
















































































































































































































































From: Lauren Funaiole LFunaiole@simivalley.org
Subject: FW: 4-STORY PROJECT-PLZ READ BEFORE TUES. 16TH MEETING

Date: January 12, 2018 at 3:42 PM
To: ccohn@envicomcorporation.com, Laura Kaufman lkaufman@envicomcorporation.com
Cc: Lorri Hammer LHammer@simivalley.org

 
 
From: Patti Clark [mailto:finaltouch247@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 12, 2018 3:32 PM
To: Lauren Funaiole
Subject: 4-STORY PROJECT-PLZ READ BEFORE TUES. 16TH MEETING
 
Hello Ms. Funaiole,                   January 12, 20184-
 
I am just ONE, of the very concerned residents of Simi Valley
regarding this 4-story development on the corner of Tapo St/Alamo
St. I just happen to live, basically on that corner, in the Parklane
Condos directly in back of the old Fresh and Easy building. As a
matter of fact, I am probably the CLOSEST resident to the project. I
measured from my front door to the wall that separates Fresh and
Easy and where I live, and it is  30 feet. Please have the developers
put themselves in my & my neighbors shoes. I am SURE they
would not want this if they lived where I/we do. This is a 18 month-
2 year building project we were told. Just imagine that going on
outside my/our windows, enough to drive one/s crazy. But, with that
said, that is not even the WORST part of this project. TWO other
major concerns. ONE is the TRAFFIC this will cause. Check with
the fire department on Tapo St. and see how many accidents there
are already at this exact corner. Constantly, and really, it is not "that"
busy, just stupid drivers. There was already a 8 year old boy on his
bike killed on THIS corner a few years ago on a Memorial Day, and
again, not a huge amount of traffic on a Memorial Day. This child's ,
Ghost  Bike, in his honor, still sits on this corner. Now, imagine with
adding the amount of people living at the project, and realize there is
typically 2 or maybe 3 drivers, per household . This is a literal
NIGHTMERE! We have the High School 1/2 miles up Tapo St.
They MUST realize the traffic that goes along with a high school ,
parents picking up, KIDS DRIVING, kids on bikes,skateboard!!!
They will become a KILLING corner.  I ask you to have them do a
survey and have someone stand out there for 5 days from 7am-7pm
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survey and have someone stand out there for 5 days from 7am-7pm
and survey that corner.  A project like this CANNOT go up without
a complete survey, and NOT someone from THEIR company.  My
Parkland Condos ONLY has 2 exits for 60 of us. One is ONTO Tapo
St and the other onto Lubbock Drive, where it curves around to El
Paso and puts us at Alamo St. NOW, we cannot get in/out easily
ESPECIALLY in the am hours when people are going to work and
school. I have to leave at the exact minute daily, if I leave 5-10
minutes later, I CANNOT get out onto Alamo or Tapo St easily, at
all.
 
#2 I went to the very first meeting on this last year. I created a fb
page regarding this and got many volunteers behind me on this
project. We now call this project CURB simi and have a huge
following. PEOPLE CARE. It is not about the growth, but the SIZE
and amount of traffic that will occur on this corner and surrounding
streets.  At that VERY first meeting, of which was packed, a
fireman, who is a board member, spoke up and said, " this is NOT a
good idea, from a fire standpoint, very hard to get into the middle of
the project" THEN, a policemen stood up and spoke and said, " This
is a policeman's worst nightmare", He said, " it is like a fortress that
we cannot get into the middle of quick enough when there is a
problem."  I also spoke at that meeting on behalf of the community. 
A POLICEMAN AND A FIREMAN SAYING THIS!!!! Should we
not listen to THEM, the ones that protect and save our community.
 
#3 Theft: unless people have their eyes closed we have a HUGH
drug problem in our "little Simi Valley". We will then have a
ENOURMOUS drug problem. Again, I live in the Parklane condos.
We DO NOT have garages, only carports. Over the past 2 years the
theft has gotten unbearable.  MY OWN CAR WAS STOLEN!  Cars
are broken into ALL the time, we have NO garages.  Can you
imagine if this project is built??? DISASTER. 
 
#4 The project has not even put in enough parking spaces for their
proposed project and they only account for 1 driver per unit! 



proposed project and they only account for 1 driver per unit! 
 
