
Communication from Public
 
 
Name:
Date Submitted: 12/06/2019 12:36 PM
Council File No: 19-0794 
Comments for Public Posting:  Work for the taxpayers and the residents, not the developer.

Please see article attached. This project has a history of fraud, lets
keep it zoned as A1-1 and get our Community Plan Map updated
with OUR communities' input. Thank you. 



Legislation is tailoredfor L.A. firm

By PATRICK MCGREEVY
JLINE 9, 2008

7AM

TIMES STAFF WRITER

SACRAMENTO.- -
A developer and major campaign contributor who wants to buitd homes on what
is now the verdugo Hills Golf course has arranged state legislation that would
stymie an effort by the city of Los Angeles to block the proiect.

The legislation was written by Assemblyman Felipe Fuentes fD-Sylmar) in
collaboration with a company that has an agreement with the property's owner
to develop the site.

The company, MWH Development Corp., wants to construct 229 homes to
replace the 63-acre golf course in Tujunga, which is not in Fuentes' Assembly
district. The firm is headed by san Fernando valley developer Mark Handel, who
said former Los Angeles Building Commission president Scott Z. Adler is a
partner in the project.

Handel, Adler and other business associates backing the bill have given more
than $16,000 to Fuentes'political campaigns in the lasttwo years -- much of it
three months before the bill was rewritten -- sparking criticism that Fuentes
customized legislation for his donors.

"An Assembly person should not be writing exceptions to the city law to benefit
donors, friends or any other person," said Kathay Feng, president of California
Common Cause.

The bill has outraged members of the City Council and the Los Angeles County
Board of Supervisors, who have voted to oppose the legislation and have asked
their Sacramento lobbyists to try to kill the measure.



"l was disgusted," said Councilwoman Wendy Greuel. "We believe Sacramento
should not be trying to dictate land-use policy on city matters. We also don't
believe legislation should be designed to benefit one developer."

Fuentes said one of his priorities as a lawmaker is to address the Los Angeles
housing crisis. His bill, he said, responds to a concern of home builders that
projects allowed by a city's long-term planning guidelines can be blocked by local
officials through changes to the plans.

Tradition. reform and the future of Santa Anita Park
By Santa Anita Park

"lt's about giving people who are building homes some continuity when they
submit their applications," Fuentes said.

He said the legislation was an early draft, and he plans "on working with lcity
officials] and hearing their concerns."

The dispute, which began about a year ago, involves Los Angeles community
plans, which are long-term blueprints for how property in an area should be
developed.



After Handel and neighborhood groups held community meetings on his
proposal, Greuel, who sympathized with area residents' desire to preserve the
golfcourse as open space, proposed a change to the city plan to limit
construction to 20 homes. Despite Greuel's move, Handel filed his application for
229homes in fune 2007.

Four months later, Fuentes wrote the bill to restrict what the city could do.

The bill, AB 272, does not identify the golf course but was written so it applies
only to the city of Los Angeles and makes changes that would specifically address
Handel's wish to build on the golf course site.

The legislation, set for its first committee hearing fune 18, would require the city
to consider any change for the property according to the standards ofthe
community plan at the time the development application was filed. Those
standards allow 229 homes.

"lt is frustrating to read and review the city's general plan and then purchase
property based on the general plan, only to find out that the city 'changed its
mind,' " Handel wrote to the state Legislature. "The city of Los Angeles needs to
play by its own rules that it lays out for land owners to follow."

Greuel said Handel's true goal is not to develop the properry but to sell it at a
profit. At the same time he is pushing the legislation, he is talking to the city
about a possible sale of the land to the city, which would maintain it as open
space. Greuel says Handel wants permission for the high-density development to
raise the property's value so he can get a better price.

"We are actively working with the council offlce to find a methodolory by which
to sell the golf course to the city," Handel said.

He dismissed as "ridiculous" the idea that his campaign contributions have
bought him custom-tailored legislation.

Fuentes said his own actions are independent ofcontributors. "l'm certainly not
doing anything for any one person with this bill."



The contributions are not the assemblyman's only ties to Handel's company. The
firm also employs Mark Dierking, who worked under Fuentes when Fuentes was
chief of staff to former City Councilman Alex Padilla.

