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July 15, 2019

Pursuant to the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) Section 12.20.2, as the designee of the

Director of Planning, | hereby:

APPROVE a Coastal Development Permit to authorize the demolition of an existing
duplex and single-family dwelling, the subdivision of one 4,800 square-foot lot into two
new lots that are 2,273 (Parcel A) and 2,527 (Parcel B) square feet in lot area, and the
construction of a two-story single-family dwelling with a roof deck on each newly created
lot; a total of six (6) parking spaces are provided and the project is located in the single

permit jurisdiction of the California Coastal Zone; and

Pursuant to Government Code Sections 65590 and 65590.1 and the City of Los Angeles Interim

Mello Act Compliance Administrative Procedures, | hereby:

APPROVE a Mello Act Compliance Review for the demolition of three existing Residential
Units and construction of two Residential Units in the California Coastal Zone; and



DETERMINE that, based on the whole of the administrative record, the Project is exempt from
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15303
(Class 3, Category 1), Section 15315 (Class 15), and Section 15332 (Class 32), and there is no
substantial evidence demonstrating that an exception to a categorical exemption pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2 applies.

The project approval is based upon the attached Findings, and subject to the attached Conditions
of Approval:
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

1.

10.

11.

12.

Except as modified herein, the project shall be in substantial conformance with the plans and
materials submitted by the Applicant, stamped “Exhibit A,” and attached to the subject case
file. No change to the plans will be made without prior review by the Department of City
Planning, and written approval by the Director of Planning. Each change shall be identified
and justified in writing. Minor deviations may be allowed in order to comply with the provisions
of the Los Angeles Municipal Code or the project conditions.

All other use, height and area regulations of the Municipal Code and all other applicable
government/regulatory agencies shall be strictly complied with in the development and use of
the property, except as such regulations are herein specifically varied or required.

Density. One single-famiiy dwelling shali be permitted on each new small lot created pursuant
to Parcel Map No. AA-2Q16-329Q-PMLA-SL and Small Lot Subdivision Ordinance 176 354-
the small lot subdivision will result in two small lots.

Height. The subject project features both flat and varied rooflines; portions of the structure

with flat rooflines shall be limited to a height of 25 feet and portions with varied rooflines (slope

greater than 2:12) shall be limited to a height of 30 feet; the portions exceeding 25 feet shall

be stepped back from the required front yard one foot in depth for every foot in height above

t2h5 feetf Height is measured from the centerline of San Juan Avenue to the highest point ¢
e roof.

Parking and Access. As shown in “Exhibit A” and as approved by the Department of Building
and Safety, the subject project shall provide six (6) parking spaces onsite; each unit will be
designated three parking spaces. All vehicle access shall be from the rear alley.

Roof Structures. Roof Access Structures (RAS) is limited to a height of 35 feet, measured
from the centerline of San Juan Avenue to the top edge of the RAS. The area within the
outside walls shall be minimized and shall not exceed 100 square feet as measured from the
outside walls. Solar equipment, chimneys, exhaust ducts, ventilation shafts and other similar
‘devLices essential for building function may not exceed the maximum height by more than 5
ccl

Roof Deck. Railings used on the proposed rooftop deck shall be of an open design and shall
be limited to a height of 42 inches.

This approval is tied to Case No. AA-2016-3290-PMLA-SL. The applicant shall comply with
the conditions of approval listed in Case No. AA-2016-3290-PMLA-SL, which are incorporated
herein by reference.

No deviations from the Venice Coastal Specific Plan have been requested or approved herein
All applicable provisions of the Specific Plan shall be complied with.

Outdoor lighting shall be designed and installed with shielding so that light does not overflow
into adjacent residential properties.

All graffiti on the site shall be removed or painted over to match the color of the surface to
which it is applied within 24 hours of its occurrence.

A copy of the first page of this grant and all Conditions and/or any subsequent appeal of this
grant and its resultant Conditions and/or letters of clarification shall be printed on the building
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plans submitted to the Development Services Center and the Department ¢ Building and
Safety for purposes of having a building permit issued.

13 Sion"0ff Of PJans by the Devel°’Pment Services Center, the applicant shall submit

hi . h 1?7, and aPproval t0 the Fire Department. Said Department's approval shall
be included in the plans submitted to the Development Services Center.

14. Prior tq the commencement of site excavalion 54 construction activities, construction
c®ntact information for any inquiries regarding construction activities shall be
provided to residents and property owners within a 100-foot radius of the project site. The
gontact |3formﬁt|0n_ sh_aII include a construction manager and a telephone number, and shall

e posted on the site In & yanner, which is readily visible to any interested party.

15. Prior to the ISsuance ofia_nv RErMIS, covenant acknowledging and agreeing to comply with

a" the terms and conditions established herein shall be recorded in the County Recorder's

withth i w°9rljeTe.?L(standard master covenant and agreement form CP-6770) shall run
with the land and shall be binding on any subsequent owners, heirs or assigns. The agreement

atrnrnvai S attachedmust be submitted to the Development Services Center for
approval before being recorded. After recordation, a certified copy bearing the Recorder's
number and date shall be provided to the Department of City Planning for attachment to the
oUDjoct cas®© Tils.

Administrative Conditions

6 r |EmP  Nicr'?r ° be I3SUance of an?/ building Pe_rmits for the project by the Department of
Building and Safety, the applicant shall submit all final construction plans that are awaiting

issuance of a building permit by the Department of Building and Safety for final review and
approval by the Department of City Planning. All plans that are awaiting issuance of a building
permit by the Department of Building and Safety shall be stamped by Department of City

sMms of the nnai pians- = = by ™ *

17 Notations on Plans. Plans submitted to the Department of Building and Safety for the
purpose of processing a building permit application shall include all of ,o conditions of
Appr_oval her(_em attached as 5 cqyer sheet, and shall include any modifications or notations
required herein.

18' nfP=—~ B VerifiCati°n ard Submittals- Copies of any approvals, guarantees or verification

hin hi 1 tQIS/ RV WA aPprovai-éJ|ans- efc- as may be required by the subject conditions,
shall be provided to the Department of City Planning prior to clearance of any building permits
y

for placement in the subject file.

19' C?le, FrPlanC!- area;-heioht' and yard resulations of the zone classification of the
subject property shall be complied with, except where granted conditions differ herein.

20. Department of Building and Safety. The granting of this determination by the Director of
Planning does not in any way indicate full compliance with applicable provisions of the Los
rhB~mc d subsec?uedn'lc E'()) t ﬁ)éeée%(egr%ﬁjﬁg{%% ydg )Déggr%r%rer%% t(') ngw 3%/8 ranrqugé?gw nF’QIaEr?
Check Engineer that affect any part of the exterior design or appearance of the project as
approved by the Director, and which are deemed necessary by the Department of Building
and Safety for Building Code compliance, shall require a referral of the revised plans back to
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the Department of City Planning for additional review and sign-off prior to the issuance of anv
permit in connection with those plans.