I thank you for reading this and I look forward to the meeting on the
16th. Many of us will be there, voices and all. We must stoop this
project.
 
Patti Clark



From: Lauren Funaiole LFunaiole@simivalley.org
Subject: FW: Just say No to Tapo/Alamo giant apartments

Date: January 10, 2018 at 7:32 AM
To: Lorri Hammer LHammer@simivalley.org
Cc: Laura Kaufman lkaufman@envicomcorporation.com, ccohn@envicomcorporation.com

-----Original Message-----
From: David McDonough [mailto:davidmcdonough@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2018 6:54 AM
To: Lauren Funaiole
Subject: Just say No to Tapo/Alamo giant apartments

Hello ma’am,
I am a father who recently purchased a townhome right beside the proposed site.  I worked hard and saved money and bought a
home in a neighborhood that was good for my two young daughters.  I spent over $400000 in an effort to provide my children with
best possible future.  Please don’t deprive us of that opportunity.  PLEASE DONT TAKE AWAY OUR DREAM FOR THE PROFIT OF
SOME GREEDY DEVELOPERS WHO CARE NOTHING ABOUT THE PEOPLE OF THIS COMMUNITY.
Thanks
David McDonough
4484 Lubbock
805-888-7598
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From: Lauren Funaiole LFunaiole@simivalley.org
Subject: FW: Scoping Meeting on January 16, 2018

Date: January 16, 2018 at 7:31 AM
To: Laura Kaufman lkaufman@envicomcorporation.com, ccohn@envicomcorporation.com

-----Original Message-----
From: Irchusha Irusha [mailto:laltounian@socal.rr.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 15, 2018 12:48 AM
To: Lauren Funaiole; Lorri Hammer
Subject: Scoping Meeting on January 16, 2018

Dear Ms. Funaiole and Ms. Hammer:

My name is Laura Altounian, I'm a resident and Board President of  Parklane HOA a 60-unit townhouse complex, with one and two-
story units located next door to the Belwood Shopping center and proposed Tapo/Alamo project site.   

I’m writing to you today on behalf of our community to share our concerns about the proposed project and how it will affect our quality
of life and landscape.  We live in Simi Valley because we love the peaceful and idyllic life we have here.  Each day we are amazed at
the kindness of strangers and the beauty of our city and nature that surrounds us.  This is a community of mostly single family homes. 
If this project is approved a big part of that peaceful and idyllic life will be gone… forever.  This project will negatively impact our
neighborhood in a number of ways:

- With 297 units there will be approximately 1,000 vehicles. The current scope doesn’t provide ample parking.  Our community will see
an immediate and negative impact.  We are not gated, who is going to patrol our parking lots when these residents need a place to
park and begin to park in our complex?  We will need 24-hour security or the purchase of automatic gates, who will finance this?   This
will be a logistical nightmare and a huge expense to our community, one that we cannot afford. Currently, we have no issues with
illegal parking.

- With 300 air conditioning units all going at the same time in the summer months, the noise will be deafening.  The developer says
they will install noise shielding and baffles, nothing can baffle 300 air conditioners.  

- Our property values will plummet, investors will move in and buy up the properties for sale and turn them into rentals because no one
wants to live next to such a huge complex that houses 1,000 people looking down on you.  We will no longer have any privacy.  There
are no plans to put green belts between us and the complex or to build sound barriers, why?  The noise that will come with so many
people living in such a small area will be unbearable to the residents.  The landscape will change forever.  This community as it stands
now has a great sense of ownership and pride in their homes and property.  If this project is approved there is no going back, it will
have a significant and detrimental impact on the neighborhood.

The density of this project is overwhelming for this area and will destroy our quality of life.  I know that I have mentioned this many
times throughout, but it is something that is of great concern to everyone.  

I can only imagine how difficult it is to be a City Planner, you are pulled in many directions by the community and city officials and no
matter what decisions you make you can’t please everyone.   We are pragmatic people, we welcome change and development of Simi
Valley in a well thought out and responsible manner.  We are very motivated and want to assist in any way we can.  We want to see a
positive outcome, but we are not interested in what AMG has to offer.  

People will forget what you did, people will forget what you said, but they never forget how you made them feel.  I'm speaking on
behalf of all residents when I say we feel overwhelmed by the scope of this project and the negative impact it will have on our
community. 

