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STAFF REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION ON APPEAL
SUBSTANTIAL ISSUE

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: City of Los Angeles

LOCAL DECISION: Approval with Conditions
. APPEAL NO.: A-5-VEN-98-315
APPLICANT: City of Los Angeles
PROJECT LOCATION: Grand Canal in the median of Venice Boulevard between Dell

Avenue and Pacific Avenue, Venice

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Appeal by the Executive Director from decision of City of Los
Angeles granting permit to City of Los Angeles to install four locking gates at the
Grand Canal pedestrian tunnel. /

APPELLANT: Executive Director, California Coastal Commission
STAFF NOTE

The City of Los Angeles approved the permit pursuant to section 30600(b} of the Coastal Act,
which allows local governments, subject to appeal, to issue coastal development permits prior
to certification of a local coastal program. On appeal to the Commission, the standard of
review for permits issued by a local government prior to certification of the LCP is the Coastal
Act.

. SUMMARY OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The staff recommends that the Commission, after public hearing, determine that a Substantial
Issue exists with respect to the grounds on which the appeal has been filed for the following
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reasons: The project, as approved by the local government, raises issues regarding
consistency with the public access and pubic recreation policies of the Coastal Act.

Substantive File Documents

1. Venice Interim Control Ordinance (No. 163,472) adopted March 21, 1989,

2. Coastal Development Permit No. 5-98-263, (City of Los Angeles) Permit Application for
this project.

3. City of Los Angeles Local Coastal Development Permit No. 98-01

4. Coastal Development Permit - 5-91-584 (City of Los Angeles-Venice Canals

Rehabilitation Project

l Appellant’'s Contentions

The appellant, the Executive Director, has appealed the City of Los Angeles decision to
approve Local Development Permit CDP No. 98-01 to install four locking gates at the Grand
Canal pedestrian tunnel located in the Venice Canals area of Venice, a planning subarea of the
City of Los Angeles. The appellant contends that by its very nature, the proposed
development will prohibit public use of public walkways located adjacent to the Grand Canal.
The appellant further contends that closure of this tunnel with locking gates is not consistent
with the public access and public recreation policies of the Coastal Act.

Specifically the appellant contends that:

The proposed project by its very nature, will prohibit public use of a public sidewalk
that runs next to Grand Canal, a coastal waterway. The City’s closure of the Grand
Canal pedestrian tunnel and installation of locking gates is not consistent with the
public access and recreation policies of the Coastal Act. The findings of the City-
approved permit do not support the proposed project’s consistency with the public
access and recreation policies of the Coastal Act.

. Local Government Action

A public hearing for a Local Coastal Development Permit was held before the Los Angeles
Zoning Administrator on May 15, 1998. The proposed project would install four gates, one at
each entrance to the tunnels. Each gate would be constructed of wrought iron to completely
fill the tunnel entrance. Gates would be locked in an open position from sunrise to sunset,
and would be locked closed from sunset to sunrise. The Venice Canals Association’s
security company, which patrols the canals on a 24-hour basis, would be responsible for
unlocking and locking the gates. On June 3, 1998, the City Engineer of the City of Los
Angeles Bureau of Engineering approved with conditions Local Coastal Development Permit
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No. 98-01 for the proposed gates. The condition stated that the gates would be opened from
sunrise to sunset,

The Zoning Administrator found that: a) the development conformed with Chapter 3 of the
Coastal Act; b) was consistent with the Interpretive Guidelines; c) was consistent with the
public access/recreation policies of the Coastal Act; d} there were no feasible alternatives or
mitigation measures pursuant to CEQA that would lessen adverse impacts on the
environment.

