
 
Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #3 

February 24, 2022, 5.00 – 6.30pm (via Zoom) 

Meeting Summary 
 
CAC Attendees  
East Los Angeles 
Alberto Caracoza - Acaracoza@gmail.com  - Not present 
Ariana Rodriguez (Vision City Terrace) - arianar619@gmail.com - Present 
Pamela Agustin-Anguiano - pamela@eastsideleads.org -Present 
Florence-Firestone 
Steve Quinonez - carlitosauto@yahoo.com - Present 
Walnut Park 
Milton Hernandez Nimatuj - nimatuj@cbecal.org- Present 
Melissa Gonzalez - melissagonzalez711@gmail.com – Present 
Esteban Garcia - esteban.garcia.gar@gmail.com - Present 
East Rancho Dominguez 
Sinetta Farley - erdominguezca@yahoo.com - Not present 
West Athens-Westmont 
Judy Calvin - happyjec@yahoo.com – Present  
 
Project team Attendees 
LA County DRP 
Patricia Hachiya, Tina Fung, Erica Gutierrez, Christina Tran, Tahirah Farris, Richard Marshalian, Leon 
Freeman 

Dudek 
Asha Bleier, Danielle Berger, Sarah Corder 

 
MEETING SUMMARY 
The CAC meeting #3 provided an overview of the Metro Area Plan’s outreach efforts and Round 1 results, 
including shared values and challenges, for the two (2) online introductory workshops, six (6) online 
visioning workshops, four (4) in-person open houses, online survey, and two (2) ongoing outreach 
stations at LA County Libraries. During the meeting, CAC members were also introduced to the Metro 
Area Plan Historic Context Statement research (overview slides attached). The following information 
summarizes the feedback received during CAC meeting #3: 
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1. Desire for regularly scheduled meetings and adequate time to review content prior to the 
meetings and deadlines for feedback.  
 

2. Discussion on how the 500 ft. buffer was determined for industrial zoning. 500 ft. is the buffer 
typically used for agricultural, noise, and other studies and what is currently in the green zones. 
This map supports the 500 ft buffer: https://500ft.psr-la.org/ 
 

3. Discussion on what happens to existing uses that become “non-conforming” and how existing 
used will need to “clean up” their business to become conforming.  
 

4. Discussion on the consideration of publicly owned spaces such as a portion of a park or school 
parking lot for gastro villages. The County noted public properties are harder to allow private 
businesses and the focus is on how to regulate on private properties at this time. As a follow-up, 
there was a suggestions to contact the LA Street Vendor Campaign and the California Street 
Vendors Coalition as resources. For privately owned land to become accessible to street vendors, 
the private property owner would need to apply through DRP.  
 

5. Discussion of how residents and businesses are “noticed” of businesses coming in and comments 
were made that the 500 ft. notice buffer is too small. Follow-up comments noted expanding 
nearby universities and community concern over expansion. 
 

6. Discussion regarding housing upzoning and what role can CAC members play in realizing more 
affordable housing. With the County looking at zoning regulations, e.g. in Florence Firestone 
through the TOD specific plan process, the County is putting in open space requirements and 
other design requirements that didn’t exist previously for multi-family housing developments that 
are being approved by-right. There is an opportunity to influence if CAC members have thoughts 
about that.  
 

7. Discussion about DRP’s release on Feb 10 of a notice that a new market study showed that some 
of the MAP communities could potentially support inclusionary housing requirements. The notice 
read: “In approving the Inclusionary Housing Ordinance, the Board of Supervisors directed DRP to 
update the feasibility study after one year to assess whether the requirements could be applied 
to project types in communities where they were not initially found to be feasible. The draft 
market conditions update below examines recent trends to conclude that changes in market 
conditions support conducting a new economic feasibility study at this time.” CAC members were 
curious how the Metro Area Plan incorporate inclusionary housing and if they can get someone 
from housing policy team to talk about that topic.    



 
 
    

 
ATTACHMENT A: OVERVIEW PRESENTATION SLIDES 

 

 

 
 
 



 
 
    

 
 
 
 



 
 
    

 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
    

 
 
 



 
 
    

 



 
 
    

 
 
 

 
 



 
 
    

 



 
 
    

 
 

 



 
 
    

 
 

 



 
 
    

 
 

 



 
 
    

 
 

 



 
 
    

 

 


