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!3 APR ES PH 2‘ 56 : Appeal of Planning Commission Decision/Rehearing: $1,220.00
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APPLICATION FOR APPEAL, REHEARING, OR REVIEW
Applicant Name* _Jonathan Atha - President, Catalina Shores Homeownets Association
Address ______ 391 Catalina Shore Drive, Costa Mesa, CA 92627
Phone 949-820-8942 Representing _Catalina Shores Homeowners Association

REQUESTFOR: [] REHEARING K APPEAL [ ] REVIEW™

Decision of which appeal, rehearing, or review is requested: (give application number, if applicable, and the date of the
decision, If known.)

Planning Application PA-13-04 to construct a 14-unit, wo-story detached single-family residential development.
Tentative TractMap No. 47648 . - - .- 5
Address?.2157 &rid 2158 Tustin Avenue

Decision Rendered by the Planning Commisslon on Apnil 8, 2015.

Decision by: Costa Mesa Planning Cofmmission
Reasons for requesting appeal, rehearing, or review.

On Monday April 8, 2013 the Costa-Mesa Planning Camhwis_éian-apprcved' a variance and two significant administrative
adjustments.for a proposed development of-a premier property in Eastslde Costa Mesa. There were approximately 12-1 5
local residents who expressec significant concefns with s_afe@y- and density of the plan at the hearing.

Thé propoesed E:ieyeio;jmént 's’_rr,etqhs,s,éity. réq;ui'ré,m_gg'n'ts fo‘bérs fnih}mum_s and further requires two significant administrative
adjustments In an ‘éffort 1o gchieve maximurm allowable denslty on a property that cannot adeguately accommodate the
design. - o 4 :

We belisve that the G_orhml_séion inadvertenily erred-in relaxing the City's Regulations and Deslgn Guidefines based on the
explanation of detsrmifiing facters in theif decision. ) _

. Thie explanation failed to address the two primary issues of Safety and Density focusing primarlfy on temporary and
less sigaificant mettars. _ e L .

- The exglanafion cited 2 theoretical scenarlo based on what might have happened with a different property owner/
developer hat tiimately is canjectiral.and not applicelile to the matter in consideration.

- The deveioper in his febuttal errorisgusly stated that he would be withir his rights to build a less-attractive apartment-
style complex that would riot be subjedt to. Commilssion approval, This prospect was accepted and referenced as a
factor In the-Cofmmission’s detision but was not verified to be accurate:

it s with these thoughts in mind that We sincarely hiape that you will find it worthwhile for further consideration as to how this
property might bettsr be developed In order to retain the safety and spacial nature of our neighborhood.

N _ . ] 2
Date:  April 15,2018 i Signature: 7 /W s

*If you are senving as the agent for ancther person, please tdenli%ﬁson you represent and provide proof of authorization,
wReaview may be requested only by Planning Commission, Planning Commission Member, City Gouncil, or City Council Member

For offfoe use only — do not writa below this fine

SCHEDULED FOR THE CITY COUNCIL/PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF:
If appeal, rehearing, or review is for a person of body other.than Clly Council/Planning Commission, date of hearing of

appes!. rehearing. or review:
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