
September 23, 2019

Planning and Land Use Management Committee 
Los Angeles City Council 
201 N. Figueroa Street, 4th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: VTT-74478-A2 (Council File 19-0870-SI)

Dear City Council Members:

My husband, Kevin and I live at 10868 Bee Canyon Road. We are the original owners and 
purchased our home more than four years ago directly from the builder. I understand our neighbor, 
who lives directly behind us, Daniel Garcia, appealed certain conditions regarding this project and we 
wholeheartedly support his appeal.

We have met with the developer of the subject property located north of our community many 
times over the past couple of years and believe the project will enhance and complete our small 
community. We reviewed the conditions of approval and agree with Mr. Garcia that several of the 
conditions added by the Planning Department takes away from benefits being added by the community.

In particular, Condition 23.d. prohibits vehicular security gates. Because we are located across 
from Stoney Point Park, we have been inundated with trespassers - either people desiring to park and 
then walk to the park and/or people on foot doing who knows what at all hours of the day and night. 
Some of the people are very scary even from an adult perspective. This is a private street and we 
believe having a gated community will ensure our safety and the safety of the children living in this 
development.

Condition 25.b. adds equestrian crosswalks and flashing beacons at the intersection of Calle 
Milagros and Bee Canyon. The "rapid flashing beacons" mandate seems out of place within an 
equestrian community. These "beacons" shouldn't be on a residential street but seem more properly 
placed along Topanga and Santa Susanna Pass Road. I must note that we rarely have horses come 
through our neighborhood - probably less than once per month.

Condition 23.1. is the tree preservation condition requiring the builder of the subject property to 
retain a number of unprotected trees. We love trees and agree with the general intentions of the 
Planning Department. However, it was clear from the Planning Commission Hearing that the Planning 
Department wanted several non-protected trees saved that will cause the Builder to have to change his 
architecture and possibly reduce the size of plans.

As mentioned earlier, the developer has shared the project architecture with the community 
several times and we all like it, including the removal of some trees that are not protected. We are 
happy with the architectural style they have proposed and the size of the homes are similar to ours. We 
believe that the developer's plans should remain as proposed..



Condition 23.f. requires the builder to leave the area adjacent to the Wilson House open to 
Santa Susana Pass Road with no fence so that people can view the historic home unobstructed. By not 
installing a gate and/or fence at that location, we are exactly where we were before - cars and people 
coming in and making our community less safe. We need a fence! The fence and gates proposed by the 
developer are a necessity.

We look forward to a positive outcome and hope the gates are approved. We have been 
waiting for this since the proposal was brought to us and we hope this happens soon.

Sincerely,

Cathy Evans


