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APPENDIX D1
PUBLIC COMMENT TRACKING MATRIX

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD

Comment
No.

Date
Received

Format
Received

1

8/20/2018

Mail

2

9/14/2018

3

Commenter Name

Brief Summary of Comment Received

Where in the EIR/EIS
the comment is
addressed

Anthony Manzano

This letter provides Mr. Manzano's input regarding the
project. Mr. Manzano introduces himself in the letter and
describes his understanding of the project.

Project Description

Email

Andrew Salas,
Chairman

The project lies within the tribe's ancestral tribal
territory and is located within a sensitive area. The tribe
would like to consult regarding the proposed project.

Tribal Cultural
Resources Section

9/21/2018

Email

Tom Williams

Please provide project objectives and/or project
purposes/needs for the Scoping comments RE:
alternatives and mitigation.

Purposes/needs are in
the Executive Summary
section, scoping
comments are in
Appendix C,
Alternatives are in
section 2.0, and the
MMRP contains the
project mitigation.

4

9/24/2018

Voice
Message

Daniel CharlierSmith with Lozeau
Drury LLP

Wants to know who the applicant is and could not find
the NOP online.

Appendix to the
EIR/EIS

5

9/27/2018

Voice
Message

Alan Lin, Caltrans
District 7

Has a couple of questions about the Rose Hill Courts
Redevelopment project.

Appendix to the
EIR/EIS

6

10/1/2018

Email

Daniel CharlierSmith with Lozeau
Drury LLP

When does the NOP comment period end?
When do you anticipate the DEIR to be released?

Appendix to the
EIR/EIS

7

10/1/2018

Email

Francisco Guerrero

Wanted to verify the General Contractor that will be
performing the work for the project at Rose Hill Courts.
Interested in bidding opportunities for the Carpenters
craftwork.

Project Description and
Appendix to the
EIR/EIS

8

10/1/2018

Email

Gabrieleño Band of
Mission Indians-Kitz
Nation

Our Tribal Government would like to be consulted if any
ground disturbance will be conducted for this project.

Tribal Cultural
Resources Sections

9

10/2/2018

Mail

Scott Morgan,
Director

Letter sent from State Clearinghouse to reviewing
agencies.

Appendix to the
EIR/EIS

Summary of Comments Received During the Public Review Period for the Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment Project IS/EA (11/12/18)

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD

Comment
No.

Date
Received

Format
Received

10

10/4/2018

Voice
Message

11

10/5/2018

Mail

12

10/7/2018

13

Commenter Name

Brief Summary of Comment Received

Where in the EIR/EIS
the comment is
addressed

Francisco Guerrero

Voice message states: "I would like a little bit more
information if it is possible."

Appendix to the
EIR/EIS

Daniel Garcia,
Program Supervisor
at the South Coast
Air Quality
Management District

The letter includes SCAQMD staff’s comments and
recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air
quality impacts from the proposed project.

Air Quality Section of
the EIR/EIS

Email

Christian Arenas

1. Will this housing, only be made available to low
income individuals?
2. Is there any follow up to make sure tenants are in
good standing?
3. Will there be anyone making sure that tenants are
not allowing more people live in the unit that is
allowed?
4. Is there any security/police involved to make a safer
housing?
5. Will there be ground rules or maintenance staff to
keep the area clean?
6. I have concerns for the incoming tenants who will
double in size, and what impact they will have in the
surrounding neighborhood.
7. I'd like to be informed if you hold another meeting
for nearby homeowners to hear any concerns from
them.

1-5. Project
Description of the
EIR/EIS
6. Population and
Housing section of
EIR/EIS

10/8/2018

Email

Francisco Guerrero

Email sent with a thank you for the quick response and
that he is looking forward to hearing back if further
information come available.

Appendix to the
EIR/EIS

14

10/15/201
8

Email

Tom Williams

This comment expresses confusion regarding the end
dates for the review period for the project, asks for an
extension of the review period to October 29th, and
requests the project goals/objectives/purpose and need.

Executive Summary
and Introduction
Sections of the EIR/EIS.

15

10/19/201
8

Letter

Jean Prijatel

Several areas could result in significant impacts,
including, but not limited to, air quality, lead and

Air Quality Section,
Hazards and

Summary of Comments Received During the Public Review Period for the Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment Project IS/EA (11/12/18)

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD

Comment
No.

Date
Received

Format
Received

Commenter Name

Brief Summary of Comment Received

Where in the EIR/EIS
the comment is
addressed

asbestos, and energy use. When the draft EIS is prepared
please send one hard copy and one CD to the address on
the letter (mail code: ENF-4-2).

Hazardous Materials
Section, and Energy
Conservation Section of
the EIR/EIS

16

10/22/201
8

Email

Jorge Garcia,
President of the El
Sereno Historical
Society

Both the CEQA and NEPA documents erroneously state
that the Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment projects is
either in the Rose Hill neighborhood or the Rose Hills
neighborhood of Los Angeles. It needs to be clarified that
the Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment project is located
within the community of El Sereno.

Throughout the
EIR/EIS, as applicable.

17

10/22/201
8

Email

Tom Williams

This comment letter provides comments on a large
variety of topics including: environmental justice,
alternatives, geology/seismicity, MMRP, public services,
purpose/need, goals/objectives, cultural and tribal
cultural resources, historic resources, air quality,
greenhouse gases, noise, hazards and hazardous
materials, public services, recreation, transportation and
traffic, recreation, utilities and service systems,
hydrology/drainage, water quality, groundwater, ADA
compliance, and references.

Throughout the
EIR/EIS, in the
respective sections of
the document.

18

10/22/201
8

Email

Kelly Tsou

We received the attached filed Rose Hill Courts EIR
document in the mail today. I have placed the hard copy
in the Rose Hills Courts folder along with the other
comments to EIR.

Appendix to the
EIR/EIS.

Comments Received After the Close of the Public Comment Period
19

11/12/201
8

Email

Tom Williams

Could I please receive any digital copies of the
presentation materials shown during the 121/07/18
public meeting?
Are you still interested in receiving any further
comments?

