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File No.04-1880
TO THE COUNCIL OF THE

CITY OF LOS ANGELES

Your BUDGET AND FINANCE Committee

reports as follows:

BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT relative to additional staffing for the Northeast
Los Angeles lnterim Control Ordinance.

Recommendations for Council action:

CONCUR with the recommendation of the Personnel Committee to note and file the City
Administrative Offlcer (CAO) report relative to a Planning Department request for additional
staffing to implement the Northeast Los Angeles lnterim Control Ordinance, dated
November 28,2006, inasmuch as the Planning Department has indicated that the work has
been absorbed by a Planning Associate within existing resources to staff the project.

2. CONCUR with the recommendation of the Personnel Committee to note and file the CAO
report relative to a Five-Year History of Position Authorities Granted to the Department of
City Planning for Short-Term Projects, dated June 5, 2007, inasmuch as the report is
submitted for information only and no further Council action is necessary.

3. INSTRUCT the Planning Department to

(a) Facilitate the Department's fee study aimed at achieving full cost recovery for City
services dealing with the planning process;

(b) Create an Enterprise Fund for the receipt of fee revenues, to aid the Department in its
budgetary process.

Fiscal lmpact Statement: The CAO reports that adoption of these recommendations will have no
fiscal impact and complies with the City's Financial Policies.

Communitv lmpact Statement: None submitted

SUMMARY

At its meeting of March 24, 2008, the Budget and Finance Committee considered CAO reports
relative to a Planning Department request for additional staffing for the Northeast Los Angeles
lnterim Control Ordinance, dated November 28,2006, and a five-year history of position authorities
granted to the Planning Department for short-term projects, dated June 5, 2007. The Budget and
Finance,Committee concurred with the recommendation of the Personnel Committee to note and
file both CAO reports. Relative to the request for additional staffing, the Planning Department
advised that the work had been absorbed by a Planning Associate within existing resources to staff
the project; relative to the five-year history of position authorities granted to the Planning
Department for shortterm projects, the Committee also recommended to note and file inasmuch as
the report was submitted for information only and no further Council action in necessary.

L
q
Y
\.

E
f-o€()
o
:=oc:oo
o
E'oBc
gt
E

1



During the Committee discussion, Councilmember Greuel reported that the Resolution Authority for
one City Planner working on the Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Character Ordinance needed to
be continued into 2008-09. ln the CAO report, dated June 5, 2007, the CAO reports that three
positions have been added to the Planning Budget to handle specific short-term projects. All of
these positions were given resolution position authority, but none of the positions has since been
eliminated. The CAO reports that the Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Character Ordinance
position, which is General Funded, will develop regulations to enact on a permanent basis those
currently in place through an interim control ordinance. The CAO report states that it is anticipated
that the Ordinance will be adopted in September 2007. Councilmember Greuel reported that the
permanent regulations are expected to be enacted in September 2008, and therefore, the resolution
position authority needs to be continued into 2008-09 because there is more work to be done in the
next fiscal year.

The Budget and Finance Committee concurred with the recommendation of the Personnel
Committee to note and file the CAO reports relative to a request for a City Planner position authority
to implement the Northeast Los Angeles lCO, inasmuch as the work has been absorbed by a
Planning Associate within existing resources to staff the project; and a five-year history of position
authorities granted to the Planning Department for short-term projects, inasmuch as the report is
submitted for information only and no further Council action is necessary. This matter is now
forwarded to the Councilfor its consideration.

Respectfully submitted,

BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE

MEMBER
PARKS;
GREUEL:
SMITH:
ROSENDAHL:
HUIZAR:
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#0418808

VOTE
YES
YES
ABSENT
YES
ABSENT

R(f
ADOPTED* o'runf li^foffi
Se a er*-trdlo r'f saoJ

L()s Ai{GEIES CITY C(}Ul{Clt



VERBAL MOTION

I HEREBY MOVE that Council INCLUDE in the 2008-09 Proposed Budget a

request for employment authority for one unfunded position of City Planner in the City Planning
Department.

PRESENTED BY
ED REYES
Councilmember, 1't District

PRESENTED BY
TOM LABONGE
Councilmember, 4th District

May 13, 2008
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File No.04-1880
TO THE COUNCIL OF THE

CITY OF LOS ANGELES

Your PERSONNEL Committee

reports as follows:

PERSONNEL COMMITTEE REPORT relative to additional staffing for the Northeast Los Angeles
lnterim Control Ordinance.

Recommendations for Council action

NOTE and FILE the City Administrative Offlcer (CAO) report relative to a Planning
Department request for additional staffing to implement the Northeast Los Angeles lnterim
Control Ordinance dated November 28,2006, inasmuch as the Planning Department has
indicated that the work has been absorbed by a Planning Associate within existing resources
to staff the project.

NOTE and FILE the CAO report relative to a Five-Year History of Position Authorities
Granted to the Department of City Planning for Short-Term Projects, dated June 5, 2007,
inasmuch as the report is submitted for information only and no further Council action is
necessary.

Fiscal lmpapl Stelemeot: Not applicable

Community Impact Statement: None submitted

Summary:

At its March 5, 2008 meeting, your Committee considered CAO reports relative to a Planning
Department requestfor additional staffing forthe Northeast LosAngeles lnterim ControlOrdinance,
dated November 28, 2006, and a five-year history of position authorities granted to the Planning
Department for short-term projects, dated June 5, 2OO7 . ln the CAO report, dated June 5, 2007, the
CAO reports that three positions have been added to the Planning Budget to handle specific short-
term projects. All of these positions were given resolution position authority, but none of the
positions has since been eliminated. The CAO reports that the Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood
Character Ordinance position, which is General Funded, will develop regulations to enact on a
permanent basis those currently in place through an interim control ordinance. The CAO report
states that it is anticipated that the Ordinance will be adopted in September 2007.

During the discussion of this item, the CAO representative provided an overview of this matter and
responded to related questions from the Committee members. After additional discussion and
offering the opportunity for public comment, the Personnel Committee recommended to note and file
the CAO reports, as reflected above.
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This matter is now forwarded to the Council for its consideration

Respectfully su bm itted,

PERSONNEL COMMITT

MEMBER
ZINE:
CARDENAS
PARKS :

MLE
#041880.doc
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TO THE COUNCIL OF THE
GITY OF LOS ANGELES

F|LE NO.04-1880

Your PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT Gommittee

reports as follows:

PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE REPORT relative to statfing for the Northeast Los
Angeles lnterim Control Ordinance (NELA ICO).

Recommendations for Council action:

INSTRUCT the City Administrative Officer (CAO) to report back to Council on additional staffing for the
NELA lCO, inasmuch as the resolution authority for the position expired on June 30,2007.

2. NOTE and FILE the June 5, 2007, CAO report relative to a Five-Year History of Position Authorities
Granted to the Department of City Planning for Short-Term Projects, inasmuch as the report is
submitted for information only and no further Council action is necessary.

Fiscal lmpact Statement:: The CAO reports inat adoption of these recommendations will have no fiscal impact
and complies with the City's Financial Policies.

Communitv lmpact Statement: None Submitted

Summary:

On November 10, 2006, the Northeast Los Angeles lnterim Control Ordinance No. 178102 (NELA ICO),
became effective for various portions within the Northeast Community Plan located in: Subarea(s) I - Mt.
Olympus, generally bounded by Griffin Avenue to the west; Griffin Avenue, Avenue 39, Bernice Place,
Montecito Drive, and Roberta Street to the north; Sierra Street and Alta Street to the east; and Fenn Street,
Prewett Street, Abrigo Avenue and Pomona Street to the south. Paradise Hill generally bounded by Eva
Terrace to the west; Gillig Avenue and Rising Drive to the north; Amethyst Street and Onyx Drive to the east;
and Altura Street and Onyx Drive to the south. Rose Hills generally bounded by Roberta Street to the north,
Reynolds Avenue to the east, and Luther Street to the south. A small parcel bounded by Avenue 43 to the
south and west, Latona Avenue to the north, and Montecito Drive to the east; Subarea ll - El Sereno, generally
bounded by Soto Street and Huntington Drive to the west, Turquoise Street and Cato Street to the north,
Kewanee Street to the east, and Multinomah Street to the south; and Subarea lll - Monterey Hills, generally
bounded by Collis Avenue to the east; the City of South Pasadena to the north, Potrola Avenue to the east,
and Edison Street and Novgorod Street to the south.

At its meeting held February 12, 2008, the Planning and Land Use Management (PLUM) Committee
considered a City Administrative Officer (CAO) report dated June 5, 2007' and reconsidered a CAO report
dated November 28, 2006.

ln reconsidering the CAO report dated November 28, 2006, relative to the Planning Department's request for
additional staffing for the NELA !CO, the PLUM Committee took the following actions:

The PLUM Committee revised its previously recommended actions, and recommended that the CAO
report back to Council on additional staffing for the Northeast Los Angeles lnterim Control Ordinance
(NELA ICO), inasmuch as the resolution authority for the position expired on June 30,2007.

1



ln considering the June 5, 2007, CAO report relative to a to a five-year history of positions authorities granted
to the Department of City Planning for short-term projects, the PLUM Committee took the following action:

The PLUM Committee recommended to note and file this report, as recommended by the CAO,
inasmuch as this report was provided for information only.

Copies of the CAO reports are contained in Council file No. 04-1880. Since this matter was also referred to the
Personnel and Budget and Finance Committees, a copy of the PLUM Committee actions was transmitted to
the Personnel Committee with copy to Budget and Finance Committee on February 26,2008, for their review
and recommendation to Council.

Respectfully submitted,
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COUNC]L VOTE

May 13 , 2008 11:15:53 AM,

ITEM NO. (9)
Adopt as Amended
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I CnO reports relative to additional staffing for the implementation of the Northeast
Los Angeles lnterim Control Ordinance. (At its meeting held February 12,2008,
the Planning and Land Use Management Committee took various actions.
Also referred to the Budget and Finance Gommittee)

Fiscal lmpact Statement submitted: Yes

DISPOSITION \Jsr h -\\- CA,D rLpo$s

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC ON ITEMS OF PUBL]C INTEREST
IS COMMITT ER JURISD

Personnel Commiftee
Wednesday - March 5, 2008
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cF 04-1880
CDsl&14

February 29,2008

Karen L. Sisson, City Administrative Officer
200 North Main Street
Room 1500, CHE
Mail Stop #130

Attn: Madeleine Rackley

RE: CITY ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER (CAO) REPORTS REGARDING ADDITIONAL STAFFING
FOR THE NORTHEAST LOS ANGELES INTERIM CONTROL ORDINANCE

At its meeting held February 12, 2008, the Planning and Land Use Management (PLUM) Committee
considered a CAO report dated June 5, 2007, and reconsidered a CAO report dated November 28, 2006. (Also

referred to Personnel and Budget and Finance Committees)

ln reconsidering the November 28,2006, CAO report, the PLUM Committee took the following actions:

The PLUM Committee revised its previously recommended actions, and recommended that the CAO

report back to Council on additional staffing for the Northeast Los Angeles Interim Control Ordinance
(NESA ICO), inasmuch as the resolution authority for the position expired on June 30,2007.

!n considering the June 5, 2007, CAO report, the PLUM Committee took the following action:

The PLUM Committee recommended to note and file this report, as recommended by the CAO,
inasmuch as this report was provided for information only.

Please provide to the Council, an original and one copy of your report revising the November 26, 2006, CAO

report and reevaluating the need for additional staffing for the NELA lCO. Also, reference Council File No. 04-

1880.

Sincerely,

Greaves
l-egislative Assistant
Planning and Land Use
Management Committee, 213-978-1 068

#041 88oltrf
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cF 04-1880
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February 26,2008

Councilmember Dennis Zine, Chair
Personnel Committee
Attn: Maria Espinoza

RE: CITY ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER (CAO) REPORTS REGARDING ADDITIONAL STAFFING
FOR THE NORTHEAST LOS ANGELES INTERIM CONTROL ORDINANCE

At its meeting held February 12, 2008, the Planning and Land Use Management (PLUM)

Committee considered a CAO report dated June 5, 2007, and reconsidered a CAO report dated
November 28,2006. (Also referred to Personnel and Budget and Finance Committees)

ln reconsidering the November 28, 2006, CAO report, the PLUM Committee took the following
actions:

The PLUM Committee revised its previously recommended actions, and recommended
that the CAO report back to Council on additional staffing for the Northeast Los Angeles
lnterim Control Ordinance, inasmuch as the resolution authority for the position expired
on June 30,2007.

ln considering the June 5, 2007, CAO report, the PLUM Committee took the following action:

The PLUM Committee recommended to note and file this report, as recommended by
the CAO, inasmuch as this report was provided for information only.

Once your Personnel Committee has finished its review and disposition on these two CAO

reports, please foruard lhig matter-to Bu-qget and Flnance Committee.

Sincerely,

Barbara Greaves
Legislative Assistant
Planning and Land Use
Management Committee, 213-97 8- 1 068

Attachment: CAO reports dated 6-5-07 and 11-28-06
cc: Budget and Finance Committee

Attn: Lauraine Braithwaite

s{.J}rs'
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REPORT FROM

OFFICE OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

Date:

To:

From:

June 5, 2007

The Personnel Committee

Karen L. Sisson, City Administrative Officer

CAO File No.
CouncilFile No
Council District:

0220-04251-0001
04-1 880

-#r
Reference: February 7,2007 request from the Personnel Committee for a report

Subject: FIVE.YEAR HISTORY OF POSITION AUTHORITIES GRANTED TO THE
DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING FOR SHORT.TERM PROJECTS

SUMMARY

On February7,2007, the Personnel Committee (Committee) considered a report from this Office
recommending that the Council approve resolution authority for one City Planner position in the
Department of City Planning (Planning) to implement the Northeast Los Angeles lnterim Control
Ordinance. During its discussion of this request, the Committee asked this Office to report on the
status of positions that have been added in the prior five years in order to implement interim control
ordinances and other short-term planning projects, and on whetherthese positions have continued to
be authorized even after the initial projects were completed. A total of 16 positions have been
authorized to handle these short term projects, although of these only three are associated with
specific projects. None of these positions has been eliminated.

Positions to Address Onqoing Needs

There are several types of planning projects that are short-term in nature. Examples include the
development of community plans, specific plans, historic preseruation overlay zones, and interim
control ordinances. While the projects themselves are short-term in nature, there is an ongoing
supply of new projects in these categories. Therefore, Planning has staff that is dedicated to
addressing the workload from the ongoing supply of these short-term projects.

Over the past five years, a total of 13 positions were added to Planning for this purpose. All of these
positions continue to be authorized. Seven positions were added for community plans, including five
positions in 2005-06, and two positions in 2007-08. Two positions were added for historic
preservation overlay zones, one in 2005-06 and one in 2006-07. Four positions were added in 2006-
07 for interim control ordinances and specific plans.

Positions to Address Specific Proiects

Three positions have also been added to the Planning Budget in the last five years to handle specific

PLANNING & LAND
USE fuIAI{AGEMENT

PERSONNEi-
JUN 7 2oo7 
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CA( No.

0220-04251-0001
PAGE
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short-term projects. All three of these positions were given resolution position authority, but none of
the three has since been eliminated. The positions, and their associated projects, are as follows:

lnitial
Position
City Planning Assoc.
City Planning Assoc.
City Planning Assoc.

Approval
Jan. 2006
Feb.2006
Feb. 2006

Proiect
San Pedro Downtown /Waterfront Community Design Overlay
Glassell Park / Cypress Park Community Design Overlay
Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Character Ordinance

The San Pedro Downtown / Waterfront Community Design Overlay position is fully reimbursed by the
Community Redevelopment Agency. This project is anticipated-to be completed by March 2008. The
Glassell Park I Cypress Park Community Design Overlay position is General Funded. A portion of
this project, the development of the Fletcher Square lnterim Control Ordinance, was completed and
adopted in January 2007.lt is anticipated that the Community Design Overlay will be completed by
June 2008. The Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Character Ordinance position, which is also
General Funded, will develop regulations to enact on a permanent basis those currently in place
through an interim control ordinance. The Ordinance is anticipated to be adopted in
September 2007.

Since all three of these projects are anticipated to be completed during 2007-08, the position
authorities should not need to be continued in 2008-09. Planning, however, may request in its
2008-09 Budget that these positions be continued to handle cases specific to the new regulations or
plans enacted through these three projects. Any such request should be evaluated in the context of
the 2008-09 Budget and take into account Planning's enhanced ability to address its case processing
workload due to the addition of 34 position authorities for case processing in the 2007-08 Budget.

RECOMMENDATION

Note and File this report.

FISCAL IMPAGT STATEMENT

Adoption of the recommendation in this report has no fiscal impact and complies with the City's
Financial Policies.

KLS:JWW:02070275c



REPORT FRoM

OFFICE OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

Date

To:

From:

November 28, 2006

The Planning and Land Use Management Com

William T Fujioka, City Administrative Officer

CAO Flle No. 0220-04251-0000
Council Flle No. 04-1880
CouncilDlstrlct: 1 and 14

Reference: Communication from the Planning and Land Use Management Committee dated
July 13, 2006

Subject: PLANNING DEPARTMENT REQUEST FOR ADDITTONAL STAFFING FOR THE
NORTHEAST LOS ANGELES INTERIM GONTROL ORDINANCE

SUMMARY

On November 8, 2006, the City Council adopted an lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO) imposing
regulations for the issuance of building, grading, and foundation permits for any buitding that wilt
result in an increase in the floor area or require grading work that requires a grading permiifor lots in
various hillside portions of the Northeast Community Plan Area (C.F. O4-1880). For the impacted
areas, the ordinance is intended to ensure the:

o Minimization of grading and soil erosion;
o Protection of ridgelines and landforms;
o Protection of plant life and wildlife;
. Appropriate scale of hillside development; and,
. Adequate access for residents and emergency vehicles.

The ICO will expire one year following its effective date and may be extended by the Council for two
additional 180-day periods. During the period of the ICO the Planning Department (Planning) will
review and update relevant documents, plans, and analyses to make permanent the short-term goals
of the lCO.

As part of its report recommending adoption of the ICO dated July 7, 2006, the City planning
Commission advised that a new City Planner position would be required to implement the ordinance.
On July 13,2006, the Planning and Land Use Management Committee requested this Office to
prepare a report with recommendations related to this proposed staffing.

Staffinq

ln order to implement the lCO, Planning has requested position authority for one City Planner, who
would have several responsibilities, including: pLANNING & LAND

USE MANAGEMENT

PERSONNEL
BUDGET & FINANCE
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o Directing and supervising the preparation of the specific Plan for the Northeast Hiltside lcotarget areas;

' Directing and supervising the possible amendmentof the Specific plan forMountWashington
- Glassell Park;

. Assessing and directing assessment of environmental issues;o The likely preparation of an Environmental lmpact statementj and,o Meeting with community groups, neighborhood associations, devetopers, c1y agencies, anddecision makers to keep them informed and involved throug-hortin" irp6r"itriion-pro."rr.
The Personnel Department reviewed the proposed duties, responsibilities, and reporting lines of thisposition, and determined that they are appropriate for the claisification of C1y planner. *:-*- "

This office recommends that council provide Planning with resotution authorityforone C1y planner,
as requested, for the remainder of zboo-oz. The relolution aunoiiy woulo expire at the end of2006-07 unless specifically continued by the Council. As a resolution authority, Councilwould havethe.responsibility to reevaluate and possibly reautnorize th" ffiti;;';. an annual basis. Thisprovides Councilwith the appropriate oversight since the need fbiin" porition is limited in durationand should not be required past the expiralion of tne lco. ln the aolence of dedicated staffing,Planning may not be able to complete the tasks n"..*rrli; i"d pt"#n"nt action to implementthe lCo prior to its expiration, which would defeatir," prrpore of adopting the lCo.

Fundinq

The cost of salary and benefits for one City Planner for six months is approximately $63,000($4Z,0OO for salary and $16,000 for beneflts1. fne ioos-oo Adopted Budget included $500,000 in theUnappropriated Balance for "council-initiited prrnning assignments.v of this total funding, tneunspent $440,000 was re-appropriated to the.Unappiopriit.d Bitance rortne saml;fi;;ursuantto the 2006-07 Budget Resolution. An additionai$fo,ooo l.i:q".glsient in zboo-07-t;aving aremaining balance of $370,000. This Office ,".orr"nds that E+/,OOb be transferred from theUnappropriated Balance, line item for "council-initiated pl"nnint_a99,on-m"nts,,,to cover the salarycosts of this position in 2006-07. Funding for this position in zodz-oe iritt o" considereo Juiing 6rebudget process. The recommended acti6n is in comili.n." with the city,s Financia! policies.

RECOMMENDATIONS

That the city councir, subject to the approvar of the Mayor:

1' Resolve that emptoyment authority for onecity Planner, class code 7944,in the planning
Department for a period through June 30, zooi is approved, suulect to position altocation bythe Personnel Department; and,

2' lnstruct the controller to transfer $47,ooo from the Unappropriated Balance, Fund No.100/58, Account No. 0174 entifled Council-lnitiaied planninffisiinments, 
to the Departmentof city Planning, Fund No. 100/68, Account ioio entifled salaries General.

)
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FISGAL IMPACT STATEMENT

The total cost of salary and benefits for one City Planner position for the remainder of Fiscal Year
2006-07 wil! be approximately $63,000 ($42,000 for salary and $1O,0OO for benefits). Funding of
$47,000 for the salary costs is recommended to be transferred from the Unappropriaied Balance,
Iine item for Council-initiated planning assignments, to the Department of City Ptanning's satary
account. There is no additional impact to the General Fund. This recommendation is in compliance
with the City's Financial Policies.
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REPORT FROM

OFFICE OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

Date:

To:

From:

Reference

Subject:

June 5, 2007

The Personnel Committee

Karen L. Sisson, City Administrative Officer ,$f

CAO File No. 0220-04251-0001
Council File No. 04-1880
Council District:

February 7,2007 request from the Personnel Committee for a report

FIVE.YEAR HISTORY OF POSITION AUTHORITIES GRANTED TO THE
DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING FOR SHORT.TERM PROJECTS

SUMMARY

On February 7,2007, the Personnel Committee (Committee) considered a report from this Office
recqmmending that the Council approve resolution authority for one City Planner position in the
Department of City Planning (Planning) to implement the Northeast Los Angeles lnterim Control
Ordinance. During its discussion of this request, the Committee asked this Office to report on the
status of positions that have been added in the prior five years in order to implement interim control
ordinances and other short-term planning projects, and on whether these positions have continued to
be authorized even after the initial projects were completed. A total of 16 positions have been
authorized to handle these short term projects, although of these only three are associated with
specific projects. None of these positions has been eliminated.

