
6/15/2020 9 emails

Subject: 22241-22255 Mulholland - City Clerk Files 20-0631 & 20-0631-S1
1 message

From: 'Paul Thorne' via Clerk - CityClerk <cityclerk@lacity.org>
To: "elizabeth.ene@lacity.org" <elizabeth.ene@lacity.org>, "cityclerk@lacity.org" <cityclerk@lacity.org>, 
"info@saveoaksavanna.org" <info@saveoaksavanna.org>
At: Sun, Jun 14, 2020 at 9:05 PM

To: elizabeth.ene@lacity.org, cityclerk@lacity.org 
Cc: info@saveoaksavanna.org
Subject: 22241-22255 Mulholland - City Clerk Files 20-0631 & 20-0631-S1

Honorable LA City Council President Martinez, Councilmember Blumenfield, Councilmembers,

Hello,

Our names are Paul and Laura Thorne and we have lived and worked in the area near the project for 
48 years. Our home, family, and neighborhood will be directly and negatively impacted by the 
project at 22241-22255 Mulholland Drive. We SUPPORT the Appeals of the Tract Map Approval, 
EIR Certification, and CEQA Clearance, as well as reversal of the Zoning Administrator’s 
Determination on Councilmember Bob Blumenfield’s 245 Motion, for the following reasons:

• The project consists of 19 tightly packed two-story houses up to 33 feet high, inserted into a one- 
story, low density built neighborhood requiring massive grading and Code deviations, contrary to 
important objectives in the Community Plan and contrary to the Mulholland Specific Plan
• Too many protected Heritage Coast Live Oak trees being removed or endangered contrary to the 
Protected Tree Ordinance and the Specific Plan
• The project includes five highly-visible over-sized retaining walls up to 11.5’ high and up to 194’ 
long requiring deviations from the City Code by the Zoning Administrator
• Extensive, landscape-changing grading of 60,000 cubic yards requiring 1,600 dump trucks full of 
imported soil, within the drip-lines of protected Coast Live Oaks
• Dangerous new street location on San Feliciano Drive hill approved without interviewing non- 
reported accident witnesses
• Disruption of wildlife refuge & transit link to nearby Santa Monica Mountains affecting coyotes, 
bobcats, raccoons, raptors, native ground squirrel colonies, and more
• No prior review by the Design Review Board of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway Specific Plan as 
required by law, at the western entrance to the historic Mulholland Scenic Parkway
• The failure to submit or consider a viable, less intrusive, less dense alternative plan as required by 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
• Mitigation offered by the City agencies are inadequate, unsustainable, and unenforceable

We are not against the development of this private property and, like Councilmember Blumenfield, 
support revisions to the project that eliminate Code deviations, minimize grading, save more trees, 
and are more compatible with Mulholland Corridor and the surrounding neighborhood. Any 
development must follow the rules and regulations of the City of Los Angeles' General Plan and 
Community Plan, and the Specific Plan of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway. In so doing, this will
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enforce compatibility with the immediate neighborhood, keep the Heritage Coast Live Oaks from 
being needlessly killed or endangered, and retain the wild open spaces that have become a respite 
for multitude species of wildlife and a Woodland Hills landmark.

6/15/2020 9 emails

You should be aware that the developer has not responded to requests by the community, the 
Neighborhood Council, or Councilmember Blumenfield to revise the project. When given the 
opportunity to extend their deadline for a public appeal hearing in front of the South Valley Area 
Planning Commission, they chose not to, using the Pandemic to avoid having the appeals heard.

This is one of many, many projects which are being finished, started, and planned for Woodland 
Hills which all seem aimed at changing the character of our bedroom community. We are being 
inundated with developers who can’t wait to exploit the last available open land and remove any 
structure they can which doesn’t conform with their and some in politics’ vision for what we should 
be, with little respect for our heritage as a neighborhood. We believe the neighbors have a right to 
have a say in what legacy we would like to leave the next generation.

Please vote to support our community and deny the project approvals.