Executive Summary
Section

Summary of Comments Received During the Public Review Period for the Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment Project IS/EA (11/12/18)
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APPENDIX D2
PUBLIC COMMENTS

From: Administration Gabrieleno Indians [mailto:admin@gabrielenoindians.org]
Sent: Friday, September 14, 2018 1:10 PM
To: RHCRedev CEQA <RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org>
Subject: Rose Hill Court Redevelopment Project, Los Angeles County, California

Please see attachment
Sincerely,
Admin Specialist
Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians - Kizh Nation
PO Box 393
Covina, CA 91723
Office: 844-390-0787
website: www.gabrielenoindians.org
Right-click or tap and hol d her e to downl oad pictur es. To hel p pr otect your privacy , Outlook prev ent ed automatic dow nload of this picture from the I nter net.

This electronic mail (including any attachments) may contain information that is privileged, confidential,
and/or otherwise protected from disclosure to anyone other than its intended recipient(s). Any
dissemination or use of this electronic mail or its contents (including any attachments) by persons other
than the intended recipient(s) is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please
notify us immediately by reply e‐mail so that we may correct our internal records. Please then delete the
original message (including any attachments) in its entirety. Thank you.

GABRIELEÑO BAND OF MISSION INDIANS – KIZH NATION
Historically known as The San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians /Gabrielino Tribal Council
recognized by the State of California as the aboriginal tribe of the Los Angeles basin

City of Los Angeles
1600 Wilshire Boulevard, 4th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90057
September 14, 2018
Re: AB52 Consultation request for Rose Hill Court Redevelopment Project, Los Angeles County, California
Dear Jenny Scanlin,
Please find this letter as a written request for consultation regarding the above-mentioned project pursuant to Public
Resources Code § 21080.3.1, subd. (d). Your project lies within our ancestral tribal territory, meaning belonging to or
inherited from, which is a higher degree of kinship than traditional or cultural affiliation. Your project is located within a
sensitive area and may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of our tribal cultural resources. Most often,
a records search for our tribal cultural resources will result in a “no records found” for the project area. The Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC), ethnographers, historians, and professional archaeologists can only provide
limited information that has been previously documented about California Native Tribes. For this reason, the NAHC will
always refer the lead agency to the respective Native American Tribe of the area. The NAHC is only aware of general
information and are not the experts on each California Tribe. Our Elder Committee & tribal historians are the experts for
our Tribe and can provide a more complete history (both written and oral) regarding the location of historic villages, trade
routes, cemeteries and sacred/religious sites in the project area.
Additionally, CEQA now defines Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs) as their own independent element separate from
archaeological resources. Environmental documents shall now address a separate Tribal Cultural Resource section which
includes a thorough analysis of the impacts to only Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs) and includes independent mitigation
measures created with Tribal input during AB-52 consultations. As a result, all mitigation measures, conditions of
approval and agreements regarding TCRs (i.e. prehistoric resources) shall be handled solely with the Tribal Government
and not through an Environmental/Archaeological firm.
In effort to avoid adverse effects to our tribal cultural resources, we would like to consult with you and your staff to
provide you with a more complete understanding of the prehistoric use(s) of the project area and the potential risks for
causing a substantial adverse change to the significance of our tribal cultural resources.
Consultation appointments are available on Wednesdays and Thursdays at our offices at 910 N. Citrus Ave. Covina, CA
91722 or over the phone. Please call toll free 1-844-390-0787 or email admin@gabrielenoindians.org to schedule an
appointment.

** Prior to the first consultation with our Tribe, we ask all those individuals participating in the consultation to view a video
produced and provided by CalEPA and the NAHC for sensitivity and understanding of AB52. You can view their videos at:
http://calepa.ca.gov/Tribal/Training/ or http://nahc.ca.gov/2015/12/ab-52-tribal-training/

With Respect,

Andrew Salas, Chairman

Andrew Salas, Chairman

Nadine Salas, Vice-Chairman

Christina Swindall Martinez, secretary

Albert Perez, treasurer I

Martha Gonzalez Lemos, treasurer II

Richard Gradias, Chairman of the Council of Elders

PO Box 393, Covina, CA 91723

www.gabrielenoindians.org

gabrielenoindians@yahoo.com

From: Tom Williams [mailto:ctwilliams2012@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, September 21, 2018 10:08 PM
To: robert.manford@lacity.org; RHCRedev CEQA <RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org>;
dhiraj.narayan@lacity.org
Subject: Docket No. FR—6126-N-01 Requests - Provide Project Objectives, Purposes, and Needs

Docket No. FR—6126-N-01 No
tice of Intent to Prepare a Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND DEVELOPMENT
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr. Robert Manford, Environmental Affairs
Officer, Planning and Land Use, Finance & Development Division of the City of Los Angeles
Housing, Community Investment Department, 1200 West 7th Street, 8th Floor, Los Angeles, CA
90017. Comments and questions can also be directed to robert.manford@lacity.org, Fax: (213)
808-8914, (NEPA) and Dhiraj Narayan, Development Officer, Development Services,
HACLA, RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org, telephone number 213-252-6120, fax number
213- 252-2739 (CEQA).
Please provide project objectives and/or project purposes/needs for the Scoping

comments RE: alternatives and mitigation.
Dr Tom Williams Snr Techn. Adviser, Citizens Coalitions for A Safe
Community
323-528-9682 4117 Barrett Rd. LA 90032-1712
This electronic mail (including any attachments) may contain information that is privileged, confidential,
and/or otherwise protected from disclosure to anyone other than its intended recipient(s). Any
dissemination or use of this electronic mail or its contents (including any attachments) by persons other
than the intended recipient(s) is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please
notify us immediately by reply e-mail so that we may correct our internal records. Please then delete the
original message (including any attachments) in its entirety. Thank you.

From: Development Services <Development.Services@la-mm-mss.haclapriv>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 9:37 AM
Subject: FW: Voice Mail Message ( 33 seconds )
FYI, a question from a law firm in Oakland on the applicant. Not sure why he could not locate the NOP on
our website. I just checked and is available.

