
City of Los Angeles EIR No. 99-0421 (CU)(ZV)(ZAA) November 2001 

 
 

 

Hillcrest Christian School and Church West Campus Expansion Plan III.  Responses to Comments  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Page 154  

COMMENT LETTER No. 63 

Susie Kim 
12245 Louise Ave. 
Granada Hills, CA 91344 
No Date 

Ref. Case #CPC 2001-2608 CU 

Dear Mr. Liao, 

COMMENT 63.1 

 I am writing in regards to the proposed Hillcrest expansion.  I feel that it would be a good thing, 
because it is such a good school.  I have heard that some have complained about traffic problems but I 
have never had any problems.  I have more problems trying to get into the mall.  The students also 
seem to be quite nice, always willing to lend a helping hand and not destroying the streets with all of 
their trash.  Basically I would have no problem with them expanding.  I think it would be a good thing 
to have such a nice place and people get bigger. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 63.1 

No specific comments on the adequacy of the DEIR are provided; therefore, no response is required 
per Section 15204 of the CEQA Guidelines (see Topical Response 9 for a discussion of Section 15204 
of the CEQA Guidelines).   

COMMENT LETTER No. 64 

Robert and Phyllis Kittner 
17351 Cagney Street 
Granada Hills, CA 91344-1338 
July 24, 2001 

RE: Draft ElR #99-0421-CU-ZV-ZAA 

Dear Mr. Liao: 

COMMENT 64.1  

As we did last year, we are again writing to express our opposition to the proposed expansion of the 
Hillcrest Christian School in Granada Hills. We are 16-year residents of the community who frequent 
Rinaldi St on a daily basis to travel to and from work, as welt as for other purposes.  



City of Los Angeles EIR No. 99-0421 (CU)(ZV)(ZAA) November 2001 

 
 

 

Hillcrest Christian School and Church West Campus Expansion Plan III.  Responses to Comments  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Page 155  

The area around Rinaldi Street and Shoshone Avenue in this otherwise bucolic residential community is 
already saturated with eight schools and four religious institutions. Traffic congestion on Rinaldi, 
Shoshone, and nearby streets for much of the day and on Sunday morning has reached intolerable 
levels, posing a danger to motorists and pedestrians alike. Children and elderly persons are especially 
vulnerable. If you had undertaken a traffic study, we’re sure you would agree with our observations. 
Moreover, in your notice of June 21, 2001 you mention 11 anticipated significant effects on the 
environment. The draft EIR, as submitted, does precious little to mitigate these effects. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 64.1 

A traffic study was conducted for the Draft EIR.  Please see Section IV.J.1, Traffic, and Appendix H.  
The project’s impacts with regard to each of the eleven environmental issue areas identified previously 
in the NOP were analyzed in the Draft EIR.  Mitigation measures were recommended to reduce the 
project’s impacts for each issue area.  Please see the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
Section of this Final EIR.   

COMMENT 64.2 

Let’s not destroy another neighborhood and additional open space. We urge the City of Los Angeles to 
deny the Hillcrest Christian School a conditional use permit, parking variance, zoning administration 
adjustment and oak tree permit Please place this letter of objection concerning the Hillcrest Christian 
School Proposed Expansion into the official records of the County of Los Angeles. Forward copies to 
alt applicable city and county departments, and keep us informed of any and all variations and notices 
regarding this matter. 

Thanks for your consideration. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 64.2 

This comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the Decision-Maker for his 
consideration.  The commentator has been added to the project mailing list and will be notified of future 
hearings with regard to this project. 
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COMMENT LETTER No. 65 

Robert and Phyllis Kittner 
17351 Cagney Street 
Granada Hills, CA 91344-1338 
August 6, 2001 

Dear Mr. Liao, 

COMMENT 65.1 

Reference EIR contains numerous erroneous statements and inaccurate data that to obfuscate the real 
facts. 

There is no Hillcrest Christian Church.  Is there a Shepherd of the Hills Church?  The final combined 
enrollment capacity of the project will be 1400 but the EIR is based on only 1200. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 65.1 

The history of Hillcrest Christian Church and it’s association with the school function is discussed on 
page 34 of the Draft EIR.  Hillcrest Christian School is a California non-profit religious corporation. 
The ministry has always included a church located at the school site and has conducted church services 
at the site weekly since 1954. Because church worship services are a part of the original purpose of the 
ministry, the church sanctuary has not been altered for class use nor has a request been made to alter 
the building in any past, present or future conditional use request. 

When the school corporation was founded, the school covenanted with the church leadership that the 
church sanctuary would always remain intact specifically for church usage. 

With regard to the capacity of the school site, the current proposal includes a request for a maximum 
capacity of 1,200 students between both campuses combined.  Accordingly, the analysis in the EIR is 
based on a total maximum school enrollment of 1,200 students.  Any changes in this proposal above 
1,200 students will require additional environmental review in accordance with CEQA. 

COMMENT 65.2 

The inadequate capacity of current parking facilities is evidenced by the numerous cars parked along 
the surrounding streets.  Obviously, the currently approved 148 spaces is insufficient.  The EIR must 
address sufficient simultaneous parking capacity for both the current and proposed campuses as 
required by the City of Los Angeles Parking Code. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT 65.2 

The current parking supply at the Hillcrest Christian School and Church’s East Campus is in 
compliance with the City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code.  As stated in the Draft EIR (see 
page 235) the East Campus maintains 148 spaces in accordance with the existing Conditional Use 
Permit.   

COMMENT 65.3 

The estimated capacity of the proposed stadium on page 48 is totally misleading.  Ten 250 for rows for 
only 1000 people?  Two and one half linear feet for each seat.  Faulty engineering, or is it just creative 
EIR writing? 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 65.3 

The inclusion of bleacher seating was inadvertently included within the project desciption of the EIR.  
The proposed project will not include any bleacher seating.  The project applicant has not submitted a 
request for bleacher seating as part of the current CUP application and it is understood that no bleacher 
seating will be provided.  While the school may hold special events on the proposed athletic field (i.e, 
graduation ceremonies, fund raisers etc.,) temporary seating would likely employ the use of chairs or 
benches.  Nevertheless, for the purpses of assessing impacts from outdoor activity, the Draft EIR 
conservatively evaluated the noise and traffic impacts resulting from a crowd of 1,000 persons.  As 
such, the Draft EIR adequetly covers those respective environmental issues, regardless of whether or 
not bleacher seating or no seating is provided.   

The project’s parking impacts are addressed in Section IV.J.2, Parking, of the Draft EIR.  The Draft 
EIR concluded that because the demand for parking during special events may exceed the available on-
site parking capacity, a significant parking impact could occur.  The Draft EIR further concluded a 
significant and unavoidable parking impact may occur as a result of school-related special events on an 
occasional basis throughout the school year. 

COMMENT 65.4 

The traffic flow and off street parking numbers just don’t add up and are unacceptable.  As is the 
existing traffic situation.  Shoshone has become the alternative path for rush hour traffic originating 
north of the city limits headed west and will remain so until Senson is extended to Canoga.  The 
proposed construction will add more students and teachers through our neighborhoods from north of the 
city. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT 65.4 

Traffic impacts are addressed in Section IV.J.1, Traffic, of the Draft EIR.  Any existing traffic 
volumes originating from the north was calculated in the baseline conditions along Shoshone Avenue.  
The Traffic Impact Report identified 4,340 southbound vehicle trips along Shoshone Avenue in the 
vicinity of the project site.  (see Figure IV.J-1 on page 205 of the Draft EIR).  The traffic analysis 
estimated that the project will generate an additional 1,400 trips to the area roadways.  Approximately 
3% of the project’s traffic generation is estimated to originate form the area north of Shoshone Avenue. 