We are asking for your support in denying the project as it stands and looking at other developers who are willing to build on a much
smaller scale.

I look forward to seeing you at the scoping meeting on Tuesday, January 16, 2018, and hope that you will address my bulleted
concerns above at the meeting.

Thank you.

Laura Altounian
Board President
Parklane HOA 

Tapo and Alamo 
Letter f…er.docx
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From: Lauren Funaiole LFunaiole@simivalley.org
Subject: FW: Tapo and Alamo Project

Date: January 17, 2018 at 10:19 AM
To: Lorri Hammer LHammer@simivalley.org, Laura Kaufman lkaufman@envicomcorporation.com, ccohn@envicomcorporation.com

 
 
From: Renee Fraser [mailto:renee.fraser@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2018 7:17 PM
To: Lauren Funaiole
Subject: Tapo and Alamo Project
 
Hello Ms. Funaiole,
 
One other item for the EIR to consider.  As my father and I pulled into our driveway and
admired the night sky, he said "I guess we won't be able to see the stars once that thing is
built."
 
So please add light pollution to the list of concerns.  
 
Thank you for hearing our concerns.
 
Renee Fraser
4503 Adam Road
Simi Valley, CA  93063
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From: Lauren Funaiole LFunaiole@simivalley.org
Subject: FW: Tapo/Alamo Project, topics for EIR

Date: January 16, 2018 at 7:34 AM
To: Laura Kaufman lkaufman@envicomcorporation.com, ccohn@envicomcorporation.com
Cc: Lorri Hammer LHammer@simivalley.org

 
 
From: Janelle Weimer [mailto:jlweimer@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent: Monday, January 15, 2018 8:38 PM
To: ifunaiole@simivalley.org; Lauren Funaiole
Subject: Tapo/Alamo Project, topics for EIR
 
Hello,
 
Here are the suggestions of topics we would like to see included on the EIR.
 

·         Traffic during “peak” (morning and afternoon rush for schools) times, not just average for
the day/week at corner of Alamo and Tapo St

·         Traffic on Adam and Barnard (shortcut to/from freeway)
·         Traffic on corners off of Tapo St trying to pull on to Tapo St during “peak” times
·         More traffic and flow of traffic with not being able to turn left out of the complex onto

Tapo st will cause sporadic driving causing danger for pedestrians and bicycles
·         Sewer smell on Alamo, there is already a sewer smell when walking on Alamo, can the

sewer system in the area handle the additional flow
·         Noise pollution
·         Crime – neighbors are afraid of higher crime with such a high density complex
·         Parking overflow into other neighborhoods

 
These are concerns of ours
 
Thank you,
Tim & Janelle Weimer
4511 Adam Rd
Simi Valley, CA 93063
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From: Lauren Funaiole LFunaiole@simivalley.org
Subject: FW: The Tapo/Alamo Project PD-S-1045/TP-S-685/AHA-R-061

Date: January 16, 2018 at 7:35 AM
To: Laura Kaufman lkaufman@envicomcorporation.com, ccohn@envicomcorporation.com
Cc: Lorri Hammer LHammer@simivalley.org

-----Original Message-----
From: diel@roadrunner.com [mailto:diel@roadrunner.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2018 12:04 AM
To: Lauren Funaiole
Subject: The Tapo/Alamo Project PD-S-1045/TP-S-685/AHA-R-061

Dear Lauren Funaiole

I am writing this letter to cast my vote AGAINST this project.  I have lived in Simi Valley for 32 years and the Cedars Townhouse
complex for 24 of those years.  The reason I bought in this location was because of the small bedroom community feel of this
neighborhood.  I do not feel that this monolith would be good for our community, in regards to property value, possible increase in
crime just to name a few reasons.  I would not be opposed to a much smaller apartment complex.  Similar to the one just east of the
project, which fits in our community perfectly.  This project will put too many people in a very small area.  The parking alone will be
horrible not to mention the extra traffic it would cause.  

I attended the Neighborhood Council Meeting in May 2017 and although the building was not ugly, it would just stick out like a sore
thumb!  Living in the Cedars (across Tapo St. from proposed project) I can tell you that through the years (even though we have a fair
amount of parking) we have had a serious shortage of parking!  With no street parking on either Tapo Street or Alamo Street (the
same problem the new project will have) I worry that the people living or visiting would try to park in our private parking lot which would
definitely impact our lives!  