From: 5108364200 [mailto:non-mail-user@la-mm-mss.haclapriv]
Sent: Friday, September 21, 2018 12:54 PM
To: Development Services <Development.Services@la-mm-mss.haclapriv>
Subject: Voice Mail Message ( 33 seconds )

This electronic mail (including any attachments) may contain information that is privileged, confidential,
and/or otherwise protected from disclosure to anyone other than its intended recipient(s). Any
dissemination or use of this electronic mail or its contents (including any attachments) by persons other
than the intended recipient(s) is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please
notify us immediately by reply e-mail so that we may correct our internal records. Please then delete the
original message (including any attachments) in its entirety. Thank you.

From: 2138978391 [mailto:non‐mail‐user@la‐mm‐mss.haclapriv]
Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:19 PM
To: Development Services <Development.Services@la‐mm‐mss.haclapriv>
Subject: Voice Mail Message ( 27 seconds )
Voicemail from CALTRANS.
This electronic mail (including any attachments) may contain information that is privileged, confidential,
and/or otherwise protected from disclosure to anyone other than its intended recipient(s). Any
dissemination or use of this electronic mail or its contents (including any attachments) by persons other
than the intended recipient(s) is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please
notify us immediately by reply e‐mail so that we may correct our internal records. Please then delete the
original message (including any attachments) in its entirety. Thank you.

From: Daniel Charlier-Smith <daniel@lozeaudrury.com>
Sent: Monday, October 01, 2018 10:44 AM
To: mpartridge@ultrasystems.com
Subject: Re: Response to voice message left re: Rose Hill Courts project
Good Morning Margaret, thank you for your response, When does the NOP comment period ends?
When do you anticipate the DEIR to be released ? thank you

Daniel

On Mon, Oct 1, 2018 at 10:35 AM Margaret Partridge <mpartridge@ultrasystems.com> wrote:
Hello Daniel,

This email is to follow up on the voice message you left regarding the Rose Hill Courts Project.

You may find copies of the Initial Study and Environmental Assessment, including the NOP on HACLA’s
website.
http://www.hacla.org/dsprojects/ID/8/Rose-Hill-Courts

Please scroll down when you on this page and these documents are listed under the sub-title: ROSE
HILLS COURTS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW DOCUMENTS, click on “CEQA” and underneath that, you will
find links to the NOP.

If you have additional questions, please let me know.

Thank you.

-Margaret

Margaret Partridge, AICP, LEED Green Associate, ENV SP | Senior Project Manager
UltraSystems Environmental | WBE/DBE/SBE/WOSB
16431 Scientific Way | Irvine, CA 92618
Office: 949/788.4900 Ext. 229 | Fax: 949/788-4901

Website: www.ultrasystems.com
E-mail: mpartridge@ultrasystems.com
Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. Thank you.
-Daniel Charlier-Smith
Paralegal
Lozeau | Drury LLP
410 12th Street, Suite 250
Oakland, California 94607
(510) 836-4200
(510) 836-4205 (fax)
Daniel@lozeaudrury.com

From: Robert Manford [mailto:robert.manford@lacity.org]
Sent: Monday, October 01, 2018 10:52 AM
To: Margaret Partridge <mpartridge@ultrasystems.com>; Betsy A. Lindsay
<blindsay@ultrasystems.com>; Dhiraj Narayan <Dhiraj.Narayan@hacla.org>
Cc: Shelly Lo <shelly.lo@lacity.org>
Subject: Fwd: General Contractor information

FYI
--

Dr. Robert K. Manford Environmental Affairs Officer &
Manager, Planning and Land Use Unit
Finance & Development Division
Housing + Community Investment Department (HCID)
1200 W. 7th Street 8th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90017
:(213) 922-9666 | : robert.manford@lacity.org
CONFIDENTIAL AND PRIVILEGED: This communication contains information intended only for the
use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged
and/or confidential. If you are not the intended recipient or an employee or agent responsible for
delivering the communication to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure,
copying, distribution, or use of its contents is prohibited. If you have received this communication in
error, please notify us immediately by returning the original communication by reply email, and
permanently delete the communication from your system.

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Francisco Guerrero <fguerrero@swcarpenters.org>
Date: Mon, Oct 1, 2018 at 10:48 AM
Subject: General Contractor information
To: "robert.manford@lacity.org" <robert.manford@lacity.org>
Cc: Manny Salcido <MSalcido@swcarpenters.org>
Hello, my name is Francisco Guerrero I’m a Representative for the Southwest Regional Council
of Carpenters and I would like to verify the General Contractor that will be performing the work
for the project at Rose Hill Courts 4446 Florizel Street, Los Angeles, CA 90032. I am also
interested in bidding opportunities for the Carpenters craftwork. Thank you in advance.
Francisco Guerrero
Special Representative
Southwest Regional Council of
Carpenters

Cell: (213) 317-1561
Office: (213) 385-3510
533 S. FREMONT AVE #501
LOS ANGELES, CA 90071

From: Administration Gabrieleno Indians [mailto:admin@gabrielenoindians.org]
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 11:17 AM
To: RHCRedev CEQA <RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org>
Subject: Rose Hills Courts Redevelopment
Please see attachment
Sincerely, Admin Specialist Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians - Kizh Nation
PO Box 393 Covina, CA 91723
Office: 844-390-0787
website: www.gabrielenoindians.org
This electronic mail (including any attachments) may contain information that is privileged, confidential,
and/or otherwise protected from disclosure to anyone other than its intended recipient(s). Any
dissemination or use of this electronic mail or its contents (including any attachments) by persons other
than the intended recipient(s) is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please
notify us immediately by reply e-mail so that we may correct our internal records. Please then delete the
original message (including any attachments) in its entirety. Thank you.