COMMENT 65.5 

I have not had the time to read the EIR in it’s entirety.  Time is too short to read it all and get this fax 
submitted on time.  My guess is that the inaccuracies I’ve found are indicative of what remains unread. 

It seems that the writers of subject EIR were more intent on pushing this projects through than on the 
accurate determination of its impact on our environment.  I respectfully ask for your response to each 
issue. 

Please place this letter into the official records of the City of Los Angeles. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 65.5 

This comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the Decision-Maker for his 
consideration.  An individual response for each comment made on the Draft EIR is presented herein.  
Should any comments correctly identify any discrepancies, errors or omissions made in the Draft EIR, 
they will be noted and corrected in Section II of this Final EIR, Corrections and Additions to the Draft 
EIR.  To the extent that such errors warrant additional analysis, such analysis will be conducted and 
presented within the Final EIR. 

COMMENT LETTER No. 66 

Florence Larbaoui 
17634 Mayerling St. 
Granada Hills, CA 91344 
August 2, 2001 

RE: Draft EIR CASE# 99-0421 (CU) (ZV) (ZAA) 

PROJECT NAME: HILLCREST CHRISTIAN SCHOOL AND CHURCH 

Dear Mr. Liao: 
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COMMENT 66.1 

I wrote to you before to express our opposition to this project for these following reasons: 

-The intersection at Shoshone and Rinaldi is already a traffic hazard. Many accidents have occurred and 
the problem will worsen accordingly when traffic will increase due to added students & teachers and 
lack of parking space. If anything happens to my family, the liability will ultimately be on the County 
of Los Angeles, after receiving these numerous warnings referring to these potential dangers. 

-We already experience similar problems on Mayerling street with St. Euphrasia School where parents 
and teachers park in front of our house, accompanied with heavy traffic during the week. Please, 
review traffic studies during the school season. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 66.1 

The traffic impacts of the proposed project are discussed in Section IV.J.1 of the Draft EIR.  The 
traffic impact report includes an analysis of existing traffic conditions, future traffic conditions without 
the proposed project and future traffic volumes with the proposed project.  The comment is incorrect in 
its statement that traffic counts were taken when school was not in session.  As stated on page 206 of 
the Draft EIR:  

“Turning movement traffic counts for the study intersections were conducted during the weeks 
of September 11, 18 and 25, 2000, after all local area schools were in session for the fall 
schedule.  Public and private schools in the area were in session during the period the traffic 
counts were conducted.” 

Moreover, additional detail and analysis was provided to specifically account for school-related traffic 
patterns in the project area.  For additional information on this issue, see the discussion of 
neighborhood traffic patterns beginning on page 203 of the Draft EIR. 

COMMENT 66.2 

-We also have concerns about a loss in our 2 years old home's property value when disturbances will 
occur in our neighborhood after this expansion. And I wish I was warned prior to buying about this 
case. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 66.2 

It is not anticipated that the proposed school expansion would cause property values to decline.  
However, socioeconomics are not analyzed as an impact area under CEQA, as the socioeconomic 
impacts of this project would not induce environmental change. 
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COMMENT 66.3 

-We do not need another school in our area (as they might suggest). It clearly is for their own benefits. 

-We are afraid the planned play area might be converted onto a stadium in the future as its shape can 
suggest it, and consequently are completely opposed to the whole project. 

Please do consider our complaint as it clearly is not beneficiary to our neighborhood but this school’s 
greed only. 

If you have further questions, call us or e-mail or write, thank you! 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 66.3 

This comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the Decision-Maker for his 
consideration.  The proposed project does not include a football stadium nor does it propose any 
stadium lighting features.  The proposed athletic field will be used for intramural athletic events only, 
as it is not of sufficient size to support regulated high-school athletic sporting events.  Any future plans 
for utilizing the newly acquired property as part of Hillcrest School’s operations will be subject to the 
City’s environmental review process at the time a development application is submitted and will be 
analyzed in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act.   

COMMENT LETTER No. 67 

(Sent in Duplicate) 
Daniel, Joan, Aleksey, Sean, and Brette Lavery 
15915 Ventura Blvd. Ste. 304 
Encino, CA 91436 
July 31, 2001 

RE: Draft EIR # 99-0421-CU-ZV-ZAA 

Dear Mr. Liao and Councilman Bernson: 

COMMENT 67.1 

As a family of five voters and taxpayers we have resided directly behind Hillcrest Christian School 
since 1981 when we moved here from San Fernando. We have personally been exposed to an 
increasing expansion, noise and diminution of the quality of our neighborhood by this private school 
which now seeks to double its population, cut down up to 300 beautiful long standing trees, bulldoze 
existing homes on Shoshone they secretly purchased, and erect a high school with an administration 
and classroom buildings along with an athletic field with 50 foot lights and a loudspeaker system. Of 
course to do this they will forever change the ambience of the beautiful neighborhood we fortunate 
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neighbors bought into years ago if you let them do it They will need your support and approval and 
they have paid for it and wait for its deliverance at the expense of those who rightfully vigorously 
oppose it. 

When we moved here, there were numerous trees in the neighborhood, a small school with a well-
manicured softball field, and open access to the community of the swings and playground apparatus. In 
word, we were friendly neighbors who always threw back soccer balls or other recreational items that 
ended up in our back yard. Seldom was there any noise to speak of except for an occasional soccer or 
softball game on a Saturday and the occasional tent services around Easter. That has changed 
drastically and now threatens to swallow up the ambience and quality of our neighborhood if you 
permit this new onslaught. 

We attended a meeting at Hillcrest where they unveiled their plan. Their land use consultant, traffic 
consultant and director presented their “dream” which consisted of a lighted football field with a 
scoreboard and loud speaker system, 1600 students and a faculty of 170! They included another 
basketball court (they already have an indoor one now), a parking lot where a residence has always 
been as have the more than 300 lovely trees that will be torn down if this plan is permitted to proceed. 
Of course the high school students will drive to school if they own vehicles or are permitted to use one 
of their parent’s cars and those that can’t drive must be driven to this already overtaxed area creating a 
new nightmare like nothing we’ve seen or could have imagined. In addition, their plans even include 
bleachers to seat over 1000 spectators and when the home team is away they plan to rent or lease out 
the field to some other high school or other group. Their plan includes a 15 foot retaining wall fronting 
on Shoshone with a large fence separating the field from the street and surround the field. They plan to 
construct a three story building next to the 145 space parking lot. The building will dwarf the 
residences west of it and destroy their view while creating a noise monster for everyone in the 
neighborhood. Our view from what used to be higher ground (about 20 feet above the soccer field on 
the East side of Shoshone) will look across to a large football field instead of the numerous large and 
beautiful trees which have characterized our neighborhood for years before and after I bought my 
property at 17526 Flanders Street. 

