilized 

a robust approach to public engagement which included select outreach tools such as stakeholder 

identification, social media and website design, and collateral material development. This 

outreach preceded initiation of the public scoping period including two public scoping meetings 

and 13 in-person interviews with representatives from key stakeholder groups within the project 

area, during which valuable information was gathered to inform the Draft EIR. The following 

report summarizes the outreach efforts led by TRG throughout this project scoping phase. 

Public Outreach and Detailed Scoping Plan 

As part of the groundwork for the scoping process, TRG developed and implemented a 

comprehensive Public Outreach Plan (POP) designed to notify, educate, and engage a broad 

range of citywide stakeholders and interested parties in the LA Zoo Vision Plan EIR. This plan 

included project milestones and a proposed timeline to guide outreach efforts throughout the 

scoping phase of the project, as well as details how public input would be documented, 

evaluated, and incorporated into the decision-making processes and final reporting. The goals of 

the POP were the following:  

 Utilize an inclusive outreach strategy that not only maximizes input from a broad range

of project stakeholders, but also identifies and engages key stakeholders to solicit their

input;

 Reinforce the City’s/Zoo’s objective that stakeholders in neighboring communities are

included in the planning process dialogue, and that their input is valued;

 Create multiple opportunities for community input and comments; and,

 Establish an ongoing platform for educating stakeholders on a regular basis as the

Project-Program EIR process moves forward.

TRG’s completion of the following deliverables ensured that these goals were met. 

 Draft/Final Public Outreach Plan

o Strategy: Submit POP to EIR project team and update as needed on an ongoing

basis.

 Citywide Stakeholder Database

o Strategy: Merge existing LA Zoo, Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering, Wood

PLC, and TRG databases to create a comprehensive list of interested stakeholders,

elected officials, community groups, businesses, religious institutions, chambers

of commerce and other civic organizations.

 Stakeholder Interviews (12-15)
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o Strategy: Identify and interview key stakeholders about the project and

disseminate information to their constituents about how they can participate in the

process.

 Scoping Meetings (2) & Support Public Scoping Report

o Strategy: Coordinate meeting logistics, including meeting noticing, to maximize

attendance by making meetings accessible, convenient, interesting, and

understandable.

 Materials (Fact Sheets, FAQs, Meeting Flyers, Advertisements)

o Strategy: Provide Spanish and any other language translations if requested, on all

collateral materials to ensure that the outreach plan is inclusive of diverse

communities.

 Social Media/Website

o Strategy: Coordinate with the City/Zoo administration to ensure project

messaging is consistent across communication outlets and platforms.

Stakeholder Identification for Interviews 

Having worked extensively within the project area before, TRG has developed and maintained 

professional relationships within many communities adjacent to the Zoo. Using our unique 

knowledge and connections with the area, TRG created a list of primary stakeholders to target 

for the Vision Plan EIR stakeholder interviews. These “primary stakeholders” included Los 

Angeles City Council staff, representatives from nearby neighborhood councils and/or 

homeowner and tenant associations, schools, and members of environmental and transit 

organizations. TRG contacted these stakeholders individually via phone and email to inform 

them of the Project and invite them to participate in an interview.   

Stakeholder Interviews 

As part of developing baseline community engagement understanding for the environmental 

process, TRG assisted the project team in conducting a total of 13 in-person stakeholder 

interviews. The purpose of these interviews was to hear first-hand from project stakeholders 

about their priorities for the LA Zoo Vision Plan EIR, thereby allowing the project team to better 

understand key priorities, issues and concerns around proposed Vision Plan projects and 

programs.  

TRG assisted in the selection of stakeholder groups to interview. These groups were placed into 

two categories: Tier 1 and Tier 2. The initial list of Tier 1 on Tier 2 stakeholders consisted of the 

following:  
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TIER 1 TIER 2 

Major’s Office City of LA Dept. of Recreation and Parks 

City Council District 4 (Ryu) Autry Museum 

City Council District 13 (O’Farrell) ETI Corral 138 Equestrian Trails 

City of Glendale LA County Bicycle Coalition 

City of Burbank LA Walks 

Atwater Village Neighborhood Council Public Links Golf Association 

Hollywood United Neighborhood Council Zoo Magnet School 

Los Feliz Neighborhood Council 

Greater Toluca Lake Neighborhood Council 

Los Feliz Improvement Association  

Friends of Griffith Park 

North Hollywood Neighborhood Council 

Greater LA Zoo Association (GLAZA) 

Zoo Commissioners 

Of those Tier 1 and Tier 2 groups listed, the following 13 were scheduled for in-person 

interviews: 

TIER 1  TIER 2 

Major’s Office City of LA Dept. of Recreation and Parks1

City Council District 4 (Ryu) Autry Museum 

City Council District 13 (O’Farrell) LA County Bicycle Coalition 

City of Glendale Zoo Magnet School 

Hollywood United Neighborhood Council  Los Angeles Equine Advisory Committee2 

Los Feliz Neighborhood Council 

Los Feliz Improvement Association  

Friends of Griffith Park 
1TRG did not attend 
2Added to list later by request of Wood PLC  

Stakeholder interviews were conducted by project team members from the LA Zoo, BOE, and 

TRG. These interviews were designed to build rapport and thus were casual and conversational 

in nature. The interviews lasted an average of 45-60 minutes and took place over a period of 2 

months, with the first interview taking place on February 11, 2019, and the last interview 

concluding on March 28, 2019. When requested, interviewees were provided with a Stakeholder 

Interview Guide PDF to aid in their preparation for the interview.  

Before each round of interviews, TRG prepared an agenda containing the meeting details (date, 

time, and location) as background information about the potential concerns/areas of interests 

specific to each stakeholder group to be interviewed that day. With one exception (City of LA 

Department of Recreation and Parks), TRG attended and took notes during each interview. TRG 
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formatted and distributed these meeting notes among project team members regularly throughout 

the scoping period.  

In conducting these interviews, the project team learned that the key areas of concern for these 

stakeholders fall into the following categories: 

 Traffic and Transportation: potential increases in vehicular traffic, availability of mass

transportation and active transportation options

 Land Use and Planning: construction of a parking garage, preservation of Griffith Park

trails and aesthetics 

 Urban Forest Alterations: mature tree removal

 Construction Activities: potential increase in carbon emissions, production  of dust and

noise  

 Habit and Sensitive Species: well-being of Zoo animals during redesign phase

Distribution of NOP/IS to Public Libraries 

Pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) regulations, TRG printed, bound, and 

distributed the Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Initial Study/Environmental Checklist document 

to various public libraries nearest to the immediate perimeter of the LA Zoo, or those serving a 

broader Los Angeles community. This ensured the NOP/Initial Study would undergo the proper 

public review process while simultaneously giving interested individuals the opportunity to learn 

more about the Project.  

The NOP/Initial Study was distributed to the following libraries on January 23, 2019, where they 

were available for public review for a minimum of 45 days: 

 Los Angeles Central Library

 Los Feliz Branch Library

 Atwater Village Library

 Cahuenga Branch Library

 Burbank Central Library

 Glendale Downtown Central Library

 North Hollywood Library/Amelia Earhart Regional Library

 Buena Vista Branch Library

Master Contacts List 

One of the first outreach deliverables was a project database/mailing list that identified key 

stakeholders and target audiences. Having previously worked with and amongst many of the 
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communities adjacent to LA Zoo, TRG was able to provide its own stakeholder database which it 

then merged with the Zoo’s mailing list from earlier phases of this project, as well as with 

contacts lists provided by Wood PLC and BOE. The resulting Master List included a 

combination of the emails, phone numbers, and physical addresses of elected officials, 

immediate nearby residents within 1.5 miles of the Zoo, community groups, nearby city groups 

and neighborhood councils, and attendees of past public meetings/open houses held at LA Zoo. 

TRG maintained and updated the stakeholder database continually throughout the duration of the 

EIR project phase and utilized it to: 

 Invite primary stakeholders to participate in stakeholder meeting (via phone and email) 

 Mail the NOP Letters to various city departments  

 Inform the nearby community of the two public Scoping Meetings held on February 7 

and February 9, 2019 (via e-blast) 

 Inform residents within a 1.5-mile radius of the study area of the two Scoping Meetings 

(via direct mail postcard—see below).  

Scoping Meeting Radius Mail and Display Advertising  

To maximize public participation in the scoping process, TRG wrote, designed, printed, and 

mailed informational postcards inviting residents and stakeholders to attend the public Scoping 

Meetings for the Vision Plan EIR. Using images from the LA Zoo digital library, TRG designed 

this postcard to be both eye-catching and visually appealing. The postcard was printed in both 

English and Spanish and included general information about the Vison Plan EIR as well as the 

date, time, and location of the two scoping meetings. The postcard was sent all residences within 

a 1.5-mile radius of the LA Zoo, approximately 16,000 residences. TRG also utilized the Master 

Contacts list to send out an e-blast version of the postcard.  

Figure 1: Informational Postcards (front and back) 
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Using a similar format to those of the postcards, TRG also designed multiple versions of a 

display ad to be published in newspapers with a wide readership in the neighborhoods and cities 

surrounding the project area. TRG identified the following 6 newspapers and e-publications for 

the scoping period display ads:    

Table 1: List of Publications 

Publication Readership Area Coverage Ad Type Ad Published 

Los Feliz Ledger 34,500 
Los Feliz, Silver Lake 

and the Hollywood Hills 
Print 

Wednesday, January 

30, 2019 

Downtown News 150,000 DTLA Print 
Wednesday, January 

30, 2019 

The Eastsider LA 244,4400 

Northeast LA 

(Silverlake, Echo Park, 

DTLA, Chinatown) 

Digital 

Thursday, January 

31- Feb 9, 2019 (10-

day digital ad) 

Burbank Leader 
351,908 – 5-mile 

radius  
Burbank Print 

Wednesday, January 

30, 2019 

Glendale News Press 
351,908 – 5-mile 

radius 
Glendale Print 

Wednesday, January 

30, 2019 

Toluca Lake Press* 100,000 

Toluca Lake, Burbank, 

Universal City, 

Hollywood Hills, 

Pasadena, Glendale, 

Studio lots (WB, 

Universal) 

Print 
Wednesday, 

February 6, 2019 

*Added later per BOE’s request 
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Figure 2: Display Ad Example (Burbank Leader)   

 

NOP Letter 

On January 24, 2019, TRG mailed Notice of Preparation (NOP) letters in both English and 

Spanish to a targeted group of 215 Neighborhood Councils, City Councils, community-based 

organizations, City agencies, and City officials/elected state officials in both Glendale and Los 

Angeles. TRG placed follow-up calls to the following offices to confirm that they had received 

the NOP letter, encourage representatives to attend the scoping meetings, and urge them to 

encourage their constituents attend the meetings as well: 

 City Council Districts 1-15 

 Atwater Village Neighborhood Council 

 Downtown Neighborhood Council 

 East Hollywood Neighborhood Council 

 Echo Park Neighborhood Council 

 Glassell Park Neighborhood Council 

 Hollywood United Neighborhood Council 

 Los Feliz Neighborhood Council 

 North Hollywood Neighborhood Council 

 Silver Lake Neighborhood Council 
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Social Media 

As part of the stakeholder engagement strategy, TRG used social media, specifically Facebook 

and Twitter, to encourage public participation in the scoping process as well as to project buy-in 

from the surrounding community. These social media pages featured photos from the LA Zoo 

digital library and displayed the latest project news and events. TRG pre-scheduled a series posts 

aimed at introducing the Vision Plan to the public, providing information about the EIR scoping 

process, and announcing the dates of the two public scoping meetings. This schedule was 

maintained on the Social Media Content Calendar, an Excel document that included the dates, 

text, photos, links, and hashtags to be incorporated into each post.  

 

Web Interface 

 

To inform and engage the public in all aspects of the Vision Plan, TRG developed, a dynamic 

project website to serve as the public portal to all project information and participation related to 

the Vision Plan. This “microsite” was made accessible through the LA Zoo’s main website via 

an embedded link under the “About” tab. The graphic design elements of this website were 

developed with the goal of showcasing the major aspects of the Vision Plan in a way that is user-

friendly and easily navigable. TRG will made it a priority as part of the collateral materials to 

market and promote the project website to all stakeholders and project partners. 

Figure 3: Vision Plan Website Homepage 

 

TRG ensured the following content and materials were made available through the site: 

 Access to current project information 

 Maps and graphics  

 Meeting schedule and logistics 

 Project materials 
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 Contact forms for incorporation into project database 

 Comment forms for incorporation into comment matrix 

 Online Surveys 

 Link to all social media (Facebook and Twitter) 

 Link to LA City Bureau of Engineering Zoo EIR project page 

Public Scoping Meetings 

Towards the goal of motivating participation and capturing input, TRG took a proactive 

approach to notifying and engaging stakeholders for the required scoping meetings. A total of 

two public scoping meetings were held, with a combined attendance of approximately 91 people 

(per the number of sign-ins on the sign-in sheets).  

To aim for maximum participation, the project team selected the LA Zoo’s Witherbee 

Auditorium as the venue for these meetings, as the room is spacious, well-lit, and accessible. The 

dates and times of each meeting—Thursday, February 7 from 6 to 8pm and Saturday, February 9 

from 11am to 1pm—were carefully chosen, taking work schedules, religious and secular 

holidays, City meetings and other local events into consideration. TRG ensured adequate signage 

was used to help direct attendees to the auditorium and that project display boards were available 

for attendees to view before the start of the meeting. Agendas, informational handouts, project 

display boards, sign-in sheets, and comment cards were all provided to ensure a level of 

organization and comfort could be maintained. TRG also arranged for a court reporter to be 

present during both meetings so that official transcripts could be produced and retained as 

reference material. 

In summation, TRG considered the following logistics to prepare for each meeting: 

 Identifying convenient meeting locations, dates, day of week and time of day 

o First meeting: Thursday, February 7, 2019 from 6pm-8pm 

o Second meeting: Saturday, February 9, 2019 from 11am-1pm 

 Meeting, Collateral and Presentation Materials based on content provided by Wood PLC 

o Fact Sheets 

o Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ’s) 

o Comment Sheets and speaker cards 

o Sign-In Sheets, including fields for contact info, affiliation, and source of meeting 

notification 

o Visual boards – available before and after meeting for attendees to view along 

with staff present to answer questions  

 Key Environmental Resource Areas 

 Ways to provide input on the EIR Scope 

 CEQA Process 

 Engaging meeting format   
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o Presentation by Amanda Amaral (BOE)

o Q&A with Daniel Gira (Wood PLC)

 Site audio visual requirements

 Translation Services

 Court Reporter

 Children’ activity table

These scoping meetings served to reinforce the Vision Plan’s objective to include both 

stakeholders and residents of neighboring communities in the planning process dialogue by 

documenting, evaluating, and incorporating their feedback into the draft EIR.  
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Los Angeles Zoo Vision Plan EIR 
City of Los Angeles C-11

INDEX TO NOP COMMENTS 
Appendix C includes a copy of the Public Scoping Report for the proposed Los Angeles Zoo 
Vision Plan (Project), copies of all comment letters received on the Notice of Preparation 
(NOP) during the public comment period. Table C 1 lists all comments and shows the 
comment set identification number for each letter or commenter. Table C 2 identifies the 
location (Section or Subsection) where each individual comment is addressed in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR).  

TABLE C-1. LIST OF COMMENTERS ON THE NOP 

Individual/Agency/Affiliation Format of 
Comment 

Date 
Comment 
Received 

NOP 
Comment 

Set 

NOP 
Comment 

No. 

Agencies and Organizations 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) Letter 3/11/19 1 1-19

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Letter 3/21/19 2 1-4

City of Glendale Community Development 
Department 

Letter 3/6/19 3 1 

City of Los Angeles, Fifth District Letter 3/8/19 4 1-18

Coalition to Ban Billboard Blight/Scenic Los Angeles Letter 3/11/19 5 1 

Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) Letter 2/8/19 6 1 

Elephant Guardians of Los Angeles Letter 2/23/19 7 1-7

Friends of Griffith Park Letter 3/9/19 8 1-12

Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation and Environment 
(LA Sanitation), Wastewater Engineering Services 
Division 

Letter 2/28/19 9 1-2

Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) Letter 3/11/19 10 1 

Los Angeles Equine Advisory Committee (LAEAC) Letter 3/14/19 11 1-7

Los Angeles Waterkeeper, Heal the Bay, Friends of 
the Los Angeles River, and the Natural Resources 
Defense Council (NRDC) 

Letter 3/1/19 12 1-8

Los Feliz Neighborhood Council Letter 2/19/19 13 1 

Los Feliz Neighborhood Council Environmental 
Affairs Committee  

Email/Letter 3/11/19 14 1-10

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) Letter 3/11/19 1 1-19

Los Feliz Neighborhood Council, Transportation and 
Mobility Committee 

Letter 3/11/19 15 1-3

South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) 

Letter 3/5/19 16 1-4
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TABLE C-1. LIST OF COMMENTERS ON THE NOP 

Individual/Agency/Affiliation Format of 
Comment 

Date 
Comment 
Received 

NOP 
Comment 

Set 

NOP 
Comment 

No. 

Southern California Association of Governments 
(SCAG) 

Letter 
3/11/19 17 1-3

Individuals 

Aaron Leider Speaker Card 2-9-19 18 1 

Alex Gruenenfelder Email/Letter 2/7/19 19 1-3

Carol Gordon Email/Letter 2/10/19 20 1 

Claire Merrill Email/Letter 2/6/19 21 1 

DeAnn Trimarchi Speaker Card 2/9/19 22 1 

Elizabeth Avila Comment Card 2/9/19 23 1 

Holly Mate-Luber Email/Letter 2/14/19 24 1-3

James Email/Letter 1/28/19 25 1 

Jerri Miller Email/Letter 1/30/19 26 1 

John Stimson Comment Card 2/9/19 27 1 

Karen Winnick Email/Letter 2/20/19 28 1-2

Kenneth Aven Email/Letter 1/29/19 29 1-2

Lindee Levicke Comment Card 2/7/19 30 1-2

Lupe Ramos-Silva Email/Letter 3/7/19 31 1-2

Malcolm Gordon Email/Letter 3/4/19 32 1-3

Mitch Gries Email/Letter 1/30/19 33 1 

Neel Sodha Email/Letter 3/10/19 34 1 

Parrish Hirasaki Email/Letter 1/25/19 35 1 

Philip Luber Letter 2/15/19 36 1 

Rex Link Speaker Card 2/7/19 37 1 

Richard Bourne Email/Letter 1/31/19 38 1 

Rita Losset Comment Card 2/9/19 39 1-2

Susanna Liberty Speaker Card 2/9/19 40 1 

Vickere Murphy Speaker Card 2/9/19 41 1 

Vicki and Robert Bond Email/Letter 3/6/19 42 1 

Zachary Rynew Email/Letter 3/8/19 43 1 

Verbal Comments 

Transcript of Public Scoping Meeting on February 7, 
2019 

Transcript 2/7/19 44 1-11
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TABLE C-1. LIST OF COMMENTERS ON THE NOP 

Individual/Agency/Affiliation Format of 
Comment 

Date 
Comment 
Received 

NOP 
Comment 

Set 

NOP 
Comment 

No. 

Transcript of Public Scoping Meeting on February 9, 
2019 

Transcript 2/9/19 45 1-32

Comments Received After End of NOP Scoping Period 

Griffith Park Advisory Board (GPAB) Letter 4/25/19 46 1-4

Los Feliz Improvements Association Letter 4/26/19 47 1-5

Interviewees 

Friends of Griffith Park Interview 2/11/19 48 1-6

Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) - 
North Hollywood Zoo Magnet 

Interview 2/11/19 49 1-5

Los Feliz Neighborhood Council Interview 2/11/19 50 1-4

Los Feliz Improvement Association Interview 2/11/19 51 1-3

Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition Interview 2/22/19 52 1-8

Hollywood United Neighborhood Council Interview 2/22/19 53 1-7

City of Glendale Interview 2/26/19 54 1-5

City Council District 4 Interview 2/26/19 55 1-2

City Council District 13 Interview 2/27/19 56 1-6

Office of Los Angeles Mayor Eric Garcetti Interview 2/27/19 57 1-4

Los Angeles Equestrian Advisory Board Interview 3/8/19 58 1-5

Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks – 
Griffith Region Administration 

Interview 3/8/19 59 1-3

Autry Museum of the American West Interview 3/28/19 60 1-3
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TABLE C-2. RESPONSES TO THE NOP COMMENTS 

INTRO: Chapter 1, Introduction 
PD: Chapter 2, Project Description 
VR: Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources 
AQ: Section 3.2, Air Quality 
BR: Chapter 3.3, Biological Resources 
CUL: Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural 

Resources 
EN: SECTION 3.5, Energy 
UF: Section 3.6, Urban Forestry Resources 
GEO: Section 3.7, Geology and Soils 
GHG: Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

HAZ: Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
HYD: Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality 
LU: Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning 
NOI: Section 3.12, Noise 
PS: Section 3.13, Public Services 
REC: Section 3.14, Recreation  
TR: Section 3.15, Transportation  
UT: Section 3.16, Utilities  
WF: Section 3.17, Wildfire 
ADA: Americans With Disabilities Act Accessible 

Pedestrian Facilities 
Comment 

# Topic Responses 

Comments Received from CDFW 

1-1 BR 

Construction 

Chapter 2, Project Description includes a list of Project objectives and 
description of construction activities under the Project, including staging 
areas and access routes to the construction and staging areas. 

1-2 BR Chapter 4, Alternatives describes the range of feasible alternatives to the 
Project with the intent of minimizing or avoiding impacts, including 
those sensitive biological resources and wildlife movement areas. 

1-3 BR Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses the Vision Plan’s impacts on 
biological resources and identifies appropriate mitigation measures. The 
regulatory setting in regard to stream, wetland, or riparian resources. 
Further, a technical report that determines the presence of sensitive 
habitat communities and evaluates the general quality and value of such 
habitat was prepared for this Project and is included within Appendix E, 
Biological Resources Technical Memorandum. 

1-4 BR 
HYD 

Section 3.3, Biological Resources, and Section 3.10, Hydrology and 
Water Quality identify appropriate mitigation measures related to the 
protection of any ephemeral drainages in the Zoo vicinity.  

1-5 HYD Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality discloses potential impacts 
to drainage patterns, runoff, and sedimentation associated with 
implementation of the Vision Plan and identifies appropriate mitigation 
measures to reduce and/or avoid potential impacts resulting from 
implementation of the Vision Plan. 

1-6 BR 
HYD 

Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses potential impacts to wetland 
resources and identifies appropriate mitigation measures to reduce 
and/or avoid potential impacts resulting from implementation of the 
Vision Plan. 

1-7 BR 
HYD 

Section 3.3, Biological Resources and Section 3.10, Hydrology and 
Water Quality disclose potential impacts to waters of the state, water 
quality impacts, and subsequent impacts to fish and wildlife resulting 
from implementation of the Vision Plan. Section 3.10 also identifies 
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TABLE C-2. RESPONSES TO THE NOP COMMENTS 

INTRO: Chapter 1, Introduction 
PD: Chapter 2, Project Description 
VR: Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources 
AQ: Section 3.2, Air Quality 
BR: Chapter 3.3, Biological Resources 
CUL: Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural 

Resources 
EN: SECTION 3.5, Energy 
UF: Section 3.6, Urban Forestry Resources 
GEO: Section 3.7, Geology and Soils 
GHG: Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

HAZ: Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
HYD: Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality 
LU: Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning 
NOI: Section 3.12, Noise 
PS: Section 3.13, Public Services 
REC: Section 3.14, Recreation  
TR: Section 3.15, Transportation  
UT: Section 3.16, Utilities  
WF: Section 3.17, Wildfire 
ADA: Americans With Disabilities Act Accessible 

Pedestrian Facilities 
Comment 

# Topic Responses 

mitigation measures related to the protection of water usage and water 
quality. 

1-8 BR Section 3.3, Biological Resources, discloses the Vision Plan’s impacts on 
biological resources, including state-listed species, and associated 
regulatory and permitting requirements. 

1-9 BR 
Special Status 

Species

Section 3.3, Biological Resources, includes an analysis of impacts to 
biological resources within the Project area and Zoo vicinity, including 
but not limited to a biological baseline assessment to compare potential 
impacts of the Vision Plan implementation, an assessment of the existing 
special status plant species and natural communities within the Project 
area, a vegetation impact assessment for within the Project area that 
have the potential to be impacted by implementation of the Vision Plan, 
a complete, recent assessment of the existing habitats within the Project 
Area, a complete assessment of rare, threatened, and endangered 
species, and other sensitive species within the Project area, and a recent 
wildlife and rare plant survey. See Appendix E, Biological Resources 
Technical Memorandum. 

1-10 BR 
Animal Well-

Being 

VR 
NOI 
HYD 

Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses potential direct and indirect 
impacts to biological resources that would result from implementation of 
the Vision Plan, including a description of potential adverse impacts 
from lighting, noise, human activity, exotic species, and drainage. 
Cumulative biological impacts are described in Section 3.18, Cumulative 
Impacts. Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources describes the 
impacts on the human and natural environment, including Zoo residents, 
from lighting related to operational activities and nighttime events. 
Additionally, Section 3.12, Noise discloses Project construction noise and 
vibration impacts resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan as 
well as operational noise and vibration-related to Zoo programming and 
special events. Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality discloses 
potential impacts to drainage patterns and hydrology and identifies 
appropriate mitigation measures to reduce and/or avoid potential 
impacts resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan. 
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TABLE C-2. RESPONSES TO THE NOP COMMENTS 

INTRO: Chapter 1, Introduction 
PD: Chapter 2, Project Description 
VR: Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources 
AQ: Section 3.2, Air Quality 
BR: Chapter 3.3, Biological Resources 
CUL: Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural 

Resources 
EN: SECTION 3.5, Energy 
UF: Section 3.6, Urban Forestry Resources 
GEO: Section 3.7, Geology and Soils 
GHG: Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

HAZ: Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
HYD: Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality 
LU: Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning 
NOI: Section 3.12, Noise 
PS: Section 3.13, Public Services 
REC: Section 3.14, Recreation  
TR: Section 3.15, Transportation  
UT: Section 3.16, Utilities  
WF: Section 3.17, Wildfire 
ADA: Americans With Disabilities Act Accessible 

Pedestrian Facilities 
Comment 

# Topic Responses 

1-11 LU Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning discloses potential impacts that 
implementation of the Vision Plan on land use compatibility with open 
space uses within Griffith Park and nearby neighborhoods. 

1-12 BR Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts includes a cumulative impact analysis 
that discloses potential impacts on plant communities and wildlife 
habitats that would result from implementation of the Vision Plan. 

1-13 BR 
Special Status 

Species

Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses the Vision Plan’s impacts on 
sensitive plant communities, sensitive plants, animals, and habitats, as 
well as identifies appropriate mitigation measures to reduce and/or 
avoid potential impacts. 

1-14 BR 
Tree Removal

Please refer to Section 3.3, Biological Resources for detailed description 
of preservation and/or restoration mitigation measures proposed as a 
part of the Vision Plan.  

1-15 BR 
Special Status 

Species

Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses potential impacts of the 
Vision Plan on nesting and migratory birds, as well as identifies 
appropriate mitigation measures to reduce and/or avoid such impacts. 

1-16 BR 
Special Status 

Species

Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses potential impacts of the 
Vision Plan on rare, threatened or endangered plant or animal species, as 
well as identifies appropriate mitigation measures to reduce and/or 
avoid such impacts. 

1-17 BR Please refer to Section 3.3, Biological Resources for a list of mitigation 
measures identified for implementation during construction and 
operation of the Vision Plan.  

1-18 BR 
Animal Well-

Being 

AQ 
VR 

NOI 

Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses potential direct and indirect 
impacts that would result from the Vision Plan on wildlife movement and 
corridors within the Project area and Zoo vicinity. This section describes 
the impacts that noise, lighting, dust, and increased human activity on 
wildlife in the Zoo vicinity. Cumulative biological impacts are described 
in Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts. Additionally, Section 3.1, Aesthetics 
and Visual Resources describes the impacts on the human and natural 
environment, including Zoo residents and wildlife, from lighting at the 
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Zoo related to operational activities and nighttime events. Section 3.2, 
Air Quality provides a full analysis of potential air quality and dust 
impacts on sensitive receptors, including Zoo residents. Section 3.12, 
Noise, addresses Project construction noise and vibrations during 
implementation of the Vision Plan as well as operational noise and 
vibration-related to Zoo programming and special events. 

1-19 BR 
Vegetation 

Removal 

Section 3.3, Biological Resources identifies appropriate mitigation 
measures for restoration and revegetation within the Project area.  

Comments Received from Caltrans 

2-1 TR Section 3.15, Transportation discloses potential traffic impacts on State 
Route (SR-) 134 and Interstate (I-) 5 that may result from 
implementation of the Vision Plan. This impact analysis is based on a 
Traffic Impact Analysis prepared for the EIR, which includes an 
evaluation of SR-135 and I-5 and associated ramps (see Appendix N). 

2-2 TR Please refer to Section 3.15, Transportation for the significant criteria 
used to measure traffic impacts associated with implementation of the 
Vision Plan. See also Appendix N, Transportation Impact Analysis, for 
the methodology used to assess vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and to 
identify transportation impacts. 

2-3 TR 
Multi-Modal 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a description of the 
proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in the 
Vision Plan. 

2-4 TR Comment regarding permit requirements for heavy construction 
equipment has been noted and included within this Appendix for 
reference.  

Comments Received from City of Glendale Community Development Department 

3-1 TR Section 3.15, Transportation discloses potential traffic impacts that may 
result from implementation of the Vision Plan. See also Appendix N, 
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Transportation Impact Analysis, for the list of intersections and 
roadway segments analyzed. 

Comments Received from City of Los Angeles, Fifth District 

4-1 BR 
Special Status 

Species 

Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources discloses potential impacts 
of the Vision Plan on current Zoo and its exhibits, habitats, and animal 
living quarters, as well as Griffith Park in the vicinity of the Zoo. 

4-2 AQ Section 3.2. Air Quality provides a full analysis of potential air quality 
impacts on humans and animals related to the Vision Plan, including 
construction impacts, vehicular emissions, and mitigation measures.  

4-3 CUL Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources discloses potential 
impacts of the Vision Plan on undiscovered cultural resources. Potential 
impacts that could affect the Autry Museum are also disclosed within 
Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Resources, and Section 3.15, 
Transportation. 

4-4 GEO Section 3.7, Geology and Soils discloses the Vision Plan’s potential 
impacts on soils related to construction and operational activities at the 
Zoo.  

4-5 HAZ Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials discloses potential 
impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials that may exist within 
the Project area or be stored onsite during construction and operation of 
the Project.  

4-6 LU Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning discloses potential impacts 
resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan on land use 
compatibility with uses within Griffith Park and adjacent neighborhoods. 

4-7 NOI Section 3.12, Noise analyzes potential noise impacts on Zoo animal 
residents and humans within the Project area and surrounding region 
resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan during construction 
and operational activities.  
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4-8 PS Section 3.13, Public Services discloses potential impacts of the Project on 
public services, such as public safety, public health, and other 
government services. 

4-9 TR Section 3.15, Transportation discloses potential construction- and 
operation-related impacts on public transportation and vehicular traffic 
within the vicinity of the Zoo and Griffith Park.  

4-10 UT Section 3.16, Utilities discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
public utilities, solid waste services, wastewater facilities, and 
stormwater facilities.  

4-11 BR Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses potential impacts on habitat 
and wildlife within the Project vicinity resulting from implementation of 
the Vision Plan and identifies appropriate mitigation measures to 
minimize or avoid impacts. 

4-12 EN Section 3.5, Energy discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
electrical and other energy resources, and identifies mitigation measures 
to reduce energy use.  

4-13 GHG Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions discloses potential impacts of the 
Vision Plan on greenhouse gas emissions, including construction and 
operational activities.  

4-14 BR 
UT 

Water Use

Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality discloses potential impacts 
of the Vision Plan on hydrology and water quality. Section 3.16, Utilities 
discloses potential impacts to water supply, water usage, and water 
management. 

4-15 REC Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation within the Project area and vicinity, including Griffith Park 
and surrounding neighborhoods.  

4-16 CUL Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources discloses potential 
impacts of the Vision Plan on tribal cultural resources. 



Appendix C 

Los Angeles Zoo Vision Plan EIR 
City of Los Angeles C-20

TABLE C-2. RESPONSES TO THE NOP COMMENTS 

INTRO: Chapter 1, Introduction 
PD: Chapter 2, Project Description 
VR: Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources 
AQ: Section 3.2, Air Quality 
BR: Chapter 3.3, Biological Resources 
CUL: Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural 

Resources 
EN: SECTION 3.5, Energy 
UF: Section 3.6, Urban Forestry Resources 
GEO: Section 3.7, Geology and Soils 
GHG: Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

HAZ: Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
HYD: Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality 
LU: Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning 
NOI: Section 3.12, Noise 
PS: Section 3.13, Public Services 
REC: Section 3.14, Recreation  
TR: Section 3.15, Transportation  
UT: Section 3.16, Utilities  
WF: Section 3.17, Wildfire 
ADA: Americans With Disabilities Act Accessible 

Pedestrian Facilities 
Comment 

# Topic Responses 

4-17 WF Section 3.17, Wildfire discloses potential impacts related to potential 
wildfires hazards in Griffith Park, and identifies appropriate mitigation 
measures to minimize the risk of wildfire hazards.  

4-18 Zoo 
Management 

Comment regarding the stability of the Project Description has been 
noted and will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration. 

Comments Received from Coalition to Ban Billboard Blight/Scenic Los Angeles 

5-1 VR 
Light/Sign

Please refer to Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources for a 
description of impacts from light and glare associated with 
implementation of the Vision Plan, including the proposed entrance sign. 

Comments Received from DTSC 

6-1 HAZ Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials discloses the potential 
for current or historic hazardous wastes/substances to result in a release 
within the Project area, potential contamination within Project area and 
surrounding region, and mitigation measures required to remediate 
potential sites and prevent soil contamination during construction or 
operation under the Vision Plan.  

Comments Received from Elephant Guardians of Los Angeles 
7-4

7-1 Zoo 
Management 

Comment regarding the stability of the Project Description has been 
noted and will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration. 
The commenter recommends changes to the Vision Plan to further 
increase exhibit space and consider the inclusion of fewer species to 
maximize exhibit space for individuals. In response to public and 
stakeholder comments during the NOP scoping period, the EIR Project 
Description was revised in April 2019 with the intent of further 
increasing exhibit space to provide additional exhibit space for individual 
species. Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, regarding the 
proposal for increased exhibit space and animal welfare objectives under 
the Vision Plan.  
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7-2 PD Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a complete description 
of conservation programs proposed under the Vision Plan. Comment 
regarding the redirection of funds for conservation efforts has been noted 
and will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.  

7-3 BR 
Animal Well-

Being 

AQ 
VR 

NOI 

The EIR discloses potential impacts to Zoo animal residents under 
implementation of the Vision Plan, who are considered sensitive 
receptors, within Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources, Section 
3.2. Air Quality, Section 3.3, Biological Resources, and Section 3.12, 
Noise. Technical resource analysis is based on assessments conducted by 
third party objective qualified technical specialists. Please refer to 
Chapter 6, List of Preparers, for the full list of technical consultants 
involved with the preparation of EIR analysis. Further, Zoo animal 
caretakers are intricately familiar with the unique needs and 
considerations for individual Zoo animal residents and have been 
consulted as part of the EIR analysis.  

7-4 BR 
Animal Well-

Being 

AQ 
VR 

NOI 

Zoo animal residents are considered sensitive receptors to light/glare, air 
quality, noise, and vibration, within the EIR analysis. Section 3.1, 
Aesthetics and Visual Resources describes potential impacts on sensitive 
receptors, including Zoo residents, associated with proposed lighting for 
operational activities and nighttime events. Section 3.2. Air Quality, 
provides a full analysis of potential air quality impacts on sensitive 
receptors, including humans and animals, related to Vision Plan 
implementation. Additionally, Section 3.12, Noise discloses Project 
construction noise and vibration during implementation of the Vision 
Plan as well as operational noise and vibration associated with Zoo 
programming and special events. 

7-5 BR Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses the Vision Plan’s potential 
impacts on migratory bird species that would be affected by 
implementation of the Vision Plan. 

7-6 AQ Section 3.2. Air Quality provides a full analysis of potential air quality 
impacts on sensitive receptors, including humans and animals, 
associated with the Vision Plan. Additionally, Section 3.12, Noise 
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discloses Project construction noise and vibration during 
implementation of the Vision Plan as well as operational noise and 
vibration related to events and vehicular traffic. 

7-7 WF Section 3.17, Wildfire discloses potential impacts related to wildfire 
hazards, such as wildfires in Griffith Park, and identifies appropriate 
mitigation measures to minimize wildfire hazards. This section also 
identifies mitigation measures to keep Zoo residents, as well as visitors 
safe, in the case of a fire at or in the vicinity of the Zoo.  