GABRIELENO BAND OF MISSION INDIANS - KIZH NATION
Historically known as The San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians
recognized by the State of California as the aboriginal tribe of the Los Angeles basin

Notice of Intent to Adopt An Initial Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration
September 28, 2018

Dhiraj Narayan, Development Officer
Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles
City of Los Angeles
2600 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, CA 90057

Good morning,
We have received your Notice of Intent to adopt a Negative Declaration for this project the Rose Hills Courts
Redevelopment in the location of Los Angeles. Our Tribal Government would like to be consulted if any ground
disturbance will be conducted for this project. Your site location 4446 Florizel Street, Los Angeles, CA 90032 is
within 1.01 miles radius of nearby villages and trading routes and because of these major factors the Tribal
government is highly concerned about the high probability of impacting cultural resources and ancestral remains.

Sincerely Lexie
Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians/Kizh Nation
(1844) 390-0787 Office

Andrew Salas, Chairman

Nadine Salas, Vice-Chairman

Dr. Christina Swindall Martinez, secretary

Albert Perez, treasurer I

Martha Gonzalez Lemos, treasurer II

Richard Gradias, Chairman of the council of Elders

PO Box 393

Covina, CA 91723

www.gabrielenoindians@yahoo.com

gabrielenoindians@yahoo.com

From: 2133171561 [mailto:non-mail-user@la-mm-mss.haclapriv]
Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2018 3:02 PM
To: Development Services <Development.Services@la-mm-mss.haclapriv>
Subject: Voice Mail Message ( 14 seconds )

This electronic mail (including any attachments) may contain information that is privileged, confidential,
and/or otherwise protected from disclosure to anyone other than its intended recipient(s). Any
dissemination or use of this electronic mail or its contents (including any attachments) by persons other
than the intended recipient(s) is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please
notify us immediately by reply e-mail so that we may correct our internal records. Please then delete the
original message (including any attachments) in its entirety. Thank you.

From: Alina Mullins [mailto:AMullins@aqmd.gov]
Sent: Friday, October 05, 2018 8:23 AM
To: RHCRedev CEQA <RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org>
Cc: Daniel Garcia <dgarcia@aqmd.gov>
Subject: SCAQMD Staff NOP Comments for Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment
Dear Mr. Narayan,
Attached are SCAQMD staff comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report for Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment (SCAQMD Control Number: LAC180926-03). The original,
electronically signed letter will be forwarded to your attention by regular USPS mail. Please contact me
if you have any questions regarding these comments.
Kind regards,
Alina Mullins
Assistant Air Quality Specialist, CEQA IGR
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources
South Coast Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765
P. (909) 396-2402
E. amullins@aqmd.gov
*Please note that the SCAQMD is closed on Mondays.

SENT VIA USPS AND E-MAIL:
RHCRedev.ceqa@hacla.org
Dhiraj Narayan, Development Office
Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles
2600 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90057

October 5, 2018

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment
The 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 recommends that the
Lead Agency use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the
Handbook are available from SCAQMD’s Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720.
More guidance developed since this Handbook 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.
SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. SCAQMD staff
requests that the Lead Agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to
SCAQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds to determine air quality impacts.
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.

Dhiraj Narayan

-2-

October 5, 2018

SCAQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds can be 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 staff 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-significancethresholds.
The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all
phases of the Proposed Project and all air pollutant sources related to the Proposed Project. Air quality
impacts 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 entrained dust). Air quality impacts from
indirect sources, such as sources that generate or attract vehicular trips, should be included in the analysis.
In the event that the Proposed Project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty dieselfueled 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-sourcetoxics-analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the use of equipment potentially
generating such air pollutants should also be included.
In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses (such as placing homes near freeways) 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. CARB’s Land Use
Handbook is a general reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with
new projects that go through the land use decision-making process. 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.
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 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

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.

Dhiraj Narayan
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available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying potential mitigation measures for the Proposed
Project, including:
 Chapter 11 “Mitigating the Impact of a Project” of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook.
SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages available here: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/airquality-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
 SCAQMD’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) for the 2016 Air Quality
Management Plan (2016 AQMP) available here (starting on page 86):
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Governing-Board/2017/2017-mar3-035.pdf
 CAPCOA’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures available here:
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14Final.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 and SCAQMD Rules
In the event that the Proposed Project requires a permit from SCAQMD, SCAQMD should be identified
as a responsible agency for the Proposed Project. For more information on permits, please visit
SCAQMD 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. The final CEQA document should also
discuss compliance with SCAQMD Rules, including, but not limited to, Rule 403 – Fugitive Dust and
403(e) Additional Requirements for Large Operations.
Data Sources
SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling SCAQMD’s Public
Information Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information
Center is also available at SCAQMD’s webpage at: http://www.aqmd.gov.
The SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project air quality and
health risk impacts are accurately evaluated and mitigated where feasible. Please contact Alina Mullins,
Assistant Air Quality Specialist, at amullins@aqmd.gov or (909) 396-2402, should you have any
questions.
Sincerely,

Daniel Garcia
Daniel Garcia
Program Supervisor
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources
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From: Christian Arenas [mailto:christian.r.arenas@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, October 07, 2018 10:23 AM
To: RHCRedev CEQA <RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org>
Subject: Rose Hills Courts- Nearby Homeowner Questions
Hello,
I attended the recent meeting at the Rose Hills Courts on Oct 4th. I leave around the block from them,
and I had some questions for the developers.
Will this housing, only be made available to low income individuals? I read on your site the requirements
to be considered, but is there any follow up to make sure tenants are in good standing? Currently the
Rose Hills Courts is made of of what seems like older people and some small kids, but people who have
lived here for years, told me that they were filled with gang members. As you double up the number of
units, and tenants kids grow up from kids to teens, I have concerns that the gang members will be back
double the size.
Will there be anyone making sure that tenants are not allowing more people live in the unit that is
allowed? Is there any security/police involved to make a safer housing?
Will there be ground rules or maintenance staff to keep the area clean/ Right now there's trash left on
the public side walks surrounding the courts, laundry is hung out in plain site, some units have built
make shift patios which look like homeless encampments.
I agree they need to be rebuilt, they are so rundown. I have concerns for the incoming tenants who will
double in size, and what impact they will have in the surrounding neighborhood. It's the gang issue that
is most concerning to me, and it seems to have been controlled here, because of the large age gap of
current residents, very old or very young.
I hope you have take all of this inconsideration. I'd like to be informed if you hold another meeting for
nearby homeowners to hear any concerns from them. For now it's been mixed meetings, and I know
there is one planned for just the residents of Rose Hills, so I am hoping we get the same opportunity
Thank You
Christian Arenas

