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Carlos Duque <clos@csdweb.com>
Reply-To: clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org 
To: councilmember.harris-dawson@lacity.org, Councilmember Blumenfield <councilmember.blumenfield@lacity.org>, councilmember.price@lacity.org, 
Gilbert.Cedillo@lacity.org, councilmember.Lee@lacity.org
Cc: clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org, Gerald.Gubatan@lacity.org, kristen.gordon@lacity.org, sherilyn.correa@lacity.org

Tue, Oct 27, 2020 at 11:55 PM

22241-22255 Mulholland-City Clerk Files 20-0631 & 20-0631-S1 
Case: VTT-67505-2A
Environmental: ENV-2005-2301-EIR; SCH No. 2005111054 
Related Case: ZA-2007-1255-ZAD-1A

Honorable Councilmembers:

On behalf of Save Oak Savanna and hundreds of neighbors in the CD3 area (see attached petition), we implore you to 
support the APPEALS scheduled before the PLUM Committee on Thursday, November 5 in the above-referenced Council 
File No. 20-0631.

The proposed development violates the Mulholland Scenic Parkway Specific Plan, the Canoga Park-Winnetka- 
Woodland Hills-West Hills Community Plan, does not comply with the Zoning Code limits on retaining walls (if they 
decide to keep them), and fails to consider other reasonable project alternatives as required by CEQA.

Contrary to the spin of the developer, this is not a case of NIMBY neighbors trying to stop housing in their backyard. To 
the contrary, as you can confirm with our Councilmember Bob Blumenfield, we support a project that complies with the 
Mulholland Specific Plan, the Zoning Code and which is designed to respect this environmentally sensitive site at the 
western entrance to the Mulholland Scenic Parkway Inner Corridor and adjacent to DWP property to be acquired by the 
Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority (MRCA).

Opposition to this project, as proposed, goes well beyond the immediate neighborhood and includes the
MRCA, the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy (SMMC), the Woodland Hills-Warner Center Neighborhood Council
and Louisville High School.

We recognize the need for housing and the rights of the developer for a suitable residential development. But that must 
not result in allowing a developer to impose a design they want that is in disregard of applicable laws and regulations 
including here, the Mulholland Scenic Parkway Specific Plan, the Protected Tree Ordinance, and CEQA-required 
consideration of a reasonable range of project alternatives.

Despite developer claims of small percentages of protected trees being removed, we have proven through the use of 
satellite imagery the complete opposite. Please see attached Satellite Tree Study.

Slide 1: Shows the bucolic nature of the site at the western entrance to the Inner Corridor of the Mulholland 
Scenic Corridor, its proximity to a primarily single-story built community, and the Girard Reservoir.
Slide 2: Shows the current tract map submitted on 10/6/2020.
Slide 3: Shows the total tree canopy in relation to the lots. The developer included off property trees in their 
count of trees being saved, overstating the % of trees on the property actually being saved.
Slide 4: Shows the tree canopy within the boundaries of the actual project site.
Slide 5: Shows the number of trees (in red) from the pre-Erratum EIR that are being removed compared to the on
site canopy.
Slide 6: Shows the number of trees (in red) being removed according to the new Erratum. They have changed 
which trees they are removing. This disputes the false claim the developer made on September 24 at the South 
Valley Area Planning Commission hearing that 94% of the protected trees will be saved by their "fine tuning" of 
the retaining walls in the Erratum.
Slide 7: Shows that the real impact to the tree canopy is more accurately shown by the satellite view of the trees 
versus the misleading, small concentric circles specifically representing the contentious trees as provided by
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PSOMAS. Trunk locations have also been incorrectly placed in positions more advantageous to the developer. In 
the case of tree #72, a newly proposed retaining wall is closer to the trunk of the tree that to its dripline when 
you see its actual dripline. The trunks of trees #33,34 have been moved onto the project site from the right of 
way while their canopies have been reduced dramatically. Similar discrepancies are found with nearly every tree 
being removed.

• Slide 8: Shows the addition of a sub-drain to the project, never shown before. The drain laces its way through 
most of the trees, violating multiple driplines in contradiction to claims at the SVAPC hearing that this would not 
take place. The impact has not been addressed, studied, or mitigated.

• Slide 9: Shows a possible alternative to swap lot #14 with the private street entrance location, saving all but 2 
small protected trees and improving safety through better traffic sightline of the San Feliciano hill.

• Slide 10: Shows, with the elimination by donation of lots 11-13, the largest, most dense grouping of protected 
oaks will be saved, including as many as five protected oaks currently slated for removal.
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Thank you for upholding our appeals and insisting on a more environmentally sensitive alternative, as was suggested by 
three out of four commissioners at the SVAPC hearing.

Save Oak Savanna
Carlos Duque, President 
Beth Rider, Secretary 
John Poplawski, Treasurer

2 attachments

SOS Petition.pdf
283K

Satellite Tree Study CD3.pdf
6933K
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