
From: Emma Howard  
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2014 11:01 AM 
To: Mark Osokow; Carla Bollinger 
Cc: Susan Tae; Carl Nadela 
Subject: RE: Correction: SEA Profile: Section 23: Santa Susana Mountains and Simi Hills SEA: 
Chatsworth Nature Preserve 
 
Mark, 
 
We’ll add the area to our list to consider changing. Any scientific documentation of the biological value 
of that area would be helpful (studies, reports, etc) as well as an explanation  of the SEA Criteria that this 
area meets. SEA Criteria are given in each SEA Description: 
http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/sea/23_Santa_Susana_Mountains_and_Simi_Hills_SEA_Spring_
2012_GP.pdf (see page 11).  
 
Our final recommendations for the SEA Boundaries will be released with our staff report to the Regional 
Planning Commission in advance of the public hearing that covers the SEA Program on April 23rd.  If we 
decide to add it, we’d put it on the proposed map and document that change in our staff report.  
 
If we should decide not to recommend adding  this area, the next step you would be able to take is 
testifying directly to the Regional Planning Commission, either in writing or at that hearing- they’ll make 
the ultimate decision before the SEA Program goes to the Board of Supervisors.  
 
You can work directly with my colleague Carl Nadela on the status of boundary requests going forward- 
he’s lead on any modifications to the map. He is copied on this email and we share the same phone 
number.  
 
Thanks, 
Emma 
 
Emma Howard 
Regional Planner 
Community Studies North Section 
Department of Regional Planning 
http://planning.lacounty.gov/sea 
Telephone: 213-974-6476 
 
From: Mark Osokow  
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2014 1:21 AM 
To: Emma Howard; Carla Bollinger 
Cc: Susan Tae; Carl Nadela 
Subject: Re: Correction: SEA Profile: Section 23: Santa Susana Mountains and Simi Hills SEA: 
Chatsworth Nature Preserve 
 
Dear Emma, 
  
    Thank you for having the errors re: Chatsworth Nature Preserve corrected and for clarifying the 
rationale for the SEA boundary with respect to Mormon Canyon. 
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    It would appear that the sub-watershed boundaries do not automatically bound SEA's.  Woolsey 
Creek and Box Canyon Creeks, for example, are each subtended by their own sub-watersheds, yet both 
seem to be included in the SEA, along with the Browns Creek sub-watershed.  Mormon Canyon is 
extremely valuable wildlife habitat -- with a perrenial creek flowing even in this driest of drought years, 
dense riparian areas, oak woodlands, etc. -- that, based on a recent San Fernando Valley Audubon 
Society survey (see e-bird), supports an abundance of bird species; including raptors.  We believe it 
should be included in the SEA.  What would be needed to change the boundary of the SEA to bring that 
about or to assure its inclusion in a separate SEA? 
 


