PACIFIC PALISADES COMMUNITY COUNCIL

August 21, 2020

The Honorable Gavin Newsom
Governor of the State of California
Governor’s Office, State Capitol
Sacramento, California 95814

Via email to:

Jason Elliott, Chief Deputy Cabinet Secretary,

Senior Counselor for Housing and Homelessness jason.elliott@gov.ca.gov
Rhys Williams, Senior Advisor on Emergency Preparedness & Management rhys.williams@gov.ca.gov

Re: SB 1120 (Atkins); expected to pass in legislature this session; REQUEST FOR VETO (serious public safety

issue/failure to include unconditional VHFHSZ exemption)

Dear Governor Newsom:

Pacific Palisades Community Council (PPCC) is the most broad-based organization in Pacific Palisades — a
community within the City of Los Angeles, entirely located in the Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ).
PPCC has been the voice of the Palisades community since 1973. '

As we write to you, California is on fire and thousands of Californians are fleeing the flames. Lives and
property have already been lost or are at extreme risk. At the same time, the California legislature is on the
verge of passing a housing density bill, SB 1120, which would result in massively increased density (more
dwelling units, more people, more cars) in lower density residential zones statewide, but without sufficiently
protecting people living in the Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ). This bill puts lives and property
in our VHFHSZ areas at significantly greater risk due to increasingly clogged routes of ingress and egress during
emergency evacuations.

Attached below is the PPCC Policy Statement regarding SB 1120, other housing density bills and public safety
(originally submitted to the Senate Appropriations Committee).

Our Los Angeles City Councilmember, the Hon. Mike Bonin, also recognizes the threat posed by SB 1120. He has
stated to us that he opposes the bill, “unless and until it is amended to: require or incentivize significantly more
affordable and low-income housing; preserve the existing affordable housing stock; protect people living in
disadvantaged communities from gentrification and displacement; and exempt Very High Fire Hazard Severity
zones from increased density.” See: http://pacpalicc.orq/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/Message-from-CM-Bonin-SB-1120.pdf.

We respectfully request that you consider the risk of harm to life and safety posed by proposed greater density
in our VHFHSZ areas, and accordingly urge your VETO of SB 1120 should the bill reach your desk as expected this
legislative session.
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Pacific Palisades Community Council

Thank you for your consideration and attention to this critical matter of public safety.

Sincerely,

David Card, ‘Chair
Pacific Palisades Community Council

cc:

Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Hon.

Ben Allen, Senator (SD 26)

Henry Stern, Senator (SD 27)

Richard Bloom, Assemblymember (AD 50)
Sydney Kamlager, Assemblymember (AD 54)
Sheila Kuehl, Supervisor (CSD 3)

Mike Bonin, Councilmember (CD 11)

Paul Koretz, Councilmember (CD 5)

Herb J. Wesson, Councilmember (CD 10)

ben.allen@sen.ca.gov
senator.stern@senate.ca.gov
richard.bloom@asm.ca.gov
assemblymember.kamlager@asm.ca.gov
sheila@bos.lacounty.gov
mike.bonin@Iacity.org
paul.koretz@lacity.org

councilmember.wesson@lacity.org

Attached on p. 3, below: PPCC Policy Statement — Housing Density Bills and Public Safety



Pacific Palisades Community Council

PPCC Policy Statement — Housing Density Bills and Public Safety

This policy statement is made with reference to the package of housing bills now set for suspense hearing on
June 18 in the State Senate Appropriations Committee, including SB 902, 1085, 1120 and 1385. It is also
intended to apply to any future proposed legislation which may, directly or indirectly, seek to increase density in
our low-density residential communities.

Taken together, these bills would erode local land use and zoning control and allow denser development in
residential areas, either by streamlining CEQA and other approvals, allowing cities to bypass voter initiatives,
and/or mandating or providing incentives for up-zoning to create more housing. None of the bills contains an
unconditional exemption for parcels located in the Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ). As a result,
this proposed legislation presents a clear danger to public safety in VHFHSZ neighborhoods.

Pacific Palisades is a community of about 25,000 located in the wildland-urban interface in the foothills of the
Santa Monica mountains within the City of Los Angeles. All of the Palisades is located in the VHFHSZ. We have
only two primary routes of ingress and egress and many of our hillside streets are narrow and winding. The
increased density called for by these bills will exacerbate crowded conditions on our roads and put lives and
property at risk.

Pacific Palisades has experienced and will continue to face the serious threat of wildfires and resulting
mandatory evacuations. The Los Angeles Fire Department advises that the brush-fire season is now year-round.
Substantial wildfires have already taken place in Los Angeles County this year. Our residents were recently
under mandatory evacuation orders during the dangerous 2019 Getty fire, and many were required to evacuate
during the Palisades fire, also in 2019. During mandatory evacuations, swift access is needed for emergency
vehicles as well as for the thousands of residents who are forced to flee their homes. Such access will be
compromised by the increased density — more population — called for by the proposed bills.

Pacific Palisades Community Council (PPCC)! therefore urges the members of the Senate Appropriations
Committee (and if the bills move forward to a floor vote, all other Senators) to oppose these bills unless they are
amended to provide for a clear, unconditional exemption for VHFHSZ areas.?

! Acting through its Executive Committee, pursuant to PPCC Bylaws Article V.3(B), as the full PPCC board has been unable to
meet during the coronavirus pandemic: http://pacpalicc.org, This policy statement is fully consistent with past PPCC
positions, including its opposition SB 50: http://pacpalicc.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/LetterSenaterRulesSB50R.pdf. See also
our recent leter opposing SB 902: http://pacpalicc.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/PPCC-EC-Letter-re-SB902Appropriations.pdf.

2 Two of the bills at this point contain no VHFHSZ exemption (SB 902 and 1085); two othe s (SB 1120 and 1385) eithe
directly or indirectly refee nce a conditional exemption set forth in Gover nment Code S ection 65913.4(a)(6)(D). That
section contains an “excep tion to the exce tion,” allowing streamlined land use approval for development within the
VHFHSZ that complies with “fire hazard mitigation measures.” But even if a structure is built to be fire-resistant (i.e., with
fire hazard mitigation measures), a duplex or fourplex on a VHFHSZ parcel (which could also include additional dwelling
units in the form of ADUs that are pe mitted by right) will still add density (more dwelling units, more people living thee ).
This in turn means many more people will need to fle during wildfire evacuations (whethe or not the structures
themselves are fire-resistant), clog gng our narrow stree ts and making already-difficult evacuations — not to mention the
difficulty of g eting fire eq uipment into the area — even more difficult, thus risking to an even g reater deg ree than is already
present the lives and safety of residents and firefighte s alik e Refee nces to the conditional VHFHSZ exemption contained
in S e. 65913.4(a)(6)(D) should be strick en and rep laced with an unconditional exemption.
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