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6) The section of the ordinance on Development Standards & Guidelines should be removed 
fiom the ordinance and incorporated into the Procedures & Guidelines document. Guidelines 
should not be adopted by ordinance. This guidance document should be circulated for review 
and comment before it is settled upon. We note here that the current draft of revisions to the 
Procedures & Guidelines were not part of the information shared when the ordinance was 
released for public comment. 

7) The ordinance should establish timelines for the review process. It currently takes several 
months to several years to complete the SEATAC process, and the proposed changes must 
significantly improve this timeline, not add further delays. Applicants should also not be 
required to meet with the committee more than twice, and the committee should be required 
to provide responses within 30 days. 

8) The proposed SEA boundaries have been depicted in detail on GIS maps, yet not all land has 
been studied, and verified for actual confirmation of resources on the ground. The 
Procedures and Guidelines should offer opportunities to submit Biological Studies for review 
by the SEATAC Committee. Furthermore, land owners have submitted applications that are 
awaiting review until after this SEA ordinance is adopted. These proposals should be 
reviewed prior to hearings by staff and there should be a clear process for revising SEA 
boundaries when appropriate without a General Plan Amendment. 

9) The proposed ordinances should not contain language that unduly limits or prevents the 
exercise of sound discretion when approving worthy projects within an SEA. Specifically, 
requiring features 'Yo the maximum extent feasible" invites heavy-handed conclusions or 
challenges. Such language should be replaced with similar language that better suits the 
exercise of regulatory discretion, such as "to the extent practicable." 

In summary, the BIA is very concerned about the substantial changes contemplated in the 
proposed SEA program and does not support the vast expansion currently proposed in the 
General Plan update. We would like to see major revisions to the SEAMMA ordinance and 
restructuring of the SEATAC Committee that ensure protection of ecologic resources while also 
providing for the jobs and housing needs of Los Angeles County. We are available to meet and 
discuss these issues in more detail at your convenience. Thank you for your consideration of the 
concerns of our membership. 
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