
 

 

  



 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 

Type of Questions  # of surveys 

Rate  6 

Multiple Choice 3 

Check all that apply  1 

Survey Distribution 
 

Online 5 

In Person 4 

Poster  1 

Tabling or Booth 1 
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Here we will provide the surveys that we found online, with a summary of each one. At the end 
of this appendix, we provided tables to show our analysis of types of conducting organizations, 
themes and/or topics, and methodology (types of questions and distribution). 

 
Los Angeles River Master Plan Community Meeting, Cudahy 

• Government Entity 
• Location: Cudahy, Bell Gardens (90201), South Gate (90280) & small numbers from 

others 
• Themes: Environment (protect plant & animal species), safety (address homelessness), 

access points, water supply -- most important issues of attendees 
• Methodology: In-person engagement. Rate (most important), closed-ended, open-ended 
• Date: August 2018. Mostly focusing on present and future, while addressing/informing 

attendees about past (flooding) 
• Significant Results 

o What keeps you and members of your household from visiting the LA River? 
▪ Safety concerns 19% 

o What is the highest you have seen the water level in the river?  
▪ Up to the tops of banks/levees 49% 

o What would you do with the low flow water in the river?  
▪ Reduce the flow of water down  the channel and recharge the  

groundcover to increase water supply 56% 
o Where have you observed animals along the LA River?  

▪ Lower part of River 60% 
 

Taylor Yard, River Park Project Community Survey  
• Government Entity (City of LA) 
• Location: Glassell Park (90065), Cypress Park, Northeast Los Angeles, Silver Lake: 59% 

of total responses received were reported from within a 3.5 mile radius of the Project 
• Themes: Park design input. Interaction/relationship with River 
• Methodology: Online survey. Rate, closed-ended  
• Date: August 2018 
• Significant results:  

o “The community clearly understood the historical importance of the site and the 
location on the Los Angeles River. Specifically, for types of Educational 
Elements, River History was overwhelmingly the most frequent selection with 
44% of respondents requesting this type of feature (Figure 8).” 

o River access and trails were the most requested natural space, over 40%. 
o Sustainability elements questions: native planting and biofiltration were the most 

requested of the respondents, 50% each. 
 

 
Metro LA River Path Project Feasibility Study 

• Government Entity (Metro LA) 
• Location: Focuses on feasibility, potential usage of 8-mile gap in bike paths through 

Elysian Valley, Vernon, Downtown, Maywood 
• Themes: Personal usage, accessibility, transportation, recreational activities 

http://dpw.lacounty.gov/wmd/watershed/lar/docs/LARMP%20-%20Community%20Meeting%202%20Cudahy%20Summary.pdf
http://www.tayloryardg2.com/pdfs/survey_summary_report_taylor_yardG2_818.pdf
http://media.metro.net/projects_studies/bikeway_planning/images/study_lariverbikepathgapclosure_2017-0712.pdf


 

 

• Methodology: Online survey. rate/number scale type questions 
• Date: October 2017; focuses on present/future aspects of river restoration 
• Significant Results: Not published/available 

 
Metro LA River Path Project Survey 

• Government Entity (Metro LA) 
• Location: Focuses on the design of 8-mile gap in bike paths through Elysian Valley, 

Downtown, Maywood 
• Themes: Personal usage, transportation, accessibility, recreational activities 
• Methodology: Online survey. Rate/number type, multiple choice gives the respondent 

the ability to view different design choices for the river 
• Date: Ongoing 
• Significant Results: Not published/available  

 
Los Angeles River Ranger Plan Survey 

• Government Entity (LA River Ranger Pilot Project) 
• Location: Communities adjacent to middle and upper river: North Hollywood, Pacoima, 

San Fernando, Compton, Houghton Park, Bixby Knolls, Glassell Park, Lynwood, South 
Gate, Paramount, Elysian Valley, Santa Monica 

• Themes: Roles of a “River Ranger”, usage, safety concerns, education 
• Methodology: Online surveys, in-person engagement at community meetings 