Comments Received from Friends of Griffith Park 

8-1 TR 
VR 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a detailed description 
of the proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in 
the Vision Plan, as well as proposed parking improvements. Chapter 1, 
Introduction, provides an overview of agency consultation and 
coordination conducted in preparation of the Los Angeles Zoo Vision 
Plan EIR. Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources discloses 
potential impacts to views of the Project area and Griffith Park from 
hiking trails.   

8-2 TR Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a detailed description 
of the proposed circulation improvements, including the road 
realignment at Crystal Springs Drive. Section 3.15, Transportation 
identifies appropriate mitigation measures to avoid or minimize 
potential traffic safety impacts. 

8-3 BR 
UF 

Tree 
Removal 

GEO 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a detailed description 
of proposed vegetation removal and landscaping within the Project area. 
Section 3.3, Biological Resources, discloses potential impacts of the 
Vision Plan on habitat quantity and value, and wildlife within the Project 
area, and in the vicinity of Griffith Park. Section 3.6, Urban Forestry 
Resources discloses potential impacts associated with tree removal, and 
identifies appropriate mitigation measures. Section 3.7, Geology and 
Soils, discloses potential erosion impacts from construction associated 
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with implementation of the Vision Plan as well as proposed operational 
activities.  

8-4 PD 
BR 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a detailed description 
of the proposed improvements associated with the restoration of the 
Treetops Visitor Center. Please also refer to Section 3.3, Biological 
Resources for potential impacts to bat species as a result of 
implementation of the Vision Plan.  

8-5 BR 
VR 

NOI 

Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources describes the impacts on 
sensitive receptors, including Zoo residents and wildlife species, from 
lighting and glare associated with the proposed Zoo Entry, operational 
activities, and nighttime events. Section 3.12, Noise discloses Project 
construction noise and vibration as a result of implementation of the 
Vision Plan as well as operational noise and vibration related to Zoo 
programming and special events. 

8-6 BR Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses the Vision Plan’s potential 
impacts on wildlife in the Project area and Zoo vicinity. Section 3.9, 
Hazards and Hazardous Materials discloses potential impacts related to 
hazardous substances and waste under implementation of the Vision 
Plan and identifies appropriate mitigation measures intended to reduce 
or avoid impacts to sensitive receptors including humans, Zoo residents, 
and wildlife from hazardous materials and waste. 

8-7 BR 
UF 

Tree Removal

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a description of 
proposed vegetation and landscaping included in the Vision Plan. Section 
3.3, Biological Resources, and Section 3.6, Urban Forestry Resources, 
disclose potential impacts of the Vision Plan including the removal of 
existing trees and other vegetation, the habitat they provide within the 
Project area, and identifies appropriate mitigation measures to minimize 
or avoid impacts.  

8-8 PS 
Schools

Section 3.13, Public Services provides a list of schools in the Zoo vicinity 
that may be affected by implementation of the Vision Plan and discloses 
potential impacts to these facilities.  
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8-9 PD 
TR 

GHG 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a description of the 
aerial tram and funicular at the California Visitor Center. Section 3.15, 
Transportation discloses potential impacts to internal circulation within 
the Zoo. Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions discloses the Project’s 
impact to greenhouse gas emissions, including from increased 
transportation associated with buildout of the Vision Plan.  

8-10 LU Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning discloses environmental impacts 
resulting from Vision Plan inconsistency with adopted City and regional 
plans and policies.  

8-11 Outreach The outreach process for the NOP scoping period has been extensive. A 
summary of the public outreach efforts is included in the Scoping Report 
within Appendix C.   

8-12 PD 
BR 

Animal Well-
Being 

 

Please refer to Chapter 4, Alternatives, for an analysis of the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative. In response to public and 
stakeholder comments during the NOP scoping period, the EIR Project 
Description was revised in April 2019 with the intent of further 
increasing exhibit space to provide more habitat for individual species. 
Since the EIR does not evaluate economic impacts, only environmental 
impacts, comments related to the Project merits and economic factors 
are forwarded to the decision makers for their consideration. 

Comments Received from LA Sanitation and Environment, Wastewater Engineering 
Services Division 

9-1 PD 
UT 

Water Use 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a detailed description 
of the proposed infrastructure associated with the expansion of 
municipal recycled water use with the Project area. Section 3.16, Utilities 
discloses potential impacts to utility systems and identifies appropriate 
mitigation measures to minimize or avoid impacts.  

9-2 UT Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
design of the proposed subsurface cisterns. Section 3.16, Utilities and 
Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality disclose potential impacts 
associated with the subsurface cisterns.  
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Comments Received from LADOT 

10-1 TR 
Multi-Modal 

GHG 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a description of 
proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in the 
Vision Plan. Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions discloses the 
Project’s impact to greenhouse gas emissions, including from increased 
traffic associated with buildout of the Zoo. Section 3.15, Transportation 
discloses impacts of the Vision Plan on traffic and congestion with 
consideration towards Mobility Plan 2035 and Sustainability City pLAn. 

Comments Received from LAEAC 

11-1 VR 
Vegetation 

Removal

Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources discloses potential impacts 
of the Vision Plan on key views with regard to changes in vegetation and 
landscaping. 

11-2 HYD 
REC 
Trails

Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality discloses potential impacts 
of the Vision Plan on hydrology and water quality, including drainage 
patterns. Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the 
Vision Plan on recreation in Griffith Park and in the vicinity of the Zoo, 
including equestrian and hiking trails. 

11-3 REC 
Trails 

LU 

Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation in the Project area and Zoo vicinity, including equestrian and 
hiking trails within Griffith Park. Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning 
discloses environmental impacts resulting from Vision Plan 
inconsistency with adopted City and regional plans and policies. 

11-4 REC Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation in the Project area and Zoo vicinity, including equestrian uses 
within Griffith Park.  

11-5 REC 
Trails

Section 3.12, Noise, analyzes the potential noise impacts on sensitive 
receptors including Zoo animal residents within the Project area and 
surrounding region, including recreationists using nearby trails within 
Griffith Park, resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan during 
construction and operational activities. Section 3.14, Recreation 
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discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on recreation in the Project 
area and vicinity, including equestrian uses within Griffith Park. 

11-6 REC 
TR 

Trails

Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation in the Project area and Zoo vicinity, including equestrian uses 
within Griffith Park, due to increased traffic. Section 3.15, 
Transportation discloses traffic impacts to trails in the vicinity of the Zoo 
as a result of the Vision Plan and identifies mitigation measures as 
appropriate.  

11-7 REC Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation in the Project area and Zoo vicinity, including equestrian uses 
within Griffith Park, due to construction activities. 

Comments Received from Los Angeles Waterkeeper, Heal the Bay, Friends of the Los 
Angeles River, and NRDC 

12-1 HYD Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality discloses potential impacts 
of the Vision Plan on hydrology and water quality. 

12-2 HYD Please refer to Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality for a 
description of the water quality and hydrology impacts resulting from 
implementation of the Vision Plan. A description of water quality and 
hydrology impacts resulting from the proposed Project as well as 
cumulative projects in the vicinity, such as the Los Angeles River 
restoration, are described in Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts.  

12-3 INTRO 
Master EIR 

As the Project is a 20-year, multi-phase redevelopment of the Zoo, an 
EIR programmatic analysis was prepared. Please see Section 3.0.3, 
Assessment Methodology. 

12-4 Regulatory, 
Social, and 

Envir. 
Benefits

Where appropriate, regulatory, social, and environmental benefits of the 
Vision Plan are described throughout Chapter 3, Environmental Impact 
Analysis and Mitigation. If required, a Statement of Overriding 
Considerations would be prepared that balances, as applicable, the 
economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits of the Project 
against significant and unavoidable impacts.   
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12-5 PD 
HYD 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a description of the 
proposed stormwater improvements included in the Vision Plan. Section 
3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality discloses potential impacts of the 
Vision Plan on hydrology and water quality within the Project area as 
well as in the surrounding neighborhoods and watershed as a whole. 

12-6 PD 
LU 

Section 2.3.2, Project Objectives, provides a comprehensive list of the 
Vision Plan’s long-term objectives and goals. Consistency with regional 
and local plans and regulations, to the extent they relate to potential 
environmental impacts, is addressed within each CEQA resource 
analyzed in Section 3, Environmental Impact Analysis, and in detail 
within Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning. 

12-7 HYD Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality comprehensively analyzes 
the potential impacts of the Vision Plan on hydrology and water quality, 
on a regional, local, and site-specific level. Also see Appendix L, 
Hydrology and Water Quality Technical Memorandum. 

12-8 HYD Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality comprehensively analyzes 
the potential impacts of the Vision Plan on hydrology and water quality, 
including potential direct and indirect to the Los Angeles River. 
Cumulative impacts to the Los Angeles River from the proposed Project 
as well as cumulative projects are described in Section 3.18, Cumulative 
Impacts. Also see Appendix L, Hydrology and Water Quality Technical 
Memorandum. 

Comments Received from Los Feliz Neighborhood Council 

13-1 Cumulative Please refer to Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts, for a complete list of 
the past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects in the vicinity of 
the Zoo that have the potential to contribute towards cumulative 
impacts.  
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Comments Received from Los Feliz Neighborhood Council Environmental Affairs 
Committee 

14-1 UF Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed vegetation and landscaping included in the Vision Plan. While 
the Vision Plan would require removal of some trees and vegetation, 
healthy trees would be retained wherever possible. Additionally, 
hundreds of mature trees would be relocated within the Zoo, and 
hundreds of new trees would be installed for each component of the 
Project. Section 3.6, Urban Forestry Resources discloses potential 
impacts to mature trees. Technical investigations include a site walk to 
collect data on trees and diversity, general locations and potentially 
impacted area. Also see Appendix I, Forestry Resources Technical 
Memorandum. 

14-2 AQ Section 3.2. Air Quality provides a full analysis of potential air quality 
impacts associated with implementation of the Vision Plan, including 
sensitive receptors at the Zoo Magnet High School. 

14-3 EN Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a description of the 
proposed sustainable design features included in the Vision Plan. Section 
3.5, Energy discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on energy 
resources, as well as identifies mitigation measures to reduce energy use. 

14-4 HYD 
UT 

Water Usage

Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality and Section 3.16, Utilities 
disclose potential impacts of the Vision Plan on water usage. 

14-5 NOI Section 3.12, Noise, analyzes the potential noise impacts on sensitive 
receptors including Zoo animal residents and wildlife from 
implementation of the Vision Plan during construction and operational 
activities. 

14-6 TR 
Multi-Modal 

GHG 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in the 
Vision Plan. Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions discloses the 
Project’s impacts to greenhouse gas emissions, including from increased 
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traffic associated with buildout of the Zoo. Section 3.15, Transportation 
discloses impacts of the Vision Plan on traffic and congestion. This 
impact analysis is based on a Traffic Impact Study prepared as part of the 
EIR. See Appendix N, Transportation Impact Analysis. 

14-7 CUL Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources discloses potential 
impacts of the Vision Plan on the potential cultural and tribal cultural 
resources within the Project area and surrounding areas that would be 
affected by implementation of the Vision Plan. 

14-8 Ticket Price Comment pertains to ticket pricing and incentives. The comment does 
not relate to the scope of the EIR and has been included within this 
Appendix to be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration. 

14-9 PD 
BR 

Animal Well-
Being

In response to public and stakeholder comments during the NOP scoping 
period, the EIR Project Description was revised in April 2019 with the 
intent of further increasing exhibit space to provide more habitat for 
individual species. Chapter 2, Project Description includes project 
objectives regarding the health and well-being of the animals living in the 
Zoo, including Billy the Elephant.  

14-10 Meal Options Comment pertains to the provision of vegan and vegetarian meal options 
at concessions. The comment does not relate to the scope of the EIR and 
has been included within this Appendix to be forwarded to decision 
makers for their consideration. 

Comments Received from Los Feliz Neighborhood Council, Transportation and Mobility 
Committee 

15-1 TR 
Multi-Modal 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in the 
Vision Plan. Section 3.15, Transportation discloses potential impacts of 
the Vision Plan on traffic and congestion at and in the vicinity of the 
Project area.  

15-2 TR Section 3.15, Transportation discloses potential impacts of the Vision 
Plan on traffic and congestion at and in the vicinity of the Project area. 
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This impact analysis is based on a Traffic Impact Study prepared as part 
of the EIR. See Appendix N, Transportation Impact Analysis. 

15-3 EN Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed sustainable design features included in the Vision Plan. Section 
3.5, Energy discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on energy 
resources, as well as identifies mitigation measures to reduce energy use.  

Comments Received from SCAQMD 

16-1 AQ Section 3.2, Air Quality, discloses impacts related to air emissions 
resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan, including construction 
and operational activities. The generation of additional vehicular trips is 
included in operational air quality emissions associated with the Vision 
Plan. See also Appendix D, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Assessment. 

16-2 AQ Mitigation measures related to air emissions and air quality are 
identified in Section 3.2, Air Quality.  

16-3 Alternatives Chapter 5, Alternatives describes a range of feasible alternatives to the 
Project intended to avoid or substantially lessen any of the Project’s 
significant effects. 

16-4 Responsible 

Agencies
Chapter 1, Introduction identifies SCAMND as a Responsible Agency in 
the EIR.  

Comments Received from SCAG 

17-1 TR 
LU 

Environmental impacts resulting from Project inconsistency with the 
2016 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are addressed in Section 3.11, 
Land Use and Planning, and Section 3.15, Transportation.  

17-2 PD 
Population 
Forecasts

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for the projected visitor 
forecasts at the Zoo over the next 20 years. Chapter 5, Other CEQA 
Considerations, includes a description of the Project’s effects on induced 
population growth.  
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17-3 TR Section 3.15, Transportation discloses transportation impacts resulting 
from implementation of the Vision Plan as well as identifies mitigation 
measures.  

Comments Received from Aaron Leider during the NOP Scoping Meeting 

18-1 Zoo 
Management

Comment pertains to change in Zoo management and does not comment 
on the scope of the EIR. Comment has been noted and included within 
this Appendix to be forwarded to the decision makers for their 
consideration.  

Comments Received from Alex Gruenenfelder 

19-1 PD 
Water 

Planning Area

Please refer to Section 2.3.5, Proposed Planning Areas and Projects, in 
Chapter 2, Project Description, for a complete description of the 
proposed planning areas included in the Vision Plan, including the Water 
planning area.  

19-2 PD 
Aerial Tram

Section 2.3.6, Proposed Circulation and Transportation, in Chapter 2, 
Project Description, provides a complete description of the proposed 
aerial tram included in the Vision Plan. 

19-3 BR 
Animal Well-

Being

Chapter 2, Project Description describes the Animal Health, Animal 
Care, and Service building proposed under the Vision Plan, as well as 
several other proposed facilities throughout the Zoo that would be 
reserved for animal care. 

Comments Received from Carol Gordon 

20-1 BR 
Animal Well-

Being

Comment pertains to the safety, health, and comfort of the animals and 
opposes the inclusion of a climbing wall. Comment has been noted and 
included within this Appendix to be forwarded to the decision makers for 
their consideration. 

Comments Received from Claire Merrill 

21-1 Opposition 
to Project 

Commenter’s opposition to capital improvements proposed under the 
Project has been noted and is included within this Appendix to be 
forwarded to the decision makers for their consideration. 
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Comments Received from DeAnn Trimarchi during the NOP Scoping Meeting 

22-1 Support of 
Project 

Commenter’s support of the Project has been noted and is included 
within this Appendix to be forwarded to the decision makers for their 
consideration. See Appendix A, Los Angeles Zoo Vision Plan, for more 
information on the proposed Project. 

Comment Card Received from Elizabeth Avila during NOP Scoping Meeting 

23-1 Outreach The outreach process for the NOP scoping period has been extensive. A 
summary of the public outreach efforts is included in the Scoping Report 
within Appendix C.   

Comments Received from Holly Mate-Luber 

24-1 UF 
VR 

Shade

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed vegetation and landscaping included in the Vision Plan. Section 
3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources, discloses shading impacts resulting 
from implementation of the Vision Plan within the Project area. Section 
3.6, Urban Forestry Resources, discloses potential impacts associated 
with the removal of mature trees, and identifies appropriate mitigation 
measures to minimize or avoid impacts. 

24-2 NOI 
AQ 

Please refer to Section 3.12, Noise, for a description of noise impacts that 
would result from implementation of the Vision Plan. Section 3.2, Air 
Quality, discloses potential air quality impacts on sensitive receptors, 
including Zoo animal residents. As described in Chapter 2, Project 
Description, the proposed ground tram route would share only 40 
percent of its path with pedestrians, while the remaining 60 percent of 
the tram’s route would be shared with service roads.   

24-3 BR 
Animal Well-

Being 

The EIR discloses potential impacts to resident animals at the Zoo under 
implementation of the Vision Plan, who are considered sensitive 
receptors, within Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources, Section 
3.2. Air Quality, Section 3.3, Biological Resources, and Section 3.12, 
Noise. 
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Comments Received from James 

25-1 ADA Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed pedestrian improvements throughout the Zoo included in the 
Vision Plan, including Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) accessible 
pedestrian improvements.   

Comments Received from Jerri Miller 

26-1 Opposition 
to Project 

BR 
Animal Well-

Being

Commenter’s opposition to the Project has been noted and is included 
within this Appendix to be forwarded to the decision makers for their 
consideration. Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a 
description of the proposed improvements to animal facilities at the Zoo 
included in the Vision Plan, including new animal care facilities and 
exhibit expansions.  

Comment Card Received from John Stimson during NOP Scoping Meeting 

27-1 Support of 
Project 

Comment pertains to the allocation of Project funds. Commenter’s 
support of the Project has been noted and will be forwarded to the 
decision makers for their consideration.  

Comments Received from Karen Winnick 

28-1 BR 
UF 

GHG 
GEO 
UT 

Water Usage

Section 3.3 Biological Resources, and Section 3.6, Urban Forestry 
Resources, disclose impacts to native wildlife and habitat, and identify 
appropriate mitigation measures to minimize or avoid impacts. Section 
3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, discusses the proposed “green” building 
design features included in the Vision Plan. Section 3.7, Geology and 
Soils, discloses potential erosion effects from the Vision Plan 
components and associated avoidance measures. Section 3.16, Utilities 
describes the projected water usage at the Zoo under implementation of 
the Vision Plan, including design features intended to reduce water 
consumption (e.g., stormwater reuse, recycled water use).  
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28-2 NOI Section 3.12, Noise, discloses construction and operational noise impacts 
resulting from the proposed Project and identifies appropriate mitigation 
measures to minimize impacts. 

Comments Received from Kenneth Aven 

29-1 Ticket Price Comment pertains to ticket pricing and affordability. Comment has been 
noted and will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.  

29-2 PS Section 3.14, Public Services, identifies safety and security mitigation 
measures under the Vision Plan.  

Comment Card Received from Lindee Levicke during NOP Scoping Meeting 

30-1 BR 
VR 

NOI 

Section 3.3, Biological Resources, describes impacts on wildlife within 
the surrounding area, including P-22, that would result from 
implementation of the Vision Plan, during construction and operation. 
Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources describes the impacts on the 
human and natural environment from lighting at the Zoo. Additionally, 
Section 3.12, Noise, discloses Project construction noise during 
implementation of the Vision Plan.  

30-2 PD 
TR 

Parking

Section 3.15, Transportation describes the vehicular traffic and parking 
at the Zoo under implementation of the Vision Plan. Chapter 2, Project 
Description, describes additionally proposed Project components that 
would expand parking facilities at the Zoo, such as developing separate 
designated parking lots for Zoo employees to accommodate more vehicle 
parking for visitors in the main parking lot.  

Comments Received from Lupe Ramos-Silva 

31-1 Plastic Waste Comment pertains to drinking fountains in order to reduce 
plastic/disposable waste. Comment has been noted and will be 
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration. 

31-2 PD 
ADA 

Comment pertains ADA facilities. Chapter 2, Project Description 
describes the proposed ADA-accessible pedestrian pathways and 
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facilities proposed under the Vision Plan. Comment has been noted and 
will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration. 

Comments Received from Malcolm Gordon 

32-1 Zoo 
Management

Comment pertains to change in Zoo management. Comment has been 
noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers for their 
consideration. 

32-2 TR 
Multi-Modal 
and Parking

Chapter 2, Project Description, describes the proposed pedestrian, 
bicycle, and transit-oriented improvements included in the Vision Plan. 
Section 3.15, Transportation discloses impact of the Vision Plan’s 
parking provisions on traffic and congestion.  

32-3 BR Section 3.3, Biological Resources, addresses the Vision Plan’s impacts on 
wildlife species and wildlife corridors. Comment pertaining to 
coordination between Zoo, LA River, and Griffith Park is noted and will 
be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration. 

Comments Received from Mitch Gries 

33-1 Zoo Hours Comment pertains to extension of Zoo hours. Comment has been noted 
and will be forwarded to the decision makers for their consideration. 

Comments Received from Neel Sodha 

34-1 TR 
Multi-Modal 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in the 
Vision Plan. Comment has been noted and will be forwarded to decision 
makers for their consideration. 

Comments Received from Parrish Hirasaki 

35-1 VR 
Visibility

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed redevelopment of a majority of the Zoo’s exhibits. Comment 
pertaining to visibility of exhibits for children in strollers has been noted 
and will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration. 
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Comments Received from Philip Luber 

36-1 UF Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed Zoo improvements included in the Vision Plan, such as the 
expanded Zoo exhibits, widened pedestrian pathways, and landscaping. 
Section 3.6, Urban Forestry Resources, discloses potential impacts to 
mature trees. 

Comments Received from Rex Link during the NOP Scoping Meeting 

37-1 PD 
Construction 

Schedule

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
construction phasing and schedule proposed for implementation of the 
Vision Plan. 

Comments Received from Richard Bourne 

38-1 TR 
Multi-Modal 

GHG 

Your comment will be considered by decision makers in the adoption 
process of the Project. Chapter 2, Project Description, describes the 
proposed pedestrian, bicycle, and transit-oriented improvements 
included in the Vision Plan. Section 3.15, Transportation discloses 
impacts of the Vision Plan on traffic and congestion. Section 3.8, 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, discloses the Project’s greenhouse gas 
emissions impacts, including from increased traffic associated with 
buildout of the Zoo. 

Comment Card Received from Rita Losset 

39-1 PD 
TR 

Multi-Modal 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in the 
Vision Plan, including pedestrian, bicycle, and transit-oriented 
improvements.  

39-2 TR Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed transportation improvements at SR-134 and I-5. Section 3.15, 
Transportation discloses projected traffic congestion resulting from 
implementation of the Vision Plan. See also Appendix N, Transportation 
Impact Analysis. 



Appendix C 

Los Angeles Zoo Vision Plan EIR     
City of Los Angeles C-37 

TABLE C-2. RESPONSES TO THE NOP COMMENTS 

INTRO: Chapter 1, Introduction 
PD: Chapter 2, Project Description 
VR: Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources 
AQ: Section 3.2, Air Quality 
BR: Chapter 3.3, Biological Resources 
CUL: Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural 

Resources 
EN: SECTION 3.5, Energy 
UF: Section 3.6, Urban Forestry Resources 
GEO: Section 3.7, Geology and Soils 
GHG: Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

HAZ: Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials  
HYD: Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality 
LU: Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning 
NOI: Section 3.12, Noise 
PS: Section 3.13, Public Services 
REC: Section 3.14, Recreation  
TR: Section 3.15, Transportation  
UT: Section 3.16, Utilities  
WF: Section 3.17, Wildfire 
ADA: Americans With Disabilities Act Accessible 

Pedestrian Facilities 
Comment 

# Topic Responses 

Comments Received from Susanna Liberty during the NOP Scoping Meeting 

40-1 Elephant 

Well-Being 
Comment pertains to Billy the elephant. Comment is noted and will be 
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration. 

Comments Received from Vickere Murphy during the NOP Scoping Meeting 

41-1 PD 
Solar Energy 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed solar provisions included in the Vision Plan.  

Comments Received from Vicki and Robert Bond 

42-1 PD 
ADA 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, describes the proposed 
ADA-accessible pedestrian pathways and other transportation options 
proposed under implementation of the Vision Plan.  Comment is noted 
and will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration. 

Comments Received from the Zachary Rynew 

43-1 TR 
GHG 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed transportation improvements included in the Vision Plan, 
including realignment of Crystal Springs Road and parking facilities. 
Section 3.15, Transportation provides an analysis of the projected traffic 
resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan. Section 3.8, 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, discloses the Project’s impact to greenhouse 
gas emissions, including from increased traffic associated with buildout 
of the Zoo. See also Appendix N, Transportation Impact Analysis. 

Transcript of Public Scoping Meeting on February 7, 2019 

44-1 BR Heather Hamza. Section 3.3, Biological Resources, discloses the Vision 
Plan’s impacts on the animals at the Zoo as well as migratory bird species 
that would be affected by implementation of the Vision Plan. Also see 
Appendix E, Biological Resources Technical Memorandum. 

44-2 NOI 
BR 

Animal Well-
Being 

Heather Hamza. Section 3.12, Noise, discloses noise and vibration 
impacts that would result from implementation of the Vision Plan on Zoo 
animal residents, and identifies appropriate mitigation measures to 
minimize or avoid impacts. 
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44-3 PD Kiersten Cluster. Comment pertains to stability of the Project 
Description. Comment is noted and will be forwarded to decision makers 
for their consideration. 

44-4 NOI Kiersten Cluster. Section 3.12, Noise, discloses noise and vibration 
impacts that would result from implementation of the Vision Plan on 
animals at the Zoo, including construction and operational activities, 
such as nighttime events and the increase in vehicular traffic.  

44-5 AQ 
VR 
BR 

Animal Well-
Being

Kiersten Cluster. Section 3.2, Air Quality, discloses impacts related to air 
emissions resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan, including 
additional traffic, on sensitive receptors including Zoo animal residents. 
Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources discloses light and glare 
impacts resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan, on sensitive 
receptors including Zoo animal residents.  

44-6 Zoo 
Attendance

Maureen Latour. Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a 
detailed description of the current and projected Zoo attendance over the 
next 20 years under implementation of the Vision Plan.  

44-7 BR 
UF 

Felix Racelis. Section 3.3, Biological Resources, discloses the Vision 
Plan’s impacts on the plant species at the Zoo, including vegetation 
removal and landscaping. Section 3.6, Urban Forestry Resources, 
discloses impacts related to proposed tree removal and replanting within 
the proposed Zoo planning areas.  

44-8 Outreach Katherine Louise. The outreach process for the NOP scoping period has 
been extensive. A summary of the public outreach efforts is included in 
the Scoping Report within Appendix C.   

44-9 AQ 
Parking

Martha Escandon. Section 3.2, Air Quality, discloses impacts related to 
air emissions resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan, 
including the proposed additional parking. 

44-10 Alternatives Matthew Chesler. Please refer to Chapter 4, Alternatives, for a complete 
description and analysis of the alternatives to the proposed Project that 
were considered and a comparison of the potential environmental 
impacts.  
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44-11 TR 
Multi-Modal 
and Parking 

Maureen Latour. Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a 
description of the proposed multi-modal transportation improvements 
included in the Vision Plan, including transit-oriented improvements. 
Section 3.15, Transportation discloses impacts of the Vision Plan on 
transportation, circulation, and parking. 

Transcript of Public Scoping Meeting on February 9, 2019 

45-1 BR 
Animal Well-

Being 

Judith Powell. Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a 
complete description of the Project as it relates to expansion of the 
animal exhibits. In response to public and stakeholder comments during 
the NOP scoping period, the EIR Project Description was revised in April 
2019 with the intent of further increasing exhibit space to provide more 
habitat for individual species. 

45-2 NOI  
BR 

Animal Well-
Being 

Judith Powell. Section 3.12, Noise discloses noise and vibration impacts 
that would result from implementation of the Vision Plan on Zoo animal 
residents.  

45-3 BR 
Animal Well-

Being 

Comment pertaining to methods of reducing animal stress is noted and 
will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration. 

45-4 GHG 
EN 

Aaron Leider. Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions discloses Vision 
Plan’s impacts on greenhouse gas emissions and climate change. Section 
3.5, Energy discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on electrical 
and other energy resources, as well as identifies mitigation measures to 
reduce energy use. 

45-5 TR 
Multi-Modal 

Susan Z. Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a description 
of the proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in 
the Vision Plan, including transit-oriented improvements. 

45-6 NOI  
BR 

Animal Well-
Being 

Wendy Marcus Minovitz. Section 3.12, Noise discloses noise and 
vibration impacts that would result from implementation of the Vision 
Plan on Zoo animal residents and identifies appropriate mitigation 
measures that would minimize or avoid impacts. 
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45-7 AQ Jane Potelle. Section 3.2, Air Quality addresses the potential for 
pollution and impacts on air quality resulting from implementation of 
the Vision Plan. Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts describes air quality 
impacts from the Vision Plan  as well as cumulative impacts from other 
past, present, or reasonably foreseeable projects in the vicinity. 

45-8 NOI 
BR 

Animal Well-
Being

Renee Weitzer. Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a 
complete description and proposed schedule of the proposed Project 
components, including exhibit expansion.  

45-9 Zoo 
Management

Malcom Gordon.  Comment pertains to change in Zoo management. 
Comment is noted and will be forwarded to decision makers for their 
consideration. 

45-10 BR Malcom Gordon. Comment pertains to lack of aquarium facilities. 
Comment is noted and will be forwarded to decision makers for their 
consideration. 

45-11 TR 
Multi-Modal

Mary MacIntyre. Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a 
description of the proposed multi-modal transportation improvements 
included in the Vision Plan, including transit-oriented improvements. 

45-12 TR Mary MacIntyre. Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a 
description of the proposed transportation improvements included in the 
Vision Plan.  

45-13 BR 
Animal Well-

Being

Mary MacIntyre. The EIR discloses potential impacts to resident animals 
at the Zoo under implementation of the Vision Plan, who are considered 
sensitive receptors. 

45-14 BR 
Animal Well-

Being

Cheri Shankar. Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a 
complete description of the proposed exhibit expansions. 

45-15 BR 
Animal Well-

Being

Catherine Doyle. Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a 
complete description of the proposed exhibit expansions. 



Appendix C 

Los Angeles Zoo Vision Plan EIR     
City of Los Angeles C-41 

TABLE C-2. RESPONSES TO THE NOP COMMENTS 

INTRO: Chapter 1, Introduction 
PD: Chapter 2, Project Description 
VR: Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources 
AQ: Section 3.2, Air Quality 
BR: Chapter 3.3, Biological Resources 
CUL: Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural 

Resources 
EN: SECTION 3.5, Energy 
UF: Section 3.6, Urban Forestry Resources 
GEO: Section 3.7, Geology and Soils 
GHG: Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

HAZ: Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials  
HYD: Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality 
LU: Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning 
NOI: Section 3.12, Noise 
PS: Section 3.13, Public Services 
REC: Section 3.14, Recreation  
TR: Section 3.15, Transportation  
UT: Section 3.16, Utilities  
WF: Section 3.17, Wildfire 
ADA: Americans With Disabilities Act Accessible 

Pedestrian Facilities 
Comment 

# Topic Responses 

45-16 Zoo 
Management 

Catherine Doyle. Comment pertains to change in Zoo management. 
Comment is noted and will be forwarded to decision makers for their 
consideration. 

45-17 BR 
Animal Well-

Being 

Catherine Doyle. As described in Chapter 2, Project Description the area 
dedicated solely to animals and their welfare would increase by nearly 
273 percent, from 21.5 acres to 58.7 acres. 

45-18 Education Carol Gordon. Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a 
complete description of the proposed Project components geared 
towards children and education.  

45-19 Sustainability Carol Gordon. Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a 
description of the sustainable design features included in the Vision Plan. 
Native plant species would be installed where feasible.  

45-20 Parking 
Affordability 

Carol Gordon. Comment pertains to parking and affordability. Comment 
is noted and will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration. 

45-21 PD Linda Gorman. Comment regarding the timing of the EIR process has 
been noted and will be forwarded to decision makers for their 
consideration. 

45-22 Opposition 
to Project 

Linda Gorman. Comment regarding rock climbing wall has been noted 
and will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration. 

45-23 Thresholds Judith Powell. Section 3.0, Introduction and Approach to Analysis 
describes the significance thresholds used to measure the level of 
significance for the Vision Plan’s impacts.  

45-24 Construction George McDonald. Construction details under the Vision Plan are 
included within Section 2.4.2, Construction Activities. 

45-25 Funding Female Speaker. Comment pertains to funding of entrance 
improvements and will be forwarded to the decision makers for their 
consideration. 

45-26 Cumulative Marissa Minnick. Please refer to Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts for a 
description and map of cumulative projects included within EIR 
analyses, including pending and approved projects, as well as past and 
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ongoing projects in the vicinity that have the potential to result in 
cumulatively considerable impacts when combined with potential 
impacts from Vision Plan implementation. 

45-27 BR 
Animal Well-

Being

Female Speaker. Impacts to flora and fauna within the Project area and 
in the vicinity due to implementation of the Vision Plan are disclosed in 
Section 3.3, Biological Resources. Further, the EIR discloses potential 
impacts to Zoo animal residents under implementation of the Vision 
Plan, who are considered sensitive receptors 

45-28 Cumulative Female Speaker. Please refer to Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts for a 
description and map of cumulative projects included within EIR 
analyses, including pending and approved projects, as well as past and 
ongoing projects in the vicinity that have the potential to result in 
cumulatively considerable impacts when combined with potential 
impacts from Vision Plan implementation. 

45-29 Outreach Elizabeth. NOP comments and responses are provided within Appendix 
C. Further, the public has an opportunity to comment on the Draft EIR
during the Public Draft EIR comment period.

45-30 Cumulative Malcom Gordon. Please refer to Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts for a 
list of cumulative projects included within EIR analyses, including 
pending and approved projects, as well as past and ongoing projects in 
the vicinity that have the potential to result in cumulatively considerable 
impacts when combined with potential impacts from Vision Plan 
implementation. 

45-31 Outreach Chris Miller. The outreach process for the NOP scoping period has been 
extensive. A summary of the public outreach efforts is included in the 
Scoping Report within Appendix C. Comment regarding need for greater 
public outreach funding has been noted and will be forwarded to the 
decision makers for their consideration.   

45-32 BR 
Animal Well-

Being

Chris Miller. Chapter 2, Project Description describes the proposal for 
exhibit enclosures. Comment regarding multi-species exhibits has been 
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noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers for their 
consideration.  

Comments Received from GPAB 

46-1 Sustainability 

Support of 
Project 

Comment pertains to the Project’s sustainability efforts, including the 
proposed stormwater reuse and solar panels. Commenter’s support of 
the Project has been noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers 
for their consideration. 

46-2 BR 
Animal Well-

Being and 

Special-Status 
Species 

Section 3.3, Biological Resources includes a complete analysis of impacts 
to biological resources within and in the vicinity of the Project area, 
including but not limited to a biological baseline assessment to compare 
potential impacts of the Vision Plan implementation, an assessment of 
the existing special status plant species and natural communities within 
the Project area, a vegetation impact assessment for within the Project 
area that have the potential to be impacted by implementation of the 
Vision Plan, a complete, recent assessment of the existing habitats within 
the Project Area, a complete assessment of rare, threatened, and 
endangered species, and other sensitive species within the Project area, 
and a recent wildlife and rare plant survey. See also Appendix E, 
Biological Resources Technical Memorandum. 

46-3 TR  
Multi-Modal 
and Parking 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a detailed description 
of the proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in 
the Vision Plan, as well as proposed parking improvements. Chapter 1, 
Introduction, provides an overview of agency consultation and 
coordination conducted in preparation of the Los Angeles Zoo Vision 
Plan EIR. Section 3.15, Transportation discloses impact of the Vision 
Plan’s parking provisions on traffic and congestion. 

46-4 BR 
Animal Well-

Being 

VR 
NOI 

Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses potential direct and indirect 
impacts to biological resources that would result from implementation of 
the Vision Plan, including a description of potential adverse impacts 
from lighting, noise, and human activity. Section 3.18, Cumulative 
Impacts describes cumulative biological resources impacts from the 
Vision Plan as well as other cumulative projects. Section 3.1, Aesthetics 
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and Visual Resources, describes the impacts on the human and natural 
environment, including Zoo residents, from lighting related to 
operational activities and nighttime events. Additionally, Section 3.12, 
Noise, discloses Project construction noise and vibration impacts 
resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan as well as operational 
noise and vibration-related to Zoo programming and special events. 

Los Feliz Improvements Association 

47-1 Opposition 
to Project 

Animal Well-
Being 

Commenter’s opposition to capital improvements proposed under the 
Project has been noted and is included within this Appendix to be 
forwarded to the decision makers for their consideration. 

47-2 TR 
Multi-Modal 
and Parking

Chapter 2, Project Description describes the proposed pedestrian, 
bicycle, and transit-oriented improvements included in the Vision Plan. 
Section 3.15, Transportation discloses impact of the Vision Plan’s 
parking provisions on traffic and congestion. 

47-3 TR 
Crystal 

Springs Drive 

CUL 

Commenter’s opposition to the relocation of a portion of Crystal Springs 
Drive proposed under the Project has been noted and is included within 
this Appendix to be forwarded to the decision makers for their 
consideration. Potential impacts that could affect the historic De Anza 
trail are also disclosed within Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural 
Resources and Section 3.14, Recreation. 

