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Attached is also a letter submitted to the original appeal application on 04/07/2017.

Thank you.

Sent from Outlook

From: David Herrera <davidnla@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday July 25, 2017 6:08:32 AM 
To: clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org
Subject: July 25, 2017 PLUM Meeting_ ITEM NO.(6) 17-0642 Comments

To whom it may concern,

I have just become aware of this upcoming meeting.

As an affected neighbor of the proposed project on Etiwanda Avenue 5701 (Case: CPC-2016-4117-GPA- 
VZC,} I request the opportunity to speak in regard to the potential issues facing our community.

I would also like to directly submit documents explaining such issues to the interested parties (see 
attached PDF files)

Regards,

David Herrera

Sent from Outlook
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March 6, 2017
i

City of Los Angeles 
Department of City Planning 
220 N. Spring Street, Room 525 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-4801

Re: Appeal of Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 74583-SL 
Related Case: CPC -2016-4117-GPA-VZC 
Address: 5701 Etiwanda Avenue, Tarzana, CA 91356

Dear Department of City Planning

Most of the community residents that live in areas adjacent to the proposed development of 16 
Small Lot Homes, are extremely concerned about the disruptive impact of this massive 
development on the visual character, scale, and integrity of the existing neighborhood and its 
surroundings. It will also affect real estate property values, access to light and air; as well as 
automobile traffic, parking, and safety.

This letter constitutes the appeal of the determination by the Los Angeles Department of City 
Planning dated March 24, 2017; and issued as a correction letter on March 28, 2017.

Specific concerns are as follow:

- The applicant of this appeal issued a letter dated March 6, 2017 titled Proposed 
Mitigated Negative Declaration Comments in response to the City of Los Angeles 
Proposed Negative Declaration Letter postdated March 8, 2017.
No formal response has been issued in regard to such comments {original document is 
attached)

Changing the Zone Change from RA-1 to (T)(Q)R3-1, and implementing the Small Lot 
Homes Ordinance at the same time, will dramatically alter the density of the proposed 
development by diminishing otherwise more restrictive requirements that would apply to 
an R3-1 zoning change. This action amounts to granting an augmented special privilege 
to this land.

In regard to the Correction Letter approval conditions issued on March 28, 2017 and the 
additional exemptions and privileges granted:

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND SAFETY, ZONING DIVISION

15. “Lots 1-8 along Collins and Lot 16 along Etiwanda do not comply with the minimum 
15-foot front setback after required street dedication is taken as required to for the 
proposed (T)(Q)R3-1 Zone....”

1



Why is this item required to be revised or_be approved by the Department of City 
Planning; which seemingly has already been approved by Condition 41.k)1) Setback 
Matrix ?

16. “The submitted Map does not comply with the minimum 5-foot side yard setback for 
a two story building along Etiwanda Avenue (Lot 1) for the corner as required for the 
(T)(Q)R3-1 zone..."

Why is this decision assigned to the Department of City Planning to address as an 
alternative?

17, “Resubmit the map to provide and maintain a minimum 20-foot common access strip 
open to the sky for the lots all the way to the public street for access and frontage 
purpose per Section 12,03 under the definition of “Lot." No projections are allowed into 
the 20-foot minimum common access strip...”

Why Is the Department of City Planning approving only a minimum 16-foot wide common 
access strip per Condition 41.k)2) ?

FINDING OF FACT (SUBDIVISION MAP)

d) “The site is physically suitable for the proposed density of development'

Multifamily land uses in the (Q) RD3, (Q) RD2, (Q) RD1.5 and R3 zones are mixed uses 
in the neighborhood area. However, all comparable lots on the same block are classified 
as RD zones. Why is the maximum possible privilege granted to this lot; in addition to 
the use of the even more lenient Small Lots regulations?

Appellant and neighbors request that the Los Angeles Department of City Planning 
determine, in accordance with established law, review and reduce the granting of special 
privileges to the proposed land development which otherwise, will negatively affect the 
scale, character, and quality of life of the neighborhood.

Sincerely,

David Herrera
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