From: Francisco Guerrero [mailto:fguerrero@swcarpenters.org]
Sent: Monday, October 08, 2018 9:53 AM
To: Betsy Lindsay <blindsay@ultrasystems.com>
Subject: Re: General Contractor information - ANSWER
Thanks for the quick response and looking forward to hearing from you if further information comes
available.
Francisco Guerrero
Special Representative
Southwest Regional Council of
Carpenters
Cell: (213) 317-1561
Office: (213) 385-3510
533 S. FREMONT AVE #501
LOS ANGELES, CA 90071

From: Tom Williams <ctwilliams2012@yahoo.com>
Date: Mon, Oct 15, 2018 at 12:16 PM
Subject: Closing Dates for CEQA/NEPA Scoping Comments #1 Sat.Oct. 20 or Mon.Oct. 22...Request for
Extension to Fri. 10/29/2018
To: "robert.manford@lacity.org" <robert.manford@lacity.org>, "dhiraj.narayan@lacity.org"
<dhiraj.narayan@lacity.org>, "RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org" <RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org>
Cc: Julio Torres <julio.torres@lacity.org>, ANTHONY MANZANO <rosehillsreview@yahoo.com>, Barbara
Hensleigh <barbarajhensleigh@gmail.com>
Confusion exists for the Rose Hill Courts Scoping Comments due date:
CEQA consideration indicate a due date of Monday Oct.22, 2018 while the NEPA considerations
and the only HCILA website searched reference goes to the NEPA page and the following:
ADDRESSES: Comments relating to the scope of the EIR/EIS are requested and will be
accepted by the contact persons listed below until October 20, 2018....
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr. Robert Manford, Environmental Affairs Officer,
Planning and Land Use, Finance & Development Division of the City of Los Angeles Housing,
Community Investment Department, 1200 West 7th Street, 8th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90017.
Comments and questions can also be directed to robert.manford@lacity.org,... and Dhiraj
Narayan, Development Officer, Development Services, HACLA, RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org,
telephone number 213-252-6120, fax number 213- 252-2739 (CEQA).
Comments:

Due to the confusion due to the inadequate and incomplete NOP/IS/EA etc. Please
clarify and Provide notice to all appropriate webpages and emails the due date for
Comments (other than Saturday 10/20, as no one will be in the office) . see blow
Please extend the comment period to October 29, 2018
Initial review of the materials
available CEQA/NEPA shows a total lack of background for Scoping in that No PROJECT
GOALS/OBJECTIVES Nor PURPOSES/NEEDS are provided although an "Overview of Project
Objectives" is mentioned. Without such, mitigative alternative cannot be developed. Objectives
must be quantifiable/numerically based for quantitative comparisons in the DEIR/DEIS.
Please provide prior to closure of Scoping and within the DEIR/DEIS:
#1.1 "PROJECT GOALS/OBJECTIVES" and "PURPOSES/NEEDS" with numerical/quantifiable
scales for the development of Alternative, a function of Scoping;
#1.2 Historic aerial photos of the Project site and vicinity - 1923, 1928, 1933, 1938 before
current structures were constructed. 1923 aerials are on the corridor wall next to 525A in City
Hall....current sources are EDR in Connecticut...check with LA DCP;
#1.3 All ownerships, special assessment districts, and specific plans within 500ft of Project
perimeter;
#1.4 Sector Setting/Assessment/Mitigation for Hydrology and Water Quality in the DEIR/DEIS
as the Low Impact Development will be significant for this project and would require collection,
detention, and reuse/recharge within the Project or vicinity;

#1.5 Infrastructure - Utilities/Services - water supply and fire water, Street Services - gutters,
drainage, and storm drains, and Sewerage - current capacities and flows, Street Lighting and all
needed extensions for Project and within 500ft uphill of the Project perimeters ;
#1.6 Transportation routes, stops, amenities, frequency, and authorities for all public/accessible
transit systems within 1320ft of the Project perimeter: ACCESS, DASH, MTA 78, 79, 79A, 252,
256, and 378;
#1.7 Draft Mit.Montr.Rptg.Plan categories and format and Draft Section in DEIR/DEIS,
including quarterly reports to the LA-32 Neighborhood Council.
Thank You
Dr. Tom Williams, Senior Technical Adviser, Citizens Coalition for A Safe Community
4117 Barrett Rd., LA 90032-1712 323 528 9682
More to COME

From: Prijatel, Jean <PRIJATEL.JEAN@epa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 18, 2018, 4:43 PM
Subject: EPA Scoping Comments for Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment Project
To: robert.manford@lacity.org <robert.manford@lacity.org>
Dr. Manford,
Thank you for the opportunity to provide scoping comments for the Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment
Project. Our comment letter will be sent via USPS tomorrow. Here is a scanned copy.
Please let me know if you have any questions.
-Jean Prijatel
_______________________________________
Jean Prijatel
Environmental Review Section
US Environmental Protection Agency Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (ENF 4-2)
San Francisco, CA 94105-3941
415-947-4167

From: El Sereno [mailto:eshs.org@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, October 22, 2018 6:59 AM
To: RHCRedev CEQA <RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org>
Cc: Paul Habib <Paul.Habib@lacity.org>; Jose Huizar <Councilmember.Huizar@lacity.org>;
politicostrategiesinc@gmail.com; Dhiraj Narayan <Dhiraj.Narayan@hacla.org>; rolson@related.com;
awhite@related.com
Subject: Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment
To Dhiraj Narayan, Development Officer
Please include my comments/concerns as part of the public record for the Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment
Project. I am concerned with the description of where the Rose Hill Courts are located. There are a couple
of misinforming statements made both in the Initial Study CEQA analysis and the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA). Both the CEQA and NEPA documents erroneously state that the Rose Hill Courts
Redevelopment projects is either in the Rose Hill neighborhood or the Rose Hills neighborhood of Los
Angeles (see attachment 1 and attachment 2).
It needs to be clarified that the Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment project is located within the community
of El Sereno. This is substantiated with the map that is included in the Initial Study CEQA Analysis, page
19, that clearly shows that the Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment project is within the community of El
Sereno.
It is important that these reports are accurate in the site location and that current and future residents
are not misinformed. Please update the documents to reflect the correct community the Rose Hill Courts
Redevelopment project is located in.
Sincerely,
Jorge Garcia, President
El Sereno Historical Society

