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Las Virgenes Homeowners Federation, Inc.
Post Office Box 353, Agoura Hills, California 91301

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

Friday, April 23rd, BANQUET  (www.lvhf.org) 

 
Malibou Lake Mountain Club  

29033 W. Lake Vista Drive 
Malibou Lake, Agoura, CA 

 

 
 
 
 

Cocktails 6:30 p.m. 
Dinner 7:30 p.m. 

Installation of Officers 
Keynote Speaker 

Peter Galvin - Conservation Director - Center for Biological Diversity 
Fran Pavley ï California State Senator 23rd District 

Citizen of the Year Presentation 
 
 
 

Map to Malibou Lake Mountain Club 

 
 
 

Note: Banquet invitation with details is at end of newsletter. Please RSVP to Joan 
Yacovone at 818.889.1286 or tyacovone@roadrunner.com 

 
 

http://www.lvhf.org/
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CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITYôS PETER GALVIN TO SPEAK 
AT FEDERATION BANQUET! 

 
 
Our banquet speaker Peter Galvin is the conservation director of the Center for 
Biological Diversity. A co-founder of the Center, he holds a masterôs degree in biology.  
 
The Center based in Tucson, Ariz., has long supported efforts to protect habitat in 
Southern California, including the Santa Monica Mountains, where it played a role in 
the momentous Ahmanson Ranch victory. There have been several other projects in 
the Santa Monicas. In 1999, for example, it worked to preserve habitat in Carlisle 
Canyon for the Hairstreak butterfly, whose larval food host is the coastal life oak. The 
Center recently filed a letter on the proposed Woodside liquefied natural gas terminal 
midway between Malibu and Catalina, demanding that federal and state regulators 
protect whales and calculate greenhouse gas impacts. Its current local focus is 
protecting California condor habitat just north of Los Angeles in Tejon Ranch, whose 
270,000 acres contain a magnificent diversity of plants and animals, many of them 
rare. 
 
Just two weeks ago, The New York Times profiled the Center in an admiring 4,500-
word article. Headlined ñBrazen Environmental Upstart Brings Legal Muscle, Nerve to 
Climate Debate,ò the article noted that the Center decided early on that the courts were 
the best tool for protecting species. It has won 93 percent of the 700 lawsuits it has 
filed, forcing ñthe federal government to list 350 species under the Endangered 
Species Act and protect more than 120 million acres of habitat from Alaska to Florida.ò 
 
According to the Times, the Centerôs origin is worthy of a screenplay. In 1989, Peter 
Galvin was running a crew under contract to the Forest Service; their job was to find 
Mexican spotted owls. At the time, Galvin was an undergraduate studying politics. 
Among his crew were a philosophy grad student, an emergency doctor/photographer 
and a former psych student who was running outdoor adventures for juvenile 
delinquents.  
 
The four were soon to found the organization that ultimately became the Center for 
Biological Diversity. Meanwhile, they were busy finding owls so the Forest Service 
could avoid logging in those areasðas Forest Service rules required. But when they 
checked to see what had happened to the owl habitats they had identified, they 
discovered that those areas were, in fact, being loggedðinformation they took to the 
local newspapers. It was no surprise when they lost the Forest Service contract. 
 
Galvin and the others soon started the Greater Gila Biodiversity Project, ñwith the goal 
of protecting ecosystems in 10 million acres of Arizona,ò according to the Times. ñThe 
group become Southwest Center for Biological Diversity in 1994, then expanded in 
1998 into the Center for Biological Diversity.ò 
 
Today the Center has 62 full-time employees and 10 part-timers; they work in 15 
offices in Arizona, California, Nevada, New Mexico, Alaska, Oregon, Illinois,  
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Minnesota, Vermont and Washington, D.C. From a budget of $1.6 million in 2001, its 
revenues grew to $9.2 million in 2008. Last year it had 43,000 dues-paying members, 
up from 43 in 1993.  
 

 
 

FEDERATION WELCOMES STEEPLECHASE HOA! 
 
 

Steeplechase, a 240-condominium development in Calabasas near De Anza Park, is the latest 
homeownersô association to join the Federation.  
 
 ñI believe this is the first time Steeplechase has been a part of the Federation,ò says Dale 
Reicheneder, vice president of the Steeplechase board.  
 
ñWe finally decided to join so we could be informed and [be] a part of what is going on in our 
communityénot  just in our little area of [Calabasasô] Westside,ò says Dale Reicheneder, vice 
president of the Steeplechase board. 
 