(posters),  Rate/number scale type questions 
• Date: May 2018 
• Significant Results:  

o 28% of respondents visit the river to walk, 16% to bicycle, 15% to enjoy the view 
o Respondent priorities differed from poster to paper survey: 

▪ Survey responses:  
• Role of ranger - Care for natural resources, safety, maintenance, 

educational programs, access + signage, recreations, peace 
officer 

• Safety concerns - trash, maintenance, pollution, lighting, crime, 
other 

▪ Poster responses:  
• Role of ranger - safety, maintenance, access + signage, 

recreation, education programs, peace officer 
• Safety concerns - trash, pollution, maintenance, crime, lighting, 

other 
 

Lower Los Angeles River Revitalization:  An Inclusive Approach to Planning, Implementation, 
and Community Engagement 

• Report by Masters in Urban Planning candidate at UCLA,  prepared for client Urban 
Federal Waters Partnership 

• Location: South Gate, Hollydale Park; Long Beach, Del Amo Blvd 
• Themes: Gentrification/Displacement, Community Access, Use Patterns of Public Space 
• Methodology: Tabling/Booth setup, 7 closed-ended (check all that apply) questions, 2 

open- ended questions 
• Date: April 2017; Focused on present and future use 
• Significant Results: 

o 71% Health and Exercise, 25% Recreation  
o Walking, Biking, Jogging - main uses of the river 

https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/LARiverPath
http://www.rmc.ca.gov/projects/River%20Ranger/RiverRanger_Phase1Report_APPENDICES_REVISED_08292018_reduced%20(1).pdf
https://www.lewis.ucla.edu/wp-content/uploads/sites/2/2018/05/2017-Comprehensive-Project_LA-River-1.pdf
https://www.lewis.ucla.edu/wp-content/uploads/sites/2/2018/05/2017-Comprehensive-Project_LA-River-1.pdf


 

 

o Wants - better security most important, more amenities, improved  maintenance 
 

Compton Creek Trails Community Assessment 
• NGO: Rails-to-Trails Conservancy Project Team 
• Location: Compton 
• Themes: Transportation, Programming and Activities, Obesity and Public Health  
• Methodology: 

a. The study area includes the half-mile on each side of the creek and is roughly 
bounded by El Segundo Boulevard on the north, Greenleaf Boulevard on the 
south, Willowbrook Avenue on the east, and Central Avenue and Wilmington 
Avenue on the West 

b. Survey distributed by affiliated organizations: INMED LA, Compton Jr. Posse, 
Washington Elementary Parent Teacher Association (PTA) and the Compton 
High School Recycling Club 

• Date: 2010; focuses on current uses  
• Significant Results 

 . Some of the significant findings were that many residents were not aware of the 
existence of the trail, yet a large portion indicated they would use the trail if it were safe and 
convenient to do so - 80 respondents  
a. 91% would use the Trail or use it more if maintenance, safety and cleanliness issues 
were addressed 
b. Current Uses 55% Walking, 37.5% horseback riding, 30% biking 

 
 
Northeast LA River Riverfront Collaborative (NELA RC) resident and small business surveys 

• Location: 11-mile River stretch in NELA known as Glendale Narrows near Atwater 
Village, Cypress Park, Elysian Valley, Glassell Park, and Lincoln Heights 

• Themes: Perceptions (safety), access points, relationships to the River, and much more 
about demographic data 

• Methodology: Not completely clear, but seems very likely that they are close ended 
questions/multiple choice 

• Date: Summer 2014, focuses on present and somewhat past aspects of the River 
• Results: 

o When asked if they spent time by the L.A. River, 61 percent responded yes as 
o When asked how the survey respondents traveled to get to the river, the top 

responses were 71 percent by walking, 27 percent by bike, and 23 percent by car 
o The majority of respondents believed making the River cleaner, 40 percent, and 

safer, 20 percent, would make them spend more time by the River. 
o When asked about the one biggest problem in their neighborhood, residents from 

the different neighborhoods had very similar responses, with gangs being the top 
response 

o See map for access points 
 

 
Your LA River Path 

• Online so anyone, the survey focused on a project to develop the path between Elysian 
Valley and the City of Vernon 