From: Tom Williams <ctwilliams2012@yahoo.com>
Date: Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 2:05 PM
Subject: ROSE HILL COURTS REDEVELOPMENT EIR/EIS - Scoping/Assessment - Scoping Comments and
Requests
To: robert.manford@lacity.org <robert.manford@lacity.org>, "Dhiraj Narayan"
<RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org>
Cc: Jose Huizar <jose.huizar@lacity.org>, Jimmygomezforcongress Info
<info@jimmygomezforcongress.com>, Kevin James <kevin.james@lacity.org>, Ywatson dslextreme.com
<ywatson@dslextreme.com>, Barbara Hensleigh <barbarajhensleigh@gmail.com>
Oct. 20/22 2018
To:
ATTN.:

HACLA/HCILA
Dr. Robert Manford, Environmental Affairs Officer, Plang., Ld. Use, Finc. & Devlpmnt.
Div., City Housing + Comm.Invest. Dept. robert.manford@lacity.org 213-252-2739
Dhiraj Narayan, Development Officer, Development Services, HACLA
2600 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90057
RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org http://hcidla.lacity.org/NEPA-review
213-252-6120

cc:

CD14, LA-32 Neighborhood Council, LACo Supervisor, State Ass./Sntr.,
Congressional District: J.Gomez- , Senator D.Fienstein

FROM:

Dr. Tom Williams, Snr. Techn. Adviser, Citizens Coalition for A Safe Community
4117 Barrett Road, LA, CA 90032-1712

SUBJECT:
RE:

ROSE HILL COURTS REDEVELOPMENT EIR/EIS - Scoping/Assessment
Scoping Comments and Requests
Resources Sector, Impact Assessment, Alternatives, and MMRP

During review of the NOI and NOP for scoping the DEIR/DEIS, we have found both documents to be
prejudiced and not objective and do not promote or provide the basis for neighborhood/community
participation.
Environmental justice must be considered and assessed as the entire Project is related to environmental
justice.
Many elements are inadequately ands incompletely discussed and several dismissed from further
considerations without meaningful mitigation.
SEE Attachment:

Oct. 20/22 2018
To:
ATTN.:

cc:

HACLA/HCILA
Dr. Robert Manford, Environmental Affairs Officer, Plang., Ld. Use, Finc. & Devlpmnt. Div.,
City Housing + Comm.Invest. Dept. robert.manford@lacity.org 213-252-2739
Dhiraj Narayan, Development Officer, Development Services, HACLA
2600 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90057
RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org http://hcidla.lacity.org/NEPA-review
213-252-6120
CD14, LA-32 Neighborhood Council, LACo Supervisor, State Ass./Sntr.,
Congressional District: J.Gomez- , Senator D.Fienstein

FROM:

Dr. Tom Williams, Snr. Techn. Adviser, Citizens Coalition for A Safe Community
4117 Barrett Road, LA, CA 90032-1712

SUBJECT:
RE:

ROSE HILL COURTS REDEVELOPMENT EIR/EIS - Scoping/Assessment
Scoping Comments and Requests
Resources Sector, Impact Assessment, Alternatives, and MMRP

During review of the NOI and NOP for scoping the DEIR/DEIS, we have found both documents to be prejudiced
and not objective and do not promote or provide the basis for neighborhood/community participation.
Environmental justice must be considered and assessed as the entire Project is related to environmental justice.
Many elements are inadequately ands incompletely discussed and several dismissed from further considerations
without meaningful mitigation.
Below are some of the many comments/requests we have for the Scopes of the DEIR/DEIS.
#1 ALTERNATIVES
ALT. 1 Bigger - Provide a Maximum Dwellings Alternative (>x2 project of 190+ DUs) 380 DUs - noise, dust, NO
vehicle parking, trees, ada accessiblity bus/shuttle improvements-MTa-252, ACCESS, DASH affordables - 30% of

$50K/Hhd.-yr = $15,000/yr = $1250/2-BdRm/1Bth priorities for housing - 90032 residents (<$50K/yr for 5yr)
Current, aged/seniors, disabled, vets, extremely-Very low income families
Include Supportive Housing
Eliminate resident parking spaces or limit to those only for community facilities/Maintenance/Op.s (30 spaces);
Limited height to same existing highest roof elevations from East-West and N-S - SE-494ft, NW-535/526ft, Grd.
Elev. SE-487/NW-532ft = excavate to Gd-480 with Rf-535ft = 55ft = 4 flrs for all buildings;
ALTERNATIVE 2 Provide Recreation-Focused Integrated Project Site with 200-400 DUs and Open Space linked
with BHRecCntr.(south) and Debs Park (new purchases two vacant lots SW and E of site).
ALT. 3 – Provide a Conservation-Focused/LEED Alternative including Alternative - with:
3.1 Solar Panels for shading roofs of all building and roof-top recreational areas for building occupants;
3.2 All dwelliing units with energy/water efficient fixtures;
3.3 Shading and louvered screens of exterior windows;
3.4 1.5 Achieve Silver-Platinum LEED certifications.
#2. Geology and Seismicity –
4.6-2/6 A Geotechnical Investigation was prepared for the project….effects of ground shaking can be mitigated if
the proposed structures are designed and constructed in conformance with current building codes and
engineering practices (Geocon, 2018, p. 5)....required to comply with all City of Los Angeles building codes and
engineering practices. Thus, the project would have a less than significant impact regarding strong seismic
ground shaking. This issue will not be analyzed further in the EIR/EIS that will be prepared for the project.
5-3 Geocon West, Inc. (Geocon), 2018. Geotechnical Investigation Proposed Improvements to Existing
Multi‐Family Residential Structures Rose Hill Courts. May 16. "Proposed Multi-Family Residential Structures
Rose Hill Courts Redevelopment..." IS-Appendix C
Provide a thorough description, assessment, and mitigation for Geology and Seismicity, including:
2.1 Search of SoCal Earthquake Data Center for all recorded earthquakes and their associated fault lines within
2640ft radius of site - Ttl: 108 EQs: 16 at >2.0RM 6 EQ: <10,000ft depth & deepest <60,000ft, since 1950;
2.2 Design all structures for RM-6 and Peak Ground acceleration of 0.5G;
2.3 During excavations, digitally record bedrock and conduct geologic description of underlying bedrock;
2.4 Early warning seismic sensors/reporter.
#3. Provide in DEIR/S a Draft MMRP for the Project - including:
.1 Mitigation - detailed scope/schedule, responsible agency, and funding;
.2 Monitoring - Construction, Start-Up, and Completion/Early Operations;
.3 Reporting - Monthly - Yr.1, Quarterly - Yr 2-4, & annual - Yr 5-10.