Respectfully,

Paul and Laura Thorne

1 / 1
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6/15/2020 9 emails

22241-22255 Mulholland-City Clerk Files 20-0631 & 20-0631-S1
1 message

From: Kelly Beres <krberes@gmail.com>
To: elizabeth.ene@lacity.org, cityclerk@lacity.org 
At: Sun, Jun 14, 2020 at 9:02 PM

Honorable LA City Council President Martinez, Councilmember Blumenfield, Councilmembers,

Hello, my name is Kelly Beres and I have lived in the area adjacent to the project for nearly 17 years. My home, family, and 
neighborhood will be directly and negatively impacted by the project at 22241-22255 Mulholland Drive. I OPPOSE this out-of
scale luxury home development project as approved by the LA City Planning Dept. and SUPPORT the Appeals of the Tract 
Map Approval, EIR Certification, and CEQA Clearance, as well as reversal of the Zoning Administrator's Determination on 
Councilmember Bob Blumenfield's 245 Motion, for the following reasons:

The project consists of 19 tightly packed two-story houses up to 33 feet high, inserted into a one-story, low density built 
neighborhood requiring massive grading and Code deviations, contrary to important objectives in the Community Plan 
and contrary to the Mulholland Specific Plan
Too many protected Heritage Coast Live Oak trees being removed or endangered contrary to the Protected Tree 
Ordinance and the Specific Plan
The project includes five highly-visible oversized retaining walls up to 11.5' high and up to 194' long requiring 
deviations from the City Code by the Zoning Administrator
Extensive, landscape-changing grading of 60,000 cubic yards requiring 1,600 dump trucks full of imported soil, within 
the driplines of protected Coast Live Oaks
Dangerous new street location on San Feliciano Drive hill approved without interviewing non-reported accident 
witnesses
Disruption of wildlife refuge & transit link to nearby Santa Monica Mountains affecting coyotes, bobcats, raccoons, 
raptors, native ground squirrel colonies, and more
No prior review by the Design Review Board of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway Specific Plan as required by law, at the 
western entrance to the historic Mulholland Scenic Parkway
The failure to submit or consider a viable, less intrusive, less dense alternative plan as required by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Mitigations offered by the City agencies are inadequate, unsustainable, and unenforceable

I am not against the development of this private property and, like Councilmember Blumenfield, support revisions to the 
project that eliminate Code deviations, minimize grading, save more trees, and are more compatible with Mulholland Corridor 
and the surrounding neighborhood. Any development must follow the rules and regulations of the City of Los Angeles' 
General Plan and Community Plan, and the Specific Plan of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway. In so doing, this will enforce 
compatibility with the immediate neighborhood, keep the Heritage Coast Live Oaks from being needlessly killed or 
endangered, and retain the wild open spaces that have become a respite for multitude species of wildlife and a Woodland 
Hills landmark.

You should be aware that the developer has not responded to requests by the community, the Neighborhood Council, or 
Councilmember Blumenfield to revise the project. When given the opportunity to extend their deadline for a public appeal 
hearing in front of the South Valley Area Planning Commission, they chose not to, using the Pandemic to avoid having the 
appeals heard.

Please vote to support our community and deny the project approvals.

Respectfully,

Kelly Beres 
22300 Quinta Road 
Woodland Hills, CA 91364

1 / 1
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22241-22255 Mulholland - City Clerk Files 20-0631 & 20-0631-S1
1 message

From: monicafitzhugh via Clerk - CityClerk <cityclerk@lacity.org>
To: "elizabeth.ene@lacity.org" <elizabeth.ene@lacity.org>, "cityclerk@lacity.org" <cityclerk@lacity.org> 
At: Sun, Jun 14, 2020 at 5:58 PM

Honorable LA City Council President Martinez and Councilmember Blumenfield

Our names are Monica and Chaz Fitzhugh and we have lived in the project vicinity 
since April 1998. We believe the neighborhoods directly adjacent to and in the vicinity of 
the proposed project located at 22241-22255 Mulholland Drive will be directly and 
negatively impacted. Therefore we strongly oppose the proposed project as approved 
by the LA City Planning Department. We support the Appeals of the Tract Map 
Approval, EIR Certification, and CEQA Clearance, as well as reversal of the Zoning 
Administrator's Determination on Councilmember Bob Blumenfield's 245 Motion, for the 
following reasons:

Removal of protected old growth Coast Live Oaks is contrary to the Protected 
Tree Ordinance and the Specific Plan.

A high-density development does not belong in a low-density community.
63% of the proposed 19 two-story homes lot sizes are 40% smaller than 

the current neighborhood creating a high-density and high elevation footprint in 
a low density, one-story neighborhood.

The overall site's hilly topography (40-foot total elevation change) is not 
compatible with the proposed development's high-density footprint which is suited to 
much flatter terrain.

Increased congestion on San Feliciano Drive.
San Feliciano Drive has evolved into a busy thoroughfare with drivers 

wanting to access Mulholland Drive rather than using Topanga Canyon 
Boulevard. The 35% slope and blind corner at the proposed site's private drive 
will increase the danger of collisions.

