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Fwd: Buckley PLUM Hearing rev. date to 5.23.17
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Sharon Dickinson
Posted in group: Clerk-PLUM-Committee

May 18, 2017 2:30 PM

From: Steven Weiss <weissinc2@gmail.com>
Date: Thu, May 18, 2017 at 2:26 PM
Subject: Fwd: Buckley PLUM Hearing rev. date to 5.23.17
To: sharon.dickinson@iacity.org

Hi Sharon—
Julia Duncan at Councilman Ryu's office suggested that l forward to you the comments I prepared for the 
PLUM hearing re. The Buckiey School's annual compliance report originally scheduled to be heard this past 
Tuesday 5/16/17, l am the appellant in this matter but unfortunately I am unable to attend on the revised 
5/23/17 date.
I would appreciate you forwarding my comments to each Council member prior to the hearing for their 
consideration.
Thank you for your assistance.
Best Regards,
Steve

Steven & Kelly Weiss 
4055 Stansbury Ave. 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423

Steven Weiss
Weiss Engineering & Development Co., Inc. 
12650 Riverside Drive, Suite 204 
Valley Village, CA 91607 
(818)207.2220

----------- Forwarded message...............
From: Steven Weiss <weissinc2@gmai!.com>
Date: Thu, May 18, 2017 at 11:43 AM
Subject: Buckley PLUM Hearing rev. date to 5.23.17
To: sarah.dusseault@lacity.org, alice.roth@lacity.org, julia.duncan@iacity.org 
Cc: Steve Weiss <weissinc2@gmail.com>, cknizek@sbcglobal.net, Vivian Gumbiner 
<vgumbiner@hotmail.com>, Paul Layton <Paul@tssla.com>, jodiekennedy@att.net

Hi Sarah, Alice & Julia—
I am unable to attend the revised 5/23/17 PLUM hearing date concerning the appeal I submitted in response 
to The Buckley School's annual compliance report and the Determination response from Planning.
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5/19/2017

As I told Lisa Turchan following last week's quarterly neighborhood meeting, it was never my intent to 
inconvenience everyone with a public hearing. In fact, before I filed the appeal I phoned Tom Glick at 
Planning and asked him to explain the process, f specifically mentioned to Tom that I had no interest in 
prompting a public hearing-that my only interest was to correct what I viewed as an incorrect compliance 
report/determination and to amend a specific condition in the existing CUP in the interest of public safety.

Fwd: Buckley PLUM Hearing rev. date to 5.23.17 - Google Groups

I had been advised that my appeal would be forwarded to Planning and that the department would determine 
if any conditions ought to be changed. This is exactly what it says under Section 1f of the school's existing 
CUP—that "the right is reserved to the City Planning Commission to impose additional corrective 
conditions for protection of residents in the area”.

Attached is a copy of the testimony that l had intended to read before PLUM at the hearing originally 
scheduled for this past Tuesday 5/16/17.1 hope you will take a few minutes to read through it to understand 
my concerns and the concerns of many of my neighbors.

In 2008, The Buckley School was granted the privilege of the most generous CUP ever bestowed on a 
private school in the City of Los Angeles. These aren’t my words—this was stated by Frank Quon who was 
the Planning Deputy assigned to the CUP application. With privilege comes responsibility and I can’t think of 
any greater responsibility that Buckley has than PUBLIC SAFETY.

Moving a traffic monitor from their driveway entrance (where queuing is no longer a problem) to the 
intersection of Stansbury/Valiey Vista for 45 minutes every morning, along with pm monitoring of stop signs 
and evening monitoring to ensure that no one speeds out of the school after night time events seems like a 
reasonable, measured request. Buckley's passive response to these problems (sending out emails/letters to 
parents) just isn’t working. Something has to change and Buckley's 2014 response that they can't afford a 
daily staff/traffic monitor is absolutely absurd.

Last, I was speaking with a few of my neighbors this past week regarding the Planning Department's 
determination that The Buckley School posed no adverse effect on the neighborhood. Given all the 
complaints and phone calls we have made over the years to the council office and the school concerning 
traffic violations by parents, we just could not understand how Planning could have made this statement?

My suspicion is that Planning Staff relies on the minutes taken during the quarterly neighborhood meetings. 
These minutes are required to be submitted annually with the compliance report generated by Buckley. As 
you know, it is Buckley staff that also composes the minutes and there have been several instances where 
these minutes have not included discussions relating to neighborhood complaints.

It would be interesting to ask Tom Glick if he based his finding of "no adverse effect" on his reading of the 
quarterly neighborhood meeting minutes.

Thank you for your consideration and support.