#4 4.14 Public Services Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities,..., in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:
Provide Project assessment for public services during construction and operations periods.
#5 Provide numerical/quantifiable Purposes and Needs (Fed)/Goals-Objectives(Cal)
The intent of the project is to: improve existing living conditions for low‐income residents and
provide additional affordable housing units.
continue to ensure that low‐ and moderate‐income housing units are equitably distributed throughout the
Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan area
on a fair share basis in relationship to all other planning areas within the City.
contributing to the maintenance and expansion of low‐income housing stock within the Los Angeles region.
These are not suitable for quantitative comparisons and formulations of mitigative alternatives.
IS-1-7 1.11 Organization of Initial Study...Section 3.0 ‐ Project Description, which provides an overview of the
project objectives, a description...phasing..., and discretionary actions.... Project Objectives or "overview"
were not included in IS, therefore, no factual basis is provided for proposing mitigation and alternatives,
major functions of this scoping.
Provide objectives with quantified parameters and criteria for mitigations, alternatives, and comparisons.
#6 p.8 NOI

Offsite Improvements...anticipated that offsite utility improvements will need to be made in the public right of way
for utilities such as water, sewer, and electricity.
These offsite improvements would be limited to only the public right of way...surrounding the projects site:
Florizel Street, Boundary Avenue, Mackenzie Avenue, and Mercury Avenue.
...trenching and installation of additional utility lines and pipes to provide additional water, sewer, and electrical
service to the project site.
#7 p.13 Environmental Justice – PROVIDE EJ Section/Sector for DEIR/S
Environmental Justice [Executive Order 12898] Compliance steps would not be invoked.
In 2010, the per capita income for the Northeast Community Plan area, where the project site is located was
$20,965, per person.\12 [\12 City of L.A., Health Atlas for the City of Los Angeles, Chapter 4: Economic
Conditions, June 2013, pg. 29.] These are meaningless…need local area and household size, 4 x $21K =
$84K/ household.
Provide updated 2016 Cal Dept.Fin./SCAG Population, age structure, ethnicity, household incomes,
ownership, household size, etc. for the Rose Hill precincts and precincts within 500ft of the same.
The Northeast Los Angeles Community is identified as having one of the lowest per capita income by
Community Plan within the City of Los Angeles. Household vs Per Capita.
Provide specific comparisons for Rose Hill (precinct) compare to 90032, and to NELA Community Plan
The project includes the demolition of 100 affordable multi‐family dwelling units; however, it would construct 191
affordable multi‐family dwelling units reserved for families earning between 30 to 50 percent of the area
median income. Here families not per capita??...$$$$????- 90032 or RH census tracts.
Provide describers for current residents and those expected to return from relocation.
The project is not expected to result in alteration of the demographic character or socioeconomic context of the
area. Based on what? $$$$????- 90032 or RH census tracts.
Provision of relocation and return discriminates based on current location of residents and does not
provide equitable distribution of DUs based on more universal criteria. Residents of 90032 are not
provided with same parameters ands rights as those of Rose Hill Courts, now.
The project would benefit the community at large by continuing to provide affordable housing to low‐income
families in an area that is already highly characterized by residential development. Development of the
project would address the City of Los Angeles’ goals and the growing need of providing equitable and
affordable housing to all...p.14...segments of the population.
No impact would occur.
This issue will not be analyzed further in the EIR/EIS that will be prepared for the project.
No definition of “community” or “at large”
IS-4.19-3/3 Socioeconomics and Environmental Justice
The NEPA of 1969 requires....agencies to address significant adverse environmental effects on these
communities in mitigation measures... The EIS/EIR to be prepared for the project will analyze the topics
of socioeconomics and environmental justice in compliance with NEPA.
Provide clarification, and inclusion of EJ in both DEIR/DEIS.
#8 Cultural & Tribal Resources
Acquire, provide, review, and assess: 1923 Aerial Photos in City Hall next to 525A, and EDR 1928, 1933, 1938,
and 1943; review and assess historic/cultural resources of earlier and construction of existing structures on the
Project site show demolition of earlier structures and replacement by existing structure.
Document earlier structure locations, possible rubbish/privy sites and potential subsurface remains to be
reviewed/recovered during excavation and grading.
Provide structure to present history, photos, and materials of historic and archaeologic, and geologic importance
for the Project site, vicinity, and community.
9. Provide setting/assessment for Cultural Resources - Historic Resources including:
9.1 Env.Data Res. (https://edrnet.com/) historic aerial photos, 1923, -28, -33, -38, & -43;
9.2 Review of photos for structure foundations, historic "garbage dumps", and "privies" (pit toilets);
9.3 Compile all documents and incorporate into a historic/environmental archive within the Project Community
facilities.