And Handel is no stranger to controversy. In 1998, his wife, an employee of his
firm, lent City Councilman Richard Alarcon $38,000 to pay for a pool and otler
yard improvements to Alarcon's home in Sylmar.

Alarcon subsequently voted to approve an interest-free $1.1-million city loan to a
development partnership that included Handel and Adler.

Last month, Alarcon attempted to delay a council decision to oppose the bill.
When that effort failed, he joined his colleagues in voting to oppose the bill.

Adler resigned as president of the Los Angeles Building and Safety Commission
in 1996, shortly before pleading no contest to a misdemeanor charge of
solicitation of prostitution involving an incident with a Van Nuys masseuse.

The conviction led to a public reproval by the State Bar of California.

Adler was also accused of impersonating a police officer by flashing his city
commissioner's badge and offering to help the masseuse get a city business
license.

The city attorney decided there was insufflcient evidence to file charges on the
badge issue, but the episode led the City Council to adopt new rules limiting the
use ofbadges.

Adler did not return calls to his office for comment.
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Communication from Public
 
 
Name:
Date Submitted: 12/06/2019 02:29 PM
Council File No: 19-0794 
Comments for Public Posting:  Please see what a respected Fire Captain has to say that is very

familiar in this area. Please see attached. 



The following comments are directed primarily to the Fire Department

aspects ofthe project. I am a retired Fire Captain, having served a 30 year

career in the Fire Service.

- The project does not meet response time and distance requirements ofthe

Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD). Simply put, it takes too long

for them to get there. This is true not only for fire fighting equipment

but equally important for life saving Paramedic units to arrive in case

ofa heart attack or other life threalening medical emergency.

- Excessively narrow streets. Consider that most ofthe streets in the project

are barely wider than two side by side spots in a parking lot.

- Think about how these streets will be used on a daily basis. Supposedly there

will be no on-street parking allowed but what about delivery trucks

(IPS, Fed Ex and others), service and maintenance vehicles. As we

see in our everyday driving they park or double parks as they wish

regardless of rules or signs.

- When there is a wind driven fire in the area it is very likely that the 2l 0 Fwy

and La Tuna Canyon Road will be closed to traffic (recall th€ recent

Saddleridge fire) due to loss ofvisibilify from smoke, flying brands

and the fire itself. This will force all evacuation to take place on

Honolulu Ave. and Tujunga Canyon Road. Tujunga Canyon Road is a

narrow winding road that is not well suited for heavy traffic on a

normal day, let alone the highly stressful time of an emergency

evacuation. It is also one of, if not, the primary route(s) most ofthe

LAFD equipment would use to respond to the project. Heary tramc

congestion will make response time to the emergency even longer than

the already slower than required standards.



- During stressftrl and emergency conditions we know from experience that

people cannot be relied upon to drive in a safe and orderly manner.

The resulting chaos can lead to prolonged escape times for the

residents ofthe project and delay the access ofthe fire department and

other emergency equipment at best, at worst, there could easily be

gridlock.

No\r/ I want to comment about some aspects of the

CPC hearing held onMay 23,2019.

- A retired LAFD Depuf Chief who is a consultant for the developer spoke to

the Commission. He made several points which he presented as fact,

however, I believe they were actually his personal opinion since he did

not offer evidence to support his statements.

- Regarding emergency evacuation. He said the 210 Fwy (both East and West

bound) and La Tuna Canyon Road were lhe primary evacuation routes

for the project and will provide safe evacuation capability. We know

from fairly recent experience (the La Tuna fire) in this area the 210

Fwy and La Tuna Road are very likely to be closed during a fire and

not available for evacuation use.

- He also said Tujunga Canyon Blvd would be used as a one way street to help

with evacuation from the project. Here again, no evidence was offered

to support his opinion. I do not think this will happen as he said. To

establish a one way street operation requires a considerable number of

people for traffic control. The response time for this to be put in

operation is a significant factor. Another thing to take into

consideration is that a typical response route to the project location for

fire station 74 is using Tujunga Canyon Blvd. This goes against the

probability ofthe idea ofthe one way street idea being used, especially

in the early critical stage ofan emergency evacuation from the project.