Best Regards,

Steve

Steven & Kelly Weiss 
4055 Stansbury Ave. 
Sherman Oaks, CA91423

Steven Weiss
Weiss Engineering & Development Co., Inc. 
12650 Riverside Drive, Suite 204 
Valley Village, CA 91607 
(818)207.2220
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Good afternoon.

I filed this appeal in response to The Buckley School's annual compliance report 
because a handful of the claims they made in that document were simply inaccurate 
and because no one at the school was responding to these concerns, and because I 
believe that the language in the current CUP governing quarterly neighborhood 
committee meetings ought to be re-written so that it provides for greater 
neighborhood participation.

I also filed this appeal because the Planning Department stated in their written 
determination of compliance that, quote "the school has been found to be operating 
with no adverse effects on the adjacent uses". That would be all the single family 
homes surrounding the school.

This is also inaccurate.

But I would like to focus my brief comments today on just one issue that I included in 
my written appeal—public safety.

For years now, a number of us neighbors have voiced our concerns and filed 
complaints with the council office regarding those Buckley School parents, students 
and staff who drive up the wrong side Stansbury Ave to get around the am traffic 
queue, or who blow through stop signs after school lets out in the afternoon, or who 
speed down residential streets in the evening after social events on campus.

A couple of months ago, LADOT recognized how dangerous this wrong-way driving 
problem was by repainting double-double yellow lines down the center of Stansbury 
Ave. one block north of the campus. It now looks like the center median of the San 
Bernardino Freeway in front of our homes—the problem has gotten a bit better since 
the restriping, but unfortunately, a number of cars every day, including some Buckley 
vehicles, continue to drive up the wrong side of the street.

I recognize that these jerks do not represent everyone associated with the school and I 
certainly believe school staff when they tell us that they constantly send out emails
and letters pleading with and threatening their parents to drive safely.....but these
passive measures are just not working....so the school does, in fact, have an adverse
effect on everyone who lives and walks in this completely residential neighborhood.



The council office and the neighborhood council and the SO homeowner association 
are all well aware of these traffic problems. My suspicion is that no one on staff at the 
planning department is aware of any of these public safety concerns because if they 
were, there is simply no way that Tom Glick or whoever at Planning wrote this 
determination could have possibly concluded that Buckley had no adverse effect on 
the neighborhood.

My request to you today is a reasonable, measured, & an inexpensive solution to these 
problems—that Section 26 of the CUP be amended. This section currently states that 3 
Buckley traffic monitors be positioned at the entrance to the school to ensure that 
inbound am traffic doesn't back up onto Stansbury Ave. This problem existed several 
years ago but it is rarely a problem today after the school redesigned its driveway 
entrance. This problem was also one of the main reasons why a number of neighbors 
appealed to the Planning Department and City Council back in the late 80's seeking 
revocation of the school's CUP. In response, a number of corrective conditions were 
added at that time.

What has happened over the past few years is that the queuing problem has actually 
moved north one block to the intersection of Valley Vista & Stansbury as a result of 
navigation apps and increased traffic. Traffic sometimes backs up as far as a quarter of 
a mile to Ventura Blvd. This is now where a monitor is needed (on a daily basis) in the
morning.....And in the afternoon (on a daily basis), a monitor is needed to ensure that
Buckley vehicles don't blow through nearby stop signs, and in the evenings after 
campus events, a monitor or two is needed to remind parents and visitors not to speed 
in the neighborhood.

I made this daily monitoring request of the school at a neighborhood committee 
meeting back in August 2014 and the only reason Buckley objected to this solution at 
that time was because they said it posed an economic hardship.

To their credit, the school agreed to occasionally have a traffic monitor stand at the 
corner of Stansbury & Valley Vista during am hours, but a couple times per week in the
morning simply isn't enough....and this certainly does nothing to discourage the
afternoon stop sign problem or evening speeding.



Now, I am not suggesting today that Buckley's monitors should enforce our traffic 
laws. But here's the reality; (1) the LAPD doesn't have the resources to monitor 
Buckley's traffic every day and every night that there's a social event, (2) the emails 
and letters that Buckley staff sends to their parents aren't solving the problem, (3) I'm 
sure the Buckley school doesn't want what the Archer School just agreed-to—75% 
bus/shutting, and (4) certainly no one wants to see anyone injured.

In conclusion, Section If of Buckley's CUP states, quote, "the authorized use shall be 
conducted at ail times with due regard for the residential character of the surrounding 
area and the right is reserved to the City Planning Commission to impose additional 
corrective conditions if, in its opinion, such conditions are necessary for protection of 
persons using the school or residents in the area".

Thank you for your consideration.