#10 Air Quality Greenhouse Gas Emissions, & Noise
Provide description and assessment for ON/OFFSITE
construction employee and truck parking
staging and equipment/supplies storage
haul routes and other potential associated haul projects in the Soto Corridor south of the Project site,
e.g., 4208 N.Hngtn.Dr., Onyx 32, etc..
#11 Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Provide review and assessment for existing site hazards (USTs, asbestos, asbestos/cement, and leaded paints)
and of potential historic sources from pre-1941 materials left in place from earlier demolition.
#12 Land Use and Planning & Population and Housing
Provide review and assessment for existing and with Project community/Project Safety onsite and within 500ft of

#13 Public Services Recreation, & Transportation and Traffic
Provide review and assessment for existing and with Project community/Project Safety onsite and within 500ft of
Project perimeter.
Provide mitigative/compensatory measures for site and vicinity safety and personal/property security, including
lighting, cameras, recorders, etc. with remote and LAPD monitoring capacity. Provide Security Element for
Dwellings, Structures, Site, & Neighborhood, including: Videos Noise Locators Alarms Patrols
Elevators/Emergency Accesses

#14. Provide Project Transportation including shuttle, ACCESS, DASH, and Metro 252 parking pull out(s),
Circle-Site routes on all four sides of site;
Provide review and assessment for all transportation activities, including Safe Routes, other pedestrian routes,
bike lanes, and bus/van/shuttle loading facilities for the Project site, vicinity (500ft) and to major transportation
hubs/connectors/centers which may be used by neighbors and Project residents.
Improve bus transit for Project Site - Shuttle/Access, DASH, and MTA 252
#15 Recreation Services/Resources Assess and mitigate construction impacts on Debs Park recreation areas
(north) and RH-Recreation Center (south); mitigation by purchase of Mercury/Galena SW corner lot and the
MacKenzie/Florizel-Brown East side lot.
#16 Utilities and Service Systems
Review existing capacities, flows, aging for sewer, drains, and fire hydrants, assess Project effects and provide
suitable mitigative system improvements
#17. Provide assessment for Hydrology and Drainage and Water Quality and thorough LID/Groundwater
Assessment - LID Mitigation for all roofs and impervious ground surfaces, including: Drainage to underground
detention tanks (<466ft elev.) with irrigation of Debs Park and RH-Rec.Cntr. and purple-piped local 500ft radius;
Based on local easterly geology evaluate groundwater infiltration.
Historic aerial photos and google Earth images of 1994 show south-east flowing drainage from south Debs Park
to Florizel/McKenzie intersection, subsequently graded before 2003. Such features can be incorporated into a
recharge element of a LID project for the Project site and connected with irrigation systems of the adjacent area
of Debs Park.
#18. Provide ADA Compliance Setting/assessment for Site, Total 7 existing curb-cut ramps for required 6
intersections x 3-4 ramps = 21+,
Provide increases of ramp to 20+ and with additional four intermediate ramps on E-W streets;
Eliminate all steps (=>1/2inch) / provide wheel-chair usable ramps throughout site;

#19. Review/Revise 5.0 REFERENCES
5-1/ Architectural Resources Group, 2012. Garden Apartments of Los Angeles County, Historic Context
Statement, Architectural Resource..., October 2012. Unavailable to public.
Army Corps of Engineers, n.d. National Inventory of Dams. Accessed online at:
http://nid.usace.army.mil/cm_apex/f?p=838:12:3193029020618 on April 3, 2018.
Incorrect citation and position in references.
Altec Testing & Engineering, Inc. (Altec), 2018. Phase I Environmental Site Assessment. Rose Hill
Courts. April 20. Unavailable to public.
Baldwin et al., 2012. The Jepson Manual: Vascular Plants..., second edition. Unavailable to public.
5-4/ Los Angeles City, Department of City Planning, 2016. Recommendation Report. Accessed online at:
http://planning.lacity.org/ordinances/docs/parksdedication/QuimbyFinal.pdf on
May 25, 2018. Incorrect citation and position in references.
5-4/ California Department of Conservation (DOC), 1982. Division of Mines and Geology Report: Investigation
and Inventory of Slope Failures that Occurred in 1978 and 1980 in the Los Angeles 7.5‐Minute.... Incorrect
citation and position in references.
#20. Review/Revise/Provide 6.0 LIST OF PREPARERS with resumes, including certifications and elements
prepared.

From: Kelly Tsou
Sent: Monday, October 22, 2018 3:23 PM
To: Dhiraj Narayan <Dhiraj.Narayan@hacla.org>
Subject: RHC - LA County Registrar filed draft EIR
Hello Dhiraj,
We received the attached filed Rose Hill Courts EIR document in the mail today.
I have placed the hard copy in the Rose Hills Courts folder along with the other comments to EIR
Sincerely,
Kelly Tsou
Administrative Assistant
Asset Management | Development Services
Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles
2600 Wilshire Blvd., 4th floor, Los Angeles, CA 90057
T: 213-252-8840 | F: 213-252-2742
Kelly.Tsou@Hacla.org

From: Tom Williams <ctwilliams2012@yahoo.com>
Date: Mon, Nov 12, 2018, 10:51 AM
Subject: Presentation Materials, November Design Update Meeting, 11/07/18, Rose Hill Courts
Redev. Project
To: john.king@hacla.org <john.king@hacla.org>
Cc: RoseHillCourts@related.com <RoseHillCourts@related.com>, robert.manford@lacity.org
<robert.manford@lacity.org>, RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org <RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org>

John King Dirtr., Community Engagement, HACLA 213-2525464 john.king@hacla.org
RoseHillCourts@related.com Related Calif. LA Office 333 S.Grand Av Suite
4450 LA, CA 90071 213.984.4110
Dr. Robert Manford, Environmental Affairs Officer, Planning and Land Use, Finance &
Development Division of the City of Los Angeles Housing, Community Investment
Department, 1200 West 7th Street, 8th Floor, Los Angeles, CA
90017 robert.manford@lacity.org
Dhiraj Narayan, Development Officer, Development Services, HACLA,
RHCRedev.CEQA@hacla.org, telephone number 213-252-6120

Could I please receive any digital copies of the presentation materials shown during the
121/07/18 public meeting?
Are you still interested in receiving any further comments?
Thank You
Dr. Tom Williams
323-528-9682