47-4 BR 
Animal Well-

Being 

VR 
NOI 

Section 3.3, Biological Resources, discloses potential direct and indirect 
impacts that would result from the Vision Plan on wildlife movement and 
corridors within and in the vicinity of the Zoo. This section describes the 
impacts that noise, lighting, and increased human activity on wildlife in 
the vicinity of the Zoo. Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts describes 
cumulative biological resources impacts from the Vision Plan as well as 
other cumulative projects. Additionally, Section 3.1, Aesthetics and 
Visual Resources, describes the impacts on the human and natural 
environment, including Zoo residents and wildlife, from lighting at the 
Zoo related to operational activities and nighttime events. Section 3.12, 
Noise, addresses Project construction noise and vibrations during 
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implementation of the Vision Plan as well as operational noise and 
vibration-related to Zoo programming and special events. 

47-5 VR 
Light/Sign 

LU 

Consistency with regional and local plans and regulations, to the extent 
they relate to potential environmental impacts, is addressed within each 
CEQA resource analyzed in Section 3, Environmental Impact Analysis, 
and in detail within Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning. Section 3.11 
also discloses potential impacts that implementation of the Vision Plan 
on land use compatibility with open space uses within Griffith Park. 
Please refer to Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources, for a 
description of impacts from light and glare associated with 
implementation of the Vision Plan, including the proposed entrance sign. 

Comments Received from Friends of Griffith Park During Stakeholder Interviews 

48-1 UF 
BR 

Special Status 
Species

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a detailed description 
of proposed vegetation removal and landscaping within the Project area. 
Section 3.3, Biological Resources, discloses potential impacts of the 
Vision Plan on habitat quantity and value, and wildlife within the Project 
area and in the vicinity of Griffith Park. Section 3.6, Urban Forestry 
Resources, discloses potential impacts associated with tree removal, and 
identifies appropriate mitigation measures. 

48-2 TR 
Multi-Modal

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a description of the 
proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in the 
Vision Plan. Section 3.15, Transportation discloses potential impacts of 
the Vision Plan on traffic and congestion at and in the vicinity of the 
Project area. 

48-3 REC 
Trails 

Zoo Magnet 
School

Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation in the Project area and vicinity, including hiking and 
equestrian trails within Griffith Park, due to increased traffic. Section 
3.15, Transportation discloses traffic impacts to trails in the vicinity of 
the Zoo as a result of the Vision Plan and identifies mitigation measures 
as appropriate. 
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48-4 GEO 
TR 

Section 3.7, Geology and Soils discloses potential erosion effects from 
the Vision Plan components and associated avoidance measures. Section 
3.15, Transportation discloses potential traffic impacts that may result 
from construction truck trips. 

48-5 Outreach The outreach process for the NOP scoping period has been extensive. A 
summary of the public outreach efforts is included in the Scoping Report 
within Appendix C.   

48-6 PD Commenter’s suggestion to overlay of existing development over the 
proposed Vision Plan development to understand proposed development 
has been noted, see Chapter 2, Project Description for maps and tables 
describing the different between existing and proposed development.  

Comments Received from LAUSD During Stakeholder Interviews 

49-1 PD 
Zoo Magnet 

School 

Chapter 2, Project Description describes educational and recreational 
programs for children and students at the Zoo proposed in the Vision 
Plan. 

49-2 NOI 
AQ 

Section 3.2. Air Quality provides a full analysis of potential air quality 
impacts on sensitive receptors, including students at the Zoo Magnet 
School, related to Vision Plan implementation. Additionally, Section 
3.12, Noise, discloses Project construction noise and vibration during 
implementation of the Vision Plan as well as operational noise and 
vibration associated with Zoo programming and special events. 

49-3 WF Section 3.17, Wildfire discloses potential impacts related to wildfire 
hazards, such as wildfires in Griffith Park, and identifies appropriate 
mitigation measures to minimize wildfire hazards. This section also 
identifies mitigation measures to keep humans and Zoo residents safe in 
the case of a fire at or in the vicinity of the Zoo. 

49-4 TR 
Parking and 

Safety 

Chapter 2, Project Description describes additionally proposed Project 
components that would expand parking facilities at the Zoo, such as 
developing separate designated parking lots for Zoo employees to 
accommodate more vehicle parking for visitors in the main parking lot. 
Section 3.15, Transportation discloses potential impacts related to 
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pedestrian safety from implementation of the Vision Plan and identifies 
appropriate mitigation measures to avoid or minimize potential traffic 
safety impacts. 

49-5 CUL Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a description of the 
proposed improvements to animal facilities at the Zoo included in the 
Vision Plan, including exhibit expansions. Commenter’s suggestion to 
repair and update the Zoo Magnet School and pitch a “History of the 
Zoo” exhibit to the Autry Museum has been noted and is included within 
this Appendix to be forwarded to the decision makers for their 
consideration. 

Comments Received from Los Feliz Neighborhood Council During Stakeholder Interviews 

50-1 VR Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources discloses potential impacts 
to views of the Project area and Griffith Park from hiking trails.   

50-2 PD 
TR 

Multi-Modal 
and Parking

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a detailed description 
of the proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in 
the Vision Plan, as well as proposed parking improvements. Section 3.15, 
Transportation discloses impact of the Vision Plan’s parking provisions 
on traffic and congestion. Chapter 1, Introduction provides an overview 
of agency consultation and coordination conducted in preparation of the 
Los Angeles Zoo Vision Plan EIR. 

50-3 Outreach The outreach process for the NOP scoping period has been extensive. A 
summary of the public outreach efforts is included in the Scoping Report 
within Appendix C.   

50-4 Support of 
Project 

Chapter 2, Project Description describes the proposed phases of the 
Vision Plan implementation, including the parking garage in phase 8 of 
the implementation. Commenter’s support of the Project has been noted 
and is included within this Appendix to be forwarded to the decision 
makers for their consideration. 
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Comments Received from Los Feliz Improvements Association During Stakeholder 
Interviews 

51-1 TR  
Multi-Modal 
and Parking 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a detailed description 
of the proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in 
the Vision Plan, as well as proposed parking improvements. Section 3.15, 
Transportation discloses impact of the Vision Plan’s parking provisions 
on traffic and congestion. Chapter 1, Introduction provides an overview 
of agency consultation and coordination conducted in preparation of the 
Los Angeles Zoo Vision Plan EIR. 

51-2 REC 
Trail 

Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation in the Project area and vicinity, including hiking trails and the 
golf course within Griffith Park. 

51-3 Support of 
Project 

Commenter’s support of the Project has been noted and is included 
within this Appendix to be forwarded to the decision makers for their 
consideration. 

Comments Received from Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition During Stakeholder 
Interviews 

52-1 AQ 
HYD 

Section 3.2. Air Quality provides a full analysis of potential air quality 
impacts on humans and animals related to the Vision Plan, including 
construction impacts, vehicular emissions, and mitigation measures. 
Section 3.3, Biological Resources and Section 3.10, Hydrology and 
Water Quality disclose potential water quality impacts resulting from 
implementation of the Vision Plan. 

52-2 TR  
Multi-Modal 
and Parking 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a detailed description 
of the proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in 
the Vision Plan, as well as proposed parking improvements. Section 3.15, 
Transportation discloses impact of the Vision Plan’s parking provisions 
on traffic and congestion.  

52-3 TR  
Multi-Modal 
and Parking 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a detailed description 
of the proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in 
the Vision Plan, as well as proposed parking improvements.  
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52-4 AQ Section 3.2. Air Quality provides a full analysis of potential air quality 
impacts on pedestrians and bicyclists related to the Vision Plan, 
including construction impacts, vehicular emissions, and mitigation 
measures.  

52-5 HYD Section 3.3, Biological Resources and Section 3.10, Hydrology and 
Water Quality disclose potential water quality impacts resulting from 
implementation of the Vision Plan. 

52-6 REC 
Trails

Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation in the Project area and vicinity, including bicycle events in the 
vicinity. 

52-7 TR 
Multi-Modal 
and Parking 

AQ 
HYD 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a detailed description 
of the proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in 
the Vision Plan, as well as proposed parking improvements. Section 3.15, 
Transportation discloses impact of the Vision Plan’s parking provisions 
on traffic. Section 3.2. Air Quality provides a full analysis of potential air 
quality impacts on pedestrians and bicyclists related to the Vision Plan, 
including construction impacts, vehicular emissions, and mitigation 
measures. Section 3.3, Biological Resources, and Section 3.10, 
Hydrology and Water Quality disclose potential water quality impacts 
resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan. 

52-8 Outreach The outreach process for the NOP scoping period has been extensive. A 
summary of the public outreach efforts is included in the Scoping Report 
within Appendix C.   

Comments Received from Hollywood United Neighborhood Council During Stakeholder 
Interviews 

53-1 TR 
GHG 

Chapter 2, Project Description, describes the proposed pedestrian, 
bicycle, and transit-oriented improvements included in the Vision Plan. 
Section 3.15, Transportation discloses impact of the Vision Plan’s 
parking provisions on traffic and congestion. Section 3.8, Greenhouse 
Gas Emissions, discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
greenhouse gas emissions, including increased traffic. 
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53-2 VR 
Shade 

TR 
ADA 

Section 3.15, Transportation discloses potential traffic impacts that may 
result from construction truck trips. Chapter 2, Project Description 
describes the proposed ADA-accessible pedestrian pathways and 
facilities proposed under the Vision Plan. 

53-3 GHG Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, discloses potential impacts of 
the Vision Plan on greenhouse gas emissions, including increased traffic. 

53-4 UF 
VR 

Shade 

Chapter 2, Project Description, describes the proposed outdoor tables 
and seating with shade for Zoo visitors. Section 3.6, Urban Forestry 
Resources, discloses potential impacts associated with tree removal, and 
identifies appropriate mitigation measures. Section 3.1, Aesthetics and 
Visual Resources describes the potential shading impacts.  

53-5 BR Chapter 2, Project Description includes project objectives regarding the 
health and well-being of the animals living in the Zoo, including Billy the 
Elephant. Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses potential direct and 
indirect impacts to biological resources that would result from 
implementation of the Vision Plan, including a description of potential 
adverse impacts from lighting, noise, dust, and human activity. Section 
3.18, Cumulative Impacts describes cumulative biological resources 
impacts from the Vision Plan as well as other cumulative projects. 

53-6 REC 
TR 

Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation in the Project area and vicinity, including access to 
recreational uses within Griffith Park. 

53-7 VR 
Shade 

Chapter 2, Project Description describes the proposed outdoor tables 
and seating with shade for Zoo visitors. 

Comments Received from City of Glendale During Stakeholder Interviews 

54-1 TR 
Multi-Modal  

Chapter 2, Project Description describes the proposed multi-modal 
transportation improvements included in the Vision Plan, including 
pedestrian and bicycle improvements. Comment pertaining to 
coordination between Zoo and City of Glendale for extension of LA River 



Appendix C 

Los Angeles Zoo Vision Plan EIR 
City of Los Angeles C-51

TABLE C-2. RESPONSES TO THE NOP COMMENTS 

INTRO: Chapter 1, Introduction 
PD: Chapter 2, Project Description 
VR: Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources 
AQ: Section 3.2, Air Quality 
BR: Chapter 3.3, Biological Resources 
CUL: Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural 

Resources 
EN: SECTION 3.5, Energy 
UF: Section 3.6, Urban Forestry Resources 
GEO: Section 3.7, Geology and Soils 
GHG: Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

HAZ: Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
HYD: Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality 
LU: Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning 
NOI: Section 3.12, Noise 
PS: Section 3.13, Public Services 
REC: Section 3.14, Recreation  
TR: Section 3.15, Transportation  
UT: Section 3.16, Utilities  
WF: Section 3.17, Wildfire 
ADA: Americans With Disabilities Act Accessible 

Pedestrian Facilities 
Comment 

# Topic Responses 

bike path is noted and will be forwarded to decision makers for their 
consideration. 

54-2 TR 
Multi-Modal

Chapter 2, Project Description describes the proposed multi-modal 
transportation improvements included in the Vision Plan, including 
pedestrian, bicycle, and public transportation improvements. The 
proposed freeway on/off ramp improvements are also described in 
Chapter 2.  

54-3 REC 
Trails

Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation in the Project area and vicinity, including equestrian uses 
within Griffith Park. 

54-4 UF 
VR 

Section 3.6, Urban Forestry Resources discloses potential impacts 
associated with tree removal, and identifies appropriate mitigation 
measures. Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources, describes the 
impacts on the human and natural environment, including Zoo residents, 
from lighting related to the new Zoo entry, operational activities, and 
nighttime events. 

54-5 Outreach The outreach process for the NOP scoping period has been extensive. A 
summary of the public outreach efforts is included in the Scoping Report 
within Appendix C.   

Comments Received from City Council District 4 During Stakeholder Interviews 

55-1 BR 
Animal Well-

Being

Chapter 2, Project Description describes the proposal for exhibit 
enclosures and expansions. 

55-2 TR Chapter 2, Project Description describes the proposed pedestrian, 
bicycle, and transit-oriented improvements included in the Vision Plan. 
Section 3.15, Transportation discloses impact of the Vision Plan’s 
parking provisions on traffic and congestion. 

Comments Received from City Council District 13 During Stakeholder Interviews 

56-1 BR 
Animal Well-

Being 

Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses potential direct and indirect 
impacts that would result from the Vision Plan on wildlife movement and 
corridors within and in the vicinity of the Zoo. This section describes the 
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WF
NOI 

impacts that noise, dust, and increased human activity on wildlife in the 
vicinity of the Zoo. Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts describes 
cumulative biological resources impacts from the Vision Plan as well as 
other cumulative projects. Section 3.2, Air Quality, provides a full 
analysis of potential air quality and dust impacts on sensitive receptors, 
including Zoo residents. Section 3.12, Noise, addresses Project 
construction noise and vibrations during implementation of the Vision 
Plan as well as operational noise and vibration-related to Zoo 
programming and special events. Section 3.17, Wildfire discloses 
potential impacts related to potential wildfire hazards in Griffith Park, 
and identifies appropriate mitigation measures to minimize the risk of 
wildfire hazards. Section 3.14, Public Services, identifies safety and 
security mitigation measures under the Vision Plan. Chapter 2, Project 
Description, describes the proposal for exhibit enclosures and 
expansions. 

56-2 AQ Commenter’s suggestion to ensure clean-air vehicles are used for shuttle 
service has been noted and is included within this Appendix to be 
forwarded to the decision makers for their consideration. 

56-3 TR 
Multi-Modal

Chapter 2, Project Description describes the proposed multi-modal 
transportation improvements included in the Vision Plan, including 
pedestrian, bicycle, and public transportation improvements. 

56-4 VR 
Light/Sign

Commenter’s opposition to the Zoo entrance sign proposed under the 
Project has been noted and is included within this Appendix to be 
forwarded to the decision makers for their consideration.  Please refer to 
Section 3.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources for a description of impacts 
from light and glare associated with implementation of the Vision Plan, 
including the proposed entrance sign. 

56-5 Outreach The outreach process for the NOP scoping period has been extensive. A 
summary of the public outreach efforts is included in the Scoping Report 
within Appendix C.   

56-6 TR The proposed freeway on/off ramp improvements are described in 
Chapter 2, Project Description. Chapter 2 also describes the proposed 
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outdoor tables and seating for visitors at the Zoo. Commenter’s 
suggestion for access to Griffith Park from other parts of the Zoo has 
been noted and is included within this Appendix to be forwarded to the 
decision makers for their consideration. 

Comments Received from Mayor’s Office of City Services During Stakeholder Interviews 

57-1 PD In response to public and stakeholder comments during the NOP scoping 
period, the EIR Project Description was revised in April 2019 with the 
intent of further increasing exhibit space to provide more habitat for 
individual species. Chapter 2, Project Description includes project 
objectives regarding the health and well-being of the animals living in the 
Zoo, including Billy the Elephant. Section 3.3, Biological Resources, 
discloses potential direct and indirect impacts to biological resources that 
would result from implementation of the Vision Plan, including a 
description of potential adverse impacts from lighting, noise, dust, and 
human activity. Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts describes cumulative 
biological resources impacts from the Vision Plan as well as other 
cumulative projects. 

57-2 TR 
Parking 

The EIR includes a programmatic analysis of the proposed multi-phase 
redevelopment of the Zoo, including the proposed parking garage. 
Section 3.15, Transportation describes the vehicular traffic and parking 
at the Zoo under implementation of the Vision Plan. Please refer to 
Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts for a complete list of the past, present, 
and reasonably foreseeable projects in the vicinity of the Zoo, including 
the propose Griffith Park aerial tram, that have the potential to 
contribute towards cumulative impacts. 

57-3 BR 
UF 

Tree Removal 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description for a description of 
proposed vegetation and landscaping included in the Vision Plan. Section 
3.3, Biological Resources and Section 3.6, Urban Forestry Resources 
discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan including the removal of 
existing trees and other vegetation, the habitat they provide within the 
Project area, and identifies appropriate mitigation measures to minimize 
or avoid impacts. 
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57-4 Outreach The outreach process for the NOP scoping period has been extensive. A 
summary of the public outreach efforts is included in the Scoping Report 
within Appendix C.   

Comments Received from Los Angeles Equine Advisory Committee During Stakeholder 
Interviews 

58-1 REC 
Trail

Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation in the Project area and vicinity, including equestrian uses and 
historic trails within Griffith Park. 

58-2 REC 
Trail

Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation in the Project area and vicinity, including equestrian uses 
within Griffith Park. 

58-3 REC 
Trail 

TR 

Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation in the Project area and vicinity, including equestrian uses 
within Griffith Park, due to increased traffic. Section 3.15, 
Transportation discloses traffic impacts to trails in the vicinity of the Zoo 
as a result of the Vision Plan and identifies mitigation measures as 
appropriate. 

58-4 BR 
AQ 

NOI 

Section 3.3, Biological Resources discloses potential direct and indirect 
impacts that would result from the Vision Plan on wildlife movement and 
corridors within and in the Zoo vicinity. This section describes the 
impacts that noise, dust, and increased human activity on wildlife in the 
vicinity of the Zoo. Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts describes 
cumulative biological resources impacts from the Vision Plan as well as 
other cumulative projects. Section 3.2, Air Quality provides a full 
analysis of potential air quality and dust impacts on sensitive receptors, 
including Zoo residents. Section 3.12, Noise, addresses Project 
construction noise and vibrations during implementation of the Vision 
Plan as well as operational noise and vibration-related to Zoo 
programming and special events. 

58-5 PD Commenter’s suggestion to overlay of existing development over the 
proposed Vision Plan development to understand proposed development 
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has been noted, see Chapter 2, Project Description for maps and tables 
describing the different between existing and proposed development.  

Comments Received from City Department of Recreation and Parks – 
Griffith Region Administration During Stakeholder Interviews 

59-1 TR 
Multi-Modal 

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in the 
Vision Plan. Section 3.15, Transportation discloses potential impacts of 
the Vision Plan on traffic and congestion at and in the vicinity of the 
Project area. 

59-2 Cumulative 
ATS 

Please refer to Section 3.18, Cumulative Impacts for a complete list of 
the past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects in the vicinity of 
the Zoo, including the propose Griffith Park aerial tram, that have the 
potential to contribute towards cumulative impacts. 

59-3 BR Comment pertains to the Project’s expansion activities confined to the 
Zoo’s boundaries and concern of the types of animals nearest the edge of 
the Park. Section 3.3, Biological Resources, discloses the Vision Plan’s 
impacts on biological resources, and describes that predator animals 
would not be located along the Zoo’s perimeter. 

59-4 TR Section 3.15, Transportation provides an analysis of the projected traffic 
resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan and identifies 
appropriate mitigation measures to avoid or minimize potential traffic 
safety impacts. 

59-5 LU Consistency with regional and local plans and regulations, to the extent 
they relate to potential environmental impacts, is addressed within each 
CEQA resource analyzed in Section 3, Environmental Impact Analysis, 
and in detail within Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning. 

59-6 REC 
Trail 

CUL 

Section 3.14, Recreation discloses potential impacts of the Vision Plan on 
recreation in the Project area and vicinity, including hiking trails within 
Griffith Park, due to traffic. Section 3.15, Transportation discloses traffic 
impacts to trails in the vicinity of the Zoo as a result of the Vision Plan, 
and identifies mitigation measures as appropriate. Potential impacts that 
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could affect the historic De Anza trail are also disclosed within Section 
3.4, Cultural and Cultural Tribal Resources. 

59-7 CUL Section 3.4, Cultural and Cultural Tribal Resources discloses potential 
impacts that could affect the historic De Anza trail. 

59-8 Alternatives Chapter 4, Alternatives describes a range of feasible alternatives to the 
Project intended to avoid or substantially lessen any of the Project’s 
significant effects. 

Comments Received from Autry Museum of the American West During Stakeholder 
Interviews 

60-1 TR 
WF 

Section 3.15, Transportation provides an analysis of the projected traffic 
resulting from implementation of the Vision Plan, as well as potential 
impacts related to pedestrian safety and identifies appropriate mitigation 
measures to avoid or minimize potential traffic safety impacts. This 
section also discloses potential impacts and mitigation measures related 
to emergency access. Section 3.17, Wildfire discloses potential impacts 
related to wildfire hazards in Griffith Park, and identifies appropriate 
mitigation measures to minimize wildfire hazards and to keep humans 
and Zoo residents safe in the case of a fire at or in the vicinity of the Zoo.  

60-2 TR 
Multi-Modal 
and Parking

Please refer to Chapter 2, Project Description, for a description of the 
proposed multi-modal transportation improvements included in the 
Vision Plan, including transit-oriented improvements. Section 3.15, 
Transportation discloses impacts of the Vision Plan on transportation, 
circulation, and parking. 

60-3 HYD 
Water Supply

Comment pertaining to coordination between Zoo and the Autry 
Museum of the American West for extension of LA River bike path is 
noted and will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration. 
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Alternatives 3 
Cumulative 5 
Outreach 11 
Zoo Management 4 
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March 11, 2019 

Amanda Amaral 
Environmental Specialist III 
Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600, Mail Stop 939 
 Los Angeles, CA 90015 
amanda.Amaral@lacity.org 

Re: Los Angeles Zoo Vision Plan Initial Study Comments 

Dear Ms. Amaral: 

The Coalition to Ban Billboard Blight/Scenic Los Angeles is the local affiliate of Scenic America 
whose mission is to preserve and enhance the visual character of America's communities and 
countryside. The Board of Scenic Los Angeles reviewed only that section of the Zoo’s Vision 
Plan pertaining to the animated LED panels at the Zoo’s entrance. We urge you to eliminate the 
animated LED panels from your plan because they pose a serious driving hazard and are sure to 
cause an increase in accidents. The Zoo’s location at the junction of the I-5 and the 134 freeways 
means that drivers will be looking directly at the digital billboards. Digital billboards pose a 
threat to traffic safety. Would you want a driver looking up at the sign in your parking lot to hit a 
child who is running to the entrance to see his favorite animal? We think not. 

Numerous studies have shown that digital billboards cause drivers to take their eyes off the road 
far longer than other types of signs. After all, that is precisely what they are designed to do – 
make you look at them. Human behavior studies have shown that drivers are hardwired to notice 
bright, changing lights in their peripheral vision and to anticipate additional motion. A study by 
the Swedish National Road and Transport Research Institute found that drivers looked at digital 
billboards significantly longer than they did at other signs on the same stretch of road, with the 
digital signs often taking a driver’s eyes off the road for more than two seconds. A 2006 study by 
Virginia Tech for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration found that anything that 
takes a driver’s eyes off the road for more than two seconds greatly increases the risk of a crash.  
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The study also found that nearly 80 percent of all crashes involved driver inattention just prior to 
(within 3 seconds) of the crash. 

Sweden had the wisdom to order the removal of all digital billboards as a result of their study. 
The Zoo should exercise its wisdom and not erect them in the first place. 

Furthermore, the Zoo’s primary clientele is young children. They are bombarded with advertising 
everywhere they turn. The Zoo, like public parks, should be a place that is free of advertising so 
that the children can concentrate on looking at the animals and learning about the special charac-
teristics of each animal. The Zoo’s mission is to create dynamic experiences to connect people 
and animals. That should be your focus, not selling things. 

Scenic Los Angeles strongly urges the Zoo to delete any and all animated LED panels from its 
Vision Plan. It is a matter of public safety and common sense. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick Frank 

Patrick Frank 
President 
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Friends of Griffith Park 
P.O. Box 27573
Los Angeles, CA 90027-0573
friendsofgriffithpark.org

March 9, 2019 

Amanda Amaral 
Environmental Specialist III 
Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600, Mail Stop 939 
  
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
amanda.Amaral@lacity.org 

Re: Los Angeles Zoo Vision Plan Initial Study Comments 

Dear Ms. Amaral: 

Thank you for meeting individually with Friends of Griffith Park (FoGP) to explain the Vision Plan for 
the Los Angeles Zoo. We have several concerns about the proposed expansion of the Zoo. 

2-14  Parking Garage 
Of major concern is the proposed multi-story 2,000-vehicle parking garage. Accommodating more 
vehicles in the park is contrary to current thinking about cars in parks throughout the country. All the 
National Parks that have seen an increase in visitors are developing transportation systems to reduce or 
eliminate vehicles in parks and move people around the park on shuttles. Griffith Park has seen a large 
increase in visitors too; however the Department of Recreation and Parks is initiating a park-wide shuttle 
to move people around the park. Instead of moving forward with an environmentally sound plan to reduce 
the number of vehicles and their pollutants, the Zoo is moving backward to the 1950s when the car was 
king in Los Angeles.  

The Zoo is currently served by only one MTA bus stop that runs once an hour. (2-2, 4-53) There is no 
description of any plan to increase public transportation to the Zoo. A direct shuttle from the Red Line and 
nearby MetroLink hubs should be considered. 

Building a parking structure in Griffith Park would set a dangerous precedent. In 2005 an ill-conceived 
Griffith Park Master Plan proposed commercialization of the park and several multi-story parking 
structures throughout the park. The public was outraged by such an idea; 12,000 people signed petitions 
opposing the master plan with its parking structures. The master plan was scuttled and the community 
wrote a new Vision with an emphasis on the park as an urban wilderness.  

Hikers’ views of the park on the northeast side would be serious impacted by the sight of a multi-story 
parking structure. (4-1) They go to the park to get away from it all, not to see a parking structure. 

FoGP discussed the Zoo Vision Plan with officials in the Department of Recreation and Parks after we 
met with you on February 11th. We had the distinct impression that they had not been consulted on the 
Zoo’s plans. Although the Zoo operates as a separate city department, it lies entirely within the boundaries 
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of Griffith Park. As a common courtesy, Rec & Parks should have been apprised of the Zoo’s very 
ambitious plans. We hope they become engaged soon on all aspects of planning. 

Col. Griffith’s goal when he donated the land for the park to the city was that it should be free. Getting 
out into nature was to be an escape valve for the rapidly growing population of the city. Visiting the Zoo 
with a family of four is already fairly expensive. In addition, families must now pay to park in the Zoo’s 
lot unless they are able to locate parking in the free section whose gates are sometimes locked.  
How many parking spaces will be free?  
How many spaces will have a fee? 
How much will the parking fee be? 

2-13, 4-35 Realignment of Crystal Springs Dr. 
A second concern is the realignment of Crystal Springs Dr./Zoo Dr. to go around the back of the Zoo 
Magnet School. While it makes a lot of sense to run a road around the perimeter of a parking lot instead 
of through it, FoGP is concerned about the impact the realignment will have on the heavily used trail 
adjacent to the new road alignment.  
Will there be a wide landscaped buffer to separate hikers and equestrians on the trail from the traffic on 
the road? 
What mitigations will be in place to keep traffic from speeding? 
One must remember that when the Zoo entrance was redesigned about twenty years ago, a very popular 
trail for runners and hikers was eliminated. The entrance ramp from the parking lot prevented these users 
groups from being displaced, until it was removed when the entrance was redesigned. We want to assure 
that hikers will not be displaced again. 

What is happening to the Observatory Annex currently located in the middle of the parking lot? It does 
not show up on the drawing on p. 2-7. Is it being removed? 

2-6 Loss of Open Space 
Of further concern is the development of what is currently open space within the Zoo’s boundaries. The 
Vision Plan accurately notes that the Zoo lies within Griffith Park and Los Angeles County-designated 
Significant Ecological Area (SEA) forming “an extensive, relatively undisturbed island of natural 
vegetation in an urbanized, metropolitan area.” (2-1) This open space currently provides invaluable 
habitat for the native wildlife that call Griffith Park home. The Zoo’s expansion plan would cause a loss 
of approximately 31 acres of open space. The Zoo provides educational programs on local wildlife, but at 
the same time it is proposing the destruction of valuable native habitat. Remember, interesting species of 
animals live outside of cages in the park. 

In the “Project Objectives” section (2-4), increased exhibit space is justified because of “underutilized and 
underdeveloped areas…” This statement clearly illustrates that open space is not valued by Zoo planners.  
The IS states that “Griffith Park provides a large “island” of open space encompassed by the developed 
areas…” (4-1) Referring to Griffith Park as an “island” is a fallacy that must be discontinued. Wild 
animals large and small routinely move in and out of the park. Camera traps show deer and coyotes 
regularly cross the Hollywood Freeway on bridges at night. The most famous animal to cross the freeway 
is the mountain lion P-22 who entered Griffith Park in 2012. All language referring to Griffith Park as an 
“island” should be removed from the Vision Plan.  

What kind of perimeter fencing is planned? (4-47)  Will it keep Griffith Park’s native wildlife from 
entering Zoo property? 

The Vision Plan calls for not only the loss of open space, but extensive excavation to create the Africa, 
California, and Condor Canyon areas.  (4-2)  The IS inexplicably claims that the massive excavation will 
have Less than Significant Impact. Then it goes on to say “Implementation of the Vision Plan would 
result in changes to the existing visual character of the site…” It admits to substantially changing the 
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existing terrain. A 60-foot-wide man-made Condor Canyon would definitely change the terrain. The 
change in terrain would cause significant amount of additional erosion.  (4-21) 

2-9, 4-15 Restoration of Treetops 
We are concerned about the proposed restoration of Treetops. The unique and historic architecture of 
Treetops currently supports a large population of bats. Bats provide a valuable if unrecognized service to 
humans as Mother Nature’s natural insect control. What exactly is planned to happen at Treetops? Will 
the bats be left undisturbed? 

4-3 Animated LED Sign 
When the Zoo entrance was redesigned years ago and the large white lighted letters over the entrance 
were installed, the community was aghast. The Zoo claimed people couldn’t find the zoo. The sign was 
entirely unnecessary and was lighted when the Zoo was closed. Now the Vision Plan is proposing 
animated LED panels at the entrance. (4-3) The digital billboard will doubtless increase the light and 
glare at the Zoo. Since it is located at the junction of two freeways, the I-5 and the 134, the bright light 
and changing sign will create a significant distracted driving hazard. No one can possibly claim that they 
need a digital billboard so that people can find the Zoo; everyone now uses GPS.  

Additionally there is great concern that the digital billboard messages will contain advertising. Parents 
throughout the county seek places where they can take their children that are free from the onslaught of 
advertising. Billboards are illegal in parks. 

The Zoo is planning a substantial increase of revenue-generating activities at night with private events. 
(4-3) All of these events would require substantial nighttime lighting which they declare will have 
Potentially Significant Impact. It will also significantly increase nighttime traffic around the Zoo. Many 
of the Zoo’s animals, in addition to the park’s surrounding native wildlife, are nocturnal and become 
active when it is dark and quiet. The event venues will have amplified music. (4-12) What will be the 
impact of all the added light and noise on the Zoo’s own animals? Sonic and light disturbance should be 
carefully considered. A lot of this is new science, so using the same metrics for environmental review 
from past projects will not suffice. To make it even more difficult, sonic and light disturbance has been 
shown to be highly species-specific. The IS notes that lighting and noise could disturb “special status 
species.” 

The increase in the number of cafes and food service areas has the potential to attract an increased number 
of rats. Great care must be taken to assure that the Zoo is kept meticulously clean of food waste to deter 
rats. Many concessionaires are quick to hire a pest control agency which puts out bait boxes full of toxic 
rodenticides that kill all wildlife, not just rats, as it moves its way up the food chain. 

4-5, 4-13 Loss of Protected Trees 
The implementation of the Zoo Vision Plan calls for the removal of hundreds of mature protected trees 
that constitute an urban forest resource under the City of Los Angeles Protected Tree Ordinance, coast 
live oaks (Quercus agrifolia), California sycamore (Platanus racemosa), California Bay (Umbrellularia 
Californica) and Southern California Black Walnut (Juglans californica). (4-5) (4-13) This makes a 
mockery of the Protected Tree Ordinance. The Zoo claims they will be “replaced with new native 
landscaping including a vineyard, chaparral, and oaks and other native trees species.” A vineyard seems 
very non-native. Although you can indeed plant new oak trees, it will take them 75 years to mature to the 
size trees they are removing. That is much more than a Potentially Significant Impact. The  Zoo claims 
they will discuss it further in the EIR. More discussion will in no way reduce the impact of the loss of 
hundreds of mature protected trees. 

In the list of nearby schools that might be affected by the plan, the Vision Plan fails to mention the Zoo 
Magnet School located at the Zoo. (4-47) 
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2-6, 2-13 Aerial Tram and Funicular 
Since the Zoo already has a tram to provide access to the upper reaches of the zoo for those who need 
ADA access, the addition of an aerial tram and funicular is unnecessary. They increase the GHG 
emissions. They are merely amusement park attractions and revenue generating elements. 

4-35 Compliance with City Plans 
The Zoo Vision Plan claims to be guided by the City’s General Plan, the Hollywood Community Plan, 
and the Griffith Park Master Plan. (4-35)  It is not evident how the Vision Plan complies with the Griffith 
Park Master Plan. The Griffith Park Vision places the emphasis on the urban wilderness nature of the 
park; the Zoo plan does not. A zoo is indeed an allowable use in an Open Space; however the Zoo, by its 
own admission is destroying much of that open space. Much of what is now Open Space is being 
converted to party venues. This seems to imply a change of use. Again, the plan merely says it will 
discuss the matters of trees, traffic, and air quality further in the EIR. 

Lack of Outreach 
Zoo consultants said they sent post cards announcing the Scoping Meeting to all residences within a 1.5 
mile radius of the Zoo. However about 60% of that radius is Griffith Park, which has no residences. 
Across the Los Angeles River to the east is an industrial area of Glendale, again with no residences. 
Technically speaking, the Zoo should have notified everyone with 500 feet of the boundary of Griffith 
Park, which would include parts of Los Feliz, the Oaks, Beachwood, Hollywoodland, and Lake 
Hollywood. 

Suggested Modification of Zoo Vision Plan 
The Zoo has proposed a very ambitious plan. We remember that even very recently, the city had to bail 
out the Zoo when it faced financial difficulties. That means that we, the taxpayers, had to bail out the zoo. 
What assurance does this Vision Plan provide that the Zoo can afford to implement this plan? While we 
understand the need to provide better living space for the Zoo’s existing animals, their numbers should be 
limited rather than increased. Instead, open space and habitat within the Zoo may best be “utilized” as an 
educational experience, a natural living laboratory for visitors to learn about Griffith Park’s native trees, 
flora, birds and more. FoGP suggests that in order to reduce environmental impacts and bring the costs 
down to what the Zoo might be able to afford, that the Zoo rethink and redesign animal exhibits within 
the existing developed footprint of the Zoo. Without the major expansion of exhibit space, the need to fill 
the zoo with money-making concessions and attractions can also be drastically reduced.  

We urge the Zoo to seriously consider Friends of Griffith Park’s recommendations to reduce the 
environmental impacts of the Vision Plan. 

Sincerely,

President
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL MEMORANDUM 

 
 

Date: March 11, 2019 

To: Amanda Amaral, Environmental Specialist III 
Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 

From: Eddie Guerrero, Senior Transportation Engineer 
 Department of Transportation 

Subject: LA ZOO VISION PLAN, INITIAL STUDY – DOT REVIEW 

Thank you for providing the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT), Metro Planning and 
Development Review Division, the opportunity to provide comments on the Initial Study (IS) for the Los 
Angeles Zoo Vision Plan.  

Included as Project Objectives are the following areas:

 Environmental Sustainability. Incorporate sustainable design practices into Zoo facilities to 
ensure resource conservation consistent with City’s Sustainability City pLAn and One Water LA 
2040 Plan.  

 Accessibility. Design the Zoo to serve the needs of a diverse population of all ages and abilities 
through incorporation of Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)-compliant pathways and exhibit 
features and facilities for families and those with special needs, along with a cohesive approach 
to wayfinding. 

 Multi-modal Access. Improve multi-modal accessibility and regional transportation to the Zoo, 
including the provision for alternative transportation options to reduce congestion and improve 
the circulation of vehicle traffic. 