We also understand they want top build a 9000 square foot building housing a music room, assembly 
room, library and a cafeteria on the second floor while classrooms and a basketball court will occupy 
the third and first floors, inter alia. No doubt this means a high school band, cheerleaders and more 
noise. True, each of these items is what one would expect at any high school but what community in 
their right mind would sit by and let a high school be constructed where residences and trees were 
previously protecting and preserving the type of neighborhood where we raise our children and try to 
live in peace away from such large, noisy enterprises? This isn’t just a protest to preserve trees, but 
once they are torn down it takes years to even approximate the beauty that was here when we moved in 
and still can be preserved for the next generations if you don’t capitulate to their "dreams" Hillcrest 
and their supporting church at Shepard of the Hills which is heavily affiliated with them, own other 
property which seems far more appropriate for such an enterprise. They have a huge parking lot at the 
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area just west of Tampa and Rinaldi. That area is quickly growing with large buildings, including a 
shopping mall, a new YMCA, and is situated where noise and traffic are not nearly the residential 
concern and priority as it is where they plan to break ground very soon if you let them. 

Please for the sake of a real community of residential neighbors, do not allow their request for any 
conditional use permit or otherwise deter your solemn duty to preserve and protect our neighborhood 
from this unmitigated assault. We thank you in advance for your kind consideration of our reasonable 
position as adjacent property owners, taxpayers, voters and good neighbors. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 67.1 

The physical plans and operations of the proposed project are defined in Section III, Project 
Description.  With regard to the school’s future plans and potential for further expansion, the reader is 
referred to Topical Response  7 on page 32.  The inclusion of bleacher seating was inadvertently 
included within the project desciption of the EIR.  The proposed project will not include any bleacher 
seating.  The project applicant has not submitted a request for bleacher seating as part of the current 
CUP application and it is understood that no bleacher seating will be provided.  While the school may 
hold special events on the proposed athletic field (i.e, graduation ceremonies, fund raisers etc.,) 
temporary seating would likely employ the use of chairs or benches.  Nevertheless, for the purpses of 
assessing impacts from outdoor activity, the Draft EIR conservatively evaluated the noise and traffic 
impacts resulting from a crowd of 1,000 persons.  As such, the Draft EIR adequetly covers those 
respective environmental issues, regardless of whether or not bleacher seating or no seating is 
provided.   

Project impacts with regard to land use compatibility are addressed in Section IV.G, Land Use of the 
Draft EIR.  With regard to the loss of trees, please see Section IV.C, Biological Resources.  It should 
be noted that modifications to the proposed retaining wall (see Section II, Corrections and Additions) 
would avoid the complete grading of the site and will retain approximately 22 trees in place in the 
northwestern portion the project site.  Additionally, the tree replacement program is consistent with the 
City’s Landscape Ordinance and will include replanting all desirable non-oak trees on a 1:1 ratio.  A 
total of 162 trees are proposed to be planted on and adjacent to the West Campus as part of this 
mitigation effort.  As stated on page 109 of the Draft EIR, replacement trees will be required to be a 
minimum of 24-inch box trees.  Oak trees are protected under the City’s Oak Tree Ordinance and they 
will be transplanted or replaced on a higher ratio of 2:1 in accordance with the Ordinance.   

COMMENT 67.2 

Please send us a copy of the EIR to our home address at 17526 Flanders St., Granada Hills, CA 91344. 
This is a copy of our original letter which we sent to you through the US mail. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT 67.2 

At the request of the City Planner, a copy of the Draft EIR was mailed to the commentator immediately 
upon request on August 1, 2001. 

COMMENT LETTER No. 68 

Joan and Dan Lavery 
17526 Flanders Street 
Granada Hills, CA 91344 
August 3, 2001 

Re: Draft EIR # 99-0421-CU-ZV-ZAA-Hillcrest Expansion 

Dear Mr. Liao: 

COMMENT 68.1 

One of my neighbors emailed me some of the proposed ways Hillcrest plans to deal with the parking 
problem if they are allowed to expand. They say they will permit 66 high school parking permits. What 
about the other students who will not be permitted. Will they then take up our neighborhood with their 
cars? I live about a half a block from the school property and this concerns me very much.  In the past 
if anyone parks in front of my house they are at the same time parking in front of my mailbox. The 
Postal Service will not deliver my mail if anyone is blocking the mailbox. I have had this happen on 
numerous occasions. If Hillcrest students begin parking in my neighborhood, I can foresee an even 
greater problem, not just for me but for every neighbor who will be faced with the same problem. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 68.1 

The issue of student parking was addressed in Section IV.J.1 of the Draft EIR.  As stated in the Draft 
EIR, student parking will be monitored by school administration.  Specifically the following mitigation 
measures were identified to reduce parking impacts on the surrounding neighborhood.   

• Hillcrest Christian School and Church shall monitor the occurrence of off-site parking by its 
students and visitors to avoid the intrusion of school parking into the local neighborhood.   

• Proactive measures, such as providing informational leaflets at the beginning of each school 
year to discourage off-site parking, pick-up, or drop-off traffic patterns should be implemented. 

• Student parking shall be controlled by administrative policy.  A student parking program shall 
be implemented to control the availability of on-site parking spaces for student use.  Student 
parking shall be limited to a maximum of 56 student parking permits per school year at the 
West Campus.   
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• Prior to special events, Hillcrest shall contact neighboring commercial/institutional property 
owners to request the use of their parking facilities (i.e., such as requesting the voluntary use of 
the parking lot at the Islamic Masjid Granada Hills Center).  The use of private parking areas at 
neighboring properties would be at the discretion of the respective property owners. 

COMMENT 68.2 

In addition, their idea that they will run carpools off of Shoshone sounds like a nightmare to me.  There 
are already two schools who use Shoshone to take students to and from school during the day (St. 
Euphrasia and Robert Frost Middle School) In the morning at present it is very difficult for me to turn 
off of Flanders on to Shoshone because of the constant traffic in both directions. Every time a study is 
done of the traffic on Shoshone, it is done in the summer when the two schools are not in session. From 
September to June it is extremely congested. I can’t imagine what would happen if Hillcrest were 
allowed to run carpools off of Shoshone Street in the morning or afternoon. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 68.2 

Hillcrest does not implement any carpools to or from the project site.  All students arrive to the site via 
private automobile, by foot, or by other means of public transportation not provided by Hillcrest.   

The comment is incorrect in its statement that traffic counts were taken when school was not in session.  
As stated on page 206 of the Draft EIR:  

“Turning movement traffic counts for the study intersections were conducted during the weeks 
of September 11, 18 and 25, 2000, after all local area schools were in session for the fall 
schedule.  Public and private schools in the area were in session during the period the traffic 
counts were conducted.” 

COMMENT 68.3 

If they are allowed to have an athletic field the parking situation there would make it even worse. They 
have allotted about 466 parking places, what about parking for their opponents in athletic events. There 
is no consideration for that at all. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 68.3 

The parking demand analysis presented in Section IV.J.2 of the Draft EIR estimated the parking 
demands based on the maximum seating capacity of the gymnasium.  It is anticipated that the maximum 
attendance at gymnasium events will be those involving non-sport related school events, such as parents 
day, open house or special fund raisers.  Attendance at high school sporting events typically do not 
reach maximum capacity.  Nevertheless, the maximum attendance at any event is based on the capacity 
of the building, not the expected attendance for a particular sporting event.  Also, it was assumed that 
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on average, 2.5 persons would arrive in each car irrespective of who they were or what team they 
support.  Therefore, the parking situation would be the same regardless of whether the attendees are 
opponents or home team supporters. 