21- Condition Compliance. Compliance with these conditions and the intent of these conditions
shall be to the satisfaction of the Department of City Planning and/or the Department ¢
Building and Safety.

22. Indemnification and Reimbursement of Litigation Costs.
Applicant shall do all of the following:

() Defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City from any and all actions against the City
relating to or arising out of, in whole or in part, the City’'s processing and approval of this
entitlement, including but not limited to, an action to attack, challenge, set aside, void
or otherwise modify or annul the approval of the entittement, the environmental review
of the entitlement, or the approval of subsequent permit decisions, or to claim personal
property damage, including from inverse condemnation or any other constitutional claim.

(i) Reimburse the City for any and ail costs incurred in defense of an action related to or
arising out of, in whole or in part, the City's processing and approval of the entitlement
including but not limited to payment of all court costs and attorney’s fees, costs of any
judgments or awards against the City (including an award of attorney’s fees) damages
and/or settlement costs.

(i) submit an initiai deposit for the City’s litigation costs to the City within 10 days' notice of
the City tendering defense to the Applicant and requesting a deposit. The initial deposit
shall be in an amount set by the City Attorney’s Office, in its sole discretion, based on
the nature and scope of action, but in no event shall the initial deposit be less than
$50,000. The City's failure to notice or collect the deposit does not relieve the Applicant
from responsibility to reimburse the City pursuant to the requirement in paragraph (ii).

(V) Submit supplemental deposits upon notice by the City. Supplemental deposits may be
required in an increased amount from the initial deposit if found necessary by the City
to protect the City’s interests. The City’s failure to notice or collect the deposit does not
relieve the Applicant from responsibility to reimburse the City pursuant to the
requirement in paragraph (ii).

V) Ifthe City determines it necessary to protect the City’s interest, execute an indemnity
and reimbursement agreement with the City under terms consistent with the
requirements of this condition.

The City shall notify the applicant within a reasonable period of time of its receipt of any action
and the City shall cooperate in the defense. Ifthe City fails to notify the applicant of any claim
action, or proceeding in a reasonable time, or if the City fails to reasonably cooperate in the
defense, the applicant shall not thereafter be responsible to defend, indemnify or hold
harmless the City.

The City shall have the sole right to choose its counsel, including the City Attorney’s office or
outside counsel. At its sole discretion, the City may participate at its own expense in the
defense of any action, but such participation shall not relieve the applicant of any obligation
imposed by this condition. In the event the Applicant fails to comply with this condition, in
whole or in part, the City may withdraw its defense of the action, void its approval of the
entitlement, or take any other action. The City retains the right to make all decisions with
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respect to its representations in any legal proceeding, including its inherent right to abandon
or settle litigation.

For purposes of this condition, the following definitions apply:

“City” shall be defined to include the City, its agents, officers, boards
committees, employees, and volunteers.

, commissions,
“Action” shall be defined to include suits, proceedings (including those held under
alternative dispute resolution procedures), claims, or lawsuits. Actions includes actions,
as defined herein, alleging failure to comply with any federal, state or local law.

Nothing in the definitions included in this paragraph are intended to limit the rights of the City
or the obligations of the Applicant otherwise created by this condition.
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background

The subject site located at 635 East San Juan Avenue, is a rectangular-shaped, level interior
51”7hav'n9 f t° a froHfoge of 40 feet along San Juan Avenue with a uniform depth of 130 feet
The subject site is located in the Venice Community Plan and zoned RD1.5-1 with a designated

r11t?z°f L'T MefdUrll II Residential The site is within the Oakwood Subarea of the Venice
Coastal Zone Specific Plan and the single permitjurisdiction of the California ~astal Zone.

femil . Prel z° RD1-5%1" imPf it ix Of i - Iti-
em'¥ residences. The proE)er'g/r% E)rgategefrq a %que ac'trlgn (,)Avr%% %Q @Igt]ﬁ)é\r?e Tl gr fgﬁe hle

I tolfOt Hrea/S 5,7°7?.Square feet"t0 be reduced to 4,800 square feet after street dedications A
"d 6 ¥6@*dedlcat|on is required along the rear property line abutting an unnamed alieywa»

Avenue f 6 dedlcatlOn 18 required along the front property line abutting San jULn

The site is currerﬁlé/ improsea with a duplex and single-family dwelling, both to be demolished in

WithK r r e subdivision-A" existing trees onsite are to be removed. The project

nt g ujbdiVide the existing 5,200 square foot lot to create two new lots, pursuant” the

i Subdivision Ordinance. The lot areas for Lots A and B are 2,273 and 2,527 square feet

stnatefamilv bOthllhav,n9 a w,dth of 40 feet The Proiect proposes the construction of a two-story

single-family dwelling on each new small lot and provides six parking spaces, allocating three
spaces to each of the two new residences. 9

SShua;HA™T e is designated by the Mobility Plan as a Local Street with a 60-foot right-of-way
width jand a designated roadway width of 36 feet; the actual width of the right-of-way is 50 feel

San Juan Avenue is improved with a concrete curb, gutter, sidewalks and vegetal
(Unnamed) alleyway is an alley with a varying width of 10 to 15 feet.
Previous zoning related actions on thp site-

QjR-2015-2993-CEX - On November 3,2015, a Coastal Exemption was filed for the subject
site for a remodel of the existing residences (duplex and single-family dwelling) The project

AUl &R void, and te 'ise was’SabREidntfMrmMatdt Coastal Exemption was de S

D IR_201j4_%8—2i4t_ﬂ_rer— °n October 23, 2014, case number DIR-2014-2824-DI-1A was
approved by the City Planning Commission. The Director's Interpretation clarifies the
Venice Coastal Specific Plan (Ordinance No. 175,693), as it relates to Section 12 22 C 27

i h%Lft°’?’\9e/\l\_/|un!Cirpal Code' established b%/ the Small Lot Subdivision Ordinanhce
(No. -176,354). The Director s Interpretation applies to all Small Lot Subdivision cases within
the boundary of the Venice Coastal Zone Specific Plan.

