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September 18, 2020

Los Angeles City Council
c/o Office of the City Clerk
City Hall, Room 395
Los Angeles, California 90012
Attention: PLUM Committee
Dear Honorable Members:
STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR THE PROJECT LOCATED AT 11047 - 11055 NORTH DE
SOTO AVENUE WITHIN THE CHATSWORTH - PORTER RANCH COMMUNITY PLAN; TO CF
20-0985
On July 14, 2020, the City Planning Commission (CPC) issued a Letter of Determination
approving Case Number CPC-2019-627-CU-ZAD-SPR for a project located at 11047 - 11055
North De Soto Avenue, commonly referred to as the Sierra Canyon School. Subsequently, there
was an appeal to the City Council filed on July 28, 2020.
The Project is described as follows:
The Sierra Canyon School proposes the expansion of bleacher seating for the Athletic Field from
the current 300 seats to 1,630 seats, a net increase of 1,330 seats. Maximum attendance would
be a total of 1,680 players and spectators. The Project would not result in any changes to the use
of the existing Athletic Field as authorized by CPC-2008-3537-CU, which allows for up to seven
varsity football home games per season (late August through early December), occurring between
7:00 PM and 10:00 PM on Friday evenings. The Project also includes a request to allow the
sharing of 326 parking spaces for shared parking, using the 236 parking spaces at the Upper
Campus and the 90 spaces at the Athletic Field, for the Athletic Field’s sports events. No protected
trees would be impacted as part of the Project. The Project proposes grading quantities in the
amount of 1,075 cubic yards of cut, 180 cubic yards of fill, 300 cubic yards to be removed and
recompacted, and 895 cubic yards of export. No increase in enrollment is proposed.
The appellant has challenged that the City Planning Commission erred in its discretion by
approving the Project’s entitlement requests while modifying the Conditions of Approval as
submitted by staff in the initial Recommendation Report. Staff finds that the appellant has not
raised appeal points or substantial evidence that demonstrate that the Commission erred in its
discretion in approving the Project with modified Conditions of Approval and therefore respectfully
recommends that the PLUM Committee deny the appeal and sustain the City Planning
Commission’s Determination.
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Planning staff provides the following appeal point response to establish that the appeal points do
not demonstrate that the Commission erred in its discretion.
Appeal:
"I (and my neighbors) are appealing the fact that the Conditions of Approval should include the
requirement stating that "musical bands shall be prohibited from playing during extended Friday
athletic events” as stated in the Recommendation Report. This condition should be included
because:
1) After months of public discussion and input all parties (including City Planning) are in
agreement on this issue.
2) Historically, at public meetings and discussions, SCS [Sierra Canyon School, the Project
applicant] has stated that musical bands would not play at extended Friday athletic events
(football games).
3) The addition of 1,330 spectators combined with musical bands will increase the
neighborhood noise level and no noise study was done for this combined affect. Adding
back the condition re no musical bands helps assure minimal noise impact to the
surrounding community.
Response:
The Commission approved a Conditional Use for an expansion of 1,330 seats (for a total of 1,630
seats) subject to Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) Section 12.24 U,24. Pursuant to LAMC
12.24 U, the City Planning Commission is the duly appointed decision-maker for such conditional
uses. In describing the decision-maker’s authority regarding Conditional Uses, LAMC 12.24 E
requires certain Findings be made, including "that the project's location, size, height, operations
and other significant features will be compatible with and will not adversely affect or further
degrade adjacent properties, the surrounding neighborhood, or the public health, welfare, and
safety.” Related to Conditions, LAMC 12.24 F states that "the decision-maker may impose
conditions related to the interests addressed in the findings set forth in Subsection E.”
Therefore, as the City Planning Commission is the decision-making authority for this case and
determined that the required Findings could be made, authority for the imposition of Conditions
related to those Findings rests with the Commission. While Planning Staff submitted
recommended Conditions of Approval, it is within the Commission’s authority to accept, reject, or
impose different Conditions using its discretion as vested in the Municipal Code. Therefore, the
Commission did not err in its discretion in removing the recommended Condition related to
musical bands.
Additionally, removal of the Condition prohibiting bands does not mean that the applicant will have
a musical band, rather that they have the ability to do so. Therefore, should the applicant maintain
their operation plan as stated at the initial staff hearing on February 24, 2020, there would be no
musical band playing on the premises in accordance with the events using the expanded bleacher
seating.
Further, the applicant would still be subject to Regulatory Compliance Measures related to noise,
applicable broadly to all Projects within the City of Los Angeles, which requires compliance with
the City’s Noise Ordinance and subsequent Ordinances which prohibit the emission or creation
of noise beyond certain levels at adjacent uses unless technically infeasible.
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Thus, Staff finds that the appellant has not raised appeal points or substantial evidence that
demonstrate that the Commission erred in its discretion in approving the Project with modified
Conditions of Approval and therefore respectfully recommends that the PLUM Committee deny
the appeal and sustain the City Planning Commission’s Determination.
Sincerely,
VINCENT P. BERTONI, AICP
Director of Planning

Andrew
Jorgensen
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