• Pathway, access points 
• Choices, ranking/number scale, educational / distributed online 
• Currently taking place. Focuses on future aspects of their path project 

https://www.railstotrails.org/resourcehandler.ashx?id=3019
https://www.yourlariverpath.com/


 

 

 

 
 
The following is a tally of information found above:  
 
Conducting Organization 
 

Type of Organization # of surveys 

Government Agency 6 

Institution/University  1 

Non-governmental Organization 2 

 

Themes and Topics of Surveys  
  

Themes or Topics Frequency of Occurrence 

Access 6 

Uses and Interaction with the River 6 

Transportation 4 

Safety/Homelessness 3 

Recreation  2 

Environment 2 

Education and Programming 2 

Gentrification and Displacement 1 

Public Health 1 

Park Design  1 

 

Methodology of Surveys  
  

Type of Questions  # of surveys 

Rate  6 

Multiple Choice 3 

Check all that apply  1 



 

 

Survey Distribution 
 

Online 5 

In Person 4 

Poster  1 

Tabling or Booth 1 

 

  

 
The following documents were excluded (specified under each survey/project) from our analysis 
of surveys on the LA river, but still played a role in informing our understanding of community 
engagement under the current revitalization paradigm.  
 
The River Project, TUJUNGA WATERSHED 

• Pacoima 
• NGO 
• Ecology, Community Engagement  Programming and Education, Public Health 
• Tabling, booth, and community surveys in Pacoima  
• 2003-2004 
• Results 

o Best way to get involvement was through educational programs in primary 
school. If the kids are interested, the parents will be.  

o Created outdoor education classroom next to the River with a Studio City 
Elementary School. Outdoor classroom is still used 15 years later.  

• Excluded from the analysis because this is a document that mandates community 
involvement in river-related projects  

 
East Rancho Dominguez Community Plan (LA Parks and Recreation Department) 

• Focuses on improving and expanding green spaces in the community of East Rancho 
Dominguez 

• Questionnaires distributed during key community events, focus groups conducted 
• February 2016 
• Results: 

o Safety was the biggest concern for citizens when visiting parks; greater law 
enforcement presence is desired  

o Concerned citizens often go to parks outside of the community  
o Youth sports, exercise classes, and arts/culture programming most desired by 

community members 
• Boyle Heights Property Ownership, Displacement, and Recommendation Report — 

Understanding the Needs of a Neighborhood at a Crossroads by Leadership for Urban 
Renewal Network 

• Los Angeles, Boyle Heights 
• Community Involvement, Rent Increases, Age and Ownership, Low Access to Key 

Information 
• The sample size (431) is larger than what is required for a statistically significant sample 

size (383) for a population the size of Boyle Heights’ (~100,000) with a confidence level 
of 95% and a margin of error of 5%. The survey is stratified according to gender and age 



 

 

populations, and was implemented randomly by community promotoras. Close ended 
questions (multiple-choice). 

• The survey took place in early 2018, report published April 2018. The survey is mostly 
about home ownership and asks about past, present, and future 

• Results 
o As the data indicates, Boyle Heights residents seem confident that they will 

remain in Boyle Heights for a long period of time (table 4), however, the majority 
of residents in Boyle Heights do not own any form of property in their 
neighborhood. 86% of survey respondents do not own property, indicating that 
the census numbers showing renter occupied units has risen in the past two 
years.  

o  A majority of participants expressed that their rents have increased in the past 
three years and are heavily concerned over future, potential increases. One 
participant in particular expressed that in order to cover her rent, she has had to 
share her home with other adult family members (more than one would expect in 
her space) so that collectively they can afford to remain in their home. 

o One of the reasons for primarily selecting participants between the ages of 35-55 
was to further explore an interesting trend in our survey data: a large portion of 
middle-aged respondents expressed low interest in owning property… A majority 
of our participants shared horror stories about older people, in Boyle Heights, 
losing homes they could no longer afford. Our participants grounded their 
sentiments in these stories and shared their fear of finding themselves in similar 
situations. Thus our participants were very aware of their age and viewed it as an 
additional barrier to ownership. Many also believed that passing down their 
potential homes, for which they would still owe money, would be a burden and 
not potential assets for their families 

o When asked about housing issues in Boyle Heights, several residents were 
capable of describing the major trends and experiences of Boyle Heights 
residents, as well as including terms like “displacement” and “gentrification” in 
their comments. However, when asked about knowledge regarding the specific 
processes involved in acquiring property or purchasing a home, fewer 
participants (if any) were able to contribute accurate information. 