The City’s Notice of Final Local Action was received on July 9, 1998. The Commission’s
required twenty working day appeal period was established on August 3, 1998. The
Executive Director’s appeal of the Local Coastal Development Permit was filed on August 3,
1998. A public hearing on the appeal was scheduled for the Commission’s October 13-16,
1998, meeting in Oceanside but the applicant requested a postponement and waived the 49
day hearing requirement.

ill. Appeal Procedures

Section 30600(b) of the Coastal Act provides that prior to certification of its Local Coastal
Program, a local jurisdiction may, with respect to development within its area of jurisdiction in
the coastal zone and consistent with provisions of Sections 30604, 30620 and 30620.5,
establish procedures for the filing, processing, review, modification, approval, or denial of a
Coastal Development Permit. Pursuant to this provision, the City of Los Angeles developed a
permit program in order 1o exercise its pre-certification option to issue Local Coastal
Development Permits in 1978.

Sections 13302-13319 of the California Code of Regulations provide procedures for issuance
and appeals of locally issued Coastal Development Permits. Section 30602 of the Coastal Act
allows any action by local government on a Coastal Development Permit application evaluated
under Section 30600(b) to be appealed to the Commission.

After a final local action on a Local Coastal Development Permit, the City must notify the
Coastal Commission within five days of the decision. After receipt of a notice which contains
all the required information, a twenty working day appeal period begins during which any
person, including the applicant, the Executive Director, or any two members of the
Commission, may appeal the local decision to the Coastal Commission (Section 30602). The
appeal and local action are then analyzed to determine if a substantial issue exists as to the
conformity of the project to Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act (Section 30625(b}{1).

In this case the City’s Notice of Final Local Action was received on July 9, 1998. One appeal
of the Local Coastal Development was filed on August 3, 1998, within the 20-working day
appeal period.

At this meeting, the Commission will have a public hearing to determine whether a substantial
issue exists with respect to the grounds on which the appeal has been filed. The Commission
may decide that the appellants’ contentions raise no substantial issue of conformity with the
Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act, in which case the action of the local government
stands. On the other hand, the Commission may find that a substantial issue does exist with
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the action of the local government if it finds that the proposed project may be inconsistent
with the Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act of 1976.

If the Commission finds that a substantial issue does exist, then the hearing will be continued
and heard as a de novo permit request at a subsequent meeting. Section 13321 specifies
that de novo actions will be heard according to the procedures outlined in Section 13114 of
the Code of Regulations.

V. Dual Permit Area

The proposed development involves two separate types of Coastal Development Permit
jurisdiction. Section 30801 of the Coastal Act states:

Prior to certification of the Local Coastal Program and, where applicable, in addition to
a permit from local government pursuant to subdivision {b) or (d) of Section 30600, a
Coastal Development Permit shall be obtained from the Commission for any of the
following:

{1} Developments between the sea and the first public road paralleling the sea or
within 300 feet of the inland extent of any beach or of the mean high tide line
of the sea where there is no beach, whichever is the greater distance.

{2) Development not included within paragraph (1) located on tidelands, submerged
lands, public trust lands, within 100 feet of any wetland, estuary, stream or
within 300 feet of the top of the seaward face of any coastal bluff.

{3) Any development which constitutes a major public works project or a major
energy facility.

Within the areas specified in Section 30601, which is known in the City of Los Angeles permit
program as the Dual Permit Jurisdiction area, the Coastal Act requires that the development
which receives a Local Coastal Development Permit also obtain a permit from the Coastal
Commission. For projects in other areas, such as the Single Jurisdiction area, the City of Los
Angeles Coastal Development Permit is the only Coastal Development Permit required. Both
single and dual jurisdiction permits can be appealed to the Commission.

The proposed development is located adjacent to the sea, in this case the Venice Canals, and
also is within three hundred feet of the inland extent of the beach, an area that was
designated as within the Dual Permit Jurisdiction area by the Commission pursuant to Section
13307 of the California Code of Regulations.

In this case, if the Commission finds that a substantial issue exists in regards to the City"’
approval of the Local Coastal Development Permit, the subsequent de novo action for the
proposed project will combine both the required Local Coastal Development Permit decision
and the required Coastal Commission Coastal Development Permit decision. The matter will
not be referred back to the local government.

On the other hand, if the Commission finds that no substantial issue exists in regards to the
City’'s approval of the Local Coastal Development Permit, then the Commission will act on the
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required Coastal Commission Coastal Development Permit as a separate agenda item. In this
case, a public hearing for the required Coastal Commission Coastal Development Permit will
occur at a subsequent hearing.