Previous zoning related actions in the area include:

“ 0On Januarv 28 2019, the Advisory Agency approved Parcel
Map No. AA-2017-4249-PMLA-SL for a small lot subdivision of two singLfemily dweSgs
on two parcels for a property located at 668 East Indiana Avenue. A 9

OLR-2017-4248-CDP - On January 28, 2019, the Director of Planning approved , ~gastal

Development Permit to authorize the demolition of an existing single-family dwelling and
the construction of a three-story single-family dwelling on each newly subdivided fot in
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conjunction with Preliminary Parcel Map No. AA-2017-4249-PMLA- SL located
Indiana Avenue. at 668 East

st fr|Z’>’\S’\fr|’>n§January 9 2019 ,he Adv's°fy Agency approved Parcel Map
0. AA-2017-3905-PMLA-SL for a small lot subdivision of two single-family dwellings on

two parcels for a property located at 657 East Flower Avenue. Y 9

[—)IR'2-017'39,02'CDPX" °n January 9, 2019, the Director of Planning approved a Coastal
thi to authorize the demolition of an existing single-family dwelling and
construction of a two-story single-family dwelling on each newly subdivided lot in

Rower Avenueh Pr®Iminary Parcel Map No- AA-2017-3905-PMLA-SL, located at 657 East

- On October 16 2018, the Advisory Agency approved Parcel Map
»=; TMi7017-568-Pmi-A-SI for a small lot subdivision of two single-family dwellings on two
parcels for a property located at 628 East Sunset Avenue. 9

DIR- 209?11973 -CDP-MFI ~,”n October 16, 2018, the Director of Planning approved a

Coastal Development Permit to authorize the demolition of two existing single-family
dr""nHSan *he construction a three-story single-family dwelling on each newll
subdivided lot, in conjunction with Preliminary Parcel Map No. AA-2017-568-PMLA-SL
located at 628 East Sunset Avenue.

AA-2017-1972-PMLA-SL
NO am 0017 1070 dui a cP# J y 6 2018 the Advsogl genc%/ Proved Parcel Map
f tw gle-fa

0. am 201 r-1972-PMLA- SL tor a”small ot subdivision 0 sl mily dwellings on
two parcels for a property located at 705 East Broadway. uwemngs on

DIR-2017-1973-CDP-MEI - On July 6, 2018, the Director of Planning approved a Coastal
Development Permit to authorize the demolition of an existing one-story duplex and the
construction of a three-story single-family dwelling on each newly subdivided lot in
conjunction with Preliminary Parcel Map No. AA-2017-1972-PMLA-SL, located at 705 East

AA-2016-3031-PMLA-SL - On June 29,2018, the Advisory Agency approved a parcel mao

B2 SOM U SR BB MR B A S5 B8 B M ARy dwelling to

973-CDP;MFI - On June 29, 2018, the Director of Planning approved a
nnFlt Development Permitto authorize the demolition of an existing two-story duplex and
one-story single-family dwelling, and the construction of a three-story single-family dwelling

?Nn~apM|nAW™ subdivided lot, in conjunction with Preliminary Parcel Map No. AA-2016¢-
3031- PMLA SL, located at 834/836 & 840 California Avenue.

AA-2014-4764-PMLA-SI - On April 30, 2018, the Advisory Agency approved a parcel map
for a small lot subdivision to allow a maximum of two lots, with a single-family dwelling to
be constructed on each parcel, located at 519 East Vernon Avenue. V 9

Nl 2014-4766-CDP-MEL - On April 30, 2018, the Director of Planning approved a Coastal

evelopment Permit to authorize the demolition of an existing one-story duplex and the
construction of a three-story single-family dwelling on each newly subdivided lot, in
conjunction with Preliminary Parcel Map No. AA-2014-4764-PMLA- SL located at 519 East
Vernon Avenue.
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Public Hearing

AiojntpubHc hearing was held by the Deputy Advisory Agency (Juliet Oh) and Hearing Officer
(Jeff Khau) on April 10, 2019 at 9:50 a.m. at City Hall, 200 North Spring Street, Room 1070. The
applicant representative team was present. However, due to oversight in noticing and procedural
:joug Ipz;g?eds;téno testimony was taken at the initial hearing and the public hearina \, 55 continued

A continued joint public hearing was held by the Deputy Advisory Agency (Juliet Oh) and Hearing
?nS?rdJeff °n Mag 2?_’ 2019 at 9:50 a.m' at Citz HaAl‘ 200 North Sprin Stregt, Ro_PrH
1020. Steve Kaplan, the applicant representative, concurred with the staff report and availe
himself to answer any questions pertaining to the project

One member of the public commented on the project. Gerhard Pichel, a Venice resident stated
that he would like to review the project and requested materials related to the project ™ wac
informed by staff that he could view the file after the hearing.

The case was take under advisement, pending review of the concurrent request for a Coastal
Development Permit.

Correspondence

?IfoKl?an’ 3 Venice resident expressed opposition to the project in her email dated April 28
2019. She states that she is confused about the timeline due and asked about any irregularities

Pr?°~fs' Ms' Kapian conienas that the pro{ect description is incomplete because it does

in
S.

not include the size of the proposed homes and lo

Bill Pryzlucki, representing People Organized for Westside Renewal, commented on the project
in an email dated April 10,2019. He requests that the project require replacement of the affordable
units found under the Mello Act review. Mr. Pryzlucki states that feasibility is not considered when
the existing project three or more units.

Robin Rudisill, a Venice resident, commented on the project in an email dated April 8 2019 She
states that it is required by the Mello Act that the three replacement affordable units be replaced
as a condition of the project. She contends that no feasibility study is required as there were three
existing units, and that this finding does not change due to the passage of time. Additionally ;.
Rudisill asks for consideration of the Coastal Commission’s Environmental Justice Policy.

The Venice Neighborhood Council (VNC) submitted a letter dated March 20, 2018 recommending
approval of the project as presented.

DIR-2016-3291-CDP-MEL
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FINDINGS

Coastal Development Permit
In order for a coastal development permit to be granted all of the requisite findings maintained in
Section 12.20.2 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code must be made in the affirmative.

1

Ig7e6development is in conformity with Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act of

The project proposes the demolition of one existing duplex and a single-family dwelling,
the construction of two two-story single-family dwellings, and a Small Lot Subdivision to
subdivide one 5,200 square-foot lot (4,800 square feet after dedications) into two (2) new
3ITlal'J0ts are 2,273 (Parcel A) and 2,527 (Parcel B) square feet in Sot area. Zoned
RD1 5-1, the project site is located within the single permitjurisdiction of the Coastal Zone
me Venice Coastal Zone Specific Plan (Oakwood Subarea), the Los Angeles Coastal
?:'rarﬂtsportation Corridor Specific Plan, and within 4.69 kilometers from the Santa Monica
ault.

Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act includes provisions that address the impact of
development on public services, infrastructure, the environment and significant \agoyrces
and coastal access. Applicable provision are as follows:

Section 30244 requires reasonable mitigation measures to reduce potential impacts on
archeological or paleontological resources. The project consists of the demolition of 4,
existing duplex and a single-family dwelling and the construction of two new two-sto.y
single-family dwellings. The subject site is not located within an area with known
Archaeological or Paleontological Resources. However, if such resources are later
discovered during excavation or grading activities, the project is subject to compliance
with Federal, State and Local regulations already in place.

