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June 3, 2025

TO: Maren Gamboa, City Planner/Hearing Officer
Marin.Gamboa@lacity.org

Dear Hearing Officer Gamboa and City Planning Commission,

While we support the construction of low-income housing on our corridors, we oppose losing this
community, which is a special oasis, a little road with many shade trees nestled behind
businesses on this very busy boulevard. Approximately low income 15 families would be
displaced. Tenants also attended our Planning and Land Use Committee meeting on May 13,
2025, and we share their concern regarding the demolition of their community of rental homes
with trees and gardens. As a neighborhood council we want what is best for our neighborhoods
and its stakeholders.

A representative of our Planning and Land Use Committee attended the Public Hearing for this
case on April 22, 2025 and listened to the concerns of many of these low-income families who
rent/occupy the bungalows on this property. These residents, displaced by this construction will
have a long wait for right of return to a living situation that would not be comparable, given that
these are not apartment dwellers. Children would be displaced from their schools, and the rental
market is very difficult to find family-appropriate comparable housing while this project is being
built.

Furthermore, we are a very low tree canopy area of the city, and at least 18 mature trees will be
removed, including a mature California black walnut, which though not considered protected by
the City of Los Angeles, it is still a threatened rare species under CEQA. Furthermore, the
applicant is asking to have waived the planting 42 required trees, and would only plant 29, not in
the ground but on a second story. This deprives our community of shade.

We are writing of our concern regarding the fate of the tenants, the trees, the environmental loss,
and also the density of this project that is crowding 168 units with 99 parking spaces into an
awkward configuration with a dog leg entrance to the apartments, which are situated behind a
commercial storeroom building that fronts Sherman Way. We have concerns about the
ingress/egress on busy Sherman Way. This configuration is not how we would plan our
community. We do not want to see the loss of this little respite from the bustle of the busy
commercial corridor, nor do we want the congestion this development would produce. This is
not an appropriate way to solve the housing crisis, and at our June 2, 2025 regular meeting our
Board voted to support this letter.

Sincerely,

Jessica Russell, Chair
Greater Valley Glen Neighborhood Council Planning and Land Use Committee