V. Staff Recommendation on Substantial issue

The staff recommends that the Commission determine that a Substantial Issue exists with
respect to the City’s approval of the project with the provisions of Chapter 3 of the Coastal
Act (commencing with Section 30200}, pursuant to PRC Section 30625(b){1).

MOTION. Staff recommends a NO vote on the following motion:

I move that the Commission determine that Appeal No. A-5-VEN-98-315 raises No
Substantial Issue with respect to the grounds on which the appeal has been filed.

A majority of the Commissioners present is required to pass the motion.

VI Findings on Substantial Issue

The Commission hereby finds and declares as follows:

A. Local Government Action and Background

The applicant proposes to install four locking gates at the Grand Canal pedestrian tunnel. The
City Local Government Action approving the CDP requires that a private security company
hired by a homeowners association will lock the gates from sunset to sunrise and open them
from sunrise to sunset. Following is a more detailed description excerpted from a City staff
report:

The Grand Canal crosses the median between South and North Venice Boulevards east
of Strongs Drive and west of Dell Avenue. A bridge over the canal connects the east
and west portions of a parking lot situated in the median. Walkways adjacent to the
canal run from North Venice Boulevard to South Venice Boulevard and pass through
tunnels under this bridge. These tunnels have been the location of criminal and
nuisance activities, as noted by the Los Angeles Police Department and a private
security company hired by the Venice Canals Association.

The proposed project would install four gates, one at each entrance to the tunnels.
Each gate would be constructed of wrought iron to completely fill the tunnel entrance.
Gates would be locked in an open position from sunrise to sunset, and would be locked
closed from sunset to sunrise. The Venice Canals Association’s security company,
which patrols the canals on a 24-hour basis, would be responsible for unlocking and
locking the gates.

The walkways are accessible from the sidewalks of both South and North Venice
Boulevard. Access to the walkways on either side of the tunnels would not be
affected by the proposed project. Access to the Grand Canal would not be affected by
the proposed project. A public boat launching ramp extends from the east walkway
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into the canal; access to the ramp, and its associated loading/unloading area, would
not be affected by the proposed project. ‘

A public hearing for a Local Coastal Development Permit was held before the Los Angeles
Zoning Administrator on May 15, 1998. On June 3, 1998, the City Engineer of the City of
Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering approved with conditions Local Coastal Development
Permit No. 98-0O1 for the proposed gates. The condition stated that the gates would be
opened from sunrise to sunset.

The Zoning Administrator found that: a) the development conformed with Chapter 3 of the
Coastal Act; b) was consistent with the Interpretive Guidelines; ¢) was consistent with the
public access/recreation policies of the Coastal Act; d) there were no feasible alternatives or
mitigation measures pursuant to CEQA that would lessen adverse impacts on the
environment.

The City’s Notice of Final Local Action was received on July 9, 1998. The Commission’s
required twenty working day appeal period was established on August 3, 1998. The
Executive Director’s appeal of the Local Coastal Development Permit was filed on August 3,
1998. A public hearing on the appeal was scheduled for the Commission’s October 13-16,
1998, meeting in Oceanside but the apphcant requested a postponement and waived the 49
day hearing requirement.

B. Applicant’s Contentions

The applicant, the City of Los Angeles, contends that nighttime closure of this tunnel is
necessary because of adverse public criminal and nuisance activities. The applicant further
contends there are no feasible alternatives or mitigation measures that would lessen any
significant adverse impact on coastal resources.

C. Substantial Issue Procedures

Pursuant to Section 30625(b)(1) of the Coastal Act, the grounds for an appeal of a Coastal
Development Permit issued by the local government prior to certification of its Local Coastal
Program are the Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act. Any such local government Coastal
development Permit may be appealed to the Commission. The Commission shall hear an
appeal unless it determines that no substantial issue exists as to conformity with Chapter 3
policies of the Coastal Act. In this case, staff is recommending that there is a substantial
issue.