Positions to Address Onqoinq Needs

There are several types of planning projects that are short-term in nature. Examples include the
development of community plans, specific plans, historic preservation overlay zones, and interim
control ordinances. While the projects themselves are short-term in nature, there is an ongoing
supply of new projects in these categories. Therefore, Planning has staff that is dedicated to
addressing the workload from the ongoing supply of these short-term projects.

Over the past five years, a total of 13 positions were added to Planning for this purpose. All of these
positions continue to be authorized. Seven positions were added for community plans, including five
positions in 2005-06, and two positions in 2007-08. Two positions were added for historic
preservation overlay zones, one in 2005-06 and one in 2006-07. Four positions were added in 2006-
07 for interim control ordinances and specific plans.

Three positions have also been added tolhe Planning Budget in the last five years to handle specific
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short-term projects. All three of these positions were given resolution position authority, but none of
the three has since been eliminated. The positions, and their associated projects, are as follows:

lnitial
Position
City Planning Assoc
City Planning Assoc
City Planning Assoc

Approval
Jan. 2006
Feb. 2006
Feb. 2006

Proiect
San Pedro Downtown / Waterfront Community Design Overlay
Glassell Park / Cypress Park Community Design Overlay
Su nland-Tuju nga Neigh borhood Character Ord inance

The San Pedro Downtown / Waterfront Community Design Overlay position is fully reimbursed bythe
Community Redevelopment Agency. This project is anticipated to be completed by March 2008. The
Glassell Park lCypress Park Community Design Overlay position is General Funded. A portion of
this project, the development of the Fletcher Square lnterim Control Ordinance, was completed and
adopted in January 2007.|t is anticipated that the Community Design Overlay will be completed by
June 2008. The Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Character Ordinance position, which is also
General Funded, will develop regulations to enact on a permanent basis those currently in place
through an interih control ordinance. The Ordinance is anticipated to be adopted in
September 2007.

Since all three of these projects are anticipated to be completed during 2007-08, the position
authorities should not need to be continued in 2008-09. Planning, however, may request in its
2008-09 Budget that these positions be continued to handle cases specific to the new regulations or
plans enacted through these three projects. Any such request should be evaluated in the context of
the 2008-09 Budget and take into account Planning's enhanced abilityto address its case processing
workload due to the addition of 34 position authorities for case processing in the 2007-08 Budget.

RECOMMENDATION

Note and File this report.

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Adoption of the recommendation in this report has no fiscal impact and complies with the City's
Financial Policies.

KLS:JWW:02070275c
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE
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ROOM 1050, CITY HALL - 2 PM
2OO NORTH SPRING STREET, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

MEMBERS: COUNCILMEMBER DENNIS P. ZINE, CHAIR (/
COUNCILMEMBER TONY CARDENAS +
COUNCILMEMBER HERB J. WESSON, JR. ,/

(Maria L. Espinoza - Legislative Assistant - 213-978-1078 or Maria.Espi .org)

For information regarding the Committee and its operations, contact the Committee
Legislative Assistant at the phone number and/or e-mail address above. The Legislative
Assistant may answer q ue$tions, provide materials, and provide of matters scheduled before
the City Council. Assistive Iistening devices are available at ; upon 72hour advance
notice, other accommodations, such as sign language and translation services will
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City Administrative Officer (CAO) report relative to the Planning Department's
request for additional staff for the Northeast Los Angeles Interim Control
Ordinance. (On January 9,20O7, the Planning and Land Use Management
Gommiftee recommended approval of the GAO recommendations as
amended in Gommittee. Also referred to Budget and Finance Gommittee)

Fiscal lmpact Statement Submitted: Yes
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January 11,2007

Council file No. 04-1880

Councilmember Dennis P. Zine, Chair
Personnel Committee
Room 450, City Hall
Attn: Maria Espinoza

Councilmember Bernard Parks, Chair
Budget and Finance Committee
Room Room 460, City Hall
Attn: Lauraine Braithwaite

Dear Committee Chairs

On January 9,2007, the Planning and Land Use Management (PLUM) Committee considered the
November 28,2006, City Administrative Officer (CAO) report and recommendations relative to the
Planning Department's request for additional staff for the Northeast Los Angeles lnterim Control
Ordinanbe (NELA ICO).

The PLUM Committee approved the CAO recommendations, and further instructed the Planning
Department prepare a formal letter to the three Council Districts impacted by the NELA ICO (i.e.,
CDs 1, 13 and 14). This communication should provide a progress update on the NELA ICO;
outline the work program for this City Planner position to the end of the current fiscal year; and
discuss whether there will be a need to continue position authority beyond the fiscalyear. lf there
is a need to continue the position, then a discussion on the justification should be included.

Since this matterwas also referred to the Personnel and Budget and Finance Committees, I hereby
transmit the file to you, on behalf of the Chair of the PLUM Committee, for your Committees
consideration and disposition.

Sincerely,

rbara Greaves
Legislative Assistant
Planning and Land Use

Management Committee, 213-978-1 068

cc Councilmember Ed P. Reyes
Attn.: Gerald Gubatan

David Gay, Department of City Planning
Jacob Wexler, CAO's Office
Roberto Mejia, Chief Legislative Analyst Office

'5.tlju,E',

#041880ltrd.wpd

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER &



REPORT FRoM

OFFICE OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

Date November 28, 2006 CAO File No.
CouncilFile No.
Council District:

0220-04251 -0000
04-1880
'l and 14

To: The Planning and Land Use Managem ent Committee

From: William T Fujioka, City Administrative Officer

Reference: Communication from the Planning and Lan
July 13,2006

d Use Management Committee dated

Subject: PLANNING DEPARTMENT REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL STAFFING FOR THE
NORTHEAST LOS ANGELES INTERIM CONTROL ORDINANCE

SUMMARY

On November 8, 2006, the City Council adopted. an lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO) imposing
regulations for the issuance of building, gradirrg, and foundation permits for any building that will
result in an increase in the floor area or require grading work that requires a grading permitior lots in
various hillside portions of the Northeast Community Plan Area (C.F . 04-1880). For the impacted
areas, the ordinance is intended to ensure the:

o Minimization of grading and soil erosion;
o Protection of ridgelines and landforms;
o Protection of plant life and wildlife;
. Appropriate scale of hillside development; and,
. Adequate access for residents and emergency vehicles.

The ICO will expire one year following its effective date and may be extended by the Council for two
additional 180-day periods. During the period of the ICO the Planning Department (Planning) will
review and update relevant documents, plans, and analyses to make permanent the short-term goals
of the lCO.

As part of its report recommending adoption of the ICO dated July 7, 2006, the City planning
Commission advised that a new City Planner position would be required to implementthe ordinance-.
On July 13,2006, the Planning and Land Use Management Committee requested this Office to
prepare a report with recommendations related to this proposed staffing.

Staffino

ln order to implement the lCO, Planning has requested position authority for one City planner, who
would have several responsibilities, including: pLANNING & LAND

USE MANAGEMENT

PERSONNEL
BUDGET & FINANCE

DEC 0 4 2006
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o Directing and supervising the preparation of the Specific Plan for the Northeast Hillside ICO
target areas;

o Directing and supervising the possible amendment of the Specific Plan for Mount Washington
- Glassell Park;

o Assessing and directing assessment of environmental issues;
o The likely preparation of an Environmental lmpact Statement; and,
. Meeting with community groups, neighborhood associations, developers, City agencies, and

decision makers to keep them informed and involved throughoutthe implementation process.

The Personnel Department reviewed the proposed duties, responsibilities, and reporting lines of this
position, and determined that they are appropriate for the classification of City Plannei.

This Office recommends that Council provide Planning with resolution authority for one City planner,
as requested, for the remainder of 2006-07. The resolution authority would expire at the end of
2006-07 unless specifically continued by the Council. As a resolution authority, Councilwould have
the responsibility to reevaluate and possibly reauthorize the position on an annual basis. This
provides Council with the appropriate oversight since the need for the position is limited in duration
and should not be required past the expiration of the lCO. ln the absence of dedicated staffing,
Planning may not be able to complete the tasks necessary to take permanent action to implement
the ICO prior to its expiration, which would defeat the purpose of adopting the lCO.

Fundino

The cost of salary and benefits for one City Planner for six months is approximately $63,000
($47,000 for salary and $16,000 for benefits). The 2005-06 Adopted Budget inciuded $500,000 in the
Unappropriated Balance for "Council-initiated planning assignments." Of this total funding, the
unspent $440,000 was reappropriated to the Unappropriated Balance forthe same purpose pursuant
to the 2006-07 Budget Resolution. An additional $70,000 has been spent in 2006-07 leaving a
remaining balance of $370,000. This Office recommends that $47,OOO be transferred from ihe
Unappropriated Balance, line item for "Council-initiated planning assignments," to cover the salary
costs of this position in 2006-07. Funding for this position in 2007-08 will be considered during the
budget process. The recommended action is in compliance with the City's Financial Policies.

RECOMMENDATIONS

That the City Council, subject to the approval of the Mayor:

1. Resolve that employment authority for one City Planner, Class Code 7944, in the planning
Department for a period through June 30, 2007 is approved, subject to position allocation by
the Personnel Department; and,

2. lnstruct the Controller to transfer $47,000 from the Unappropriated Balance, Fund No.
100/58, Account No. 0174 entitled Council-lnitiated Planning Assignments, to the Department
of City Planning, Fund No. 100/68, Account 1010 entitled Salaries General.
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

The total cost of salary and benefits for one City Planner position for the remainder of Fiscal Year
2006-07 will be approximately $63,000 ($47,000 for salary and $16,000 for benefits). Funding of
$47,000 for the salary costs is recommended to be transferred from the Unapproprialed Balance,
line item for Council-initiated planning assignments, to the Department of City planning's salary
account. There is no additional impact to the General Fund. This recommendation is in compliance
with the City's Financia! Policies.
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City Attorney (w/blue slip)
Attn: Terry K. Macias
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Planning and Land Use Management
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LOS ANGELES HILLSIDE INTERIM CONTROL ORDINANCE FOR THE
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held N er8 006 the following actionAt the meeting of the Council
was taken:

Attached rePort adoPted
Ordinance adopted
Ordinance number
Posted date
Effective date
Mayor vetoed
Mayor approved
Findlngs adoPted
Mitigated Negative Declaration
Categorically exemPt

x
.x
. 178LO2
. 11-30-05

12-10-05

11- 2-06
x

adopt.ed. .

rt*A" [ fftW
Cit.y CIerk

_aiq lanlf .f060tcD
RETD. Plrrirf CCflfrI\lt

vk

'5rl.Jy^c' t( \i^ AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER &

x



..r'.rr\c-fiF i'[r,i iiir'i i'L
Mayor "b''T j-mei' St amp

?t[6 t'l0,J I 5 trFt ll : t+ ts

C IT 'i u i: ;rj '"1: ' ":

TIME LIMIT FILES
ORD]NANCES

.,,--,, .jlqcEli:i)
cti !Lk; ='lr t *!'i-bt?*p
,t-tt_r:tat. , _., .,'_,1, l-j i;i ?: tl{l

cil,, ,_..:,.. ..__r-j,i,.

City

.lV
i..-t--'-- ; ii7

COTINCIL FILE NLNVIBER 04-1, 880 COUNCIL D]STRICTS 1 & 14 
N}lV 27 n06

COUNCIL APPROVAL DATE NOvCMbCT B, 2006 LAST,DAY FOR MAYOR TO ACT

ORDINANCE TYPE: _ Ord of Intent X ZoninS _ Personnel- _ General

_ Improvement _ LAMC _ LAAC _ CU or Var Appeals - CPC No. 2004-7068 ICO

SUBJECT MATTER

DATE OF MA
*VETOED ORDI

Nort,heast
Northeast

Los Angeles Hillside fnterim Control Ordinance for the
Community Plan Area

APPROVED DISAPPROVED tl-a

PLANNING COMMISSION

DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

CITY ATTORNEY

CITY ADMINISTRAT]VE OFFICER

OTHER

Y

I

--,r
-\l

NOv 22 2006
ED APPROVED OR *VETO:

BB ACCOMPANIED WITH OBJECTIONS IN WRITING PURSUANT TO CHARTER SEC. 250(b) (c)

(CITY CLERK USE ONLY PLEASE DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE)

Nov 2 ? 2006 178L02ORDINANCE NODATE RECEIVED FROM MAYOR

DATE PUBLISHED DATE POSTED

ORD OF INTENT: HEARING DATE

EFFECTIVE DATE

TION

NoV 3 0 2006 DEC 1 0 2006

ORDINANCE FOR DISTRIBUTION: YCS t] NO t]

ASSESSMENT CONFI

oL



+

ORDINANCE NO.
178!02

An ordinance imposing interim regulations on the issuance of building, grading,
and foundation permits in various portions of the Northeast Community Plan Area,
including Sub-Area l: Mount Olympus, Paradise Hill, and Rose Hill; Sub-Area ll: El
Sereno; and Sub-Area lll: Monterey Hills (Plan Areas).

WHEREAS, the Plan Areas are designated as hillside areas and these hillside
areas typically include ridge lines, canyons, desirable natural and protected vegetation,
including prominent and native trees, naturalwater courses, and areas particularly
abundant in wildlife; and

WHEREAS, many of these hillside areas are characterized by substandard,
steeply sloped lots and substandard infrastructure, such as narrow roads and limited
access for residents and emergency vehicles. These substandard lots may require
significant grading to develop single family homes; and

WHEREAS, development activity in the Plan Areas has significantly increased in
recent years and developers have specifically targeted vacant land in the Plan Areas.
The Plan Areas have experienced a g3o/o increase in building permit activity for single
family development over the past several years, one of the highest percent increases in
the City. This development is frequently incompatible in scale with existing
neighborhoods and, in addition, requires extensive hillside grading; and

WHEREAS, the impact of excessive grading in the hillside areas in the Plan
Areas increases the likelihood of soil erosion, landslides, deforestation and depletion of
plant and animal life; and

WHEREAS, the articulated objectives and policies of the Northeast Community
Plan, which was adopted on June 15, 1999, are to (1) require low density devetopment
in the hillsides, appropriate in scale and minimally disruptive of the natural terrain,
vegetation, water courses and wildlife; (2) ensure that future developments improve the
identity and appearance of neighborhoods and communities by providing guidance
regarding scale, height, bulk, setbacks, design, and landscaping; (3) consider the
steepness of the topography and geological stability in any proposal for development;
(4) ensure the availability of paved streets, adequate infrastructure and access to
emergency services, including fire protection services; and (5) promote the protection of
aesthetic resources; and

WHEREAS, to promote the policies of the Northeast Community Plan, including
but not limited to maintaining acceptable levels of grading, projects that are not
otherwise exempt shall be required to obtain project permit approval, which includes an
environmental analysis; and

1



WHEREAS, the proposed interim control ordinance is consistent with the
articulated policies and objectives of the Northeast Community plan; and

WHEREAS, it is urgent to immediately prevent adverse environmental impacts
and promote development consistent with the policies and objectives of the Northeast
Community Plan until permanent hillside regulations or other appropriate land use
regulatory controls can be adopted.

NOW THEREFORE,

THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES
DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. DEFINITIONS. The following words and phrases, whenever used in
this ordinance, shall be construed as defined in this section. Words and phrases not
defined here shall be construed as defined in Sections 12.03 and g1.6203 of the
Los Angeles Municipal Code (Code).

FLOOR AREA RATIO means a coefficient, which is multiplied by the tot area to
determine the maximum floor area of all buildings on a lot.

PROJECT means the erection, construction, addition to or alteration of a building
that increases floor area or requires any grading work which requires a grading permit
on any lot located in whole or in part within the area identified in Section 3 of this
ordinance. The term "Project" shall not include interior remodeling that does not add to
the square footage of any building on a lot.

PROJECT PERMIT means an approval pursuant to Section 5 of this ordinance

Sec. 2. PROHIBITION. Notwithstanding any provision of the Los Angeles
Municipal Code to the contrary, for a period of 365 days from the effective date of this
ordinance, or until permanent hillside regulations or other appropriate land use
regulatory controls for the subject areas, as shown on maps attached and identified as
A-1 - A-3, as identified in Section 3 of this ordinance, are adopted by the City Council
and become effective, whichever occurs first:

A. No building permit shall be issued for any Project located in whole or in part
within the area identified in section 3 of this ordinance, unless:

1. A Project Permit is approved pursuant to Section 5 of this ordinance; or

2. A Hardship Exemption is granted pursuant to Section 7 of this
ordinance; or

2



3. An Exception is applicable pursuant to section 4 of this ordinance

B. No Protected Tree as defined in Sections 17 .02 and 17.05 and 46.00 ef seg
of the Code shall be removed or relocated, unless in compliance with Sections 17.02,
17.05 and 46.00 ef seg. of the Code.

Sec. 3. INTERIM CONTROL AREA. The provisions of this ordinance shall
apply to any lot located in whole or in part within the Plan Areas are described as
follows:

Subareas /. Mount Olympus-Flattop generally bounded by Griffin Avenue to the west;
Griffin Avenue, Avenue 39, Bernice Place, Montecito Drive, and Roberta Street to the
north; Sierra Street and Alta Street to the east; and Fenn Street, Prewett Street, Abrigo
Avenue and Pomona Street to the south;

Paradise Hill generally bounded by Eva Terrace to the west; Gillig Avenue and Rising
Drive to the north; Amethyst Street and Onyx Drive to the east; and Altura Street and
Onyx Drive to the south;

Department of Water and Power (DWP) Rose Hills generally bounded by Roberta
Street to the north, Reynolds Avenue to the east, and Luther Street to the south; and

A small parcel bounded by Avenue 43 to the south and west, Latona Avenue to the
north, and Montecito Drive to the east.

Subarea(s) I are shown on the map A-1

Subarea //. El Sereno generally bounded by Soto Street and Huntington Drive to the
west, Turquoise Street and Cato Street to the north, Kewanee Street to the east, and
Multinomah Street to the south, as shown on the map A-2.

Subarea ///. Monterey Hills generally bounded by Collis Avenue to the east; the City of
South Pasadena to the north, Portola Avenue to the east, and Edison Street and
Novgorod Street to the south, as shown on the map A-3.

3
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Sec.4. EXCEPTIONS.

A. The prohibition specified in Section 2 of this ordinance shall not apply to any

vesting tract map subdivision, the application for which was deemed complete prior to

the effective date of this ordinance.

B. The prohibition specified in Section 2 of this ordinance shall not apply to any

construction for which a building permit or demolition permit is required:

1. To comply with an order issued by the Department of Building and

Safety to repair, remove or demolish an unsafe or a substandard
condition;

2. To rebuild as a resutt of destruction by fire, earthquake or other natural

disaster, provided that the development is not prohibited by any provision

of the Code.

C. The prohibition specified in Section 2 of this ordinance shall not apply to any

permit for a Project for which:

1. Architectural and structural plans sufficient for a complete plan check

were accepted by the Department of Building and Safety on or before the

effective date of this ordinance; and

2. A plan check fee was collected prior to the effective date of this
ordinance; and

3. No subsequent changes are made to those plans, which increase the

height, floor area or occupant load by more than five percent.

Sec. 5. PROJECT PERMIT

A. Authority. The Director of Planning shall have the authority to issue Project
permits for projectJ located in whole or in part within the area identified in Section 3 of

this ordinance and that meet the following development standards:

1. Projects that do not exceed the following thresholds:

a. For lots less than 5,000 Square feet in size, the maximum Floor

Area Ratio shall be determined by using the following coefficient:

0.5:1 (0.50 times the lot area) and a floor area cap of 2,250 square

feet.
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b. For lots greater than or equal to 5,000 square feet in size, but
less than 10,000 square feet in size, the maximum Floor Area Ratio
shall be determined by using the following coefficient;

0.45:1 (0.45 times the lot area) and a floor area cap of 3,S00
square feet.

c. For lots greater than or equal to 10,000 square feet in size, but
less than 15,000 square feet in size, the maximum Floor Area Ratio
shall be determined by using the following coefficient:

0.35:1 (0.35 times the lot area) and a floor area cap of 4,050
square feet.

d. For lots greater than or equal to 15,000 square feet in size, the
maximum Floor Area Ratio shall be determined by using the
following coefficient:

0.27:1 (0.27 times the lot area)

For purposes of determining floor area, the square footage of a garage
shall not be counted as part of the building floor area, provided the garage
does not exceed 400 square feet. Any square footage in the garage in
excess of 400 square feet shall be counted as part of the building floor
area.

2. Projects that do not remove or relocate Protected Trees as defined in
Section 17.02 and 17.05 and 46.00 ef seq. of the Code unless in
compliance with Section 17.02, 17.05 and 46.00 ef seq. of the Code.

3. Verification has been established by the Department of Building and
Safety that one additional off-street parking space is provided for any
Project that exceeds 2,400 square feet of total floor area.

4. Projects that have no specific or cumulative unmitigated environmental
impacts as demonstrated by the CEQA clearance for the Project Permit.

B. Project Permit Review Process. A Project Permit application and an
EnvironmentalAssessment Form shall be filed with and acted on by the Director of
Planning in accordance with the procedures set forth in Section 11.5.7C of the Code

Sec. 6. EXTENSION OF REGULATIONS. The City Council may, by resolution,
extend the provisions of this ordinance for not more than two additional periods of 180

8



days each, not to exceed a total time of 24 months, so long as the City Council makes
the following finding: That appropriate City agencies and officials are exercising due
diligence to assure that the proposed regulations are being processed expeditiously.

