By Dave Schwalb
L JOLEA LIGHT

A lawsuit seeking to block Hﬂlel 5 de-
velopment of a 12,000-square-foot Jewmh

to beheard by a judge March 1 and May
{11

The suit was filed by Ld, Jolla Shores
Association, a community advisory
group, and Taxpayers For Rec;pon&j‘ible
Land Use, a grassroots group of resi- -

came in response to a favorable 6-2 vote

May 2006 by the City Council on Hillel's

project. Overriding the objections of all
four La Jolla community planning
groups, the City Counci], led by Council

President Scott Peters, opted not to lease

the property, but to sell it for $940,000.
It was Peters motion to approve the
project. He attached 25 conditions to its
approval, which he said were likely to
add $500,000 or more to the project’s cost
but would ensure problems with park-

ing, traffic, noise and aesthetics would
be mitigated. -

Those conditions mduded Cdppmg ca-

pacity at 200, 400 for special events; lim-
iting the number of special events dur-

ing the first year of operation to six; re- .
quiring a minimum of 68 underground

parking spaces and a shared parking
agreement with UCSD for 67 spaces ot

overflow parking on campus; creation of
a traffic demand management plan; and
prohibiting overnight events or fentdlt_o _

outside groups.

Todd Cardiff, an attorney with Coast
Law Group representing the pldmmm
said his fIr‘m recemly med an Qpemﬂg '

___b]i‘lﬁf in the case.
student center across from UCSD isset

“(Hillel) failed to féllow the Cahfomla |

"'*'_.Enwmnmentdl Quality Act,” he said,

“which states that whenever there is a

- potential for significant environmental
- impact, you must perform a tull environ-
~mental impact report. In this case, there

~ was so much evidence in the record that
dents oppesed to the project. T he ldeUI'E '

this project may have a significant im-

pact, not only to the surrounding neigh-
“borhood, but to traffic and aesthetics,

parking and biological resources.”
The suit contends that the City Coun-
cﬂ should have denied Hillel’s applica-
tion and required them to go back and
prepare a full environmental impact re-
port on their project. Cardiff said his
clients also have a smoking gun: e-maii
from the city that indicates they ig-
nored evidence on a biological survey
that indicated the project would be dis-

ruptive to native wildlife, pdmculfwly'
hawks and other raptors. =

“We believe we fully addressed all en-

~ vironmental concerns and the permit

process and that their claims are with-

out merit,” said Bob Lapidus pd@t [JI‘E‘%l
dent of Hillel. .

Plaintiffs Contend the (:1ty izahOU]d not

: “"’have opted to sell the S:i.te 653 parcel
-- ra‘i:her than leasing it.

I‘mnsferrmg this pmperty’ f{}r’ q ver‘v

-Tsweet price below fair market value al-
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