Section 30250 states that new development shall be located in areas able to
accommodate it, areas with adequate public services, and in areas where such
development will not have significant adverse impacts on coastalresources. The proposed
development is located in the single permitjurisdiction area of the California Coastal Zone
The proposed project is located in an urban residential neighborhood developed with
sing e- and multi-family dwellings. Currently, the site contains a duplex and a single-family
dwelling to be demolished and replaced with two two-story single-family dwellings over
tom newly subdivided lots. The proposed density of one unit per lot complies with the
RD1.5-1 zone and Low Medium Il Residential land use designation. The site is located
within a developed residential neighborhood and the project as designed will be
comparable in size, scale and use with other similar residences in the area The property
provides access for emergency vehicles on San Juan Avenue as well as an unnamed
alleyway. Sufficient parking and setbacks required by local zoning and building and safety
requirements are provided. Each lot will be developed with a single-family dwelling that
maintains connections and access to all public services typically required for residential
uses, including water and sewage, waste disposal, gas, and electricity. The project is
replacing three residential units with two new residential units and will not overload the
capacity of public services and infrastructure. Therefore, the proposed development will
be adequately serviced and will not have a significant adverse impact 5, coastal
resources.

Section 30251 states the scenic and visual qualities of coastal areas shall be considered
and protected as a resource of public importance. Permitted development shall be sited
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and designed to protect views to and along the ocean and scenic coastal areas, to
minimize the alteration of natural land forms, to be visually compatible with the character
of surrounding areas, and, where feasible, to restore and enhance visual quality in visually
degraded areas. The existing residential structures on San Juan Avenue are comprised
of single- and multi-family residences ranging from one- to three-stories in height. There
are 46 lots (not including the subject property) located along the one-block stretch of San
Juan Avenue between 7th Avenue and 6th Avenue, of which 13 contain residential
structures that are one-story in height; the remaining 33 are improved with a two- to three-
story residential structure. Some lots with multiple residential structures have a mix of one
to three-story buildings. The subject site and surrounding area are relatively flat with no
views to and along the ocean. No natural land forms will be altered as part of the project
The property is not located along a bluff with views to the Pacific Ocean. The project
proposes the construction of a new two-story single-family dwelling on each subdivided
tot. The subject site is situated on San Juan Avenue in a neighborhood zoned RD1.5-1.
To maintain visual compatibility with nearby homes, the project features mixed materials
with a variety of breaks in the plane. Metal slats, custom wood grating, and open design
railing provide transparency and depth to the front and sides of the structures. Balconies
facing the front and rear property lines offer additional articulation and depth.

Section 30252 states that new development should maintain and enhance public gccess
to the coast. The project proposes the demolition of a duplex and single-family dwelling
and the construction of two new single-family dwellings over two new small tots. The
subject site is located within 0.64 miles of the Pacific shoreline. The project provides six
onsite parking spaces, with three parking spaces allocated to each new tot. No permanent
structures will be erected within the public right-of-way and public access to the coast will
not be obstructed.

Section 30253 requires new development to minimize risks to life and property in areas of
high geologic, flood, and fire hazard, minimize impacts along bluffs and cliffs, and protect
special communities and neighborhoods that are popular visitor destination points for
recreational uses. The project site is a flat interior tot located in an area designated for
residential development. The project is not located by a bluff. The property is located in a
liquefaction zone and within 4.69 kilometers from the Santa Monica Fault. Therefore the
project must comply with Zoning, Building, and Fire Safety Code regulatory compliance
measures and requirements that minimize risks to life and property in hazard areas.

As conditioned, the proposed project conforms to Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act
The resulting development will have no adverse impacts on public access, recreation!
public views or the marine environment, since the site is within a developed residential
area located 0.64 miles away from the shoreline. The project will neither interfere nor
reduce access to the shoreline or beach. There will be no dredging, filling or diking of
coastal waters or wetlands, and there are no sensitive habitat areas, archaeological or
paleontological resources identified on the site. The proposed project will not block any
designated public access views.

2 The development will not prejudice the ability of the City of Los Angeles to prepare
a local coastal program that is in conformity with Chapter 3 of the California Coastal
Act of 1976. ' *

Coastal Act Section 30604(a) states that prior to the certification of a Local Coastal
Program ("LCP”), a Coastal Development Permit may only be issued if a finding can be
made that the proposed development is in conformance with Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act
The Venice Local Coastal Land Use Plan (“LUP”) was certified by the California Coastal
Commission on June 14, 2001; however, the necessary implementation ordinances were
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not adopted. The City is in the initial stages of preparing the LCP; prior to its adoption the
guidelines contained in the certified LUP are advisory.

The project consists of the development of two two-story, single-family dwelling with a
rooftop deck, in conjunction with a preliminary parcel map to subdivide a 5,200 square-
foot lot to create two new lots pursuant to LAMC Section 17.53 and the Small Lot
Subdivision Ordinance (Ordinance No. 176,354). The subject site is zoned RD1 5-1 with
a General Plan Land Use Designation of Low Medium Il Residential. The following g
applicable policies from the Venice Local Coastal Land Use Plan:

Policy ILA.1 identifies general residential development standards regarding roof access
structures and lot consolidation restrictions. No lot consolidation is proposed as the project
will subdivide one lot to create two new small lots. Roof Access Structures (RAS) are
limited to a height of 35 feet, measured from the centerline of San Juan Avenue to the top
edge ofthe RAS. The area within the outside wails shall be minimized and shall not exceed
100 square feet as measured from the outside wails. Solar equipment, chimneys exhaust
ducts, ventilation shafts and other similar devices essential for building function may not
exceed the maximum height by more than 5 feet.

Policy |.A.7 states that areas desighated as “Multiple Family Residential" and “Low
Medium Il Density shall accommodate the development of multi-family dwelling units and
shall comply with the density and development standards set forth in the Land Use Plan.

Use: Single-family and multi-family structures are allowed. The project consists of
the construction of two single-family homes, one on each created lot.

Density. Lots smaller than 4,000 square feet are limited to a maximum density of
two units. The project proposes a density of one unit on a 2,273 square-foot lot
(Parcel A) and one unit on a 2,527 square-foot lot (Parcel B).

Yards: Yards shall be required in order to accommodate the need for fire safety,
open space, permeable land area for on-site percolation of stormwater, and -
site recreation consistent with the existing scale and character of the
neighborhood. The project provides a front yard of 10 feet 2 inches, a rear yard of
20 feet, and side yards of 5 feet. The proposed yards are consistent with existing
pattern of development along San Juan Avenue.

Height: Building height shall not exceed 25 feet for buildings with flat roofs or 30
feet for buildings with a varied roofline. Any portion that exceeds 25 feet in height
shall be setback from the required front yard one foot for every foot in height above
25 feet. The proposed project features both flat and varied rooflines that satisfy
requirements set forth.

Policy II.A.3 outlines the Parking Requirements for the project. Pursuant to Z.l. No. 2406,
required parking for subdivision projects shall be the parking requirements for multiple
dwelling uses, based on the width of the pre-subdivided lot, under Section 13.D of the
Venice Coastal Zone Specific Plan. Five (5) parking spaces are required; 2 spaces for
each dwelling unit plus a minimum of 1 common access guest parking space for every
four units. The project meets this requirement by providing six (6) parking spaces onsite
with three parking spaces allocated to each new lot; two spaces for each unit and 50
shared guest space.