Sec. 7. HARDSHIP EXEMPTIONS. The City Council, acting in its legislative
capacity, may by resolution, grant an exemption from the provisions of this ordinance in

cases of extreme hardship duly established to the satisfaction of the City Council. An
application for hardship exemption shall be filed with the City Clerk on forms provided
by the Department of City Planning.

Sec. 8. APPLICABILITY OF THE ZONING CODE. The regulations of this
ordinance are in addition to those set forth in the planning and zoning provisions of
Chapter 1 of the Code and any other ordinances adopted by the City Council, and do
not contain any rights not othenryise granted under the provisions and procedures
contained in that Chapter or any other ordinances.

Sec. 9. SEVERABILITY. lf any provision of this ordinance is found to be
unconstitutional or otherwise invalid by any court of competent jurisdiction, that
invalidity shall not affect the remaining provisions of this ordinance, which can be
implemented without the invalid provision, and, to this end, the provisions of this
ordinance are declared to be severable.

Sec. 10. URGENCY CLAUSE. The City Council finds and declares that this
ordinance is required for the immediate protection of the public peace, health and
safety for the following reasons: The Plan Areas have experienced a 93% increase in

building permit activity for single family development over the past several years, one of
the highest percent increases in the City. This development is frequently incompatible
in scale with existing neighborhoods and, in addition, requires extensive hillside
grading. The impact of this type of development in the Plan Areas has caused
problems with.grading and soil stability, circulation and access for residents and
emergency vehicles, depletion of plant and animal life, and out of scale development.
A focus group, involving various agencies, including the Department of Building and
Safety, Department of Transportation, Bureau of Engineering, Fire Department, and
City Planning, as well as stakeholders consisting of property owners, developers and
community leaders, is being formed to study a comprehensive approach to address
these recurring problems. lt is urgent during the pendency of this study to immediately
protect the Plan Areas from incompatible development, while balancing property rights
and allowing property owners and developers the ability to obtain building permits, by

the adoption of this ordinance placing limitations on floor area and building footprint and

thereby reduce grading and increase soil stability, preserve hillside land forms, improve

circulation and access, and conserve native plant life and natural water courses until
permanent regulations can be adopted. For allthese reasons, this lnterim Control

9



Ordinance shall become effective upon publication pursuant to Section 253 of the Los

Angeles Charter.

124750-1-lCO
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Sec. 11. The City Clerk shall certify to the passage of this ordinance and have it
published in accordance with Council policy, either in a daily newspaper circulated in

the City of Los Angeles or by posting for ten days in three public places in the City of
Los Angeles: one copy on the bulletin board located at the Main Street entrance to the

Los Angeles City Hall; one copy on the bulletin board located at the Main Street

entrance to the Los Angeles City Hall East; and one copy on the bulletin board located

at the Temple Street entrance to the Los Angeles County Hall of Records.

I hereby certify that this ordinance was passed by the Council of the City of Los

An
of

geles, by a vote of notlgss than three-fourths of all of its members, at its meeting- Nov08m

FRANK T. MARTINEZ, City Clerk

Deputy

Approved
No\/ 22 2006

Mayor

Approved as to Form and LegalitY

By
(A

ROCKARD J. DELGADILLO, City Attorney

By P [ro<-t^-

YP N MACIAS
uty City ,ttorney

ocl t 6 2006
Date

File No(s). CF04-1880-52: CPC 2004-7068-lCO

Pursuant to Charter Section 559, I

approve this ordinance on behalf
of the City Planning Commission
and recommend that it be adoPted

octooerlf zooa

See attached report.

S. GailGoldberg
Director of Planni

11



D ,RJATTON OF POSEING ORDINN---_

I MARIA C. RICO, state as foll-ows: f

hereinafter mentioned, a

of eighteen years, and

Cal-if ornia.

resident of the State

dfr, and . was

of California,

at all times

over the age

AngeIes,a Deputy City Cl-erk of the City of Los

Or.ri nance No . L78LO2 Imposincr interin requlations ia various portions of,

the NortheaEt Communi ty PIan Area cPc 2004-7068 rCO - Urgency Clause a

copy of which is hereto attached, was finally

City Council on November 8, 2006., and under

adopted by the Los Angeles

the direction of said City

Council- and the City Clerk, pursuant to Section 257 of the Charter

City of Los Angeles and Ordinance No. l12g5g, on November 30 2006 r

a true copy of said ordinance at each of three public

City of Los Angeles, Californiar ds follows: 1) one

board Iocated at the Main Street entrance to the Los

one copy on

Los Angeles

the Temple

AngeIes.

Copies

copy on

Angeles

places l-ocated

of the

posted

in the

the bull-etin

true and

City HalI; 2)

the bu]]etin board located at the Main Street entrance to the

City HaIl East; 3) one copy on the bulletin board located at

street entrance to the Harl of Records of the county of Los

of said ordinance were posted conspicuously beginning on

November 30 2006 and will be continuously posted for ten or more

of perjury that the foregoing is

days.

I decl-are under penalty

correct.

Signed this 30th day of Novenber 2006 at Los AngeIes, California.

P C _=
(4--

ria C. Rico, Deputy City Clerk

Ordinance Ef,fective Date: Decenber 10, 2OOG

Rev. (2121/06)

Council FiIe No. 04-1880
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TO THE COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

FtLE NO.04-1880

Your PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT Committee

reports as follows:
No

Public Comments

EXEMPTION, PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE REPORT and ORDINANCE TEIAtiVE

to Northeast Los Angeles Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO) for the Northeast Community Plan Area.

Recommendations for Council action, SUBJECT TO THE APPROVAL OF THE MAYOR:

FIND that this action is exempt from California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article ll,
Section 2(m) of the City's Guidelines.

ADOPT the FINDINGS of the Director of Planning as the Findings of the City Council.

PRESENT and ADOPT the accompanying ORDINANCE, approved by the Director of Planning, imposing
interim regulations on the issuance of building, grading and foundation permits in various portions of the
Northeast Community Plan located in: Subarea(s) I - Mt. Olympus, generally bounded by Griffin Avenue
to the west; Griffin Avenue, Avenue 39, Bernice Place, Montecito Drive, and Roberta Street to the north;
Sierra Street and Alta Street to the east; and Fenn Street, Prewett Street, Abrigo Avenue and Pomona
Street to the south. Paradise Hill generally bounded by Eva Terrace to the west; Gillig Avenue and Rising
Drive to the north; Amethyst Street and Onyx Drive to the east; and Altura Street and Onyx Drive to the
south. Rose Hills generally bounded by Roberta Street to the north, Reynolds Avenue to the east, and
Luther Street to the south. A small parcel bounded by Avenue 43 to the south and west, Latona Avenue
to the north, and Montecito Drive to the east; Subarea ll - El Sereno, generally bounded by Soto Street and
Huntington Drive to the west, Turquoise Street and Cato Street to the north, Kewanee Street to the east,
and Multinomah Street to the south; and Subarea lll - Monterey Hills, generally bounded by Collis Avenue
to the east; the City of South Pasadena to the north, Potrola Avenue to the east, and Edison Street and
Novgorod Street to the south.

Applicant: City of Los Angeles CPC 2004-7068 ICO

Fiscal lmoact Statement: The City Planning Department reports that there are General Fund impacts, for additional
staff resources. The project will require the hiring of one City Planner, for a two-year period ($179,102) to process
the Specific Plan and environmental clearance for projects subject to the lCO. Processing of the Specific Plan will
also require consultant contracts for a traffic analysis of development which may occur after completion of the
Specific Plan on the area's hillside street system.

Community lmpact Statement:At its general meeting on August4, 2005, the Historic Highland Park Neighborhood
Council (HHPNC) voted ovenvhelmingly 10-1 (one abstention) to support the proposed Northeast Hillsides ICO

originally proposed by Council Members Ed. P. Reyes (CD 1) Antonio Villaragosa (CD14- now Mayor). The
Directors of the HHPNC firmly and strongly believe that the Hillsides ICO is necessary to ensure that the many
hilts and ridges of Northeast Los Angeles retain their scenic and unspoiled beauty and remain natural hillsides free
of both overdevelopment and ill-planned developments. The ICO will go far towards limiting damage to natural
vegetation, trees and wildlife habitat, and toward limiting the size of hillside homes, grading on ridges and hillsides,
and developments near public schools that could undermine the scenic qualities and residential character of
Northeast Los Angeles.

Yes
XX

1

2

3

1



12 VOTES REQUIRED. URGENCY CLAUSE

Summary:
At its meeting held July 11, 2006, the Planning and Land Use Management (PLUM) Committee recommended
that Council approve the Planning Department recommendations and proposed Ordinance relative to the
Northeast Los Angeles lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO). The Planning Department also made request for staffing
allocations. The entire matter was referred to PLUtvl and Budget and Finance Committees. The proposed
Northeast Los Angeles ICO imposes interim regulations on the issuance of building, grading and foundation
permits in various portions of the Northeast Community Plan located in: Subarea(s) I - Mt. Olympus, generally
bounded by Griffin Avenue to the west; Griffin Avenue, Avenue 39, Bernice Place, Montecito Drive, and Roberta
Street to the north; Sierra Street and Alta Street to the east; and Fenn Street, Prewett Street, Abrigo Avenue and
Pomona Street to the south. Paradise Hill generally bounded by Eva Terrace to the west; Gillig Avenue and Rising
Drive to the north; Amethyst Street and Onyx Drive to the east; and Altura Street and Onyx Drive to the south.
Rose Hills generally bounded by Roberta Street to the north, Reynolds Avenue to the east, and Luther Street to
the south. A small parcel bounded by Avenue 43 to the south and west, Latona Avenue to the north, and
Montecito Drive to the east; Subarea ll - El Sereno, generally bounded by Soto Street and Huntington Drive to the
west, Turquoise Street and Cato Street to the north, Kewanee Street to the east, and Multinomah Street to the
south; and Subarea lll - Monterey Hills, generally bounded by Collis Avenue to the east; the City of South
Pasadena to the north, Potrola Avenue to the east, and Edison Street and Novgorod Street to the south.

At its meeting held July 11,2006, the Planning and Land Use Management (PLUM) COmmittee considered the
report from the City Planning Commission and draft lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO), imposing temporary
regulations on the issuance of building permits, grading, foundation, use of land, and change of use permits in
various portions of the Northeast Community Plan. (This matter was also referred to Personnel and Budget and
Finance Committees.)

At the meeting, the PLUM Committee requested the following:

that the City Attorney draft the final lCO, as recommended by Planning staff, and amended by the PLUM
Committee to require that the size of the two-car garage be limited to 400 square feet of floor area, and
that any excess square footage in the garage structure be counted as part of the dwelling unit floor area;
and

2. that the City Administrative Officer (CAO) report back to the PLUM Committee on the request for allocation
of staff resources to implement the recommendations related to the lCO, as outlined in the attached
Planning Commission report dated, July 7, 2006.

On October 20,2006, the City Attorney transmitted the final draft Ordinance. The matter is hereby transmitted to
Council for consideration.

Respectfully submitted,
PLANNING AND LAND USE EMENT COMMITTEE

1

MEMBER
REYES:
HUIZAR:
WEISS:

VOTE
YES
YES
ABSENT

BG:ys
1 1-03-06
CDsl&14
Enc: CPC 2004-7068-lCO

Ordinance
#04 1 880

wr,m)I Frrllprx!21
ADOPTED

Nov n I 2006

e#!#,:l#pHgb
-2-



COUNCIL VOTE

Nov 8, 2006 10:47:17 AM, #S

rrEM NO. (6)
Voting on Item(s): 6,7,8
RoII CaI1

CARDENAS
*GREUEL
HAHN
HUIZAR
LABONGE
PADILLA
PARKS
PERRY
REYES
ROSENDAHL
SMITH
WEISS
WESSON
ZINE
GARCETTI
Present: 15, Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

15 No: 0



PLAN AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT IIfiEE
SUGGESTED NOTIFICATION OF COUNCIL ACTION

Councit Fite No. O4=!t P sign

Applica nUAppellanUOwner Representative

See attached

/Council Member(s) / ///
,ZlOtfi"e of the Mayor (w/file) - Sectio

-/-city 
Attorney (w/brue srip) - Attn:Ju*,v K. m aa-o

,/ City Administrative Officer (CAO)

Chief Legislative Analyst (CLA)

,/ City Planning Department - Attn: Mark Lopez (w/copy of Ordinance)

/ Director of Planning

Advisory Agency

\./ Geographic lnformation Section - Attn: Fae Tsukamoto

_ lnformation Technology Agenc/ - (rarse projecrs)

v/ Bureau of Engineering, Land Development & Mapping Division -(senerarymostcases)

,/ Department of Transportation, Traffic/Planning Sections - (senerary mosr cases)

/ Department of Building & Safety clo Zoning Coordinator - (senerary mosr cases)

y 
Residential lnspectionUnit-Mail Stop115-(spe; HE; cu; rco; zc; senerarymostcases)

/ ,ur"ru of Street Lighting, "8" Permit Section - (ar zonins c€ses)

_ Department of Water and Power - (DB & rarse projects)

V Fife Depaftment - larr zonins & hiflside cases)

_ POliCe Depaftment - lbeer & wine; adutt entertainment, revocations)

_ Community Development Department

_ Los Angeles County AssessOr - (cu appeats & tarse projects)

_ Cultural Affairs Department

JL /y'/

r0/05
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OrrIce oF THE CIry ATToRNEY
RoCKARD J. DELGADILLo

CITY ATToRNEY

REPORT NO. Ro6-0t73
@T 2 s 20c6

REPORT RE:

DRAFT OF ORDINANCE IMPOSING INTERIM REGULATIONS ON THE ISSUANCE

OF BUILDING, GRADING, AND FOUNDATION PERMITS IN VARIOUS PORTIONS

OF THE NORTHEAST COMMUNITY PLAN AREA, INCLUDING SUB-AREA I:

MoUNT oLYMPUS, PARADISE HILL, AND ROSE HILL; SUB.AREA II: EL SETIETO;

AND SUB-AREA lll: MONTEREY HILLS

The Honorable City Council
of the City of Los Angeles

Room 395, City Halt
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, California 90012

Council File No. 04-1880
CPC No. 2004-7068-lCO - not transmitted

Honorable Members:

We are transmitting to you for your action, approved as to form and legality, a

final draft ordinance imposing interim regulations on the issuance of building, grading

and foundation permits in Sub-Areas l-lll of the Northeast Community Plan Area,

including Mount Olympus, Paradise Hill, Rose Hill, El Sereno and N/lonterey Hills.

Backqround

Pursuant to the July 1 1,2006 action of the Planning and Land Use Management
(PLUM) Committee, this office has prepared and transmits for your action a final draft of

an ordinance pertaining to the above-described subject matter. The Planning

Commission acted on this draft ordinance on June 8, 2006.

PLANNING & LAND

USE MANAGEMENT
oN EMpLoyER OCI Z 4 20616AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY _ AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER

2OO NoRTH MAtN STREET. LOS ANGELES, CA 9OOl2-4 I31.213.48s.637o.213.847.ao82 TDD

Bffihble ard rode hom ** *o". ,P.OE(r/@..'
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The Honorable CitY Council
of the City of Los Angeles

Page 2

Summary of Ordinance Provisions

The draft ordinance imposes an interim prohibition on the issuance of building,

grading and foundation permits for any building that will result in an increase in floor

ar"" oi require grading work that requires a grading permit on any lot. The ordinance

provides for exceptions, including a hardship exemption, or where necessary (a) to

comply with a Department of Building and Safety order to repair, remove, or demolish

an unsafe or substandard condition, (b) to rebuild as a result of destruction by fire,

earthquake, or other natural disaster, or (c) where plans sufficient for a complete plan

check were accepted by the Department of Building and Safety before the effective

date of the ordinance, the plan check fee was paid and no subsequent changes are

made to those Plans.

An additional exemption is available under the ordinance through a project

permit process. Project permit approval is available for a project, which meets the

following development standards:

1. Projects that do not exceed the following thresholds:

a. For lots less than 5,OOO square feet in size, the maximum Floor Area

Ratio shall be determined by using the following coefficient:

0.5:1 (0.50 times the lot area) and a floor area cap of 2,250 square

feet.

b. For lots greater than or equal to 5,000 square feet in size, but less than

10,000 Square feet in size, the maximum Floor Area Ratio shall be

determined by using the foltowing coefficient:

0.45:1 (0.45 times the lot area) and a floor area cap of 3,500

square feet.

c. For lots greater than or equal to 10,000 square feet in size, but less

than 15,000 square feet in size, the maximum Floor Area Ratio shall be

determined by using the following coefficient:

0.35:1 (0.35 times the lot area) and a floor area cap of 4,050

square feet.



The Honorable City Council
of the City of Los Angeles

Page 3

d. For lots greater than or equal to 15,000 square feet in size, the

maximum Floor Area Ratio shall be determined by using the following

coefficient:

0.27:1 (0.27 times the lot area).

For purposes of determining floor atea, the square footage of a garage is not

counted as part of the building floor area, provided the garage does not exceed 400

square feet. Any square footage in the garage in excess of 400 square feet is counted

as part of the building floor area.

2. Projects, which do not remove or relocate Protected Trees as defined in

Section 17.02 and 17.0S and 46.00 ef seq. of the Code unless in compliance with those

provisions.

3. Projects for which verification has been established by the Department of

Building and Safety that one additional off-street parking space is provided for any

Project that exceeds 2,400 square feet of total floor area.

4. projects, which have no specific or cumulative unmitigated environmental

impacts as demonstrated by the CEQA clearance for the project permit.

The initial prohibition under the ordinance is for a period of 365 days from the

effective date of the ordinance and may be extended for two additional periods not to

exceed 180-days each, not to exceed a total time of 24 months. The ordinance

contains an urgency clause.

Charter Findings

Pursuant to Charter Section 559, the Director of Planning has approved the draft

of the ordinance on behalf of the City Planning Commission and recommended that the

City Council adopt it. Shoutd the City Council adopt this ordinance, it may comply with

the provisions of Charter Section 558 by either adopting the findings of the Director of
planning as set forth in his letter dated October 16, 2006, or by making its own findings.

Council Rule 38 Referral

A copy of the final draft ordinance was sent, pursuant to Council Rule 38, to the

Departmeniof Building and Safety. Department comments were incorporated into the

draft ordinance as deemed appropriate.



The Honorable CitY Councit
of the City of Los Angeles

Page 4

CEQA Findings

Regarding a finding pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970

(CEqA), wittr reipect to pioject permits and hardship exemptions, the ordinance itself

does not direcly allow pnysicat changes to the environment, which will only occur after

a project permif o, e*"mpiion is granted that has an individual CEQA clearance. The

City planning Commission, therefore, found that this ordinance was exempt from CEQA

,nd", City CEaA Guidelines, Article ll, Section 2(m) (adoption of ordinances that do not

result in impacts on the physical environment.) The Director of Planning further found

that, as amended, the ordinance does allow development that does not add floor area

or involve grading without further discretionary review. However, the Director of
planning found that because it can be seen with reasonable certainty that there is no

possibility that this development may have a significant effect on the environment,

adoption-of the ordinance is additionally exempt from CEQA under State CEQA

Guidetines 15061(b)(3) and City CEQA Guidelines, Article ll, section 1 (General

Exemption). lf the City Council concurs, it should adopt this finding prior to or

concurrent with its action on the ordinance.

lf you have any questions, you may contact Deputy City Attorney Terry

Kaufmann Macias at (213) 978-8248. She or another member of this office will be

available when you consider this matter to answer any questions you may have.

Sincerely,

ROCKARD J. DELGADILLO, City Attorney

By cra../^i ar.,IlJ;r!
CLAUDIA CULLING J

Special Counsel - MuniciPal

CC/TKM:fp
(283845)

Transmittal



ITY oF Los ANcEI-r
FBANK T. MABTINEZ

City Clerk

KAREN E. KALFAYAN
Executive Ofticer

When meking inquiries
relative to this matter
refer to File No.

Offrce of tlte
CITY CLEBK

Council and Public Sewicea
Room 396, City Hall

Los Angeles, CA 900f2
Council File Information - (2f3) 978-1044

General Infometion - (2fB) 978-f f33
Fax: (213) 978-1040

CI,AUDIA M. DTJNN
Chief, Couci.l and Public Senlces Division

July 13,2006

CALIFORNIA

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA
MAYORcF 04-1880

cPC 2004-7068-lCO
CDs 1 &14

Rockard J. Delgadillo, City Attorney
Room 800, City Hall East
Attn: Jeri Burge .l LL**

William T. Fujioka
City Administrative Officer
Room 1500, City Hall
Attn : Victoria Villa-Agustin

1

RE: REQUEST FOR NEW ORDINANCE AND REPORT ON ALLOCATION OF STAFF RESOURCES

At its meeting held July 1 1, 2006, the Planning and Land Use Management (PLUM) Committee considered
the report from the City Planning Commission and draft lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO), imposing
temporary regulations on the issuance of building permits, grading, foundation, use of land, and change
of use permits in various portions of the Northeast Community Plan. (This matter was also referred to
Personneland Budget and Finance Committees.)

At the meeting, the PLUM Committee requested the following:

that the City Attorney draft the final lCO, as recommended by Planning staff, and amended by the
PLUM Committee to require that the size of the two-car garage be limited to 400 square feet of floor
area, and that any excess square footage in the garage structure be counted as part of the dwelling
unit floor area; and

2. that the City Administrative Officer report back to the PLUM Committee on the request for allocation
of staff resources to implement the recommendations related to the lCO, as outlined in the attached
Planning Commission repon dated, July 7,2006.

ln order to schedule this matter for Council, we need to get the final draft Ordinance, any findings you deem
necessary; and the report from the CAO, as soon as possible.