- He also talked about the project being used by the LAFD as a Safe Zone to



move people from the surrounding neighborhood for shelter. Here

again he did not provide any documentation from the LAFD to

confirm or support his opinion. He compared the Porter Ranch area to

the project as ifthey are equal in features for use as a Safe Zone. This

is not so. They are very different in at least two important respects. In

the project most of the streets are 20 feet wide, barely more than an

alley. In Porter Ranch the streets are nearly twice as wide at -40 feet.

The space between houses is also vastly different with Porter Ranch

being much greater. As we all know separation is critical in increasing

safety. Think about previous fires, when the fire depaftment

establishes Safe Zones they are miles away from the fire, not a few

hundred feet.

- Keep in mind that as a consultant for the developer he is not an unbiased

source of information.

- All ofthese dangerous issues are caused by the scope ofthe project. Too

many houses, people, and cars in too small an area. A significant

reduction in the number ofhouses, I suggest holding to the current

zoning ofRA-1 and Al-1, would be a reasonable action to prevent a

future disaster. Now is the time to design a safer pro.iect that focuses

on the future safety ofthose who will live there ard not on the profit

driven deshes ofthe developer.

Aaron Austin
Retired Fire Captain

October I 6, 201 9



Communication from Public
 
 
Name:
Date Submitted: 12/06/2019 09:53 AM
Council File No: 19-0794 
Comments for Public Posting:  This article about the Woosley Fire describes the lack of

firefighters, similar to the complaints in the Station Fire, La Tuna
Fire, Creek Fire, and Paradise Fire. One reason the Woosley Fire
had a lack of firefighters is because some "firefighters who could
have help were instead responding to some 1,800 calls that 911
dispatchers were handling that Friday morning and afternoon, the
report said. At the same time, fire commanders were personally
fielding requests or property checks from the city's elite, including
Mayor Eric Garcetti." - Matt Stiles October 23, 2019 Maybe this
is why some of our City Officials don't worry about fire and
evacuations as much as the rest of us do. These types of checks
when resources are thin are only available to the "elite". The Fire
Department has stated that this property is too far from any fire
station according to LAFC. The Fire Department required
fire-flow for this project is too low considering it is in a VHFHSZ.
According to the Fire Department, fire protection would be
considered inadequate. Again, resources are being stretched to
thin with this proposed project, putting the current residents at
increased risk of not having property services in the event of a fire
or emergency. Please say no to Rezone. This project is seen as a
threat to many residents. 



Woolsey fire response hurt by poor disaster
preparution, lack of firefighters, report says

By MATT STILES,
JOSEPH SERNA
ocT. 23,2019

1O AM

Emergency management officials were unprepared for massive evacuations
before the most destructive fire in Los Angeles County history causing chaos and
calls for mutual aid that were not provided in the first critical hours of the
Woolsey fire, according to a detailed accounting released Wednesday.

The long-anticipated report, which will be made public at a hearing Saturday,
details a wind-blown blaze of "epic proportions" that oycrwhelmed:hctegion's
emergencJ response institutions, Agencies were hesitant to offer more help
because they had already dispatched firefighters elsewhere or were worried
about a blaze breaking out in tleir backyard.

The report said Woolsey should serve as a warning when multiple fires break out
at once: Residents must take responsibility for their own preparedness and
safety.

The destructive fire began Nov.8, eventually consuming 151 square miles -
roughly a third the size of the city of Los Angeles - and destroyed 1,600
structures from Westlake Village to Malibu. It caused as much as $5 billion in
damages and at least three deaths - and in its charred path left anger, concern
and unanswered questions across the region about how emergency officials
responded.

The findings add to concerns raised over the last year about how the massive fire
was battled. A Tinnes investigation in lanuary found that the first critical hours of
the firefight were stymied by communication breakdowns and a scarcity of air
tanker support, equipment and firefighters.



"During the firsttwo days of the Woolsey Fire, 53 percent of the fire engine
mutual aid requests were unfulfilled," noted the repor! adding that this shorfall
partly explains why Malibu residents may have felt abandoned.

Most of the ciq/s firefighters were defending Malibu Lake residents, who were in
the path of the fire first, and were unable to get back to Malibu because of
downed lines or fire dangers.

