
Michael Norberg, Hearing Officer 
City of Pasadena 
c/o Planner Katherine Moran 
 
 
Re:  Single-Family Compatibility Permit #7015 
 1200 South Oak Knoll Ave. 
 Hearing: October 5, 2022 
 
 
Dear Mr. Norberg, 

 

I reside at  Oak Knoll Ave., which is adjacent on the Northside of the property on which the 

proposed structure will be built.  I respectfully oppose the Compatibility Permit Application for the 

reasons discussed below. 

The City of Pasadena’s General Plan contains policies on many aspects of residential development, 

including Neighborhood Compatibility.  These policies have led to recommended guidelines for property 

development in the City.  The City also encourages public input on proposed development plans as a 

means to preserve and enhance the character of established neighborhoods. While the City of Pasadena 

has not codified these guidelines, many other cities in California have- and I urge you to consider some 

of them to maintain Neighborhood Compatibility. 

The proposed project is located in a very special, historic neighborhood comprised of many homes that 

are integral to Pasadena’s architectural history and were designed by Southern California’s most 

respected architects. The four houses located at 1200, 1190, 1180, and 1150 South Oak Knoll were all 

built in 1915.  They were designed in harmony with each other in a clear plumb line (Exhibit 2), which 

maximizes the views from each house without impeding on one another. The architect at 1190, George 

Lawrence Stinson (at the time famous for his recent masterpiece, the Wrigley Mansion), also had a 

compatible relationship with the owners at 1200, as years later he worked on the remodel.  The 

proposed project is a strong divergence from the architects’ original intent of harmony and equilibrium 

between the adjacent households, and thus we object to it.    

Privacy.  I object to the proposed project because it results in a second-story extension that will be very 

close to the property line, infringe on our privacy, and overlook our backyard.  As demonstrated by 

Exhibit 1, the existing structure was clearly designed so that it is in line with the back of our home.  

However, the second-story extension would result in massive wall-like structure on the property line 

with at least three additional windows overlooking our backyard and infringing on our privacy. There are 

some privacy considerations other cities have codified that highlight this point. 

From the City of Santa Barbara Good Neighbor Guidelines (Exhibit 4): 



 

 From the City of San Marino Good Neighbor Guide (Exhibit 5): 

 

Incompatible Addition.  I object to the Staff’s support for the excess Neighborhood Compatibility floor 

area to the extent of 785 square feet because the proposed second-story extension is not compatible 

with the other homes on the block.  As demonstrated in Exhibit 2, all four homes built in 1915 are 

intentionally designed and situated so as to minimize any encroachment by the adjacent homes and to 

preserve views and space between homes on the properties.  In addition, as demonstrated by Exhibit 3, 

the proposed second-story addition will impact the natural light on my property, partially obstruct my 

southern view, and block sunlight from my backyard. These are such considerations other cities have 

codified as well.   

 

From the City of San Marino Good Neighbor Guide (Exhibit 5): 



 

  



 

From the City of Santa Barbara Good Neighbor Guidelines (Exhibit 4): 

 

 



 

While I have only briefly met our new neighbors to the south, I see them to be very kind and decent 

people and I offer my sincerest apologies for the inconvenience of this hearing.  I understand their 

reasons for wishing to expand their home and have no objection with most of their project.  If they wish 

to build a one-story addition on the northwest wing, I am more than willing to look at this reasonable 

compromise.  As the project currently stands, I object to it due to its invasion of my privacy, the 

interruption of my sightlines, and its divergence from the historical intent of the original architects.   

 

       Sincerely, 

 

       Dee Dee Moffat Brewer 

 



EXHIBIT 1 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 





EXHIBIT 3 

 

 

  



EXHIBIT 4 

 

 

 

 



 

 



 



 

 



 

 



 

 

  



EXHIBIT 5 

 

 

 



 



 



 

 



 

 