COMMENT 68.4 

I have lived in this neighborhood for 20 years. When I came I could sit in my yard and watch horses 
graze on the hill across from me. In the evening we enjoy watching sunsets and the many varieties of 
birds and bats that inhabit the area. The expansion plan will cut down over 300 trees, severely 
destroying my view and the habitat for the abundance of birds that live in the area. We are vehemently 
opposed to this expansion. The solutions Hillcrest offers to these irreversible problems are totally 
inadequate. If allowed to go through they would forever change the beauty and peace of this residential 
neighborhood. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 68.4 

The modifications to the proposed retaining wall (see Section II, Corrections and Additions) would 
avoid the complete grading of the site and will retain approximately 22 trees in place in the 
northwestern portion of the project site.  With regard to land use compatibility and views and 
aesthetics, the reader is referred to Sections IV.A, Aesthetics/Views and  IV.G, Land Use of the Draft 
EIR. 

COMMENT LETTER No. 69 

Daniel and Joan Lavery 
17526 Flanders Street 
Granada Hills, CA 91344 
August 6, 2001 

RE: Draft EIR # 99-0421-CU-ZV-ZAA 

Dear Mr. Liao: 

COMMENT 69.1 

After getting added information from the DIER on the Hillcrest expansion project, WE CONTINUE 
TO OPPOSE this expansion project of Hillcrest School. 

1. We are concerned about the amount of energy this school will consume, not only electricity, gas, but 
water as well. How much water will they need to maintain their athletic field. How do we address the 
amount of energy required to maintain lighting and air-conditioning for the large buildings they 
propose? 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT 69.1 

A complete discussion of water and electricity demands are provided in Section V.A, Impacts 
Determined to be Less Than Significant.  As stated in the brief analysis, the project is expected to 
generate a demand of 5,511 gallons of water per day.  The project is estimated to consume 
approximately 2,112 kw of electricity and 5,000 cubic feet of natural gas per day.  Based on these 
consumption demands, existing supplies and adequate infrastructure in the project area, no significant 
impact with respect to any of these utilities is expected. 

COMMENT 69.2 

2. The project summary allots approximately 114 parking spaces with vehicular access to Rinaldi 
Street. In another part the school is trying to get a variance for only 124 parking places. Is that a total 
of 266 or are they getting a variance for only 114? The parking situation is a great concern. There is no 
parking allowed on Rinaldi Street as there are bike lanes on both sides of the street. This would also 
create a possible hazard of cars entering and leaving this lot because of the bike lanes. The bike lanes 
are very popular in this area. Many people utilize them on a regular basis. The influx of cars in this 
area poses a hazard to those individuals using the bike lanes. In addition, where will the added people 
park who cannot fit into the lot? We live on Flanders Street just off Shoshone I am concerned that 
student parking will spill over onto our street (1/2 block from the school). Cars blocking mailboxes will 
create a problem for residents, as the Post Office will not deliver our mail if a car even slightly blocks 
the mailbox. This has happened to us on numerous occasions. Students parking on the streets also 
presents the added problems of trash left on the streets. We do not have street sweepers cleaning our 
streets. We are concerned that added traffic to the area will mean added trash in the neighborhood. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 69.2 

The issue of student parking was addressed in Section IV.J.1 of the Draft EIR.  As stated in the Draft 
EIR, student parking will be monitored by school administration.  Specifically the following mitigation 
measures were identified to reduce parking impacts on the surrounding neighborhood.   

• Hillcrest Christian School and Church shall monitor the occurrence of off-site parking by its 
students and visitors to avoid the intrusion of school parking into the local neighborhood.   

• Proactive measures, such as providing informational leaflets at the beginning of each school 
year to discourage off-site parking, pick-up, or drop-off traffic patterns should be implemented. 

• Student parking shall be controlled by administrative policy.  A student parking program shall 
be implemented to control the availability of on-site parking spaces for student use.  Student 
parking shall be limited to a maximum of 56 student parking permits per school year at the 
West Campus.   
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• Prior to special events, Hillcrest shall contact neighboring commercial/institutional property 
owners to request the use of their parking facilities (i.e., such as requesting the voluntary use of 
the parking lot at the Islamic Masjid Granada Hills Center).  The use of private parking areas at 
neighboring properties would be at the discretion of the respective property owners. 

The existing bike lane along the north side of Rinaldi Street is within a city easement and will not be 
vacated as part of the West Campus improvements.  The existing lane configuration and striping along 
Rinaldi Street provides a striped bike lane path between parked cars and the roadway.  This existing 
configuration will not be modified as part of this project.   

With regard to the school’s daily operations, implementation of a student parking plan and good 
neighbor policy, see the Topical Response  5 on page 31.   

COMMENT 69.3 

3. Peak traffic hours at the corner of Shoshone/Rinaldi; Flanders/Shoshone, and Andasol/Rinaldi are 
difficult to navigate now without the added traffic proposed by the school. I have had to wait at the 
corner of Flanders and Shoshone 2-5 minutes to turn onto Shoshone and wait in a long line of traffic to 
get to Rinaldi. Alternatively I have gone the other way on Flanders to run into the same snafu at 
Andasol and Rinaldi where there is no light In addition, Hillcrest runs carpools at present off of Rinaldi 
between Andasol and Shoshone which slows cars and creates a hazard. In their proposal they say they 
will run carpools off of Shoshone which will increase the problems we already face on that street in 
both the morning and evening peak hours. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 69.3  

Traffic impacts are discussed in Section IV.J.1 of the Draft EIR.  The existing turning movements, 
traffic patterns and behavior by people driving to Hillcrest and the surrounding areas schools are 
discussed in the Draft EIR on page 204.  It should be emphasized that this neighborhood intrusion is a 
phenomenon associated with the existing traffic and access to the front parking lot for drop-off and 
pick-up of the current students.  The applicant has proposed several roadway reconfigurations and 
alignments that would improve circulation on adjacent roadways.  These improvements will, in turn, 
reduce traffic intrusion into adjoining residential neighborhoods.  In addition, this situation will not be 
exacerbated by the West Campus expansion because the West Campus driveway entrance will provide 
full access, both left and right turn entry and exiting, on to and from Rinaldi Street.  Therefore, the 
West Campus site will be fully accessible from Rinaldi without the reorientation of traffic to comply 
with a right turn only entering and exiting access pattern.  It should be noted that LADOT’s 
determination does not include approval of the project’s driveways, internal circulation and parking 
scheme.  In order to fully evaluate these terms, a site plan with a minimum scale of 1”= 40’ will be 
required to be submitted to LADOT Valley Development Review, prior to submittal of building plans 
for plan check by the Department of Building and Safety.   
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COMMENT 69.4 

4. We are extremely concerned about the plan for overflow parking on the grassy field off Shoshone 
Street This field directly abuts our property not only would the parking of cars add noise and pollution 
to our very back yard, but It will also destroy the aesthetics of our view. There is one narrow entrance 
to this field off of their existing parking lot which would cause a backup of cars that would pollute our 
yards with exhaust fumes, They propose to park 130 cars on this field. That is absurd, I can’t imagine 
how they could possibly fit 130 cars on that field. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 69.4 

Parking impacts are addressed in Section IV.J.2, Parking, of the Draft EIR.  The Draft EIR concluded 
that because the demand for parking during special events may exceed the available on-site parking 
capacity, a significant parking impact could occur.  The Draft EIR further concluded a significant and 
unavoidable parking impact may occur as a result of school-related special events on an occasional basis 
throughout the school year.  The use of the overflow parking area would only be employed on an as 
needed basis for special events that occur only a handful of days per school year.  The cars would be 
parked in stacked rows, and would be directed by Hillcrest administrators.  This calculation is based on 
an average car fleet of compact and mid-sized cars.  The use of this field as a parking lot would not be 
a common practice and would not be needed on a daily basis or even for every special event.  
Furthermore, it should be noted that the operational uses and event schedule is not expected to be 
substantially different for the proposed West Campus expansion.  The existing operations already 
include special events and, on occasions, already include the use of the play area to accommodate 
overflow parking.  This play area is located directly north of the existing surface parking lot on the 
north end of the east campus along Shoshone.  No structural elements are proposed for this use as the 
play field will continue to serve as a primary school play area.  As such, no visual or aesthetic impacts 
would be created by this use.   

