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ORIGINAL BY HAND DELIVERY 
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The Honorable Herb J. Wesson, Jr. , President 
Los Angeles City Council 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 430 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Re: Council File No. 12-1625 

TELEPHONE (818) 933-0200 

FACSIMILE (818) 933-0222 

INTERNET: WWW .GAINESLAW.COM 

Motion to Designate 6435 La Tuna Canyon Road as Historic-Cultural Monument 

City Council Hearing Date: February 12,2013 (Agenda Item No.7) 

Dear President Wesson and Honorable Council Members : 

This law office represents property owner Snowball West Investments, Inc. ("Snowball") with 

respect to its pending entitlements for 224 single family homes at 6433 La Tuna Canyon Road (the 

"Property"), otherwise known as the Verdugo Hills Golf Course. We were surprised to learn that 

the City Council intended to consider a motion to designate the property for inclusion in the City's 

list of historic-cultural monuments (the "Motion"). The Motion is nothing more than a last ditch 

effort to derail our client's long pending development project. For the reasons set forth in this 

letter, we urge the City Council to deny the Motion. 

First, it is absolutely outrageous that neither Snowball, the property owner, or its representatives 

were contacted or received notice from the City relative to the Motion or the January 29th PLUM 

Committee meeting. It was purely happenstance that our office was reviewing the PLUM agenda 

on-line and discovered that the Motion would be considered by PLUM on January 29th. It is nothing 

short of a outright denial of substantive and procedural due process for the City to take any action 

on the Motion without advance notice to the property owner, and the opportunity for the property 

owner to prepare and be fully heard. 
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Second, the City Council should be aware that the historic nature of the property, or lack thereof, has 

already been fully reviewed pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"). (Pub 

Res. Code Sec. 21 084.1.) In fact, the Department of City Planning is in the process of undertaking 

a full environmental review in connection with Snowball's pending project (Case Nos. VTTM No. 

69976, CPC-2007-3082, and ENV-2007-3083-EIR) and, in 2007, circulated for public comment a 
Draft Environmental Impact Report ("EIR"). That Draft EIR includes a comprehensive cultural 

resources analysis and a specific review of the historic issues related to the Tuna Canyon Detention 

Station site. The Draft EIR's cultural resources analysis is based on a Cultural Resources 

Reconnaissance report prepared by SWCA Environmental Consultants, dated October 2005. The 
Draft EIR concludes that the impacts of the project on historical resources will be mitigated 
to a less than significant level. 

The City is currently in the process of revising certain components of the EIR to be recirculated for 

additional public review and comment in the near future. Once a Final EIR has been prepared, the 

City will schedule the project for public hearing. During the public hearing process there will be 

further opportunity to review and comment on the historic nature of the site in connection with 
project approval and certification of the Final EIR. 

In sum, the Motion is a total waste ofthe City's time and resources and should be denied. As 

always, please do not hesitate to contact me at any time with any questions or comments you may 
have. 

Sincerely, 

GAINES & STACEY LLP 

By 

Enclosures 

cc: All City Council Members (Via E-mail) 
Sharon Gin, Legislative Assistant (Via E-mail) 
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