Failure to submit a less dense alternative as required by the California 
Environment Quality Act (CEQA).

1.

2.
a.

3.

4.
a.

5.

We would support a plan that would eliminate tree removal, keep more open space 
minimize grading and is more compatible with the surrounding neighborhood. The open 
area space is one of the few left in the an 
Valley.

increasingly dense south San Fernando

We understand that the developer has not responded to community, Neighborhood 
Council and Councilmember Blumenfield's requests to revise the project. When given the 
opportunity to extend their deadline for a 
Valley Area Planning Commission, they chose not to, using the Pandemic to avoid having 
the appeals heard.

public appeal hearing in front of the South
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Please vote to support our community and deny the project approvals.

Respectfully 
Chaz and Monica Fitzhugh 
22067 Martinez St. 
Woodland Hills, CA 91364

*

1 / 1
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6/15/2020 9 emails

22241-22255 Mulholland-City Clerk Files 20-0631 & 20-0631-S1
1 message

From: kristin herkstroeter <kherkstroeter@hotmail.com>
To: Elizabeth Ene <elizabeth.ene@lacity.org>, "cityclerk@lacity.org" <cityclerk@lacity.org> 
At: Sun, Jun 14, 2020 at 5:57 PM

Honorable LA City Council President Martinez, Councilmember Blumenfield, Councilmembers,

Hello, my name is Kristin Herkstroeter and I have lived in the area adjacent to the project for 11 years. My 
home, family, and neighborhood will be directly and negatively impacted by the project at 22241-22255 
Mulholland Drive. I OPPOSE this out-of-scale luxury home development project as approved by the LA City 
Planning Dept. and SUPPORT the Appeals of the Tract Map Approval, EIR Certification, and CEQA 
Clearance, as well as reversal of the Zoning Administrator's Determination on Councilmember Bob 
Blumenfield's 245 Motion, for the following reasons:

The project consists of 19 tightly packed two-story houses up to 33 feet high, inserted into a one-story, 
low density built neighborhood requiring massive grading and Code deviations, contrary to important 
objectives in the Community Plan and contrary to the Mulholland Specific Plan 
Too many protected Heritage Coast Live Oak trees being removed or endangered contrary to the 
Protected Tree Ordinance and the Specific Plan
The project includes five highly-visible oversized retaining walls up to 11.5' high and up to 194' long 
requiring deviations from the City Code by the Zoning Administrator
Extensive, landscape-changing grading of 60,000 cubic yards requiring 1,600 dump trucks full of 
imported soil, within the driplines of protected Coast Live Oaks
Dangerous new street location on San Feliciano Drive hill approved without interviewing non-reported 
accident witnesses
Disruption of wildlife refuge & transit link to nearby Santa Monica Mountains affecting coyotes, bobcats, 
raccoons, raptors, native ground squirrel colonies, and more
No prior review by the Design Review Board of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway Specific Plan as 
required by law, at the western entrance to the historic Mulholland Scenic Parkway 
The failure to submit or consider a viable, less intrusive, less dense alternative plan as required by the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Mitigations offered by the City agencies are inadequate, unsustainable, and unenforceable

While I would love to see the property turned into a much needed community park, I understand that is not 
an option at this point. Like Councilmember Blumenfield, I support revisions to the project that eliminate 
Code deviations, minimize grading, save more trees, and are compatible with Mulholland Corridor and the 
surrounding neighborhood. Any development must follow the rules and regulations of the City of Los 
Angeles' General Plan and Community Plan, and the Specific Plan of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway. In so 
doing, this will enforce compatibility with the immediate neighborhood, keep the Heritage Coast Live Oaks 
from being needlessly killed or endangered, and retain the wild open spaces that have become a respite for 
multitude species of wildlife and a Woodland Hills landmark.

You should be aware that the developer has not responded to requests by the community, the Neighborhood 
Council, or Councilmember Blumenfield to revise the project. When given the opportunity to extend their 
deadline for a public appeal hearing in front of the South Valley Area Planning Commission, they chose not 
to, using the Pandemic to avoid having the appeals heard.

Please vote to support our community and deny the project approvals.