Pursuant to Z.I. No. 2406 (Case No. DIR-2014-2824-DI-1A) where provisions in the
Venice Coastal Zone Specific Plan differ from provisions contained in the Los Angeles
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Municipal Code, the Venice Coastal Zone Specific Plan shall supersede those other
regulations. Where provisions are silent in the Venice Coastal Zone Specific Plan,
regulations of the Los Angeles Municipal Code apply. The proposed project is consistent
with the policies of the Land Use Plan and the standards of the Specific Plan and will not
prejudice the ability of the City to prepare a Local Coastal Program that is in conformity
with Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act.

3 The Interpretive Guidelines for Coastal Planning and Permits as established by the
California Coastal Commission dated February 11, 1977 and any subsequent
amendments thereto have been reviewed, analyzed and considered in light of the
individual project in making this determination.

The Los Angeles County Interpretative Guidelines were adopted by the California Coastal
Commission (October 14, 1980) to supplement the Statewide Guidelines. Both regional
and statewide guidelines, pursuant to Section 30620 (b) of the Coastal Act, are designed
to assist local governments, the regional commissions, the commission, and persons
subject to the provisions of this chapter in determining how the policies of this division
shall be applied to the coastal zone prior to the certification of a Local Coastal Program.

As stated in the Regional Interpretative Guidelines, the guidelines are intended to be used

in a flexible manner with consideration for local and regional conditions, individual project
parameters and constraints, and individual and cumulative impacts on coastal resources.”
In addition to the Regional Interpretative Guidelines, the policies of Venice Local Coastal
Program Land Use Plan (the Land Use Plan was certified  the Coastal Commission on
June 14, 2001) have been reviewed and considered.

The project includes the demolition of an existing duplex and single-family dwelling and
the construction of two new single-family dwellings, in conjunction with a Small Lot
Subdivision to subdivide one 5,200 square-foot lot (4,800 square feet after dedications)
into two (2) new small lots that are 2,273 (Parcel A) and 2,527 (Parcel B) square feet in
lot area. The Regional Interpretive Guidelines have been reviewed and the proposed
project is consistent with the requirements for the Oakwood Subarea; the project also
complies with the policies of the Venice Land Use Plan and applicable provisions of the
Venice Coastal Zone Specific Plan.

4. The decision off the permit granting authority has been guided by any applicable
decision of the California Coastal Commission pursuant to Section 30625(c) of the
Public Resources Code, which provides that prior decisions of the Coastal
Commission, where appiicabie, shall guide loca! governments in their actions in
carrying out their responsibility and authority under the Coastal Act of 1976.

The project consists of the development of two two-story, single-family dwellings, each
with a roof deck. The new residential structure does not conflict with prior decisions of the
Coastal Commission. The Coastal Commission recently approved the following projects
in the Venice Coastal Zone:

- In March 2019, the Commission approved a Coastal Development Permit for the
demolition of a two-story multi-family structure and the construction of a new three-
story, 4,584 square-foot mixed-use structure with a retail space, an accessory dwelling
unit, and a single-family residence, with a roof deck and an attached five-car garage
and four bicycle stalls, located at 3011 Ocean Front Walk (Application No 5-18-0212
& A-5-VEN-18-0064).

In December 2018, the Commission found No Substantial Issue with an appeal of a
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Coastal Development Permit for the construction of a two-story addition to a 961
square-foot one-story single-family residence, resulting in a two-story, 3,083 square-
foot single-family residence with an attached two-car garage, located at 2334 Frey
Avenue (Appeal No. A-5-VEN-18-0066).

In October 2018, the Commission found No Substantial Issue with an appeal of a
Coastal Development Permit for the demotion of a one-story single-family residence
and the construction of a three-story 3,753 square-foot mixed-use development
consisting of 759 square feet of ground floor retail use, a 2,092 square foot residential
unit on the second floor, and a roof deck, with an attached 4-car garage located at
706 S. Hampton Drive (Appeal No. A-5-VEN-18-0054).

In AugHet 2018, the Commission approved a Coastal Development Permit for the
demolition of a one-story single-family dwelling and the construction of a two-story,
2,787 square-foot single-family dwelling with a roof deck and attached garage, located
at 2412 Clement Avenue (Application No. A-5-VEN-17-0072)

In August 2018, the Commission found No Substantial Issue with an appeal of a
Coastal Development Permit for the demolition of a 939 square-foot one-story single-
family home and the construction ofa 3,027 square-foot two-story, single-family home
with an attached two-car garage and roof deck, located at 2416 Frey Avenue (AoDeal
No. A-5-VEN-18-0037). W

In August 2018, the Commission found No Substantial Issue with a5 gppeal of a
Coastal Development Permit for the demolition of a 1,099 square-foot one-story
single-family dwelling and the construction of a 2,811 square-foot twosOstory single-
family dwelling with an attached two-car garage and a roof deck, located at 2433
Wilson Avenue (Appeal No. A-5-VEN-18-0038).

In June 2018, the Coastal Commission approved the demolition of a 750 square-foot
single-family dwelling on two lots and the construction of a three-story, 1,560 square-
foot single-family dwelling and a three-story, 2,060 square-foot single-family dwelling,
both with a roof deck and attached garage, located at 676 and 678 Marr Street
(Application No. A-5-VEN-0042 & A-5-VEN-0044)

In August 2017, the Commission found No Substantial Issue with an appeal of a
Coastal Development Permit issued by the City of Los Angeles, upholding the City’s
approval for the demolition of a two-story single-family dwelling and construction of a
new two-story, 3,004 square foot single-family dwelling, in the single permit
jurisdiction, located at 2318 Clement Avenue (Appeal No. A-5-VEN-15-0036).

In March 2017, the Commission found No Substantial Issue with an appeal of a
Coastal Development Permit issued by the City of Los Angeles, upholding the City’s
approval for the demolition of a two-story single-family dwelling and accessory
structure, subdivision of the lot into two small lots, and the construction of two new
two-story single-family dwellings, in the single permit jurisdiction, located at 415 & 417
Sunset Avenue (Appeal No. A-5-VEN-17-0001).

In December 2016, the Coastal Commission approved the demolition of a duplex and
triplex, subdivision to create four residential parcels, and construction of four three-
story single-family dwellings, located at 742-748 Brooks Avenue (Application No A-5-
VEN-16-0083)
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In March 2016, the Commission found No Substantial Issue with an appeal of a
Coastal Development Permit issued by the City of Los Angeles, upholding the City's
approval for the demoilition of a single-family dwelling, a small-lot subdivision ofa 4,670
square-foot lot into two lots, and the construction of a new two-story single-family
dwelling on each lot, located at 758 Sunset Avenue (Appeal No. A-5-VEN-15-0071).