D. Background History of Surrounding Area

The Venice Canals are a unique cultural, historic and scenic resource of Southern California.
The canals, which were created as part of the “Venice of America” subdivision in
1905, provide a sense of character and history for the Venice community. They also provide
public access, recreation, and wildlife habitat.

The Venice Canals neighborhood is a predominantly residential community consisting of single
family homes located along the open waterways. The houses front on the canals and are
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accessed from the rear by alleys which run behind the homes. Public walkways run along
both sides of each canal and separate the private residences from the canals. The canals are
a popular visitor destination in Southern California. The neighborhood is located about four
biocks from Venice Beach, one of the most popular visitor destinations in Los Angeles.

The Venice Canals are part of the Ballona Lagoon sea water system and are connected with
the Ballona Lagoon via Grand Canal. Water enters the canals system from the Pacific Ocean
through two sets of tidal gates at Ballona Lagoon and Grand Canal. The water is discharged
from the canals during outgoing tides at weekly intervals through the tidegates located
between Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon at Washington Street.

E. Public Access/Recreation

The Venice Canals area is a major visitor destination point. The walkways provide public
access along the canals for passive/active recreational purposes. The walkways are
continuous and unimpeded. Presently, there are no gates restricting access. The canals are
connected with overhead bridges that provide continuous pedestrian access throughout the
area.

in 1991, the Commission approved a Coastal Development Permit (5-91-584) for a restoration
project to improve the Venice Canals. Part of the project included replacement of the 4.5 foot
wide sidewalks which originaily lined both sides of each canal. Public access to the canal
walkways was restored for the first time since the City closed the walkways in the 1840’s.
That project resulted in an improved gain of almost three miles of coastal walkways. The
improved walkways enhanced public access for purposes of walking, jogging, duck feeding,
photography and other forms of recreation in the canal areas.

The tunnel is located near the terminus of the Grand Canal under the Venice median public
parking lot. The tunnel extends under North and South Venice Boulevard median bridges. The
top of the tunnel connects the easterly and westerly areas of the lot.

The proposed development is located between the first public road and the sea, requiring the
Commission to evaluate the project in terms of the public access and public recreation policies
of the Coastal Act.

As approved by the City, the Venice Canal Homeowners Association’s security company
which patrols the canals, will be responsible for locking and unlocking the gates between
sunset and sunrise. Thus the Commission must determine whether this method of managing
a public area raises a substantial issue with the public access policies of the Coastal Act, i.e.,
Sections 30210 and 30214 of the Coastal Act.

The Venice Canals area is a Los Angeles City Historic-Cultural Monument and is also listed on
the National Register of Historic Places. The Venice Canals Historic District is significant as
an early example of community and recreational planning in a coastal marshland area.

Maintaining the special character of the area is important to the continuance of the area as a
historic district. The historic public walkways along the banks of the canals lend to the
special character of the area. The Commission has previously recognized the special
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character of the canals area and the walkways by requiring fifteen foot setbacks on all
Coastal Permit approvals which number approximately 200 in the Venice Canals area. The
proposed project will impede nighttime access along a portion of these walkways and will rely
on a citizen’s group to lock and unlock the gates between sunset and sunrise.

Aside from discussing perceived safety concerns, the City’s findings for the City approved
permit do not specifically analyze the proposed project’s consistency with the public access
and public recreation policies of the Coastal Act. The proposed gates at the tunnel will restrict
nighttime public access along the canals and could set a future precedent. Therefore, the
proposed locked gates along a portion of the public walkway, raises a substantial issue with
the public access/recreation provisions of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act. Because of the
significance of the coastal resources involved, the Commission will evaluate the City’s
approved permit at a subsequent De Novo hearing.

F. Conclusion

Therefore, the Commission finds that a Substantial Issue exists with respect to the proposed
project’s conformance with the Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act, and with the approval
of Local Coastal Development Permit 98-01.

