
 

 

MAR VISTA COMMUNITY COUNCIL 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS SPECIAL MEETING 

SEPTEMBER 25, 2008 

MINUTES 
 

7:30 P.M.  

WINDWARD SCHOOL 

 

CALL TO ORDER  

The following members of the board were present or arrived shortly thereafter: Kate 

Anderson, Laura Bodensteiner, Stephen Boskin, Sharon Commins, Bob 

Fitzpatrick, Rob Kadota, Bill Koontz, Christopher McKinnon, Marilyn Marble, 

Babak Nahid, Albert Olson, and Bill Scheding. 

 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES  

 The minutes from the previous were not presented. 

 

PUBLIC COMMENT (I)  

 A Zone 1 resident asked about the bridge over 405 that is not completed. She also 

commented on the lack of family friendly restaurants at the Sepulveda/Palms 

intersection.   

  

ELECTED OFFICIALS AND CITY DEPARTMENT REPORTS 

CD 11 Councilman Rosendahl, represented by Len Nguyen, Field Deputy, 

announced the new newsletter. Contact him to be added to the list. He reported 

on constituent concerns about the fire station. Bill R. reaffirmed his support to 

work with the MVCC ad hoc committee about the Fire Station. 

 

OFFICERS AND LIAISON REPORTS 

Chair: No report. 

First Vice-Chair: Albert Olson announced the Fall Festival, board member 

involvement requested. 

Second Vice-Chair: Sharon Commins requested e-calendar information.   

 Secretary: Laura Bodensteiner requested newsletter submissions.  

Treasurer: Christopher McKinnon reported on account balances. 

LANCC Delegate Report: Babak Nahid announced the next meeting on Oct. 2. 

Alliance of Neighborhood Councils meeting topic was “Bang for the Buck.” 

Mayor's Budget Planning: No report. 

Director for Animal Awareness: No report. 

DWP MOU: Babak Nahid reported that the MOU is on hold and a new DWP 

committee was created. 

Bi Monthly CD 11/LADOT Traffic Committee MVCC Liaison: No report.  

 

 

 



 

 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

 

Executive & Finance: 

 FUNDING MOTION: $500 for four rolls of colored outdoor poster paper, 

$1,500 for Honda Generator for Outreach events Model # EU2000iA 2000 watts 

(16.7 A) of Honda inverter, 120V AC power, Super quiet - 53 to 59 dB(A), 

Lightweight (less than 47 lbs.) Eco-Throttle Runs up to 15 hr on 1 gal. of fuel MSRP 

$1,079.95, $100 for Digital voice recorder Olympus WS311M with the stipulation 

that alternate bids are sought for the generator. 

Chris McKinnon commented that the motion was not discussed in committee and 

moved to table. Tabling motion failed. 

Bill Scheding asked about having 3 bids for the generator. 

Chris McKinnon asked what the recorder would be used for. Meeting recordings 

will be posted on line. 

Motion passed. 9 for, 2 abstentions. 

 

Community Concept Plan Committee:  

Sharon Commins announced the upcoming meeting speaker Dr. Neal Richman on 

Nov. 12 who will address helping grass roots communities figure out how to map and 

create a sense of place in their neighborhoods. Next meeting is on Oct. 15. 

 

Community Outreach Committee:  

 ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION: The Mar Vista Community Council, in the 

interest of introducing Mar Vista stakeholders to the Mar Vista Community 

Council and its activities, may allocate money to support and partner with groups 

and organizations who are creating neighborhood block parties, with the following 

conditions:  

 1. All publicity for the event must include a reference to MVCC sponsorship  

 2. The organization or group putting on the block party must provide a forum 

for public introduction of the MVCC to the attendees at the party. In 

addition, the MVCC shall be allowed to host a booth or table where 

promotional materials can be distributed.  

 3. The answers to the following questions may be used to make funding 

decisions. The group or organization putting on the block party shall answer 

the following questions:  

  a. What is the average attendance for past neighborhood block parties put 

on by your group?  

  b. What is the attendance you are anticipating for your block party?  

   c. What is the budget of expenditures for this event?  

  d. How are you raising money to pay for this event?  

  e. How much money are you asking for from the MVCC? 

  f. For what expenditure(s) will this money be used?  