Barbara Greaves
Legislative Assistant
Planning and Land Use

Management Committ ee, 213-978-1 068

Attachment: City Planning Commission report dated July 7, 2006
PLUM Committee Supplemental Agenda Page

cc: S. GailGoldberg, Attn.: Jose Romero and Charlie Rausch

g!\E#/L{l, AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNlTY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER

#04 1 880ltrc
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PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE, SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA PAGE

TUESDAY, JULY 1 1, 2006

BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS HEARING ROOM 350, C]ry HALL -2PM
2OO N. SPRING ST., LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

MEMBERS: COUNCILMEMBER ED P. REYES, CHAIR
COUNCILMEMBER JOSE HUIZAR
COUNCILMEMBER JACK WEISS

(Barbara Greaves - Legislative Assistant - 213 978-1068/e-mail Barbara.Greaves@lacity.org)

Note: For information regarding the Committee and its operations, please contact the Committee
Legislative Assistant at the phone number and/or e-mail address listed above. The Legislative
Assistant may answer questions, provide materials, and provide notice of matters scheduled before
the City Council. Assistive listening devices are available at the meeting; upon 72 hour advance
notice, other accommodations, such as sign language interpretation, and translation services will be
provided. Contact the Legislative Assistant listed above for the needed services. TDD available at
(213) 978-1055.

File No. Subject

(20)
04-1 880
cPC 2004-7068-
rco
CDs 1 &14

Reportfrom the City Planning Commission and draft lnterim Control Ordinance
(lCO), imposing temporary regulations on the issuance of building permits,
grading, foundation, use of land, and change of use permits in various portions
of the Northeast Community Plan located in: Subarea(s) 1 - Mt. Olympus.
generally bounded by Griffin Avenue to the west; Griffin Avenue, Avenue 39,
Bernice Place, Montecito Drive, and Roberta Street to the north; Sierra Street
and Alta Street to the east; and Fenn Street, Prewett Street, Abrigo Avenue
and Pomona Street to the south. Paradise Hill generally bounded by Eva
Terrace to the west; Gillig Avenue and Rising Drive to the north; Amethyst
Street and Onyx Drive to the east; and Altura Street and Onyx Drive to the
south. Rose Hills generally bounded by Roberta Street to the north, Reynolds
Avenue to the east, and Luther Street to the south. A small parcel bounded by
Avenue 43 to the south and west, Latona Avenue to the north, and Montecito
Drive to the east; Subarea 2 - El Sereno, generally bounded by Soto Street
and Huntington Drive to the west, Turquoise Street and Cato Street to the
north, Kewanee Street to the east, and Multinomah Street to the south; and
Subarea 3 - Monterev Hills. generally bounded by Collis Avenue to the east;
the City of South Pasadena to the north, Potrola Avenue to the east, and
Edison Street and Novgorod Street to the south; and request for allocation of
staff resources, and related matters. (Also referred to Personnel and Budget
and Finance Committees)

Applicant: City of Los Angeles
Commission Vote: 6-0
Fiscal lmpact Statement Suibmitted: Yes, by Commission

DISPOSITI

Planning and Land Use Management Committee, SupplementalAgenda Page
Tuesday - July 11, 2006

p1071 1su
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Los Angeles Ctrv PUNNING GourutsstoN
200 N. Spring Street, Room 532, Los Angeles, California, 900124801 , (213) 97&1300

www.lacity.org/PLN/index. htm

Determination Mailing Date: JUL 0 7 2006

GASE NO. CPC-2004-7068-!CO
Location: Various
Council District: No. 'l and 14
Plan Area: Northeast

Applicant: City of Los Angeles
Request(s): An lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO) to

temporarily regulate the issuance of building
permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds
in the sub-areas Mt. Olympus - Rose Hill,
Monterey Hills, el Sereno within the Northeast
Community Plan.

At its meeting on June 8, 2006, the following action was taken by the City Planning Commission:

1. Approved the proposed lnterim Control Ordinance (Exhibit B) imposing temporary regulations on the issuance of building
permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds in the sub-areas Mt. Olympus - Rose Hill; Monterey Hills, and El Sereno
within the Northeast Communig Plan as shown in the attached maps labeled Exhibits A1, A2, and 43.

2. Disapprove the ICO for Mt. Washington - Glassell Park.
3. Approved the attached Staff Report, as amended, stipulating that the proposed ICO would remain in effect for a period of

one year with two six-month extensions, and the attached Exhibits.
4. Approve the development of a Focus Group discussion to explore a program based approach to recurring problems such

as haul route, access, traffic, grading, etc. in the Mount Washington-Glassell Park Specific Plan area and the remaining
areas included in the lnterim Control Ordinance. This focus group discussion would involve various agencies (Department

of Building and Safety, Department of Transportation, Bureau of Engineering, Fire Department, City Planning) as well as
stakeholders (property owners, developers, community leaders, etc.).

5. Approve the preparation of a Specific Plan for the areas targeted in the Northeast Hillside lCO.
6. Approve the preparation of a Mount Washington - Glassell Park Specific Plan Amendment as necessary based on focus

group discussion of the proposed Northeast Hillside Specific Plan.
7. Approve that projects within the Northeast Hillside ICO apply for an initial study and be subject to an environmental

assessment by the lead agency.
8. Recommend that the City Council allocate staff resources to implement the above actions.
9. Adopted Categorical Exemption No. ENV 2004-7069-CE (Exhibit D.)

10. Adopted the Findings in the attached staff report.

Fiscal lmpact Statement: There are General Fund impacts, for additional staff resources. The project will require the hiring of one City

Planner, for a.two-year period ($179,102) to process the Specific Plan and environmental clearance for projects subject to the lnterim

Control Ordinance. Processing of the Specific Plan will also require consultant contracts for a traffic analysis of development which
may occur after completion of the Specific Plan on the area's hillside street system.

This action was taken by the following vote:

CITY COUNCIL
Room 395, City Hall

Moved:
Seconded
Ayes:
Absent:

Kay
Freer
Cardoso, Kezios, Usher, Woo
Hughes, lrlando, Roschen

\Mlliams, Commission Executive Assistant ll
lanning Commission



The time in which a party may seek judicial review of this determination is governed by California Code of Civil Procedure
Section 1094.6. Under that provision, a petitioner may seek judicial review of any decision of the City pursuant to California
Code of Civil Procedure Section 1094.5, only if the petition for writ of mandate pursuant to that section is filed no later than the
90th day following the date on which the Citfs decision becomes final.

Attachments: Staff Report w/ Findings, Proposed Ordinance, Map, Exhibits, Categorical Exemption



LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

DATE: June 8,2006

TIME: After 8:30 a.m.

PLACE: City Hall, Meeting Room No. 1010
200 N Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

cASE NO. CPG-2004-7068-|CO
CEQA: ENV 2004-7069-CE-ICO

LOCATION:Various areas within the
Northeast Community Plan: Mt. Olympus -

Paradise Hill - Rose Hill; Monterey Hills, El
Sereno, and Mt. Washington-Glassell Park.
Neighborhood Council(s): Lincoln Heights,
LA 32, and Arroyo Seco
Council District: 1 and 14
Plan Area: Northeast
Plan Land Use:Various
Zone:Various

3

SUBJECT/REQUEST: An lnterim Control Ordinance to temporarily prohibit the issuance of
building permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds in the subareas
Mt. Olympus - Paradise Hil! - Rose Hill; Monterey Hills, El Sereno, and Mt.
Washington - Glassell Park as shown on the attached map(s) labeled
Exhibits A and G.

APPLIGANT: lnitiated by the City of Los Angeles

MODIFIED FINDING

Pursuant to City Planning Commission action on June 8, 2006, staff hereby amends the
California Environmental Quality Act finding included in the staff report (page 2 and 3) to read
as follows:

California Environmenta! Quality Act. The proposed ordinance is exempt from the
California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA), pursuant to Article ll tH, Section 2
(m), of the City's Guidelines in that it is only a temporary measure to prohibit the
issuance of building permits until a suitable mitigation measure or other solution can be
found.

At its meetinq on June 8,2006, tlre City Planninq Commissionapproved that proiects
within the Northeast Hillside ICO apoly for an initial study and be subiect to an
environmental assessment bv the lead agency.

As part of the public testimonv durinq the rngetinq- the CitrPlanninq tonnmissjon found
that hillside areas in Northeast have experienced an accumulation of proiects along
certain substandard and/ or unimproved thoroughfares. potentially causing commutative
impacts. Consequently. the City Planning Commission aporoved that proiects within the
Northeast Hillside ICO apply far€ljnjllalsludy and be€ubiect to an€nvircnnDeltal
assessment by the lead aqency.



LOS ANGELES C]TY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
2"d SUPPLEMENTAL STAFF REPORT

LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

DATE: June B,2006

TIME. After 8:30 a.m.

PLACE: Gity Hall, Meeting Room No.1010
200 N Spring Street
Los Angeles, GA 90012

X PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED

cASE NO. GPC-2004-7068-ICO
CEQA: ENV 2004-7069-CE-ICO

LOCATION: Various areas within the
Northeast Gommunity Plan: Mt. Olympus -
Paradise Hill - Rose Hill; Monterey Hills, El
Sereno, and Mt. Washington-Glassell Park
Neighborhood Council(s): Lincoln Heights,
LA 32, and Arroyo Seco
Council District: 1 and 14
Plan Area: Northeast

- Plan Land Use: Various
Zone: Various

INFORMATION ONLY

1

2
3

4.
5.

PUBLIC HEARING NOT REQUIRED
(Public comments may be taken.)

SUBJECT/REQUEST: An lnterim Control Ordinance to temporarily prohibit the issuance of
building permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds in the subareas
Mt. Olympus - Paradise Hill - Rose Hill; Monterey Hills, ElSereno, and Mt.
Washington - Glassell Park as shown on the attached map(s) labeled
Exhibits A and C.

APPLICANT: lnitiated by the Gity of Los Angeles

RECOMMENDATION:

Aoprove the Staff Reoort as the Commission Report
ADOPT the attached Staff Report and Findings as the Gommission's Report.
APPROVE and recommend that the Gity Gounci! adopt the lnterim Controt Ordinance as
amended (attached as Exhibit "B") imposing a temporary prohibition on the issuance of
building permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds in the subareas Mt. Olympus -
Paradise Hill - Rose Hill; Monterey Hills, and ElSereno as shown on the attached map(s)
labeled Exhibit A.
Disapprove the IGO for Mt. Washington-Glassell Park
Development of a Focus Group discussion to explore a program based approach to recurring
problems such as haul route, access, traffic, grading, etc. in the Mount Washington-Glassell
Park Specific Plan area and the remaining areas included in the lnterim Control Ordinance. This
focus group discussion would involve various agencies (Department of Building and Safety,
Department of Transportation, Bureau of Engineering, Fire Department, City Planning) as well
as stakeholders (property owners, developers, community leaders, etc.).
A follow up preparation, adoption, and implementation of a Specific Plan for the areas targeted
in the Northeast Hillside lCO.
Preparation and adoption of a Mount Washington- Glassell Park Specific Plan Amendment, as
necessary based on focus group discussions of the proposed Northeast Hillside Specific Plan.
That the City Council allocates staff resources to implement recommendations two through four.

Exhibits "A": Area Boundary Maps
Exhibit "B": Proposed Ordinance
Exhibit "C" Mt Washington - Glassell Park Specific Plan subareas

6

7

8



Addendum Response to Oral Testimony

ADVICETOPUBLIC: +'fheexacttimethisreportwill beconsideredduringthemeetingisuncertainsincetheremaybeseveralotheritemson
theagenda. WrittencommunicationsmaybemailedtotheCommissionSecretariat,200N.springSrreet,Room532, I-osAngeles,CA900l2
(Phone No. 213-978-1246). While all written communications are given to the Commission for consideration, the initial packers are sent to the
weekpriortotheCommission'smeetingdate. Ifyouchallengetheseagendaitemsincourt,youmaybelimitedtoraisingonlythoseissuesyou
or someone else raised at the public hearing agendized herein, orin written correspondence on these matters delivered to this agency at or pnor
tothepublichearing. AsacoveredentityunderTitlelloftheAmericanswithDisabilitiesAct,theCttyoflosAngelesdoesnotdiscriminareon
the basis ofdisability, and upon request, will provide reasonable accommodation 10 ensure equal access to this programs, services and activities.
Sign language interpreters, assistive listening devices, or other auxiliary aids and/or other services may be provided upon request. To ensure
availabiliry of services, please make your request not later than three working days (72 hours) prior to the meeting by calling the Commission
Secretariat at (213) 978-1246.
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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

AGTION RECOMMENDED BY STAFF: That the City Planning Commission:

ADOPT the Staff Report as the Commission Report

APPROVE and recommend that the City Council adopt the lnterim Control Ordinance
as amended (attached as Exhibit "B") imposing a temporary prohibition on the issuance
of building permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds in the subareas Mt.
Olympus - Paradise Hill - Rose Hill; tVlonterey Hills, and El Sereno as shown on the
attached map(s) labeled Exhibit A.

ADOPT the following findings:

Geographic Area: The Northeast Hillside ICO is generally comprised of the
subareas tvlt. Olympus - Paradise Hill- Rose Hill; tMonterey Hills, and El Sereno as
shown on the attached map(s) labeled Exhibit A.

Charter Sections 556 & 558. The subject ordinance is in substantialconformance
with the purposes, intent, and provisions of the General Plan in that the ordinance
furthers the Northeast Community Plan which calls for hillside development to be
of low density, appropriate in scale, and minimally disruptive of the natural terrain.
The subject ordinance seeks to limit the adverse impacts of hillside development
incompatible with the scale of existing neighborhoods, including infrastructure and
public seryices, by imposing a temporary prohibition on the issuance of all building
permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds until the City adopts permanent
regulatory measures that can be implemented.

Among the objectives and Policies of the Northeast Community Plan are "To limit
the intensity and density of development in hillside areas" (Objective 1-5); and
Policies include "Limit development according to the adequacy of the existing and
assured street circulation system within the Plan Area and surrounding areas"
(Policy 1-5.1 ); "Ensure the availability of paved streets, adequate sewers, drainage
facilities, fire protection services and facilities, and other emergency services and
public utilities to support development in hillside areas" (Policy 1.5.2); and
"Considerthe steepness of the topography and the geologic stability in any proposal
for development within the Plan area" (Policy 1.5.3).

The subjectordinancewould limitthe adverse impacts of development incompatible
with adopted objectives and policies in the Northeast Community Plan and with
current hillside development trends in Northeast by imposing a temporary
prohibition on the issuance of all building permits in excess of certain floor area
thresholds.

Galifornia Environmental Quality Act. The proposed ordinance is exempt from
the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEOA), pursuant to Article lll,

3
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Section 2 (m), of the City's Guidelines in that it is only a temporary measure to
prohibit the issuance of building permits until a suitable mitigation measure or other
solution can be found.

4 Galifornia Government Gode Section 65858. The proposed ordinance is
intended to protect the public safety, health, and welfare of the residents of the
proposed areas by prohibiting the issuance of building permits in excess of certain
floor area thresholds for any Project that may incorporate building and grading
activities, removal or relocation of trees. cleo n of olant life. or insuficient off-
street parking. detrimental to the intent and purpose of the Northeast Community
Plan, and specific Objectives and Policies SUPRA. Because it may take an
additional year for the adoption of a pertinent planning tool to establish appropriate
mitigation, or find other solutions which can be implemented to address the issues
in a long term manner, interim measures are needed to prevent further development
incompatible with adopted objectives and policies in the Northeast Community Plan
and with current hillside development trends in the community.

S. GAIL GOLDBERG, AICP
Director of Planning

Approved by:

q/10[
Dave Gay
Principal City Pla

Charles Rau
Senior City Pl ner

by:

DateT--7

Prepared By:

/

Jose Carlos Romero
City Planner
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SUPPLEMENTAL STAFF REPORT

This second supplemental staff report addresses the questions raised by the City
Planning Commission on April 13,2006, in regards to the following:

1. The ICO boundaries.

2. The urgency requirement of an ICO per State Law.

3. What is an lCO, issues and legality?

Also, this supplemental staff report includes the proposed Ordinance as amended to
include parking, and tree protection.

Finally, staff prepared an addendum with specific responses to oral testimony.

1. Why these boundaries were selected?

During the first months of 2004, several developers approached the Planning
Department (Subdivision Section and Northeast Unit) inquiring on development
opportunities in some of the vacant parcels in Lincoln Heights. Developers were
interested in small single-family lots and large lots for subdivision projects. As a matter
of common practice, developers were advised to consult with the Council Office, for
subdivision in large parcels require General Plan Amendments from very low or
minimum density to more dense designations.

The Council Office became aware of these development pressures and instructed the
Planing Department to look into vacant land to establish an ICO to reduce urgent and
increasing problems about development in the Northeast Hillside areas. Council Office
One targeted the vacant land areas originally proposed in the Northeast ICO: the Mount
Olympus, Paradise Hill, and Rose Hill areas.

Subsequently Council Office 14 requested that additional areas be added as part of the
ICO effort. Staff advised CD 14 that vacant land was a primary target. CD 14 targeted
portions of El Sereno and [Vlonterey Hills. Then CD1 and CD14 focused on portions of
predominately vacant land in the Mount Washington - Glassell Par Specific Plan.

What is the urgency and its relationship to the increased number of
building permits?

The original motion and the proposed ordinance reference the following areas of
necessary protection:

minimization of grading and soil erosion;
protection of ridgelines and landform;

2
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protection of plant life, wildlife;
hillside development approprite in scale, and
adequate access for residents and emergency vehicles.

Future assessments/ analysis in the above areas should be done while the lnterim
Control Ordinance is in place to protect the health, safety, and welfare of the Northeast
hillside areas, in particular those targeted for the ICO due to increasing development
presures which was manifested by the increasing number of building permits.

BUILDING PERMITS IN HILLSIDE AREAS
SINGLE.FAMILY

* lnctudes both additions and new singte-family units

The table shows building permit activity for single-family (both additions and new units)
in hillside areas. Northeast Los Angeles and Sunland Tujunga show the highest percent
increase of new single-family development in hillside areas. There is a significant
difference between these two communities, most of the single-family activity in Sunland
Tujunga is through subdivision of land whereas in Northeast the majority of single-family
development is through permits for existing single-family lots. The subdivision process
involves a through environmental assessment of projects whereas most of the
applications for single-family lots in Northeast receive Categorical Exemptions.

There are two types of urgencies, both derived from the increased building activity in
Northeast Hillside areas.

2001
BUILDING
PERMITS"

2401
PERMTTS

FOR NEW SF

2004
BUILDING

.PERMITS,*

2004
PERMlTS.FOR

NEW SF

GITYUI'IDE BBO 421 561 5 859
,ir

PERCENT
GHANGE 2OO1-

2004

B4% 49.4%

NORTHEAST TA 41 18 636 119

PERGENT
cHANbE ?Og.r--

2904 ,;,.

93Yo 84.9%

SUttUttO-'L;L.
TUJI NGAs i ,.l.

21 18 615 482

.PERGENT" "
. GHANGE 2obJ -
, 2004'

97% 96Yo
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a) There is an urgency to review the City's environmental and
planning regulations, procedures and strategies applicable to
Northeast hillside areas.

Existing regulations currently in place may not be sufficient to protect the health,
safety and welfare of the community. Specifically, current environmental policies
grant [Ministerial Project Approval with no further action required under CEQA
(issued by the Department of Building and Safety), or categorical exemptions to
single-family projects in hillside areas pursuant to City CEQA Guidelines Class 3,
Category 1. The same guideline is found in CEQA Statue 15303, Class 3,
Category (a).

CATEGORICAL EXE /'NPTIONS
c. C/ass 3. New Construction of Small Structures

1) Single family residences not in conjunction with the building of two
or more units. ln urbanized areas. up to three single family residences
may be constructed under this exemption.

ln areas of Northeast Los Angeles where project permits are subject of planning
review, specificallythe MountWashington - Glassell Park Specific Plan, categorical
exemptions have been granted to single-family projects and Director's
determinations for project permits have been successfully challenged on the
grounds that environmental impacts were not adequately addressed and mitigated.

The East Los Angeles Area Planning Commission has found that some project
permit reviews in Mount Washington - Glassell Park Specific Plan, a hillside area,
failed to identify potential environmental impacts, and this Commission has granted
at least two appeals and it has also granted-in-part various other appeals. Appeals
were granted pursuant to CEQA Statue 15300.2 Exceptions to Categorical
Exemptions. ln those appeals granted-in-part by the Area Planning Commission,
environmental mitigation measures have been added to the Commission's action.

CEQA Statue 15300.2 EXCEPTIONS a, b, and c, reads:

(a) Location. Classes 3,4,5,6, and 11 are qualified by consideration of where
the project is to be located -- a project that is ordinarily insignificant in its
impact on the environment may in a particularly sensitive environment be
significant. Therefore, these classes are considered to apply all instances,
except where the project may impact on an environmental resource of
hazardous or critical concern where designated, precisely mapped, and
officially adopted pursuant to law by federal, state, or local agencies.

(b) Cumulative lmpact. All exemptions for these classes are inapplicable when
the cumulative impact of successive projects of the same type in the same
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place, over time is significant.

(c) Significant Effect. A categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity
where there is a reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant
effect on the environment due to unusual circumstances.

Appeals granted by the ELA-APC are cases DIR 2005-5136-SPP, and Dir 2005-
5140-SPP . These cases involve single-family project permit applications on a
landslide designated hazard area. ln 1969, a landslide destroyed a fery homes, a
road, and killed one person. The area was never stabilized by the City. The hazard
areas included not only the project site but adjoining lots, and the existing road
fronting the project site was only re-compacted by the Bureau of Public Works. The
project site was also in proximity to a wild life corridor.

ln hillside areas where no planning review is required such as the ICO target areas,
the, the Department of Building and Safety, usually grants building permits as
ministerial actions, which require no environmental clearance, to single-family
projects unless a haul route permit is needed for which an environmental
assessment on the project is prepared.

Single-family projects with no planning review requirement usually go silent during
the building permit process and do not afford public scrutinity, and quite often the
property owners and neighbors are not aware of land hazards or environmental
protection measures.

This is true in hillside areas where substandard lots are developed with usually
substandard infrastructure such as narrow roads with substandard access for
residents and emergencyvehicles. The impacts of gradualdevelopment in this kind
of terrain constitute a threat to the health, safety and welfare of the community.

The intent of the Northeast ICO is to reasonably limit construction of floor
area thereby minimizing grading and the building pad (footprint). This criteria
will reduce the likelihood of soil erosion, deforestation and depletion of plant and
animal life. During the ordinance's interim period, the City will review its planning
and environmental regulations, procedures and strategies applicable to Northeast
hillside areas. Omitting such review could be injurious to the community.