In September 2014, the Commission found No Substantial Issue with an appeal of a
Coastal Development Permit issued by the City of Los Angeles, upholding the City’s
approval for the demolition of two single-family dwellings, a subdivision to create three
new lots, and the construction of three new single-family dwellings, located at 644
Sunset Avenue and 607 7th Avenue (Appeal No. A-5-VEN-15-0071).

This decision of the permit granting authority has been guided by applicable decisions of
the California Coastal Commission pursuant to Section 30625(c) of the Public Resources
Code, which provides that prior applicable decisions of the Coastal Commission shall
guide local governments in their actions in carrying out their responsibility and authority
under the California Coastal Act of 1976.

5. The development is not located between the nearest public road and the sea or
shoreline of any body of water located within the coastal zone, and the development
is in conformity with the public access and public recreation policies of Chapter 3
off the Caiifornia Coastal Act of 1976.

Section 30210 of the California Coastal Act states the following in regards to public 5ccess:

L.n carrying out the requirement of Section 4 ofArticle X ofthe California Constitution,
maximum access, which shall be conspicuously posted, and recreational
opportunities shall be provided for all the people consistent with public safety needs
and the need to protect public rights, right of private property owners, and natural
resources from overuse.

Section 30211 of the California Coastal Act states the following in regards to public
recreation policies:

Development shall not interfere with the public's right of access to the sea where
acquired through use or legislative authorization, including, but not limited to, the
use of dry sand and rocky coastal beaches to the first line of terrestrial vegetation.

The subject property is located approximately 0.64 miles from the Pacific coast. The
project could have a cumulative effect on public access to the coast if it resulted in a loss
of on-street parking spaces or did not provide adequate parking for the dwelling. The
project provides six (6) parking spaces; three parking spaces for each new lot. All parking
spaces are accessed from the alley. By increasing off-street parking capacity, the project
enhances the public right-of-way. As proposed, the project will not conflict with any public
access or public recreation policies of the California Coastal Act.

6 An appropriate environmental clearance under the California Environmental Quality
Act has been granted.

A Categorical Exemption, ENV-2016-3293-CE, has been prepared for the proposed
project consistent, with the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act and the
City CEQA Guidelines. The project proposes the demolition of an existing duplex and
single-family dwelling, the subdivision of one 5,200 square-foot lot into two new lots that
are 2,273 (Parcel A) and 2,527 (Parcel B) square feet in lot area, and the construction of
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a two-story single-family dwelling with a roof deck on each newly subdivided lot.

The Class 3 categorical exemption allows for construction and location of limited numbers
of new, small facilities or structures; installation of small new equipment and facilities in
small structures; and the conversion of existing small structures from one use to another
where only minor modifications are made in the exterior of the structure. This includes one
single-family residence, ora second dwelling unit in a residential zone. In urbanized areas,
up to three single-family dwellings may be constructed under this exemption. The
proposed project qualifies for a Class 3, categorical exemption because it consists of the
construction of two single-family residences.

The Class 15 categorical exemption allows for minor subdivisions in urban areas. A project
qualifies fora Class 15 Categorical Exemption if it is a division of property in an urbanized
area and meets the six (6) conditions as described in this section. The project must a) be
a subdivision of four or fewer parcels; b) conform with the Genera! Plan and Zoning; c)
require no variances or exceptions; d) have all services and access available per local
standards; e) not be involved in a division of a larger parcel within the last two years; and
f) not have a slope greater than 20 percent. Preliminary Parcel Map No. AA-2016-3290-
PMLA-SL satisfies all six conditions and therefore qualifies for the Class 15 Categorical
Exemption. Based on the facts herein, the project meets the conditions of the Class 15
categorical exemption.

a) The project proposes to subdivide one parcel to create two new parcels.

b) The site currently is developed with a si -family dwelling. The site is zoned
RD1.5-1 and has a General Plan Land Use Designation of Low Medium I
Residential. The project proposes the construction of two single-family dwellings
on two new lots and is in conformance with the General Plan and
designation.

c) No variances or exceptions are requested or required as part of this project.

d) The project site will be adequately served by all public utilities and services given
that the property is located in an urban tract with water supply, sewage and waste
disposal infrastructure, and power lines installed. San Juan Avenue is an improved
street with existing utilities and infrastructure to serve residences in the area. The
street and alley are accessible to emergency vehicles. Since there is a minor net
loss in the number of units on the subject site, no significant increase in population
or density is anticipated. There will be no significant impact on the capacity of
existing utilities and services.

e) There is no record of any previous subdivisions in the last two years on record for
the subject site.

f)  No slope greater than 20% is indicated on the parcel map or topographic survey.

A project qualifies for a Class 32 Categorical Exemption if it is developed on an infill site
and meets the following five (5) criteria: a) The project is consistent with the applicable
general plan designation and all applicable general plan policies as well as with the
applicable zoning designation and regulations; b) The proposed development occurs
within city limits on a project site of no more than five acres substantially surrounded by
urban uses; c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered, rare or threatened
species, d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to
traffic, noise, air quality, or water quality; and e) The site can be adequately served by all
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required utilities and public services. The project qualifies for a Class 32 Categorical
Exemption as an infill project, as evidenced below:

a) The site currently is developed with one single-family dwelling. The site is zoned
RD1.5-1 and has a General Plan Land Use Designation of Low Medium I
Residential. Since the project is for the construction of two new single-family
dwellings, the project is conformance with the General Plan and Zoninqg
designation.

b) The site - located at 635 East San Juan Avenue - is wholly within the City of Los
Angeles. Lots surrounding the subiject site are developed with single-family and
multi-family dwellings.

c) The site is not a wildland area, and is not inhabited by endangered, rare, or
threatened species. The area around the site is urbanized and surrounded ™
residential use. NavigateLA shows that the subject site is not located in a
Significant Ecological Area.

d) The project will be subject to Regulatory Compliance Measures (RCMs), which
require compliance with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance; pollutant
discharge, dewatering, stormwater mitigations; and Best Management Practices
for stormwater runoff. These RCMs will reduce any potential impacts on noise and
water quality to less than significant. The creation of noise is limited to certain
decibels, restricted to specific hours. The proposed project is not adjacent to any
water sources and does not involve excavations that may have an impact on the
water table. Because the project results in a minor net gain in the number of
residential units, impacts to public services and air quality are deemed
insignificant. Traffic congestion will not be impacted by the project; the number of
trips generated by the development will not result in a net increase because the
area’s density and population will not change significantly. Likewise, air quality will
not worsen as a result of the proposed project.

e) The project site will be adequately served by all public utilities and services given
that the property is located in an urban tract with water supply, water treatment,
sewage and waste disposal infrastructure, and power lines. San Juan Avenue is
an improved street with existing utilities that service the various other dwellings in
the area. The street and alley are accessible to emergency vehicles. Since there
is a minor net gain in the number of units on the subject site, no significant increase
in population or density is anticipated. As such, no significant impact on the
capacity of existing utilities and services is anticipated.

