
THE CITY COUNCIL’S RULES OF 
DECORUM WILL BE ENFORCED.

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
PLANNING & LAND USE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE SPEAKER CARD

Urban-Blox has failed to have any
support from the public for 
their destructive project. 

What do they do?

They have their Real-Estate broker attend the 
October 25 PLUM Committee hearing 
to speak in opposition of the appeal.

Desperate measures. . .

















Oct 24, 2016

Re: 5303 Hermitage Ave
Case #VTT 73704-SL 
ENV-2015-2618-MND

Dear Plum Committee Councilmembers

I am contacting you today to urgently ask that you and other members of the 
PLUM Committee uphold the appeal for the above referenced case, scheduled 
for the Planning and Land Use meeting on October 25, 2016. 

We need you to stand up for your constituents and say NO to this particular 
developer, who has an extensive record of bullying and harassment of tenants, 
falsifying information to the Housing Department, and destruction of historic 
properties and rent-stabilized homes.  He is also currently being sued by 2 
other developers due to his highly suspect and/or illegal real estate practices.

We ask the Planning and Land Use Management Committee to follow the 
General Plan and City Ordinances by not approving projects that are out of 
compliance, such as this one.  

Please do the right thing and uphold this appeal.  
Please confirm receipt and enter this letter into the case file.

Sincerely,
Carol Cetrone
Silver Lake Heritage Trust
Silver Lake Neighborhood Council Urban Design and Preservation Committee
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Sharon Dickinson <sharon.dickinson@lacity.org>
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1 message

csc-vv@mail.com <csc-vv@mail.com> Fri, Nov 4, 2016 at 3:14 PM
To: sharon.dickinson@lacity.org, edwin.grover@lacity.org

Dear PLUM Committee CouncilMembers,
A lot of the information you requested at the hearing on October 25 has been submitted on more
than one occasion.
 

On the SECOND PAGE of the attached,  SECTION II. EXISTING CONDITIONS
The question remains vague and ambiguous as to IS THERE ANY SIMILAR HOUSING AT THIS
PRICE RANGE AVAILABLE IN THE AREA AND IF SO WHERE?
Applicants state there are "many rental units in vicinity of the project site."
For the same rent amount?  With the same characteristics?  Why is the decision of where tenants
may or may not choose to live left in the hands of a project applicant who's sole purpose is to
serve himself.
The answer is if there WAS affordable housing in the area at $500.00 a month, whic there is
not, I guarantee you it is occupied.   With pretty strong possibilities of being demolished soon
enough.
 

Just because a tenant may or may not have been given money to move does not
decrease the strong possibility they can end up homeless.  YOU HAVE THEN
DECREASED THE QUALITY OF THAT PERSONS LIFE.  It becomes very frustrating to be
a broken record to the committee and have so much evidence repeatedly ignored.  
 

IF YOU WOULD HAVE READ THE APPEAL AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS YOU WOULD
HAVE FOUND THE EVIDENCE THAT CONTRADICT EVERY FORM FILED BY THESE
APPLICANTS.  ONE LIE AFTER ANOTHER.
WHAT IS IT THAT IS PREVENTING THE COUNCIL FROM READING.
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