4. Funding requests will be reviewed by the Outreach Committee and then sent 

to the MVCC Board for approval. At the end of the fiscal year, the 

Outreach Committee will review, evaluate and report to the Board on the 



 

 

effectiveness of the events as outreach. This administrative motion ends 

June 30, 2009. 

 Bill Scheding commented on MVCC being prominent at the event. 

 Babak Nahid asked about the definition of block parties and commented on why the 

questions are being asked. 

 Bill Scheding commented on providing guidelines describing what DONE will 

fund. He also commented that the Board would approve all funding. 

 Chris McKinnon suggested adding a dollar amount to the motion. He also requested 

clarification on the process. 

 Bill Scheding asked if this funding was in addition to newsletter allocation. 

 Babak Nahid asked about having a question like “What is the purpose of your block 

party?” 

Motion passed. 9 for, 1 opposed, 1 abstention. 

 

 Funding Motion:  Allocation to create a banner for MVCC booth. Tabled. 

 Funding Motion:  Allocations for purchase of MVCC promotional items. Tabled. 

 

Stephen Boskin commented on the LAPD Toy Drive. He invited stakeholders to 

host a Santa stop. 

 

Education, Arts & Cultures:  

 Kate Anderson reported on the meeting. Next meeting is on Oct. 2. The draft 

mission statement and goals will be discussed. She encouraged more participation. 

 

Election & Bylaws Committee:  

 Bob Fitzpatrick reported that the meeting was not well attended. 

 

Green Committee:  

 Laura Bodensteiner announced the Sept. 28 monthly Green Committee meeting at 

9:30 AM at the Mar Vista Farmers’ Market. The monthly committee meeting is the 4
th

 

Sunday of the month at 9:30 AM. 

 Green Committee will host the quarterly stakeholder meeting on Oct. 14. 

 

Recreation Open Space Enhancement Committee:  

 POLICY AND FUNDING MOTION: The MVCC approves of the Recreation 

and Open Space Enhancement Committee becoming the lead organization for the 

Community Beautification Grant Improvement Project for the stairway leading 

from Inglewood Blvd to Granville Ave & Indianapolis St, with Roseann Herman as 

project manager. The MVCC shall allot up to $2,500 for costs associated with the 

Improvement Project including repairs to the fence, the railing, and the drainage 

culverts as well as power washing the stairs. Funds shall not be incumbent on the 

awarding of the grant, but shall require final approval of the MVCC Board before 

individual payments are made.  All funds shall be spent prior to June 30, 2009.  

Tom Ponton reported that the committee met at the stairs and commented about 

stairs in Zones 1, 3, and 6 and how to improve and enhance them. He 

commented that the beautification grant deadline is approaching. He 



 

 

commented that people use the stairs for exercise, and they are important to 

the community. Roseann Herman reported on the progress. 

Babak Nahid thanked Roseann Herman for taking the initiative on this project. He 

commented on the Adopt a Street program. He also commented that the 

neighboring community cleaned the Zone 1 stairs recently for a modest sum. 

Kate Anderson commented on the community benefit of the stairs. 

Motion passed unanimously. 

 

Safety and Security Committee:  

Bill Koontz announced the Great American Shakeout on Nov. 13 at 10 AM. 

www.shakeout.org. The Winter Wonderland toy drive is coming up in December.  

 

Santa Monica Airport Committee: 

 Bill Scheding would like to change the meeting day and solicited input. Nothing 

to report since the previous meeting. 

 

Transportation & Infrastructure Committee: 

 POLICY MOTION: Comment and Response to the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report prepared by the City of Santa Monica for its Charnock Well Field 

Restoration Project. SEE ATTACHMENT A. 

John Jones commented that the wells were not user friendly to the residents. He 

opposes the measures and requests increased mitigation. 

Representative from Santa Monica described the project and stated that Windward 

School leases the land from Santa Monica. Until 1996, the wells supplied 

45% of the Santa Monica’s Water. Mitigated negative declaration was 

published, public comments on aesthetics, noise, and traffic. 