The City’s Sustainability pLAn has transportation-related goals including, reducing per capita vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT) by 5% by 2025 and a 10% reduction by 2035. The pLAn also wants to increase the non-car 
mode share (walking, bicycling, public transit) to 35% of all trips by 2025 and 50% by 2035. Similar 
ambitious transportation goals are embedded in other guiding City documents, such as the Mobility Plan 
2035. These goals can only be achieved through deliberate action by City agencies and partners, and the 
Zoo’s Vision Plan is an opportunity to help the City reach these benchmarks. 

Regarding specific transportation-related measures, the IS states that the Vision Plan proposes both on 
and off-site roadway improvements to address internal parking lot circulation deficiencies and offsite 
vicinity congestion. According to the IS, such improvements may include: 

 Modifications at the intersection of Zoo Drive and Western Heritage Way, including grade 
changes, stoplights, and other circulation changes to address peak backups and congestion on 
both I-5 and SR-134.  
Realigning Western Heritage Way/ Crystal Springs Drive to the southern perimeter of the parking 
lots to create a unified guest parking lot and reduce pedestrian street crossings. This road 
realignment would also allow the Zoo’s southbound bus stop to be moved to Western Heritage 
Way between the Zoo and Autry Museum of the American West. 
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Amanda Amaral 2 March 11, 2019 
 
 

 Adding approximately 2,447 car parking spaces. 
 Bike racks 
 Connections to the L.A. Metro bicycle paths along the Los Angeles River channel, Crystal Springs 

Drive, and to other bike paths within Griffith Park as well as the adjacent street network. 
 
As noted in the IS, the proposed Project would result in additional pollutant sources associated with 
increased vehicle traffic to the Project site and surrounding recreational uses within Griffith Park. Given 
the potentially significant impacts the project may have on transportation, and the City’s transition in how 
transportation impacts are evaluated, it is important that the measures intended to address congestion 
be viewed in relation to efforts to incorporate environmental sustainability and multi-modal access. 
 
Therefore, in order to ensure this consideration, LADOT would like to work with the Zoo and Bureau of 
Engineering as early as possible in the environmental review process to ensure transportation-related 
sustainability goals are appropriately considered in the project design as well as to avoid potential conflicts 
with documents such as the Mobility Plan 2035 and Sustainability City pLAn.    
 
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me directly at (213) 972-8476 
 
EG:sm 
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February 19th, 2019 

Amanda Amaral 
Environmental Specialist III 
Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
Los Angeles Zoo 53333 Zoo Drive. 
Los Angeles, CA 90027 

Dear Amanda, 

It was good to meet you and your team last week to discuss the scoping work for the 
Environmental Impact Report for the LA Zoo’s Vision Plan. 

Griffith Park is our big backyard, and the LFNC is committed to informing our neighbors 
of future development of the park, and its attractions.  We also care deeply about the 
impact such changes may have on the natural environment of the park and the 
surrounding area, including much of the Los Feliz neighborhood. 

As I mentioned, I recommend that you remain in close contact with the teams responsible 
for other projects in the park and share data. An excellent place to start would be with the 
proposed intrapark shuttle and possible future DASH service from the Universal 
Studio/North Hollywood METRO Redline stations. 

I will encourage our members and the broader public to examine the Notice of 
Preparation and submit feedback. 

Please keep us informed of the progress of the EIR, the best way would be via email to 
both president@losfeliznc.org and recreation@losfeliznc.org. 

Good luck with the remainder of the scoping process. 

Respectfully, 

Jon Deutsch 
President, Los Feliz Neighborhood Council 
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

LA Zoo Vision Plan EIR Comments 
5 messages

Debra Matlock <debra.matlock@losfeliznc.org> Mon, Mar 11, 2019 at 10:28 AM
To: amanda.amaral@lacity.org, denise.verret@lacity.org
Cc: angie.aramayo@lacity.org, rachel.fox@lacity.org, allisoncohen@mac.com, julia.forgie@losfeliznc.org

Dear Amanda Amaral and Acting Zoo Director Denise Verret, 

The Los Feliz Neighborhood Council’s Environmental Affairs Committee has reviewed the BOE’s Initial Study of the Zoo Vision Plan and has some
recommendations for the Zoo and the Bureau of Engineering’s future EIR. We will list them in order of appearance in the IS. Also we have some additional
thoughts for the Zoo’s Vision Plan that do not fall under the EIR.

Agriculture and Forest Resources: The removal of hundreds of mature native trees for an exhibit about California to later be replaced by new native trees is
quite tone deaf and antithetical to the values of California as a whole, and Los Feliz specifically. The Zoo should consider a redesign that tries to incorporate at
least some of the old growth trees. During this time when the City of Los Angeles is reevaluating its urban forestry, this feels like a tremendous misstep and a
violation of City Ordinance 177404. We respectfully request a walkthrough of the site to see how many trees would be affected. Perhaps there are some
significant trees that could be identified and kept.

Air Quality: We would hope that the 300 children who attend the Zoo Magnet High School would qualify as “sensitive receptors” yet they seemed
conspicuously absent from the report. Perhaps they do not qualify under the strict definition, but that facility and the Autry will be subjected to 20 years of
intermittent fugitive dust and engine exhaust from construction.

To mitigate exhaust, fully electric mini-excavators are currently available and should be used on this project where applicable. Also, the presence of asbestos
in the older buildings would necessitate careful and responsible demolition, removal and disposal. 

Energy: We wondered why the goal was only LEED Certified Silver? Shouldn’t the starting goal be Platinum and then adjusted down as the project is
underway? Or is there an already known reason that it can only reach LEED Silver? Are there plans to have more living green roofs on new buildings like the
LAIR exhibit?

Water Usage: this is the part of the plan that we are most excited about as is. We support the usage of recycled water for irrigation, and the plan to collect
80% of stormwater and reduce consumption by 44%. These are ambitious and exciting numbers. The details of the plan including the use of wetlands for
filtration are well thought-out and researched. The restroom efficiency plan is also solid. We are very excited in how forward thinking this section is.
(Hopefully, this level of innovation can be applied to a total rethink of the Transportation portion of the Zoo Vision Plan.) 

Noise: The mission of a zoo should be about the positive wellbeing of the animals. So we wonder what the ramifications are for 20 years of noisy
construction, including a potential blasting of bedrock for the Condor Canyon, on the welfare of the animals? We know that P22 has limited territory as it is,
will this noise further encroach on him, perhaps driving him into the community or to flee only to be hit crossing a freeway? Also there are sizable additions to
the Zoo’s rental facilities that include amplified music and loud speakers. How will frequent, noisy corporate events affect the animals? And does this perhaps
cross the line into animals as entertainment rather than responsible stewardship?

Transportation/Traffic:  This section contains the most missed opportunities in the plan. The feeling is that there should be either a structure OR the parking
lot, but not both. Our figures suggest you are actually inducing a demand of 3.8 million visitors with 4793 parking spaces. We request that a study be made of
which is the most environmentally friendly option: The parking lot, which creates a heat island effect, but could be mitigated with solar parking canopies and
trees vs. the garage which has a smaller heat island footprint and could have solar panels and/or a green roof and vertical gardens, but then again is made of
concrete which produces as much CO2 as it weighs. It seems important to actually get this right, since the recent reports about climate change are pretty dire.
Also consider congestion pricing to incentivize alternate modes of arrival. The garage, if built, must be connected to a DASH service or other park shuttle that
allows visitors to park once and visit the other attractions. Also using it in the evening to shuttle people to The Greek Theatre seems key to justifying its
existence.

As for all the Zoo’s internal transportation we think that it should all be electric: tour vehicles, service vehicles and the Zoomobile. A further expansion of
your EV charging stations would be appreciated. 

Also more frequent weekend bus service from Metro Bus 96 would be useful. Once an hour on Sundays, is not an option for most families with small
children.

Tribal Cultural Resources: the IS speculates that remains or artifacts won’t be found due to prior construction of the golf course and zoo. However it’s
possible that construction in past eras may not have been as sensitive to preserving artifacts as we might be today. Coupled with the knowledge that the
Tongva lived in nearby Fern Dell, it’s quite possible that artifacts will be found during construction. We want to make sure that the zoo’s agreement with the
Native American Heritage Commission is thoughtful and respectful to our original Los Feliz residents. Furthermore, If artifacts are found, in might make
sense to highlight the Tongva in the California exhibit. 

Additional thoughts on the Zoo’s Vision Plan:

Equitable ticketing: We could not find reduced price tickets available on the website or in the Vision Plan. We feel that the ticket price is prohibitively
expensive for lower income families, and as a city-owned entity the Zoo has a responsibility to serve all its residents. There should be EBT card holder
discounts. Also using alternate modes of transportation could be incentivized through ticket discounts for using mass transit or bicycling/scootering/alternate
modes to the zoo.
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Billy: Expand the area for Billy the elephant, providing a mini sanctuary for him on the edge of the zoo, off exhibit. He could be in his sanctuary during the
day and then after the zoo is closed, routed back to the barn for sleep and routine upkeep. This might be enough to alleviate concerns of animal activists who
want him to be moved to a sanctuary (which is not currently available since he is male.) The stress of moving him to a new location could kill him, but on the
other hand, most people we’ve spoken to, find seeing Billy in the exhibit to be a little depressing. The female elephants provide the public with the
“ambassador animal” experience that is so important for zoos to draw attention to the plight of endangered animals.

Vegetarian/Vegan Meal Options: It seems pretty obvious to include plant based meal options at a zoo, since zoos ostensibly attract people who love animals.
It makes sense thematically and environmentally. Parents, especially in our neighborhood, are looking for healthier meal options for kids and adults alike.
Also we do appreciate the current policy that allows one to bring snacks into the zoo. Membership families who visit the zoo more often, but for shorter
durations, appreciate not having to buy lunch.

We look forward to following this as it becomes an EIR. We consider the Zoo and Griffith Park to be jewels in the crown of LA and we want to share our
institutions with the world without compromising our values. 

To be clear, timing did not allow this letter to be agendized for a full board vote by the Los Feliz Neighborhood Council and reflects the opinions of the
committee only, at this time. 

Thank you for your time,

The Los Feliz Neighborhood Council 
Environmental Affairs Committee

Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org> Mon, Mar 11, 2019 at 10:33 AM
To: Debra Matlock <debra.matlock@losfeliznc.org>
Cc: Denise Verret <denise.verret@lacity.org>, angie.aramayo@lacity.org, rachel.fox@lacity.org, allisoncohen@mac.com,
julia.forgie@losfeliznc.org

Good morning,

Thank you for providing comments on the LA Zoo Vision Plan Notice of Preparation/Initial Study on behalf of The Los
Feliz Neighborhood Council Environmental Affairs Committee. Your comments will be taken into consideration as we
develop the scope of our technical studies. In addition, your comments will be addressed directly in the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR), which we anticipate to be available for public review in the fall of this year.

Best,

Amanda 
[Quoted text hidden]

--  
Amanda Amaral, MS
Environmental Management Group | Environmental Specialist lll
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Mail Stop 939
Phone: 213 485 5733 | Fax: 213 847 0656

   

Proud to be Named 2018 WTS-LA Employer of the Year

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This electronic message transmission contains information from the City of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works - Bureau of Engineering, which may be confidential or protected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or the work product doctrine.  If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use
of the content of this information is prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by
e-mail and delete the original message and any attachments without reading or saving in any manner.
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Debra Matlock <debra.matlock@losfeliznc.org> Mon, Mar 11, 2019 at 10:43 AM
To: Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

Thank you so much! We look forward to it! 
 
Debra Matlock
District C Representative
Environmental Affairs Committee Co-Chair
Transportation + Mobility Committee  
Los Feliz Neighborhood Council 
[Quoted text hidden]

Denise Verret <denise.verret@lacity.org> Mon, Mar 11, 2019 at 11:18 AM
To: Debra Matlock <debra.matlock@losfeliznc.org>
Cc: Amanda Griesbach <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>, angie.aramayo@lacity.org, rachel.fox@lacity.org,
allisoncohen@mac.com, julia.forgie@losfeliznc.org, Darryl Pon <darryl.pon@lacity.org>

Debra,
 
We appreciate you and the Committee taking the time to provide such thoughtful and constructive feedback which will
inform the scope of the technical studies and your comments will be addressed directly in the Draft Environmental
Impact Report (EIR).  As it relates to the additional thoughts on the Zoo's Vision Plan, please see my comments below:
 
Additional thoughts on the Zoo’s Vision Plan:
 
Equitable ticketing: We could not find reduced price tickets available on the website or in the Vision Plan. We feel that the
ticket price is prohibitively expensive for lower income families, and as a city-owned entity the Zoo has a responsibility to
serve all its residents. There should be EBT card holder discounts. Also using alternate modes of transportation could be
incentivized through ticket discounts for using mass transit or bicycling/scootering/alternate modes to the zoo.  
 
We agree that accessibility and equity are essential to ensuring that our visitors are diverse and that our general
admissions pricing is not a barrier to access.  Our commitment is demonstrated by free access to all LAUSD schools
visiting on field trips, Recreation and Parks rec center groups and Head Start Programs.  In addition, all non-LAUSD
school groups on field trips only pay $3 per student and $5 per teacher/chaperones.   Annual attendance from these
groups is over 138,000.  In addition, we have just been piloting an EBT cardholder program where admission is $5 per
person (see link below).  The program was piloted in January and sunsets at the end of March.  We expect to implement
this program at the beginning of the fiscal year (July 1) on an ongoing basis.
 
https://www.lazoo.org/visit/
 
Billy: Expand the area for Billy the elephant, providing a mini sanctuary for him on the edge of the zoo, off exhibit. He
could be in his sanctuary during the day and then after the zoo is closed, routed back to the barn for sleep and routine
upkeep. This might be enough to alleviate concerns of animal activists who want him to be moved to a sanctuary (which is
not currently available since he is male.) The stress of moving him to a new location could kill him, but on the other hand,
most people we’ve spoken to, find seeing Billy in the exhibit to be a little depressing. The female elephants provide the
public with the “ambassador animal” experience that is so important for zoos to draw attention to the plight of
endangered animals.
 
We continue to explore opportunities to enhance our elephant program, with welfare our number one priority for all of
the elephants in our care.
 
Vegetarian/Vegan Meal Options: It seems pretty obvious to include plant based meal options at a zoo, since zoos
ostensibly attract people who love animals. It makes sense thematically and environmentally. Parents, especially in our
neighborhood, are looking for healthier meal options for kids and adults alike. Also we do appreciate the current policy
that allows one to bring snacks into the zoo. Membership families who visit the zoo more often, but for shorter durations,
appreciate not having to buy lunch.
 
We are in the process of selecting a new concessions contractor for the Zoo after many years.  The Request for Proposals
included the City's Good Food Purchasing Program (attached) which is a comprehensive policy aimed at using purchasing
power to encourage the production and consumption of food that is healthy, affordable, fair, and sustainable.  We expect
that the new contract will ensure healthy options for our visitors in an environmental and sustainable way.
 
Again, thank you for your feedback and I look forward to working with you in the future.
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Denise

Denise M. Verret
Interim Zoo Director
Los Angeles Zoo & Botanical Gardens
5333 Zoo Drive
Los Angeles, CA  90027
(323) 644-4264 

Denise.Verret@lacity.org
www.lazoo.org 

[Quoted text hidden]

LA CITY Good Food purchasing policy.pdf 
2177K

Debra Matlock <debra.matlock@losfeliznc.org> Mon, Mar 11, 2019 at 11:39 AM
To: Denise Verret <denise.verret@lacity.org>
Cc: Amanda Griesbach <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>, angie.aramayo@lacity.org, rachel.fox@lacity.org,
allisoncohen@mac.com, julia.forgie@losfeliznc.org, Darryl Pon <darryl.pon@lacity.org>

Thank you so much for your quick response and clarifications, Denise!

We look forward to seeing how the project progresses. 

Debra Matlock
District C Representative
Environmental Affairs Committee Co-Chair
Transportation + Mobility Committee  
Los Feliz Neighborhood Council 
[Quoted text hidden]

<LA CITY Good Food purchasing policy.pdf>
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Dear Amanda Amaral, 

The Transportation + Mobility Committee of the Los Feliz Neighborhood 

Council would like to offer some thoughts on the transportation portion of the 

Zoo Vision Plan Initial Study. 

The committee feels that a more holistic approach needs to be taken in its 

consideration of transportation within the park, and it will require interagency 

coordination.  

Consider all the plans already in existence, namely: the CD4 Comprehensive 

Strategies Report, Vision Zero, Mobility 2035, and the LA River Revitalization 

Master Plan. Consider how much has changed in 20 years and then imagine 

how different the future will be. We are on the precipice of self-driving cars, 

and an explosion of motorized dockless bikes which basically removes hilly 

terrain or arriving somewhere sweaty as barriers to use. Transportation is 

undergoing profound changes and we need to create the transformative and 

world-class future we want, not be stuck in an SUV-centric holdover from the 

past. 

The parking structure is NOT popular amongst our committee or constituents. 

And the only way inducing demand, with a massive parking structure, is at all 
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palatable, is by making sure it is connected with a Griffith Park circulation 

shuttle allowing visitors to park once and then take a electric shuttle to other 

points in the park: Shane’s Inspiration, Golf Course, Greek Theatre, Griffith 

Observatory, Fern Dell, and Travel Town.  

We also have concerns that there is a discrepancy in tone in the Initial Study. 

Early on in the report (pg. 2-4) it says:  

Improve multi-modal accessibility and regional transportation to the 
Zoo, including the provision of alternative transportation options to 
reduce congestion and improve the circulation of vehicle traffic. 

That sounds thoughtful…but then later on (pg. 4-52) the report is dismissive of 

these other modes: 

Proposed Project implementation would also potentially attract a 
greater number of pedestrians and cyclists to the vicinity, due to the 
projected visitation increase over the 20-year planning horizon. However, 
these modes of visitation are expected to be limited given the Zoo’s 
location. As Zoo Drive, Western Heritage Way, and Crystal Springs Drive, 
currently include striping for class II bicycle paths, it is anticipated that 
implementation of the proposed Project would not exceed the capacity 
of the existing bicycle infrastructure in the vicinity of the Project site. In 
conjunction with increased turning movements from these roads, the 
increased presence of both vehicles and pedestrian and bicycle crossings 
at intersections near the Project site (e.g. Zoo Drive and Crystal Springs 
Drive) would result in increased traffic-related hazards. 

Firstly, the location of the Zoo does NOT limit these modes of transportation. 

Griffith Park has a bicycle rental facility a six-minute bike ride from the zoo and 
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the terrain is relatively flat. Secondly, dockless bikes and scooters are only going 

to become more prevalent. And thirdly, the LA River is currently being 

revitalized and will bring even more people to that area via the river path, who 

will traverse the section of road which claimed Damian Kevitt’s leg in a horrific 

hit and run crash in 2013.  It is incumbent that the road be designed for the 

safety of pedestrians and cyclists, and not simply a lamentation that “increased 

presence…would result in increase traffic-related hazards.” Protected bike lanes, 

bulb-out curbs, leading pedestrian intervals for crossing are all easy ways to 

protect our most vulnerable patrons of Griffith Park. Accepting bad behavior 

from car drivers as inevitable needs to stop. 

This brings us to a notable omission from the report. You have remarked upon 

the back up onto the 134 and the 5 freeways when the zoo is busy, 

predominantly on weekends. However you must consider the extreme backup 

at rush hour from the intersection of Western Heritage Way and N. Zoo Drive all 

the way back to the access road that cuts behind the north section of the zoo 

parking lot. (See attached map.)  As it is a single lane, people driving toward 

the golf course and points south are stuck behind cut-through traffic making a 

left to get on the 5 South. This back up encourages frustrated drivers to drive 

diagonally across the empty parking lot, not obeying speed limits or painted 

lane markings, to bypass the traffic. Please take an afternoon to observe this 
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phenomenon and then make sure that stretch has two eastbound lanes to 

accommodate local park traffic and cut-through commuters. 

A side note about about the Zoo’s Vision Plan and its design goals. We hope 

the Los Angeles Zoo aspires to be a world-class sustainable institution that 

considers more than just USGBC LEED standards. Unique to your future 

development are the large-scaled site characteristics which have so much 

potential for inspiring citizens of the world and can dramatically reduce your 

e co l o g i ca l f o o t p r i n t . Th e S u s t a i n a b l e S i t e s I n i t i a t i ve ( h t t p : / /

www.sustainablesites.org/) can offer Platinum Certification for enclosed 

buildings and open space campuses, ensuring resiliently designed 

environments that benefit both the community and the property owner.  You 

can find several examples of publicly operated projects that have over 100-

acres that are certified. As you might be aware, a portion of The Cincinnati Zoo 

& Botanical Garden has been certified by the Living Future Institute's Living 

Building Challenge (https://living-future.org/lbc/case-studies/cincinnati-zoo-

botanical-garden-painted-dog-exhibit/). 

It’s never too early in the project design process to consider the actionable and 

holistic checklist offered by The Living Principles for Design (https://

www.aiga.org/the-living-principles-for-design). 
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The rest of the plan is so forward thinking it’s disappointing that the 

transportation portion ended up so uninspiring. Griffith Park is definitely a 

place that traffic calming measures and thoughtful urban planning and road 

design can be implemented. Park roads have a different feel than main streets 

and you have more leeway to make truly equitable paths. 

Thank you, 

The Los Feliz Neighborhood Council 

Transportation + Mobility Committee
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SENT VIA USPS AND E-MAIL:  March 5, 2019  
Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org 
Amanda Amaral, Environmental Specialist III 
Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering, Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
 

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed 
Los Angeles Zoo Vision Plan 

 
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to comment 
on the above-mentioned document.  SCAQMD staff’s comments are recommendations regarding the 
analysis of potential air quality impacts from the Proposed Project that should be included in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR).  Please send SCAQMD a copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion.  
Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to 
SCAQMD.  Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMD at the address shown in the 
letterhead.  In addition, please send with the Draft EIR all appendices or technical documents 
related to the air quality, health risk, and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air 
quality modeling and health risk assessment files1.  These include emission calculation spreadsheets 
and modeling input and output files (not PDF files).  Without all files and supporting 
documentation, SCAQMD staff will be unable to complete our review of the air quality analyses in 
a timely manner.  Any delays in providing all supporting documentation will require additional 
time for review beyond the end of the comment period. 
 
Air Quality Analysis 
SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to 
assist other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses.  SCAQMD staff recommends that 
the Lead Agency use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analyses.  Copies of the 
Handbook are available from the SCAQMD’s Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-
3720.  More recent guidance developed since this Handbook was published is also available on 
SCAQMD’s website at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-
handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993).  SCAQMD staff also recommends that the Lead Agency use 
the CalEEMod land use emissions software.  This software has recently been updated to incorporate up-
to-date state and locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant emissions 
from typical land use development.  CalEEMod is the only software model maintained by the California 
Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This 
model is available free of charge at: www.caleemod.com. 
 
On March 3, 2017, the SCAQMD’s Governing Board adopted the 2016 Air Quality Management Plan 
(2016 AQMP), which was later approved by the California Air Resources Board on March 23, 2017.  
Built upon the progress in implementing the 2007 and 2012 AQMPs, the 2016 AQMP provides a regional 
                                                 
1 Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15174, the information contained in an EIR shall include summarized technical data, 
maps, plot plans, diagrams, and similar relevant information sufficient to permit full assessment of significant environmental 
impacts by reviewing agencies and members of the public.  Placement of highly technical and specialized analysis and data in the 
body of an EIR should be avoided through inclusion of supporting information and analyses as appendices to the main body of 
the EIR.  Appendices to the EIR may be prepared in volumes separate from the basic EIR document, but shall be readily 
available for public examination and shall be submitted to all clearinghouses which assist in public review. 
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perspective on air quality and the challenges facing the South Coast Air Basin.  The most significant air 
quality challenge in the Basin is to achieve an additional 45 percent reduction in nitrogen oxide (NOx) 
emissions in 2023 and an additional 55 percent NOx reduction beyond 2031 levels for ozone attainment.  
The 2016 AQMP is available on SCAQMD’s website at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/library/clean-air-
plans/air-quality-mgt-plan.       
 
SCAQMD staff recognizes that there are many factors Lead Agencies must consider when making local 
planning and land use decisions.  To facilitate stronger collaboration between Lead Agencies and 
SCAQMD to reduce community exposure to source-specific and cumulative air pollution impacts, 
SCAQMD adopted the Guidance Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local 
Planning in 2005.  This Guidance Document provides suggested policies that local governments can use 
in their General Plans or through local planning to prevent or reduce potential air pollution impacts and 
protect public health.  SCAQMD staff recommends that the Lead Agency review this Guidance 
Document as a tool when making local planning and land use decisions.  This Guidance Document is 
available on SCAQMD’s website at: http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/planning/air-quality-
guidance/complete-guidance-document.pdf.  Additional guidance on siting incompatible land uses (such 
as placing homes near freeways or other polluting sources) can be found in the California Air Resources 
Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective, which can be found at: 
http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf.  Guidance2 on strategies to reduce air pollution exposure near 
high-volume roadways can be found at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/rd_technical_advisory_final.PDF. 
 
SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized air quality significance thresholds.  SCAQMD 
staff requests that the Lead Agency compare the emissions to the recommended regional significance 
thresholds found here: http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scaqmd-air-quality-
significance-thresholds.pdf.  In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, SCAQMD staff 
recommends calculating localized air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance 
thresholds (LSTs).  LSTs can be used in addition to the recommended regional significance thresholds as 
a second indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA document.  Therefore, when preparing 
the air quality analysis for the Proposed Project, it is recommended that the Lead Agency perform a 
localized analysis by either using the LSTs developed by SCAQMD or performing dispersion modeling 
as necessary.  Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at: 
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-
thresholds.  
 
When specific development is reasonably foreseeable as result of the goals, policies, and guidelines in the 
Proposed Project, the Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts and sources 
of air pollution that could occur using its best efforts to find out and a good-faith effort at full disclosure 
in the Draft EIR.  The degree of specificity will correspond to the degree of specificity involved in the 
underlying activity which is described in the Draft EIR (CEQA Guidelines Section 15146).  When 
quantifying air quality emissions, emissions from both construction (including demolition, if any) and 
operations should be calculated.  Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but are not 
limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, 
paving, architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-
road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, material transport trips).  Operation-related 
air quality impacts may include, but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), 
area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and 
                                                 
2 In April 2017, CARB published a technical advisory, Strategies to Reduce Air Pollution Exposure Near High-Volume 
Roadways: Technical Advisory, to supplement CARB’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective.  
This technical advisory is intended to provide information on strategies to reduce exposures to traffic emissions near high-volume 
roadways to assist land use planning and decision-making in order to protect public health and promote equity and environmental 
justice.  The technical advisory is available at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/landuse.htm.    
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entrained dust).  Air quality impacts from indirect sources, such as sources that generate or attract 
vehicular trips, should be included in the analysis.  Furthermore, for phased projects where there will be 
an overlap between construction and operation, the emissions from the overlapping construction and 
operational activities should be combined and compared to SCAQMD’s regional air quality CEQA 
operational thresholds to determine the level of significance.  
 
In the event that the Proposed Project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-
fueled vehicles, it is recommended that the Lead Agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment.  
Guidance for performing a mobile source health risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for 
Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis”) can 
be found at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-
toxics-analysis.  An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the use of equipment potentially 
generating such air pollutants should also be included.   
 
Mitigation Measures 
In the event that the Proposed Project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires 
that all feasible mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project 
construction and operation to minimize or eliminate these impacts.  Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15126.4 (a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed.  Several 
resources are available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible mitigation measures for the 
Proposed Project, including: 

 Chapter 11 “Mitigating the Impact of a Project” of SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook 
 SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages available here: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-

quality-analysis-handbook/mitigation-measures-and-control-efficiencies 
 SCAQMD’s Rule 403 – Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling 

construction-related emissions and Rule 1403 – Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation 
Activities  

 CAPCOA’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures available here:  
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-
Final.pdf 

 
Alternatives 
In the event that the Proposed Project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires 
the consideration and discussion of alternatives to the project or its location which are capable of avoiding 
or substantially lessening any of the significant effects of the project.  The discussion of a reasonable 
range of potentially feasible alternatives, including a “no project” alternative, is intended to foster 
informed decision-making and public participation.  Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(d), 
the Draft EIR shall include sufficient information about each alternative to allow meaningful evaluation, 
analysis, and comparison with the Proposed Project. 
 
Permits 
In the event that implementation of the Proposed Project requires a permit from SCAQMD, SCAQMD 
should be identified as a Responsible Agency for the Proposed Project in the Draft EIR.  For more 
information on permits, please visit SCAQMD’s webpage at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/permits.  
Questions on permits can be directed to SCAQMD’s Engineering and Permitting staff at (909) 396-3385. 
 
Data Sources 
SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s Public 
Information Center at (909) 396-2039.  Much of the information available through the Public Information 
Center is also available via the SCAQMD’s webpage (http://www.aqmd.gov). 

16-1
(cont.)

16-2

16-3

16-4

C-115



Amanda Amaral -4- March 5, 2019 
 

SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project air quality impacts are 
accurately evaluated and mitigated where feasible.  Please contact me at (909) 396-3308, should you have 
any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Lijin Sun 
Lijin Sun, J.D.  
Draft Supervisor, CEQA IGR 
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources 

 
LS 
LAC190125-02 
Control Number 
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

Thoughts on the LA Zoo Plan 
2 messages

Alex Gruenenfelder <gruenenfelderlens@gmail.com> Thu, Feb 7, 2019 at 5:32 PM
To: Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

Dear Amanda, 

My name is Alex, and I have been a zoo member as long as my memory
goes back. As a child I attended Zoo Camp every summer, and have been 
a very strong and vocal zoo supporter ever since. I am currently a 
high school senior, but working for my father's themed entertainment 
company part-time has also given me an interesting perspective on
redesigns like this one. I have written a long email, but I wanted to 
address all of my thoughts about the vision plan. (I will start off 
with a simplified version: I love it!) 

To start, I think the idea of a vision plan allows for so much
improvement of the zoo into the future. 273% more space for animals is 
an absolutely massive amount, which I think is wonderful. Especially 
in a city like Los Angeles, pseudoscience groups like PETA too often
spread anti-zoo rhetoric, and improvements in space (for both animals 
and guests) are wonderful for all -- and a great part of showing the 
public the good that zoos really do. I'm very glad to hear about those 
improvements.

The entrance is very much improved. I've never had any objection to 
the zoo entrance but it mostly just acted as an entrance, while the 
new entrance appears to be an interesting part of the zoo experience
in itself. The California area is a great way of blending our own 
backyard into the zoo ecosystem. On an aesthetic and architectural 
level, the canyon is a great idea. Visiting other zoos, Los Angeles 
has some of the best animal care and education, but it's features like
that that I've seen in other zoos that I really appreciate in this 
vision. And a former Zoo Camp kid who did the hike up to the condor 
breeding facility, I love the incorporation of the California condors. 
I'm glad to see that more attention will be placed on these wonderful
animals; though the CCRZ is a great exhibit, it is a bit out of the 
way and goes unnoticed too often. 

The Water exhibit seems very cool, but I'd be interested to learn more
about it. Its place in the vision is a bit vague, especially 
considering how nearby the aquarium is. The LED experience sets it 
apart a bit, but I still want to know more details on this, as I 
believe many guests do. The reorganization to do with Islands is also
great, as that particular part of the zoo can be very difficult to 
navigate. The more flowing paths are throughout the zoo, the better; 
this is especially the case for families with small children and 
tourists (both major groups in visiting the zoo). The Asia area
specifically reminds me of the Cleveland Metroparks Zoo, which I love. 
There has always been a lack of continuity in the look of that part of 
the zoo, and the Asia design contributes very nicely to connecting 
this area together. The rainforest redesign, too, is great. I was a
bit older when the Rainforests exhibit appeared, but the adding of 
more interactivity there will definitely aid in improving it; I 
remember an app when it first appeared, but now it feels like that 
interactive and technological component has been lost.

Connecting the Nature Play Park more to nature is a great idea. At one 
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meeting I was at discussing the future of the zoo, the idea was often
misunderstood (most notably by a very vocal and self-righteous Los 
Feliz local), but now I think the idea is very explained and works 
well. This expansion is essential for children on summer days; by 
adding in the alligators, this dramatically improves the experience
and keeps the children connected to animals. 

I don't even know what to say about the Africa zone, except that it's 
wonderful. It may be the most improved zone, and connects me to the
best qualities of other zoos I've attended. The aviary and shows seem 
to have improved, but nothing parallels the major developments in 
places such as the Africa area. These architectural updates are the 
best part of the zoo experience improved for guests, while animal care
and space is beautifully improved for the animal residents. 

I end this very long email with two questions. What are the logistics 
of the new "aerial tram"? I was a bit confused as to the concept of
this. Are there any more ways to connect people to animal medical 
care? In Zoo Camp, I always found medical care for these animals 
fascinating and would love to see it again in the zoo. I apologize for 
the very long email, but I wanted to express the greatness I see in
this vision of the future. 

Best wishes, and with love for the Los Angeles Zoo, 
Alex Gruenenfelder
(323)973-0267 
gruenenfelderlens@gmail.com 

Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org> Fri, Feb 8, 2019 at 7:24 AM
To: Alex Gruenenfelder <gruenenfelderlens@gmail.com>

Hi Alex,

Thanks so much for your email. I wanted to let you know that all formal comments will be considered as the
environmental review team develops the scope of our environmental technical studies. In addition, comments will be
formally addressed and responded to in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR), which we anticipate to be released
in the fall of 2019. 

Thanks again for providing your comments. 

Best,

Amanda 
[Quoted text hidden]

--  
Amanda Amaral, MS
Environmental Management Group | Environmental Specialist lll
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Mail Stop 939
Phone: 213 485 5733 | Fax: 213 847 0656
Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

   

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This electronic message transmission contains information from the City of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works - Bureau of Engineering, which may be confidential or protected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or the work product doctrine.  If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

L A Zoo Vision Plan 
2 messages

carol gordon <thecarolanngordon@gmail.com> Sun, Feb 10, 2019 at 11:57 AM
To: Amanda Amaral <Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org>

Sent from my iPhone. Hello Amanda. I attended the meeting yesterday and provided some comments. 1 comment I
withheld because I didn’t want to publicly embarrass anyone. However, my reaction to the plan is it lacks vision,
imagination and originality. The uppermost priority is the safety, health and comfort of the animals.  But considering this is
a plan for 10-20 years, I encourage more vision and creativity which does NOT include a climbing wall. The Zoo and city
certainly doesn’t need more liability issues. Thank you Carol Gordon

Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org> Tue, Feb 12, 2019 at 6:58 AM
To: carol gordon <thecarolanngordon@gmail.com>

Thanks for your comment, Carol. All comments will be addressed directly in the Draft EIR, which we anticipate will be
released in the summer/fall of 2019.

Best,

Amanda 

On Sun, Feb 10, 2019 at 11:57 AM carol gordon <thecarolanngordon@gmail.com> wrote: 

 
Sent from my iPhone. Hello Amanda. I attended the meeting yesterday and provided some comments. 1 comment I
withheld because I didn’t want to publicly embarrass anyone. However, my reaction to the plan is it lacks vision,
imagination and originality. The uppermost priority is the safety, health and comfort of the animals.  But considering this
is a plan for 10-20 years, I encourage more vision and creativity which does NOT include a climbing wall. The Zoo and
city certainly doesn’t need more liability issues. Thank you Carol Gordon

--  
Amanda Amaral, MS
Environmental Management Group | Environmental Specialist lll
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Mail Stop 939
Phone: 213 485 5733 | Fax: 213 847 0656
Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This electronic message transmission contains information from the City of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works - Bureau of Engineering, which may be confidential or protected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or the work product doctrine.  If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use
of the content of this information is prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by
e-mail and delete the original message and any attachments without reading or saving in any manner.
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

No to Zoo Plan 
3 messages

Claire Merrill <merrillclaire@icloud.com> Wed, Feb 6, 2019 at 12:12 PM
To: Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

Hello Amanda Amaral, 

I say no to all capital improvements. I say no to making the animals live on staged sets. I say no to taking money from a
corporation that will build restaurants, flatten the zoo with bulldozers, and fill the stores with their merchandise. I agree
that changes are needed and that GLAZA was appointed as an all volunteer non profit to work on the problems the ZOO
and Botanical Gardens face. Our Zoo is publicly owned by the citizens of the City of Los Angeles. The facilities are fine, It
is the employees that are being squeezed. 

I went to two meetings and the heard GLAZA’s paid representative talked about hope to be like the San Diego Zoo. This
hope was repeated. But it was not realistic. It was not mentioned was the City of Los Angeles owns this zoo. San Diego
does not own it’s zoo. History of that non profit is so different than our zoo.   First Mrs. Scripps planted all the exotic plants
during the 30 years before the San Diego Zoo was was granted the property in Balboa Park. The SD zoo was able, even
after giving free entrance to children for over 30 years, the non profit was able to buy the land the Wild Animal part is on.
Entirely non tax payer funded. 

As citizens of Los Angeles, do we really want to give our zoo away by allowing capital improvements by a non=profit? I do
not want our zoo to look like the San Diego zoo. I grew up there and went to the San Diego Zoo regularly…… By the way,
the San Diego Zoo and Sea World turned out to be horrible employers with super low wages and animals that still live in
cages out of public view. As a citizen of this city I want an authentic presentation of the animals.  What I am most against
is the theme park approach. I say loud and clear "Pay the employees to care for the animals instead. Maybe even hire a
botanist! 