I have heard that the reason the City of Simi Valley is considering this project is because of the kick-back we would get.  Please do not
OK this project purely for the money benefit!  I know that the May meeting was unanimously against this project.  There are other
areas of Simi Valley that could handle this size apartment and I would request you look into that option.

I get the feeling in talking with other residents and business owners that the residents of Simi Valley have no voice in this project and I
hope they are wrong.

Please find another location for this project, so myself and my neighbors can continue to enjoy our small/quiet community.

Thank you,

Lorene K Dietrich
4363 Alamo Street
(805) 579-9446

P.S. Sorry for my rambling letter! I am a horrible letter writer but hope you understand what I tried to say.
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Renee Fraser 
4503 Adam Road  
Simi Valley, CA  93063 
renee.fraser@gmail.com 
 
Ms. Lauren Funaiole 
City of Simi Valley Senior Planner 
2929 Tapo Canyon Road 
Simi Valley, CA  93063 
 
Dear Ms. Funaiole, 
 
I live in the Kadota-Fig tract just south of the development being proposed for the north-east corner of 
Tapo and Alamo Streets by AMG & Associates, which raises several concerns.  
 
1.  The EIR has no reference to an archaeological site record search.  Obviously archaeological surface 
deposits have been destroyed by previous construction and grading, but there may be subsurface 
deposits. The street is named Tapo, which is a Chumash word.  It is possible that Chumash cultural 
heritage could be destroyed by excavation. 
 
A records search for previously recorded sites should be undertaken, and a cultural resources 
management firm should be retained to monitor excavations in case Native American sites or burials are 
present.  A Native American should also be present for monitoring. 
 
2.  In 2012 when the Planning Department proposed to rezone Tapo Street from commercial to mixed 
use high density, meetings were held at the City Hall.  Hundreds of Kadota Fig residents turned out to 
protest this second attempt to destroy our neighborhood in as many years, and the proposed zoning 
changes were, for the most part, dropped.  At the end of the meeting, when the City Planner and City 
Council announced that they would not rezone the street, the crowd erupted in cheers.  Then it was 
announced that Tapo north of Alamo would be lost.  We all groaned and sat down again.  
 
The City Planner and the City Council told us that the maximum height for structures was three stories 
and 35 units per acre.  We were unhappy with this assault on the character of our neighborhood, but 
assumed that the corner would some day become two story condos, since there are already two story 
condos on each side.  We left the meeting with mixed feelings. 
 
Five years later and we find that there are "special circumstances" when a builder can go higher and 
denser than the zoning allows.  State Law allows density to increase and parking to decrease.  Now we 
are looking at huge tower blocks of apartments four stories high, with 47 units an acre!  I never would 
have imagined such a thing, and we never would have left the City Council Chambers back in 2012 if 
we had known this was a possibility.  278 four story apartment tower blocks is completely out of 
character for not just our low-density neighborhood, but for all of Simi Valley.  Even the monstrous 
apartments towering over my friend's single-family home on prime real estate in Hawthorne are only 
three stories!  This development will be a blot on the landscape, completely out of character with the 
surrounding neighborhoods, an abnormality in the area.  It was a HUGE mistake to let this happen. 
 



Items to consider for the proposed Tapo/Alamo project:  
 
1. Parking.  As proposed currently, the project will have 278 units – 142 (2 BRs), 89 (3 BRs), and 
47 (4 BRs).  There are proposed 580 residential parking stalls.  That means that there would be 
only 2 parking spots for each unit.  No more.  The average 2 bedroom apartment rent in Simi 
Valley is $2,500, 3 and 4 bedroom data is hard to find but will likely be in the range of $4,000.  If 
195 units are NOT affordable housing and will be market rate apartments, who can afford to 
live in a 3 or 4 bedroom market rate apartment and only have 2 employed resident drivers?  Is 
there even a market for that type of housing here in Simi Valley?  I don’t have the information 
on the exact figures for the people in Simi that live in 3 and 4 bedroom residences (whether 
apartments OR single family homes) and how many cars exist at those homes but I’ll bet that 
most have more than 2 cars.  I live in a 3 bedroom home and we have 4 cars.  Anyone that can 
afford a $4,000 apartment will most definitely have people living in those rooms, that have to 
work and will drive.  So for those people who rent apartments, and are only allotted 2 parking 
spots, where are their other cars going to park?  Even if they all only have 2 cars, the lot is full 
so guests coming over are out of the question.  There is no parking on Alamo.  There is no 
parking on Tapo.  Do they flood the condo parking lots to the north and east of the project?  Do 
they flood the Texas Tract and park in front of our homes?  Who is going to enforce the illegal 
parking problem?  Will this turn into a West Los Angeles problem where the residents in the 
condos and in the Texas tract will be required to have posted parking permits so police 
enforcement can properly ticket those not allowed to park in those areas?  If so, this project is 
now costing US money.  If not, are we just subject to accepting that they have to park too and 
we have to share the neighborhood with the influx of cars?  Either way, this is cannot be 
mitigated.  580 parking spots are not enough for the proposed 278 units in our community 
where EVERYONE that is of driving age, has a car and drives.  This problem cannot be corrected 
without reducing the density of this complex.       
 