A-5-VEN-98-315 staff report
JLR;
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Decr Commissioner Bumet:

The Venice Canals Assoclation requests the placement of locking gate, fer* ~& and
lighting at the entrances of the tunnel below the Venice parking lot overpa:s bridge
locoted at Grand Canal and 200 N. Venice Bivd. (See map attached)

We have had numerous public sofety and public health problems at this location. A
Security Systems Pairol officer has documented a sampling of the problems and
concems over g one week period. | have enclosed the report for your records.

It is my understonding that the City of Los Angeles has a program that will aliow us to
protect this location from night to moming.

The Venice Canails Association has araigned with Security Systems Services, a private
patrol service serving the Venice Canals area, to open and close the gates on a daily
basis. Please let me know how we should coordinate this service. | recommend two
{Combination] pad locks, one for the City and one for the Security compariy.

Please let me know if there is anything else you may require from us. °
Sincerely.

crk Galanty
Presicdent

CC: VCA Boaord of Directors

Security Systems Services
Councilwomen Galanter

VENICE CANAL ASSOCIATION * P.O. BOX 883, * VENICE, CA. 80294
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Los Angeles, CA. %0012 ' CALIFORNIA
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michacl engelstein 2314 grand canal court  venice california 90291 E

" July 8, 1997
Councilwoman Ruth Galanter | Commissioner Tod A. Burnett
Sixth District Department of Public Works
7166 W. Manchester Avenue Room 370 Ciry [lall
Los Angeles, CA 90012 200 N, Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Councilwoman Galanter and Comimissioner Bumett:
T 7 1am writing this leter as n member of the Board of Directors of the Venice
Canals Association, and it is being written on is behalf,

As you are aware, among the many issues in the Canals, we have 2 major problem -
with the tunnel that parallels Grand Canal under the bridge st Venice Boulevard. We are
requesting that it be locked and gated during the evening hours for the protection and
safety of our neighborhood.

The following are some of the excerpts from the log niwintained by Officer Robert
Way from Security Scrvice Systems. §.5.8. provides o dedicated security patrol
(spproximately 60 hours per week) inthe Canals. Thesc notations refer specifically 1o
the tunncl.

Dage Occuerencs
5/29 Maule, drinking, open comainer
. 5730 Malc, sletping
6/ 3 Males, drinking
63 Male, luitering
6/4 2 Men drinking and bathing
6/ Found cmpty liquor containers, broken duck epgs, ashes from fire,
human excrement. S
ALV Male ond female drinking, open containers
6/16 Malc, drinking, open container
6/19 1Jsed hypodermic needles found
6/20 2 Men drinking, open containers
624 Male, drinking
628 2 Men fighting Ca. :
m Mule, slecping 5)(/!; ‘c{. F
s - 2Mendnnking A-3- WN -9¢-%1S
s 4 Men spraying ducks A
716 3 Men, bedding, down for night, draps, liquor present. o 4 ‘-F 7_.




.

Additionally, virtually cvery morning, there is cvidence that the tannel hns been
‘occupied’ the previous evening. One day. Robeit found the remains of three ducks that
had been rossted for dinner. But 1 think by now you have an idca of our concems,

Officer Brent Honore, 1.A P.D. Senior Lead Officer of the Venice Beach Patral,
and Cpl. Smedley, 1. A.P.D. have also assisied us in monitoring the activitics in the L
tunncl. If necessary, 1 can request their logs to be made available to you, Photographs are
also available.

If] can be of any additional assistance, pleasc fecl free to confact me.

Yours truly,

Michacel Engelstein

: | 4-',4.’6."6 F
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Ms. Deboreh Lee, Director
California Coastal Commission
South Cosst Area
] 200 Oceangate, Suite 1000
© ="~ -~ - Long Beach, CA 508024416 ___

- o e ot s —

Aftention: Jim Ryan, Staff Planmer
Dear Mz, Lee:

As the Los Angeles City Councilmember for Council District Six, I support the City of Los
Angeles’ Application for Coastal Permit #5-98-263, to install four locking gates at the entrances
to the Grand Canal Pedestrian Tunnel in the Venics Boulevard median and to lock the gates at

night. ®

The Pedestrian Tunnel is two blocks east of the Venice Boardwalk, the second most popular
tourist attraction in Southern California. The structure itself, two tunnels leading from North and
Scuth Venice Boulevards to the public boat Iaunch below, is surrounded by a city-owned parking
lot that scrves local beach users and tourists. Because of this unique context, the Tunnel arca
receivos 2 high volume of pedestrian and vehicular fraffic.