Other firefighters who could help were instead responding to some 1,800 calls
that 911 dispatchers were handling that Friday morning and afternoon, the
report said. At the same time, fire commanders were personally fielding requests
for oroperty checks from the city's elite. including Mayor Eric Garcetti.

While ttre firefighters found themselves shorthanded, Los Angeles County's
emergency management was unprepared.
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Communication from Public
 
 
Name:
Date Submitted: 12/06/2019 10:26 AM
Council File No: 19-0794 
Comments for Public Posting:  When houses are built close to forests or other types of natural

vegetation, they pose two problems related to wildfires. First,
there will be more wildfires due to human ignitions. Second,
wildfires that occur will pose a greater risk to lives and homes,
they will be hard to fight," More humans = more fire risks. That is
why Smokey the Bear says, "Only YOU can prevent wildfires".
On the Creek Fire Mayor Garcetti stated, "We don't know what
this fire will do." This is because the winds in our boxed canyon
can turn on a dime and make fires in a circular pattern trapping
everyone inside the ring of fire. The Firefighters had to retreat
during the fire due to how dangerous the fire and winds are. Please
see article attached and say no to rezoning to a higher density in a
Wildland Urban Interface and a Very High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone and a High Wind Velocity Area. 
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Significance

When houses are built close to forests or other types of natural vegetation, they pose two

problems related to wildfires- First, there will be more wildfires due to human ignitions.

Second, wildfires that occur will pose a greater risk to lives and homes, they will be hard to

fight, and letting natural fires burn becomes impossible. We examined the number of houses

that have been built since 1990 in the United States in or near natural vegetation, in an area

interface raises wildfire risk

11117119,10:55 pM
Page 1of 23
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known as the wildland-urban interface (wUl), and found that a large number of houses have

been built there. Approximately one in three houses and one in ten hectares are now in the

WUl. These WUI growth trends will exacerbate wildfire problems in the future.

Abstract

The wildland-urban interface (WUl) is the area where houses and wildland vegetation meet or

intermingle, and where wildfire problems are most pronounced. Here we report that the WUI in

the United States grew rapidly from 1990 to 2010 in terms of both number of new houses

(from 30.8 to 43.4 million; 4'l % growth) and land area (from 581 ,000 to 770,000 km2; 33o/o

growth), making it the fastest-growing land use type in the conterminous United States. The

vast majority of new WUI areas were the result of new housing (97 %), not related to an

increase in wildland vegetation. Within the perimeter of recent wildfires (199S-2015), there

were 286,000 houses in 2010, compared with 1 77,000 in 1990. Fu,.thermore, WUI growth

often results in more wildfire ignitions, putting more lives and houses at risk. Wildfire problems

will not abate if recent housing growth trends continue.

wildfires housinggroMh sprawl development fragmentation

The wildland-urban interface WUI), defined as the area where houses are in or near wildland

vegetation, is the area where wildfires pose the greatest risk to people due to the proximity of

flammable vegetation (1). Wildfires frequently burn houses in the WUI (2, 3), and are most

difficult to fight ihere. Furthermore, the WUI is where people often ignite wildfires (4), and the

vast ma,ority of fires are human-caused (5). While fires are an integral part of many

ecosystems and the Earth system as a whole (6), humans have changed fire regimes globally

(4 and throughout the United States (O, and climate change will increase fire frequency in the

future, including in the WUI (8).

The close proximity of houses and wildland vegetation does more than increase fire risk (9). As

houses are built in the WUl, native vegetation is lost and fragmented (10); landscaping

introduces nonnative species and soils are disturbed, causing nonnatives to spread (11); pets

kill large quantities of wildlife (12); and zoonotic disease, such as Lyme disease, are

transmitted (13). Thus, understanding WUI patterns and WUI growth is important with respect

to wildfires and many other environmental problems.

11/17l19, 10:55 pr\,1
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The WUI is widespread in the United States (1, 14) and in many other parts of the world (15,

16), including Argentina (17), Australia (18), France (19), and South Africa (20). Furthermore,

both the annual area burned (8,21,22) and fire suppression costs (23) have rapidly increased

in the United States. The area burned annually nearly doubled, from an average of '18,000

krnz/y in 1 985*94 to 33,000 km2 in 2005-14 (22). Concomitanfly, federal wildfire suppression
expenditures tripled from $0,4 billion/y to $1 .4 billion/y (23), and exceeded $2 billion in 2017.