Sincerely Claire Merrill

Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org> Wed, Feb 6, 2019 at 12:26 PM
To: Claire Merrill <merrillclaire@icloud.com>

Thank-you for your comments Claire.

Best,

Amanda 
[Quoted text hidden]

--  
Amanda Amaral, MS
Environmental Management Group | Environmental Specialist lll
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Mail Stop 939
Phone: 213 485 5733 | Fax: 213 847 0656
Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org
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To: "Leachman, Erika" <erika.leachman@woodplc.com>

[Quoted text hidden]

--  
Amanda Amaral, MS
Environmental Management Group | Environmental Specialist lll
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Mail Stop 939
Phone: 213 485 5733 | Fax: 213 847 0656
Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

major concerns about zoo vision plan 
2 messages

Holly Mate-Luber <hollymateluber@gmail.com> Thu, Feb 14, 2019 at 4:03 PM
To: Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

Hi Amanda,

I have been a member of the LA Zoo for 5 years and usually visit every weekend to enjoy the animals and some peace
and quiet. One of my favorite things about our zoo is that there IS peace and quiet, particularly on the outer edges of the
park. I know the vision plan wants to make the pathways more connected and obvious, but I think that would ruin some of
the charm. 

I am also concerned about the potential removal of old trees. I love the shade and seclusion they provide and would be
concerned that their removal would make the zoo a less pleasant place to be for the people and animals. 

I think my biggest concern is the noise and disruption that could be created by the gondola and any other additions to the
shuttle service. I would hate for visitors and animals to constantly be bombarded by the exhaust fumes and the noise of
the vehicles (both the operational noises and any narration). 

Finally---any disruption to the zoo animals, either by construction or by having to move them, would trump any of these
concerns. 

I went to the San Diego Zoo once years ago and never returned for all of the reasons noted above. It was not a pleasant
place to be. They may have had more animals, but the zoo experience was loud, hot, and uninteresting. I kept comparing
it to our zoo and was glad to have what we have here. The San Diego Zoo had loud and frequent shuttles driving all over
the park along with the irritating gondola whizzing by overhead, and the lack of trees in the park to accommodate for
these features made the zoo a hot and visually unappealing place to be. Plus, everyone seemed to be ushered onto the
same central walkways, and it felt more like an overcrowded Disneyland park than a natural zoo and botanical garden. 

We are lucky to have Griffith Park as a secluded and peaceful location for our zoo animals, and we should take
advantage of that. I think the zoo could use some upgrades here and there, but nothing as major as has been outlined in
this vision plan. I fear that most of these "improvements" would be counterproductive and would remove any benefit from
having the zoo in such a nice location. We should appreciate what we already have and work to build on it without as
many major disruptions. 

-Holly

--  
Holly Mate-Luber
(978) 844-4077
hollymateluber@gmail.com
http://www.linkedin.com/in/hollymateluber

Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org> Tue, Feb 19, 2019 at 7:42 AM
To: Holly Mate-Luber <hollymateluber@gmail.com>

Hi Holly,

Thank you for your comments. They will be reviewed and considered and a response will be included in the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR), which we anticipate will be finalized for public review/comment in the fall of 2019.

Best,

Amanda 
[Quoted text hidden]

--  
Amanda Amaral, MS
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Environmental Management Group | Environmental Specialist lll
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Mail Stop 939
Phone: 213 485 5733 | Fax: 213 847 0656
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

LA ZOO VISIONS PLAN EIR COMMENTS 
2 messages

frebee2@aol.com <frebee2@aol.com> Mon, Jan 28, 2019 at 6:37 AM
To: amanda.amaral@lacity.org

Good morning Amanda

My girlfriend and I are members of the ZOO and we attend at least twice a month. She is in a wheelchair and I push her
throughout our visits. I see part of the plan is to improve the walkways. 
Some areas are very bad and we hit some pretty hard bumps and I am afraid she will fall out if her chair.

One item I would like to see is a raised platform with a ramp so people in wheelchairs can enjoy the whole exhibit. Some
of them, she has to look through small holes in the hedges and fencing and is not able to see everything. When we get to
an exhibit I put myself on her level to try to get her the best view possible.

A raised platform would be very helpful to help with this issue.

Thank you for your time and consideration of this for everyone who is in a wheelchair.

James

Sent from AOL Mobile Mail

Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org> Wed, Jan 30, 2019 at 7:07 AM
To: "Leachman, Erika" <erika.leachman@woodplc.com>

[Quoted text hidden]

--  
Amanda Amaral, MS
Environmental Management Group | Environmental Specialist lll
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Mail Stop 939
Phone: 213 485 5733 | Fax: 213 847 0656
Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This electronic message transmission contains information from the City of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works - Bureau of Engineering, which may be confidential or protected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or the work product doctrine.  If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use
of the content of this information is prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by
e-mail and delete the original message and any attachments without reading or saving in any manner.
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

LOS ANGELES ZOO 
1 message

jujem@juno.com <jujem@juno.com> Wed, Jan 30, 2019 at 11:51 AM
To: Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

I am writing to let you know that I STRONGLY oppose any activity that will take away from the welfare of the animals at
the L.A. Zoo.
ALL the animals deserve the space & the freedom to enjoy their lives as much as possible in a zoo environment.
Please do NOT support anything that reduces the space...quality of care..or enrichment of the animals forced to live in the
zoo.
The animals belong in the wild..as long as they are forced to live in the humans world, they MUST, at least, get the best
life they can possibly get.
please do NOT support ANY activity that will reduce their well being.
thank you
Jerri Miller
North Hollywood, Calif.

____________________________________________________________ 
Oncologists Freak Out Over True Cause of Cancer 
pro.healthresponses.org 
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3142/5c520062b0efd626d38st04vuc 
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

Environmental Impact Report/ Comments 
2 messages

Karen Winnick <karen@karenbwinnick.com> Wed, Feb 20, 2019 at 11:37 AM
To: amanda.amaral@lacity.org
Cc: Denise Verret <denise.verret@lacity.org>

Hi Amanda 

I was notified by Denise Verret that I’ve been designated as representative of the LA Zoo Commission to submit
comments regarding the EIR process.

I’m so excited about the new plans for the expansion and enrichment of our LA Zoo. It’s a wonderful resource for our
community and especially for the children
who visit to see and learn about the animals who inhabit our world. Many improvements have been made over the past
years, but parts of our zoo are older,
out-dated and not the best possible habitat for the animals in our care. With the latest information available for providing
for the well-being of animals in captivity, 
it’s our utmost responsibility to provide the most beneficial habitat. Los Angeles is a great, vibrant city and we should hold
the best standards possible in caring for our animals.
We’re a world-class city, we should be a world-class zoo!

As to the EIR, I'm hoping that all of the expansion will offer the best possible integration with the native wildlife that live in
the area and the respectful preservation of habitat
on which development will take place. All building should be accomplished with the latest “green” benefits. Erosion needs
to be taken into account as well as water usage.
During the construction, noise pollution should be considered and kept to a possible minimum.

Thank you for offering me an opportunity to submit comments.

Best,

Karen B. Winnick
President, Los Angeles Zoo Commission 

Visit my new website http://www.karenbwinnick.com/

          

Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org> Wed, Feb 20, 2019 at 12:28 PM
To: Karen Winnick <karen@karenbwinnick.com>
Cc: Denise Verret <denise.verret@lacity.org>

Hi Karen,

Thank-you so much for your comments. All comments will be individually addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact
Report (EIR), which we expect to be released this fall 2019 for public review and comments. 
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Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns regarding the environmental review process.

Best,

Amanda 
[Quoted text hidden]

--  
Amanda Amaral, MS
Environmental Management Group | Environmental Specialist lll
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Mail Stop 939
Phone: 213 485 5733 | Fax: 213 847 0656
Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

LA Zoo Vision Plan 
1 message

Kenneth Aven <krane7@me.com> Tue, Jan 29, 2019 at 4:52 PM
To: Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

I would urge the city to agree with most of the 2028 Vision Plan for the LA Zoo.  I was able to attend the 2017 public
meeting 
at the Zoo and listen to zoo officials and see exhibits that highlighted much of the plans that the zoo would like to
incorporate in the future.  

I don’t know exactly who will read my comments in this email but there are three points I would like to make. 

1) The LA Zoo is a magnet for all the inhabitants of Southern California. I am a zoo member and visit about eight to ten
times 
a year. There is always a rich mixture of cultural groups who take in the animal viewing and the chance to walk in a 
natural setting. So many times, entire families enjoy a refreshing day there. When one compares the value of a day at
the LA Zoo (in terms of education and admission price) with a day at another SoCal institution, Disneyland, one has 
to agree that the zoo experience is of utmost value and importance. The improved zoo plan would add to the majesty of  
this important place. 

2) There are some details in the Zoo plan that are not spelled out. How much more will the admission and concession
prices 
go up to support this modern updated facility. It is extremely important that those families that I mentioned above, will
always
find the LA Zoo affordable family entertainment. Also, it is vital that for the most part, all visitors be treated equally. As an 
example, the San Diego Safari Park, another non-profit zoo, has way too many perks for those with money to throw
around. 
Constantly, one is bombarded with offers while walking the Safari Parks grounds, with upgrades that let people move up
in line or get very close to the animals. Imagine a family of four paying close to $200 for a day at Safari Park and then  
watching as those with even more money get those perks that I just mentioned.  

Of course, a newer zoo will have a need for funds. And yes, there will need to be some attractions that help visitors
pay up a bit more for some perk. But please, keep that to a minimum. Don’t create a two tier system of visitors. The 
LA Zoo has always found ways through various after hour events to raise needed monies. Please keep the zoo 
a democratic experience for all. 

3) Security for the animals (and by extension the human visitors). I asked about this at the 2017 hearing but did not get 
much of an answer. It takes only one crazy person in this gun-filled country to get into the zoo and cause damage. 
For example, when one enters Dodger Stadium, there are security lines so that all can feel safe once inside. 
I’m sure there are plenty of police and other security at the zoo, but to this day there seems to be no
security machines or searching of items at the entry way. The one nice thing about the LA Zoo is that families can 
bring their own lunches and snacks to help defray costs. That should always be continued but there needs to 
be an upgraded system in place to prevent/minimize risks, 

Thank you so much for reading some of my ideas. The LA Zoo is a precious place. People will not care about these 
endangered species unless they come close to them and see their uniqueness and beauty. Build a 21st century 
facility but don’t lose track of who the majority of the visitors are. 
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

VICA Member 
2 messages

Lupe Ramos_Silva <lupe@exceptionalmindsstudio.org> Thu, Mar 7, 2019 at 11:38 AM
To: amanda.amaral@lacity.org

Hello Amada,

I thought of sending you this email with a suggestion before I get wrapped up with the many pending matters on my
plate.  I wanted to suggest to your group for the consideration of a reduced plastic container site. For that, drinking
fountains would need to be fitted with filters (and maintained) and perhaps reassure visitors and staff that the fountains
have clean drinkable, thus encouraging the use of cups (not disposable). This way at least there would be some cut on
the use/disposal of plastic bottles. 

On another note, when designing additional access to friendly and inclusiveness, please keep the disabilities community
in mind. Not only those with a physical disability but also those within the autism community. This disability, in particular, is
not too obvious to many since is not physical.  Auditory issues, anxiety and at times crowded places are triggers for many.
Possible "quiet" areas, like "changing stations" for babies will go a long way to make the Zoo a more inclusive place.
Should you like us to arrange a meeting with some organizations (non-profits) that provide services to this community, I
would be happy to help arrange.

Please let me know your thoughts

Thank you - Lupe 
-- 
Lupe Ramos-Silva 
Development Director 
www.exceptionalmindsstudio.org
13400 Riverside Drive, Suite 211, Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
Lupe@exceptionalmindsstudio.org
Direct - (818) 479-7715

Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 7, 2019 at 12:19 PM
To: Lupe Ramos_Silva <lupe@exceptionalmindsstudio.org>

Hi Lupe,

Thank you for providing comments with regard to the LA Zoo Vision Plan Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Your
comments will be taken into consideration as we develop the scope of our technical studies. In addition, your comments
will be addressed directly in the Draft EIR, which we anticipate to be available for public review in the fall of this year.

Best,

Amanda 
[Quoted text hidden]

-- 
Amanda Amaral, MS
Environmental Management Group | Environmental Specialist lll
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Mail Stop 939
Phone: 213 485 5733 | Fax: 213 847 0656
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

Written comments on LA Zoo Vision Plan EIR 
3 messages

Malcolm Gordon <msgordon@ucla.edu> Mon, Mar 4, 2019 at 6:04 PM
Reply-To: msgordon@ucla.edu
To: Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

                        March 4, 2019

Dear Ms Amaral,

            I attended the Saturday, February 9, 2019 Public Scoping Meeting for the LA Zoo Vision Plan EIR
and made some verbal comments during the discussion.  I have since given various of the issues raised
additional thought and want now to make a written submission for the record.  Please do not hesitate to ask
questions if aspects of these remarks are unclear.

1)      To identify myself:  I am a Research Professor of Biology in the Department of Ecology and
Evolutionary Biology at UCLA.  I have been on the UCLA faculty for 61+ years so far.  I am a
comparative animal physiologist and marine biologist who studies mostly vertebrate biology,
especially fish biology.  I have had moderately extensive experience with planning and
organization of zoos and aquaria, dating back to the 1960s.  That included a year as Assistant
Director for Research for the National Fisheries Center and Aquarium (NFCA) of the US Fish
and Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior in Washington, DC.  The NFCA was a Federal
project designed for construction in East Potomac Park in DC.  Principal designers were Charles
Eames and Kevin Roche.  It was never built (for political reasons) but its design (published as a
small book) has since had substantial influence on modern zoo and aquarium design worldwide.

2) I find the LA Zoo Vision Plan, as presented at the meeting, to be generally well and carefully
done.  It is basically a good plan, but it is less interesting and exciting than I think it can or should
be.  Since it will significantly govern Zoo development for the coming 20 years I suggest it needs
to be substantially stronger and bolder in order to adequately deal with the challenges coming
down the pipe-line.  I fully recognize that political, social and economic realities will strongly
constrain what is possible.  For me that is all the more reason for the plan to reflect thinking on a
grander scale that will make very clear the scale, nature and costs of compromises that will occur.

3)      My first concern is based on the circumstance that the planning process is trying to make
major progress at the same time as the Zoo is searching for a new Director.  I suggest the plan has
to include provisions for the new Director to be able to make significant contributions to the next
20 years of Zoo development.  If it does not I fear that no-one of any significant stature or
experience will want the position.

4)      Accommodating an increase in visitation of up to 50% over present levels is a challenge with
many dimensions.  I think making the Zoo as accessible as possible for all parts of the regional
population is essential.  I suggest that the current ideas on access do not go far enough.  De-
emphasizing private auto access and strongly increasing public transport options, possibly
including a rail (or monorail) access line from a suitable terminal some distance away, should be
more fully considered. Multi-story car parks near the origin of the access line will be required. 
Auto parking near the Zoo should be strictly limited to staff and service needs.  I suggest
considering converting a large part of the present parking lots into natural habitats similar to the
process that the LA County Museum of Natural History in Exposition Park has done.
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5)      I suggest that the plan should more fully emphasize possible interactions in terms of natural
habitat connections with both the rest of Griffith Park and with the Los Angeles River.  There is
an opportunity to contribute to multiple conservation objectives with respect to wildlife corridors
making terrestrial animal movements (from small mammals to deer and mountain lions) much
safer and more accessible.  The closely adjacent and immovable freeways are clearly major
challenges to doing this effectively and economically.

6)      I think the plan needs to extensively consider options with respect to interactions with all
other administrative agencies that will have concerns relating to these suggestions.  Those
interactions will not be easy, simple or fast.

I hope these comments will be of interest and possibly value.

Sincerely, Malcolm Gordon

Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org> Tue, Mar 5, 2019 at 11:23 AM
To: "Leachman, Erika" <erika.leachman@woodplc.com>

[Quoted text hidden]

--  
Amanda Amaral, MS
Environmental Management Group | Environmental Specialist lll
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Mail Stop 939
Phone: 213 485 5733 | Fax: 213 847 0656

   

Proud to be Named 2018 WTS-LA Employer of the Year

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This electronic message transmission contains information from the City of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works - Bureau of Engineering, which may be confidential or protected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or the work product doctrine.  If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use
of the content of this information is prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by
e-mail and delete the original message and any attachments without reading or saving in any manner.

Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org> Tue, Mar 5, 2019 at 11:25 AM
To: msgordon@ucla.edu

Hi Malcolm,

Thanks for your comments. They will be considered as our team develops the scope of our technical studies. In addition,
your comments will directly be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) which is expected to be
released for public review in the fall of this year.

Best,

Amanda  
[Quoted text hidden]

[Quoted text hidden]
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

Zoo Project 
1 message

Mitch GRIES <mitchgries@gmail.com> Wed, Jan 30, 2019 at 12:29 PM
To: Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

Amanda,

I was at the presentation given several months ago at the LA Zoo itself and love the vision.
I commented then both verbally and in written form that we should expand the hours for
visitors to take better advantage of the zoo experience.  10-5 in the summer, spring and fall
only allow the visitors to view the animals when they are lethargic, zoo keepers have shared with me that the animals
tend to be friskier in the morning and evening.  If we are to spend tens of millions of dollars expanding the LA Zoo, let's
also expand the zoo hours.

Mitch 

--  
Mitch Gries

33-1

C-150



This Page Intentionally Left Blank. 

C-151



3/11/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: LA Zoo master plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=7cac54755c&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1627657781920024841&simpl=msg-f%3A16276577819… 1/1

Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

RE: LA Zoo master plan 

Neel Sodha <neel.sodha@gmail.com> Sun, Mar 10, 2019 at 3:01 PM
To: Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

Hello, 

My comments are in regard to the LA Zoo master plan. The proposed plan adds significant parking that disproportionately
discriminates against people who use public transit, walking or biking. If the LA Zoo wants to be a leader in sustainable
growth, parking is not a necessary addition. People who want to attend the LA Zoo will come no matter how much parking
is provided. With less money spent on parking, the LA Zoo can use some of those funds for betterment’s such as walking
paths, bikeways or even a shuttle service from a nearby Metro Rail Station. 

The amount spent on the parking will be so significant that it will affect the entrance price of tickets. For those who do not
drive, even they will have to pay the cost of the garage due to the increased fee. 

If you add parking, the drivers should pay, to make it fair. 

Parking today does not represent growth, it’s actually quite opposite. The most popular places in LA have limited or no
parking, whereas shopping malls with their abundant parking are financially struggling and are no longer popular. Please
do not make the LA Zoo a paved parking area which further encourages automobile usage and discourages people from
coming.  

Remove the added parking garage plans. Focus on public mobility options, such as walking, biking or shuttle services
with nearby Metro Rail stations.

Thank you.
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

Zoo - Suggestion 
1 message

Parrish Hirasaki <parrishh@verizon.net> Fri, Jan 25, 2019 at 5:09 PM
To: amanda.amaral@lacity.org

My input is that many exhibits cannot be viewed by a child sitting in a stroller or a short child.  

In some cases it is ludicrous. There is a see-through fence plus a moat, and shrubbery has been placed between the
fence and the sidewalk.

I have made this complaint/suggestion in writing and submitted it to the office at the zoo twice. No responses and no
improvement (unless recently).

I would seem I need to point out that such children are a major reason most people come to the zoo. Perhaps you can
pass that info on to the staff. 

Marsha Parrish Hirasaki
Culver City 
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February 15, 2019 
 
 
Amanda Amaral, Environmental Specialist III 
Department of Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering, EMG 
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
 
 
Dear Ms. Amaral:  
 
 I write regarding my concerns about the Zoo Vision Plan.  
 
 In the play Inherit the Wind, which is set in the 1920s, the main character 
says:  
 

Progress has never been a bargain. You have to pay for 
it.  Sometimes I think there's a man who sits behind a counter and 
says, "All right, you can have a telephone but you lose privacy and 
the charm of distance. Madam, you may vote but at a price. You 
lose the right to retreat behind the powder puff or your 
petticoat.  Mister, you may conquer the air but the birds will lose 
their wonder and the clouds will smell of gasoline." 

 
 I love the zoo. Los Angeles is fortunate to have such a wonderfully-
landscaped haven from everyday cares, and a peaceful protected space for so 
many animals. I am concerned that some of the proposed changes – a gondola, 
more shuttles, possible tree removals – would change the experience for humans 
and animals alike. In my opinion, it would not be a change for the better.   
 
 Sometimes it’s best to leave well enough alone. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

Comment on the Zoo Vision Plan EIR 
1 message

Richard Bourne <rpbourne@gmail.com> Thu, Jan 31, 2019 at 10:31 AM
To: Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

Amada, 
I looked over the Vision Plan for the LA Zoo in the next 20 years and found it to be rather blind to the reality of our
citizenry and environment.  Lots of talk about sustainability and yet nearly a third of developed land at the zoo is devoted
to unsustainable private automobile use.  Talk about trying to attract more tourists and residents while still only including
people who have access to a private automobile as worthy visitors.   

What about the 10-15% of LA households that do not have a car?  What about the larger number of families that have
only one and cannot use it to get to the zoo?   
What about the large number of LA tourists that do not have access to a car.  How does this integrate with LA Tourism's
Car Free LA initiative?   

Driving is an inherently energy intensive, expensive, noisy, and polluting endeavor; and yet the zoo currently does not
charge a dime for parking, does not have any provisions for transit or bicycle uses; and now the 'Vision' of the future is to
build a massive parking garage?  How is the zoo planning on mitigating all the additional cars, traffic and pollution created
by the new garage?  How does it have the nerve to label that kind of development sustainable? How does the zoo justify
a massive 100 million dollar outlay for the parking expansion.  

From my residence in central LA it takes 75 minutes via public transit to get to the zoo with 2 transfers.  The bus stop is
then a hike from the actual zoo.  Walking from my house would only take 120 minutes, yet there are no sidewalks to
access the park.  All this so I can pay rather steep entrance fees to enter the zoo where my money will go to pay for
parking spaces I'm not using.  It's incredibly backward.  Consider the National Zoo in Washington DC is free to enter but
charges money to park.  

A plan with vision would include a new bus stop right at the bus entrance with shade and seating.  There would be bus
lanes through the property to ensure a bus with 50 people doesn't get stuck behind row after row of cars with 1-2
passengers looking for a parking space or talking on their cell phones.  A real plan would include funding for increasing
bus serve to different parts of LA, including densely populated central LA, everyone in Miracle Mile, Koreatown, and
Hollywood should not have to transfer twice in Downtown to get to the zoo.  A real plan would describe a pricing strategy
to either charge drivers for parking their cars or at least offer discounts to people who did not drive.  These improvements
could be had for far less than 100 million dollars.

We are all waiting for LA to join the 21st century, hopefully our next 20 year plan can take some baby steps towards it.  

Richard Bourne
363 S Bernedo St
LA CA 90020
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

L A Zoo Vision Plan - EIR Comments 
2 messages

robertbond@earthlink.net <robertbond@earthlink.net> Wed, Mar 6, 2019 at 2:09 PM
To: Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

Dear Ms. Amaral,

We are members of the L A Zoo and have reviewed the basic Zoo vision plan.  My husband is handicapped and must use
a wheelchair or scooter when visiting the Zoo.  We applaud the plans to make the grading less steep on walkways. 
Currently we must always be concerned with the steepness of the paths as well as be aware of the many cracks that are
currently in those paths to avoid an accident. 

One thing we would like to stress is how helpful it would be to plan separate accessible restrooms in which a caregiver
can also enter to assist the handicapped person.  We really miss having those at the Zoo currently as it would make our
visits much more enjoyable and longer in length.   

Lastly, we hope you will consider accessibility in all of the Zoo’s future trams, skyways, etc. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our concerns and comments to you.

Sincerely,

Vicki and Robert Bond

626 799-8909

robertbond@earthlink.net

Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org> Wed, Mar 6, 2019 at 3:39 PM
To: robertbond@earthlink.net

Hi Vicki and Robert,

Thank you for providing comments with regard to the LA Zoo Vision Plan Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Your
comments will be taken into consideration as we develop the scope of our technical studies. In addition, your comments
will be addressed directly in the Draft EIR, which we anticipate to be available for public review in the fall of this year.

Best,

Amanda 
[Quoted text hidden]

--  
Amanda Amaral, MS
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Environmental Management Group | Environmental Specialist lll
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Mail Stop 939
Phone: 213 485 5733 | Fax: 213 847 0656

   

Proud to be Named 2018 WTS-LA Employer of the Year

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This electronic message transmission contains information from the City of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works - Bureau of Engineering, which may be confidential or protected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or the work product doctrine.  If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use
of the content of this information is prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by
e-mail and delete the original message and any attachments without reading or saving in any manner.
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Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org>

LA Zoo Master Plan 
2 messages

Zachary Rynew <zrynew@gmail.com> Fri, Mar 8, 2019 at 12:09 PM
To: Amanda.Amaral@lacity.org

Hi Amanda,

I'm opposed to the inclusion of more parking with the reconfiguration of Crystal Springs and the addition of a 2,000 space
parking garage. This plan only exponentially exacerbates traffic and pollution problems and does not provide forward
thinking solutions, especially in terms of protecting our environment. Please look into more multi-modal solutions,
including enhanced bus service which would be more cost effective than building a multi-million dollar parking structure.

Zachary Rynew
Valley Village, 91607

Amanda Amaral <amanda.amaral@lacity.org> Fri, Mar 8, 2019 at 12:50 PM
To: Zachary Rynew <zrynew@gmail.com>

Hi Zachary,

Thank you for providing comments on the LA Zoo Vision Plan Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Your comments will be
taken into consideration as we develop the scope of our technical studies. In addition, your comments will be addressed
directly in the Draft EIR, which we anticipate to be available for public review in the fall of this year.

Best,

Amanda 
[Quoted text hidden]

-- 
Amanda Amaral, MS
Environmental Management Group | Environmental Specialist lll
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Mail Stop 939
Phone: 213 485 5733 | Fax: 213 847 0656

   

Proud to be Named 2018 WTS-LA Employer of the Year

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message transmission contains information from the City of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works - Bureau of Engineering, which may be confidential or protected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or the work product doctrine. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use
of the content of this information is prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by
e-mail and delete the original message and any attachments without reading or saving in any manner.
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·1· · · ·Los Angeles, California, Thursday, February 7, 2019

·2

·3

·4

·5· · · · · · ·(Beginning of meeting)

·6· · · · MS. AMARAL:· Good evening.· Thank you all for being here.

·7· ·My name is Amanda Amaral, and I am from the City of LA's Bureau

·8· ·of Engineering.· I'm here to talk about the LA Zoo Vision Plan

·9· ·and the Environmental Review Process tonight.

10· · · · Over the past two years, the LA Zoo Vision Plan was

11· ·developed through a collaborative public process, and now that

12· ·that process has been completed, we are embarking on the

13· ·Environmental Review Process for the vision plan.

14· · · · I just want to go through our quick agenda for this evening.

15· ·I'm going to go through a few introductions, the purpose of this

16· ·meeting, the overview of the proposed project, the Environmental

17· ·Review Process, some key initial study findings, and talk about

18· ·opportunities for public comment.· If anybody's interested in

19· ·providing a verbal comment after this meeting, there are speaker

20· ·cards that Julia and Erica have here.· Just raise your hand, and

21· ·I'll provide you with one of them, and then after the

22· ·presentation, there will be an opportunity for you to speak up to

23· ·three minutes, and I'll remind you again at the end of the

24· ·presentation.

25· · · · So I'd like to introduce our project team, starting with

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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·1· ·Denise Verret from the zoo; Darryl Pon, who's also from the zoo;

·2· ·Dr. Jan Green Rebstock with the Bureau of Engineering; and our

·3· ·great team of consultants including Erica; Dan; Julia from Wood

·4· ·Environmental Infrastructure Solutions; as well as the Robert

·5· ·Group Crew; and Fehr & Peers.· And also I would like to introduce

·6· ·Alex, who is our Spanish translator.

·7· · · · So Alex, would you like to introduce yourself?

·8· · · · MR. VARELA:· (Speaking Spanish)

·9· · · · MS. AMARAL:· Thank you, Alex.

10· · · · We all have name tags so feel free to find one of us if you

11· ·have any questions after the presentation.

12· · · · The purpose of this meeting is to notify communities -- the

13· ·community, agencies, and interested parties that we are now

14· ·starting the environmental review process for the LA vision --

15· ·the LA Zoo Vision Project in addition to providing an overview of

16· ·the proposed vision plan project.· We'll review some of the key

17· ·findings of the Notice of Preparation in the initial study and

18· ·encourage public feedback and input on the potential

19· ·environmental impacts that may arise with the implementation of

20· ·the vision plan.· And lastly, we want to ensure that the

21· ·community is informed of future opportunities to participate in

22· ·the process.

23· · · · Before I dive into the environmental review process, I'd

24· ·like to go through some highlights of the draft LA Zoo Vision

25· ·Plan.· As I the stated earlier, the development of the vision

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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·1· ·plan has already underwent its own public process.

·2· · · · To start, the draft vision plan is proposing a comprehensive

·3· ·redesign and redevelopment of the Zoo's existing 133 acre site.

·4· ·There are currently 40 acres of undeveloped or underdeveloped

·5· ·land within the 133 acre site.· The vision plan intends to expand

·6· ·and fully utilize these areas to develop new expanded exhibit

·7· ·space, visitor service buildings, zoo facilities, and circulation

·8· ·improvements.· The existing circulation is a legacy of the zoo's

·9· ·original 1966 design with some modifications made between 2002

10· ·and 2016.

11· · · · To create an incremental increase in annual attendance to 3

12· ·million visitors per year by the year 2040.· This will be an

13· ·increase of 1.2 million visitors per year after 20 years.· The

14· ·vision plan intends to achieve this goal by offering meaningful,

15· ·immersive, safe, and fun experiences for guests of all ages.

16· · · · I just want to go through some of the guiding principles of

17· ·the vision plan:· To achieve chief the highest level of animal

18· ·care, to advance conservation efforts locally and globally, to

19· ·create meaningful experiences which are safe and fun experiences

20· ·for visitors and those in the community, to fulfill the promise

21· ·of being a world-class designation, to demonstrate environmental

22· ·sustainability and best practices, and to embody operational

23· ·excellence at every level.

24· · · · Here are a few other key vision plan elements:· 273 percent

25· ·more space solely dedicated to the animals and their welfare; 73

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

7
YVer1f

C-175



·1· ·thousand additional square feet for guests including three new

·2· ·visitor centers, food service facilities, and environmentally

·3· ·sustainable restrooms.· The vision plan is dedicated to

·4· ·implementing environmentally sustainable and energy efficient

·5· ·practices through the use of integrated solar power and rainwater

·6· ·runoff capture and reuse.

·7· · · · Here's a concept map of the proposed LA Zoo vision plan.  I

·8· ·want to highlight a few features including proposed additional

·9· ·parking.· Here is a parking structure and expanded parking in

10· ·this area, a new zoo entry plaza here, three visitor centers,

11· ·California visitor center, the treetops visitor center, and

12· ·Africa visitor center, as well as a funicular and ground and

13· ·aerial tram.· The ground tram is here in orange, and it doubles

14· ·back on part of the pedestrian pathway.· And then you have the

15· ·aerial tram, which starts in California, and it goes over world

16· ·aviary, past Asia, and it ends in the Africa visitor center.

17· · · · This slide shows a rendering from the planning area Africa,

18· ·portraying visitor views overlooking a mixed species exhibit from

19· ·Africa's new visitor center.

20· · · · This rendering is from the vision plan -- from the vision

21· ·plan depicts Condor Canyon in the California planning area.  I

22· ·want to highlight the bridge here, which will provide a unique

23· ·viewpoint and vantage of the area, as well as the proposed

24· ·gradient and elevation changes from the excavation of the

25· ·hillside.
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·1· · · · This drawing illustrates rehabilitated Treetops Visitor

·2· ·Center, whose unique design was made famous by the legendary

·3· ·architect, Charles Luckman.

·4· · · · There are eight phases in the vision plan.· Phases 1 through

·5· ·3 are near-term phases within the next five to ten years, and

·6· ·they are in orange -- and it might be kind of hard to see these.

·7· ·There are these orange areas here, here, and here -- and they

·8· ·include circulation improvements, pedestrian circulation

·9· ·improvements, parking, and Treetops Visitor Center, the

10· ·California exhibit, entry complex and entry plaza, as well as the

11· ·Africa exhibit.

12· · · · Phases 4 through 8 are the long-term phases planning to

13· ·occur within the next 10 to 20 years, and they're depicted in

14· ·blue, which also maybe difficult to see.· I'm going to outline

15· ·them here.· They're kind of intertwined, these areas and this

16· ·area too, and they include Asia and service, water and world

17· ·aviary, the islands exhibit, the administration building, and a

18· ·new parking structure.

19· · · · Now that I've highlighted the main elements of the vision

20· ·plan, I want to shift gears and focus on the Environmental Review

21· ·Process.· The EIR or the Environmental Impact Report scoping

22· ·goals are focused on public involvement, engagement, and

23· ·transparency.· We want to inform the public about the

24· ·Environmental Impact Report process and key issues to be analyzed

25· ·in the Environmental Impact Report or EIR.· We want to inform the
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·1· ·public about opportunities to participate and the schedule for

·2· ·the upcoming Environmental Impact Report.

·3· · · · And it's part of the reason why we are soliciting

·4· ·information tonight, and we are happy to see all of you here

·5· ·tonight.· And there's all also another public scoping meeting on

·6· ·Saturday if you can't get enough of this information.· We want to

·7· ·solicit your input and involve key community members regarding

·8· ·what their potential environmental concerns are from the

·9· ·implementation of this project, and we want to ensure that the

10· ·public is -- the public's needs and concerns are addressed early

11· ·in the process.

12· · · · So the next step is to evaluate and disclose the vision

13· ·plan's potential environmental impacts and address those impacts

14· ·with changes to the project design or by implementing mitigation

15· ·measures.· The Bureau of Engineering has been tasked with

16· ·managing the Environmental Review Process.· The consultant Wood

17· ·Environment and Infrastructure Solutions has been selected to

18· ·assist the city with this process.

19· · · · The EIR process involves many different agencies,

20· ·organizations, interested parties, and the public.· For the LA

21· ·Zoo Vision Plan EIR, the Bureau of Engineering is acting as the

22· ·lead agency on behalf of the City of Los Angeles.

23· · · · This is just a quick overview of the process, the EIR

24· ·process, and the star indicates we are at the very beginning of

25· ·the process, which is great because this is when we want to
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·1· ·receive as much public input and concerns as possible so that we

·2· ·can develop the scope of our technical studies moving forward.

·3· ·Once we have conducted technical studies, there will be a draft

·4· ·EIR, and that will be released.· There will also be an

·5· ·opportunity for public input during that process.· We will

·6· ·respond to those comments in the final EIR, and the final EIR

·7· ·will then go for certification, and the vision plan project

·8· ·itself will go for project approval.

·9· · · · So we're going to collect all comments received up until

10· ·March 11.· Our scoping period started on January 24th, and so

11· ·we're right in the middle of it right now, but there's still

12· ·plenty of time to think about questions and potential concerns

13· ·and submit your comments, including at tonight's meeting.

14· · · · As I stated earlier, we are at the very beginning of the

15· ·Environmental Review Process.· So we are right here, and then

16· ·here's the scoping period.· It's extended scoping period of

17· ·45 days, and this slide shows a timeline of soft dates to look

18· ·out for as we move through this Environmental Review Process.

19· · · · We anticipate the draft EIR to be released in the fall of

20· ·2019, and there will be an extended 60-day public-review period

21· ·and comment period for the public to provide comments.· All

22· ·comments received during this period will be addressed in the

23· ·final EIR.

24· · · · In the winter/spring of 2020, we expect decision makers to

25· ·certify the EIR and to approve the Vision Plan Project.
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·1· · · · This is a list of environmental resource areas, from traffic

·2· ·to aesthetics to cultural resources, water quality and biology,

·3· ·which have been reviewed during the project's initial study.· The

·4· ·initial study is a checklist in which resource areas are

·5· ·screening for potential environmental impacts.· Each resource

·6· ·area identified as having a potential environmental impact will

·7· ·be further analyzed through technical studies.· Study results

·8· ·will be disclosed in the draft EIR.

·9· · · · In the next couple of slides, I'm going to touch base on a

10· ·few resource areas which have been identified in the initial

11· ·study as potentially having an environmental impact as a result

12· ·of the vision plan.· Of note, both construction and operational

13· ·impacts were evaluated in the initial study.· Aesthetics, urban

14· ·forestry, and biological resources may all be impacted by the

15· ·project.· Excavation, grading, construction equipment may

16· ·temporarily impact view shots during construction.

17· · · · The removal or relocation of mature trees throughout the

18· ·20-year period may also impact the urban forest.· However, key

19· ·species will be preserved and new trees will be planted.