2. Traffic.  
 a. 118 Freeway.  As mentioned above, we are a city where EVERYONE drives to work, 
school, etc.  The rare exception is someone who uses public transportation and I don’t know 
anyone that does.  With 278 units, we are adding upwards of 800 new residents to Simi Valley.  
Can the 118 freeway handle the ingress and egress of traffic to and from Simi with this many 
more cars?  As it stands now, the northbound 23 on weekday evenings, can take an hour to 
drive 10 miles.  The same goes for traveling westbound on the 118 in the morning.  There have 
been virtually no studies on the traffic into and out of our city in the evening or in the morning.  
If affordable housing is a requirement of the State of CA, approve ONLY the 83 affordable units 
and be done.  That will add ¼ of the additional traffic to the 118.  The LOS Mobility 
recommendations are supposed to be the ‘standard’ for the traffic in Simi Valley.  Those 
recommendations indicate in Goal M-2.1 that the city is to support Caltrans in finding financial 
assistance and for the 118 freeway to be improved to alleviate congestion, yet there has been 
absolutely NO reference to any of this being addressed.   
 
 b. Intersection of Tapo/Alamo.  The existing EIR that addresses Transportation and 
Traffic was approved by the city.  The presumption is that because it was approved, it is fair and 



legitimized with thought and consideration made for any proposal that would affect Simi 
residents.  That EIR references a traffic study done by a company called LSA who was hired by 
the developer of this proposed project.  In the LSA report, there is only ONE reference to 
ACTUAL Tapo/Alamo traffic that was provided by our city engineers.  The rest is statistical data.  
That one actual traffic reference is a study of traffic at Tapo/Alamo on Tuesday, November 24, 
2009 from 7am-9am and from 4pm-6pm.  That is NINE years ago and was 2 days before 
Thanksgiving when no school was in session.  I am not entirely sure why THAT intersection 
survey is what was provided for the LSA study.  Why not provide them with a survey that 
reflects ACTUAL traffic, on an ACTUAL school day when thousands of cars travel through that 
intersection getting their kids to school at Valley View Middle School?  Further, the LSA report 
indicates that if the Tapo/Alamo commercial space was at capacity, it would generate 5,777 
trips through that intersection, inbound and outbound and that the proposed project would 
only generate 3,196 trips through that intersection, inbound and outbound.  This suggestion 
was approved by the city engineers.  Was there not enough thought put into this subject by the 
city engineers to realize that the residents near that intersection ARE still traveling inbound and 
outbound through that intersection to get their groceries, visit restaurants, go to the bank, 
etc.?  Just because they don’t turn into that lot doesn’t mean they aren’t traveling inbound and 
outbound.  I’m NOT an engineer nor is it my job to look after our city as an engineer.  That 
being said, if we add the proposed 3,196 trips through the intersection, to the 5,777 trips that 
ARE traveling through that intersection, we are looking at 8,970 cars traveling that intersection 
between 7am-9am and 6pm-8pm.  It doesn’t take an engineer to realize that.  And all of this is 
compared to traffic on a non-school day, 9 years ago, when there was NO Valley View school 
traffic in session.   Is there an accident study for that busy intersection?  With this many more 
cars, how many more accidents will happen with all that traffic in a rush to get kids to school 
and get to work.  Call me a skeptic, or someone that is just actually paying attention to the 
details, but why was there so little thought put into this study.  Why the push to approve such a 
poorly prepared traffic report?  These problems cannot be corrected without reducing the 
density of the project.   
 