Respectfully,
Kristin Herkstroeter 
4885 San Feliciano Dr.
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6/15/2020 9 emails

22241-22255 Mulholland- City Clerk Files 20-0631 & 20-0631-S1
1 message

From: Danielle Rider <drider@wakehealth.edu>
To: "elizabeth.ene@lacity.org" <elizabeth.ene@lacity.org>, "cityclerk@lacity.org" <cityclerk@lacity.org> 
At: Sun, Jun 14, 2020 at 5:21 PM

Hello,

My name is Danielle Rider and I'm a medical student at Wake Forest. I grew up down the street from the proposed project site 
at 22241-22255 Mulholland Drive and my mother still lives in that house. Despite working 60+ hours a week in the hospital, I 
have been monitoring the situation while away because it's that important to me. I understand the need for responsible and 
well-researched development as my fiance is in commercial real estate. However, the current project is neither and I strongly 
oppose it for the following reasons:

The project consists of 19 tightly packed two-story houses up to 33 feet high, inserted into a one-story, low density built 
neighborhood requiring massive grading and Code deviations, contrary to important objectives in the Community Plan 
and contrary to the Mulholland Specific Plan
Too many protected Heritage Coast Live Oak trees being removed or endangered contrary to the Protected Tree 
Ordinance and the Specific Plan
The project includes five highly-visible oversized retaining walls up to 11.5' high and up to 194' long requiring 
deviations from the City Code by the Zoning Administrator
Extensive, landscape-changing grading of 60,000 cubic yards requiring 1,600 dump trucks full of imported soil, within 
the driplines of protected Coast Live Oaks
Dangerous new street location on San Feliciano Drive hill approved without interviewing non-reported accident 
witnesses
Disruption of wildlife refuge & transit link to nearby Santa Monica Mountains affecting coyotes, bobcats, raccoons, 
raptors, native ground squirrel colonies, and more
No prior review by the Design Review Board of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway Specific Plan as required by law, at the 
western entrance to the historic Mulholland Scenic Parkway
The failure to submit or consider a viable, less intrusive, less dense alternative plan as required by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Mitigations offered by the City agencies are inadequate, unsustainable, and unenforceable

Again, I am not against the development of this private property. I support revisions to the project that eliminate Code 
deviations, minimize grading, save more trees, and are more compatible with Mulholland Corridor and the surrounding 
neighborhood. Any development must follow the rules and regulations of the City of Los Angeles' General Plan and 
Community Plan, and the Specific Plan of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway. This will enforce compatibility with the immediate 
neighborhood, keep the Heritage Coast Live Oaks from being needlessly killed or endangered, and retain the wild open 
spaces that have become a respite for multitude species of wildlife and a Woodland Hills landmark.

You should be aware that the developer has not responded to requests by the community, the Neighborhood Council, or 
Councilmember Blumenfield to revise the project. When given the opportunity to extend their deadline for a public appeal 
hearing in front of the South Valley Area Planning Commission, they chose not to, using the Pandemic to avoid having the 
appeals heard.

Please vote to support our community and deny the project approvals.

Best,

Danielle
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6/15/2020 9 emails

22241-22255 Mulholland-City Clerk Files 20-0631 & 20-0631-S1
1 message

From: 'MVandergrif via Clerk - CityClerk <cityclerk@lacity.org>
To: "elizabeth.ene@lacity.org" <elizabeth.ene@lacity.org>, "cityclerk@lacity.org" <cityclerk@lacity.org> 
At: Sun, Jun 14, 2020 at 4:19 PM

Honorable LA City Council President Martinez, Councilmember Blumenfield, Councilmembers,

Hello, my name is Monty Vandergrif and I have lived in the area adjacent to the project for 4 years. My home, family, and 
neighborhood will be directly and negatively impacted by the project at 22241-22255 Mulholland Drive. I OPPOSE this out-of
scale luxury home development project as approved by the LA City Planning Dept. and SUPPORT the Appeals of the Tract 
Map Approval, EIR Certification, and CEQA Clearance, as well as reversal of the Zoning Administrator's Determination on 
Councilmember Bob Blumenfield's 245 Motion, for the following reasons:

The project consists of 19 tightly packed two-story houses up to 33 feet high, inserted into a one-story, low density built 
neighborhood requiring massive grading and Code deviations, contrary to important objectives in the Community Plan 
and contrary to the Mulholland Specific Plan
Too many protected Heritage Coast Live Oak trees being removed or endangered contrary to the Protected Tree 
Ordinance and the Specific Plan
The project includes five highly-visible oversized retaining walls up to 11.5' high and up to 194' long requiring 
deviations from the City Code by the Zoning Administrator
Extensive, landscape-changing grading of 60,000 cubic yards requiring 1,600 dump trucks full of imported soil, within 
the driplines of protected Coast Live Oaks
Dangerous new street location on San Feliciano Drive hill approved without interviewing non-reported accident 
witnesses
Disruption of wildlife refuge & transit link to nearby Santa Monica Mountains affecting coyotes, bobcats, raccoons, 
raptors, native ground squirrel colonies, and more
No prior review by the Design Review Board of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway Specific Plan as required by law, at the 
western entrance to the historic Mulholland Scenic Parkway
The failure to submit or consider a viable, less intrusive, less dense alternative plan as required by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Mitigations offered by the City agencies are inadequate, unsustainable, and unenforceable