Bill Scheding asked about the possibility of a desalination plant. 

 Motion passed unanimously. 

 

Planning and Land Use Management Committee: 

 POLICY MOTION: The MVCC opposes the construction of high-density 

housing or any other projects requiring rezoning at the old Fire Station 62 site.  

A stakeholder asked if the soil has been tested. 

A stakeholder asked about the time frame for building. 

A stakeholder asked if the building has to be torn down and replaced.  

Len Nguyen commented on the Councilman’s desire to work with the ad hoc 

committee 

Sharon Commins commented on the allowable uses of the property’s zone. She 

commented that the motion was brought by the stakeholders. 

Albert Olson commented that he thinks it would be wiser to allow the ad hoc 

committee to vet the issue. 

Kate Anderson seconded Albert’s comments. 

Bill Scheding commented in favor of passing the motion. 

A stakeholder commented that the community is against high-density housing. 

A stakeholder commented on affordable housing and the need for a community 

meeting space. 



 

 

Chris McKinnon commented in favor of saving the building. 

Sharon Commins commented in favor of the motion. 

 Motion passed. 10 for, 1 abstention. 

 

 ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION: The MVCC Board will establish an Ad Hoc 

Committee, at the board level, similar in nature and scope to the SMC Bundy 

Campus Ad Hoc Committee, to evaluate and vet proposals for future public use of 

the old Fire Station 62 Site.   

Tom Ponton requested that the Council office and planning department are 

involved with the committee. 

 Bill Koontz commented on enabling web tools to enhance idea sharing. 

 Albert Olson commented in favor of the committee. 

 Bob Fitzpatrick commented on the drawbacks of an ad hoc committee. 

 Bill Scheding commented on the restrictions of the committee structure. 

 A stakeholder asked about the timeline for the committee. 

 Motion passed unanimously. 

 

Web Development Committee:  

 Babak Nahid announced the deadline for bids is Oct. 23 and anticipate a new web 

site by February 2009. 

 

ZONE REPORTS 

Zone 1: Babak Nahid announced the Fall Festival on Oct. 11. 

Zone 2: Bill Koontz announced the Oct. 25 Mega Garage Sale.  

Zone 3: Kate Anderson announced the Oct. 4 Fall Festival 12-4 PM. Oct. 12 Block party 

Westdale. Hilltop movie night has been pushed back until spring. Aftershock 

event after the Shakeout on Nov. 13. 

Zone 4: Stephen Boskin announced that MVNA will be represented at the Oct. 4 Fall 

Festival.  

Zone 5: Christopher McKinnon will give his zone report in the newsletter. 

Zone 6: Marilyn Marble thanked the stakeholders for their concern for the welfare of 

their neighborhood and reminded them she was working with them. 

 

OLD BUSINESS 

None. 

 

NEW BUSINESS  

 ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION: The MVCC wishes to thank the LA 

Department of Water and Power, the CD5 office, and any involved City Agencies 

for their efforts to rewire underground, and thereby preserve the health of, the 

Moreton Bay Fig Tree at St. John's Church.  

  Motion passed, 1 opposed. 

 

GRIEVANCES 

None. 

 



 

 

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 

Bill Scheding asked that the Outreach Committee request copies of NA newsletters 

to distribute at the farmers’ market. 

Chris McKinnon is going to do an inventory and requests board member info about 

items. 

Babak Nahid requested that the DWP MOU be added. 

 

PUBLIC COMMENT (II) 

None. 

  

The meeting was adjourned at 9:40 PM. 

 

Minutes submitted by Laura Bodensteiner on Sept. 30, 2008. 

  



 

 

ATTACHMENT A 

Comment and Response to the Draft Environmental Impact Report prepared by the 

City of Santa Monica for its Charnock Well Field Restoration Project. 

 
The Mar Vista Community Council requested, during the Scoping Review period (which is 

documented in the Public Record of that process),  that an extensive list of  questions be 

addressed and  resolved in the proposed Environmental Impact Report for the Charnock Well 

Field Restoration Project.  We are dismayed that the DEIR, in its Executive Summary description 

of the project, has resulted in essentially no changes to the initial proposed project, a project 

which was clearly unacceptable to the area residents. 