• This document was excluded from existing survey analysis because it doesn’t focus 
specifically on the river, but on expanding green space in a river-adjacent community 

 
Los Angeles River Habitat Enhancement Study and Opportunities Assessment 

• Prepared by the Nature Conservancy (NGO), funded by the Santa Monica Mountains 
Conservancy Grant 

• Location: Los Feliz Blvd. to Taylor Yard 
• Themes: “identifying habitat enhancement requirements, opportunities, and constraints 

in the Elysian Valley of the Los Angeles river" 
• Methodology:  “multi-taxa biological surveys, historical ecology investigation of the 

Elysian Valley, and a review of historic and existing hydrological and hydraulic 
conditions” 

• Date: Published December 2016 
• Significant Results: 

o “Bringing the various hydrologic plans and possibilities for the watershed into a 
single integrated vision of system flow characteristics will allow certainty and 
clarity at the site level for the design of habitat projects anywhere in the River 
system, including the Conservancy’s study area.” 



 

 

o “The study area currently has higher flood and much higher dry weather flow 
rates than its historic condition. These high flow rates are supporting and 
encouraging non-native and invasive species” 

o “Enhancing and increasing the amount of perennial riparian habitat in-stream 
alone will not create as much biological value as identifying complementary 
enhancement opportunities outside of the River channel” 

o “Land uses adjacent to the River and throughout the watershed are a part of the 
solution and part of the Los Angeles River’s biological and hydrologic system.” 

• Excluded from our analysis because this is an ecological survey, but still reflects health 
and attitudes towards the river  

 
Long Beach Fish Study 

• Friends of the LA River (NGO) 
• Location: Long Beach 
• Themes: Environment, pollution, ecology 
• Methodology: "A survey of fish species composition and abundance at the mouth of the 

LA river" 
• Date: June 2016  
• Significant Results: 

o “We will never return the Los Angeles River to the meandering riparian corridor 
that historically supported [native species], but we can definitely take action to 
improve conditions to the point where it would be feasible for native species...to 
once again recolonize reaches upstream”  

o “It took significant effort to encase the Los Angeles river in concrete many years 
ago, and ongoing effort to maintain that system. Similarly, it will take significant 
and coordinated effort to restore the function of the river so that it could once 
again support native species” 

• Excluded from our analysis because this is an ecological survey, but still reflects the 
health and attitudes towards the river  

 
KCET “How Do You Use the Los Angeles River? 

• KCET, public television  
• Location: Entire length of river 
• Themes: Demographics, use, access, observed activities around the river 
• Methodology: Google form 
• Date: April 2011 
• Excluded from our analysis because no results published 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Type of Questions  # of surveys 

Rate  6 

Multiple Choice 3 

Check all that apply  1 

Survey Distribution 
 

Online 5 

In Person 4 

Poster  1 

Tabling or Booth 1 

 
 



 

 

 

 
 

 



 

 

 

 

1 
Stevie and Marge (Check 

names) Voice of Influence NGO and South Gate Residents 
South Gate Park (Earth 

Day Event) 

2 Maricarmen Voice of Influence 
NGO, Client, South Gate 

Resident 
South Gate Park (Earth 

Day Event) 

3 Gladis Voice of Influence City of South Gate, Resident 
South Gate Park (Earth 

Day Event) 

4 Lane River Frequenters Scout Leader, Resident 
South Gate Park (Earth 

Day Event) 

5 Rita River Frequenters Resident 
South Gate Park (Earth 

Day Event) 

6 Leticia Nunez River Frequenters 
Resident of Paramount, Works in 

South Gate South Gate Park 

7 Melissa River Frequenters Resident 
South Gate Park (Earth 

Day Event) 