I am not against the development of this private property and, like Councilmember Blumenfield, support revisions to the 
project that eliminate Code deviations, minimize grading, save more trees, and are more compatible with Mulholland Corridor 
and the surrounding neighborhood. Any development must follow the rules and regulations of the City of Los Angeles' 
General Plan and Community Plan, and the Specific Plan of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway. In so doing, this will enforce 
compatibility with the immediate neighborhood, keep the Heritage Coast Live Oaks from being needlessly killed or 
endangered, and retain the wild open spaces that have become a respite for multitude species of wildlife and a Woodland 
Hills landmark.

You should be aware that the developer has not responded to requests by the community, the Neighborhood Council, or 
Councilmember Blumenfield to revise the project. When given the opportunity to extend their deadline for a public appeal 
hearing in front of the South Valley Area Planning Commission, they chose not to, using the Pandemic to avoid having the 
appeals heard.

Please vote to support our community and deny the project approvals.

Respectfully, 
Monty Vandergrif

Sent with ProtonMail Secure Email.

1 / 1
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Re: 22241-22255 Mulholland-City Clerk Files 20-0631 & 20-0631-S1
2 messages

From: 'Bobbi Goldin' via Clerk - CityClerk <cityclerk@lacity.org>
To: "elizabeth.ene@lacity.org" <elizabeth.ene@lacity.org>, "cityclerk@lacity.org" <cityclerk@lacity.org> 
At: Thu, Jun 11,2020 at 8:53 PM

Bobbi Goldin
Mobile: 818-384-1626

On Wednesday, June 10, 2020, 07:08:19 PM PDT, Carlos Duque <clos@csdweb.com> wrote:

Re: Proposed 19 Home Development at Mulholland Drive/San Feliciano Drive 
If you’ve already responded to this email, Thank you and please disregard

Dear Neighbors and Supporters,

Thank you, thank you, thank you! We collected generous donations from many of our neighbors and supporters to almost 
cover our land use attorney's retainer. We will all be represented by one of the best land use attorneys in the City, Rob 
Glushon of Luna & Glushon, when our case comes before the Los Angeles City Council in the coming weeks.

We already registered a huge success, with the help of Mr. Glushon, when our Councilmember Bob Blumenfield garnered a 
unanimous Council vote to reinstate our appeal of the Zoning Administrator's Decision to allow five oversized extensive 
retaining walls in this project. This was critical and gives us hope, but...

We have one more favor to ask. Actually, more than a favor, it's your final opportunity to be heard by the City 
Council regarding your position on this project. We are requesting all our neighbors and supporters write an email by June 15 
to 3rd District Councilmember Bob Blumenfield and Los Angeles City Council President Nury Martinez. You can write your 
own words using information obtained from our website or your own resources, or you can use our template below that covers 
all the important issues that we need the City Council to address. The key here is numbers. The more people that respond, 
the more important our issues become.

You can also still sign the petition and make a donation at www.saveoaksavanna.org

We have a very good feeling about our chances. 
Thanks for your continued efforts.
YOU will make a difference!
Be Safe. Be Well. SAVE OAK SAVANNA !

Your email should be sent by June 15 to both: 
elizabeth.ene@lacity.org, cityclerk@lacity.org

Please copy us at Save Oak Savanna: 
info@saveoaksavanna.org

Instructions for using the template below
1. Click Reply to this email (don't click Forward)
2. In the new email reply, move our SOS email address into the Cc: line
3. Enter the two addresses above in the To: line separated by a comma
4. Enter this subject line: 22241-22255 Mulholland-Citv Clerk Files 20-0631 & 20-0631-S1
5. Delete everything above and including these instructions and the row of asterisks below
6. Replace the placeholders [[replace]] with your own info and customize the rest as you wish
7. Click Send by June 15

********************************************************************
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Honorable LA City Council President Martinez, Councilmember Blumenfield, Councilmembers,