Further, the Exceptions outlined in the State CEQA Guidelines Section 15300 2 do not
apply to the project:

a) Location. The project is not located in a sensitive environment. Although the project
is located within the California Coastal Zone, the subject property and its
surrounding residential neighborhood are not identified as an environmental
resource. The proposed project is consistent with the scale and uses proximate to
the area. The subject site is not located in a fault or flood zone, nor is it within a
landslide area. While the site is located within a Liquefaction Area, the project is
subject to compliance with the requirements of the Building and Zoning Code that
outline standards for residential construction.

b) Cumulative Impact. The project is consistent with the type of development
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permitted for the area zoned RD1.5-1 and designated Low Medium Il Residential
use. The proposed construction of two dwelling units will not exceed thresholds
identified for impacts to the area (i.e. traffic, noise, etc.) and will not result in
significant cumulative impacts.

c) Significant Effect. A categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity where
there is a reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant effect on the
environment due to unusual circumstances. The proposed project consists of work
typical in a residential neighborhood and, as such, no unusual circumstances are
present or foreseeable.

d) Scenic Highways. The project site is not located on or near a designated state
scenic highway. The only State Scenic Highway within the City of Los Angeles is
the Topanga Canton State Scenic Highway, State Route 27, which travels through
a portion of Topanga State Park.

e) Waste Sites. The project site is not identified as a hazardous waste site or is on
any list compiled pursuant to Section 65962.5 of the Government Code.

f) Historical Resources. The subject site and existing structure have not been
identified as a historic resource or within a historic district (SurveyLA, 2015), the
project is not listed on the National or California Register of Historic Places of
identified as a Historic Cultural Monument (HCM).

The proposed project is determined to be categorically exempt and does not require

mitigation or monitoring measures. For this reason, no alternatives of the project were
evaluated and an appropriate environmental clearance has been granted.

Mello Act Compliance Review

Pursuant to the City of Los Angeles Interim Administrative Procedures for Complying with the
Mello Act, all Conversions, Demolitions, and New Housing Developments must be identified in
order to determine if any Affordable Residential Units are onsite and must be maintained, and if
the project is subject to the Inclusionary Residential Units requirement. Accordingly, pursuant to
the settlement agreement between the City of Los Angeles and the Venice Town Council, Inc.,
the Barton Hill Neighborhood Organization, and Carol Berman concerning implementation of the
Mello Act in the Coastal Zone Portions of the City of Los Angeles, the findings are as follows:

7.

Demolitions and Conversions (Part 4.0).

The project includes the demolition of a duplex and an existing single-family dwelling
located on a 4,800 square-foot lot in the Venice Coastal Zone. A Determination issued by
the Los Angeles Housing and Community Investment Department (HCIDLA) dated
December 24, 2015 states that the property currently maintains one duplex and a single-
family dwelling. HCIDLA collected data from December 2011 through December 2014,
utilizing data provided by the current owners. The Determination states that the single-
family dwelling has been vacant since June 2014; prior to that, lease agreements indicate
the units had been rented. Unit #1 was leased for approximately three years, starting
January 2010, at a rate of $2,500 per month. Unit #2 was leased for approximately three
years, starting February 2010, at a rate of $2,200 per month. Unit #3 was leased for
approximately three years, starting March 2010, at a rate of $2,350 per month. A closing
utility bill for November 2014 could not determine the vacancy status during January 2013
to December 2014. Three (3) units were found to be affordable due to insufficient
documentation. Therefore, three (3) Affordable Existing Residential Units are proposed
for demolition.
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Itis infeasible for the Applicant to replace any of the Affordable Existing Residential
Units (Part 4.8).

The three Affordable Existing Residential Units are located within a single-family dwelling
and a duplex. Affordable Existing Residential Units within triplexes and other structures
containing three or more Residential Units must be replaced. However affordable units
identified within one-family and/or two-family dwellings are subject to the provisions of Part
4.8 which asks: Is it infeasible for the Applicant to replace any of the Affordable Existing
Residential Units? Feasible is defined as capable of being accomplished in a successful
manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, environmental,
social, and technical factors.

A feasibility study was prepared by Howard Robinson & Associates, dated August 25,
2017. The study provided an analysis of the estimated costs and revenues ofthe proposed
project, the demolition of a duplex and single-family and construction of two new single-
family dwellings, but also provided an analysis of providing the Affordable Replacement
Unit(s) onsite and within the Coastal Zone. Pursuant to Part 7.2 and 7.4 of the Interim
Administrative Procedures, Affordable Replacement Units shall be located on-site or
elsewhere within the Coastal Zone and can be provided through new construction or
adaptive reuse (conversion of existing non-residential structures).

The supplemental information provided by the Applicant included the actual and estimated
cost of land, improvements/construction, fees, loans, and expected revenue. In reviewing
the pro forma prepared as part of the feasibility study, the cost of the subject property as
well as the cost of acquiring property elsewhere in the Coastal Zone was a significant
factor that increased the cost of development. Providing three Affordable Replacement
Units onsite reduced the size of the proposed project and reduced the estimated revenue
expected from the market rate dwelling unit. The cost of development also significantly
increased when accounting for the cost of acquiring additional property to provide the
Affordable Replacement Unit offsite.

Upon review of the feasibility study and supplemental documents submitted by the
Applicant, it would not be feasible to replace all of the Affordable Existing Residential Units.
As such, no Affordable Replacement Units are required for the project.

Categorical Exemptions (Part 2.4) Small New Housing Developments

The project proposes the construction of two new single-family dwellings. Pursuant to Part
2.4.2 of the Interim Administrative Procedures, developments which consist of nine or
fewer Residential Units are Small New Housing Developments and are categorically
exempt from the Inclusionary Residential Unit requirement. Therefore, the proposed
development of two new Residential Units is found to be categorically exempt from the
Inclusionary Residential Unit requirement for New Housing Developments.

ADDITIONAL MANDATORY FINDINGS

9.

The National Flood Insurance Program rate maps, which are a part of the Flood Hazard
Management Specific Plan adopted by the City Council by Ordinance No. 172,081, have
been reviewed and it has been determined that the subject property is located in Zone X,
areas outside of a flood zone.
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TIME LIMIT - OBSERVANCE OF CONDITIONS

All terms and conditions of the Director's Determination shall be fulfilled before the use may be
established. Pursuant to LAMC Section 12.25 A.2, the instant authorization is further conditional
upon the privileges being utilized within three years after the effective date of this determination
and, if such privileges are not utilized, building permits are not issued, or substantial physical
construction work is not begun within said time and carried on diligently so that building permits
do not lapse, the authorization shall terminate and become void.

The applicant's attention is called to the fact that this grant is not a permit or license and that any
permits and licenses required by law must be obtained from the proper public agency.
Furthermore, if any condition of this grant is violated or not complied with, then the applicant or
his successor in interest may be prosecuted for violating these conditions the same as for any
violation of the requirements contained in the Municipal Code, or the approval may be revoked!

