
David S. Curtis 
10256 Mossy Rock Circle 
Los Angeles, CA  90077 

310-712-8121
david@davidcurtis.net 

July 25, 2021 

Bert Moklebust, PE  July 20, 2021 
Gary Lee Moore, PE ENV SP  Portions of Nicada Drive, 
Eric Garcetti, Mayor  Woodwardia Drive, and  
City of Los Angeles  Angelo Drives - VACATION 
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 700  DISTRICT:
Los Angeles, CA  90015-2213 VAC – E1401394 

Regarding Above Referenced Notice Dated July 20, 2021 

‘Notice Of Proposed Vacation of Right-Of-Way’ 

To the Honorable Council of the City of Los Angeles 

Dear Honorable Members:  

I believe the above referenced application fails to qualify for continued consideration 
because the Application Maker is precluded from opening this application in the first place. 

Specifically, in this case the Applicant is a rouge Board of Directors of a Condominium 
Homeowners Association, A California Mutual Benefit Corporation, governed by a written 
contract, defined by the “Covenants, Conditions & Restrictions and Recorded Amendments 
thereto, signed and dated March 23, 1970 (The “HOA CC&Rs”).  The HOA CC&Rs and its Four 
Amendments supersede the: By-Laws, resolutions, rules, and regulations - if ever in conflict.

The HOA CC&Rs and Four Amendments thereto are only and exactly fifty-one (51) 
pages in total and attached here with this letter and marked as “Exhibit 1”. 

The HOA CC&Rs Article 4.2 in part state: 

…provided how-ever, that if there is a conflict between the By-Laws and 
this Declaration, the terms and provisions of this Declaration shall prevail…  

The Applicant’s 226-page filing in the public record as “Attachment to Report dated 6-
22-21 - Application Attachments and Supporting Materials” submitted as evidence to this
Council contains misleading information.  Beginning on Page 122/226, which should contain the
HOA CC&Rs and Four Recorded Amendments thereto, it does not!  The shamefully inserted
CC&Rs in this application contain missing pages.  Specifically, the four amendments were



swapped-out with a meaningless resolution that never became the Fifth Amendment to the HOA 
CC&Rs.  The Resolution relies on the “HOA’s Eighth By-Law” as their authority for creating 
the Resolution to open this tainted application, which is an unfounded and unreliable basis to 
create such document that mimics and imitates a real HOA CC&R Amendment. 

The January 24, 2020, Resolution is NOT a Numbered Amendment to the actual HOA 
CC&Rs, effectively useless and can only be compared to counterfeit currency, if ever in conflict 
with the HOA CC&Rs and Amendments thereto. 

Additionally, the HOA CC&R’s Article 2.16 conclusively states: 

“Those Streets (including sidewalks) designated as “Private Streets” on the 
Condominium Plan are streets not dedicated to the public but which shall be used 
for all purposes as though they were streets so dedicated.  The use of said Streets 
shall remain in effect so long as the covenants and conditions of this Deceleration 
shall remain in effect, and thereafter…” 

This HOA CC&R’s Article 2.16 restriction effectively prevents any Applicant from 
‘privatizing the private streets’ and treating the private streets in a manner that is inconsistent 
with “streets not dedicated to the public, but which shall be used for all purposes as tough they 
were streets so dedicated”. 

Furthermore, the Applicant continues to mislead the reader with nonsensical narrative on 
page 97/226 in the open application by priming and coxing the reader with false language 
claiming the HOA ‘Private Streets (and Sidewalks)’ are ‘Common Area’, which is an untrue 
and unfounded statement.  The Streets (and Sidewalks) are deemed “HOA Association 
Area”, very different from “HOA Common Area”. 

HOA CC&R’s Article 2.6 conclusively defines two  specific exceptions to ‘Common 
Area’ including both the Residences and Streets and in part reads: 

Article 2.6: “ ‘Common Area’ shall mean the entire project, excepting those 
potions of thereof which lie within the boundaries of any unit, on the 
Condominium Plan for the Project, and excepting dedicated streets…” 

I have repeatedly, respectfully, and rightfully asked the HOA and their  num  
times for an explanation to my above stated contention and they ignore me and will not respond 
to me privately or publicly. 

Maybe the HOA will explain themselves to you about this issue.  If they do not, or if you 
find their explanation ridiculous, I respectfully request that this application number VAC – 
E1401394 be DENIED… 








































































































