
City of Los Angeles- Department of City Planning 

APPEAl TO THE: City Council 
--~--------------------------------------------------

(DIRECTOR, AREA PlANNING COMMISSION, CITY PlANNING COMMISSION, CITY COUNCIL) 

REGARDING CASE#: CPC-2011-1923-CU-SPR-PA1 

PROJECT ADDRESS: 1905 Armacost Avenue 

FINAl DATE TO APPEAl: February 26, 2015 
----~-----------------------------------------

TYPE OF APPEAl: 1 . 0 Appeal by Applicant 

2. ~ Appeal by a person, other than the applicant, claiming to be aggrieved 

3. 0 Appeal by applicant or aggrieved person from a determination made by the Department 

of Bu!lding and Safety 

APPELLANT INFORMATION- Please print clearly 

Name:~C\I'Y\,:,o~h, (•\l''c~ ' + · c kcr, ve:? 

Are you filing for yourself or on behalf of another party, organization or company? 

8 Other: ------------------------------------

(A-

Telephone: 31 C ·· 5'·i .') - l-~3 <:5 (i 

• Are you filing to support the original applicant's position? 

8 Yes D No 

REPRESENTATIVE INFORMATION 

cA- Zip: ___ c_,_1 O::..'_o_J_.;,_·'"" ____________ _ 

This application is to be used for any appeals authorized by the los Angeles Municipal Code for discretionary actions administered by 
the Department of City Planning. 
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JUSTIFICATION/REASON FOR APPEALING- Please provide on separate sheet. 

Are you appealing the entire decision or parts of it? 

8 Entire 0 Part 

Your justification/reason must state: 

The reasons for the appeal • How you are aggrieved by the decision 

Specifically the points at issue • Why you believe the decision-maker erred or abused their discretion 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION/REQUIREMENTS 

• Eight {8) copies of the following documents are required (1 original and 7 duplicates): 

Master Appeal Form 
Justification/Reason for Appealing document 
Original Determination letter 

• Original applicants must provide the original receipt required to calculate 85% fil ing fee. 

Original applicants must pay mailing fees to BTC and submit copy of receipt. 

Applicants Hling per 12.26 K "Appeals from Building Department Determinations" are considered original applicants 
and must provide notice per 12.26 K 7. 

Appeals to the City Council from a determination on a Tentative Tract (TT or VTT) by the City (Area) Planning 
Commission must be filed within 10 days of the written determination of the Commission. 

A CEQA document can only be appealed if a non-elected decision-making body (i.e. ZA, APC, CPC, etc ... ) makes a 
determination for a project that is not further appealable. 

"If a nonelected decision-making body of a local lead agency certifies an environmental impact report, approves a 
negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration, or determines that a project is not subject to this division, that 
certification, approval, or determination may be appealed to the agency's elected decision-making body, if any." 
--CA Public Resources Code§ 21151 (c) 

I certify that the statements contained in this application are complete and true: 

Appellant Signature: ./t'l //(/{ ( . -~--- Date: _J__,;L·_J_t_':-L/__:1-=S=-· ___ _ 
- I 

Planning Stoff Use Only 

Amount Reviewed and Accepted by Dote =:j --1-----------
Receipt No. Deemed Complete by Date 

0 Determination Authority Notified 0 Original Receipt and BTC Receipt (if original applicant) 
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REASONS FOR APPEAL 
CPC-2011-1923-CU-SPR-PAJ 

I, on behalf of the Brockton Action for School Equity "BASE'', appeals to the Los 
Angeles City Council (the "City Council") the entire decision of the City Planning Commission 
as described in its Corrected Copy of the Determination issued on February 11, 2015. The 
decision included the increase of enrollment at New West Charter School to 825 students instead 
of the 875 requested by the school. 

I and several members of the Brockton Action for School Equity "BASE" are 
aggrieved by the Planning Commission's determination because we have at least one child who 
will graduate this Spring from Brockton Elementary and who will, through New West's 
arrangement with Brockton, automatically enroll at New West in this Fall. Additionally, I 
already have one student who attends New West (and who previously attended Brockton). If the 
Planning Commission's determination is allowed to stand, New West may not be able to offer 
my child and others' children admission to New West this fall. In addition to the missed 
educational opportunity for our children, this would place a hardship on my family-and 
potentially on others' families-because our children would continue to attend different schools 
for the foreseeable future. 

The Planning Commission erred because, according to its determination, New West 
complied with the conditions of its permit, had the room to increase its enrollment, and had 
enough trips remaining to allow for new commuters. New West also began new, more stringent 
carpooling, bicycling, and walking requirements. Further, the requested enrollment increase 
would allow ~ew West to maintain full and final enrollment levels at all grades from 6 to 12, 
and would allow New West to offer slots to all Brockton graduates while still accommodating 
some lottery participants. As more Brockton graduates attend New West, New West becomes 
even more integrated into the community and an even more local school. However, despite these 
findings, the Planning Commission responded to a small, vocal minority in the community that 
has opposed the school from the beginning, and only increased the enrollment by 75 students, 
rather than the 125 New West requested. 

I and Brockton Action for School Equity "BASE" therefore respectfully request that the 
City Council maximize the educational opportunities available to us and the community, correct 
the Planning Commission's eiTor, and grant New West the full 875-student enrollment originally 
requested. 