COMMENT 69.5 

5. We are very concern about the denuding of the area of trees and vegetation during construction. 
When we moved to our home 20 years ago, we had few trees on the property. It has taken us 20 years 
to beautify our property with trees that now provide shade and wildlife. The removal of trees from the 
surrounding hillside will forever change the neighborhood probably for the rest of our lifetime. We are 
concerned about the health risks that the construction poses with the removal of so much earth. Has this 
project addressed the issue of the pathogenic coccidioides fungi found in the soil. It was an issue here 
after the North ridge earthquake which didn’t stir up as much soil as this project will take. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 69.5  

The air quality analysis includes an analysis of the five criteria pollutants in accordance with the rules 
and procedures outlined by the SCAQMD Air Quality Handbook (1995).  The evaluation of various 
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fungi and other airborne contaminants beyond those identified by the SCAQMD’s standard reporting 
requirements would be excessive and unwarranted unless substantial evidence was provided that 
otherwise warrants additional evaluation.  No such evidence is presented, thus this issue is not required 
to be addressed.  It is acknowledged that broad occurrences of valley fever were reported after the 1994 
Northridge earthquake, when a rather large area within the greater San Fernando Valley and outlying 
areas was subject to severe (magnitude 7.2) ground disturbance.  Typically, grading activities for 
construction projects the scale of the proposed project (i.e., a total of approximately 5.5 acres) do not 
pose a threat to nearby residents or construction workers with regard to valley fever.   

With regard to tree removal and replacement, please see Section IV.C, Biological Resources of the 
Draft EIR.  The modifications to the proposed retaining wall (see Section II, Corrections and Additions 
to the Draft EIR) would avoid the complete grading of the site and will retain approximately 22 trees in 
place in the northwestern portion of the project site.  Additionally, the tree replacement program is 
consistent with the City’s Landscape Ordinance and will include replanting all desirable non-oak trees 
on a 1:1 ratio.  A total of 162 trees are proposed to be planted on and adjacent to the West Campus as 
part of this mitigation effort.  As stated on page 109 of the Draft EIR, replacement trees will be 
required to be a minimum of 24-inch box trees.  Oak trees are protected under the City’s Oak Tree 
Ordinance and they will be transplanted or replaced on a higher ratio of 2:1 in accordance with the 
Ordinance.   

COMMENT 69.6 

6. This area is surrounded by fault lines which pose a risk to soil liquefaction. The house next to me 
had to be torn down and completely rebuilt after the 1994 earthquake. How has this issue been 
addressed in this report? 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 69.6 

This issue of geotechnical hazards was thoroughly addressed in the Draft EIR.  See Section IV.D, 
beginning on page 111 of the Draft EIR.  A Fault Rupture Hazard Investigation for the Proposed 
Hillcrest Christian School Expansion Project, Hillcrest Christian School, Lots 1 & 2, Tract 10422, 
Northwest Corner of Rinaldi Street and Shoshone Avenue Granada Hills California, was prepared by 
GeoSystems dated September 29, 2000.  The entire Fault Rupture Hazard Investigation report is 
included in Appendix D to the Draft EIR.   

Section IV.D of the Draft EIR addresses the project’s compliance with the Private Schools Building 
Safety Act of 1986 (i.e., California Education Code Section 17320-17336), which provides that 
children attending private schools be afforded life safety protection similar to that of children attending 
public schools.  See page 116 of the Draft EIR.   

Furthermore, as documented on page 125 of the Draft EIR, no evidence of active faulting was observed 
during field exploration.  The Fault Rupture Hazard Investigation concluded that an active trace or 



City of Los Angeles EIR No. 99-0421 (CU)(ZV)(ZAA) November 2001 

 
 

 

Hillcrest Christian School and Church West Campus Expansion Plan III.  Responses to Comments  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Page 170  

potentially active strand of the Mission Hills fault, or any other fault, does not lie between the site’s 
southern property line and 50-feet north of the proposed building limits.  As such, no setback restriction 
zones with regard to active faults are applicable to the proposed project site.   

COMMENT 69.7 

7. Page 19 of the report under Land Use states “The proposed project will be an extension of an 
existing use and will not introduce an incompatible use to the area.” We totally disagree with that 
interpretation. The previous use was single family ranch style homes. The area when we first moved 
here was designed In the City Plan to be RA style homes and small farms, including horse and sheep 
ranch type habitations. We have seen the pastoral ambiance of our neighborhood eroded with every 
project that has been approved. This project is a deviation from the current land use. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 69.7 

The Draft EIR correctly noted that the existing land uses on the West Campus project site includes 
single family residential homes.  The description that the project is an extension of an existing land use 
is correct in the fact that the West Campus is directly associated to the existing East Campus, which has 
existed at this location since the site was first developed by the Hillcrest Christian Church in 1965.  
Since that time, Hillcrest has expanded its facilities on the East Campus to support its school 
operations.  To the extent that the Hillcrest Christian School and Church has been located at its current 
location, and the West Campus is located immediately adjacent to the existing East Campus (across 
Shoshone Avenue), the project is considered an extension to, and expansion of, an existing land use.  

COMMENT 69.8 

8. The added noise to the area is inconceivable to imagine. The added construction, trucks, parking, 
students on the fields will forever destroy the residential nature of the neighborhood. Already on school 
days If we are at home, the noise from the field makes it impossible to take a nap in our bedroom. On 
weekends they are running soccer games complete with horns that make it impossible to sleep in on a 
Saturday morning. A stadium would add bands, loudspeakers, cheerleaders, light pollution in the 
evenings, plus crowd noise. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 69.8 

Noise impacts are addressed in Section IV of the Draft EIR.  It should be noted that the project does not 
include a stadium and will not include any events on the proposed athletic field that would extend past 
daylight hours.  Other than security lighting, the project includes no nighttime lighting that would 
permit nighttime activities on the proposed athletic field.  Noise impacts created by the operational use 
of loudspeakers, intramural athletic events, recess, etc., would be consistent with those of the existing 
operations on the East Campus.  As such, no significant noise impacts are anticipated to occur. 
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COMMENT 69.9 

9. How can left and right access from the proposed parking lot at the West Campus be achieved 
through one ingress/egress driveway? Turning left from a parking lot onto Rinaldi poses danger to both 
east and west bound traffic on Rinaldi Street. Traffic backs up at the Shoshone light turning left further 
making this plan ridiculous. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 69.9 

The proposed ingress/egress driveway on the West Campus will be located approximately 250 feet west 
of Shoshone Avenue on Rinaldi Street.  This driveway will permit full access to the West Campus with 
left and right turn entry and exiting onto and from Rinaldi Street.  It should be noted that LADOT’s 
determination does not include approval of the project’s driveways, internal circulation and parking 
scheme.  In order to fully evaluate these terms, a site plan with a minimum scale of 1”= 40’ will be 
required to be submitted to LADOT Valley Development Review, prior to submittal of building plans 
for plan check by the Department of Building and Safety.   