The 33 buildings that comprise the Steeplechase condos were built in 1988 and are located on 
Lost Hills and Malibu Hills Roads about ¼ mile south of the 101 Freeway. The HOA owns 
about 20 acres of open space behind its complex. 

 
 
 
 

UNANIMOUSLY OPPOSED TO WATER PARK 
 
 

Federation delegates voted unanimously to oppose the Calabasas City staff proposed 
Aquatic Complex/Water Park at De Anza Park. Delegates also expressed their 
objection to any consideration of any revised designs or proposal of a water park at the 
De Anza Park site. Strong sentiment was expressed that the aquatic center is the 
wrong project, in the wrong place, at the wrong time, with wrong funds.   
 
As previously reported, thankfully Council members Bozajian and Maurer had 
trepidation and concerns about the proposal ï which are also mirrored throughout the 
Las Virgenes Valley, elsewhere in Calabasas and reported in the Acorn. 
 
In case you have any illusions as to how close the proposed Aquatic Complex is to our 
Malibu Creek State Park, the conceptual plan shows a parking lot right up to 
(encroaching?) into the border of the park, with parked cars intruding on the scenic 
view of the valley and the Santa Monica Mountains ï on a state scenic highway!  
 
City Council is purportedly set to review a potential revised design of the water park on 
Wednesday, April 28th. Interested parties can get current electronic updates directly to  
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your Inbox by going to the Calabasas website www.cityofcalabasas.com, clicking on 
Connect with Calabasas, and under Projects clicking on Aquatic Complex/Water Park. 
 
Cost estimates for the proposed water park are $7 to $8 million, exclusive of untold 
annual operating costs. 
 

 
 

ANTI ï CEQA LEGISLATION UPDATE 
 
 

Using the usual mantra of ñjob creation,ò Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger has asked 
the California legislature to enact legislation that would exempt 25 development 
projects each year from legal challenges under the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA). 
 
In response to the governorôs request, two identical bills were introduced into the 
Assembly, ABX8 37 and AB 1805, and two identical bills into the Senate, SBX8 42 and 
SB 1010. For the last few days weôve been trying to find out the status of those bills. 
 
AB 1805 is scheduled to be heard by the Assembly Natural Resources Committee on 
April 19th. For further information, contact Louise Rishoff in Assemblymember Julia 
Brownleyôs local office, lrishoff@asm.ca.gov. 
 
We also asked former Federation secretary and our current state senator, Fran Pavley, 
for an update on SBX8 42 and/or SB 1010. Fran, who voted against SB 1010 in 
committee, sent us a detailed personal response (below) that includes updates on the 
current status of previous CEQA exemption legislation and an assessment of the risk 
of adopting CEQA exemption legislation as part of a compromise during budget 
negotiations. 
 
Fran will be giving us an update on the situation in Sacramento at our Installation 
banquet on April 23rd. 
 
Here is the email Fran sent us in response to our inquiry about the current status of the 
Senate CEQA exemption bills: 
 
The 8th extraordinary session has ended so SBX8 42 is not alive.  I voted against SB 
1010 in Env Quality this week. It was defeated on a party line vote, even though the 
author was an Orange County democrat.  Frankly, if this bill had made it to the Senate 
floor, it probably would have passed.  Itôs all about jobs. SB 1010 cannot be reheard. 
However, I would worry about trade offs during budget negotiations during the next 
several months or a "gut and amend" of a different bill in the Assembly with the same 
contents.  One of the problems is that this is the administrationôs idea, so the GOV will 
probably bring up the CEQA exemptions during the budget process.  Childrensô health  
 
 

http://www.cityofcalabasas.com/
mailto:lrishoff@asm.ca.gov


 5 

 
 
 
care, school funding or CEQA???  interesting choices.  Interestingly on the CEQA 
exemption for the football stadium last fall that was so "urgent" we had to circumvent a 
court process, no application for the stadium was filed. Now, every applicant wants an 
exemption.   Without the potential for litigation, project impacts will likely not be 
mitigated, etc.  
 

 

 
 

OLD AGOURA UPDATE  
AND, HOW THE HESCHEL PROPERTY BECAME OPEN SPACE 

 
 

Heschel, a private school promising to serve 750 students in Old Agoura, was well into 
the development process in 1989 when a $578.50 tax rebate check made out to Old 
Agoura HOA President Jess Thomas funded the birth of a legal fund to fight the 
project. 
 