8 Chris River Frequenters Downey Resident Hollydale 

9 Olivia Vega River Frequenters South Gate Resident 
South Gate Park (Earth 

Day Event) 

10 Annette River Frequenters Southgate Resident 
South Gate Park (Earth 

Day Event) 

11 Cathy & Vinny River Frequenters Residents South Gate Park 

12 Elizabeth River Frequenters Southgate Resident Hollydale 

13 Steven Voice of Influence Business Owner South Gate Suregrip 

14 Nora Voice of Influence Business Owner South Gate Eyebrow 

15 Yvette Voice of Influence Business Owner South Gate Boba 

16 Cafe China Voice of Influence Business Owner South Gate Cafe China 

17 Lucky Manager Voice of Influence Business Owner South Gate Lucky Supermarket 

18 Pizza Manager Voice of Influence Business Owner South Gate Little Caesar 

19 Foto Studio Voice of Influence Business Owner South Gate Foto Studio 

20 Richard Ludt Voice of Influence Business Owner South Gate Interior Removal Specialist 

21 Steven River Frequenters Resident of Watts South Gate Park 



 

 

22 AnMarie (Kamryn) Other Researchers UCLA Grad Student UCLA 

23 Hector de la Torre Voice of Influence Former councilman of SG DTLA 

24 Manuel River Frequenters South Gate Resident South Gate Park 

25 Natividad River Frequenters South Gate Resident South Gate Park 

26 Nicholas*  South Gate Resident South Gate Park 

27 Teodoro River Frequenters South Gate Resident South Gate Park 

28 Simon River Frequenters South Gate Resident South Gate Park 

29 Rodar  South Gate Resident South Gate Park 

30 Alon Random Encounters Uber Driver Uber/Ride 

31 Joshua/Edelyn River Frequenters South Gate Resident Hollydale Park 

32 Endy River Frequenters South Gate Resident Hollydale Park 

33 Daniel River Frequenters South Gate Resident Hollydale Park 

34 Jock River Frequenters East Coast Transplant Hollydale Park 

35 Art 
River Adjacent 

Residents Paramount Homeowner Paramount by River 

36 Alex 
River Adjacent 

Residents Paramount Homeowner Paramount by River 

37 Jovino 
River Adjacent 

Residents Paramount Homeowner Paramount by River 

38 Nicholas 
River Adjacent 

Residents Paramount Homeowner Paramount by River 

39 Equestrian Guy River Frequenters South Gate Resident Hollydale Park near River 

40 UCLA Dogwalker River Frequenters South Gate Resident Hollydale Dog Park 

41 Girl w/ Tattoo & Puppy River Frequenters South Gate Resident Hollydale Dog Park 

42 DT South Gate Girl River Frequenters South Gate Resident Hollydale Dog Park 

43 Family Walker River Frequenters South Gate Resident Hollydale Dog Park 

 

*26/29 were crossed out/excluded due to double input or name mix-up error 
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https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?Zkr6yR


 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?vsb3Sr
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ZtwsFv
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http://ora.research.ucla.edu/OHRPP/Pages/CITITraining.aspx


 

 

 



 

 

https://digitalcommons.csumb.edu/hornbeck_usa_3_d/55
http://larivermasterplan.org/
https://folar.org/advocacy-now
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procs.2017.05.377
https://www.cityprojectca.org/blog/wp-
https://www.cityprojectca.org/blog/wp-content/uploads/2016/05/USC-LA-River-FINAL-TCP-20160510.pdf
https://www.cityprojectca.org/blog/wp-content/uploads/2016/05/USC-LA-River-FINAL-TCP-20160510.pdf


 

 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-013-0448-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-017-0885-5
https://la.curbed.com/2019/5/30/18645932/mitchell-settlement-downtown-la-homeless-property
https://la.curbed.com/2019/5/30/18645932/mitchell-settlement-downtown-la-homeless-property


 