COMMENT 69.10 

We respectfully submit that this project not be approved for the many reasons stated here, and for the 
additional reasons which we could not address in this short time. We’ are commenting on only the first 
27 pages of this 240 page report. We are sure that there are many more inconsistencies, omissions and 
errors that will deem this DEIR noncompliant with the CEQA. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 69.10 

No specific comments on the adequacy of the DEIR are provided; therefore, no response is required 
per Section 15204 of the CEQA Guidelines (see Topical Response 9 for a discussion of Section 15204 
of the CEQA Guidelines).   
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COMMENT LETTER No. 70 

Mavis and Dan Leahy 
11816 Shoshone Ave. 
Granada Hills, CA 91344-2228 
June 25, 2001 

Site location: 17531 Rinaldi Street Granada Hills File #99-0421-CU-ZV-ZAA 

To whom it may concern: 

COMMENT 70.1 

As residents of more than 15 years in this neighborhood we fail to see the necessity for such a project.  
There are enough private and public schools in this area.  This will have such a negative impact for the 
people that live here.  The traffic is already a problem, if this project is built it will become an absolute 
nightmare.  It is not something that the homeowners in this area need or want, this is a residential 
neighborhood where an expansion of such proportions is inappropriate. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 70.1 

Traffic impacts are discussed in Section IV.J.1 of the Draft EIR.  As concluded in the project traffic 
analysis, with implementation of the required traffic improvements mitigation measures, traffic impacts 
would be reduced to less than significant levels.   

COMMENT LETTER No. 71 

Mavis and Dan Leahy 
11816 Shoshone Ave. 
Granada Hills, CA 91344-2228 
July 20, 2001 

RE: Draft EIR #99-0421-CU-ZV-ZAA 

Dear Mr. Liao: 

COMMENT 71.1 

As we did last year, we are again writing to express our opposition to the proposed expansion of the 
Hillcrest Christian School in Granada Hills. We are 16-year residents of the community who frequent 
Rinaldi St on a daily basis to travel to and from work, as welt as for other purposes.  

 The area around Rinaldi Street and Shoshone Avenue in this otherwise bucolic residential community 
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is already saturated with eight schools and four religious institutions. Traffic congestion on Rinaldi, 
Shoshone, and nearby streets for much of the day and on Sunday morning has reached intolerable 
levels, posing a danger to motorists and pedestrians alike. Children and elderly persons are especially 
vulnerable. If you had undertaken a traffic study, we’re sure you would agree with our observations. 
Moreover, in your notice of June 21, 2001 you mention 11 anticipated significant effects on the 
environment. The draft EIR, as submitted, does precious little to mitigate these effects. 

RESPONSE TO 71.1 

A traffic study was conducted for the Draft EIR.  Please see Section IV.J.1, Traffic, and Appendix H. 

The project’s impacts with regard to each of the eleven environmental issue areas identified previously 
in the NOP were analyzed in the Draft EIR.  Mitigation measures were recommended to reduce the 
project’s impacts for each issue area.  Please see the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
Section of this Final EIR.   

COMMENT 71.2 

Let’s not destroy another neighborhood and additional open space. We urge the City of Los Angeles to 
deny the Hillcrest Christian School a conditional use permit, parking variance, zoning administration 
adjustment and oak tree permit Please place this letter of objection concerning the Hillcrest Christian 
School Proposed Expansion into the official records of the County of Los Angeles. Forward copies to 
alt applicable city and county departments, and keep us informed of any and all variations and notices 
regarding this matter. 

Thanks for your consideration. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 71.2 

This comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the Decision-Maker for his 
consideration.  The commentator has been added to the project mailing list and will be notified of future 
hearings with regard to this project. 
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COMMENT LETTER No. 72 

Mavis and Dan Leahy 
11816 Shoshone Ave. 
Granada Hills, CA 91344-2228 
August 3, 2001 

Dear Mr. Liao, 

COMMENT 72.1 

After looking through the DEIR on Hillcrest School, we are appalled. 1. Their solution to abate the 
traffic problem on Rinaldi in the morning is to use Shoshone.  Shoshone is a residential street that is 
already bumper to bumper with traffic from Robert Frost middle school, El Oro Way elementry (sic), 
Van Gogh elementry (sic), and St, Euphrasia, Granada Hills High, Kindercare, and Rinaldi adult 
school. 2. they will hand out leaflets at the beginning of school to discourage off site parking, pick up 
or drop off? 3. they will be issuing 66 student parking permits, yet ther (sic) will be as many as 400 
high school students.  Assuming that only 50% drive, where will the others park? 

These are only a few of our concerns.  What Hillcrest is proposing in not just inappropriate, but unsafe 
for all concerned. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 72.1 

The circulation pattern and roadway improvements along Shoshone Avenue are intended to alleviate the 
existing traffic through the neighborhood, not exacerbate the existing problem.  As discussed in the 
Traffic Section of the Draft EIR, a review of the existing local access traffic patterns reveals an 
apparent use of Flanders Street and/or Mayerling Street of some vehicles departing the Hillcrest 
Christian School, particularly during the drop-off and pick-up of students at the front parking lot on 
Rinaldi Street.  This situation results primarily from the right turn only access into and out of the 
parking lot.  It should be emphasized that this neighborhood intrusion is a phenomenon associated with 
the existing traffic and access to the front parking lot for drop-off and pick-up of the current students.  
The applicant has proposed several roadway reconfigurations and alignments that would improve 
circulation on adjacent roadways.  These improvements will, in turn, reduce traffic intrusion into 
adjoining residential neighborhoods.  In addition, this situation will not be exacerbated by the West 
Campus expansion because the West Campus driveway entrance will provide full access, both left and 
right turn entry and exiting, on to and from Rinaldi Street.  Therefore, the West Campus site will be 
fully accessible from Rinaldi without the reorientation of traffic to comply with a right turn only 
entering and exiting access pattern.  It should be noted that LADOT’s determination does not include 
approval of the project’s driveways, internal circulation and parking scheme.  In order to fully evaluate 
these terms, a site plan with a minimum scale of 1”=40’ will be required to be submitted to LADOT 
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Valley Development Review, prior to submittal of building plans for plan check by the Department of 
Building and Safety.   

With regard to student parking, please see the Topical Response  5 on page 31.   

COMMENT LETTER No. 73 

Joon Won Lee 
10620 Balboa Blvd. #122 
Granada Hills, CA 91344 
No Date 

Ref: Case #CPC 2001-2608 CU 

Dear Mr. Liao 

COMMENT 73.1 

Hi, I am a friend of the Hillcrest School and I would like to say how much this project is going to 
improve the condition of the school.  I have been a supporter for this school for a long time and I 
believe this expansion will definitely aid the school in improving their quality of education for the 
student. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 73.1 

No specific comments on the adequacy of the DEIR are provided; therefore, no response is required 
per Section 15204 of the CEQA Guidelines (see Topical Response 9 for a discussion of Section 15204 
of the CEQA Guidelines). 