While there is ample evidence that houses in the WUI pose problems, it is not clear how fast

the WUI is growing. Overall, the US population grew by 60 million people and 29.2 million

homes from 1990 to 2010, but how much of that growth occurred in the WUI is uncertain.

Previous assessments of WUI growth (24,25) analyzed only housing data up to 2000, and did

not account for changes in wildland vegetation. Post-2000 housing data are important,

because the United States entered a recession after 2008, accompanied by a strong downturn

in the housing market. Similarly, without data on vegetation change, the major cause of WUI

growth is unclear. Areas where forests are regrowing on abandoned farmland, such as in the

New England states (26), could see WUI growth without any additional houses. Fundamentally,

two processes can create new WUI: construction of new homes in or near existing wildland

vegetation, and an increase in wildland vegetation within and near previously developed areas.

The prevalence of each process is unclear.

Knowing how the WUI is growing, and why, is essential when evaluating management and
policy responses (3, 8). ln the United States, federal wildfire management policy prioritizes fuel

treatments and the promotion of fire-adapted communities in the WUl. Local iurisdictions use

a variety of land use planning tools to limit the environmental impacts of housing growth in the

WUl. The importance of the WUI for the environment and for national policy, accompanied by

the lack of information about WUI growth in the most recent decade, highlight the need to
both assess WUI growth and identify its causes- Thus, we addressed three major questions: (/)

how much has the WUI in the conterminous United States grown from 1990 to 2010; (ir)

whether WUI growth is caused mainly by housing growth or by vegetation growth; and (nr) how

much WUI growth has occurred within recent wildfire perimeters.

The lack of consistent, fine-resolution longitudinal housing data has been the biggest

impediment to a nationwide assessment of WUI growth. The decennial US Census provides

fine-resolution housing data for 1990, 2000, and 201 0, but the boundaries of the smallest units

for which housing units are reported (i.e., census blocks)_oJlgn shift between decades,

precluding direct change analyses (27). We nave Oeveto$BFalgorithms to convert the

decennial Census data at census block resolution into a CShsistent dataset on housing growth

11117119,10:5s PM
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acloss rne contei'rnailoi,s Urrite,J str continus 
), which we combined with 1gg2, 2001, and

20ii i.,a',ional Laird coiei Data ir.iLCD) on wildland vegetation: forests (classes 41-43),
shluutands (ciasses 5l ar,d 52), grasslands (class 7l ), and woody weilands (class 90). we
mapped decadal WUI change from 1990 to 2010 within 2010 census block boundaries, based
on the WUI definitions in the Federal Register and our previously developed WUI mapping

algorithms (1, 14), and conducted several robustness checks of our new dataset (Suppofting

lnformation). Because of concerns about housing growth and wildfire management, we

calculated housing growth for 1990-2010 within WUI burned areas identified in Landsat
imagery between 1990 and 2015 (n).

We found that the WUI was widespread in 2010, covering 9.5% of the conterminous United

States (Fig. 1), and that the WUI grew rapidly from 1 990 to 2010 in all its aspects (Fig. 2). The

number of housing units ("houses" hereinafter) in the WUI grew fastest, followed by the
number of people in the WUI and then WUI area (Fig. 28 and Table S1). New WUI area totaled
189,000 km2, an area larger than Washington State. At 33%, WUI area growth is faster than

that of any of the level I land cover categories included in the NLCD (28). lncreases in houses

and people were also strong, with 12.7 million more houses and 25 million more people in the

WUI in 2010 compared with 1990. The overall combination of more WUI area (7 .2o/o of the

conterminous United States in 1990 vs. 9.5o/o in 2010; Fig. 2C) and higher growth rates for
both houses and people in the WUl, compared with the nationwide averages ffable S1),

increased the percentage of houses (from 30.3% to 33.2o/o) and people (from 29.4o/o to 31 .9%)

in the WUI from 1990 to 2010 (Fig. 2C). Even though the WUI occupies less than one tenth of
the land area of the conterminous United States, 43%o ot all new houses were built there, and