3. Aesthetics.   The City of Simi Valley has a set of Residential Design Guidelines.  In these 
guidelines, specifically Section 4: Multi-Family Project Design, subsection A. General, it states 
“These guidelines are intended to assist developers, staff and the approving body in ensuring 
that multi-family housing projects integrate with surrounding neighborhoods so as to enhance 
the sense of community and contribute to the overall quality of the City’s built environment, 
and that all of the City’s residents enjoy the opportunity for a superior quality of life in a 
pleasant residential environment.”  Subsection B. Multi-Family Project Site Design states “Site 
designs should relate to surrounding properties with respect to building locations, orientation, 
massing and setbacks, and arrangement of parking and open space.”   
The CCRs for Tract 1260-1, now known as the Texas Tract, were drafted and recorded with 
Ventura County in 1961.  In those CCRs it states that “the design and location on the lot 
conform to and are in harmony with existing structures in sub-division.”   
Both the City of Simi Residential Guidelines and the CCRs for Tract 1260-1 state that in ANY 
circumstance, the City of Simi must approve any project for remodeling, building and 
construction so it keeps in characteristic with the existing community.  There was a time in Simi 



when small things like the color of a business sign on their exterior mattered and businesses 
were not allowed to have ‘loud’ colored signs.  The idea was to tone down the colors, so that 
Simi could be more like Thousand Oaks, with neutral colors.  Let’s get back to basics and realize 
that this proposed project is NOT keeping with the guidelines, nor would it contribute to the 
quality of the city.  
 The City of Simi also has rules about obstructing the views of our hills and that inland 
construction is not allowed if the view of the surrounding hills will be obstructed.  This subject 
was also not addressed in the first EIR at all.  For hundreds of homes in the lower, western 
portion of the Texas Tract, this 4 story complex WILL, obstruct those views.  That problem 
cannot be corrected without reducing the density and height of the project.  There is nothing 
about this project that integrates with the surrounding neighborhoods.  It’s very presence, right 
in the middle of town, is not following any of the City of Simi rules or guidelines about making 
sure new construction is in character with surrounding areas, which, in this case, are 1 story 
single family homes and 2 story condominiums.  It will be an eye-sore, obstructing the views of 
our hills, and for that reason does NOT belong in Simi Valley.   
 
4. Hazardous Materials Site – Everyone I’ve asked, is aware, to some extent, of the Mobil gas 
station underground gas leak in the late 1980’s and early 1990’s, at the corner of Alamo/Tapo.  
Where is this information in the existing EIR?  Surely Simi engineers must be aware of this or at 
least have heard it talked about enough to know that SOMETHING happened at that site in the 
past.  I am curious why the initial EIR, Section VII, subsection d, states that “The project site is 
not listed on the California environmental Protection Agency, Department of Toxic Substances 
Control, site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program Database (Ref. #16). In addition, a 
Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment (Phase 1 Report) was prepared for the site 
(Reference #38).  The assessment revealed no evidence of use, storage, disposal or generation 
of hazardous substances.  Therefore, there is no potential for a significant impact to the 
environment from a hazardous material.”  Both of the noted references did not address 
anything about the huge underground spill.  That, however, doesn’t mean it never happened!  
A Google search and a little digging, flushed out the information on the spill, the 7 years it took 
to get it cleaned up, the current case handler and case number, a phone number, a 119 page 
document detailing the numerous soil contamination reports, the cleanup efforts, the 
permanent closure of the site, and the hundreds of thousands of dollars it cost Mobil to 
remediate it.   How can an average citizen find this information, but the city engineers that 
wrote the existing EIR did not bother to check with the proper authorities to address this spill?  
Do they just want to sweep that huge environmental issue under the rug?  The existing EIR 
report goes on to state that “The assessment revealed no evidence of use, storage, disposal or 
generation of hazardous substances.”  Whose side are the Simi engineers on?  There is clear 
evidence of all of those things.  Section V, subsection c, of the existing EIR references a 
geotechnical site evaluation of the property, which is a report done by Petra Geosciences, a 
company hired by AMG.  This report finds the property soil is perfect, no problems, in their 
approximately 75 page report.  They reported nothing about the Mobil gas station spill.  Their 
report was also accepted, never questioned, as it relates to the spill and the EIR report states 
“there is no potential for a significant impact to the environment”.  The actual soil problem was 
NEVER addressed so how can it be determined that there is NO POTENTIAL for a problem?   