I am Bobbi Goldin and my husband William Atherton and I have lived in the area adjacent to the project for nearly 30 years. 
My home, family, and neighborhood will be directly and negatively impacted by the project at 22241-22255 Mulholland Drive. I 
OPPOSE this out-of-scale luxury home development project as approved by the LA City Planning Dept. and SUPPORT the 
Appeals of the Tract Map Approval, EIR Certification, and CEQA Clearance, as well as reversal of the Zoning Administrator's 
Determination on Councilmember Bob Blumenfield's 245 Motion, for the following reasons:

The project consists of 19 tightly packed two-story houses up to 33 feet high, inserted into a one-story, low density built 
neighborhood requiring massive grading and Code deviations, contrary to important objectives in the Community Plan 
and contrary to the Mulholland Specific Plan
Too many protected Heritage Coast Live Oak trees being removed or endangered contrary to the Protected Tree 
Ordinance and the Specific Plan
The project includes five highly-visible oversized retaining walls up to 11.5' high and up to 194' long requiring 
deviations from the City Code by the Zoning Administrator
Extensive, landscape-changing grading of 60,000 cubic yards requiring 1,600 dump trucks full of imported soil, within 
the driplines of protected Coast Live Oaks
Dangerous new street location on San Feliciano Drive hill approved without interviewing non-reported accident 
witnesses
Disruption of wildlife refuge & transit link to nearby Santa Monica Mountains affecting coyotes, bobcats, raccoons, 
raptors, native ground squirrel colonies, and more
No prior review by the Design Review Board of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway Specific Plan as required by law, at the 
western entrance to the historic Mulholland Scenic Parkway
The failure to submit or consider a viable, less intrusive, less dense alternative plan as required by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Mitigations offered by the City agencies are inadequate, unsustainable, and unenforceable

We are not completely against the development of this private property and, like Councilmember Blumenfield, support 
revisions to the project that eliminate Code deviations, minimize grading, save more trees, and are more compatible with 
Mulholland Corridor and the surrounding neighborhood. The preservation of wildlife is critical. But the entrance as designed 
is another factor that we are concerned about. That is a very dangerous blind hill where they want to locate the entrance to 
the property and it's just going to be a parade of car accidents if left the way it is in current plans. There are so many things 
wrong with this design for the location, it's even hard to comment. It's really out of step with the area.

Any development must follow the rules and regulations of the City of Los Angeles' General Plan and Community Plan, and the 
Specific Plan of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway. In so doing, this will enforce compatibility with the immediate neighborhood, 
keep the Heritage Coast Live Oaks from being needlessly killed or endangered, and retain the wild open spaces that have 
become a respite for multitude species of wildlife and a Woodland Hills landmark.

You should be aware that the developer has not responded to requests by the community, the Neighborhood Council, or 
Councilmember Blumenfield to revise the project. When given the opportunity to extend their deadline for a public appeal 
hearing in front of the South Valley Area Planning Commission, they chose not to, using the Pandemic to avoid having the 
appeals heard.

Please vote to support our community and deny the project approvals.

Respectfully,
Bobbi Goldin
5102 San Feliciano Drive
Woodland Hills, CA 91364

1 / 2

From: <linuslovesme@gmail.com>
To: elizabeth.ene@lacity.org, cityclerk@lacity.org 
At: Sun, Jun 14, 2020 at 3:46 PM

Honorable LA City Council President Martinez, Councilmember Blumenfield, Councilmembers,
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Hello,my name is Tessa Randolph Jergens and I have lived in the area adjacent to the project for 30 years. My 
home, family, and neighborhood will be directly and negatively impacted by the project at 22241-22255 
Mulholland Drive. I OPPOSE this out-of-scale luxury home development project as approved by the LA City 
Planning Dept. and SUPPORT the Appeals of the Tract Map Approval, eIr Certification, and CEQA Clearance, 
as well as reversal of the Zoning Administrator's Determination on Councilmember Bob Blumenfield's 245 
Motion, for the following reasons:

9 emails

The project consists of 19 tightly packed two-story houses up to 33 feet high, inserted into a one-story, 
low density built neighborhood requiring massive grading and Code deviations, contrary to important 
objectives in the Community Plan and contrary to the Mulholland Specific Plan 
Too many protected Heritage Coast Live Oak trees being removed or endangered contrary to the 
Protected Tree Ordinance and the Specific Plan
The project includes five highly-visible oversized retaining walls up to 11.5' high and up to 194' long 
requiring deviations from the City Code by the Zoning Administrator
Extensive, landscape-changing grading of 60,000 cubic yards requiring 1,600 dump trucks full of 
imported soil, within the driplines of protected Coast Live Oaks
Dangerous new street location on San Feliciano Drive hill approved without interviewing non-reported 
accident witnesses
Disruption of wildlife refuge & transit link to nearby Santa Monica Mountains affecting coyotes, bobcats, 
raccoons, raptors, native ground squirrel colonies, and more
No prior review by the Design Review Board of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway Specific Plan as required 
by law, at the western entrance to the historic Mulholland Scenic Parkway
The failure to submit or consider a viable, less intrusive, less dense alternative plan as required by the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Mitigations offered by the City agencies are inadequate, unsustainable, and unenforceable