However, the tunnels have beoome a serious public safety hazard for beach users, tourists, and
local residents. Since the tunnels are inconspicuous and below street level, they provide a safe
haven for illegal activity, particularly at night. Over the past two years, my office has received
numerous complaints regarding the criminal and nuismce activities ocowring at the Tunnel
entrances. The Los Angeles Police Department and Security Service Systems, a private security
patrol for the Canals, have documented persons engaged in illegal drug use, drinking in public,
urinating and defecating on public property, snd accosting pedestrisns. Leaving the Tunnel
entrances unsecured in the svenings will only perpetuate the degradation of ao area that I worked
haxd 1o restore, and which is otherwige a source of civio pride. .
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A historical reminder of the original Venice Canals, the Pedestrian Tunnel merely provides
access to the public boat lmmch for the canals, and a routs across the Venice Boulevard median,
While it serves both omameatal and utilitarian functions, the Tunnel provides no access to {he
Canals themselves, and no direct access to the adjacent parking lot. The walkways end at the
sidewalk of Venice Boulevard South, and alternate routes through the medien are readily
available. Accordingly, gating of the tunnéls will not restrict access to the Canals. Moreover,
securing the tunnels at night will not impair any tecreational use of the Canals or the Venice
Boardwalk.

Undcr the permit, the City"s Board of Public Works will accept responsibility for the operation
of the security gates at the Pedestrian Tunnel. Currently, the Board has 3 maintenance agreement
with Mariposa, a private maintenance group responsible for the Venice Canals, It is my
understanding that an amendment to this agreement to include opening and closing of the
security gates is the most feasible option,

Because of the public safety issues associated with the Pedestrian Tunnel, and the coresponding

" negative impact on recreational uscs on the Venice Boardwalk, Iurge the Commission to support
night-time closing of the Pedestrian Tunnel and grant the permit. - . .

Sincerely yours,

RUTH GALANTER
Councilmember, Sixth Council District
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October 5, 1998 COASTAL COMSION

Ms. Deborah Lee , Director
Caiifornia Coastal Commission
South Coast Area

200 Oceangate, Suite 1000~~~ 7 7 T e e
Long Beach, CA 90802-4416

Attention: Jim Ryan
Dear Ms Lee:

As a Commissioner of the City of Los Angeles Board of Public Works, | am writing to
you in support of the City of Los Angeles’ Application for Coastal Permit #5-98-263, to
Jinstall four locking gates at the entrances to the Grand Canal Pedestnan Tunnel in the
median of Venice Boulevard.

The Venice Boardwalk, located just two short blocks west of the Grand Canal, is a
major recreational destination for both local beach users and tourists, and the parking
lot in the Venice Boulevard median, adjacent to the proposed gates, is heavily used
by these visitors.

The City is concerned that the recreational use of the Boardwalk may be negatively
impacted by the nuisance and criminal activities which regularly occur in the tunnels
adjacent-to the parking lot. Local police and the private security company which patrol
the canals have received numerous reports from tourists of being accosted and
threatened by people loitering in these tunneis. Additionally, these people use the
tunnels for such activities as drinking, fighting, drug use and dealing, and as outdoor
toilets. Such activities are conspicuous not only while actually in progress, but also
by the evidence left, such as broken glass, hypodermic needles, and human wastes.
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Ms. Deborah Lee -2- October 5, 1998

These activities, and their aftermath of waste and odors, detract from the recreational
aspect of the canal and the Venice Boardwalk, and discourage repeat visits. The City
has worked hard to make the Boardwalk a favored destination for visitors and tourists,
and would not like to see recreational uses chased out by nuisance and criminal uses.