 The MVCC now requests that the City of Santa Monica recognize its responsibility to be 

responsive to the needs of the community on which it is imposing a great burden in order to 

satisfy the infrastructure needs of its residents, and requests that the following concerns be 

addressed by the City of Santa Monica before any approval is given for this DEIR and subsequent 

proposed Charnock Well Field Restoration Project: 

 

1.  CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVE SITES IN THE CITY OF SANTA MONICA 

 The MVCC requested that “the City of Santa Monica investigate the feasibility of  

pumping the untreated water from the Charnock Well Field to a more appropriate location in the 

city of Santa Monica”.  The City’s response in the DEIR is,  in Section 6.0,  “Relocating the 

treatment components of the project to an alternative site not already part of the water distribution 

system is considered to be infeasible because it would require that this infrastructure be 

substantially modified. Similar to the SMWTP alternative, this would require the construction of 

new and separate water mains that are dedicated to transferring only contaminated groundwater to 

the alternative treatment site as such water cannot be intermixed into the current drinking water 

system until decontaminated.  In addition, in the event of an accidental release because of 

breakage of a water main, the contaminated water could then potentially contaminate another of 

the sub-basins, requiring additional clean-up operations. The feasibility of right of way and other 

site acquisition is not known with certainty, but would be expected to substantially delay the 

project due to the increased technical and political complexity of this process. This would not be 

consistent with the project objective of restoring the Charnock ground water supply in an 

expeditious manner.” 

 The MVCC believes that the consideration of alternative sites should not be rejected 

because it might “substantially delay the project due to increased technical and political 

complexity of this process”  The restoration of these Wells has waited for over 12 years.  It is 

imperative that the City of Santa Monica take whatever time is necessary to fulfill their objectives 

in a way that does not disrupt the environmental quality of those residents immediately impacted 

by the proposed project.  This is even more of an imperative given the fact that those same 

residents will be receiving no benefit from the proposed project.  

  

2.  AESTHETIC ISSUES:  VISUAL IMPACTS OF CHARNOCK PROJECT 

 With regard to the aesthetic issue of visual impacts at the Charnock site, the MVCC is very 

concerned that the Executive Summary of the DEIR states that the alternative proposals are not 

“clearly superior to the proposed project with its mitigation measures”, and also states that “For 

each of these views, the additional or proposed screening, together with the current vegetation, 

provide over 90% obstruction from residential vantages along the southern property boundary. 

These mitigated simulation illustrations are for representation only and are not final design. They 

do however show the type and level of screening that will be provided at the Charnock location to 

reduce the visual effects of the proposed vessels.  Significance After Mitigation. With 

incorporation of proposed mitigation, impacts associated with visual compatibility would be less 



 

 

than significant.  In section 6.8 of the DEIR it states that “The reduced project profile alternative 

is considered the environmentally preferred alternative of those considered.  This alternative 

would reduce visual impacts but would substantially increase impacts related to geologic and 

construction impacts. Specifically, construction impacts related to noise, air pollution, and traffic 

would increase due to the extended construction schedule.”   

  The MVCC believes it is imperative that the City of Santa Monica ask the residents living 

in the Charnock Wells area which of these trade-offs they would be willing to make.  The 

question is not what does Santa Monica think is appropriate; the question is what do the Charnock 

Wells area residents think is appropriate.   They must be given the choice whether they will 

accept the increased construction impacts in order to lessen the long-term visual impacts.   If they 

are willing to put up with the construction impacts related to the reduced project alternatives, then 

that alternative must be chosen.   

 In addition, the DEIR states in section 6.6.2, addressing the “Equipment Housing 

Alternative”, that “this alternative would change the visual appearance of the project from one of 

an industrial appearance with visible vessels and tankage to a single rectangular structure. This 

structure would be approximatly 7,050 square feet and 27 feet tall. This structure would 

encompass an area roughly twice the size of the proposed vessel area and would be about 3 feet 

taller (to allow proper clearance and building ventilation). This proposed structure would have a 

greater massing than the project, however, to some this structure would be more visually 

compatible with the current neighborhood character (as a rectangular building) than the 

appearance of the proposed project. In addition, design and color features of the structure could 

be incorporated to reduce the visual impacts. Because of the greater size of this structure, this 

alternative is considered to have similar but slightly greater visual impacts compared to the 

proposed project.”   