The proposed ordinance offers minimum protection while allowing property owners
and developers the ability to obtain building permits. The floor area permitted bythe
proposed ICO actually exceeds the floor area permitted by the Mount Washington -
Glassell Park Specific Plan.
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COMPARATIVE MAXIMUM FLOOR AREA PERMITTED

Based on a two story structure and 40% lot coverage.
The Mount Washington - Glassell Park Specific Plan includes garages and stainrvells in its definition
of floor area. The LAMC excludes garages and stairwells in the definition of floor area.
Average floor area of garage and enclosed stainvells.

*
**

***

As shown above, the Northeast Hillside ICO will allow the reasona ble eniovment of
a property right. Therefore, the proposed ICO is not a taking or a moratorium, and
it will not deprive a property owner from improving a vacant tot or adding to an
existing dwelling. Enactment of the lCO will not constitute a hardship during the
building permit process as shown in the attached flowchart .

,l-o1 5ri.a in-
, s.,fi:

:

. Y i',li

HlLLiSlDE *

ololr.i'AncE;
MT WASHINGTON ..

GLASSEL PARK"-
.SPEGIFIG PLAN"*"

.-- ' I -... PROPOSED'
NORTHEAST

i. i

HILLSIDE lCO
.'li
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ft height.
Over 2,944 sf

50% OF LOT AREA
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0.11+ 5000)
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t,,
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35% + 550 sf
4,133+550
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.ri

12,368.

,t

40% lot coverage x 36
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0.32-{[(17,368-
15,000) x 0.051 +

5000)= 29.6Yo OF
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5,140 sf

27o/o + 550 sf
4,689+550

5,239 sf

23,550

J

40oh lot coverage x 36
ft height

Over 18,840 sf
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b) There is an urgency to limit the floor area and therefore the building
footprint. This will likely minimize grading and increase soil stability,
preserve hillside !andform, and conserve native plant life, including oak
trees and other designated significant trees by Ordinance No 177404.

At least one property on Thomas Street modified its original layout to
increase floor area exceeding proposed thresholds to the detriment of clearly
stated Community Plan policies. Also, a few other properties exceed ICO
ratios when the total floor area of construction is accounted for (Roberta
Street).

Ongoing development in the Monterey Hills area have depleted plant life,
including the cutting of significant trees (Harriman Street).

The proposed ICO ordinance will implement the recently adopted tree
ordinance which requires the following tree replacement criteria administered
by the Board of Public works:

3. What is an lnterim Gontrol Ordinance (lCO)?

State Government Code Section 65858 authorizes the City to adopt an urgency
measure, an interim ordinance prohibiting land uses that may be in conflict with a
contemplated general plan, specific plan, or zoning proposal that the City is
considering or studying.
development aoplication.

the rocess

ln other words, an lnterim Control Ordinance is a short term growth management
measure which sets forth provisions fordevelopment control purposes to bring new

TREE PROTEGTION

Removal of Protected Tree 1. Replace with 2 trees of a protected variety,
2. At least 15- gallon, one inch or more in diameter one

foot above base,
3. At least seven feet in height measured from base,
4. Size an number of replacement trees shall

approximate value of tree to be replaced..

lf Replacement Trees
unavailable...

1. Permit protected trees of a lesser size or trees of a
different species to be planted,

2. A greater number of replacement trees may be
required.

Relocation of Protected
Tree on Same Property

Provided that environmental conditions of the new
location are favorable for survival.
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construction to conform with existing Community Plan goals and objectives.

The proposed Northeast Hillside lCO advances a legitimate public interest (to
protect the health, safety and welfare of the community), and it does not constitute
a taking because it allows property owners the enjoyment of their property rights.

]SSUES, LEGALITY

As the Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan area was experiencing a significant
increase in building permits for single-family dwellings, the hillside communities
started to address the impacts of gradual development, particularly grading, soil
erosion, access/ circulation, parking, and plant life issues.

The problems of grading and soil stability, circulation/ access for residents and
emergency vehicles pertain to safety concerns; depletion of plant life and animal life
problems pertain to health and welfare of the community. There is an urgency to
address the impacts of gradual development in hillside areas with adverse
environmentalfactors such as designated land hazards (landslides, liquifaction, soil
stability), depletion of plant life, narrow streets, etc.

The intent of the Northeast ICO is to reasonably limit construction of floor
area thereby minimizing grading and the building pad (footprint). This criteria
will reduce the likelihood of soil erosion, deforestation and depletion of plant and
animal life. During the ordinance's interim period, the City will review its planning
and environmental regulations, procedures and strategies applicable to Northeast
hillside areas. Omitting such review will be injurious to the community.

During the initial process of this project, the City Attorney met with Planning
Department and City Council staff and made very clear that an ICO shall not
preclude a property owner from improving a property. Therefore, staff was careful
in drafting an ICO which allows owners to build

The proposed ordinance offers protection while allowing property owners and
developers to obtain building permits. The floor area permitted by the proposed ICO
exceeds the floor area permitted by the Mount Washington - Glassell Park Specific
Plan. Consequently, the proposed ICO is not a taking, and it is not a moratorium.



EXHIBIT B

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO.

An ordinance imposing interim regulations on the issuance of building, grading,
foundation, use of land, and change of use permits in various portions of the Northeast
Community Plan Area as depicted in the accompanying ordinance maps titled Sub-
Area l: llount Olympus, Paradise Hill, Rose Hill, Sub-Area ll: Et Sereno, and Sub-Area
lll: Monterey Hills.

WHEREAS, extensive hillside areas within the Northeast Community Plan area
remain unbuilt because they were subdivided at a time when no infrastructure
improvements or access was required or provided for; and

WHEREAS, development activity in the Northeast hillside areas has significantly
increased in recent years; and

WHEREAS, the Northeast Community Plan area adopted by the City Council on
June 15, 1999, called for measures requiring that hillside development be of low
density, appropriate in scale, and minimally disruptive of the natural terrain; and

WHEREAS, ridgelines (the highest crest of the hill or range), canyons, natural
rock outcropping, desirable natural or protected vegetation including prominent and
native trees, and natural water courses, and areas particularly abundant in wildlife are
significant elements of the natural terrain and therefore should be minimally altered and
if possible preserved; and

WHEREAS, introduction and conservation of plant material will further protect
slopes from slippage or soil erosion and to minimize the effects of any grading or
construction, and

WHEREAS, a purpose of the Northeast Plan is to ensure that future
developments improve the identity and appearance of neighborhoods and communities
by providing guidance regarding scale, height, bulk, setbacks, design, and landscaping;
and

WHEREAS, the Northeast Plan also calls for strategically targeting sites for
appropriate low density hillside development, and

I



WHEREAS, the Northeast Plan also promotes the protection of aesthetic
resources; and

WHEREAS, buildings in hillside areas shall be designed to accommodate
sloping sites and minimize the amount of grading required; and

WHEREAS, the placement of a structure should not destroy or obstruct a scenic
feature or resource, and

WHEREAS, in hillside areas safety protection measures such as accessibility
and reduced emergency response time shall be encouraged through adequate
infrastructure, including street access; and

WHEREAS, it is urgent to immediately prevent the major alteration of the subject
area until permanent hillside regulations can be adopted.

NOW THEREFORE,

THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES
DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. DEFINITIONS. The following words and phrases, whenever used in
this Ordinance, shall be construed as defined in this Section. Words and phrases not
defined herein shall be construed as defined in Sections 12.03 and 91 .6202 of the
Los Angeles Municipal Code.

FLOOR AREA RATIO: The ratio between the floor area of all buildings on a lot
(as defined in the Los Angeles lvlunicipal Code) and the total area of the lot.

Section 2. PROHIBITION. Notwithstanding any provision of the Los Angeles
IMunicipal Code to the contrary, for a period of 365 days from the effective date of this
Ordinance, or until a permanent planning tool can be adopted to address the identified
community issues, whichever comes first, for any lot or parcel which is located in whole
or in part within the sub-areas identified in Section 3 of this Ordinance:

(4 No person, except as othenruise provided in this Ordinance, shall erect,
construct, add to or change the use of any building or structure, or portion
thereof, on a lot within the identified areas in Section 3 of this Ordinance.

(b) No person shall remeve or re a Protected Tree as defined in
Ordinance 177.404.

2



No erson toas
an additional off-street parking is provided when the project exceeds 2.400
square feet of floor area.

Sec. 3. INTERIM CONTROL AREA. The provisions of this Ordinance shall
apply to any lot located in whole or in part with in the subareas described as follows:

Subarea(s) /. Mount Olympus-Flattop generally bounded by Griffin Avenue to the West;
Griffin Avenue, Avenue 39, Bernice Place, Montecito Drive, and Roberta Street to the
North; Sierra Street and Alta Street to the East; and Fenn Street, Prewett Street, Abrigo
Avenue and Pomona Street to the South;

Paradise Hill generally bounded by Eva Terrace to the West; Gillig Avenue and Rising
Drive to the North; Amethyst Street and Onyx Drive to the East; and Altura Street and
Onyx Drive to the South;

Deoartment of Water and Power (DWP) Rose Hills generally bounded by Roberta
Street to the North, Reynolds Avenue to the East, and Luther Street to the South

A small parcel bounded by Avenue 43 to the South and West, Latona Avenue to the
North, and lVlontecito Drive to the East.

All as shown in Exhibit A-1

Subarea //. El Sereno generally bounded by Soto Street and Huntington Drive to the
West, Turquoise Street and Cato Street to the North, Kewanee Street to the East, and
lMultinomah Street to the South as shown in Exhibit A-2.

Subarea lll. IMonterey Hills generally bounded by Collis Avenue to the East; the City of
South Pasadena to the North, Potrola Avenue to the East, and Edison Street and
Novgorod Street to the South as shown in Exhibit A-3.
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EXHIBIT A2
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EXHIBIT A3
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Sec. 4. EXCEPTIONS.

A. The prohibitions specified in Section 2 of this Ordinance shall not apply to any
vesting tract map subdivision, the application for which was deemed complete prior to
the effective date of this Ordinance.

B. The prohibitions specified in Section 2 of this Ordinance shall not apply to any
construction for which a building permit or demolition permit is required:

1. ln order to comply with an order issued by the Department of Building and
Safety to repair, remove or demolish an unsafe or a substandard condition;

2. ln order to rebuild as a result of destruction by fire, earthquake or other
natural disaster, provided that the development is not prohibited by any provision
of the Los Angeles Municipal Code.

C. The prohibitions specified in Section 2 of this Ordinance shall not apply to any
building permit for which (1) architectural and structural plans sufficient for a complete
plan check were accepted by the Department of Building and Safety on or before the
effective date of this Ordinance; and (2) all fees or guarantees for the payment of fees
were accepted by the City on or before the effective date of this Ordinance. This
exception shall only apply if no subsequent changes are made to the plans which
increase or decrease the height or floor area or occupant load by more than five
percent, or change the use, or if any changes violate the Zoning Code regulations in
force on the date the plan check fee was paid.

D. The prohibitions specified in Section 2 @)of this Ordinance shall not apply to the
erection, construction, addition to or alteration of a one-family dwelling or other structure
where the total floor area of the one-family dwelling on the lot does not exceed the
following thresholds:

For lots less than 5,000 square feet in size, the maximum Floor Area
Ratio shall be determined by using the following ratio:

0.5:1 (0.50 times the lot area).

For lots greater than or equal to 5,000 square feet in size, but less than
10,000 square feet in size, the maximum Floor Area Ratio shall be
determined by using the following ratio:

0.45:1 (0.45 times the lot area).

For lots greater than or equal to 10,000 square feet in size, but less than
15,000 square feet in size, the maximum Floor Area Ratio shall be
determined by using the following ratio:

0.35:1 (0.35 times the lot area).

1
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For lots greater than or equal to 15,000 square feet in size, the maximum
Floor Area Ratio shall be determined by using the following ratio:

0.27:1 (0.27 times the lot area).

E. The prohibitions specified in Section 2 of this Ordinance shall not apply to any
building permit for which a vested right has accrued prior to the effective date of this
Ordinance.

F. The prohibitions specified in Section 2 a\.2 b),2 c) ork) of this Ordinance shall
not apply to any building permit for which,

a) a project does not exceed floor area thresholds as established in Section 4-D
of this Ordinance or a oroiect exceeds floor area thresholds as established in Section 4-

4

of this O IS

environmental assessment is performed and an environmental determination is issued
bv the Lead Aqencv

b) Compliance with Ordinance 177,404 has been established by the Department
of Public Works.

c) Verification has been established by the Department of Building and Safety in
applicant building plans that an additional off-street parking space is provided when the
project's dwelling unit exceeds 2,400 square feet of total floor area.

Sec. 5. EXTENSION OF REGULATIONS. The City Council may, by resolution,
extend the provisions of this Ordinance for not more than two additional periods of six
months, so long as the City Council makes the following finding: That appropriate City
agencies and officials are exercising due diligence to assure that the proposed
Community Plan amendment is being processed expeditiously.

Sec. 6. HARDSHIP EXEMPTIONS. The City Council, acting in its legislative
capacity, may by resolution, grant an exemption from the provisions of this Ordinance in
cases of extreme hardship duly established to the satisfaction of the City Council. An
application for hardship exemption shall be filed with the City Clerk on forms provided
by the Department of City Planning.
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Sec. 7. APPLICABILITY OF THE ZONING CODE. The regulations of this
Ordinance are in addition to those set forth in the planning and zoning provisions of
Chapter 1 of the Los Angeles lvlunicipal Code and any other ordinances adopted by the
City Council, and do not contain any rights not otherwise granted under the provisions
and procedures contained in that Chapter or any other ordinances.

Sec. 8. SEVERABILITY. lf any provision of this Ordinance is found to be
unconstitutional or othenruise invalid by any court of competent jurisdiction, that
invalidity shall not affect the remaining provisions of this Ordinance which can be
implemented without the invalid provision, and, to this end, the provisions of this
Ordinance are declared to be severable.

Sec. 9. The City Clerk shall certify to the passage of this ordinance and have it
published in accordance with Council policy, either in a daily newspaper circulated
in the City of Los Angeles or by posting for ten days in three public places in the City of
Los Angeles: one copy on the bulletin board located in the tMain Street lobby to the City
Hall; one copy on the bulletin board located at the ground level at the Los Angeles
Street entrance to the Los Angeles Police Department; and one copy on the bulletin
board located at the Temple Street entrance to the Los Angeles County Hall of
Records.

I hereby certify that this ordinance was passed by the Council of the City of
Los Angeles, by a vote of not less than three-fourths of all of its members, at its
meeting of

FRANK T. IvIARTINEZ, City Clerk

Deputy

Approved

Pursuant to Charter Section 559, I approve
this ordinance on behalf of the City

ning Commission and recommend
it be adopted

February _, 2006

see attached report.

S GAIL GLODBERG
Director of Planning

By

7

Approved as to Form and Legality

Mayor



By

Rockard J. Delgadillo, City Attorney

TERRY P. KAUFMANN TVIACIAS
Deputy City Attorney

Date

File No CFO4-1880-S2: C 2004-7068-tCO

t
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EXHIBII' D

COUNTY CLERK'S USE CITY OF LOS ANGELES CIry CLERK'S USE

2oo N 3[f i,c5'"J^13 :iAHiH55, .uo
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

NOTICE OF EXEIVIPTION
(California Environmental Quality Act Section 15062)

Filing of this form is optional. lf filed, the form shall be filed with the County Clerk, 12400 E. lmperial Highway, Norwalk, CA 90650,
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152 (b'). Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21167 (dl, the filing of this notice
starts a 3$day statute of limitations on court challenges to the approval of the project. Failure to file this notice with the County Clerk
results in the statute of limitations being extended to 180 days.

EXEMPT STATUS: (Check One)

O MINISTERIAL

o DECLARED EMERGENCY

o EMERGENCY PROJECT

o CATEGORICALEXEMPTION

o GENERAL EXEMPTION

Class

STATE CEQA GUIDELINES

Sec.15268

Sec.15269

Sec. 15269 (b) & (c)

Sec. 15300 et seq.

Sec. 15060

CIry CEQA GUIDELINES

Art. ll, Sec.2b

Art.ll, Sec.2a (1)

Art. ll, Sec. 2a (2) & (3)

Art. lll, Sec. 1

nla

Category (City CEOA Guidelines)

r' OTHER (See Public Resources Code Sec.21080 (b) and set forth state and City guideline provision.
Cateqorical Exemotion Art. ll. Sec.2 (m)

IF FILED BY APPLICANT, ATTACH CERTIFIED DOCUMENT ISSUED BY THE CIry PLANNING DEPARTMENT STATING THAT
THE DE HAS THE PROJECT TO BE EXEMPT

LEAD CIry AGENCY
City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning

COUNCIL DISTRICT
1&14

PROJECT TITLE
Northeast Hiilside lnterim Control Ordinance

LOG REFERENCE
ENV - 2004-7069 -CE-|CO
cPC - 2004-7068-tCO

Mt bounded( ) Olympus AveGriffin tonue Wthe Griffigenerally by est; n AvenueAvenue, 39, Bernice Place,
Mo and StreetRoberta tontecito Drive the Sierra andStreet AltaNorth; Street theto and FennEast; PrewettStreet, Street, Abrigo

andAvenue StreetPomona to HiilParadisethe uthSo bounded Eva erraceTgenerally theto andAvenueby West; Gillig Rising
nveD theto North Stre andet Drive theto a AlturandAmethyst Onyx East; andStreet D torive Sothe uth HiilRoseOnyx generally

ndbou ed StreetRoberta theto North Sd ueAvenby theto and StreetLutherReynol East, thto Southe smallA boundedparcel by
Avenue 43 theto aSouth Wnd Latonaest, nAve toue Nthe andorth, Montecito toDrive East.the EI Sereno bounded(r ) genera llv by

StreetSoto Huand n D theto estW T UOISEtington rivB Street Catoand toStreet theurq StreetKewanee thto eNorth, andEast,
M noIti hma toStreet Souththe Montere Hiils boundedlt)(r 'v Col Avenlis toue the thegenera llv by East; Southof toPasadenaCity

eth Po trolaNorth, Avenue theto and EdisonEast, Street and toStreet South.the Mr.Novgorod Glassell Parkv)(r Washington
includesatea three of vacant landportions predom northwestThe isinantly bounded Crestmoreportion llvgenera by Place,

mosaMi DivisionAckDrive Driveerman Romeand TheDrive.Street, northeast isrtionpo bounded San Andreasgenerally by
SaAvenue Rafan el Avenue AvenueMoon nSha Aven UC ionMarm Crane Bouley levard andWay Drive, SeaviewGlenalbyn

SOThe uthern rsAyenue enera bou nded 37Avenue WMtportion s ly Driveby ashington and Street.lsabelGlenalbyn Drive,

PROJECT LOCATION
Generally bounded by

DESCRIPTION OF NATURE, PURPOSE, AND BENEFICIARIES OF PROJECT
Establishment of an lnterim Control Ordinance to temporarily prohibit the issuance of all building permits in excess of certain floor
area ratio thresholds in various hillside areas within the Northeast Community Plan as depidedln the attached map and described
above.

NAME OF PERSON OR AGENCY CARRYING OUT PROJECT, IF OTHER THAN LEAD CITY AGENCY:

CONTACT PERSON
Jose Carlos Romero

I TELEPHONE NUMBER I E)Cr
3 978-1 1 80

AREA CODE

JUSTIFICATION FOR PROJECT EXEMPTION: The adoption of an ordinance that does not result in impacts on the physical
environment, but merely preserves the status quo by temporarily prohibiting the issuance of building permits.

SIGNATURE 
L , /' City Planner

TITLE DATE December 6, 2004

FEE RECEIPT NO. RtrT:'D RV NATE
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CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #

Client Address
Street City State Zip
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Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( )

X
Name: I rtz*rn ,l*yNs o4/

For proposal
Against proposal

( ) General comments

Business or Organization Atfiliation

Address: H?A
^tWE"

State

ne: Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLTENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Address:

J2: _{4*e,57O
CityStreet zip

Client Name: Phone #

CityStreet State zip
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I wish to speak before the bt " ttw

ob
Date

Do you

Name:

FNrarrle or city ngency, Department, Committee or Council

wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address: I
City

Business phone: Representing:

asenoa?si"JJJ:ffifl"*,
( ) General comments

zip

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: phone #

Client Address:
Street City State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.
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HITI-SIDE DET'EIOPMENT STANDARDS

As clthens orf Norllremt Los Angele+ our mlsslon lsto draft
aevelopment standalds ilrat encourage sustalneble deslen and

mlnlmhc lmpact on humanr anlmalr & plant communltlesWrlle dolne
so, these development ctanrlads slrould encourage archltectural
dlverslty and lnnovdlon, and plutect quallty of llE-

Septemb ec 21,2Ut4, the Los Angeles Clty Councll, Plannlng and Land

use Management Committee passed a motion to protect several
speclflc large tracts of vacant land ln Noftheast Los Angeles.

Ten months later, a draft ICO was presented to the Gommunlty, whlch

does not addrcss the orlglnat lntent or speclfics of the motlon.
Furthermore, thls tCO language had been drafted wlthout any
communi$ outreach, and only selects communlty lnput. The mapplng
of the ICO area was dlscrlmlnatolY and dlvlslve, and does nothlng to
address hlllslde development lssues and ptessuFes as a whole ln the
Northeast arrea. Surelg therc must be some measure of dlsclosure and

some standard of lnformed consent rcqulred before one-slded
measunes are enacted,

E:dstlng hlllslde regulatlons often mandate lncrcased development
impact. Befurmed development standads should llmlt impact of
development on exlstlng landfiorms to:

. Beduce hetglfl strlet pnexrence a-nd mass W meqsudpe hel.Slt of , I )

bultdlngparalleltottreslope. ( St t t<,t: 45 t-O" tWlhf).
. Beduce need br stte grarllng by encouraglng golten rcoF and

tepeced stnrctur-s Hamlne men@tory gradlng rcgul6tlons'
lnsuflng safrty but atlowlng altenratlve englneerlng soltlUons

. To enoourage hrtldlngp wlUr vailaDle elevatlons and rcofllnes

. To encounage mone off stneet patldng bV excludlng covercd
paildng aneilt from floor anea rdtlo. '. Beduce trbEm orf Ore silrtcturu byatlowlng mone of tte bulldlng
to be undetgnound.