20· ·Construction and operational impacts may affect natural

21· ·vegetation and wild life, including the over 200 bird species who

22· ·may roost and nest in theses undeveloped areas.· Mitigation

23· ·measures and best-management practices will be evaluated to

24· ·reduce impacts and presented in the draft EIR.

25· · · · Transportation:· The zoo adjacent streets and freeways may
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·1· ·be impacted by the projected increase in zoo attendance.

·2· ·Improved circulation, parking, and public transportation

·3· ·opportunities will be evaluated through a detailed traffic

·4· ·impacts analysis.

·5· · · · Water quality and biology:· Project development will likely

·6· ·require additional water use during the 20-year construction

·7· ·period, and storm water drainage patterns may be altered from the

·8· ·excavation and grading activities occurring during construction.

·9· ·The vision plan proposes five subsurface cisterns to capture and

10· ·treat storm-water runoff as well as implement conservation and

11· ·water reuse measures.· Water impacts and mitigation measures will

12· ·be further evaluated in an extensive water analysis survey.

13· · · · We want your input, verbal comments, after this

14· ·presentation.· Again, I want to reiterate that there are speaker

15· ·cards if you would like to provide a verbal comment up to three

16· ·minutes.· We've got Erica and Julia.· Feel free to flag them down

17· ·if you would like to submit a verbal comment.· If you're a little

18· ·shy and you don't want to get up to provide verbal comments,

19· ·that's fine.· You can submit a written comment.· We have written

20· ·comment forms in the back.· You can put them -- there's a comment

21· ·drop-off box that you can put them in.· You can also send your

22· ·comments to me.

23· · · · I mean, this is a lot of information to take in tonight.  I

24· ·understand.· It's not a rush to provide comments right away.· If

25· ·you want to mull over this for a while, you have until March
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·1· ·11th.· You can mail -- snail-mail me.· You can e-mail.· You can

·2· ·submit -- you can mail a comment card.· There's lots of

·3· ·opportunities and ways to provide public comment for the record.

·4· · · · And please note that the comments received via social media,

·5· ·so Facebook and Twitter, will not be recognized as formal

·6· ·comments.· They must be either e-mailed to me or submitted in

·7· ·writing via another means, but social media, we won't be

·8· ·accepting those as part of the record.· And just a reminder,

·9· ·we're only going to be receiving -- collecting comments tonight,

10· ·and there's not going to be a dialogue back and forth, which

11· ·might seem a little strange, but this is the comment period where

12· ·we are collecting all the comments through March 11, and then

13· ·we're going to review them and analyze them, and they are going

14· ·to be used to develop the scope of our technical studies.

15· · · · However, if you have comments or you have questions, we

16· ·encourage you to -- we'll be in the lobby after, all of us with

17· ·name tags, Wood Environment, the Robert Group, Fehr & Peers,

18· ·Bureau of Engineering.· If you have questions about the process,

19· ·we'll certainly try to answer your questions tonight, but they're

20· ·not going to be formal responses.

21· · · · If you'd like to stay involved and if you would like to know

22· ·and keep up to date on when the draft EIR is going to be

23· ·released, when the final EIR is going to be released, when the

24· ·public comment period is going to be occurring for the draft EIR,

25· ·please make sure you're on our mailing list.· A lot of you are
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·1· ·already, but we we want to make sure that we have the most

·2· ·up-to-date information.· Or if you know your neighbors or friends

·3· ·or people that might be interested in getting on the mailing

·4· ·list, please make sure that their name is included as well.

·5· · · · Here are a couple of web sites:· The Bureau of Engineering's

·6· ·website where we're actually posting the full initial study, if

·7· ·you would like to read the initial study.· There's also a CEQA

·8· ·process review that just goes over the basics of CEQA, the

·9· ·California Environmental Quality Act, what it is, just some

10· ·general information including a frequently-asked-questions sheet

11· ·both in English and in Spanish, as well as checkout the Vision

12· ·Plan, visionplan@lazoo.org.· It's a beautiful website, and

13· ·there's lots of links to documents and information.· There's also

14· ·a link to provide comments directly through the website.

15· · · · We also have a few copies of the Notice of Preparation and

16· ·Initial Study available for review tonight in the lobby area.· So

17· ·if you're interested in reviewing those documents while you're

18· ·here, feel free.· And there's also facts sheets and

19· ·frequently-asked-questions flyers for you to take.· So feel free

20· ·the take those.· Our team is going to be posting new information

21· ·on the Environmental Review Process to both of these websites as

22· ·the documents become available.

23· · · · And thank you.· Thank you so much for attending.· We've got,

24· ·again, our team members that are available for -- to address your

25· ·questions.· Right now we are going to have our verbal comment
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·1· ·period, and so this is your last chance to submit your comment

·2· ·speaker card to Julia or Erica if you would like to speak, and

·3· ·we're going to give you up to three minutes.· And if not, that's

·4· ·okay too.· So thank you.· Thank you all for coming.

·5· · · · MR. GIRA:· Good evening.· I'm Dan Gira from the Wood Group,

·6· ·and I just want to emphasize how important the comment process is

·7· ·here because what we do with all written and verbal comments

·8· ·received is we create a matrix in the back of the draft EIR that

·9· ·demonstrates where those comments have been responded to within

10· ·the EIR itself.

11· · · · So you submit a comment letter.· We take the comment process

12· ·very seriously.· It's part of the heart of the California

13· ·Environment Quality Act.· So we want to make sure we develop a

14· ·full record of what the concerns are.· We track them, and then we

15· ·will leave you with a few extra draft cards just where your

16· ·comments are responded to, what subsection of the EIR.· So you

17· ·can be assured that we, indeed, responded to your comments, and

18· ·we take them seriously.

19· · · · I accepted two speaker slips tonight, and again, there's

20· ·lots of other opportunities to comment as Amanda indicated.

21· · · · Heather Homsa (phonetic).

22· · · · MS. HOMSA:· I think this is on.· Good evening.· Who am I

23· ·talking to?· Amanda or everybody?

24· · · · MS. AMARAL:· To the record.

25· · · · MS. HOMSA:· Okay.· Good evening, everybody.· I just had a
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·1· ·couple of questions and comments.· The animals who call the LA

·2· ·Zoo home are now part of the environment that must be considered

·3· ·in the EIR, as well as the migratory birds and the indigenous

·4· ·wildlife.· On page 4-13 of the initial study, it states, the

·5· ·vision plan may interfere substantially with movement of

·6· ·migratory birds, and the zoo built six native bird gardens to

·7· ·protect rest and feed options for migratory birds.· About

·8· ·1 billion birds -- that's a lot of birds -- pass over the Pacific

·9· ·flyway with few options for feed and rest along the way.

10· · · · And it's very nice that the zoo is providing options for

11· ·these animals, and this is according to the statement in the zoo

12· ·commission minutes.

13· · · · So will the impact on the native bird gardens and the

14· ·migratory birds who visit these gardens be addressed in the EIR,

15· ·and do you have an official ornithologist to address these

16· ·concerns?

17· · · · MR. GIRA:· I just want to quickly respond to -- EIR has a

18· ·full biological resources section, and we have licensed

19· ·biologists in many different professions who will be performing

20· ·the analysis on the potential impacts to native wildlife and

21· ·migratory birds.· We're required by law to assess the migratory

22· ·bird impacts.

23· · · · MS. HOMSA:· And an ornithologist, not just a biologist?

24· ·This is a very specific --

25· · · · MR. GIRA:· Right.· We will have the required technical
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·1· ·experts perform the service.

·2· · · · MS. HOMSA:· Okay.· And I'd like to know who's going to be

·3· ·doing that.· I'd like the names.· So, also, will the study

·4· ·include the impact of increased traffic on the animals that are

·5· ·held in zoo?· Of particular significance, the elephants do feel

·6· ·vibrations through their feet, and we already know that a lot of

·7· ·these elephants have issues with their feet.· So this is of grave

·8· ·concern.

·9· · · · I also just want to say I've lived in CD-4 for many, many

10· ·years, and two years ago, we actually had to move out of our

11· ·neighborhood because of an issue that was caused by a total lack

12· ·of an EIR, and it was not that long ago.· So, I am -- honestly,

13· ·I'm not all warm and fuzzy about this.· I am very skeptical

14· ·because it actually ruined our lives.· We had to move a couple

15· ·years ago because LA failed to do an EIR.· So I just want that to

16· ·be on the record.· Thank you.

17· · · · MR. GIRA:· The next speaker will be Kirsten Cluster

18· ·(phonetic).

19· · · · MS. CLUSTER:· Hi.· Thank you for providing this opportunity

20· ·this evening.· I'm concerned about a couple things.· The first

21· ·thing is the zoo is moving forward with this project while we're

22· ·waiting for the city to hire a new director.· My concern is that

23· ·a new director may want to take a different approach with this

24· ·project and the process will have to start over, and I would hate

25· ·to see tax payer money spent on an environmental review that is
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·1· ·not useful and has to be redone.· So I just hope that's taken

·2· ·into consideration before this EIR is even started.

·3· · · · The second issue is on page 4-40 of the initial study, the

·4· ·animals held in the zoo are defined as sensitive receptors to

·5· ·noise.

·6· · · · I would request that both the impact and the noise from the

·7· ·construction -- from the project are reviewed, but also the noise

·8· ·caused by the impact of the additional visitors and the

·9· ·additional programming that will be happening, especially at

10· ·nighttime at the zoo after this project is completed, that that

11· ·will all be included in the EIR.

12· · · · Also, the animals held in the zoo are not included as

13· ·sensitive receptors for the impact of pollution and the impact of

14· ·light and glare.· So I would request that the impact on the

15· ·animals from the increased pollution from the construction and,

16· ·again, the additional traffic, all of the additional impacts once

17· ·this project is completed, and also the light and glare will also

18· ·be addressed in the EIR.· Thank you.

19· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you.· Are there any other folks who want to

20· ·make a comment?

21· · · · MS. LATOUR:· I just have a question.

22· · · · MR. GIRA:· Could we get you on a microphone?· That would be

23· ·helpful.

24· · · · MS. LATOUR:· Of course.· Sorry.

25· · · · MR. GIRA:· And could you just state your name for the
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·1· ·record, that would be helpful as well.

·2· · · · MS. LATOUR:· Certainly.· Thank you.· My name is Maureen

·3· ·Latour, L-A-T-O-U-R.· I have noticed the increased attendance

·4· ·plans in the materials, but I'm not sure what the current

·5· ·attendance is, and I notice some discrepancies as far as the

·6· ·increased attendance numbers, so if possible to clarify just for

·7· ·my information.

·8· · · · MR. GIRA:· Yeah.· We'll make sure we do.· I think the

·9· ·attendance question is probably 1.8 to 3 million over a 20-year

10· ·period of time, and it tends to fluctuate up and down.· It's not

11· ·a linear progression.

12· · · · Anything else?

13· · · · Yes.· Just state your name for the record.· Ideally we have

14· ·a common microphone.· It's up to Amanda.

15· · · · MR. RACELIS:· Okay.· My name is Felix Racelis.

16· · · · MS. AMARAL:· Can we get a microphone?

17· · · · MR. GIRA:· Yeah.· We'll get you a microphone, sir.· You can

18· ·stay in your seat, though.· You don't have to come up front and

19· ·be on the stage if you don't want to.

20· · · · MR. RACELIS:· Thank you.· My name is Felix Racelis.· That's

21· ·R-A-C-E-L-I-S.· And for many years I've heard and learned that

22· ·it's not just the Los Angeles Zoo, but it's the Los Angeles Zoo

23· ·and Botanical Gardens, and I noticed in one of the slides that

24· ·you're planning on removing a number of old-growth trees over the

25· ·course of this project.· And I'm wondering, will it still be
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·1· ·considered a botanical garden after all this is said and done?

·2· ·Is there still some emphasis on that?

·3· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you for your question.· I believe the zoo's

·4· ·intention is to remain a botanical garden and to attract the

·5· ·botanical resources that are designated.· I think a number of

·6· ·trees being removed are -- pose hazards, things like that, but we

·7· ·have an arborist on board as part of the EIR process, and we'll

·8· ·fully access that, and we will provide all that information in

·9· ·the documents.

10· · · · Anybody else?· Okay.· Well, then, with Amanda's permission,

11· ·we'll close this portion of the hearing tonight.· Again, there's

12· ·another scoping meeting on Saturday and the commentary stays open

13· ·till March 11th.· And I just can't emphasize the importance of

14· ·enough of getting your comments because we are required by law to

15· ·respond to them as fully as possible as long as they have

16· ·anything to do with the environmental impact of the project

17· ·itself, not necessarily social or economic impacts.· We take that

18· ·mandate very seriously.· So we welcome your comments, and I know

19· ·the zoo and the Bureau of Engineering welcome full public

20· ·participation comment as well.· So that being said, we'll hand

21· ·the --

22· · · · MS. LOUISE:· Could I ask one question?· Just judging from

23· ·the --

24· · · · MR. GIRA:· Ma'am, could we get you a microphone, please?

25· · · · MS. LOUISE:· Yeah.· My name is Katherine Louise.· I am a
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·1· ·resident of Glendale, and judging from the outpouring of public

·2· ·this evening, it doesn't seem like you guys are doing a really

·3· ·bang-up job getting people out here.· So I'm wondering, you know,

·4· ·whether or not you're serious about getting public comment into

·5· ·this scoping.

·6· · · · MR. GIRA:· We sent out, just for information purposes, we

·7· ·have done -- Erica, you want to come up here and help me out --

·8· ·40 thousands e-mails, newspaper ads, flyers, social media,

·9· ·Instagram --

10· · · · FEMALE SPEAKER:· 16 thousand post cards.

11· · · · MR. GIRA:· Post cards within two point -- what was the

12· ·radius?

13· · · · FEMALE SPEAKER:· About 1.5 miles.

14· · · · MR. GIRA:· 1.5 miles post cards went out.· So we went out

15· ·far enough with the post cards to go down roads, to get

16· ·neighborhoods.· So the intent was to notify people.· We took out

17· ·ads in the local Burbank newspaper, social media accounts.

18· ·Indeed, we thought it was relatively robust.· We are open to

19· ·suggestions.

20· · · · MS. LOUISE:· Actually, I am in Glendale, and I'm very close

21· ·to Griffith Park, and nobody -- I mean, I don't -- the only

22· ·reason I know about this is because I'm a member of Friends of

23· ·Griffith Park.· That's it.· The majority -- nothing in my

24· ·neighborhood -- and we are within that one, one-and-a-half-mile

25· ·radius you speak of, and there was --
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·1· · · · MR. GIRA:· We can -- it would be helpful to get your address

·2· ·and we can check that because we should have -- be having a 1.5

·3· ·mile postcard radius -- 1.5 from the boundary of the zoo itself.

·4· ·So our intention is always to fully involve the public, I can

·5· ·assure you of that.· And then the notice was really very

·6· ·extensive.· Now, it may not have been extensive enough to catch

·7· ·your neighborhood, and we have to look into that.

·8· · · · MS. LOUISE:· Okay.· Thank you.

·9· · · · MR. GIRA:· Of course.

10· · · · MS. ESCANDON:· Hi.· I'm Martha Escandon.· I'm a parent of my

11· ·son, who attends the Zoo Magnet Center next door, and I would

12· ·just like to ensure that you add to the EIR the impact of

13· ·pollution, the air quality there.· I notice that there's

14· ·extensive parking being added.· There is parking there now, but

15· ·it's not as heavily used by public for the zoo.· So if you can

16· ·make sure you add that.· Thank you.

17· · · · MR. GIRA:· We'll be happy to.· There will be air quality

18· ·modeling done, both the regional air quality and localized

19· ·pollution impacts.

20· · · · MALE SPEAKER:· We have a question --

21· · · · FEMALE SPEAKER:· We have a question.· What's going to happen

22· ·to comments in the comment box?

23· · · · MR. GIRA:· We're going to take them back and collate them

24· ·with all of the -- all comments received, the comment box, the

25· ·verbal comments tonight, the verbal comments on Saturday, any
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·1· ·letters of comment received via e-mail or snail mail, all those

·2· ·will be collated and put in the back of the environmental --

·3· ·draft environmental report, and there will be a matrix that

·4· ·tabulates exactly where all comments are responded to.· The

·5· ·comments themselves will be included.

·6· · · · So you can open the draft EIR or you can look at it online,

·7· ·potentially, and you can find your comment.· And you can say, oh,

·8· ·I care about and this.· And it'll say, comment addressed in

·9· ·Section 2.5.22, see that section, parking.· And you'll be able to

10· ·go to the EIR and see if that comment was addressed to your

11· ·satisfaction.

12· · · · Another question?

13· · · · MR. CHESLER:· Hi.· My name is Matthew Chesler,

14· ·C-H-E-S-L-E-R. I'm curious if in the Environmental Impact Report

15· ·there is a feature that adds not doing any of the upgrades to the

16· ·storm waters to what is the cost of stagnation to the zoo, so

17· ·possibly the impact of just staying with the status quo of what

18· ·the zoo's -- basically is today for the next the 20 years.· What

19· ·is the cost of not making some of these upgrades to storm-water

20· ·runoff for -- to whatever they want to do to the facility?· Is

21· ·there an aspect of that that evaluates the cost of not doing some

22· ·of these projects?

23· · · · MR. GIRA:· Right.· So for example, the EIR will have a full

24· ·alternatives analysis.· One of the required alternatives under

25· ·the California Environmental Quality Act is that "no project
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·1· ·alternative."· And that provides the ability to compare the

·2· ·consequences of no action with the consequences of action and

·3· ·other alternatives.· So your answer to that question is yes.

·4· · · · MR. CHESLER:· Thank you.

·5· · · · MR. GIRA:· Don't be shy.· Okay.· If we don't have any more

·6· ·comments or questions, then we'll -- oh, there we have --

·7· · · · MS. LATOUR:· I'm sorry.· Maureen Latour.· Just a question

·8· ·about -- talking about parking and whatnot.· So I have a question

·9· ·about public transit connections.· Is there any plan to connect

10· ·by any means other than buses?

11· · · · MR. GIRA:· Yes.· We have a -- the leading -- one of the

12· ·leading transportation firms in the country is part of our team,

13· ·and we worked with them all over California, and we are looking

14· ·at all manner of transportation, pedestrian, bikes, buses, as

15· ·well as -- there's a particular attention -- everybody's aware of

16· ·the emergence, of course, of Uber and Lyft, which is a vehicle,

17· ·but it's still a major factor in transportation.· So we're paying

18· ·particular attention to the role of Uber and Lyft in delivering

19· ·people, and we're also looking at possible linkages that could be

20· ·established with, you know, regional transit, the metro for

21· ·example.· So we are not just -- you know, we are trying to do as

22· ·broad based as -- the BOE and the zoo have been encouraging

23· ·recognizing the city's dire shift away from the single-occupancy

24· ·vehicle and the need to enhance all modes of transport so, yes.

25· · · · I'll say it again.· So if no one has any other questions or
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·1· ·comments then we'll close tonight's workshop, and, then, again

·2· ·we're going to reconvene on Saturday, and I strongly encourage

·3· ·you to care about the zoo.· If you like the project, if you have

·4· ·concerns about the project, all these things can be addressed and

·5· ·are mandated to be addressed.· So it's not just, you know,

·6· ·supporters or opponents; it's everybody.

·7· · · · So thanks for coming tonight.· We appreciate it, and as

·8· ·Amanda said, we'll be out in the lobby, and we can answer

·9· ·questions in a less formal manner.

10· · · · · · ·(End of meeting)
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·1· · · · · · · · · · · ·REPORTER'S CERTIFICATION

·2

·3· · · · · · · · · I, the undersigned, do hereby certify:

·4· · · · · · · · · That the foregoing transcript of

·5· · · · proceedings designated as the Matter of THE LOS ANGELES

·6· · · · ZOO SCOPING MEETING, was taken down by me and thereafter

·7· · · · transcribed into typewriting under my direction

·8· · · · and supervision.

·9· · · · · · · · · I hereby certify that the foregoing

10· · · · transcript is a full, true, and correct transcript

11· · · · to the best of my ability.

12· · · · · · · · ·I further certify I am neither financially

13· · · · interested in the action nor a relative or employee of any

14· · · · attorney or party to this action.

15· · · · · · · · ·In witness thereof, I have this date subscribed

16· · · · my name.

17· · · · Dated:· February 18, 2019
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·1· · · · · Los Angeles, California, Saturday, February 9, 2019

·2

·3· · · · · · · · · · (Beginning of meeting.)

·4· · · · MS. AMARAL:· Good morning.· Hi.· My name is Amanda Amaral,

·5· ·and I am from the City of LA's Bureau of Engineering.· And I am

·6· ·excited to be here, and I'm excited that you are all here and

·7· ·taking time on your Saturday to participate in this process.· So

·8· ·I'm going to talk about the LA Zoo Vision Plan and the

·9· ·environmental scoping process.

10· · · · So over the past two years the LA Zoo Vision Plan was

11· ·developed through a collaborative public process, and now that

12· ·that process has been completed, we're embarking on the

13· ·Environmental Review Process for the vision plan.

14· · · · I'm just going to go through the agenda for this

15· ·presentation.· I'm going to go through a few introductions; the

16· ·purpose of the meeting; an overview of the proposed project,

17· ·which is the vision plan; the Environmental Review Process; some

18· ·please key initial study findings; and opportunities for public

19· ·comment.

20· · · · And I'd like to say this, at the beginning of the

21· ·presentation and then there will also be a reminder at the end of

22· ·the presentation that after the presentation, we will be

23· ·accepting public comment verbally.· So if you would like to

24· ·speak, you're going to be given up to three minutes to provide

25· ·comment, and there are speaker cards available right here from
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·1· ·Erica and Julia.· If you would like to speak, please flag them

·2· ·down, fill out a speaker card, and then we will call your name at

·3· ·the end.

·4· · · · So I'd first like to introduce our project team starting

·5· ·with Denise Verret from the zoo in the back; and Darryl Pon, also

·6· ·from the LA Zoo; Dr. Jan Green Rebstock from the Bureau of

·7· ·Engineering; and our wonderful team of consultants including

·8· ·Erica, Dan, and Julia from Wood Environmental Infrastructure

·9· ·Solutions; as well as the Robert Group; and Fehr & Peers.· And

10· ·I'd like to take a moment to introduce Alex, who is our Spanish

11· ·translator for today.

12· · · · MR. VARELA:· (Speaking Spanish.)

13· · · · MS. AMARAL:· I'd also like to take a moment to make a few

14· ·acknowledgments of some participants here today.· We have Renee

15· ·Weitzer and Justin Orenstein from Councilman Ryu's office.· Thank

16· ·you for being here, as well as Margot Armbruster, who is an LA

17· ·Zoo commissioner.· Thank you.· And lastly Vicere Murphy, who is a

18· ·district representative for Senator Anthony Portantino's office.

19· ·Thank you.· Thank you for being here.

20· · · · Our project team also has name tags on.· So, again, if you

21· ·decide throughout the presentation that you would like to provide

22· ·verbal comment after, feel free to track one of us down, and we

23· ·will also be in the lobby after the presentation and comments to

24· ·talk about any additional questions that you may have.

25· · · · So the purpose of the meeting today is to notify
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·1· ·communities, agencies, and all interested parties that we're

·2· ·starting the Environmental Review Process for the LA Vision Plan

·3· ·Project, in addition, to provide an overview of the proposed

·4· ·Vision Plan Project itself if you weren't involved in that

·5· ·process.· We'll review some key findings of the Notice of

·6· ·Preparation and the initial study, and encourage public feedback

·7· ·and input of potential environmental impacts that may arise with

·8· ·the implementation of the vision plan.

·9· · · · And lastly, we want to ensure that the community is informed

10· ·of future opportunities to participate in this process.

11· · · · Before I dive into the Environmental Review Process, I'd

12· ·like to walk through some of the highlights in the draft vision

13· ·plan.· As I stated earlier, the development of the vision plan

14· ·has already underwent its own public engagement process.· To

15· ·start, the draft vision plan is proposing a comprehensive

16· ·redesign and redevelopment of the zoo's existing 133 acre site.

17· ·There are currently 40 acres of undeveloped or underdeveloped

18· ·land within this 133 acre site.· The vision plan intends to

19· ·expand and fully utilize these areas.

20· · · · To develop new and expanded exhibit space, a visitor serving

21· ·building, zoo facilities, and circulation improvements.· The

22· ·existing circulation is a legacy of the zoo's original 1966

23· ·design, with some modifications made between 2002 and 2016.

24· · · · And to create an incremental increase in annual attendance

25· ·to 3 million visitors per year by the year 2040.· The current zoo
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·1· ·visitorship is 1.8 million per years.· And the vision plan

·2· ·intends to achieve this goal by offering meaningful, immersive,

·3· ·safe, and fun experiences for guests of all ages.

·4· · · · I'm just going to go over some of the guiding principles

·5· ·from the vision plan:· To achieve the highest level of animal

·6· ·care, to advance conservation efforts locally and globally, to

·7· ·create meaningful experiences which are safe and fun experiences

·8· ·for visitors and people in the community, fulfill the promise of

·9· ·being a world class destination, demonstrate environmental

10· ·sustainability and best practices, and embody operational

11· ·excellence at every level.

12· · · · Here are a few other key vision plan elements:· To provide

13· ·273 percent more space solely dedicated to the animals and their

14· ·welfare; 73 thousand additional square feet for guests, including

15· ·three new visitor centers; food service facilities; and

16· ·environmentally sustainable restrooms.

17· · · · The vision plan is dedicated to implementing environmentally

18· ·sustainable and energy efficient practices through the use of

19· ·integrated solar power and rainwater runoff capture and reuse.

20· · · · Here's a concept map of the proposed vision plan.· I want to

21· ·highlight a few features including the proposed additional new

22· ·parking so additional new parking in this area, as well as a

23· ·parking structure here; a new zoo entry plaza here that will be

24· ·ADA compliant; three new visitor centers, the California Visitor

25· ·Center, the Treetops Visitor Center, and Africa Visitor Center;
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·1· ·as well as a funicular and a ground and aerial tram.

·2· · · · And the ground tram is in orange.· It might be kind of hard

·3· ·to see here, but it goes around the perimeter, and then it

·4· ·doubles back on this magenta pedestrian pathway.· And then the

·5· ·aerial tram starts in California.· It goes through world aviary,

·6· ·and then it ends in Africa right here.

·7· · · · This slide shows a rendering from the planning area Africa

·8· ·portraying visitor views overlooking a mixed species exhibit from

·9· ·Africa's new visitor center.

10· · · · This rendering from the vision plan depicts Condor Canyon in

11· ·the California planning area.· I want to highlight the bridge

12· ·here, which will provide a unique vantage and viewpoint of the

13· ·area, as well as proposed gradient and changes from the

14· ·excavation of the hillside.

15· · · · This drawing presents the rehabilitated Treetops Visitor

16· ·Center, whose unique design was made famous by the legendary

17· ·architect Charles Luckman.

18· · · · There are eight phases in the vision plan.· Phases 1 through

19· ·3 are near-term phases, so occurring within the next 5 to 10

20· ·years, and they are depicted here in orange, which again might be

21· ·a little hard to see here, but I'll try to trace them.· So here,

22· ·this area, here, and here.· And these areas include circulation

23· ·and parking, the Treetops Visitor Center, the California exhibit,

24· ·entry complex and entry plaza, as well as the Africa exhibit.

25· · · · Phases 4 through 8 are long-term phases, planning to occur
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·1· ·within the next 10 to 20 years, and they're shown in blue.· So

·2· ·again it's probably hard to see the contrast on here.· So here,

·3· ·in the middle here, here, here, here, and lastly up here.

·4· · · · And these areas include Asia and service, water and world

·5· ·aviary, the islands exhibit, administration building, and a new

·6· ·parking structure.

·7· · · · Now that I've highlighted some of the main elements of the

·8· ·vision plan, I want to shift gears and focus on the Environmental

·9· ·Review Process.· The Environmental Impact Report scoping goals

10· ·are focused on public involvement, engagement, and transparency.

11· ·So we want to inform the public about the EIR process, which is

12· ·the main reason why we've invited you all to come here tonight.

13· ·There is also a scoping meeting on Thursday night as well.· So we

14· ·want to get the word out and tell as many people as possible and

15· ·hope that you all participate in this process.

16· · · · We want to also keep the public and the community informed

17· ·of schedule opportunities to participate.· This is a long

18· ·process.· We are just at the beginning of it.· So we want to make

19· ·sure that everyone's aware of the schedule.· We want your input

20· ·on the scope of the environmental impact report and what our

21· ·technical studies are going to look like.

22· · · · Key community and environmental concerns, if you have

23· ·concerns we want to hear them.· Potential alternatives, if you

24· ·have ideas for alternatives so that we can reduce environmental

25· ·impacts with implementation of a vision plan.· And, of course,
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·1· ·ensure early public input is addressed in the EIR, which is great

·2· ·that you're here because this is the very beginning of the

·3· ·process.· So it's great to solicit your input and feedback right

·4· ·now.

·5· · · · And the next up is to evaluate and disclose the vision

·6· ·plan's potential environmental impacts and address those impacts

·7· ·and changes to the project design or by implementing measures.

·8· · · · The Bureau of Engineering has been tasked with managing the

·9· ·Environmental Review Process, and the consultant Wood Environment

10· ·and Infrastructure Solutions has been selected to assist the city

11· ·with this process.

12· · · · The EIR process involves many different agencies,

13· ·organizations, interested parties, and the public.· For the LA

14· ·Zoo Vision Plan EIR, the Bureau of Engineering is acting as the

15· ·lead agency on behalf of the City of Los Angeles.

16· · · · Scoping.· EIR scoping, which is what we're in right now,

17· ·started on January 24th, and it will end on March 11th, and it's

18· ·the very beginning of the process, as I said.· So we are right

19· ·here, which is great, to get public involvement early on in the

20· ·process.· So we're going to collect all comments received, both

21· ·verbally today after this presentation as well as written

22· ·comments.· You can e-mail me directly -- I'll provide the

23· ·information a little bit later -- as well as provide a written

24· ·comment.· You can drop it in the comment box, but you have up

25· ·until March 11th to provide those comments so that they'll be
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·1· ·included in the record.· And we're going to use your comments to

·2· ·refine the scope of all of our environmental technical studies.

·3· · · · So upcoming there is also going to be -- after we do the

·4· ·technical studies there will be release of the draft EIR, and

·5· ·then we will respond to comments, and a final EIR will be

·6· ·released.· And the final EIR and the vision plan project will be

·7· ·presented to decision makers to determine EIR certification and

·8· ·approval.

·9· · · · As I stated earlier, we are in the very beginning of the

10· ·Environmental Review Process, and this slide shows a more

11· ·detailed timeline of -- these are soft dates and milestones to

12· ·look out for as we move through this process.· So, again, we are

13· ·right here.· So it's great that you are all here to participate

14· ·so early in the process.· And we anticipate the draft EIR to be

15· ·released in the fall of 2019, and there will be an extended

16· ·60-day review period for the public to provide comments during

17· ·that period.· All comments received during this period will be

18· ·addressed in the final EIR.

19· · · · In the winter/spring of 2020, hearings will be held where

20· ·decision makers will decide on project approval and final EIR

21· ·certification.

22· · · · This is a list of environmental resource areas from

23· ·aesthetics to water quality, hydrology to cultural resources and

24· ·traffic that have been reviewed during the project's initial

25· ·study.· The initial study is a checklist with each resource --
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·1· ·where each resource area is screened for potential environmental

·2· ·impacts.· Each resource area identified as having a potential

·3· ·environmental impact will be further analyzed through technical

·4· ·studies.· Study results will be disclosed in the draft EIR.

·5· · · · In the next couple slides, I want to touch base on a few

·6· ·resource areas which have been identified in the initial study as

·7· ·potentially having an environmental impact as a result of the LA

·8· ·Zoo Vision Plan.· Of note, both construction and operational

·9· ·impacts were evaluated in the initial study.· Aesthetics, urban

10· ·forestry, and biological resources may all be impacted by the

11· ·project.· Excavation, grading, construction equipment may

12· ·temporarily impact view sheds during construction.

13· · · · The removal or relocation of mature trees throughout the

14· ·20-year period may also impact the urban forest.· However, key

15· ·species will be preserved and new trees will be replanted.

16· ·Construction and operational impacts may affect natural

17· ·vegetation and wildlife including the over 200 bird species who

18· ·may roost and nest in undeveloped areas.· In addition we will be

19· ·evaluating the construction of operational impacts to the zoo

20· ·animals.

21· · · · Mitigation measures and best management practices will be

22· ·evaluated to reduce impacts and presented in the draft EIR.

23· · · · Transportation:· Zoo adjacent street and freeways may be

24· ·impacted by the project as a result of increased zoo attendance.

25· ·Improved circulation, parking, and public transportation
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·1· ·opportunities will all be evaluated through a detailed traffic

·2· ·impacts analysis.

·3· · · · Water quality and hydrology:· Project development will

·4· ·likely require additional water use during the 20-year

·5· ·construction period, and storm-water drainage patterns may be

·6· ·altered from excavation and grading activities.· The vision plan

·7· ·proposes to add five subsurface cisterns to capture and treat

·8· ·storm-water runoff, as well as implement conservation and water

·9· ·re-use measures.· Water impacts and mitigation measures will be

10· ·further evaluated through an extensive water analysis survey.

11· · · · Next I'd just like to highlight and summarize some of the

12· ·public outreach efforts that our team has made in an attempt to

13· ·involve the public in this process, interested parties and the

14· ·community in to Environmental Review Process.· So there have been

15· ·over 42,000 e-mails that have been sent out to the community

16· ·members.· Over 16,000 postcard notices were sent out to

17· ·residences and businesses within a 1.5 mile radius from the zoo

18· ·boundaries.· We also sent out the notice of preparation and

19· ·initial study to 216 stakeholders and government agencies.

20· · · · We have provided hardcopies of the notice of preparation and

21· ·the full initial study at eight libraries for people to view and

22· ·made those library names and their locations publicly available.

23· ·And we had also displayed newspaper ads in the following six

24· ·newspapers.· In addition, online notifications were posted to the

25· ·Bureau of Engineering and the zoo's social media pages including

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

13
YVer1f

C-219



·1· ·Facebook and Twitter.

·2· · · · So we're really trying to make an attempt the get the public

·3· ·involved because it's really important in this process.· We, you

·4· ·know, we aren't able to think of, maybe, everything, and we

·5· ·really want your engagement and to hear what's important from you

·6· ·guys.· So, please, if you know people that may be interested,

·7· ·interested agencies, neighbors, whoever, please make sure that we

·8· ·have a mailing list.· Please make sure the you put their

·9· ·information on to mailing list so that we can identify them as we

10· ·move throughout this process.

11· · · · Again, we want your input.· We want verbal comments.· Verbal

12· ·comments we're going to be accepting today after the presentation

13· ·in just a couple minutes here.· Again, if you would like to

14· ·speak, don't be shy.· Please raise your hand.· We'll have Julia

15· ·or Erica will provide you with a comment card, and we'll call

16· ·your name out, and you can provide public comment at this

17· ·meeting.· Written comment cards are also accepted if you're a

18· ·little shy.· You can fill them out and there's a box out in the

19· ·lobby area that you can place your comments out there, and

20· ·they'll be incorporated for the record, or if you want to think

21· ·about it.

22· · · · I just presented a lot of information.· So you have until

23· ·March 11th.· You can e-mail me.· You can -- at the information

24· ·provided on the screen.· I can also -- it's also provided on some

25· ·of our frequently asked questions and facts sheets in the lobby.
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·1· ·You can -- you can snail mail me your comments.· So as long as

·2· ·you, you know, e-mail or mail your comment before March 11th by

·3· ·4:00 p.m.

·4· · · · And just as a reminder, tonight -- or today we're only going

·5· ·to be receiving comments and collecting them.· And we will be

·6· ·responding to them in the publication of the draft EIR.· We'll be

·7· ·taking all of your comments into consideration when we develop

·8· ·the scope of our technical studies moving forward.

·9· · · · There are also a few hard copies of the Notice of

10· ·Preparation and initial study, as well as a vision plan in the

11· ·lobby for you to review.· We ask that you don't take those

12· ·copies, but you are free to review them.· They are also available

13· ·online at the following web pages here.· And our team will be

14· ·posting new information on the Environmental Review Process

15· ·through these websites.· So as documents become available, we

16· ·would -- we will be posting them here, and we encourage you to

17· ·check these websites if you would like to participate and stay

18· ·involved in the process.

19· · · · So thank you so much for attending this public presentation.

20· ·And, again, team members from the zoo, the Bureau of Engineering,

21· ·our consultant team will be available after the public comment

22· ·period in the lobby to answer any of your other questions that

23· ·you may have.· But thank you so much for attending, and we really

24· ·encourage your engagement in this process.· Thank you.

25· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you all for coming.· I'm Dan Gira from the
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·1· ·Wood -- I'll save us the rest of the name.

·2· · · · So the purpose, again, of this public testimony is to

·3· ·comment upon what you think should be looked at in the

·4· ·Environmental Impact Report.· As indicated, typically speaking

·5· ·questions and answers are better out in the lobby than the back

·6· ·and forth here, but we're happy to answer your questions out

·7· ·there.· And we are asking people to keep their comments to no

·8· ·more than three minutes today.