 This is not the alternative requested by the MVCC.  The MVCC requested that “any new 

construction  be visually consistent with the existing residential neighborhood and/or Windward 

School”.  This means the “Equipment Housing Alternative” should be created to look the same as 

the new buildings being constructed currently at the Windward School.  An architect must be 

hired to create a design that can be presented to the residents so they can make a choice. 

 

3.  NOISE ISSUES 

 The MVCC believes that any increases in neighborhood noise levels created by operating 

procedures of the proposed facility are COMPLETELY INAPPROPRIATE.  This area is NOT an 

industrial or commercial zone.  This area is a residential neighborhood and school.  The 

mitigations proposed by the City of Santa Monica to compensate for the noise impacts 

acknowledged by the DEIR may very well be appropriate as mitigation in an industrial area in 

order to protect workers and visitors, but they are not appropriate for this residential 

neighborhood.  Any mitigation for the increased noise levels MUST reduce the project noise 

levels to the neighborhood levels that were present prior to the introduction of the facility into the 

neighborhood. 

 The DEIR acknowledges, in Section 4.7 that “Material loading and offloading within the 

site would cause a significant noise impact to the school facilities and the adjacent residential 

neighborhood”, and elsewhere “Operation of mobile equipment such as truck transfer pumps and 

compressors associated with the proposed project would generate noise levels that would 

periodically be audible to existing residences near the project site. Impacts would be Class II, 

significant but mitigable.” 

 “The following mitigation is recommended.  N-2(a) Portable Noise Barriers. Portable noise 

barriers made from acoustic blankets (minimum STC of 25) at least eight feet in height shall be 

placed between the noise source on the off-loading trucks and the nearest residences and school 

buildings. Panels shall overlap and the blanket shall reach to and lie on the ground. The total 

length of panels shall be no less than 30 feet placed between the source and the receptor, and the 



 

 

panels shall be located no further than 10 feet from the source. The barriers will be designed and 

implemented such that an hourly Leq of 65 dBA will not be exceeded at the nearest residence.”  

According to the DEIR, many large trucks will be visiting the site on a monthly basis.  And their 

noise is going to be mitigated by placement of portable noise barriers, and the community must 

rely on truck drivers and on-site workers to constantly place these barriers properly every time a 

truck arrives. The MVCC feels this mitigation is impractical and not likely to be implemented 

correctly by workers at the site.  And the best possible result of this, according to the DEIR is an 

hourly Leq of 65 dBA!  Unfortunately, elsewhere in the DEIR it is acknowledged that at the 

absolute WORST times of the day, the actual current neighborhood noise levels are “Based on the 

project location noise measurements, the local CNEL is about 52-55 dBA, which is consistent 

with residential use and school related activities (traffic, recreational activities, etc).”  So the 

mitigated results will NOT match the location noise measurements taken by the City of Santa 

Monica prior to the construction of the proposed facility.  The MVCC finds this to be 

COMPLETELY UNACCEPTABLE. 

 

4.  WHAT ARE THE IMPACTS ON RESIDENTIAL STREETS OF THE TRUCKS THAT 

WILL BE TRAVELING TO AND FROM THE PROPOSED FACILITY.   

 This question was posed by the MVCC during the Scoping period, and has not be 

satisfactorily addressed.  According to descriptions in the DEIR, trucks will be visiting the facility 

many times a month.  Given the pictures provided in the DEIR of the trucks, they clearly exceed 

the 6000 lb. weight limit currently imposed on residential streets in the City of Los Angeles.  The 

MVCC requests that, if the project is implemented as proposed, that a route be created from 

Sawtelle onto the Santa Monica property, that completely avoids any of the residential 

neighborhood streets such as Westminster, Charnock, Corinth, Purdue, and Butler. 