Passing the hat in the neighborhood fattened the homeownersô purse to a surprising 
level, and they signed up lawyer Frank Angel, fresh off his win in the SOKA CEQA 
court case, to defend the Old Agoura community. Three local residents who were 
lawyers in other fields formed the backbone of a committee in the Old Agoura HOA to 
deal with strategy.  
 
Over the years, Heschelôs development planning process dragged on. During the 
implementation of the North Area Plan, zoning on its property was changed. Gone was 
the commercially zoned frontage where the school proposed to operate in temporary 
buildings, which donôt require a Conditional Use Permit. The entire 74 acres were 
zoned N-5, which allowed for a maximum of one residential lot per five acres. The N-5 
zoning allowed for a list of non-residential uses, subject to a CUP, including schools 
and ñother local-serving uses, ò (even though Helschelôs promotional mailings 
described the schoolôs intent to draw from Malibu and the San Fernando and Conejo 
Valleys).  

 
Meanwhile, virtually every member of the Citizens Advisory Committee and Policy 
Committee to the formation of the North Area Plan agreed that such inappropriate uses 
were exactly what the NAP was designed to avoid. One of the guiding policies of the 
NAP is to protect the nature and ambiance of ñexisting rural communitiesò; it lists Old 
Agoura as an example. On November 18, 2008, the Heschel project was finally 
approved. Old Agouraôs lawsuit against the County was filed 30 days later.  

 
After an initial period of jubilation by Heschel supporters, months passed without 
response to Old Agouraôs court filings. Then notice was filed that Heschelôs attorney 
was being replaced by a Westlake Village attorney. More time passed, and Frank 
Angel was compelled to file a due diligence ex-parte application for case management  
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on November 9, 2009. Heschelôs new lawyer didnôt show up for the hearing, but sent 
notice he hadnôt been paid and asked to be withdrawn as attorney of record. The judge 
set a trial date of June 22, 2010 and gave Heschel specific deadlines to file responses. 
Heschelôs original attorney responded as being reinstated, and filed a very 
abbreviated, matter-of-fact response to Old Agouraôs motion brief. More time passed.  

 
In January of this year, an Old Agoura committee member who had been tracking 
Heschelôs property records, including their non-payment of property taxes spotted a 
notice of intent to foreclose on the property by Heschelôs bank. During the waiting 
period for actual foreclosure, Old Agoura began lobbying the Agoura Hills City Council 
to purchase the Heschel property, as well as putting together a private group of buyers 
as backup. By the time the foreclosure auction notice was published, the City Council  
had decided to send its city manager to the sale with the required cashierôs check. As 
the only bidder, he was declared successful.  

 
At this time, there seems to be some legal controversy between Agoura Hills and the 
bank that owned Heschelôs notes, but the city attorney is confident that the City does 
indeed own the property. Until the final determination of ownership is made, Old 
Agoura must maintain the status of the lawsuit. Indeed, the bank has filed with the 
court to be named the real party of interest, in place of Heschel. The judge has 
indefinitely postponed the trial date until the dispute between the city and the bank is 
settled. Old Agoura is cautiously optimistic and is preparing for a possible new court 
date if necessary.    
 
The Federation will have a special champagne toast at our May 20th meeting to  
celebrate our Old Agoura Homeowners Association and Agoura Hills and the long and 
hard fought victory of ñhow Heschel became open spaceò.  
 
 

 
 

REQUEST FOR QUEST CONTINUESé.  
 
 

The latest word is that the developer who would like to move 277,000 cubic yards of 
earth and destroy 94 oak trees in order to build an assisted living facility with four 
three-story buildings, 285 beds, and 310 parking spaces on 40 some acres on a tight 
hairpin turn on Topanga a few hundred yards south of Mulholland, is moving ahead 
with his ñrequestò for the project, in spite of considerable and growing community 
opposition and a near-complete lack of conformity to the Countyôs North Area Plan, 
which designates the hillside property for low density rural residential uses. Access 
would be on a blind curve, and the property is in a Class 4 fire hazard area, making 
evacuation of 285 elderly residents in a brush fire problematical, to say the least. 
 
County Regional Planning staff has informed this out-of-state developer that the 
Countyôs North Area Plan - drafted on the principle of ñletting the land dictate the useò  
 
 