The soil problem, after a 7 year clean-up effort, should most definitely have been addressed 
and the lack of information and investigation on this matter initially, brings into question the 
validity of the entire existing EIR report.  Further, it brings into question whether or not the 
people that have already reviewed and prepared the existing report should be responsible for 
review and preparation of yet another EIR.        
 
Most of the people that moved to Simi Valley came to get away from the infrastructure of the 
San Fernando Valley and other busy Los Angeles communities.  This proposed project is not 
keeping with the town that we all know and love.  The above items are just a few specifics that 
are problems that cannot be corrected with the project currently proposed.   
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We don't want to live in the midst of high-rises, we live here in suburbia to get away from such 
eyesores.  Why must our neighborhood be subjected to an influx of people in this one little corner that is 
equal to our entire neighborhood's current population?  You don't think the quality of life will be 
impacted with eight hundred to a thousand new people in such a tiny area?   
 
Existing residents will lose light and views if this monstrosity is built.  The noise, just from 875 (or 
more) people living in such a small space, slamming their car doors, alarms going off, and so forth, will 
ruin the peacefulness of the area. (Count the bedrooms.  2 bedroom units: 2 to 4 people; 3 bedroom 
units, 4 or more people; 4 bedroom units, 5 or more people.  Unless mom and dad are sleeping in 
separate bedrooms, I count 875 people.)    People's property values will plummet.  Parking will be a 
terrible problem, and the developer gets to build 44 fewer spaces than municipal code because they are 
building 72 more units?  Do people who make 60% or less than the median income own fewer cars?  Of 
course they don't.  I lived in Hollywood and in the San Fernando Valley near apartments like this, and 
you can't even park in front of your own house for blocks.  None of these people can have children that 
drive, because there are exactly enough parking spaces for two per unit.  Where will the teenagers park?  
The roommates? Visitors?  On my street.  Traffic will increase, and the placement of the only two 
driveways is sure to produce problems.  What happens when 580 cars are emptying onto Tapo and 
Alamo during the morning rush from Valley View?   
 
Suggestions:  Since the Planners and the City Council produced this nightmare by insisting that the 
corner's zoning should change from commercial to mixed use (I assume without considering that some 
developer would try to build four-story apartment blocks here) I suggest that the Density Bonus 
Agreement set the period of affordability for these so called "affordable units" for at least 50 years. I 
encourage the City to get the rents down as low as possible, and to make sure the property management 
does not discriminate against lower income families.  If this developer gets to make a killing by building 
more units than our municipal zoning allows because they are affordable, the units should be affordable 
in perpetuity.  We will have to live with this in perpetuity, so they should not be able to make market 
rents off of these units, ever.  The City should also allow permit-only parking on the streets near this 
excrescence.  Part of the tenant selection process should be to determine that the family has no more 
than two vehicles.  If possible, the City should demand that the developer install additional traffic lights 
on Tapo and Alamo where people will be stuck trying to get out of Texas Tract and Kadota Fig.   
 
Please fully investigate all of the impacts this development could have on the City, including the 
destruction of archaeological resources; the possibility of soil contaminants becoming airborne during 
grading operations from the toxic spill at the gas station site; the lost views and sunlight; the loss of 
privacy; the increase in traffic and pollution; the parking nightmare; the noise; and the visual impact.  
We know you can't do anything about the decline in our property values, but please do all you can to 
require mitigation of the other impacts. 
 