610/o ol all new WUI homes were built in areas that were already in the WUI in 1990 (and

remained in the WUI in 2010) fl-ables Sl and S2).
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Communication from Public
 
 
Name: Maryellen Eltgroth
Date Submitted: 12/06/2019 06:02 PM
Council File No: 19-0794 
Comments for Public Posting:  I have attached my letter to this comment submission. 5

December 2019 Planning and Land Use Management Committee
Los Angeles City Council 200 N. Spring Street Los Angeles,
California 90012 Subject: Requested Vesting Zone Change
Reference: Verdugo Hills Golf Course Project 6433 (aka 6435)
La Tuna Canyon Road Project Case No. ENV-2007-3083 – EIR
(200712101) Dear PLUM Committee Members: There’s a history
behind the supposed zone inconsistency proclaimed by Snowball
West’s representative, Fred Gaines. We have papers and maps
dated 1996 and 1997 which were used as preparation work for the
1997 Community Plan. Within these documents the city planning
department recommended a plan amendment and zoning change
for the VHGC, which advised elimination of the RD5
corresponding zone and designation of the golf course as ‘open
space’. (CPC No. 95-0358 (CPU)) In addition, there is the
infamous AB212 proposed in 2007 by then Assemblymember
Felipe Fuentes, D-Sylmar (now lobbyist). This started out as a
non-descript budget bill which Mr. Fuentes (AD #39) restructured
into a very specific zoning ordinance which, if passed, would
directly benefit Snowball West (MWH Development). MWH. aka
Snowball West, actually sponsored this bill. It was designed to
allow state law to supersede local planning decisions in one
particular instance – the Verdugo Hills Golf Course property.
MWH principals and other business associates backing the bill
contributed over $16,000 to Mr. Fuentes political campaigns
during this time. Fortuitously Sunland-Tujunga Councilmember
Wendy Gruel discovered the ruse and broadcast the planned
deception. Consequently Mr. Fuentes withdrew AB212 in 2008.
At present this property is still zoned A1-1 and RA-1. Now is the
time for the City to undo the mistake they made in 1997 when
they neglected to follow their own recommendation to amend the
Plan from Low Medium I Density Residential to Open Space and
change the zone and height district from A1-1 to A1-1XL. Such
action serves to protect this unique property and to conserve the
scale and character of the surrounding neighborhood. Community
members have long recognized this area as the nexus of several
municipalities – Sunland-Tujunga, Glendale, La Crescenta and
LA County land. It also marks the confluence of Blanchard, Blue
Gum, and Cooks Canyon subterranean water flows draining into
the Verdugo Groundwater Basin. In 2012 LA City Department of



the Verdugo Groundwater Basin. In 2012 LA City Department of
Public Works completed the comprehensive Final Concept Report
Verdugo Hills Storm Water Project. The geology and topography
noted in this Report offer amazing opportunities for water
management. The Report also notes that the particular site
(driving range) of the proposed dense development is on alluvial
soil with bedrock to the east and west. This is the classic setup for
liquefaction in the case of adjacent Verdugo Fault earthquake
movement, yet alluvial soil works well in water runoff collection,
storage, and purification. This year the Upper LA River
Tributaries & Working Group targeted the Blanchard Canyon
watershed for study and possible development. A dense
development here on the Golf Course would limit, or even
eliminate, access to the property for public benefit. The land is full
of community possibilities. It is a gateway to the Rim Of The
Valley Trail. The developer has pledged acreage to establish the
Tuna Canyon Detention Station Memorial and Tuna Camp Loop
Trail. The LA County Flood Control Channel already bisects the
Golf Course property. Nature has laid out the plan. All the City
needs to do is take advantage of this unique geographic,
environmental and social landscape - an investment in a
sustainable future. Respectfully, Maryellen Eltgroth 6733
Shadygrove Street Tujunga, California 91042 cc: Kathryn Barger,
LA County Supervisor Anthony Portantino, California State
Senator Adam Schiff, U.S. Congressman Melanie Winter, Upper
LA River & Tributaries Working Group John Howell, Arroyos &
Foothills Conservancy 