·9· · · · As Amanda indicated, what we do, we take the comment process

10· ·very seriously.· So we create a matrix in the back of the

11· ·Environmental -- draft Environmental Impact Report with all your

12· ·names, your comments, and then there'll be an indication about

13· ·exactly where your comment is addressed in the EIR.

14· · · · So you'll actually be able to go to the draft EIR, find your

15· ·comments, find the subsection of the EIR.· We don't do page

16· ·numbers because pages change at the end with the subsections.· So

17· ·you can go and read and see how they did, if they got it or they

18· ·didn't get it, and then you can address that in your comment.

19· ·That's very important.

20· · · · We view the public commentary as the heart of the California

21· ·Environmental Quality Act review process.· And I've been doing

22· ·this for 32 years.· I've done 55 of these, and I take the matter

23· ·very seriously.

24· · · · So that being said, we look forward to your comments and I'm

25· ·just going to go.· The cards are in no particular order.
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·1· · · · Judith Powell.· Judy, it's you.· You need to come to the

·2· ·microphone if you could, please.· Thank you.· Or if you want to

·3· ·stay in place, it could be carried up to you.

·4· · · · MS. POWELL:· No, no.· That's okay.

·5· · · · MR. GIRA:· Pleasure to see you, Judy.

·6· · · · MS. POWELL:· Thank you.· You know, I have to admit that I

·7· ·was a bit confused about this being called an expansion plan

·8· ·because I didn't understand until today that the 133 acres

·9· ·remains the same.· So they are increasing animal exhibit space.

10· · · · However, they are also making the exhibits shared exhibits,

11· ·rotating exhibits, and so it reminds me of increasing the exhibit

12· ·space for the elephant from one to six acres and then dividing

13· ·into three parts so the individual animals didn't have any more

14· ·space.· That's a concern for me, is really how much the

15· ·individual animal is taken into account.

16· · · · Secondly, the new progressive, more progressive zoos are

17· ·very much taking the needs of animals, their comfort, their

18· ·welfare, over the visitors.· So I'm trying to understand how

19· ·you're going to reconcile keeping 133 acres and increasing the

20· ·visitors to 1.2 million.· I mean, the stressors on animals -- the

21· ·most important thing with animals is the stressors, and

22· ·unfortunately, the fundamental problem is that many stressors are

23· ·directly at odds with the elements that make an exhibit enjoyable

24· ·for the visitors.

25· · · · So I don't know how that's reconciled that we're going to
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·1· ·have the same 133 acres, but we're going to increase visitation

·2· ·and public display, which stresses out individual animals.· How

·3· ·are individual animal's needs taken into account.

·4· · · · And then the impact statement, now Amanda did explain

·5· ·that -- she says -- and I believe her -- that that impact -- I --

·6· ·when I read through it, I saw all these different things,

·7· ·vibration, noise, light, water, and the impact on people,

·8· ·visitors, traffic, trees, even the migratory birds.· I never saw

·9· ·anything -- I'd like the section pointed out about the impact on

10· ·the captive animals of all these things and what's going to

11· ·happen to them during all this noise and light and vibration, and

12· ·I'd like to know.· That's a big concern to me.

13· · · · And as I said, the most important thing, I think, is there

14· ·are alternatives to animals being on public display all day long.

15· ·Interacting with visitors is not good for the animals.· There's

16· ·educational activities where you teach people and visitors that

17· ·you can't do a lot of things with animals because it's not good

18· ·for them.· It might be great for you, but it's not good for them.

19· · · · And there are alternatives.· There's one-way glass.· There's

20· ·virtual exhibits.· There's other things that we can do to at

21· ·least decrease the stress of the individual animal.· And then

22· ·there's also -- I mean, if you look at the Detroit Zoo and the

23· ·director there, they've done amazing things there, and they are

24· ·prioritizing the needs of individual animals over the visitors,

25· ·and maybe we need to, as people, understand that, that we want to
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·1· ·see animals, but we want them to thrive.· Thank you.

·2· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you, Judy.

·3· · · · One note is the initial study is just that, and when you're

·4· ·doing a detailed Environmental Impact Report where things are

·5· ·going to be exhaustively analyzed, we don't particularly

·6· ·exhaustively analyze issues in the initial study.· For example,

·7· ·Judy pointed out this issue, and we actually saw the effects of

·8· ·light, glare, noise, etc., on sensitive species that are present

·9· ·at the zoo, the animals.· So that will be dealt with.

10· · · · But next speaker -- and Julia can show you the section where

11· ·that is.

12· · · · Aaron Leader.· And everybody has three minutes to speak,

13· ·please.· And -- adhere to that.

14· · · · MR. LEADER:· Thank you very much for the hearing.

15· · · · So as I was looking at what you are showing, I just came

16· ·from -- I'm a state director for the land-use environment for the

17· ·California Association of Realtors, and I also sit on that

18· ·committee in the National Association of Realtors.

19· · · · And when you guys show a 40 percent renewable energy thing

20· ·and you kind of like are proud to say that, that's so woefully

21· ·behind where everyone is striving for right now.· So if you have

22· ·a 20-year plan, you need to start at out with that 80 percent, 90

23· ·percent.

24· · · · And, you know, in an ideal world the zoo should be -- enough

25· ·land -- generating power to put back to the city, but at least
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·1· ·that goal needs to, I think, at a minimum needs to be doubled

·2· ·from what it is, especially in 20-year that we have -- because

·3· ·right now today you could properly hit that 80 percent mark just

·4· ·with the land that you have between -- basically between solar

·5· ·and batteries.· And that would be my thing that I would really

·6· ·like to see be considered for the next time we meet.

·7· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you.

·8· · · · And the next speaker will be Susan Zee.· Welcome, Susan.

·9· · · · MS. ZEE:· Thank you.· There seems to be an awful lot about

10· ·parking, but not a lot about public transportation.· What are you

11· ·going to do about that?· If you want 3 million people to get

12· ·here, are they all going to be driving cars?

13· · · · I think we need to address public transportation from any of

14· ·the metro stops.· It's got to be better.· We need --

15· ·environmental protection means keeping cars out of this place.

16· ·Thank you.

17· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you, Susan, and I encourage you to look at

18· ·the study's transportation section where alternative

19· ·transportation is a major focus.

20· · · · Next speaker is Wendy Marcus Minovitz.· Welcome, Wendy.

21· · · · MS. MINOVITZ:· My concern is similar to the first speaker,

22· ·and it's regarding the animals.· The initial study states that a

23· ·project-specific traffic study will be conducted as part of the

24· ·Environmental Impact Report, but it does not mention the impact

25· ·of increased traffic on the animals who are held in the zoo.
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·1· · · · For example, elephants are very sensitive to vibrations,

·2· ·which they pick up through their feet, and they can hear them

·3· ·from miles away and feel it.· They and most of the other animals

·4· ·are already impacted by being in the middle of a big city

·5· ·surrendered by freeways, which is not natural for them.· The

·6· ·impact on the animals of increased traffic traveling to the zoo

·7· ·and the parking lot, including the additional noise pollution and

·8· ·vibrations, needs to be addressed in the Environmental Impact

·9· ·Report.· Thank you.

10· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you, Wendy.

11· · · · The next speaker will be Jane Potelle.

12· · · · To make things go along a little quicker, if Renee Weitzer

13· ·and Malcolm Gordon would step forward and be in line to speak

14· ·next, that would be fantastic.

15· · · · Sorry, Renee.

16· · · · MS. WEITZER:· That's okay.

17· · · · MR. GIRA:· Jane.

18· · · · MS. POTELLE:· Hi.· My name is Jane Potelle.· Thank you for

19· ·opening up your EIR today for all of us to be here.· I'd like to

20· ·make a comment, not about the zoo itself, but about the situation

21· ·very close, which is likely to have a very serious negative

22· ·effect on both the human and animal population here.

23· · · · Just a quick note, I live about the mile birds-eye view from

24· ·the zoo, but something else that's just down the road from here

25· ·in less than a mile, just down Zoo Drive is the Grayson Gas
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·1· ·Plant.· I would say it's about a fourth of a mile birds-eye view

·2· ·from here.· And you can see it if you just travel down Zoo Drive

·3· ·and you're heading past the LA River.

·4· · · · The city of Glendale is planning to build a large gas fire

·5· ·plant there.· Currently the plant there was built in the '40s and

·6· ·it's rather old.· It only runs about 30, 40 days out of the year

·7· ·sporadically, just when extra energy is needed, but they plan to

·8· ·run is 365 days of the year, 24/7.

·9· · · · As you know energy is changing in the state of California,

10· ·but unfortunately this plan was put into place many years ago,

11· ·and GWP and the Glendale City Council has been considering

12· ·expanding it and has already invested 8 million.· Their plan is

13· ·to invest 425 million in expanding it.

14· · · · Now, why I'm bringing this up here?· Well, unfortunately, as

15· ·we all know, gas pollutants really affect the immediate area.

16· ·That will affect not only the zoo -- the animals that live here

17· ·24/7, but it will also affect those who work here immediately.

18· ·It will also affect those who come to the zoo, and of course

19· ·people like me who live down the road.

20· · · · According to the GWP EIR for the project, the new plant will

21· ·significantly increase emissions by 619,000 tons.· The nitrous

22· ·oxides, sulfur oxides, carbon monoxide, and particulate matter

23· ·known to increase the risk range of conditions in humans

24· ·including asthma heart disease, dementia, low birth weight, and

25· ·impaired cognitive motor skills development in young children.  I
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·1· ·can't imagine it would be very good for the animals either.· And

·2· ·when I say "significant," I mean multiples of current emission

·3· ·levels.· It is all in the EIR at the Glendale City Hall.

·4· · · · I am part of a group called the Glendale Environmental

·5· ·Coalition that came together to oppose the plant.· We've reached

·6· ·out to the zoo, but we haven't been able to make any traction --

·7· · · · MR. GIRA:· If you could please --

·8· · · · MS. POTELLE:· I'll wrap it up.· Thank you.

·9· · · · But we hope that you all, not only the zoo, will consider

10· ·looking into stating their concerns about how this may affect

11· ·your environment, but also all of those who are here, I would

12· ·imagine if you're for this EIR, you might want to check out the

13· ·EIR for the Glendale Grayson Gas Plant.· And you can find that

14· ·information at the Glendale City Hall.· You can also check out

15· ·our group on Facebook, the Glendale Environmental Coalition.· We

16· ·have two Facebook pages, and we send out regular updates to let

17· ·you know how you can get involved with helping to continue

18· ·pausing gas plant expansion, which we were successful with doing

19· ·last April, and we are continuing to do --

20· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you.· Your time is up.

21· · · · MS. POTELLE:· Thank you so much.

22· · · · THE WITNESS:· Renee, you're up.

23· · · · MS. WEITZER:· Hi.· Renee Weitzer.· I'm speaking for myself

24· ·today, not for Councilman David Ryu.· So I -- as I'm reading what

25· ·it says here -- and this is the first time I've seen this -- it
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·1· ·says that replaced, updated buildings and infrastructure and

·2· ·guest amenities.

·3· · · · I'd like to know the first phase which you indicated was

·4· ·between five and ten years, which animals will be given bigger

·5· ·spaces.· You didn't indicate that at all in your presentation

·6· ·today, the first phase.· This really reminds me of the last

·7· ·vision plan that talked about replacing buildings, but did not to

·8· ·talk about changing the animal habitat to a larger habitat.

·9· · · · At that time we changed the vision plan when it came to the

10· ·commission.· We did not do the buildings, as you know, and we

11· ·expanded the animal habitat.· It doesn't say anything here but

12· ·expanding outdated buildings.· I'd like to know in Phase 1 which

13· ·animals will be given bigger space.· Thank you.

14· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you, Renee.

15· · · · Malcolm is the next speaker.· Malcolm, you will be followed

16· ·by Mary MacIntyre.· If you could come forward, please Mary, and

17· ·by Susanna Liberty.· All right.· Are Susanna and Mary still here?

18· ·Okay.

19· · · · Go ahead, Malcolm.

20· · · · MR. GORDON:· Okay.· My name is Malcolm Gordon.· I'm a

21· ·professor of biology at UCLA, and I've been thinking about zoos

22· ·and related enterprises for many, many years, especially with

23· ·respect to their educational aspects.· And with the change in

24· ·administration here at the LA Zoo, I perceive that there's the

25· ·possibility of perhaps a reconsidering some of the programmatic
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·1· ·aspects that underlie this Environmental Impact Report first, and

·2· ·then the specific thing that I had mentioned in the comments that

·3· ·I've submitted have to do with things that were left out, things

·4· ·that the zoo is not currently doing, but which it could do and

·5· ·which I personally think it probably ought to do more of.

·6· · · · And the specific kinds of things that I'm thinking about

·7· ·there, a normal absence -- I happen to be a fish biologist

·8· ·primarily -- are fish.· There is no significant aquarium facility

·9· ·involved with the zoo.· I recognize that there are a couple of

10· ·reasonably good marines, aquarium facilities in the region, but

11· ·they're certainly not very close to here, and all of the fresh

12· ·water world around the world is omitted completely.· Then are a

13· ·variety of more functionally oriented kinds of exhibits that the

14· ·zoo is a wonderful place to potentially have, things having to do

15· ·with things like animal locomotion, with animal evolution, with

16· ·invertebrates, with the variety of things that are there right

17· ·now.· And I would like to encourage some consideration for those.

18· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you, Malcolm.

19· · · · Are you Susanna or Mary?· You're Mary.· Okay.· Go ahead,

20· ·Mary.

21· · · · MS. MACINTYRE:· Good morning -- or good afternoon.· First of

22· ·all, I'd like to thank you for getting us all out here.· I am --

23· ·I have two things I wanted to bring up, but listening to other

24· ·people talking, I realize how unknowledgeable I am on the details

25· ·of the animals.
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·1· · · · So I want to do a lot more research before this whole period

·2· ·is over.· So I'm glad it's going to March.· Plus, I'm going to be

·3· ·a mom.· I'm a big fan of the zoo.

·4· · · · My particular two things were rail connections, and I didn't

·5· ·see anything on the visual.· Again, I haven't read in detail the

·6· ·plan.· I think it's really important to have the public

·7· ·transportation element in there.

·8· · · · The other thing, there was one picture where the first phase

·9· ·was in yellow, what was going to be the first phase, and part of

10· ·it was Crystal Springs Road going around with the new parking,

11· ·which is cool.· But the thing about the four-way stop not being a

12· ·four-way stop was not highlighted, and I think it's one of the

13· ·first things probably you would want to clear up too because

14· ·that's a bad area.

15· · · · And I would also then like to reiterate any of the concerns

16· ·about the animals.· I go to the zoo.· I'm one of the ones that

17· ·want to jump in there and pet them and hug them, and I did get

18· ·one lesson by one of the curators by the gorillas saying, no, you

19· ·don't want to do that.· They will squash you.

20· · · · So I just want to do what's best for the animals and be

21· ·educated and hopefully coming to the zoo, I'll get more educated.

22· ·So thank you.

23· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you, Mary.

24· · · · Who we have up next is Sherry Shantor, Shantor I think it

25· ·is, followed by Katherine Joyce, followed by -- getting old is
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·1· ·scary -- followed by Carol Gordon.

·2· · · · MS. SHANTOR:· Hi.· I'm -- I do appreciate having the chance

·3· ·to speak here today, having you guys include you the public as we

·4· ·move forward.· I just, I'm hoping that there will be a

·5· ·clarification on one of the slides that talked about there would

·6· ·be 273 percent more room for the animals and 73,000 square feet

·7· ·for visitors.· I just wondered how that 273 percent translates

·8· ·into square footage because I'm going -- what a couple of other

·9· ·people have said.

10· · · · My primary concern are the animals who do have to live here

11· ·24/7.· Their needs should be, you know, at the top first and

12· ·foremost.· It would be like renovating a house and you make the

13· ·guest room the biggest, and then, you know, those of us who live

14· ·there have to be relegated to the bathroom.

15· · · · And so I think it is just really important to consider the

16· ·spaces, you know, where animals do have more space, maybe

17· ·considering fewer species, more space, maybe considering some of

18· ·the innovative exhibitions like at the Philadelphia Zoo 360 where

19· ·they have trail ways where the animals can actually traverse the

20· ·zoo.· And, you know, to me I think it's really important for the

21· ·animals to have choices.

22· · · · If they want to go over here one day and area A, and then

23· ·the next day over in area B, to be able the give them that

24· ·choice.· I really would encourage you guys to look at the

25· ·Philadelphia 360 exhibit.· And I think it's wonderful.· I think
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·1· ·the visitors would love it too seeing, you know, the primates,

·2· ·you know, walking above their heads and across over the

·3· ·concessions or whatever, same with the big cats.

·4· · · · And anyway that's all I have to say.· Thank you.

·5· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you so for your testimony.

·6· · · · Next up will be Katherine.

·7· · · · MS. JOYCE:· Good afternoon.· Thank you for the opportunity

·8· ·to provide some comment here.· Actually come speaking to a little

·9· ·bit of what Sherry said, you know, progressive zoos today are

10· ·actually focusing on fewer species and providing more space for

11· ·those animals as well, and more resources.· And, of course,

12· ·you're be looking at preserving endangered species.

13· · · · However, I can also see that that would contribute, too, to

14· ·making less environmental impacts as well.· So I think that is

15· ·definitely something that should be considered.

16· · · · I also then -- and I just have a couple of questions I'll

17· ·just put on the record here.· One is that since we are looking

18· ·for a new zoo director, just I'm kind of curious about what, you

19· ·know, obviously you have this process and you have your dates,

20· ·but we're also looking at bringing in a new zoo director who

21· ·might have some different ideas.· So I'm just kind of wondering

22· ·how that factors in.· And, in fact, maybe this process should not

23· ·be slowed down a little bit to bring that into consideration.

24· · · · I'm also curious about, you said there were 40 acres that

25· ·were not used within the zoo footprint.· I'm curious about where
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·1· ·those are, and I'm also, the 273 percent more space for animals.

·2· ·I would also like to know what the actual square footage is

·3· ·because, you know, a hundred times, two hundred times more space

·4· ·when you're just talking about -- space to begin with ends up not

·5· ·being so impressive.· So thank you.

·6· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you so much.

·7· · · · Carol is up next.

·8· · · · MS. GORDON:· Hi.· Good morning.· I'm Carol Gordon.· Good

·9· ·afternoon, I guess.· I am so impressed with all the prior people

10· ·who have asked their questions, and those are a lot of my

11· ·questions I have.

12· · · · I'm also mostly primarily concerned about the animals.· I'm

13· ·also concerned, it seems to me that this is more -- it feels to

14· ·me as though this is a money-making project, and I really feel it

15· ·should be more for the animals, number one, priority animals, two

16· ·educational, which includes involving the kids and the schools --

17· ·and the schools.· I would like to to have more information how

18· ·kids can have a lot of more input and not only information but

19· ·involvement with the zoo.· Maybe we could involve the kids more

20· ·as far as the environment, the kids, etc.

21· · · · Also I'm for a hundred percent sustainability.· I think

22· ·within 10 or 20 years that's very reasonable.· I'm also

23· ·concerned, when you talk about the trees and the plants, etc. I

24· ·think they should be endemic as much as possible.· I know some of

25· ·the animals eat some of the plants and that may not be possible,
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·1· ·but as much as possible endemic plants.

·2· · · · And also the affordability of this is another concern of

·3· ·mine.· How much is the parking going to be?· How much is the

·4· ·admission?· Then that monorail thing.· I mean, I really,

·5· ·sincerely urge you not to make this into a Disneyland kind of a

·6· ·project.· This should be for all the people that live here.· And

·7· ·I mean affordable.· I mean really affordable.· Thank you.

·8· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you, Carol.· That's -- Carol's our last

·9· ·speaker.· So for those of you who want to still speak or -- we're

10· ·happy to take any further comments.· We can -- you can just step

11· ·up to the microphone.· I strongly encourage you.

12· · · · Again, we will respond to all of these issues in detail and

13· ·then also zoo staff, Wood staff, the Bureau of Engineering staff,

14· ·along with other consultants will be out in the lobby there

15· ·available for any questions that you have.· We are happy to take

16· ·time to talk to everybody and answer any questions that we can.

17· · · · Yes.· We have another speaker.

18· · · · MS. GORMAN:· I'm Linda Gorman.· I wanted to reiterate the

19· ·concern that was expressed because I understand now our

20· ·leadership is in flux at the zoo, and I understand, kind of,

21· ·Morgan is retiring.· The zoo director retired.· So I'm sure

22· ·they're looking for people for that.

23· · · · But that is a concern to me that that is -- we're going

24· ·through all this without that new leadership.· And I think the

25· ·timeframe has to be looked at because of that.
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·1· · · · The second issue was I notice the thing about the rock

·2· ·climbing wall.· I understand that's a way to bring more people

·3· ·and engage people, but it has nothing to the animals, and that

·4· ·just kind of bothers me that we're bringing people in for that

·5· ·and maybe to hope to engage them, but, again, not making it into

·6· ·a theme park is -- I want to avoid that.

·7· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you so much.

·8· · · · Sure.· You can come forward.

·9· · · · MS. POWELL:· I forgot to ask about the agencies who

10· ·decide --

11· · · · MR. GIRA:· Step to the microphone, please.

12· · · · MS. POWELL:· Yes.· What -- the agencies who decide the

13· ·significance of the impact.· Because one of the agencies listed

14· ·in the report is the City of Los Angeles Threshold Guide, which

15· ·is 12 years old.· So I'd like -- there's another agency that's

16· ·newer, but that's when it's applicable.

17· · · · So I'd just like to find out what agencies are really going

18· ·to decide on how -- this impact and what is the significance of

19· ·the impact.

20· · · · MR. GIRA:· Okay.· Thank you, Judy.

21· · · · Yes, sir.· Do you want to step to the microphone, please.

22· · · · And just state your name for the record, please.

23· · · · MR. MCDONALD:· My name is George McDonald, and I had a

24· ·question -- I mean, for the report, are you going to recycle the

25· ·construction materials in the -- are you going to be using
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·1· ·recycled construction materials in the new construction.· This

·2· ·would be in the new buildings and considered the roads,

·3· ·everything.· And, also, are you going to recycle all the old

·4· ·buildings that are being demolished.· And that's what I want to

·5· ·know.

·6· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you.· Those are excellent questions.

·7· · · · Anybody else?· We have another returner.

·8· · · · FEMALE SPEAKER:· Since Judy went the second time, I

·9· ·decided --

10· · · · MR. GIRA:· I opened the door.

11· · · · FEMALE SPEAKER:· As I'm sitting here, it's really, really

12· ·bothering me the fact that you're going to do a new entrance to

13· ·the zoo when we've spent all this money for the entrance.· A new

14· ·building?· Why don't we just spend that money on the animals, for

15· ·God's sakes?· Forget building a new entrance.

16· · · · MR. GIRA:· Any other comments before we close this?· We have

17· ·a comment.· Oh, step forward, please, and just state your name

18· ·for the record, please.

19· · · · MS. MINNICK:· My name is Marissa Minnick.· I didn't see

20· ·anything up there, but maybe there's something else, but I

21· ·wondering if they were going to look at the impacts that the

22· ·Olympics are going to be having.· I don't know if there would be

23· ·an impact on the zoo or this area, but including that in the

24· ·study.

25· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you.· I'll just make a note that the
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·1· ·cumulative impacts are a required part of any environmental

·2· ·impact report.· So all pending and approved projects in the

·3· ·vicinity that have a potential to coalesce with or affect this

·4· ·project are required to be examined as part of the EIR.

·5· · · · We have two more returners.· Okay.· Just keep it brief.

·6· · · · FEMALE SPEAKER:· I'll be really quick, which is, I just want

·7· ·to -- because most of the focus has been on the animals and the

·8· ·zoo, and I haven't read, you know, obviously, read the report

·9· ·yet.· But there is big concern about the animals that do live in

10· ·the park as well, but the flora and the fauna in the park.

11· ·That's certainly a disturbance for the animals there, and also

12· ·the giraffes need to be in that first phase of improvement.

13· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you.· And one more?

14· · · · FEMALE SPEAKER:· Yeah.· This was the one I was looking for,

15· ·and I couldn't see it right away, but she reminded me.· My

16· ·concern was oh what other construction is planned in Los Angeles

17· ·in the next 20 years, especially the Olympics having its own

18· ·specific things going on.· But like in the next ten years, what

19· ·are the -- the Glendale gas thing going on.

20· · · · Is there a map, something that we can have, a timeline that

21· ·shows all the different other activities that are happening at

22· ·the same time I think might be a worthwhile pursuit just to make

23· ·sure we're not going to -- some people say, oh, really?· All this

24· ·is happening right now?· So.

25· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you.· That is another thing.· There will be
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·1· ·a map and a list of pending cumulative projects in the EIR.  I

·2· ·don't have such a map now because we have hadn't prepared the

·3· ·EIR.· I imagine the city does maintain such maps.

·4· · · · Yes, ma'am, step forward and please state your name for the

·5· ·record.

·6· · · · ELIZABETH:· Hello.· My name is Elizabeth.· I am a community

·7· ·member, and just like here, a lot of questions, but I wanted to

·8· ·know when I'm going to hear the answers.· Is there going to be

·9· ·another meeting, another chance to hear these questions answered?

10· · · · THE WITNESS:· Well, let me just go -- we have a court

11· ·reporter here who is writing everything down.· All of this will

12· ·go into the back of the EIR.· There will be a matrix of just all

13· ·-- the numbers of all the comments and it says which section of

14· ·the EIR those comments will be addressed in.· So right now we

15· ·don't have all the answers.

16· · · · We are going to go away and study all these answers, and

17· ·then when the Environmental Impact Report is published, you'll be

18· ·able to see your name in the record, and you'll be able to see

19· ·where the things were responded to.· And there'll be another

20· ·public hearing.· In fact, there will be several more public

21· ·hearings most likely.

22· · · · ELIZABETH:· Since we only have the chance -- I'm speaking as

23· ·a community member.· Since we only have the chance to be part of

24· ·this meetings or this feedback to you, are we going to have

25· ·another chance to discuss about it or hear from for you.
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·1· · · · MR. GIRA:· Yes, yeah.· There will be -- the public's -- the

·2· ·next step is -- and there's a slide there as well, and again

·3· ·we'll go outside with you.· The public's -- the Environmental

·4· ·Impact Report will be at least one public hearing, perhaps two

·5· ·public hearings on that Environmental Impact Report where all

·6· ·these comments that were brought up here or received in writing

·7· ·and e-mails and etc. will be addressed in the EIR, and then that

·8· ·will be your chance to see the comments were addressed.· I'd be

·9· ·happy to talk to you also and answer any questions you have in

10· ·the lobby.

11· · · · ELIZABETH:· Thank you very much.

12· · · · MR. GIRA:· As I'm sure the zoo staff would.· There's several

13· ·zoo staff people here as well.

14· · · · ELIZABETH:· Thank you.

15· · · · MR. GIRA:· Of course.

16· · · · DR. GORDON:· One last comment.

17· · · · MR. GIRA:· Dr. Gordon, I presume.· I've wanted to use that

18· ·line forever.

19· · · · DR. GORDON:· The comments recently here about neighbors

20· ·reminded me that one of the major neighbors of the LA Zoo is the

21· ·LA River, and I did not see any specific mention of any

22· ·interactions between the plans for changing the LA River

23· ·dramatically in the course of the next 10 or 20 years, as

24· ·compared with what's going to happen here.· I think that that

25· ·interaction, that might be a very important one.
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·1· · · · MR. GIRA:· Past, pending, and approved projects will all be

·2· ·discussed in relationship to the zoo expansion as part of --

·3· · · · Yes?

·4· · · · MS. MILLER:· A newcomer.· Chris Miller.· And I just had a

·5· ·question.· There is 30 of us here.· You want to reach this to 3

·6· ·million.· How are you reaching people about the environmental

·7· ·impact review process because it seems that there should be more

·8· ·people here.· And I don't know how many were here on Thursday,

·9· ·but this is a small, small percentage of the people you'd like to

10· ·impact.

11· · · · And one thing I've known in projects, when you take on

12· ·ownership by people being involved, it moves along with a lot

13· ·better cross-pollination so to speak.· And I know there's funding

14· ·need for all of this.· And by reaching out to your public to feel

15· ·like they could be part of this would be a good time now so that

16· ·they could reach out to the people that could bring the hundred

17· ·million dollars that I think is needed to do all this on a faster

18· ·pace.

19· · · · And the last thing, there is a couple of issues around

20· ·sharing the animals, and I wrote one up last -- I think it was

21· ·last month.· There was a young giraffe that was killed in the

22· ·San Diego Zoo.· And I hope as you go forward and start

23· ·co-mingling these animals together for the first time that there

24· ·is some -- somebody guiding this.

25· · · · I'm sure that the young giraffe that was impaled by a --
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·1· ·whoever in his enclosure -- it was what.

·2· · · · FEMALE SPEAKER:· A gazelle.

·3· · · · MS. MILLER:· A gazelle.· He was probably playful and the

·4· ·gazelle didn't know and do who gazelles do, but it seems like

·5· ·there's so much learning that we could take on as we go through

·6· ·this process for not only the zoo, but the people, you know.· Us

·7· ·being animal lovers and participating.

·8· · · · And not to bring up a sorer subject, but I think our first

·9· ·priority should be for looking after -- like Billy could help.

10· ·Because that on its own would cause a huge shift in the

11· ·appearance in the public eye for the LA Zoo.· I was telling

12· ·someone I'm coming in here, and they were like, I don't go to the

13· ·zoo because of him.· I think your attendance would increase

14· ·dramatically if he was one of the first priorities of any

15· ·changes.

16· · · · Because people really, really want to know that the primary

17· ·scope or focus of the zoo is on the animals, and he's symbolic to

18· ·all of us.· So I just -- I don't mean to be the source -- the

19· ·bearer of bad news, but if he could be a priority, you could see

20· ·a huge increase in support, I believe.

21· · · · MR. GIRA:· Thank you for the comment.· We're going to be

22· ·available in the lobby.· It's -- as Amanda indicated, this has

23· ·been one the most extensive public outreach numbers I've seen in

24· ·my 32-year career.· Ideas from anybody are welcome.

25· · · · I'm sure Amanda and Jan would welcome your feedback on how
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·1· ·to better engage the public, everything from social media,

·2· ·newspaper ads, forwarding 2,000 e-mails and 16,000 postcards, I

·3· ·think we are doing the best we can.· But we are -- welcome your

·4· ·guidance and suggestions on how to better engage the public.

·5· · · · That being said I think I will now -- unless there is

·6· ·someone, not a returner again, but if someone has any new

·7· ·comments?· Then if not, we'll all be available and look forward

·8· ·to chatting with you to the extent that you want to out in the

·9· ·lobby.· Thanks so much for coming tonight -- today.

10· · · · · · ·(End of meeting.)
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·1· · · · · · · · · · · ·REPORTER'S CERTIFICATION.

·2

·3· · · · · · · · · I, the undersigned, do hereby certify:

·4· · · · · · · · · That the foregoing transcript of

·5· · · · proceedings designated as the Matter of THE LOS ANGELES

·6· · · · ZOO SCOPING MEETING, were taken down by me and thereafter

·7· · · · transcribed into typewriting under my direction

·8· · · · and supervision.

·9· · · · · · · · · I hereby certify that the foregoing

10· · · · transcript is a full, true, and correct transcript

11· · · · to the best of my ability.

12· · · · · · · · ·I further certify I am neither financially

13· · · · interested in the action nor a relative or employee of any

14· · · · attorney or party to this action.

15· · · · · · · · ·In witness thereof, I have this date subscribed

16· · · · my name.