The tunnels provide no access to the Venice Canals, as the walkways end at Venice
Boulevard South and exit to the sidewalk at that point. Therefore, access to the canal
system will not be negatively impacted by gating the tunnels. The tunnels provide no
access to the adjacent parking lot, and alternate routes through the Venice Boulevard

_median are readily available. Closing of these tunnels during non-daylight hours will . . _ .

not negatively impact any recreational use of the canals or the Boardwalk.
The Los Angeles Board of Public Works strongly supports the nighttime closing of

these tunnels in order to preserve their use by visitors and tourists.

Sincerely

A

Tod Burnett, Commissioner
Board of Public Works
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FROM { LAPD-PACIFIC RO PHONE MO, @ Sep. 22 1956 Q4ISIPM F2

LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT

F 4
BERMARD C. PARKS P.0. Box 30158 3
Chief of Pofice Los Angeles, Caii. 99999 .
1310) 2024571
Ref#: 8.2
September 22, 1998

Postit* Fax Note 7671 E‘h/ge}qg page® 2
Ga.

Mr. Jeff Harfan, Field Deputy
- cfo Councilwoman Ruth Galanter
. City of Los Angeles »
~7166 West Manchester Avanue
Los Angeles, CA 90045

R U er mﬂan e e et e

As requested by Mr. Michael Engelstein in his carrespondenoo dated
September 18, 1898, here is documented substantiation of chronic crime problems
commonly associated with the Venice Canals.

There are currently ongoing problems in the tunnels under the Venice Boulevard historic

bridge over Grand Canal. These problems Includs drunkenness, fighting, assault,

loitering, drug use and dealing, overnight camping, using the tunnels as toilets, and the :

illegal killing and cooking of ducks that live in the canals. The Los Angeles Police . .
~ Department would welcome any sanctioned structural changes that deter the above

| hope that this atfirmation will assist In expediting the Venice Cansls Association fance

proposal. Please do no hesitate (o contact us again if we may be of asgistance in the

future. .

Very truly yours,

BERNARD C. PARKS
Chiaf of Polica

s
/7 GARY S, WILLIAMS, Captain

Area Commanding Offtcer
Pacific Community Police Station
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Security Service Systems
6733 S Sepulveda Blvd. Suite 100
Los Angeles, CA 90045
310-477-2095

To Whom it May Concern:

As a patrol supervisor assigned to the Venica Canals area for tha past 20 months,
myself and my officars have encountersd numerous problams in the tunnel area of
Grand Canal. The majority of these problems occur during the hours of darkness. This
area, having no lighting and shefter from the elements, provides perfect cover for drug
addicts and the homeless who sleep, defacate and coften fight in this area. We have
received numerous calls in the past from concamned residents regarding this area. |
have personally in the past mads arrests for narcotics uee, assault with a deadly
weapon, lewd acts In public, drunk snd disorderly conduct and drinking in public. The
workers of Mariposa, the canal maintenance crew, who's yard is alongside the tunnel
araa, have had several problems with homelsss camping in the tunnels blocking their
access. | have personally found discarded crack cocaine pipes and hypodermic needlss
within the area.

Over the pamzt; months | have worked very closely with the LAPD Senior Lead Officer

Corporal Brent Honorae to try and keep the problems to a bare minimum, setting up extra
patrols and arresting suspecis that congregate in this area. Officer Honore has regularly
targeted this area during his community clean-up campaigns to remove graffili and gang
tagging from the walls. Officer Honore and myself both welcome the installation of
gates and their being secursd from dusk to dawn as a step in the right direction to help
alleviate the continual problems experienced in this particular area. As a servica to the
community, my company is willing to lock and unlock the gates at the prescribad times
free of charge.

i you have any questions on this matter, pleass fee! free to contact me at my offica
(310) 477-2095, or my pager (310) 655-3689. In ciosing | would like to thank you for
you anticipated support In us and the community on this matter.

Yours Sincerely,

Robert H. Way

Patrol Guards Alarms Monitoring Repair

Awotit

EXA;A['& '\] b
ASIEW -93-T15




- o a
U ik 8 0%
. L & Ty
k . m-v:‘ . -v
Z¥ g r :
L% 3 7S
53 s ael s
% A ot

R A

Sl