COMMENT LETTER No. 74 

Shin Mo Lee 
17226 Simond St. 
Granada Hills, CA 91344 
No Date 

Dear Mr. Liao, 

COMMENT 74.1 

I am writing this letter to let you know how much I appreciate the Hillcrest Christian School, and to ask 
you to approve the proposed project #CPC 2001-2608 CU.  I wish that you could see how well this 
school has been working with our neighborhood, as well as to witness positive effect it has on the 
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children who attend the school.  I would recommend this school to any parents and I think that the 
expansion will meet the growing demand for such fine educational institution. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 74.1 

No specific comments on the adequacy of the DEIR are provided; therefore, no response is required 
per Section 15204 of the CEQA Guidelines (see Topical Response 9 for a discussion of Section 15204 
of the CEQA Guidelines).   

COMMENT LETTER No. 75 

Yoo Tae Lee 
19546 Kilfinan St.  
Northridge, CA 91326 
No Date 

Ref. Case #CPC 2001-2608 CU 

Dear Mr. Liao, 

COMMENT 75.1 

I am writing to give my support for the Hillcrest school expansion.  This school in my opinion has a 
fantastic record in dealing with the surrounding community and from what I know provides a quality 
education for its students.  It is my understanding that they desire to expand to the neighborhood area, 
in a parcel of land which is currently unused.  To be very honest with you Mr. Liao I don’t understand 
what the hold up is.  What better facility could be found to occupy that space.  A school which cares 
about the community and more importantly its students would be a value to any community,  I would 
consider their expansion to be a value to my community. 

Thanks you for your consideration. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 75.1 

No specific comments on the adequacy of the DEIR are provided; therefore, no response is required 
per Section 15204 of the CEQA Guidelines (see Topical Response 9 for a discussion of Section 15204 
of the CEQA Guidelines).   
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COMMENT LETTER No. 76 

Jack M. Lester 
E-mail: Jlester300@aol.com 
August 6, 2001 

Subject: EIR Case Number 99-0421(cuz)(ZU)(YV) Hillcrest School 

Dear Mr. James Liao, 

COMMENT 76.1 

I am a supporter of city government and belief [sic] that those at the helm have nothing but good 
intentions, however [sic] I don’t know how to deal with projects that are out of hand and representatives 
that make statements are made merely to placate. 

This letter is being written in response to my neighborhoods outrage at the perceived disregard for a 
long established community that has for years been fighting to maintain the integrity of the are [sic] as 
planned long ago. 

In particular council (sic) Bernson has indicated that they have appear to be really ignorant of the 
current situation and the community meetings which have been going on for over two years. The 
councilman’s office has not only been aware but his representative has attended and spoke to a number 
of the residents. No official stance may be a nice way to not take a stand at all. Ignorance is no defense 
as he is our representative. The last project in the area Grayhawk was fought for years.  Planning 
meeting after meeting was continued until the residents couldn’t for all practical purposes attend 
anymore. Still waiting for the widening and pavement of Mayerling “not speed bumps.” Traffic was 
also an issue as Shoshone was our only outlet. Zelzah was promised to be completed. STILL waiting. 

You can’t fight city hall, but we are and with all deference to the school the expansion is not only 
unwarranted but inconsistent with each issue as it applies to this community. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 76.1 

No specific comments on the adequacy of the DEIR are provided; therefore, no response is required 
per Section 15204 of the CEQA Guidelines. 

mailto:Jlester300@aol.com
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COMMENT 76.2 

Firstly, Traffic Safety: There is not reasonable access for this hillside to evacuate as it presently exists. 
This entire hillside community when build was never to have been landlocked. In time of an emergency 
we will not be able to get out.  We have been waiting for city planning and the councilmen’s office to 
make good on the promises made for the last project i.e. egress and ingress. Now we have a new 
project which will allow the neighborhood to be over run by vehicles. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 76.2 

As discussed above in Response to Comment 48.5, with implementation of the proposed roadway 
improvements along Shoshone Avenue and the required traffic mitigation measures, traffic impacts 
would be reduced to less than significant levels.  Based on this analysis, Rinaldi Street will be able to 
function as an alternate route 118 in the event of an emergency.  Therefore, the project will not restrict 
access into or out of the adjacent residential area to the north.  Rather, the project would facilitate 
emergency and evacuation out of the area as an additional “right-turn-only” lane would be provided on 
the southbound Shoshone Avenue approach to Rinaldi Street.   

COMMENT 76.3 

Stop by the neighborhood on Sundays or weekdays around 3:00. Its a virtual parking lot. The residents 
have to go 1/2 mile to Louise (a two lane street) to get to Rinaldi. The Church currently has rented out 
the existing facility to another congregation.(we were told they wouldn’t do that as they are concerned 
without quiet enjoyment of our property. 

Parking: The parking as planned is totally inconsistent and inadequate. Currently and after the project 
as detailed is built, the streets will be over run with vehicles. It really doesn’t matter how many permits 
they issue to students, Its obvious to the residents that the overflow in the morning, evening & 
weekends cannot be accommodated. There are three other schools now in the area that egress and 
ingress on Shoshone. We have dad [sic] to turn out neighbors streets into detours and alternative routes 
as is. This is horse and house property, people live here as primary residents and at each turn it seems 
that those who have supported the community taxes, volunteers,  etc. are disregarded. 

The parking and traffic are factual, the DEIR is filled with nothing but “nice to have remedies.” 1200 
hundred students but all they need is 402 parking spaces for events “athletic” and others. Security 
patrolling the area during athletic events, Why do I have to even worry about this? I live here they are 
just visiting. Events weeknight? Weekends? How about when the school rents out the facilities? Their I 
plea will be they didn’t know or have no control over the situation. The only way to prevent the 
negative consequences and problems is to eliminate the cause before it occurs.  The area is overrun 
with cars during the day. St. Euphrasia has no parking and the staff was parking on the dirt roadway 
adjacent to Mayerling. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT 76.3 

No specific comments on the adequacy of the DEIR are provided; therefore, no response is required 
per Section 15204 of the CEQA Guidelines.  All of these comments are noted for the record and will be 
forwarded to the Decision-Maker for his consideration.   

For a discussion of project impacts with regard to parking, the reader is referred to Section IV.J.2, 
Parking, of the Draft EIR.  For a discussion of project impacts with regard to public safety and 
security, the reader is referred to Section IV.I.1, Police Protection.  Additionally, the reader should be 
aware of the applicant’s good neighbor policy and grievance hotline number to report complaints.  
Hillcrest Christian School will maintain a hotline parking enforcement telephone number (818-832-
4732) to provide a direct means of reporting off campus student parking and other grievances associated 
with school-related events and operations.  This phone number will be posted on-site and will be 
provided to neighbors within a 500-foot radius.  See Corrections and Additions Secion of this Final 
EIR. 

COMMENT 76.4 

I would also challengage (sic) the Traffic department to monitor the traffic not only on Rinaldi but 
Mayerling, Shoshone, Balboa and Louise when the school is in session and not on a brake. Balboa has 
also become a short cut from the north valley down to the 118. All that traffic eventually will end up on 
Rinaldi going west. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 76.4 

The traffic impacts of the proposed project are discussed in Section IV.J.1 of the Draft EIR.  The 
traffic impact report includes an analysis of existing traffic conditions, future traffic conditions without 
the proposed project and future traffic volumes with the proposed project.  The comment is incorrect in 
its statement that traffic counts were taken when school was not in session.  As stated on page 206 of 
the Draft EIR:  

“Turning movement traffic counts for the study intersections were conducted during the weeks 
of September 11, 18 and 25, 2000, after all local area schools were in session for the fall 
schedule.  Public and private schools in the area were in session during the period the traffic 
counts were conducted.” 