Very truly yours, 
 
Renee C. Fraser 



From: Lauren Funaiole LFunaiole@simivalley.org
Subject: FW: Tapo/Alamo Project - Public Scoping Meeting

Date: January 22, 2018 at 7:37 AM
To: ccohn@envicomcorporation.com, Laura Kaufman lkaufman@envicomcorporation.com
Cc: Lorri Hammer LHammer@simivalley.org

 
 
From: Maureen Gainey [mailto:pmgainey@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent: Friday, January 19, 2018 5:50 PM
To: Lauren Funaiole
Subject: Tapo/Alamo Project - Public Scoping Meeting
 
I attended the January 16, 2018 meeting and submitted a comment form and I wish to add
more of my thoughts on this project. I have owned for 30 years one of the units in Parklane,
directly North of project proposed.  My daughters lived there for over 20 years and since I
have renters.  Over the years there have been few problems, but one was when the
restaurant/bar Tree House was opened and many of the residents in Parklane had to contend
with patrons wandering into Parklane complex and making disturbances.  Due to this, the
Treehouse had to employ security guards at the request of the City to prevent this
disturbance
 
Will we have some type of security?  Due to lack of parking for Treehouse patrons, they
started parking in a dental building parking lot, West on Tapo St.  The dentist did not want
people loitering in his parking facility for security reasons, so he installed a bar/locked gate
across entrance to stop parking on week nights and weekends.
 
These were a few minor problems created by a restaurant bar.  Can you imagine the
problems with a building housing 278 units with at least two adults per unit - total 556
people plus extra occupants in the three/four bedroom units.  At least 136.   Total 692.
 
Where will all the visitors to the 278 units, 556 people park?  CVS parking lot, in front of
homes on Alamo, in Parklane facility.  The developer wants to put 178 units and 556 plus
children on 6.89 acres.  The townhomes, Parklane directly in back, North, is 5.2 acres with
60 units, approximately 120 adults plus children.  Roughly that is 22 people per acre in
Parklane and 40 people  per acre in Proposed Project.
 
When Valley View Middle school traffic is on Tapo St. it is very difficult now to exit onto
Tapo St. safely. If project approved we will have an extra 661 cars going to work at the same
time Valley View is starting school.
 
If this project is approved, you can bet every other rich developer from Beverly Hills or
wherever will want to build large buildings like this.  Covered parking is a haven for drug
deals, rape, robbery.  High density, so we can have 83 affordable units.  What is affordable? 
Do they do background checks?  How much are the units renting for?  What are the
qualifications to rent these units?  Once built, who will manage this facility and make sure
the renters abide by Simi Valley's standard.
 
This project is like the Health Bill in Congress.  Passes, Repealed, etc.  We don't know what
is in it until IT IS BUILT and then it is too late.  We need something for this parcel, but not
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is in it until IT IS BUILT and then it is too late.  We need something for this parcel, but not
this.  Mixed use project.  It is only because the Pizza Hut and adjoining building are
individually owned.  Mix use would be is there was a grocery store, movie theater, etc.  If
the small parcel facing Tapo St. was available, the developer would add an additional 100
units.  This is not the place for a TENAMENT PROJECT.  There are no other buildings in
this area four stories.  It should be build on Los Angeles Blvd.  Not near homes.
 
The rich get richer and Simi Valley residents get the leftovers.
 
I have been a resident of safe, family oriented, beautiful Simi Valley and I would like to see
it stay this way. Please reject this project.  Something better will happen.
 
Sincerely,  Maureen Gainey



From: Lauren Funaiole LFunaiole@simivalley.org
Subject: FW: Development at Tapo Street and Alamo

Date: January 22, 2018 at 9:34 AM
To: Laura Kaufman lkaufman@envicomcorporation.com, ccohn@envicomcorporation.com

 
 
From: Lorri Hammer 
Sent: Monday, January 22, 2018 9:26 AM
To: Lauren Funaiole
Subject: FW: Development at Tapo Street and Alamo
 
fyi
 
From: Josie Hirsch [mailto:jojo5407@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 18, 2018 2:56 PM
To: Lorri Hammer
Subject: Development at Tapo Street and Alamo
 
Please forward to the decision makers on this project.
 
 
This area cannot support a structure like proposed. With Tapo Street at Alamo being a major transportation route
for 2 of the largest attended elementary schools in town (Big Springs-650 students and Township-560 students),
near the already impacted route for Santa Susana elementary-350 students (just to the south situated on a dead
end street), and Valley View middle school with over 1300 students, the corner of Alamo and Tapo Street is
already very busy. There is a large number of pedestrians at this corner as well before and after school.
Additionally there are already 2 new developments in the area, Tapo Canyon and Walnut Street which is now
selling and the old Belwood Elem in the Texas tract that is currently in demolition, with houses to be built. We
cannot know the full traffic impact that those 2 projects will add to the area until they are built and occupied. A
traffic study now would be IRRELEVANT.
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