17· · · · Dated:· February 20, 2019

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

39

C-245



Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

1

1  8:18 24:12

1.2  17:20

1.5  13:17

1.8  7:1

10  8:19 9:1 29:22
 35:23

11th  10:17,25
 14:23 15:2

12  31:15

133  6:16,18 17:8,
 19 18:1

16,000  13:16 38:2

1966  6:22

2

2,000  38:2

20  9:1 29:22 33:17
 35:23 39:17

20-year  12:14
 13:4 19:22 20:2

200  12:17

2002  6:23

2016  6:23

2019  2:17 4:1
 11:15 39:17

2020  11:19

2040  6:25

216  13:19

24/7  22:8,17 27:11

24th  10:17

273  7:13 27:6,7
 29:1

3

3  6:25 8:19 20:11

 36:5

30  22:6 36:5

32  16:22

32-year  37:24

360  27:18,25

365  22:8

4

4  8:25

40  6:17 19:19 22:6
 28:24

40s  22:5

42,000  13:15

425  22:13

4:00  15:3

5

5  8:19

55  16:22

6

60-day  11:16

619,000  22:21

7

73  7:14

73,000  27:6

8

8  8:25 22:12

80  19:22 20:3

9

9  2:17 4:1

90  19:22

A

Aaron  19:12

ability  39:11

absence  25:7

accepted  14:17

accepting  4:23
 14:12

account  17:15
 18:3

achieve  7:2,5

acknowledgmen
ts  5:14

acre  6:16,18

acres  6:17 17:8,
 12,19 18:1 28:24

Act  16:21

acting  10:14

action  39:13,14

activities  13:6
 18:16 33:21

actual  29:2

ADA  7:24

add  13:7

addition  6:3
 12:18 13:24

additional  5:24
 7:14,21,22 13:4
 21:7

address  10:6
 16:18 20:13

addressed  10:1
 11:18 16:13 21:8
 34:14 35:7,8

adhere  19:13

adjacent  12:23

administration
 9:5 24:24

admission  30:4

admit  17:6

ads  13:23 38:2

advance  7:6

aerial  8:1,5

aesthetics  11:23
 12:9

affect  12:16
 22:15,16,17,18
 23:10 33:3

affordability  30:2

affordable  30:7

Africa  7:25 8:6,7,
 24

Africa's  8:9

afternoon  25:21
 28:7 29:9

agencies  6:1
 10:12 13:19 14:7
 31:9,12,13,17

agency  10:15
 31:15

agenda  4:14

ages  7:3

ahead  24:19
 25:19

Alex  3:7 5:10

altered  13:6

alternative  20:18

alternatives  9:23,
 24 18:14,19

Amanda  3:3 4:4
 16:9 18:4 37:22,
 25

Amaral  3:3 4:4
 5:13

amazing  18:23

amenities  24:2

analysis  13:2,10

i1
Index: 1..analysis

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

C-246



Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

analyze  19:6

analyzed  12:3
 19:5

Angeles  2:1,3,10,
 15,17 4:1 10:15
 31:14 33:16 39:5

animal  7:5 17:9,
 15 18:21 21:22
 24:8,11 25:15
 37:7

animal's  18:3

animals  7:13
 12:20 17:13,17,
 20,21 18:2,10,14,
 15,17,24 19:1,9
 20:22,25 21:3,6
 22:16 23:1 24:4,
 13 25:25 26:16,20
 27:6,10,16,19,21
 28:11 29:1,12,15,
 25 31:3 32:14
 33:7,9,11 36:20,
 23 37:17

annual  6:24

answers  16:5
 34:8,15,16

Anthony  5:18

anticipate  11:14

appearance
 37:11

APPEARANCES
 3:1

applicable  31:16

approval  11:8,20

approved  33:2
 36:1

April  23:19

aquarium  25:8,10

architect  8:17

area  7:22 8:7,11,
 13,22 12:1,2
 14:19 22:15 26:14
 27:22,23 32:23

areas  6:19 8:22
 9:4 11:22 12:6,18

arise  6:7

Armbruster  3:11
 5:16

Asia  9:4

aspects  24:23
 25:1

assist  10:10

Association
 19:17,18

asthma  22:24

attempt  13:12
 14:2

attendance  6:24
 12:24 37:13

attending  15:19,
 23

attorney  39:14

AUDITORIUM
 2:16

aviary  8:5 9:5

avoid  31:6

aware  9:19

awful  20:9

B

back  5:5 8:4 16:5,
 10 19:25 34:12

bad  26:14 37:19

base  12:5

basically  20:4

bathroom  27:14

batteries  20:5

bearer  37:19

begin  29:4

beginning  4:3,20
 9:18 10:2,18 11:9

behalf  10:15

big  18:12 21:4
 26:3 28:3 33:9

bigger  24:4,13

biggest  27:13

Billy  37:9

biological  12:10

biologist  25:7

biology  24:21

bird  12:17

birds  18:8

birds-eye  21:23
 22:1

birth  22:24

bit  10:23 17:7
 28:9,23

blue  9:1

BOTANICAL
 2:16

bothering  32:12

bothers  31:4

boundaries
 13:18

box  10:24 14:18

bridge  8:11

bring  25:23 28:23
 31:2 36:16 37:8

bringing  22:14
 28:20 31:4

brought  35:6

build  22:4

building  6:21 9:5
 32:14,15

buildings  24:1,7,
 10,12 32:2,4

built  22:5

Bureau  4:5 5:6
 10:8,14 13:25
 15:20 30:13

businesses
 13:17

C

California  2:17,
 19 4:1 7:24 8:5,
 11,23 16:20 19:17
 22:9

call  5:2 14:15

called  17:7 23:4

Canyon  8:10

captive  18:10

capture  7:19 13:7

carbon  22:22

card  5:2 14:15

cards  4:25 14:17
 16:25

care  7:6

career  37:24

Carol  27:1 29:7,8
 30:8

Carol's  30:8

carried  17:3

cars  20:12,15

cats  28:3

center  7:25 8:9,
 16,23

centers  7:15,24

certification
 11:7,21 39:1

certify  39:3,9,12

chance  27:2 34:9,
 22,23,25 35:8

change  16:16
 24:23

changed  24:9

changing  22:9
 24:8 35:22

i2
Index: analyze..changing

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

C-247



Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

Charles  8:17

chatting  38:8

check  15:17
 23:12,14

checklist  11:25

children  22:25

choice  27:24

choices  27:21

Chris  36:4

circulation  6:21,
 22 8:22 12:25

cisterns  13:7

city  2:1 4:5 10:10,
 15 19:25 21:4
 22:4,11 23:3,14
 31:14 34:3

clarification  27:5

class  7:9

clear  26:13

climbing  31:2

close  21:21 25:11
 32:16

co-mingling
 36:23

coalesce  33:3

Coalition  23:5,15

cognitive  22:25

collaborative
 4:11

collect  10:20

collecting  15:5

comfort  17:17

comment  4:19,
 23,25 5:22 10:24
 14:15,16,17 15:2,
 21 16:3,9,13,18
 21:20 28:8 32:17
 35:16 37:21

commentary
 16:20

comments  5:23
 10:20,22,25 11:1,
 5,16,17 14:11,12,
 19 15:1,5,7 16:7,
 12,15,24 25:2
 30:10 32:16
 34:13,14 35:6,8,
 19 38:7

commission
 24:10

commissioner
 5:17

committee  19:18

communities  6:1

community  6:9
 7:8 9:16,22 13:14,
 15 34:6,23

compared  35:24

completed  4:12

completely  25:12

complex  8:24

compliant  7:24

comprehensive
 6:15

concept  7:20

concern  17:14
 18:12 20:21 27:10
 30:2,19,23 33:9,
 16

concerned  29:12,
 13,23

concerns  9:22,23
 23:10 26:15

concessions
 28:3

conditions  22:23

Condor  8:10

conducted  20:23

confused  17:7

connections
 26:4

conservation  7:6
 13:8

consideration
 15:7 25:17 28:23

considered  20:6
 28:15 32:2

construction
 12:8,11,12,16,19
 13:5 31:25 32:1
 33:16

consultant  10:9
 15:21

consultants  5:7
 30:14

continue  23:17

continuing  23:19

contrast  9:2

contribute  28:13

cool  26:11

copies  15:9,12

correct  39:10

Council  22:11

Councilman  5:15
 23:24

couple  12:5 14:13
 25:9 27:8 28:16
 36:19

court  34:10

create  6:24 7:7
 16:10

cross-pollination
 36:13

Crystal  26:10

cultural  11:23

cumulative  33:1
 34:1

curators  26:18

curious  28:18,24,
 25

current  6:25 23:2

D

Dan  3:7 5:8 15:25

Darryl  3:6 5:5

date  39:15

Dated  39:17

dates  11:11 28:19

David  23:24

day  18:14 27:22,
 23

days  22:6,8

dealt  19:9

decide  5:21 11:20
 31:10,12,18

decided  32:9

decision  11:7,20

decrease  18:21

dedicated  7:13,
 17

dementia  22:24

demolished  32:4

demonstrate  7:9

Denise  3:6 5:5

depicted  8:20

depicts  8:10

design  6:23 8:16
 10:7

designated  39:5

destination  7:9

detail  26:5 30:12

detailed  11:11
 13:1 19:4

details  25:24

determine  11:7

Detroit  18:22

develop  6:20 15:7

i3
Index: Charles..develop

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

C-248



Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

developed  4:11

development
 6:13 13:3 22:25

Diego  36:22

direction  39:7

directly  10:22
 17:23

director  18:23
 19:16 28:18,20
 30:21

disclose  10:5

disclosed  12:4

discuss  34:25

discussed  36:2

disease  22:24

Disneyland  30:5

display  18:2,14

displayed  13:23

district  5:18

disturbance
 33:11

dive  6:11

dividing  17:12

documents
 15:15

dollars  36:17

door  32:10

doubled  20:1

doubles  8:4

draft  6:12,15 11:4,
 14 12:4,22 15:6
 16:11,14

drainage  13:5

dramatically
 35:23 37:14

drawing  8:15

Drive  2:16 21:25
 22:2

driving  20:12

drop  10:24

E

e-mail  10:22
 14:23 15:2

e-mails  13:15
 35:7 38:2

earlier  6:13 11:9

early  10:1,19
 11:14

eat  29:25

educated  26:21

educational
 18:16 24:23 29:16

effect  21:22

effects  19:7

efficient  7:18

efforts  7:6 13:12

EIR  9:11 10:1,12,
 14,16 11:4,5,6,7,
 14,18,20 12:4,22
 15:6 16:13,14,15
 21:19 22:20 23:3,
 12,13 33:4 34:1,3,
 12,14 35:7

element  26:7

elements  7:12
 9:7 17:23

elephant  17:12

elephants  21:1

Elizabeth  34:6,22
 35:11,14

embarking  4:12

embody  7:10

emission  23:2

emissions  22:21

employee  39:13

enclosure  37:1

encourage  6:6
 15:16,24 20:17
 25:17 27:24 30:11

end  4:21 5:3 10:17
 16:16 38:10

endangered
 28:12

endemic  29:24
 30:1

ends  8:6 29:4

energy  7:18 19:19
 22:7,9

engage  31:3,5
 38:1,4

engagement
 6:14 9:10 14:5
 15:24

Engineering  4:5
 5:7 10:8,14 13:25
 15:20 30:13

enjoyable  17:23

ensure  6:9 10:1

enterprises
 24:22

entrance  32:12,
 13,15

entry  7:23 8:24

environment
 10:9 19:16 23:11
 29:20

environmental
 3:9 4:9,13,17 5:8
 6:2,7,11 7:9 9:8,9,
 20,22,24 10:6,9
 11:2,10,22 12:1,3,
 7 13:14 15:14
 16:4,11,21 19:4
 20:15,24 21:8
 23:4,15 25:1
 28:14 33:1 34:17
 35:3,5 36:6

environmentally
 7:16,17

equipment  12:11

Erica  3:9 5:1,8
 14:15

evaluate  10:5

evaluated  12:9,
 22 13:1,10

evaluating  12:19

everyone's  9:19

evolution  25:15

examined  33:4

excavation  8:14
 12:11 13:6

excellence  7:11

excellent  32:6

excited  4:6

exhaustively
 19:5,6

exhibit  6:20 8:8,
 23,24 9:5 17:9,11,
 23 27:25

exhibitions  27:18

exhibits  17:10,11
 18:20 25:13

existing  6:16,22

expand  6:19

expanded  6:20
 24:11

expanding  22:12,
 13 24:12

expansion  17:7
 23:18 36:2

experiences  7:3,
 7

explain  18:4

expressed  30:19

extended  11:15

extensive  13:10
 37:23

extent  38:8

extra  22:7

i4
Index: developed..extra

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

C-249



Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

eye  37:11

F

Facebook  14:1
 23:15,16

facilities  6:21
 7:15 25:10

facility  25:8

fact  28:22 32:12
 34:20

factors  28:22

facts  14:25

fall  11:15

famous  8:16

fan  26:3

fantastic  21:14

faster  36:17

fauna  33:10

features  7:21

February  2:17 4:1
 39:17

feedback  6:6
 10:3 34:24 37:25

feel  5:22 21:3
 29:14 36:14

feels  29:13

feet  7:14 21:2 27:6

Fehr  3:4 5:9

FEMALE  32:8,11
 33:6,14 37:2

fewer  27:17 28:10

fill  5:2 14:18

final  11:5,6,18,20

financially  39:12

find  16:14,15
 23:13 31:17

findings  4:18 6:5

fire  22:4

fish  25:7,8

flag  5:1

flora  33:10

flux  30:20

focus  9:8 20:19
 33:7 37:17

focused  9:10

focusing  28:10

food  7:15

footage  27:8 29:2

footprint  28:25

foregoing  39:4,9

foremost  27:12

forest  12:14

forestry  12:10

forever  35:18

Forget  32:15

forgot  31:9

forward  15:8
 16:24 21:13 24:16
 27:4 31:8 32:17
 34:4 36:22 38:7

forwarding  38:2

four-way  26:11,
 12

fourth  22:1

free  5:22 15:12

freeways  12:23
 21:5

frequently  14:25

fresh  25:11

fulfill  7:8

full  13:21 39:10

fully  6:19

fun  7:3,7

functionally

 25:13

fundamental
 17:22

funding  36:13

funicular  8:1

future  6:10

G

Gallagher  2:18

GARDENS  2:16

gas  21:25 22:4,15
 23:13,18 33:19

gazelle  37:2,3,4

gazelles  37:4

gears  9:8

generating  19:25

George  31:23

Gira  3:7 15:25
 17:5 19:2 20:7,17
 21:10,17 23:7,20
 24:14 25:18 26:23
 28:5 29:6 30:8
 31:7,11,20 32:6,
 10,16,25 33:13,25
 35:1,12,15,17
 36:1 37:21

giraffe  36:21,25

giraffes  33:12

give  27:23

glad  26:2

glare  19:8

glass  18:19

Glendale  22:4,11
 23:3,4,13,14,15
 33:19

globally  7:6

goal  7:2 20:1

goals  9:9

God's  32:15

good  4:4 18:15,
 17,18 23:1 25:10,
 21 28:7 29:8
 36:15

Gordon  21:13
 24:20 27:1 29:8
 35:16,17,19

gorillas  26:18

Gorman  30:18

government
 13:19

gradient  8:13

grading  12:11
 13:6

Grayson  21:25
 23:13

great  10:1,3,19
 11:13 18:18

Green  3:5 5:6

ground  8:1,2

group  2:2,9 3:8
 5:9 23:4,15

guess  29:9

guest  24:2 27:13

guests  7:3,14

guidance  38:4

Guide  31:14

guiding  7:4 36:24

guys  14:6 19:19
 27:3,24

GWP  22:11,20

H

habitat  24:8,11

Hall  23:3,14

hand  14:14

happen  18:11
 25:7 35:24

happening  33:21,

i5
Index: eye..happening

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

C-250



Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

 24

happy  16:6 30:10,
 15 35:9

hard  8:2,21 9:2
 15:9

hardcopies
 13:20

heading  22:3

heads  28:2

hear  9:23 14:5
 21:2 34:8,9,25

hearing  2:18
 19:14 34:20 35:4

hearings  11:19
 34:21 35:5

heart  16:20 22:24

held  11:19 20:25

helping  23:17

highest  7:5

highlight  7:21
 8:11 13:11

highlighted  9:7
 26:12

highlights  6:12

hillside  8:14

hit  20:3

hope  9:15 23:9
 31:5 36:22

hoping  27:4

house  27:12

hug  26:17

huge  37:10,20

human  21:22

humans  22:23

hundred  29:3,21
 36:16

hydrology  11:23
 13:3

I

ideal  19:24

ideas  9:24 28:21
 37:24

identified  12:2,6

identify  14:9

imagine  23:1,12
 34:3

immediately
 22:17

immersive  7:2

impact  9:9,20
 12:3,7,12,14 16:4,
 11 18:4,5,7,9 19:4
 20:24 21:6,8 25:1
 31:13,18,19 32:23
 33:2 34:17 35:4,5
 36:7,10

impacted  12:10,
 24 21:4

impacts  6:7 9:25
 10:6 12:2,9,16,19,
 22 13:2,9 28:14
 32:21 33:1

impaired  22:25

impaled  36:25

implement  13:8

implementation
 6:8 9:25

implementing
 7:17 10:7

important  14:3,5
 16:19 17:21 18:13
 26:6 27:15,20
 35:25

impressed  29:9

impressive  29:5

Improved  12:25

improvement
 33:12

improvements
 6:21

include  8:22 9:4
 27:3

included  11:1

includes  29:16

including  5:7
 7:14,21 12:17
 13:25 21:7 22:24
 32:23

incorporated
 14:20

increase  6:24
 18:1 22:21,23
 37:13,20

increased  12:24
 20:25 21:6

increasing  17:9,
 11,19

incremental  6:24

indication  16:12

individual  17:13,
 15 18:2,3,21,24

inform  9:11

information
 10:23 14:9,22,23
 15:14 23:14
 29:17,18

informed  6:9 9:16

infrastructure
 3:9 5:8 10:10 24:1

initial  4:18 6:6
 11:24,25 12:6,9
 13:19,21 15:10
 19:3,6 20:22

innovative  27:18

input  6:7 9:19
 10:1,3 14:11
 29:18

integrated  7:19

intends  6:18 7:2

Interacting  18:15

interaction  35:25

interactions
 35:22

interested  6:1
 10:13 13:13 14:6,
 7 39:13

introduce  5:4,10

introductions
 4:15

invertebrates
 25:16

invest  22:13

invested  22:12

invited  9:12

involve  13:13
 29:19

involved  6:4 14:3
 15:18 23:17 25:9
 36:12

involvement
 9:10 10:19 29:19

involves  10:12

involving  29:16

islands  9:5

issue  19:7 31:1

issues  19:6 30:12
 36:19

J

Jan  3:5 5:6 37:25

Jane  21:11,17,18

January  10:17

Joyce  26:25 28:7

Judith  17:1

Judy  17:1,5 19:2,
 7 31:20 32:8

Julia  3:9 5:1,8
 14:14 19:10

jump  26:17

i6
Index: happy..jump

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

C-251



Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

Justin  3:10 5:15

K

Katherine  26:25
 28:6

keeping  17:19
 20:15

key  4:18 6:5 7:12
 9:22 12:14

kids  29:16,18,19,
 20

killed  36:21

kind  8:2 19:20
 28:18,21 30:5,20
 31:4

kinds  25:6,13

L

LA  4:8,10 5:6,16
 6:2 10:13 12:7
 22:3 24:24 35:20,
 21,22 37:11

LA's  4:5

land  6:18 19:25
 20:4

land-use  19:16

large  22:4

larger  24:8

lastly  5:17 6:9 9:3

lead  10:15

Leader  19:12,14

leadership  30:20,
 24

learning  37:5

left  25:3

legacy  6:22

legendary  8:16

lesson  26:18

level  7:5,11

levels  23:3

Liberty  24:17

libraries  13:21

library  13:22

light  18:7,11 19:8

Linda  30:18

list  11:22 14:8,9
 34:1

listed  31:13

listening  25:23

live  21:23 22:16,
 19 27:10,13 30:6
 33:9

lobby  5:23 14:19,
 25 15:11,22 16:5
 30:14 35:10 37:22
 38:9

locally  7:6

locations  13:22

locomotion
 25:15

long  9:17 15:1
 18:14

long-term  8:25

looked  16:3 30:25

Los  2:1,3,10,15,17
 4:1 10:15 31:14
 33:16 39:5

lot  14:22 18:17
 20:9,10 21:7 26:1
 29:10,18 34:7
 36:12

love  28:1

lovers  37:7

low  22:24

Luckman  8:17

M

Macintyre  24:16
 25:21

made  6:23 8:16
 13:12,22

magenta  8:4

mail  15:1,2

mailing  14:8,9

main  9:7,12

maintain  34:3

major  20:19 35:20

make  5:13 9:18
 14:2,7,8 17:23
 21:12,20 23:6
 27:12 30:5 32:25
 33:22

makers  11:7,20

making  17:10
 28:14 31:5

Malcolm  21:13
 24:15,19,20 25:18

management
 12:21

managing  10:8

map  7:20 33:20
 34:1,2

maps  34:3

March  10:17,25
 14:23 15:2 26:2

Marcus  20:20

MARGO  3:11

Margot  5:16

marines  25:10

Marissa  32:19

mark  20:3

Mary  24:16,17
 25:19,20 26:23

materials  31:25

 32:1

matrix  16:10
 34:12

matter  2:7 16:22
 22:22 39:5

mature  12:13

Mcdonald  31:23

meaningful  7:2,7

means  20:15

measures  10:7
 12:21 13:9

media  13:25 38:1

meet  20:6

meeting  2:3,11
 4:3,16 5:25 9:13
 14:17 34:9 38:10
 39:6

meetings  34:24

member  34:7,23

members  13:16
 15:20

mention  20:24
 35:21

mentioned  25:2

metro  20:14

microphone  17:2
 30:11 31:11,21

middle  9:3 21:4

migratory  18:8

mile  13:17 21:23,
 25 22:1

miles  21:3

milestones  11:11

Miller  36:4 37:3

million  6:25 7:1
 17:20 20:11
 22:12,13 36:6,17

mine  30:3

minimum  20:1

i7
Index: Justin..minimum

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

C-252



Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

Minnick  32:19

Minovitz  20:20,21

minutes  4:24
 14:13 16:8 19:12

mitigation  12:21
 13:9

mixed  8:8

modifications
 6:23

mom  26:3

moment  5:10,13

money  32:13,14

money-making
 29:14

monorail  30:4

monoxide  22:22

month  36:21

Morgan  30:21

morning  4:4
 25:21 29:8

motor  22:25

move  11:12 14:10
 27:4

moves  36:12

moving  15:8

multiples  23:2

Murphy  3:11 5:17

N

names  13:22
 16:12

National  19:18

natural  12:16
 21:5

near-term  8:19

needed  22:7
 36:17

negative  21:21

neighbors  14:7
 35:19,20

nest  12:18

newcomer  36:4

newer  31:16

news  37:19

newspaper  13:23
 38:2

newspapers
 13:24

night  9:13

nitrous  22:21

noise  18:7,11
 19:8 21:7

normal  25:7

note  12:8 19:3
 21:23 32:25

notice  6:5 13:18,
 20 15:9 31:1

notices  13:16

notifications
 13:24

notify  5:25

number  29:15

numbers  16:16
 34:13 37:23

O

occur  8:25

occurring  8:19

odds  17:23

offering  7:2

office  5:15,18

Olympics  32:22
 33:17

omitted  25:12

one-way  18:19

online  13:24

 15:13

opened  32:10

opening  21:19

operational  7:10
 12:8,16,19

opportunities
 4:18 6:10 9:17
 13:1

opportunity  28:7

oppose  23:5

orange  8:2,20

order  16:25

Orenstein  3:10
 5:15

organizations
 10:13

oriented  25:13

original  6:22

outdated  24:12

outreach  13:12
 37:23

overlooking  8:8

overview  4:16 6:3

ownership  36:12

oxides  22:22

P

p.m.  15:3

pace  36:18

pages  13:25
 15:13 16:16 23:16

park  31:6 33:10

parking  7:22,23
 8:23 9:6 12:25
 20:10 21:7 26:10
 30:3

part  20:23 23:4
 26:9 33:1,4 34:23
 36:2,15

participants  5:14

participate  4:7
 6:10 9:15,17
 11:13 15:17

participating
 37:7

particulate  22:22

parties  6:1 10:13
 13:13

parts  17:13

party  39:14

past  4:10 22:3
 36:1

pathway  8:4

patterns  13:5

pausing  23:18

pedestrian  8:4

Peers  3:4 5:9

pending  33:2
 34:1 36:1

people  7:8 9:14
 13:21 14:6 16:7
 18:7,16,25 20:11
 22:19 25:24 27:9
 29:9 30:6,22 31:2,
 3,4 33:23 35:13
 36:6,8,9,12,16
 37:6,16

perceive  24:24

percent  7:13
 19:19,22,23 20:3
 27:6,7 29:1,21

percentage  36:9

perimeter  8:3

period  11:16,17
 12:14 13:5 15:22
 26:1

personally  25:5

pet  26:17

phase  24:3,6,12
 26:8,9 33:12

i8
Index: Minnick..phase

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

C-253



Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

phases  8:18,19,
 25

Philadelphia
 27:18,25

pick  21:2

picture  26:8

place  14:19 17:3
 20:15 22:10 25:14

plan  4:8,10,13,17
 6:2,4,8,13,15,18
 7:1,5,12,17,20
 8:10,18 9:8,25
 10:14 11:6 12:8
 13:6 15:10 17:7
 19:22 22:7,10,12
 24:7,9 26:6

plan's  10:6

planned  33:16

planning  8:7,11,
 25 22:4

plans  35:22

plant  22:1,5,20
 23:5,13,18

plants  29:23,25
 30:1

playful  37:3

plaza  7:23 8:24

Pleasure  17:5

pointed  18:9 19:7

pollutants  22:15

pollution  21:7

Pon  3:6 5:5

population  21:22

Portantino's
 5:18

portraying  8:8

possibility  24:25

postcard  13:16

postcards  38:2

posted  13:24

posting  15:14,16

Potelle  21:11,18
 23:8,21

potential  6:7 9:23
 10:6 12:1,2 33:3

potentially  12:7
 25:14

Powell  17:1,4,6
 31:9,12

power  7:19 19:25

practices  7:10,18
 12:21

preparation  6:6
 13:18,20 15:10

prepared  34:2

present  19:8

presentation
 4:15,21,22 5:21,
 23 10:21 14:12
 15:19 24:5

presented  11:7
 12:22 14:22

presents  8:15

preserved  12:15

preserving  28:12

presume  35:17

primarily  25:8
 29:12

primary  27:10
 37:16

primates  28:1

principles  7:4

prior  29:9

priorities  37:14

prioritizing  18:24

priority  29:15
 37:9,19

problem  17:22

proceedings
 2:15 39:5

process  4:7,9,11,
 12,13,17 6:2,5,10,
 11,14 9:9,11,15,
 18 10:3,9,11,12,
 18,20 11:10,12,14
 13:13,14 14:3,10
 15:14,18,24 16:9,
 21 28:19,22 36:7
 37:6

professor  24:21

programmatic
 24:25

progressive
 17:16 28:9

project  4:16 5:4,
 20 6:3,4 10:7
 11:6,20 12:11,24
 13:3 22:20 29:14
 30:6 33:4

project's  11:24

project-specific
 20:23

projects  33:2
 34:1 36:1,11

promise  7:8

properly  20:3

proposed  4:16
 6:3 7:20,21 8:13

proposes  13:7

proposing  6:15

protection  20:15

proud  19:20

provide  4:24 5:21
 6:3 7:12 8:12
 10:22,23,25 11:16
 14:15,16 28:8

provided  13:20
 14:24

providing  28:10

public  4:11,18,23
 6:6,14 9:10,11,16
 10:1,13,19 11:16
 12:25 13:12,13
 14:2,16 15:19,21

 16:2,20 18:2,14
 20:10,13 26:6
 27:3 34:20 35:4,5
 36:14 37:11,23
 38:1,4

public's  35:1,3

publication  15:6

publicly  13:22

published  34:17

purpose  4:16
 5:25 16:2

pursuit  33:22

put  14:8 19:25
 22:10 28:17

Q

quality  11:23 13:3
 16:21

question  31:24
 36:5

questions  5:24
 14:25 15:22 16:5,
 6 28:16 29:10,11
 30:15,16 32:6
 34:7,9 35:9

quick  21:23 33:6

quicker  21:12

R

radius  13:17

rail  26:4

rainwater  7:19

raise  14:14

range  22:23

re-use  13:9

reach  36:5,16

reached  23:5

reaching  36:6,14

read  16:17 18:6

i9
Index: phases..read

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

C-254



Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

 26:5 33:8

reading  23:24

realize  25:24

Realtors  19:17,18

reason  9:12

reasonable  29:22

Rebstock  3:5 5:6

received  10:20
 11:17 35:6

receiving  15:5

recently  35:19

recognize  25:9

reconcile  17:19

reconciled  17:25

reconsidering
 24:25

record  11:1 14:20
 28:17 31:22 32:18
 34:5,18

recycle  31:24
 32:3

recycled  32:1

redesign  6:16

redevelopment
 6:16

reduce  9:24 12:22

refine  11:2

region  25:10

regular  23:16

rehabilitated
 8:15

reiterate  26:15
 30:18

related  24:22

relationship  36:2

relative  39:13

release  11:4

released  11:6,15

relegated  27:14

relocation  12:13

remains  17:9

reminded  33:15
 35:20

reminder  4:21
 15:4

reminds  17:11
 24:6

removal  12:13

rendering  8:7,10

Renee  3:10 5:14
 21:12,15 23:22,23
 24:14

renewable  19:19

renovating  27:12

replaced  24:1

replacing  24:7

replanted  12:15

report  9:9,20
 16:4,11 19:4
 20:24 21:9 25:1
 31:14,24 33:2,8
 34:17 35:4,5

reporter  2:18
 34:11

REPORTER'S
 39:1

representative
 5:18

require  13:4

required  33:1,4

research  26:1

residences  13:17

resource  11:22,
 25 12:1,2,6

resources  11:23
 12:10 28:11

respect  24:23

respond  11:5

 30:12

responded  34:19

responding  15:6

rest  16:1

restrooms  7:16

result  12:7,24

results  12:4

retired  30:21

retiring  30:21

returner  32:7
 38:6

returners  33:5

reuse  7:19

review  4:13,17
 6:2,5,11 9:9 10:9
 11:10,16 13:14
 15:11,12,14 16:21
 36:7

reviewed  11:24

risk  22:23

River  22:3 35:21,
 22

road  21:24 22:19
 26:10

roads  32:2

Robert  2:2,9 3:8
 5:9

rock  31:1

room  27:6,13

roost  12:18

rotating  17:11

run  22:8

runoff  7:19 13:8

runs  22:6

Ryu  23:24

Ryu's  5:15

S

safe  7:3,7

sakes  32:15

San  36:22

Saturday  2:17
 4:1,7

save  16:1

scary  27:1

schedule  9:17,19

schools  29:16,17

scope  9:20 11:2
 15:8 37:17

scoping  2:3,10
 4:9 9:9,13 10:16
 39:6

screen  14:24

screened  12:1

section  18:9
 19:10 20:18 34:13

selected  10:10

Senator  5:18

send  23:16

sensitive  19:8
 21:1

service  7:15 9:4

serving  6:20

Shantor  26:24
 27:2

shared  17:10

sharing  36:20

sheds  12:12

sheets  14:25

Sherry  26:24 28:9

shift  9:8 37:10

show  19:10,19

showing  19:15

i10
Index: reading..showing

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

C-255



Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

shown  9:1

shows  8:7 11:10
 33:21

shy  14:14,18

significance
 31:13,18

significant  23:2
 25:8

significantly
 22:21

similar  20:21

sincerely  30:5

sir  31:21

sit  19:17

site  6:16,18

sitting  32:11

situation  21:20

skills  22:25

slide  8:7 11:10
 35:2

slides  12:5 27:5

slowed  28:23

small  36:9

snail  15:1

social  13:25 38:1

soft  11:11

solar  7:19 20:4

solely  7:13

solicit  10:3

Solutions  3:9 5:9
 10:10

SOMOZA  3:8

sorer  37:8

source  37:18

space  6:20 7:13
 17:9,12,14 24:13
 27:16,17 28:10
 29:1,3,4

spaces  24:5
 27:16

Spanish  5:10,12

speak  4:24 5:1
 14:14 19:12 21:13
 27:3 30:9 36:13

speaker  4:25 5:2
 19:10 20:8,20,21
 21:11 24:15 30:9,
 17 32:8,11 33:6,
 14 37:2

speaking  5:12
 16:4 23:23 28:8
 34:22

species  8:8
 12:15,17 19:8
 27:17 28:10,12

specific  25:2,6
 33:18 35:21

spend  32:14

spent  32:13

sporadically
 22:7

Springs  26:10

square  7:14 27:6,
 8 29:2

squash  26:19

staff  30:13 35:12,
 13

stakeholders
 13:19

start  6:15 19:22
 36:22

started  10:17

starting  5:4 6:2

starts  8:5

state  2:19 19:16
 22:9 31:22 32:17
 34:4

stated  6:13 11:9

statement  18:4

states  20:22

stating  23:10

stay  15:17 17:3

step  21:13 30:10
 31:11,21 32:17
 34:4 35:2

STEPHANY  3:8

stop  26:11,12

stops  20:14

storm-water
 13:5,8

street  12:23

stress  18:21

stresses  18:2

stressors  17:20,
 21,22

striving  19:21

strongly  30:11

structure  7:23
 9:6

studies  9:21 11:2,
 4 12:4 15:8

study  4:18 6:6
 11:25 12:4,6,9
 13:19,21 15:10
 19:3,6 20:22,23
 32:24 34:16

study's  20:18

subject  37:8

submitted  25:3

subscribed
 39:15

subsection  16:15

subsections
 16:16

subsurface  13:7

successful  23:18

suggestions
 38:4

sulfur  22:22

summarize  13:11

supervision  39:8

support  37:20

surrendered
 21:5

survey  13:10

Susan  2:18 20:8,
 17

Susanna  24:17
 25:19

sustainability
 7:10 29:21

sustainable  7:16,
 18

symbolic  37:17

T

tags  5:20

taking  4:7 15:7
 17:17

talk  4:8 5:24 24:8
 29:23 30:16 35:9

talked  24:7 27:5

talking  25:24 29:4

tasked  10:8

teach  18:16

team  5:4,7,20
 13:12 15:13,20,21

technical  9:21
 11:2,4 12:3 15:8

telling  37:11

temporarily
 12:12

ten  24:4 33:18

testimony  16:2
 28:5

theme  31:6

i11
Index: shown..theme

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

C-256



Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

there'll  16:12
 34:19

thereof  39:15

thing  17:21 18:13
 19:19 20:5 25:2
 26:8,11 30:4 31:1
 33:19,25 36:11,19

things  18:6,10,17,
 20,23 19:4 21:12
 25:3,6,14,15,16,
 23 26:4,13 33:18
 34:19

thinking  24:21
 25:6

thousand  7:14

Threshold  31:14

thrive  19:1

Thursday  9:13
 36:8

time  4:7 20:6
 23:20,25 24:9
 30:16 32:8 33:22
 36:15,23

timeframe  30:25

timeline  11:11
 33:20

times  29:3

today  5:11,14,25
 10:21 14:12 15:4
 16:8 17:8 20:3
 21:19 23:24 24:6
 27:3 28:9 38:9

tonight  9:12 15:4
 38:9

tons  22:21

top  27:11

touch  12:5

trace  8:21

track  5:22

traction  23:6

traffic  11:24 13:1
 18:8 20:23,25

 21:6

trail  27:19

tram  8:1,2,5

transcribed  2:18
 39:7

transcript  2:15
 39:4,10

translates  27:7

translator  5:11

transparency
 9:10

transportation
 12:23,25 20:10,
 13,18,19 26:7

travel  22:2

traveling  21:6

traverse  27:19

treat  13:7

trees  12:13,15
 18:8 29:23

Treetops  7:25
 8:15,23

true  39:10

Twitter  14:1

typewriting  39:7

typically  16:4

U

UCLA  24:21

underdeveloped
 6:17

underlie  25:1

undersigned
 39:3

understand  17:8,
 18 18:25 30:19,20
 31:2

underwent  6:14

undeveloped
 6:17 12:18

unique  8:12,16

unknowledgeabl
e  25:24

upcoming  11:3

updated  24:1

updates  23:16

urban  12:9,14

urge  30:5

utilize  6:19

V

vantage  8:12

VARELA  3:7 5:12

variety  25:13,16

vegetation  12:17

verbal  5:22 14:11

verbally  4:23
 10:21

Verret  3:6 5:5

vibration  18:7,11

vibrations  21:1,8

Vicere  3:11 5:17

vicinity  33:3

view  12:12 13:21
 16:20 21:23 22:1

viewpoint  8:12

views  8:8

virtual  18:20

vision  4:8,10,13,
 17 6:2,4,8,12,13,
 15,18 7:1,5,12,17,
 20 8:10,18 9:8,25
 10:5,14 11:6 12:8
 13:6 15:10 24:7,9

visitation  18:1

visitor  6:20 7:15,

 24,25 8:8,9,15,23

visitors  6:25 7:8
 17:18,20,24 18:8,
 15,16,24 27:7
 28:1

visitorship  7:1

visual  26:5

W

walk  6:12

walking  28:2

wall  31:2

wanted  25:23
 30:18 34:7 35:17

water  9:4 11:23
 13:3,4,8,9,10 18:7
 25:12

ways  27:19

web  15:13

websites  15:15,
 17

weight  22:24

Weitzer  3:10 5:15
 21:12,16 23:23

welfare  7:14
 17:18

Wendy  20:20
 21:10

wildlife  12:17

winter/spring
 11:19

woefully  19:20

wondered  27:7

wonderful  5:7
 25:14 27:25

wondering  28:21
 32:21

Wood  3:9 5:8 10:9
 16:1 30:13

i12
Index: there'll..Wood

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

C-257



Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

word  9:14

work  22:17

world  7:9 8:5 9:4
 19:24 25:12

worthwhile  33:22

wrap  23:8

writing  34:11 35:6

written  10:21,23
 14:17

wrote  36:20

Y

year  6:25 22:6,8

years  4:10 7:1
 8:20 9:1 16:22
 22:10 24:4,22
 29:22 31:15
 33:17,18 35:23

yellow  26:9

young  22:25
 36:21,25

Z

Zee  20:8,9

zoo  2:3,10,15,16
 4:8,10 5:5,6,17
 6:21,25 7:23
 10:14 12:8,19,23,
 24 13:17 15:20
 18:22 19:9,24
 20:25 21:6,20,24,
 25 22:2,16,18
 23:6,9 24:24 25:4,
 9,14 26:3,16,21
 27:18,20 28:18,
 20,25 29:19
 30:13,20,21
 32:13,23 33:8
 35:12,13,20 36:2,
 22 37:6,11,13,17
 39:6

zoo's  6:16,22
 13:25

zoos  17:16 24:21
 28:9

i13
Index: word..zoos

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800.231.2682

C-258



C-259



46-1

46-2

46-3

46-4

C-260



47-1

47-2

47-3

47-4

47-5

C-261



This Page Intentionally Left Blank. 

C-262



48-1

C-263



48-1

48-2

48-3

48-4

48-5

C-264



48-6

C-265



49-1

49-2

49-3

49-4

C-266



49-4
Cont.)

49-5

C-267



50-1

50-2

C-268



50-2
(Cont.)

50-3

50-4

C-269



51-1

51-2

C-270



51-2
(Cont.)

51-3

C-271



This Page Intentionally Left Blank. 

C-272



52-1

52-2

C-273



52-2
(Cont.)

52-3

52-4

52-5

52-6

52-7

52-8

C-274



53-1

53-2

C-275



53-3

53-4

53-5

53-6

53-7

C-276



54-1

54-2

C-277



54-2
(Cont.)

54-3

54-4

54-5

C-278



55-1

55-2

C-279



55-2
(Cont.)

C-280



56-1

56-2

56-3

C-281



56-3
(Cont.)

56-4

56-5

56-6

C-282



57-1

57-2

C-283



57-2 (Cont.)

57-3

57-4

C-284



58-1

58-2

C-285



58-2
(Cont.)

58-3

58-4

58-5

C-286



59-1

C-287



59-1
(Cont.)

C-288



59-1
(Cont.)

59-2

C-289



59-2 (Cont.)

59-3

59-4

59-5

59-6

59-7

59-8

C-290



59-8
(Cont.)

C-291



This Page Intentionally Left Blank. 

C-292



60-1

C-293



60-1
(Cont.)

60-2

60-3

C-294


	Appendix C LA  Zoo Vision Plan EIR Scoping Report
	LA Zoo Vision Plan EIR Scoping Report
	ScopingCommentsMatrix
	Table C-1. List of Commenters on the NOP
	Table C-2. Responses to the NOP Comments
	Table C-3. Number of Comments  by Topic

	C4_CDFW
	Caltrans
	City of Glendale Development Department
	City of Los Angeles 5th District
	Coalition to Ban Billboard Blight
	DTSC_2-8-19
	Elephant Guardians of LA
	Friends of Griffith Park
	LA Sanitation
	LADOT
	LA Equine Advisory Committee
	LAW HTB FoLAR NRDC
	Los Feliz Neighborhood Council_2-19-19
	Los Feliz NC Environmental Affairs Committee
	Los Feliz NC_Transportation & Mobility Committee
	SCAQMD
	SCAG
	Aaron Leider
	Alex Gruenenfelder
	Carol Gordon
	Claire Merrill
	DeAnn Trimarchi
	Elizabeth Avila
	Holly Mate-Luber
	James
	Jerri Miller
	John Stimson
	Karen Winnick
	Kenneth Aven
	Lindee Levicke
	Lupe Ramos_Silva
	Malcolm Gordon
	Mitch Gries
	Neel Sodha
	Parrish Hirasaki
	Philip Luber
	Rex Link
	Richard Bourne
	Rita Losset
	Susanna Liberty
	Vickere Murphy
	Vicki & Robert Bond
	Zachary Rynew
	Transcript NOP Scoping Meeting_2-7-19
	Transcript NOP Scoping Meeting_2-9-19
	Griffith Park Advisory Board
	Los Feliz Improvements Association
	FOGP_LAUSD_LFNC_LFIA
	LACBC_HUNC
	Glendale_City Council_Mayor
	LAEAC
	LA RAP
	Autry Museum