I am not against the development of this private property and, like Councilmember Blumenfield, support 
revisions to the project that eliminate Code deviations, minimize grading, save more trees, and are more 
compatible with Mulholland Corridor and the surrounding neighborhood. Any development must follow the rules 
and regulations of the City of Los Angeles' General Plan and Community Plan, and the Specific Plan of the 
Mulholland Scenic Parkway. In so doing, this will enforce compatibility with the immediate neighborhood, keep 
the Heritage Coast Live Oaks from being needlessly killed or endangered, and retain the wild open spaces that 
have become a respite for multitude species of wildlife and a Woodland Hills landmark.

You should be aware that the developer has not responded to requests by the community, the Neighborhood 
Council, or Councilmember Blumenfield to revise the project. When given the opportunity to extend their 
deadline for a public appeal hearing in front of the South Valley Area Planning Commission, they chose not to, 
using the Pandemic to avoid having the appeals heard.

Please vote to support our community and deny the project approvals.

Respectfully,

Tessa Randolph Jergens

2 / 2
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22241-22255 Mulholland - City Clerk Files 20-0631 & 20-0631-S1
1 message

From: Noonan, Terry <tjnoonan@lockton.com>
To: "elizabeth.ene@lacity.org" <elizabeth.ene@lacity.org>, "cityclerk@lacity.org" <cityclerk@lacity.org> 
At: Sun, Jun 14, 2020 at 1:23 PM

Subject: 22241-22255 Mulholland - City Clerk Files 20-0631 & 20-0631-S1

Honorable LA City Council President Martinez, Councilmember Blumenfield, Councilmembers,

Hello, my name is Terry Noonan and I have lived in the area adjacent to the project for 31 years. 
My home, family, and neighborhood will be directly and negatively impacted by the project at 
22241-22255 Mulholland Drive. I OPPOSE this out-of-scale luxury home development project as 
approved by the LA City Planning Dept. and SUPPORT the Appeals of the Tract Map Approval, 
EIR Certification, and CEQA Clearance, as well as reversal of the Zoning Administrator’s 
Determination on Councilmember Bob Blumenfield’s 245 Motion, for the following reasons:

• The project consists of 19 tightly packed two-story houses up to 33 feet high, inserted into a one- 
story, low density built neighborhood requiring massive grading and Code deviations, contrary to 
important objectives in the Community Plan and contrary to the Mulholland Specific Plan
• Too many protected Heritage Coast Live Oak trees being removed or endangered contrary to the 
Protected Tree Ordinance and the Specific Plan
• The project includes five highly-visible oversized retaining walls up to 11.5’ high and up to 194’ 
long requiring deviations from the City Code by the Zoning Administrator
• Extensive, landscape-changing grading of 60,000 cubic yards requiring 1,600 dump trucks full of 
imported soil, within the driplines of protected Coast Live Oaks
• Dangerous new street location on San Feliciano Drive hill approved without interviewing non- 
reported accident witnesses
• Disruption of wildlife refuge & transit link to nearby Santa Monica Mountains affecting coyotes, 
bobcats, raccoons, raptors, native ground squirrel colonies, and more
• No prior review by the Design Review Board of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway Specific Plan as 
required by law, at the western entrance to the historic Mulholland Scenic Parkway
• The failure to submit or consider a viable, less intrusive, less dense alternative plan as required by 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
• Mitigations offered by the City agencies are inadequate, unsustainable, and unenforceable

I am not against the development of this private property and, like Councilmember Blumenfield, 
support revisions to the project that eliminate Code deviations, minimize grading, save more trees, 
and are more compatible with Mulholland Corridor and the surrounding neighborhood. Any 
development must follow the rules and regulations of the City of Los Angeles' General Plan and 
Community Plan, and the Specific Plan of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway. In so doing, this will 
enforce compatibility with the immediate neighborhood, keep the Heritage Coast Live Oaks from 
being needlessly killed or endangered, and retain the wild open spaces that have become a respite 
for multitude species of wildlife and a Woodland Hills landmark.
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You should be aware that the developer has not responded to requests by the community, the 
Neighborhood Council, or Councilmember Blumenfield to revise the project. When given the 
opportunity to extend their deadline for a public appeal hearing in front of the South Valley Area 
Planning Commission, they chose not to, using the Pandemic to avoid having the appeals heard.