. To engourage deslgns n lfi less rctatnlng walls by amendlng
eldstlng rctalntng watl odlnance. Edsflng oldlnance has ttte
unfunereen erfrct of qta0ng mone rctalnlng walls not lesq

. Io allow mone ng;dble appllcadon of settack rcgulafions trffits
would Prctcct erGilng trccs

a

I



, ,Ar:fl* ?-'|t'dc
O To en@urage crcadon of rgleen'frlebleak$ tO sttBtltute Clear

cut mandatoty blush clearance.
A To encourage t|1e publlc use of clff owned lond, lncludlng tpaper

stlrets' o iommunlty parls or tralb and thls publlc land should

be enhanced rrlflr tre plandng anrl neiuve habttot ttstoratlon.

0 Amend eldsffng orle to allow mone fleDdble Gommunlty-t!/pe
develoPmerL

a To dbcourage.cootde cnttet'E deslgns ln mulu-home
developments.

/ todevelop sapguads ensudng Detter elrturcenrert of eldstlng

rcgulaflon+

As lt stands, development of htllslde propeftles often requlres
varlances, whlch makes the process dlsctetlonary. Our obJectlve ls to
create a set of hlllslde development standards that are clear and

unambiguous, easlly enfonceable, and fairforall resldents of the
hlllsldes. Our goal ln thls ls to prctect the nelghborhood standald of
llving whlte maintaining lndividual pltperty r{ghts.
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FROM : SAUIRE TRAINERS FAX NO. :

JuIy n,2006 /1o' flUru
Planning and Land Use Committee
City of Los Angeles

Ed Reyes and Committee

Jul. Lt 2AA6 A6:534M P1

to q rufr Ba^lr^4 e,*a,rtz
Molly'Ann Squire. Ph D , CPCM#?#il: and Mark Hansryr

Los Angeles, CA 90041
323-254-2530

I havc heard word of mouth from a ncighbor tlnr therc is a meetinEtoday,which I am
unable to attend, at which you wiU vote in the Moratorium on Building (lCO). This is
against the law and takes property rights away. \llhere is the compensation fiurd to
reimbrxse property ot mers for the loss of full use of their pnoperty, for any length of
time?

I heard also that some idea was mentioned of tacking on 8 new "view ordinance-,'Thcre
was no definition of wtnr this new law would include, nor any knowledge of the
proposed wording- I can only speculate. Who is cooking up these wish lists and gerting
thcm approved without appropriarc democratic steps and input? You should be ashamed
of yor-u part. This is taking private property rights again, for thc benefit of some other
unknown and adjaccnt property owners. What compensation is planned to the property
owners being robbed of their equal rights to develop their propertf

I am totally against both of these ideas. I am alrcady on record with writtcn protcsts,
whether at yonr committec or the City Planning Comminee, all my ideas ani reasons
have been cxprcssed- I am tired of the City Few exercising Eminenr Domain without any
direct notification to owners, without prop€r court procedures for eminent domain. yotu
PLUM oligarchy and yow clique have some concept that we live in monarchy herc in
Los Rngeles. Califomia bccame a state around 1852.

No VIEW ORDINAI{CE that dcnies equal rights to build undcr the same City of Los
Angeles Building and Safety laws which are in existence for all and which the ocisting
residents on the hills had to meet to build safely, with no odrlitional and unequal burdens
to m€€t. All citizens are equal. No discrimina(on against my propcrty righfi or those of
my husband, or those of my sou, both of whom are property owners in thc Northeast L.
A. area.

Y,

SW/ 04e,,44
lo0

/ieut lr*nuurz



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

PC-2004-7068-|CC -'ortheast Hillside ln

Nicole Possert <aguild@pacbell.net>
<Barbara.Greaves@lacity.org>
0711012006 5:53:24 PM
CPC-2004-7068-lCO Northeast Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance - Support

Send your letter via email to
July 10, 2006

Honorable Ed Reyes, Councilmember
Honorable Jose Huizar, Councilmember
Honorable Jack Weiss, Councilmember
Planning and Land Use Management Committee
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: CPC-2004-7068-lCO Northeast Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance

Dear Councilmembers:

I am writing to express my concerns about the speculative housing that is being developed in the
Northeast Los Angeles communities in general and specifically in El Sereno and Lincoln Heights and the
resulting public safety problems and gentrification impacts for these communities.

I urge the Planning and Land Use Management Committee to approve the creation
of a Northeast Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO) for the sub-areas of El Sereno, Monterey Hills, Mt.

Olympus and Paradise Hill. The exclusion of Mt. Washington/Glassell Park in the Northeast Hillside ICO

is only acceptable as long as a Specific Plan for all hillside areas within the Northeast Los Angeles
Community Planning Area is also approved, using the Mt. Washington/Glassell Park Specific Plan as the
starting point. ln order for this policy to be effective, it is essential that all developments in the impacted
areas be subject to environmental assessment and that there is a minimum of two staff persons assigned
to oversee the ICO and Specific Plan development.

I believe that such an approach avoids a patchwork of regulations and provides the uniformity required for
efficient planning and development as well as implementation and enforcement of these regulatory
provisions in Northeast Los Angeles.

The residents of Northeast Los Angeles are eager for the proposed Northeast Hillside ICO to be enacted
after a lengthy period of consideration. I urge the PLUM Committee to must take necessary action to

ensure that El Sereno, Rose Hills and Lincoln Heights benefit from the same kinds of planning strategies
and protections that other areas of the City have had in place for years.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed City Planning Commission action item
regarding the Northeast Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance.

Sincerely,
Nicole Possert

124 Roselawn Place
Los Angeles, CA 90042

ra



Page 1 of 1

July 10,2006
Honorable Ed Reyes, Councilmember
Honorable Jose Huizar, Councilmember
Honorable Jack Weiss, Councilmember
Planning and Land Use Management Committee
200 N. Spring St.

Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: CPC-2004-7068-ICO Northeast Hillside Interim Control Ordinance
Dear Councilmembers:
We are writing to express our concerns about the speculative housing that is being
developed in the Northeast Los Angeles communities of El Sereno and Lincoln
Heights and the resulting public safety problems and gentrification impacts for
these communities.
I urge the Planning and Land Use Management Committee to approve the creation

of a Northeast Hillside Interim Control Ordinance (ICO) for the sub-areas of El
Sereno, Monterey Hills, Mt. Olympus and Paradise Hill. The exclusion of Mt.
Washington/Glassell Park in the Northeast Hillside ICO is only acceptable as

long as a Specific Plan for all hillside areas within the Northeast Los Angeles

Community Planning Area is also approved, using the Mt. Washington/Glassell
Park Specific Plan as the starting point. In order for this policy to be

effective, it is essential that all developments in the impacted areas be

subject to environmental assessment and that there is a minimum of two staff
persons assigned to oversee the ICO and Specific Plan development'
i belieue that such an approach avoids a patchwork of regulations and provides

the uniformity required for effrcient planning and development as well as

implementation and enforcement of these regulatory provisions in Northeast Los
Angeles.
The residents of Northeast Los Angeles are eager for the proposed Northeast

Hillside ICO to be enacted after a lengthy period of consideration. I urge the

PLUM Committee to take necessary action to ensure that El Sereno, Rose

Hill and Lincoln Heights benefit from the same kinds of planning strategies and

protections that other areas of the City have had in place for years.

ltrant you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed City Planning

Commission action item regarding the Northeast Hillside Interim Control
Ordinance.
Sincerely,
Richard and Jane Lukes
440 Beech Street
Los Angeles, Ca. 90065
323-223-0411

file://C:\Documentso/o20and%20Settings\clerk\Local%20Settings\Temp\]'{ELAICO.htm 0711112006



Greaves - Fw: I

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

P 1

"CJ" <cjreagan@adelphia.net>
"Barbara Greaves" <Barbara.Greaves@lacity.org>
071101200611:13:49 PM
Fw: ICO

--- Original Message -----
From: CJ
To: Barbara Greaves
Sent: Monday, July 10, 2006 11:07 PM
Subject: ICO

Los Angeles City Planners, PLUM Commission, City Engineers-
You are facing a decision today which you have avoided for far too long, your

lack of action has cost residents dearly already and to further stall the ICO approval process will be an

even more egregious dereliction of your purported duties and will surely cause further destruction of what

is left of our hillsides and open space.
It would appear that you have put developers interests before the interests of

the people who pay your salaries, the residents of the areas that you have so
blatantly disregarded for at least two years. By now every developer with a desire
to desecrate our fair city has had ample time to do so thanks to you. The
way you conduct yourselves is nearly criminal, and the speed at which you do it
woutO Oe comical if not so tragic and irreparable, if I had the means to prove half of the things I suspect,
you would surely all be standing in the unemployment line or
sitting in jail.
The corruption within your department is evident from the decisions or lack of same that you make (or

don't) daily. lt is with this sentiment that I appeal to
you to behave like you're not on the'take'for once and pass the ICO to the City Council for immediate

approval. Pretend that you care about the people who are
impacted by your decisions the most, even if you really don't. lt's time to throw us

a bone before we lose what little respect we have left for you.

CJ Reagan
Los Angeles



- Letter in Supp_o-rt [' 'heast

Elva Yanez <ekyanez@yahoo.com>
<barbara.greaves@lacity.org>
0710812006 8:52:12 AM
Letter in Support of Northeast Hillside ICO

e1

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

July 8, 2006

Honorable Ed Reyes, Councilmember
Honorable Jose Huizar, Councilmember
Honorable Jack Weiss, Councilmember
Planning and Land Use Management Committee
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: CPC-2004-7068-lCO Northeast Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance

Dear Councilmembers:

I am an El Sereno home owner and live in a neighborhood adjacent to Elephant
Hill. I am writing to express my concerns about the speculative housing that
is being developed in El Sereno and the resulting public safety problems and
gentrification impacts for my community.

I urge the Planning and Land Use Management Committee (PLUM) to approve the
creation of a Northeast Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO) for the
sub-areas of El Sereno, Monterey Hills, Mt. Olympus and Paradise Hill. The
exclusion of Mt. Washington/Glassell Park in the Northeast Hillside ICO is only
acceptable as long as a Specific Plan for all hillside areas within the
Northeast Los Angeles Community Planning Area is also approved, using the Mt.

Washington/Glassell Park Specific Plan as the starting point. ln order for
this policy to be effective, it is essential that all developments in the
impacted areas be subject to environmental assessment and that there is a
minimum of two staff persons assigned to oversee the ICO and Specific Plan

development.

I believe that such an approach avoids a patchwork of regulations and provides
the uniformity required for efficient planning and development as well as
implementation and enforcement of these regulatory provisions in Northeast Los
Angeles.

The residents of El Sereno and the greater Northeast Los Angeles community are
eager for the proposed Northeast Hillside ICO to be enacted after a lengthy
period of consideration. PLUM must take necessary action to ensure that El

Sereno, Rose Hill and Lincoln Heights benefit from the same kinds of planning

strategies and protections that other areas of the City have had in place for
years.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed City Planning
Commission action item regarding the Northeast Hillside lnterim Control
Ordinance.

Sincerely,

Elva Yaflez
4627 Harriman Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90032



heast Hillside

323-255-5843

cc:
Gerald Gubatan, CD 1

Guadalupe Duran Medina, CD 1

Kimberly Yu, CD 14
Alvin Parra, CD 14
Lisa Hansen, CD 5

GG: Kimberly Yu <kimberly.yu@lacity.org>, Gerald Gubatan <ggubatan@council.lacity.org>,
<guadalupe.duran.medina@lacity.org>, Alvin Parra <alvin.parra@lacity.org>,
<councilmem ber.weiss@lacity.org>

2nBarbara Greaves - Letter



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

<gestalted@adelphia. net>
<Barbara.Greaves@lacity.org>
07l1012OOG 9:33:34 AM
N.E ICO/PLUM

July 10, 2006

Honorable Ed Reyes, Councilmember
Honorable Jose Huizar, Councilmember
Honorable Jack Weiss, Councilmember
Planning and Land Use Management Committee
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: CPC-2004-7068-lCO Northeast Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance

Dear Councilmembers

I am writing to express our concerns about the speculative housing that is being
developed in the Northeast Los Angeles communities of El Sereno and Lincoln
Heights and the resulting public safety problems and gentrification impacts for
these communities.

I urge the Planning and Land Use Management Committee to approve the creation
of a Northeast Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO) for the sub-areas of El

Sereno, Monterey Hills, Mt. Olympus and Paradise Hill. The exclusion of Mt.

Washington/Glassell Park in the Northeast Hillside ICO is only acceptable as
long as a Specific Plan for all hillside areas within the Northeast Los Angeles
Community Planning Area is also approved, using the Mt. Washington/Glassell
Park Specific Plan as the starting point. ln order for this policy to be

effective, it is essential that all developments in the impacted areas be

subject to environmental assessment and that there is a minimum of two staff
persons assigned to oversee the ICO and Specific Plan development.

I believe that such an approach avoids a patchwork of regulations and provides

the uniformity required for efficient planning and development as well as
implementation and enforcement of these regulatory provisions in Northeast Los
Angeles.

The residents of Northeast Los Angeles are eager for the proposed Northeast
Hillside ICO to be enacted after a lengthy period of consideration. I urge the
PLUM Committee to take necessary action to ensure that El Sereno, Rose
Hill and Lincoln Heights benefit from the same kinds of planning strategies and
protections that other areas of the City have had in place for years.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed City Planning
Commission action item regarding the Northeast Hillside lnterim Control
Ordinance.

Sincerely,

Rourk Reagan
Co-Chair Greater Cypress park Neighborhood Council Land Use and Planning Committee



- N.E ICO/PLUM

3410 Glenalbyn Dr. , L.A. , Ca. 90065
323-276-8522

CC: <donbookpaint@att.net>, <maisonlaffite@hotmail.colrl),
<roberta_trotman@hotmail.com>, <marecT@sbcglobal.net>, <dmarlos@adelphia.net>,
<arthurmacb@aol.com>, <carlosgbishop@yahoo.com>, <koina@yum.la>, <glizarde@sbcglobal.net>,
<gilleranhousehold@adelphia.net>, <ggandaria@sbcglobal.net>, <sharoncfarias@yahoo.com>,
<clare_mk@yahoo.com>, <rrlukes@earthlink.net>, <sunny3OOz@aol.com>, <cwsg1@hotmail.com>



ara Greaves - NE Hillside lnterim C ' rl Ordinance

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Linda Arreola" <ketchula@hotmail.com>
<Barbara.Greaves@lacity.org>
0710912006 12:38:42 PM
NE Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance

Honorable Ed Reyes, Councilmember
Honorable Jose Huizar, Councilmember
Honorable Jack Weiss, Councilmember
Planning and Land Use Management Committee
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: CPC-2004-7068-lCO Northeast Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance

Dear Councilmembers:

I have lived in the area for over 40 years and am very concerned about the
development of housing projects in the El Sereno and Lincoln Heights
communities and the issues of safety and gentrification impact.

I urge the Planning and Land Use Management Committee to approve the
creation
of a Northeast Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO) for the sub-areas of
EI
Sereno, Monterey Hills, Mt. Olympus and Paradise Hill. The exclusion of Mt.
Washington/Glassell Park in the Northeast Hillside ICO is only acceptable as
long as a Specific Plan for all hillside areas within the Northeast Los
Angeles
Community Planning Area is also approved, using the Mt. Washington/Glassell
Park Specific Plan as the starting point. ln order for this policy to be
effective, it is essential that all developments in the impacted areas be
subject to environmental assessment and that there is a minimum of two staff
persons assigned to oversee the ICO and Specific Plan development.

I believe that such an approach avoids a patchwork of regulations and
provides
the uniformity required for efficient planning and development as well as
implementation and enforcement of these regulatory provisions in Northeast
Los
Angeles.

The residents of Northeast Los Angeles are eager for the proposed Northeast
Hillside ICO to be enacted after a lengthy period of consideration. I urge
the
PLUM Committee to must take necessary action to ensure that El Sereno, Rose
Hill and Linc6ln Heights benefit from the same kinds of planning strategies
and
protections that other areas of the City have had in place for years.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed City Planning
Commission action item regarding the Northeast Hillside lnterim Control
Ordinance.

Sincerely,

Linda Arreola



Ordinance

2937 Adkins Ave
Los Angeles, CA
90032

2Barbara Greaves - N e



Los Angeles Grv PlaruNtNG CotrltvussloN
200 N. Spring Street, Room 532, Los Angeles, California, 9001?4801 , (213) 97&1300

www. lacity.org/PLN/index. htm

Determination Mailing Date: JUL O 7 2006

cAsE NO. CPC-2004-7068-|CO
Location: Various
Council District: No. 1 and 14
Plan Area: Northeast

-\-
\

Applicant: City of Los Angeles
Request(s): An lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO) to

temporarily regulate the issuance of building
permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds
in the sub-areas Mt. Olympus - Rose Hill;
Monterey Hills, el Sereno within the Northeast
Community Plan.

At its meeting on June 8, 2006, the following action was taken by the City Planning Commission:

1. Approved the proposed lnterim Control Ordinance (Exhibit B) imposing temporary regulations on the issuance of building
permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds in the sub-areas Mt. Olympus - Rose Hill; Monterey Hills, and El Sereno
within the Northeast Community Plan as shown in the attached maps labeled Exhibits A1, A2, and A3.

2. Disapprove the ICO for Mt. Washington - Glassell Park.
3. Approved the attached Staff Report, as amended, stipulating that the proposed ICO would remain in effect for a period of

one year with two six-month extensions, and the attached Exhibits.
4. Approve the development of a Focus Group discussion to explore a program based approach to recurring problems such

as haul route, access, traffic, grading, etc. in the Mount Washington-Glassell Park Speciflc Plan area and the remaining
areas included in the lnterim Control Ordinance. This focus group discussion would involve various agencies (Department

of Building and Safety, Department of Transportation, Bureau of Engineering, Fire Department, City Planning) as well as
stakeholders (property owners, developers, community leaders, etc.).

5. Approve the preparation of a Specific Plan for the areas targeted in the Northeast Hillside lCO.

6. Approve the preparation of a Mount Washington - Glassell Park Specific Plan Amendment as necessary based on focus
group discussion of the proposed Northeast Hillside Specific Plan.

7. Approve that projects within the Northeast Hillside ICO apply for an initial study and be subject to an environmental

assessment by the lead agency.
8. Recommend that the City Council allocate staff resources to implement the above actions.
9. Adopted Categorical Exemption No. ENV 2004-7069-CE (Exhibit D.)

10. Adopted the Findings in the attached staff report.

Fiscal lmpact Statement: There are General Fund impacts, for additional staff resources. The project will require the hiring of one City

Planner, ior a two-year period ($179,102) to process the Specific Plan and environmental clearance for projects subject to the lnterim

Control Ordinance. Processing of the Specific Plan will also require consultant contracts for a traffic analysis of development which
may occur after completion of the Specific Plan on the area's hillside street system.

This action was taken by the following vote:

CITY COUNCIL
Room 395, City Hall

Moved:
Seconded:
Ayes:
Absent:

Kay
Freer
Cardoso, Kezios, Usher, Woo
Hughes, lrlando, Roschen

\Mlliams, Commission Executive Assistant I

ning Commission .
')

PLANNING & LAND

USE MANAGEMENT

PERSONNEL

BUDGET & FINANCE
,JUt- O 7 2008
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The time in which a party may seek judicial review of this determination is governed by California Code of Civil Procedure
Section 1094.6. Under that provision, a petitioner may seek judicial review of any decision of the City pursuant to California
Code of Civil Procedure Section 1094.5, only if the petition for writ of mandate pursuant to that section is filed no later than the
90th day following the date on which the Cit/s decision becomes final.

Attachments: Staff Report w/ Findings, Proposed Ordinance, Map, Exhibits, Categorical Exemption



LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

DATE: June 8,2006

TIME: After 8:30 a.m.

PLACE: City Hal!, Meeting Room No. 1010
200 N Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

cAsE NO. CPC-2004-7068-rCO
CEQA: ENV 2004-7069-CE-IGO

LOCATION: Various areas within the
Northeast Community PIan: Mt. Olympus -
Paradise Hill - Rose Hil!; Monterey Hills, El
Sereno, and Mt. Washington-Glassell Park.
Neighborhood Council(s): Lincoln Heights,
LA 32, and Arroyo Seco
Council District: 1 and 14
Plan Area: Northeast
Plan Land Use:Various
Zone:Various

3.

SUBJEGT/REQUEST: An lnterim Control Ordinance to temporarily prohibit the issuance of
building permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds in the subareas
Mt. Olympus - Paradise Hill - Rose Hill; Monterey Hills, ElSereno, and Mt.
Washington - Glassel! Park as shown on the attached map(s) labeled
Exhibits A and G.

APPLIGANT: lnitiated by the Gity of Los Angeles

MODIFIED FINDING

Pursuant to City Planning Commission action on June 8, 2006, staff hereby amends the
California Environmental Quality Act finding included in the staff report (page 2 and 3) to read
as follows:

California Environmental Quality Act. The proposed ordinance is exempt from the
California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA), pursuant to Article ll tH, Section 2
(m), of the City's Guidelines in that it is only a temporary measure to prohibit the
issuance of building permits until a suitable mitigation measure or other solution can be
found.

At its meeting on June 8. 2006. the City Planning Commission approved that proiects
within the Northeast Hillside ICO aoolv foL an injtial study and be qllbieelto an
environmental assessment by the lead agency.

As part of the public testimony during the meeting, the City Planning Commission found
that hillside areas in Northeast have experienced an accumulation of projects along
certain substandard and/ or unimoroved thorouqhfares. potentially causing commutative
impacts. Consequently. the City Planning Commission approved that oroiects within the
Northeast Hillside ICO apply for an initial study and be subject to an environmental
assessment bv the lead aqencv.



LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
2Nd SUPPLEMENTAL STAFF REPORT

LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

DATE: June 8,2006

TIME: After 8:30 a.m.

PLACE:Gity Hall, Meeting Room No. 1010
200 N Spring Street
Los Angeles, GA 90012

cASE NO. CPC-2004-7068-!CO
CEQA: ENV 2004-7069-CEJCO

LOCATION:Various areas within the
Northeast Gommunity Plan: Mt. Olympus -
Paradise Hill- Rose Hill; Monterey Hills, EI
Sereno, and Mt. Washington-Glassel! Park.
Neighborhood Council(s): Lincoln Heights,
LA 32, and Arroyo Seco
Council District: 1 and 14
Plan Area: Northeast

-' Pllan Land Use: Various
Zone: Various

X PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED INFORMATION ONLY

PUBLIC HEARING NOT REQUIRED
(Public comments may be taken.)

SUBJECT/REQUEST: An lnterim Control Ordinance to temporarily prohibit the issuance of
building permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds in the subareas
Mt. Olympus - Paradise Hill - Rose Hill; Monterey Hills, E! Sereno, and Mt.
Washington - Glassell Park as shown on the attached map(s) labeled
Exhibits A and C.

APPLICANT: lnitiated by the City of Los Angeles

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the Staff Report as the Commission Report
ADOPT the aftached Staff Report and Findings as the Commission's Report.
APPROVE and recommend that the Gity Council adopt the lnterim Gontrol Ordinance as
amended (attached as Exhibit "B") imposing a temporary prohibition on the issuance of
building permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds in the subareas Mt. Olympus -
Paradise Hill - Rose Hill; Monterey Hills, and ElSereno as shown on the attached map(s)
labeled Exhibit A.
Disapprove the ICO for Mt. Washington-Glassell Park
Development of a Focus Group discussion to explore a program based approach to recurring
problems such as haul route, access, traffic, grading, etc. in the Mount Washington-Glassell
Park Specific Plan area and the remaining areas included in the lnterim Control Ordinance. This
focus group discussion would involve various agencies (Department of Building and Safety,
Department of Transportation, Bureau of Engineering, Fire Department, City Planning) as well
as stakeholders (property owners, developers, community leaders, etc.).
A follow up preparation, adoption, and implementation of a Specific Plan for the areas targeted
in the Northeast Hillside lCO.
Preparation and adoption of a Mount Washington- Glassell Park Specific Plan Amendment, as
necessary based on focus group discussions of the proposed Northeast Hillside Specific Plan.
That the City Council allocates staff resources to implement recommendations two through four.

Exhibits "A": Area Boundary Maps
Exhibit "B": Proposed Ordinance
Exhibit "C" Mt Washington - Glassell Park Specific Plan subareas
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Addendum ResponsetoOralTestimony

ADVICE TO PUBLIC: *The exact time this report will be considered during the meeting is uncertain since there may be several other items on
the agenda. Written communications may be mailed to the Commission Secretariat,200 N. Spring Street, Room 532, Los Angeles, CA 90012
(Phone No. 213-978-1246). While all written communications are given to the Commission for consideration, the initial packets are sent to the
weekpriortotheCommission'smeetingdate. Ifyouchallengetheseagendaitemsincourt,youmaybelimitedtoraisingonlythoseissuesyou
or someone else raised at the public hearing agendized herein, or in written correspondence on these matters delivered to this agency at or prior
to the public hearing. As a covered entity under Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of Los Angeles does not discnminate on
the basis ofdrsability, and upon request, will provide reasonable accommodation to ensure equal access to this programs, services and activities.
Sign language interpreters, assistive listening devices, or other auxiliary aids and/or other services may be provided upon request. To ensure
availability of services, please make your request not later than three working days (72 hours) prior to the meeting by calling the Commission
Secretariat at (213) 978-1246.
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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

AGTION RECOMMENDED BY STAFF: That the City Planning Commission:

ADOPT the Staff Report as the Commission Report

APPROVE and recommend that the City Council adopt the lnterim Control Ordinance
as amended (attached as Exhibit "B") imposing a temporary prohibition on the issuance
of building permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds in the subareas Mt.
Olympus - Paradise Hill - Rose Hill; Monterey Hills, and El Sereno as shown on the
attached map(s) labeled Exhibit A.

ADOPT the following findings:

Geographic Area: The Northeast Hillside ICO is generally comprised of the
subareas Mt. Olympus - Paradise Hill- Rose Hill; Monterey Hills, and El Sereno as
shown on the attached map(s) labeled Exhibit A.

Charter Sections 556 & 558. The subject ordinance is in substantialconformance
with the purposes, intent, and provisions of the General Plan in that the ordinance
furthers the Northeast Community Plan which calls for hillside development to be
of low density, appropriate in scale, and minimally disruptive of the natural terrain.
The subject ordinance seeks to limit the adverse impacts of hillside development
incompatible with the scale of existing neighborhoods, including infrastructure and
public services, by imposing a temporary prohibition on the issuance of all building
permits in excess of certain floor area thresholds until the City adopts permanent
regulatory measures that can be implemented.

Among the objectives and Policies of the Northeast Community Plan are "To limit
the intensity and density of development in hillside areas" (Objective 1-5); and
Policies include "Limit development according to the adequacy of the existing and
assured street circulation system within the Plan Area and surrounding areas"
(Policy 1-5.1); "Ensure the availability of paved streets, adequate sewers, drainage
facilities, fire protection services and facilities, and other emergency services and
public utilities to support development in hillside areas" (Policy 1.5.2); and
"Considerthe steepness of the topography and the geologic stability in any proposal
for development within the Plan area" (Policy 1.5.3).

The subject ordinance would limitthe adverse impacts of development incompatible
with adopted objectives and policies in the Northeast Community Plan and with
current hillside development trends in Northeast by imposing a temporary
prohibition on the issuance of all building permits in excess of certain floor area
thresholds.

Galifornia Environmental Quality Act. The proposed ordinance is exempt from
the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA), pursuant to Article lll,
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Section 2 (m), of the City's Guidelines in that it is only a temporary measure to
prohibit the issuance of building permits until a suitable mitigation measure or other
solution can be found.

4 California Government Code Section 65858. The proposed ordinance is
intended to protect the public safety, health, and welfare of the residents of the
proposed areas by prohibiting the issuance of building permits in excess of certain
floor area thresholds for any Project that may incorporate building and grading
activities, removal or relocation of trees. de etion of olant life. or insuficient off-
street oarking. detrimental to the intent and purpose of the Northeast Community
Plan, and specific Objectives and Policies SUPRA. Because it may take an
additional year for the adoption of a pertinent planning tool to establish appropriate
mitigation, or find other solutions which can be implemented to address the issues
in a long term manner, interim measures are needed to preventfurtherdevelopment
incompatible with adopted objectives and policies in the Northeast Community Plan
and with current hillside development trends in the community.

S. GAIL GOLDBERG, AICP
Director of Planning

Approved by:

q//oI
Dave Gay
Principal City Pla

Revi by:

Charles Rau
Senior City Pl ner

Date/ /

Prepared By:

/

Jose Carlos Romero
City Planner
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SU PPLEMENTAL STAFF REPORT

This second supplemental staff report addresses the questions raised by the City
Planning Commission on April 13,2006, in regards to the following:

1. The ICO boundaries.

2. The urgency requirement of an ICO per State Law.

3. What is an lCO, issues and legality?

Also, this supplemental staff report includes the proposed Ordinance as amended to
include parking, and tree protection.

Finally, staff prepared an addendum with specific responses to oral testimony.

1. Why these boundaries were selected?

During the first months of 2004, several developers approached the Planning
Department (Subdivision Section and Northeast Unit) inquiring on development
opportunities in some of the vacant parcels in Lincoln Heights. Developers were
interested in small single-family lots and large lots for subdivision projects. As a matter
of common practice, developers were advised to consult with the Council Office, for
subdivision in large parcels require General Plan Amendments from very low or
minimum density to more dense designations.

The Council Office became aware of these development pressures and instructed the
Planing Department to look into vacant land to establish an ICO to reduce urgent and
increasing problems about development in the Northeast Hillside areas. Council Office
One targeted the vacant land areas originally proposed in the Northeast ICO: the lVlount
Olympus, Paradise Hill, and Rose Hill areas.

Subsequently Council Office 14 requested that additional areas be added as part of the
ICO effort. Staff advised CD 14 that vacant land was a primary target. CD 14 targeted
portions of El Sereno and Monterey Hills. Then CD1 and CD14 focused on portions of
predominately vacant land in the Mount Washington - Glassell Par Specific Plan.

What is the urgency and its relationship to the increased number of
building permits?

The original motion and the proposed ordinance reference the following areas of
necessary protection:

minimization of grading and soil erosion;
protection of ridgelines and landform;
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protection of plant life, wildlife;
hillside development approprite in scale, and
adequate access for residents and emergency vehicles.

Future assessments/ analysis in the above areas should be done while the lnterim
Control Ordinance is in place to protect the health, safety, and welfare of the Northeast
hillside areas, in particular those targeted for the ICO due to increasing development
presures which was manifested by the increasing number of building permits.

BUILDING PERMITS IN HILLSIDE AREAS
SINGLE.FAMILY

* lncludes both additions and new single-family units.

The table shows building permit activity for single-family (both additions and new units)
in hillside areas. Northeast Los Angeles and Sunland Tujunga show the highest percent
increase of new single-family development in hillside areas. There is a significant
difference between these two communities, most of the single-family activity in Sunland
Tujunga is through subdivision of land whereas in Northeast the majority of single-family
development is through permits for existing single-family lots. The subdivision process
involves a through environmental assessment of projects whereas most of the
applications for single-family lots in Northeast receive Categorical Exemptions.

There are two types of urgencies, both derived from the increased building activity in

Northeast Hillside areas.

2001
BUILDING
PERMITS*

2001
PERMITS

FOR NEW SF

2004
BUILDING
PERMITS *

2004
PERMITS FOR

NEW SF

CITYWIDE 880 421 561 5 859

PERCENT
GHANGE 2001.

2004

84% 49.40/o

NORTHEAST LA 41 18 636 119

PERCENT
CHANGE 2001.

2004

93% 84.9%

SUNLAND.
TUJUNGA

21 18 615 482

PERCENT
CHANGE 2001.

2004

97% 96%
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a) There is an urgency to review the Gity's environmental and
planning regulations, procedures and strategies applicable to
Northeast hillside areas.

Existing regulations currently in place may not be sufficient to protect the health,
safety and welfare of the community. Specifically, current environmental policies
grant Ministerial Proiect Approval with no further action required under CEQA
(issued by the Department of Building and Safety), or categorical exemptions to
single-family projects in hillside areas pursuant to City CEQA Guidelines Class 3,
Category 1. The same guideline is found in CEQA Statue 15303, Class 3,
Category (a).

CATEGO RI CAL EXEM PT I O N S
c. Class 3. New Construction of Small Structures.

1) Single family residences not in coniunction with the building of two
or more units. ln urbanized areas. up to three single family residences
may be constructed under this exemption.

ln areas of Northeast Los Angeles where project permits are subject of planning
review, specificallythe [VlountWashington - Glassell Park Specific Plan, categorical
exemptions have been granted to single-family projects and Director's
determinations for project permits have been successfully challenged on the
grounds that environmental impacts were not adequately addressed and mitigated.

The East Los Angeles Area Planning Commission has found that some project
permit reviews in Mount Washington - Glassell Park Specific Plan, a hillside area,
failed to identify potential environmental impacts, and this Commission has granted
at least two appeals and it has also granted-in-part various other appeals. Appeals
were granted pursuant to CEQA Statue 15300.2 Exceotions to Categorical
Exemptions. ln those appeals granted-in-part by the Area Planning Commission,
environmental mitigation measures have been added to the Commission's action.

CEQA Statue 15300.2 EXCEPTIONS a, b, and c, reads

(a) Location. Classes 3, 4, 5,6, and 11 are qualified by consideration of where
the project is to be located -- a project that is ordinarily insignificant in its
impact on the environment may in a particularly sensitive environment be
significant. Therefore, these classes are considered to apply all instances,
except where the project may impact on an environmental resource of
hazardous or critical concern where designated, precisely mapped, and
officially adopted pursuant to law by federal, state, or local agencies.

(b) Cumulative lmpact. All exemptions for these classes are inapplicable when
the cumulative impact of successive projects of the same type in the same
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place, over time is significant.

(c) Significant Effect. A categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity
where there is a reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant
effect on the environment due to unusual circumstances.

Appeals granted by the ELA-APC are cases DIR 2005-5136-SPP, and Dir 2005-
5140-SPP . These cases involve single-family project permit applications on a
landslide designated hazard area. ln 1969, a landslide destroyed a few homes, a
road, and killed one person. The area was never stabilized by the City. The hazard
areas included not only the project site but adjoining lots, and the existing road
fronting the project site was only re-compacted by the Bureau of Public Works. The
project site was also in proximity to a wild life corridor.

ln hillside areas where no planning review is required such as the ICO target areas,
the, the Department of Building and Safety, usually grants building permits as
ministerial actions, which require no environmental clearance, to single-family
projects unless a haul route permit is needed for which an environmental
assessment on the project is prepared.

Single-family projects with no planning review requirement usually go silent during
the building permit process and do not afford public scrutinity, and quite often the
property owners and neighbors are not aware of land hazards or environmental
protection measures.

This is true in hillside areas where substandard lots are developed with usually
substandard infrastructure such as narrow roads with substandard access for
residents and emergencyvehicles. The impacts of gradualdevelopment in this kind
of terrain constitute a threat to the health, safety and welfare of the community.

The intent of the Northeast ICO is to reasonably limit construction of floor
area thereby minimizing grading and the building pad (footprint). This criteria
will reduce the likelihood of soil erosion, deforestation and depletion of plant and
animal life. During the ordinance's interim period, the City will review its planning
and environmental regulations, procedures and strategies applicable to Northeast
hillside areas. Omitting such review could be injurious to the community.

The proposed ordinance offers minimum protection while allowing property owners
and developers the ability to obtain building permits. The floor area permitted by the
proposed ICO actually exceeds the floor area permitted by the Mount Washington -

Glassell Park Specific Plan.
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COMPARATIVE MA(IMUM FLOOR AREA PERMITTED

Based on a two story structure and 40% lot coverage
The MountWashington - Glassell Park Specific Plan includes garages and stairwells in its definition
of floor area. The LAMC excludes garages and stairwells in the definition of floor area.
Average floor area of garage and enclosed stairwells.

*
**

***

As shown above, the Northeast Hillside ICO will allow the reasonable enjoyment of
a property right. Therefore, the proposed ICO is not a taking or a moratorium, and
it will not deprive a property owner from improving a vacant lot or adding to an
existing dwelling. Enactment of the ICO will not constitute a hardship during the
building permit process as shown in the attached flowchart .

Lot Area in
s. f.:

HILLSIDE *

ORDINANGE
MT WASHINGTON .

GLASSEL PARK
SPECIFIC PLAN"*

PROPOSED
NORTHEAST
HILLSIDE ICO

3,690 40% lot coverage x 36
ft height.

Over 2,944 sl

50% OF LOT AREA

1,840 sf

50% + 550 sf***
1,840+550
2,390 sf

6,770 40% lot coverage x 36
ft height

Over 5,416 sf

0.5-{(6,770-5000) x
0.11 + 5000)
= 42.9o/o OF LOT
AREA

2,906 sf

45% + 550 sf
3,046+550

3,596 sf
11,910 4Oo/o lot coverage x 36

ft height

Over 9,448 sf

0.4-{l(1 1 ,810-
10,000) x 0.081 +
5000)= 37.1o/o OF
LOT AREA

4,381 sf

35o/o + 550 sf
4,1 33+550

4,683 sf

17,369 4Oo/o lot coverage x 36
ft height

Over 13,894 sf

0.32-{(17,368-
15,000) x 0.051 +
5000)= 29.6% OF
LOT AREA

5,140 sf

27o/o + 550 sf
4,689+550

5,239 sf

23,550 40% lot coverage x 36
ft height

Over 18,840 sf

27O/O OF LOT AREA

6,358 sf

27% + 550 sf
6,358+550

_6,908 sf
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b) There is an urgency to limit the floor area and therefore the building
footprint. This wil! likely minimize grading and increase soil stability,
preserve hillside landform, and conserve native plant life, including oak
trees and other designated significant trees by Ordinance No '177404.

At least one property on Thomas Street modified its original layout to
increase floor area exceeding proposed thresholds to the detriment of clearly
stated Community Plan policies. Also, a few other properties exceed ICO
ratios when the total floor area of construction is accounted for (Roberta
Street).

Ongoing development in the Monterey Hills area have depleted plant life,
including the cutting of significant trees (Harriman Street).

The proposed ICO ordinance will implement the recently adopted tree
ordinancewhich requiresthefollowing tree replacementcriteria administered
by the Board of Public works:

3. What is an lnterim Gontro! Ordinance (lGO)?

State Government Code Section 65858 authorizes the City to adopt an urgency
measure, an interim ordinance prohibiting land uses that may be in conflict with a
contemplated general plan, specific plan, or zoning proposal that the City is
considering or studying . An ICO cannot be used to orohibit the processinq of a
development application.

ln other words, an lnterim Control Ordinance is a short term growth management
measure which sets forth provisions fordevelopment control purposes to bring new

TREE PROTECTION

Removal of Protected Tree 1. Replace with 2 trees of a protected variety,
2. At least 15- gallon, one inch or more in diameter one

foot above base,
3. At least seven feet in height measured from base,
4. Size an number of replacement trees shall

approximate value of tree to be replaced..

lf Replacement Trees
unavailable...

1. Permit protected trees of a lesser size or trees of a
different species to be planted,

2. A greater number of replacement trees may be
required.

Relocation of Protected
Tree on Same Property

Provided that environmental conditions of the new
location are favorable for survival.
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construction to conform with existing Community Plan goals and objectives.

The proposed Northeast Hillside ICO advances a legitimate public interest (to
protect the health, safety and welfare of the community), and it does not constitute
a taking because it allows property owners the enjoyment of their property rights.

ISSUES, LEGALITY

As the Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan area was experiencing a significant
increase in building permits for single-family dwellings, the hillside communities
started to address the impacts of gradual development, particularly grading, soil
erosion, access/ circulation, parking, and plant life issues.

The problems of grading and soil stability, circulation/ access for residents and
emergency vehicles pertain to safety concerns; depletion of plant life and animal life
problems pertain to health and welfare of the community. There is an urgency to
address the impacts of gradual development in hillside areas with adverse
environmentalfactors such as designated land hazards (landslides, liquifaction, soil
stability), depletion of plant life, narrow streets, etc.

The intent of the Northeast ICO is to reasonably limit construction of floor
area thereby minimizing grading and the building pad (footprint). This criteria
will reduce the likelihood of soil erosion, deforestation and depletion of plant and
animal life. During the ordinance's interim period, the City will review its planning
and environmental regulations, procedures and strategies applicable to Northeast
hillside areas. Omitting such review will be injurious to the community.

During the initial process of this project, the City Attorney met with Planning
Department and City Council staff and made very clear that an ICO shall not
preclude a property owner from improving a property. Therefore, staff was careful
in drafting an ICO which allows property owners to build on their lots.

The proposed ordinance offers protection while allowing property owners and
developers to obtain building permits. The floor area permitted by the proposed ICO
exceeds the floor area permitted by the Mount Washington - Glassell Park Specific
Plan. Consequently, the proposed ICO is not a taking, and it is not a moratorium.



EXHIBIT B

PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO.

An ordinance imposing interim regulations on the issuance of building, grading,
foundation, use of land, and change of use permits in various portions of the Northeast
Community Plan Area as depicted in the accompanying ordinance maps titled Sub-
Area l: Mount Olympus, Paradise Hill, Rose Hill, Sub-Area ll: El Sereno, and Sub-Area
lll: Monterey Hills.

WHEREAS, extensive hillside areas within the Northeast Community Plan area
remain unbuilt because they were subdivided at a time when no infrastructure
improvements or access was required or provided for; and

WHEREAS, development activity in the Northeast hillside areas has significantly
increased in recent years; and

WHEREAS, the Northeast Community Plan area adopted by the City Council on
June 15, 1999, called for measures requiring that hillside development be of low
density, appropriate in scale, and minimally disruptive of the natural terrain; and

WHEREAS, ridgelines (the highest crest of the hill or range), canyons, natural
rock outcropping, desirable natural or protected vegetation including prominent and
native trees, and natural water courses, and areas particularly abundant in wildlife are
significant elements of the natural terrain and therefore should be minimally altered and
if possible preserved; and

WHEREAS, introduction and conservation of plant material will further protect
slopes from slippage or soil erosion and to minimize the effects of any grading or
construction, and

WHEREAS, a purposei of the Northeast Plan is to ensure that future
developments improve the identity and appearance of neighborhoods and communities
by providing guidance regarding scale, height, bulk, setbacks, design, and landscaping;
and

WHEREAS, the Northeast Plan also calls for strategically targeting sites for
appropriate low density hillside development; and

1



WHEREAS, the Northeast Plan also promotes the protection of aesthetic
resources; and

WHEREAS, buildings in hillside areas shall be designed to accommodate
sloping sites and minimize the amount of grading required; and

WHEREAS, the placement of a structure should not destroy or obstruct a scenic
feature or resource; and

WHEREAS, in hillside areas safety protection measures such as accessibility
and reduced emergency response time shall be encouraged through adequate
infrastructure, including street access; and

WHEREAS, it is urgent to immediately prevent the major alteration of the subject
area until permanent hillside regulations can be adopted.

NOW THEREFORE,

THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES
DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. DEFINITIONS. The following words and phrases, whenever used in
this Ordinance, shall be construed as defined in this Section. Words and phrases not
defined herein shall be construed as defined in Sections 12.03 and 91 .6202 of the
Los Angeles [Municipal Code.

FLOOR AREA RATIO: The ratio between the floor area of all buildings on a lot
(as defined in the Los Angeles [Vlunicipal Code) and the total area of the lot.

