
Your Community Impact Statement has been successfully submitted to City Council and
Committees. 

If you have questions and/or concerns, please contact the Department of Neighborhood
Empowerment at NCSupport@lacity.org. 

This is an automated response, please do not reply to this email. 

Contact Information 
Neighborhood Council: Encino Neighborhood Council 
Name: Patricia Bates 
Phone Number: 8184250962 
Email: batesbird@gmaill.com 
The Board approved this CIS by a vote of: Yea(14) Nay(2) Abstain(4) Ineligible(0) Recusal(0) 
Date of NC Board Action: 09/22/2021 
Type of NC Board Action: For 

Impact Information
Date: 10/18/2021 
Update to a Previous Input: Yes 
Directed To: City Council and Committees 
Council File Number: 20-0668 
Agenda Date: 
Item Number: 
Summary: Encino Neighborhood Council supplemental Community Impact Statement in favor of
Map K 2.5 Amendment 1, as modified to include the Sepulveda Basin in the same proposed Los
Angeles City Council District as the rest of Encino. Please see attachment detailing reasons for the
updated submittal and description of board discussion of the item. 
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Encino Neighborhood Council supplemental Community Impact Statement in favor of Map K 2.5
Amendment 1, as modified to include the Sepulveda Basin in the same proposed Los Angeles City

Council District as the rest of Encino

A Community Impact Statement (CIS) was filed on September 23, 2021 stating that the Encino
Neighborhood Council (ENC) and Community, being defined geographically as Mulholland Drive on the
South, Victory Boulevard to the North, the 405 San Diego Freeway to the East, and Lindley Avenue to the
West, kindly requests that the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission take the following into
account for redistricting: When given the choice between Redistricting Partners plans (maps) B2 and C2,
the Encino Neighborhood Council clearly prefers Map Concept (Plan) C2 for Encino.

We note that there was discussion of the various options among the ENC board members at the
meeting. Two members voted against the C option, stating that they preferred to be in an East-leaning
district, and four voted to abstain, feeling they did not have sufficient information, and the motion was
approved by a majority of 14 members.

Subsequent to the release of Maps A through D, Maps designated E through L were released by the
LACCRC, including “Corrected K” and K-2.  Map Plans J and K, with respect to Encino, incorporate the
same boundaries and general geographic placement as Map Plan C2. Map Plans I, J, and K all incorporate
some modifications to communities other than Encino, which are not addressed by the ENC.

The ENC filed a supplement to its original CIS to make clear the connection between the originally
preferred plan, C2, and its successors J, K, and in part “K Corrected” and K2 (both “corrected K” and K2
separated the Sepulveda Basin from Encino, thus dividing its Neighborhood Council territory). The
supplement reiterated the preference of the ENC for Plan C2, and that Encino’s boundaries are defined
geographically as Mulholland Drive on the South, Victory Boulevard to the North, the 405 San Diego
Freeway to the East, and Lindley Avenue to the West. The supplement further noted that the Sepulveda
Basin is clearly included in Encino NC’s area and ought to be included in the same Council District as the
rest of Encino. Kindly refer to the included Encino Neighborhood Council certified map.

At the LACCRC meeting on October 13, 2021, the LACCRC made a change to Map K 2.5 (Amendment 1)
placing the Sepulveda Basin in the same proposed City Council District (3) as Encino, and thus
incorporating exactly the same boundaries and general geographic placement as Map Plan C2 with
respect to Encino.  It was noted that this change was the result of significant amounts of public comment
requesting that the Sepulveda Basin be included in the same district as Encino and we thank the
Commission for doing so.
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