Communication from Public
 
 
Name:
Date Submitted: 12/06/2019 07:51 PM
Council File No: 19-0794 
Comments for Public Posting:  This article describes a similar case of zoning that did not match

the general plan. The California Supreme Court in 2018, decided
that zoning and the general plan consistency would be decided by
the majority of the voters. Furthermore the court interpreted the
"reasonable time" provision of Section 65860(c) as providing
localities some undefined time to act, and determined that the time
taken for a single referendum rejecting a zoning ordinance did not
violate this limitation. Zoning on this property is more consistent
with our community plan stating the first goal should be safety.
Our community plan map, (which is not bound in any of our
community plans?) however does not reflect the surrounding
neighborhood. There are no RD5 lots with a small lot subdivision.
This sounds like spot zoning this property. Zoning should not be
changed, however our Community Plan is due for an update that
will be addressed in the year 2020-2022. When the Community
Plan is updated the stakeholders have time to make their
government work for them and they will have an opportunity to
make their Community Plan Map consistent with their
Communities Goals. At this time the Community does not want
this Zone Change, so based on the community, we say NO to
rezoning and ask that you follow what our community
overwhelming wants and is supported by our Sunland-Tujunga
Neighborhood Council. 
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Zoning Ordinance Adopted To Make Zoning Consistent
With General Plan May Be Rejected By Referendum
By Sunny Tsou on December 26, zor8

Posted in l,and Use, Planning and Zoning

The California Supreme Court has resolved a split among the courts of appeal, concluding that citizens
may bring a referendum to challenge a zoning ordinance even if the referendum would temporarily leave

inplacezoninginconsistentwiththegeneralplan.CitgofMorganHillu.Bushey,gC.5th1068(2018)

Govemment Code Section 65860 requires a city's zoning ordinance to be consistent with the general
plan. When a zoning ordinance becomes inconsistent due to a general plan amendment, the city must
enact a consistent zoning ordinance within a'reasonable time." Gov't Code Section 6S86o(c).

Here, voters in the City of Morgan Hill rejected by referendum a zoning ordinance the city coulcil
enacted to bring zoning into consistency with its recently amended general plan. The city claimed that by
rejecting the zoning ordinance, the loters essentially enacted inconsistent zoning in violation of Section
6586o.

The court disagreed. It held that unlike an initiative or ordinance that enacts inconsistent zoning, a

referendum tJlat leaves inconsistent zoning in place simply does so for a limited period of time - "until
the local government can make the :loning ordinance and general plan consistent in a manner acceptable
to a majority ofvoters." So long as there are otler consistent zoning designations available, or the local
government has other ways to make the zoning consistent and general plan consistent, then such a

referendum is valid.

Furthermore, the court interpreted the "reasonable time" provision of Section 6586o(c) as providing
localities some undefined time to act, and determined that the time talen for a single referendum
rejecting a zoning ordinance did not violate this limitation.

Because the trial court had not addressed whether there were other viable zoning designations or other
options for the city to resolve the inconsistency betlyeen the existing zoning ordinance and the general
plan, the court remanded the case for further consideration of these issues.
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Communication from Public
 
 
Name:
Date Submitted: 12/06/2019 09:11 PM
Council File No: 19-0794 
Comments for Public Posting:  Make LA Park Pride - Don't take away a recreational spot that

was enjoyed by generations for 56 years and could again be
enjoyed by generations to follow. This property according to
ZIMAS is zoned for A1-1 and RA-1. Let's keep it zoned as is and
not lose this recreational spot for a high density development in a
fire zone. Please find a way for our Park Poor town of
Sunland-Tujunga to keep their safe recreational spot. If you do
not allow the rezone that keeps the value of the property at a
reasonable price. Then the State, County, and City to find funding
to buy this property from the developer to make it a cultural and
regional park. Please say NO to rezoning. 
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VERDUGO HILLS GOLF COURSE - SIGNIFICANT LOSS

The City of Los Angeles has been working on involving girls in sports.

The Verdugo Hilss Golf Course encouraged girls to play and to have good times with their fathers and
family. This is definitely a spot that could be Park Proud LA. lt was safe and clean. lnstead this has

taken away recreational opportunities for girls. Many generation of girls have played here and some
girls wer-e piaying here when it was shut down. Let's bring this one place in Sunland-Tujunga that was

outside clean fun back for all generations to enjoy. Make it park pride and include girls in play.
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