Moreover, additional detail and analysis was provided to specifically account for school-related traffic 
patterns in the project area.  For additional information on this issue, see the discussion of 
neighborhood traffic patterns beginning on page 203 of the Draft EIR. 
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COMMENT 76.5 

Once the building has begun its one variance request after another. The playing field ie prviously (sic) 
football stadium, is still the same size necessary to later modify. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 76.5 

The Draft EIR is based on the present application that Hillcrest Christian School and Church has 
submitted to the City of Los Angels Planning Department.  The Project Description is stated in Section 
III of the Draft EIR.  There is no current plan for the proposed athletic field to function as a regulation 
football stadium.  The size and the configuration of the project site precludes the development of such a 
stadium on the property.  Should the current plans change, or should the project applicant submit 
additional plans for development in the future that are not covered under this project proposal and/or 
EIR, such plans will be subject to additional environmental review in accordance with CEQA.   

COMMENT 76.6 

Can the city guarantee anything? Good intentions aside the real issue for which there is no compromise 
is that the proposed expansion is a nice to have but unnecessary. The Hillcrest School/church raise $ 
money for everything and could easily sell the existing facility and build near the new church which 
would not negatively impact a community. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 76.6 

This comment does not raise any specific questions or challenges to the analysis of the Draft EIR.  No 
specific comments on the adequacy of the DEIR are provided; therefore, no response is required per 
Section 15204 of the CEQA Guidelines.  

COMMENT 76.7 

Driveways how can this propose two drive ways for 1200 students and faculty be acceptable or 
reasonable. So the parents of the 1200 students and the staff will just line the streets with cars waiting 
patiently to get into the parking lot that already full. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 76.7 

There are currently two driveways serving the existing East Campus.  The proposed project includes 
the construction of only one additional driveway.  As stated on page 227 of the Draft EIR, access to the 
proposed parking lot on the West Campus will be provided via one ingress/egress driveway located 
approximately 250 feet west of Shoshone Avenue on Rinaldi Street.  This driveway will permit full 
access to the West Campus with left and right turn entry and exiting onto and from Rinaldi Street.  It is 
anticipated that the Hillcrest-related traffic that enters the West Campus site will alleviate traffic 
congestion at the Shoshone/Rinaldi intersection and will not have to make either a u-turn on Rinaldi 
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Street or enter the neighborhood to the north of the school site via Shoshone.  It should be noted that 
LADOT’s determination does not include approval of the project’s driveways, internal circulation and 
parking scheme.  In order to fully evaluate these terms, a site plan with a minimum scale of 1”= 40’ 
will be required to be submitted to LADOT Valley Development Review, prior to submittal of building 
plans for plan check by the Department of Building and Safety.   

COMMENT 76.8 

This situation is a disaster and trying to compromise is not going to make it any better. The school size, 
student population, parking, traffic, egress and ingress is completely inconsistent with the facilities and 
resources of the area Its like putting a Costco at that intersection and telling the residents that 400 
spaces is enough. If the zoning and building laws are strictly enforce against citizens when compliance 
issues are raised. How is it that this project warrants so many variance that it would be easier to just 
have the entire area rezoned? If this project is built, its existence is in of itself a variance. 

The five foot set back is not in keeping with the current area. This is not a commercial area and 
underground parking would be more appropriate. That way in an emergency or otherwise the neighbors 
will have an even chance trying to get home or to work. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 76.8 

The variances required for this project are identified in Section III.E, Project Approvals Required.   

An underground parking garage is not an option for the project site because it is economically infeasible 
from a development standpoint.  The West Campus site is mantled with residual soil and a thin veneer 
of artificial fill overlying bedrock.  Deep excavations into the bedrock to construct an underground 
parking garage would prove too costly.  Additionally, such an alternative would increase impacts 
associated with construction noise and air quality emissions. 

With regard to access during an emergency, the project would improve circulation during an evacuation 
out of the area as an additional “right-turn-only” lane would be provided on the southbound Shoshone 
Avenue approach to Rinaldi Street.   

COMMENT 76.9 

The traffic congestion will be intolerable, 

IN AN EMERGENCY WHERE DO WE GO. IF SOMETHING HAPPENS I.E. “Earthquake etc;” 
who do I hold responsible for bad planning, or lack of planning, disregard for planning, or defective 
planning, is the city on notice by our concerns and can they be held accountable for our damage? 

Rinaldi is a main 4 lane highway that has orange cones diverting traffic twice a day.  Its also the main 
thoroughfare for the 118 Fwy should it be necessary.  One accident at the corner of Shoshone and 
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Rinaldi will leave this entire community like rats in a maze trying to find a way out. 

The proposed “informational leaflets” address off site parking, etc., will have as much impact as this 
letter with all of its issues.  This project is not a garage sale and will not be gone after the weekend. 

What about the value of a rural site in horse country. The trees and landscape? 

BY [sic] the way can I please have a copy of the completed DIER 

Thank you for your consideration to our concerns and we sincerely hope that our voice is heard. In new 
york (sic) if someone screams no one stops, thats (sic) why I moved here. 

Thank you, 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT 76.9 

These comments are noted for the record and will be forwarded to the Decision -Maker for their 
consideration.  With regard to the commentator’s request to be provided an EIR, copies of the Draft 
EIR were made widely available to the public in several formats.  The Draft EIR was made available in 
hardcopy format at the City Planning counters at both the downtown City Hall office and the Van Nuys 
Valley Planning office.  Copies were also provided to local libraries.  In addition, the Draft EIR was 
made available on the internet.  The commentator is encouraged to review a copy of the Draft EIR 
through any one of these locations.   

With regard to tree removal and replacement, please see Section IV.C, Biological Resources of the 
Draft EIR.  The modifications to the proposed retaining wall (see Section II, Corrections and Additions 
to the Draft EIR) would avoid the complete grading of the site and will retain approximately 22 trees in 
place in the northwestern portion of the project site.  Additionally, the tree replacement program is 
consistent with the City’s Landscape Ordinance and will include replanting all desirable non-oak trees 
on a 1:1 ratio.  A total of 162 trees are proposed to be planted on and adjacent to the West Campus as 
part of this mitigation effort.  As stated on page 109 of the Draft EIR, replacement trees will be 
required to be a minimum of 24-inch box trees.  Oak trees are protected under the City’s Oak Tree 
Ordinance and they will be transplanted or replaced on a higher ratio of 2:1 in accordance with the 
Ordinance.   

With implementation of the proposed roadway improvements along Shoshone Avenue and the required 
traffic mitigation measures, traffic impacts would be reduced to less than significant levels.  Based on 
this analysis, Rinaldi Street will be able to function as an alternate route 118 in the event of an 
emergency.  Therefore, the project will not restrict access into or out of the adjacent residential area to 
the north.  Rather, the project would facilitate emergency and evacuation out of the area as an 
additional right turn only lane would be provided on the southbound Shoshone Avenue approach to 
Rinaldi Street.   