Please vote to support our community and deny the project approvals.

Respectfully,

Terence J. Noonan

22020 De La Osa Street

Woodland Hills , CA. 91364

(818) 883-3217

(818) 613-5434 cell

tjnoonan@lockton.com

1 / 1
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22241-22255 Mulholland - City Clerk Files 20-0631 & 20-0631-S1
1 message

From: Tim Knight <tim.knight@lifecareassurance.com>
To: "elizabeth.ene@lacity.org" <elizabeth.ene@lacity.org>, "cityclerk@lacity.org" <cityclerk@lacity.org> 
At: Sun, Jun 14, 2020 at 11:27 AM

Dear Honorable LA City Council President Martinez, Councilmember Blumenfield, Councilmembers,

Good Morning. My name is Margaret Knight and my family has lived in the area adjacent to the project for over 50 years, 
since 1956. My home, family, and neighborhood will be directly and negatively impacted by the project at 22241
22255 Mulholland Drive. I STRONGLY OPPOSE this out-of-scale luxury home development project as approved by the LA 
City Planning Dept. and SUPPORT the Appeals of the Tract Map Approval, EIR Certification, and CEQA Clearance, as well 
as reversal of the Zoning Administrator's Determination on Councilmember Bob Blumenfield's 245 Motion, for the following 
reasons:

• The project consists of 19 tightly packed two-story houses up to 33 feet high, inserted into a one-story, low 
density built neighborhood requiring massive grading and Code deviations, contrary to important objectives in 
the Community Plan and contrary to the Mulholland Specific Plan
• Too many protected Heritage Coast Live Oak trees being removed or endangered contrary to the Protected 
Tree Ordinance and the Specific Plan
• The project includes five highly-visible oversized retaining walls up to 11.5' high and up to 194' long requiring 
deviations from the City Code by the Zoning Administrator
• Extensive, landscape-changing grading of 60,000 cubic yards requiring 1,600 dump trucks full of imported soil, 
within the driplines of protected Coast Live Oaks
• Dangerous new street location on San Feliciano Drive hill approved without interviewing non-reported accident 
witnesses
• Disruption of wildlife refuge & transit link to nearby Santa Monica Mountains affecting coyotes, bobcats, 
raccoons, raptors, native ground squirrel colonies, and more
• No prior review by the Design Review Board of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway Specific Plan as required by 
law, at the western entrance to the historic Mulholland Scenic Parkway
• The failure to submit or consider a viable, less intrusive, less dense alternative plan as required by the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
• Mitigations offered by the City agencies are inadequate, unsustainable, and unenforceable

I am not against the development of this private property and, like Councilmember Blumenfield, support revisions to the 
project that eliminate Code deviations, minimize grading, save more trees, and are more compatible with Mulholland Corridor 
and the surrounding neighborhood. Any development must follow the rules and regulations of the City of Los Angeles' 
General Plan and Community Plan, and the Specific Plan of the Mulholland Scenic Parkway. In so doing, this will enforce 
compatibility with the immediate neighborhood, keep the Heritage Coast Live Oaks from being needlessly killed or 
endangered, and retain the wild open spaces that have become a respite for multitude species of wildlife and a Woodland 
Hills landmark.

You should be aware that the developer has not responded to requests by the community, the Neighborhood Council, or 
Councilmember Blumenfield to revise the project. When given the opportunity to extend their deadline for a public appeal 
hearing in front of the South Valley Area Planning Commission, they chose not to, using the Pandemic to avoid having the 
appeals heard.

PLEASE vote to support our community and deny the project approvals. I appreciate your consideration.

Respectfully, 
Margaret Knight

4617 Cerrillos Drive, Woodland Hills, CA 91364

818-346-1840
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Notice: This e-mail transmission may contain information that is proprietary, privileged and/or confidential and is intended 
exclusively for the person(s) to whom it is addressed. This message may also contain Protected Health Information (PHI) and 
must be treated confidentially and handled in accordance with HIPAA and other federal and state privacy laws. Any use, 
copying, retention or disclosure by any person other than the intended recipient or the intended recipient's designees is strictly 
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient or their designee, please notify the sender immediately and delete this e-mail 
(and any accompanying attachments).
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