 

https://doi.org/10.1080/14693062.2015.1019822
https://doi.org/10.1080/14693062.2015.1019822
https://books.google.com/books?id=-WaZBQAAQBAJ&printsec=frontcover&source=gbs_ge_summary_r&cad=0#v=onepage&q&f=false
https://books.google.com/books?id=-WaZBQAAQBAJ&printsec=frontcover&source=gbs_ge_summary_r&cad=0#v=onepage&q&f=false
http://innovation.luskin.ucla.edu/GreenwayGuide
https://www.latimes.com/entertainment/arts/la-et-cm-la-river-gehry-20160613-snap-story.html
https://www.latimes.com/entertainment/arts/la-et-cm-la-river-gehry-20160613-snap-story.html


 

 

https://doi.org/10.1080/15230406.2016.1230520
https://doi.org/10.1080/15230406.2016.1230520
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1938)66%3c139:SCRAFF%3e2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.2307/41169152
https://www.spl.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Stories/Article/477249/the-la-river-and-the-corps-a-brief-history
https://www.spl.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Stories/Article/477249/the-la-river-and-the-corps-a-brief-history
https://books.google.com/books?id=8_6ICwAAQBAJ&printsec=frontcover&source=gbs_atb#v=onepage&q=ethnography&f=false
https://books.google.com/books?id=8_6ICwAAQBAJ&printsec=frontcover&source=gbs_atb#v=onepage&q=ethnography&f=false
https://books.google.com/books?id=8_6ICwAAQBAJ&printsec=frontcover&source=gbs_atb#v=onepage&q=ethnography&f=false
https://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-ln-2-bodies-pulled-la-river-20160501-story.html
https://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-ln-2-bodies-pulled-la-river-20160501-story.html
https://doi.org/10.1111/cuan.12030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2017.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2017.09.007
https://www.riverla.org/homelessness_along_the_los_angeles_river


 

 

https://books.google.com/books?id=J-pGDwAAQBAJ&source=gbs_book_other_versions


 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315851884.ch3.5
https://www.ubiquitypress.com/site/chapters/10.5334/bax.c/
https://www.kcet.org/earth-focus/phase-one-of-glendale-narrows-riverwalk-opens-bringing-recreational-opportunities-to-the
https://www.kcet.org/earth-focus/phase-one-of-glendale-narrows-riverwalk-opens-bringing-recreational-opportunities-to-the
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eiar.2014.08.007
https://aaltodoc.aalto.fi/handle/123456789/19347
https://aaltodoc.aalto.fi/handle/123456789/19347


 

 

https://search.proquest.com/docview/2031157006/abstract/A348CA9CD52D4ED9PQ/1
https://search.proquest.com/docview/2031157006/abstract/A348CA9CD52D4ED9PQ/1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2017.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2017.07.002
http://boe.lacity.org/lariverrmp/Background/master_plan.htm
http://boe.lacity.org/lariverrmp/Background/master_plan.htm
http://boe.lacity.org/lariverrmp/Background/master_plan.htm


 

 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-024-0878-2_20
https://www.lariver.org/master-plan
https://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-ln-2-bodies-pulled-la-river-20160501-story.html
https://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-ln-2-bodies-pulled-la-river-20160501-story.html
http://lowerlariver.org/volume-i/
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-13779-7_5
https://www.riverla.org/mission_vision
https://www.cityprojectca.org/blog/archives/44994
http://clkrep.lacity.org/onlinedocs/2007/07-1342-s5_rpt_boe_6-1-09.pdf
https://mrca.ca.gov/los-angeles-river/faq/
https://mrca.ca.gov/los-angeles-river/faq/


 

 

https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2006)056%5B0419:RAWRLF%5D2.0.CO;2
https://www.kcet.org/shows/city-rising/los-angeles-is-short-on-parks-ranking-74th-out-of-100-cities
https://www.kcet.org/shows/city-rising/los-angeles-is-short-on-parks-ranking-74th-out-of-100-cities
http://ebookcentral.proquest.com/lib/ucla/detail.action?docID=4771481
https://doi.org/10.1080/00330124.2015.1059401
https://doi.org/10.1080/00330124.2015.1059401
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315851884.ch3.4
https://doi.org/10.1080/13574809.2016.1187557


 

 

https://www.latimes.com/local/california/la-me-ln-mega-storm-dam-failure-20190218-story.html
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