 

5.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS  

 The Executive Summary of the DEIR states that “A Hazards and Operability (HAZOP) 

study will be prepared by the City and approved by the California Department of Public Health 

(DPH) prior to the issuance of the projects permit to operate. The HAZOP study will identify 

potential safety hazards and evaluate potential operational problems in characterizing potential 

consequences to the surrounding communities in the event of a release of a hazardous material. 

This document will be prepared in accordance with the evaluation process described in State of 

California Department of Public Health (DPH) Policy Memorandum 97-005 for the Direct 

Domestic Use of Extremely Impaired Sources of Drinking Water, issued on 5 November 1997. 

The HAZOP involves a detailed review of the design of an engineered system to evaluate the 

safety and operability of the system’s components under varying operational parameters. This 

study will further evaluate the storage, use and transportation of hazardous materials at the project 

location. All recommendations and measures identified in this study shall be implemented. The 

DPH will keep the HAZOP report as part of the permit application file, and will make reference 

to it in the water supply permit.  Anticipated measures include proper identification of storage 

hazardous materials, implementation of proper spill prevention and countermeasures, emergency 

response procedures, and other design measures that are necessary to eliminate or minimize to the 

greatest extent feasible any potential hazards associated with the new facilities and their 

operations. In addition, the HAZOP study focuses on how a plant or facility will respond to 

deviations from normal operation. This report will be prepared by the design engineers and 

approved by a professional engineer.” 

 The MVCC must reiterate its original concerns:  The promise to produce, in the future, a 

HAZOP study, is essentially saying that the City of Santa Monica doesn’t really know all of the 

problems that might arise, and the City is, in essence, saying, ‘trust us, we’ll figure it out once the 

facility is built’.  The MVCC must know ahead of time what the risks might be, and have 

decision-makers evaluating the appropriateness of this project based on a knowledge of those 



 

 

risks.  In addition, the MVCC  must ask again that any study of these hazards  include studying 

the specific effects of any of these materials on school-aged children.  What are the health risks of 

exposure to concentrated levels of MtBE, TBA, TCE and 1,1-DCE, sodium hypochlorite, , 

aqueous ammonia and hydrochloric acid? 

 

6.   CURRENT CONDITION AND STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY OF THE PIPES AND 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

 The MVCC is concerned about the current condition and structural integrity of the pipes 

and infrastructure connecting the Charnock Facility to Santa Monica, and the impact of repairs 

and remediation on this infrastructure.  Although the DEIR notes the need for inspection of the 

pumps before they are put back on line, the MVCC believes there should also be inspection of the 

infrastructure under Los Angeles streets, between the pumps at the Charnock site and the water 

treatment plant on Wilshire Blvd.  Some of these pipes have been in use since the 1930’s, and any 

reactivation of a plumbing system that has been shut down for many years must have a plan for 

verifying the integrity of the pipes that they hope will supply the primary source of drinking water 

for the city.  And of great importance, what will be the impact of any repairs on Los Angeles city 

streets.   

 

7.  WATER RIGHTS AND USAGE 

 The DEIR states that “The Santa Monica Basin, including the Charnock Basin, has not 

been adjudicated and is not formally managed. The primary producer in the basin is the city of 

Santa Monica. Water rights to the basin are determined by the “first in time, first in right” 

doctrine whereby the City’s operation since the 1920’s gives it such rights. In addition, the 

California Public Utilities Commission approved in 2002 the transfer of limited water rights held 

by the Southern California Water Company to the Charnock Basin to the City of Santa Monica”. 

 The MVCC is not convinced that the City of Santa Monica is given the rights it claims, and 

requests that the City of Los Angeles, the DWP, and the City of Santa Monica discuss the 

creation of a watersharing mechanism for the water basins of which the Charnock Basin is a part. 

 The water plumes of the basin go southward, probably as far as the Ballona Wetlands. 

What are the depths of the water basins and how far do they really go? When was this last studied 

and what has changed in 12 years?   And how might lowering the water level facilitate the 

migration of harmful gases such as methane, hydrogen sulfide, and BTEX gases to Mar Vista? 

 