Verification of condition compliance with building plans and/or building permit applications gre
done at the Development Services Center of the Department of City Planning at either Figueroa
Plaza in Downtown Los Angeles orthe Marvin Braude Constituent Service Center in the Valley. In
order to assure that you receive service with a minimum amount of waiting, applicants are
encouraged to schedule an appointment with the Development Services Center either by calling
(213) 482-7077, (818) 374-5050, (310) 231-2901, or through the Department of City Planning
website at http://planning.lacity.org. The applicant is further advised to notify any consultant
representing you of this requirement as well.

Section 11.00 of the LAMC states in part (m): “It shall be unlawful for any person to violate any
provision or fail to comply with any of the requirements of this Code. Any person violating any of
the provisions or failing to comply with any of the mandatory requirements of this Code shall be
guilty of a misdemeanor unless that violation or failure is declared in that section to be an
infraction. An infraction shall be tried and be punishable as provided in Section 19.6 of the Penal
Code and the provisions of this section. Any violation of this Code that is designated as a
misdemeanor may be charged by the City Attorney as either a misdemeanor or an infraction.

Every violation of this determination is punishable as a misdemeanor unless provision is otherwise
made, and shall be punishable by a fine of not more than $2,500 or by imprisonment in the County
Jail for a period of not more than six months, or by both a fine and imprisonment.”

TRANSFERABILITY

This determination runs with the land. In the event the property is to be sold, leased, rented or
occupied by any person or corporation other than yourself, it is incumbent that you advise them
regarding the conditions of this grant. If any portion of this approval is utilized, then all other
conditions and requirements set forth herein become immediately operative and must be strictly
observed.

APPEAL PERIOD - EFFECTIVE DATE

The Director's determination in this matter will become effective after 15 days, unless an appeal
therefrom is filed with the City Planning Department. It is strongly advised that appeals be filed
sarlv during the appeal period and in person so that imperfections/incompleteness may be
corrected before the appeal period expires. Any appeal must be filed on the prescribed forms,
accompanied by the required fee, a copy of the Determination, and received and receipted at a
public office of the Department of City Planning on or before the above date or the appeal will not
be accepted. Forms are available on-line at http://planning.lacitv.org. Public offices are
located at:
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http://planning.lacity.org
http://planninq.lacitv.org

Metro Public Counter Valley Public Counter West Los Angeles

201 N. Figueroa St., 4th Floor 6262 Van Nuys Blvd., Public Counter
Los Angeles, CA 90012 2nd Floor 1828 Sawtelle Blvd.,
(213) 482-7077 Los Angeles, CA 91401 2nd Floor

(818) 374-5050 Los Angeles, CA 90025

(310)231-2901

Furthermore, this coastal development permit shall be subject to revocation as provided in Section
12.20.2-J of the Los Angeles Municipal Code, as authorized by Section 30333 of the California
Public Resources Code and Section 13105 of the California Administrative Code.

Provided no appeal has been filed by the above-noted date, a copy of the permit will be sent to
the California Coastal Commission. Unless an appeal is filed with the California Coastal
Commission before 20 working days have expired from the date the City's determination is
deemed received by such Commission, the City's action shall be deemed final.

Ifyou seekjudicial review of any decision of the City pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure
Section 1094.5, the petition for writ of mandate pursuant to that section must be filed no later than
the 90th day following the date on which the City's decision became final pursuant to California
Code of Civil Procedure Section 1094.6. There may be other time limits which also affect your
ability to seek judicial review.

VINCENT P. BERTONI, AICP
Director of Planning

Approved by: Reviewed by:
\
loble ity Planner Debbie Lawrence, AICP, Senior City Planner
Reviewed by: Prepared by:
Juliet Oh, CityRla iner JeffreyKhau, AICP, City Planning Associate

jeffskhau@lacity.org
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Date: August 22, 2017

To: Debbie Lawrence, City Planner
City Planning Department

From: Robert Manford, Environmental Affairs Officer
Los Angeles Housing and Community Investm”ntOeparfme'nt

Subject: REVISED Mello Act Determination for
635 East San Juan Avenue, Venice, CA 90291

Planning Case #: DIR-2016-3291-CDP-MEL
DIR-2016-3292-CDP
AA-2016-3290-PMLA-SL
ZA-2014-2514-CDP (Terminated)

This Revised Mello Act Determination was requested by the owner to provide clarification of the current
property description on the original Mello Act Determination dated January 13, 2015. The Los Angeles
Housing and Community Investment Department (HCIDLA) reaffirms the original Mello Act Determination
dated January 13, 2015, maintaining the policies in place at that time. The purpose of this revision is to
change two (2) items on the original Mello Act Determination: (1) the description of the current property
from a triplex, to a duplex and a single family dwelling, and (2) the project that the owner intends to
construct

Based on information provided by the owner, 187 Monterey Holding LLC, a California Limited Liability
Company, the Los Angeles Housing and Community Investment Department (HCIDLA) has determined
that three (3) affordable units exist at 635 East San Juan Avenue, Venice, CA 90291.

The property consists of a duplex and a single family dwelling. Per the statement provided by the owner,
they are proposing to demolish the duplex and single family dwelling to construct two (2) single family
dwellings under the Small Lot Subdivision Ordinance. Baystone Holding, LLC acquired the property on
February 13, 2014 and conveyed the deed to 187 Monterey Holding LLC on May 22, 2014. As of
January 12, 2015, a building permit has not been filed. Baystone Holding, LLC is the managing member
of 187 Monterey Holding LLC.

Section 4.4.3 of the Interim Administrative Procedures for Complying with the Mello Act requires that
HCIDLA collect monthly housing cost data for at least the previous three years. The owner's Mello
application statement was received by HCIDLA on December 3, 2014. HCIDLA must collect data from:
December, 2011 through December, 2014.

Per the owner, all units are currently vacant and have been since June 2014. Irving Campbell, a
previous owner, had rented the three (3) units per the lease agreements obtained by 187 Monterey
Holding LLC. The lease for Unit 635 #1 began on January 2010 and had a housing cost that averaged
$2,500 per month for approximately three (3) years. The lease for Unit 635 #2 began on February 2010
and had a housing cost that averaged $2,200 per month for approximately three (3) years. The lease for
Unit 635 #3 began on March 2010 and had a housing cost that averaged $2,350 per month for
approximately three (3) years. All leases are assumed to have terminated effective December 31,2012.



Although a closing utility bill for November 2014 was provided, HCIDLA could not determine the
occupancy and/or vacancy status during the period from January 2013 to December 2014. The three (3)
units are found to be affordable due to insufficient documentation.

cc: Los Angeles Housing and Community Investment Department File
187 Monterey Holding LLC, a California Limited Liability Company, Owner
Richard A. Rothschild, Western Center on Law and Poverty, Inc.
Susanne Browne, Legal Aid Foundation of L.A.
Juliet Oh, City Planning Department
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