Section 2. PROHIBITION. Notwithstanding any provision of the Los Angeles
Municipal Code to the contrary, for a period of 365 days from the effective date of this
Ordinance, or until a permanent planning tool can be adopted to address the identified
community issues, whichever comes first, for any lot or parcel which is located in whole
or in part within the sub-areas identified in Section 3 of this Ordinance:

G) No person, except as othenryise provided in this Ordinance, shall erect,
construct, add to or change the use of any building or structure, or portion
thereof, on a lot within the identified areas in Section 3 of this Ordinance.

(b) No oerson shall remove or relocate a Protected Tree as defined in
Ordinance 177.404.

2
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(c) No person shall erect. construct. or add to a single-family dwelling unless
an additional off-street parking is provided when the project exceeds 2.400
square feet of floor area.

Sec. 3. INTERIM CONTROL AREA. The provisions of this Ordinance shall
apply to any lot located in whole or in part with in the subareas described as follows:

Subarea(s) /. IMount Olymous-Flattop generally bounded by Griffin Avenue to the West;
Griffin Avenue, Avenue 39, Bernice Place, Montecito Drive, and Roberta Street to the
North; Sierra Street and Alta Street to the East; and Fenn Street, Prewett Street, Abrigo
Avenue and Pomona Street to the South;

Paradise Hill generally bounded by Eva Terrace to the West; Gillig Avenue and Rising
Drive to the North; Amethyst Street and Onyx Drive to the East; and Altura Street and
Onyx Drive to the South;

Department of Water and Power (DWP) Rose Hills generally bounded by Roberta
Street to the North, Reynolds Avenue to the East, and Luther Street to the South.

A small parcel bounded by Avenue 43 to the South and West, Latona Avenue to the
North, and [t/ontecito Drive to the East.

All as shown in Exhibit A-1

Subarea //. El Sereno generally bounded by Soto Street and Huntington Drive to the
West, Turquoise Street and Cato Street to the North, Kewanee Street to the East, and
Multinomah Street to the South as shown in Exhibit A-2.

Subarea lll. ltlonterey Hills generally bounded by Collis Avenue to the East; the City of
South Pasadena to the North, Potrola Avenue to the East, and Edison Street and
Novgorod Street to the South as shown in Exhibit A-3.

3
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EXHIBIT A2
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EXHIBIT A3

City of South Pasadena
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Sec. 4. EXCEPTIONS.

A. The prohibitions specified in Section 2 of this Ordinance shall not apply to any
vesting tract map subdivision, the application for which was deemed complete prior to
the effective date of this Ordinance.

B. The prohibitions specified in Section 2 of this Ordinance shall not apply to any
construction for which a building permit or demolition permit is required:

1. ln order to comply with an order issued by the Department of Building and
Safety to repair, remove or demolish an unsafe or a substandard condition;

2. ln order to rebuild as a result of destruction by fire, earthquake or other
natural disaster, provided that the development is not prohibited by any provision
of the Los Angeles tvlunicipal Code.

C. The prohibitions specified in Section 2 of this Ordinance shall not apply to any
building permit for which (1) architectural and structural plans sufficient for a complete
plan check were accepted by the Department of Building and Safety on or before the
effective date of this Ordinance; and (2) all fees or guarantees for the payment of fees
were accepted by the City on or before the effective date of this Ordinance. This
exception shall only apply if no subsequent changes are made to the plans which
increase or decrease the height or floor area or occupant load by more than five
percent, or change the use, or if any changes violate the Zoning Code regulations in
force on the date the plan check fee was paid.

D. The prohibitions specified in Section 2 @)ot this Ordinance shall not apply to the
erection, construction, addition to or alteration of a one-family dwelling or other structure
where the total floor area of the one-family dwelling on the lot does not exceed the
following thresholds:

For lots less than 5,000 square feet in size, the maximum Floor Area
Ratio shall be determined by using the following ratio:

0.5:1 (0.50 times the lot area).

For lots greater than or equal to 5,000 square feet in size, but less than
10,000 square feet in size, the maximum Floor Area Ratio shall be
determined by using the following ratio:

0.45:1 (0.45 times the lot area).

For lots greater than or equal to 10,000 square feet in size, but less than
15,000 square feet in size, the maximum Floor Area Ratio shall be
determined by using the following ratio:

0.35:1 (0.35 times the lot area).

1
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3
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For lots greater than or equal to 15,000 square feet in size, the maximum
Floor Area Ratio shall be determined by using the following ratio:

0.27:1 (0.27 times the lot area).

E. The prohibitions specified in Section 2 of this Ordinance shall not apply to any
building permit for which a vested right has accrued prior to the effective date of this
Ordinance.

F. The prohibitions specified in Section 2 a). 2 b), 2 c) or#) of this Ordinance shall
not apply to any building permit for which,

a) a oroiect does not exceed floor area thresholds as established in Section 4-D
of this Ordinance or a proiect exceeds floor area thresholds as established in Section 4-
D of this Ordinance and an ICO hardship exemption is granted by the City Council, and
environmental assessment is performed and an environmental determination is issued
by the Aoencv

b) Compliance with Ordinance 177,404 has been established by the Department
of Public Works.

c) Verification has been established by the Department of Building and Safety in
applicant building plans that an additional off-street parking space is provided when the
project's dwelling unit exceeds 2,400 square feet of total floor area.

Sec. 5. EXTENSION OF REGULATIONS. The City Council may, by resolution,
extend the provisions of this Ordinance for not more than two additional periods of six
months, so long as the City Council makes the following finding: That appropriate City
agencies and officials are exercising due diligence to assure that the proposed
Community Plan amendment is being processed expeditiously.

Sec. 6. HARDSHIP EXEMPTIONS. The City Council, acting in its legislative
capacity, may by resolution, grant an exemption from the provisions of this Ordinance in
cases of extreme hardship duly established to the satisfaction of the City Council. An
app.lication for hardship exemption shall be filed with the City Clerk on forms provided
by the Department of City Planning.

4
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Sec. 7. APPLICABILITY OF THE ZONING CODE. The regulations of this
Ordinance are in addition to those set forth in the planning and zoning provisions of
Chapter 1 of the Los Angeles lMunicipal Code and any other ordinances adopted by the
City Council, and do not contain any rights not otherwise granted under the provisions
and procedures contained in that Chapter or any other ordinances.

Sec. 8. SEVERABILITY. lf any provision of this Ordinance is found to be
unconstitutional or otherwise invalid by any court of competent jurisdiction, that
invalidity shall not affect the remaining provisions of this Ordinance which can be
implemented without the invalid provision, and, to this end, the provisions of this
Ordinance are declared to be severable.

Sec. 9. The City Clerk shall certify to the passage of this ordinance and have it
published in accordance with Council policy, either in a daily newspaper circulated
in the City of Los Angeles or by posting for ten days in three public places in the City of
Los Angeles: one copy on the bulletin board located in the tt/ain Street lobby to the City
Hall; one copy on the bulletin board located at the ground level at the Los Angeles
Street entrance to the Los Angeles Police Department; and one copy on the bulletin
board located at the Temple Street entrance to the Los Angeles County Hall of
Records.

I hereby certify that this ordinance was passed by the Council of the City of
Los Angeles, by a vote of not less than three-fourths of all of its members, at its
meeting of

FRANK T. MARTINEZ, City Clerk

By
Pursuant to Charter Section 559, I approve
this ordinance on behalf of the City

-lanning 

Commlssion and recommend
itbeadopted......

Deputy
February _, 2006

see attached report.

Approved
S GAIL GLODBERG
Director of Planning

7

Approved as to Form and Legality

[\4ayor



By

Rockard J. Delgadillo, City Attorney

TERRY P. KAUFTVIANN MACIAS
Deputy City Attorney

Date

File No. CF04-1880-52: CPC 2004-7068-lCO
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EXHIBIT T)

COUNW CLERK'S USE CITY OF LOS ANGELES CIry CLERK,S USE

2 o o N 35f l{c5r9J^13 :r'lg= t'*T5 r, u o
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALTTY ACT

NOTICE OF EXEIVPTION
(California Environmental Quality Act Section 15062)

Filing of this form is optional. lf filed, the form shall be filed with the County Clerk, 12400 E. lmperial Highway, Nonivalk, CA 90650-,
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152 (b). Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21 167 (d);ihe filing of this notice
starts a 35-day statute of limitations on court challenges to the approval of the project. Failure to file this noiice with thj County Clerk
results in the statute of limitations being extended to 180 days.

EXEMPT STATUS: (Check One)

STATE CEQA GUIDELINES

Sec.15268

Sec. 15269

Sec. 15269 (b) & (c)

Sec. 15300 etseg.

Sec.15060

Catego (City CEOA Guidelines)

./ orHER (See Public Resources code sec. 210s0 (b) and set forth state and City guideline provision.

o MINISTERIAL

a DECLARED EMERGENCY

tl EMERGENCY PROJECT

O CATEGORICALEXEMPTION

o GENERAL EXEMPTION

Class

CITY CEQA GUIDELINES

Art. ll, Sec.2b

Art.ll, Sec.2a (1)

Art. ll, Sec. 2a (2) & (3)

Art. lll, Sec. 1

nla

IF FI
THE

LED BY APPLICANT, ATTACH CERTIFIED DOCUMENT ISSU ED BY THE CIry PLANNING DEPARTMENT STATING THAT
D THE PROJECT TO BE EXEMPT

City of Los Angeles Department of Gity Planning
LEAD CITY AGENCY COUNCIL DISTRICT

1&14
PROJECT TITLE
Northeast Hiilside lnterim Control Ordinance

LOG REFERENCE
ENV - 2004-7069 -CE-tCO
cPc - 2004-7068-tCO

PROJECT LOCATION

Ayenue

bounded Mt.Generally by )(r undedbo GriffiOlympus lygeneral Avenuen theto Wby nGriffi Avenueest; Avenue Bernice39 Place,
Montecito nda RobertaDrive, Street theto rthNo Sierra andStreet Alta Street theto and nFenEast; PrewettStreet, AbrigoStreet,

anAvenue Pomonad toStreet South.the HiilParadise bounded T,Evaenerallys toerrace Wtheby est; andAvenueGillig Rising
riveD theto rthNo Street nda Drive toAmethyst the and StreetAlturaOnyx East; and toDrive South.the HiilRoseOnyx lygeneral

edbound Ro berta Street thto Noe rth toAvenue theby Reynolds Ea and StreetLutherst, theto ASouth. small boundedparcel byAvenue 43 theto andSouth Lato Avenuena toWest, the ndNorth, Montecito toDrive East.the EI Sereno ene( ) boundeds rally by
StreetSoto dan Hu nti D to W,thengton riw Streetuoise andTurqest, Cato toStreet the North StreetKewanee to the andEast,

Multinomah toStreet Souththe Hillsl.)(il bounded CollisMonterey generally Avenue thetoby theEast; of South Pasadena toCity
Nthe Potrolaorth, toAvenue eth and StreetEdison andEast, toStreet theNovgorod South WashiMt. Glassell Parklv) ngton(

includesatea three ofportions land.vacant Thepredom nantly northwest isportion boun dedgenerally Crestmoreby Place,
Mimosa Drive Ackerman Drive, Division and northeastTheStreet, Rome Drive isportion bounded Sangenerally Andreasby
Aven nSa Rafael AvenueMoonue, Avenue MarmionAvenue, W CraneShanley ulevardBoay and SeaviewGlenalbyn Drive,

The thernsou i S boundedportion 3Avenue 7 Mt Wgenerally by Drive'ashington andDrive sabelI Street.Glenalbyn
IPTION OF NATURE, PURPOSE, AND BENEFICIARIES OF PROJECT

Establishment of an lnterim Control Ordinance to temporarily prohibit the issuance of all building permits in excess of certain floor
area ratio thresholds in various hillside areas within the Northeast Community Plan as depictedin the attached map and described
above.

DESCR

NAME OF PERSON OR AGENCY CARRYING OUT PROJECT, IF OTHER THAN LEAD CITY AGENCY:

CONTACT PERSON
Jose Carlos Romero

AREA CODE
(?1 3) e78-1 1 80

I TELEPHONE NUMBER I E)Cr.

JUSTIFICATION FOR PROJECT EXEMPTION: The adoption of an ordinance that does not result in impacts on the physical
environment, but merely preserves the status quo by temporarily prohibiting the issuance of building peimits.

/:
SIGNATURE TITLE

City Planner
DATE December 6, 20(X

FEE

HAS

RECEIPT NO. REC'D. BY DATE
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ANTONIO R. VILI.ARAIGOSA
MAYOR

September 9, 2005

Con Howe, Director of Planning
Planning Department
Room 525, City Hall
Attn: Jose Carlos Romero

REQUEST FOR ORDTNANCE(S)

At its meeting held September 6, 2005, the Planning and Land Use Management Committee
considered Motion (Reyes - Villaraigosa) relative to an lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO) for
cenain areas in Northeast Los Angeles, including, the Mt. Olympus Flattop, Paradise Hill, and
Department of Water and Power (DWP) Rose Hills areas. At that time, the Committee
requested that you prepare draft ICO(s)for Northeast Los Angeles communities listed below,
proceeding as foilows: d,r)iir* @, qTi*d" * . ,

. f *.$ *P #{tSr. ,tud$f- 
'"a ;u"'/

1. Categorize thefollowinglgeogia,rihic-dreEs"ifro dtilofsfib-Ar"ur,

Study Sub-Area l: Mount Olympus, Paradise Hill, Rose Hills
Study Sub-Area ll: Mount Washington - Glassell Park Speciflc Plan Area
Study Sub-Area lll: El Sereno
Study Sub-Area lV: Monterey Hills

Modify the instructions in the original Motion (Reyes-Villaraigosa) to reflect the Study
Sub-Areas identified above; delete reference to "the open space areas of the Mount
Olympus Flatop, Paradise Hill and DWP Rose Hills areas . . . and/or preserved for open
space purposes," and to draft appropriate land-use planning strategies and tools to
ensure that the naturalfeatures in the targeted Noftheast Los Angeles hillside areas be
maximized.

Conduct a land-use and environmental analyses, by Sub-Area, evaluating key policy
issues and assessing the unique and common characteristics, conditions, and areas of
concern.

Review any proposed boundary adjustments as may be recommended as the study
evolves.

Prepare and present a draft lnterim Control Ordinance which may be tailored to the
particular concerns of each Sub-Area, if appropriate.

Evaluate various existing land-use policies, tools and approaches, including the
Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan (assessing hillside policies, open space and
recreational facilities inventory, mapping of Sensitive EcologicalAreas and related
matters)and Mt. Washington / Glassell Park Specific Plan (assessing the
appropriateness of potential amendments or expansions).
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4.

5.

6.
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7 Review existing citywide General Plan Elements and policies, including: the citywide
Hillside Ordinance, hillside policies in other Community Plans, the Open Space Element,
the Conseruation Element, Motion (LaBonge) related to soil erosion, and related matters;
and, identify dny appropriate updates or amendments.

Request that this entire matter be scheduled for consideration by the City Planning
Commission.

Conduct a public workshop to allow community input on any draft ordinance prior to
scheduling the matter before the City Planning Commission.

Please transmit your report, any findings, and draft ordinance to the Planning and Land Use
Management Committee in care of the City Clerk's Office, Room 395, City Hall.

f-orq

ra Greaves
Assistant

and Land Use
Management Committee, 213-978-1 068

cc: City Attorney, Attn: Sharon Siedod-Cardenas #0418801t14

8.

9.

.)
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PLUM Committee Instructions

The PLUM Committee instructs the Planning Department to
implement the following directives:

INSTRUCT the Planning Department to categorize the following
geographic areas into Study Sub-Areas:
Study Sub-Area I: Mount Olympus, Paradise Hill, Rose Hill
Study Sub-Area II: Mount Washington - Glassell Park Specffic
Plan Area
Study Sub-Area III: El Sereno
Study Sub-Area IV: Monterey Hills

MODIFY the instructions in the original Motion (Reyes-
Villaraigosa) to reflect the Study Sub-Areas identified above;

DELETE reference to "the open space areas of the Mount
Olympus Flatop, Paradise Hill and DWP Rose Hills areas ...andlor
preserved for open space purposes" and insert directive that the

Planning Department be instructed to draft appropriate land-use
planning strategies and tools to ensure that the natural features in
the targeted Northeast Los Angeles hillside areas be maximized.

INSTRUCT the Planning Department to conduct a land-use and

environmental analyses by Sub-Area, evaluating key policy issues

and assessing the unique and common characteristics, conditions
and areas of concern.

INSTRUCT the Planning Department to review any proposed

boundary adjustments as may be recommended as the study
evolves.



INSTRUCT the Planning Department to prepare and present a
draft Interim Control Ordinance which may be tailored to the
particular concerns of each Sub-Area, rf appropriate.

INSTRUCT the Planning Department to evaluate various existing
land-use policies, tools and approaches, including the Northeast
Los Angeles Community Plan (assessing hillside policies, open

space and recreational facilities inventory, mapping of Sensitive
Ecological Areas and related matters) and Mt. Washington /
Glassell Park Specific Plan (assessing the appropriateness of
potential amendments or expansions).

INSTRUCT the Planning Department to review existing citywide
General Plan Elements and policies, including: the citywide
Hillside Ordinance, hillside policies in other Community Plans, the

Open Space Element, the Conservatton Element, Motion
(LaBonge) related to soil erosion, and related matters; and identify
any appropriate updates or amendments.

REFER the entire maffer to the Planning Department and City
Planning Commission for its consideration. INSTRUCT the

Planning Department to conduct a public workshop to allow
community input on any draft ordinance prior to scheduling the

mattq before the City Planning Commission.



SIATE OF CALIFORNIA-THE RESOURCES AGENCY ARNOTD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

SANTA MON ICA MOUNTAI NS CONSERVANCY
RAMIREZ CANYON PARK
5750 RAMIREZ CANYON ROAD
MATIBU, CAIIFORNIA 90265
PHONE (3 t 0l 5893200
FAX (3 l 0) 589-3207

August 22,2005

Planning and Land Use Committee Members
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 410
Los Angeles, California 90072

Support for Proposed Northeast Hillside Interim Control Ordinance (cr-04-1880)

Hon. Chairperson Reyes and Members

The Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy fully supports the City's efforts to develop and
institute a Northeast Hillside Interim Control Ordinance. The remaining open space and
habitat blocks in the hill systems located east of the Los Angeles River support abundant
wildlife and represent an invaluable visual and recreational resource to the City. The only
way to ensure that these resources are, in part, retained is to institute a new planning
mechanism that systematically identifies them and presents an equitable strategy to protect
them. We urge the City Counsel to move forward with the Study Phase of this effort with
a maximum of public involvement.

The need forplanning standards in areaswith high concentrations of small lots with limited
existing infrastructure, common substandard street widths, and unstable soils is in the best
interest of the public. Projects in other portions of the Conservancy's jurisdiction with high
concentrations of substandard lots pose numerous problems because of a lack of standards
that address the unique constraints of such sites.

We urge the Planning and Land Use Management Committee (rluvt) to retain all of the
components currently considered in the study including Mount Washington, Glassell Park,
Monterey Hills, Mount Olympus, Paradise Hill, Rose Hill, and El Sereno areas. Time is
of the essence and a segmented study would not yield the quality, unified result of a

combined study effort. We urge the City to incorporate a report, entitled, Mount
OlympuslFlattop AreaAcquisition Feasibility Report, that was prepared by People for Parks
via a grant from the Conservancy.

Please direct any questions and future correspondence to Paul Edelman, Deputy Director
for Natural Resources and Planning to the above address and by phone at (310) 589-3200
ext.128

Sincerelv*f* 'olzall.-

ELIZABETH A. CHEADLE
Chairperson



STATE OF CATIFORNIA-THE RESOURCES AGENCY ARNOTD SCHWARZENEGGEP,, GovamoT

SANTA MON ICA MOUNTAI NS CONSERVANCY
RAMIREZ CANYON PARK

5750 RAMIREZ CANYON R.OAD

MALIBU, CATIFOR.NIA 90265
PHONE (3 r 0l 589-3200
FAX (3 l 0l 559-3207

August 22,2005

Planning and Land Use Committee Members
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street, Room 410

Los Angeles, California 90012

Support for Proposed Northeast Hillside Interim Control Ordinance (cr-04-1880)

Hon. Chairperson Reyes and Members

The Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy fully supports the City's efforts to develop and

institute a Northeast Hillside Interim Control Ordinance. The remaining open space and

habitat blocks in the hill systems located east of the Los Angeles River support abundant
wildlife and represent an invaluable visual and recreational resource to the City. The only
way to ensure that these resources are, in part, retained is to institute a new planning

mechanism that systematicallyidentifies them and presents an equitable strategyto protect
them. We urge the City Counsel to move forward with the Study Phase of this effort with
a maximum of public involvement.

The need for planning standards in areas with high concentrations of small lots with limited
existing infrastructure, common substandard street widths, and unstable soils is in the best

interest of the public. Projects in otherportions of the Conservancy's jurisdictionwith high
concentrations of substandard lots pose numerous problems because of a lack of standards

that address the unique constraints of such sites.

We urge the Planning and Land Use Management Committee (rluvt) to retain all of the

components currently considered in the study including Mount Washington, Glassell Park,

Monterey Hills, Mount Olympus, Paradise Hill, Rose Hill, and El Sereno areas. Time is
of the essence and a segmented study would not yield the quality, unified result of a

combined study effort. We urge the City to incorporaie a report, entitled, Mount
OlympuslFlattop Area Acquisition Feasibility Report, that was prepared by People for Parks

via a grant from the Conservancy.

Please direct any questions and future correspondence to Paul Edelman, Deputy Director
for Natural Resources and Planning to the above address and by phone at (310) 589-3200

ext.128

'ckil./<-

A.

Chairperson
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"CLARE MARTER KENYON" <cmarterk@lausd.k12.ca.us>
<bgreaves@clerk.lacity.org>
09lOTl2OO5 8:24:18 AM
Fwd: Proposed Northeast Hillside ICO Hearing - 9/6/05, 1:00 p.m

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

dear ms. greaves, would you please place this into the record. it arrived after i had left for the hearing
thank you.
clare.

Forwarded Message
Date: Tue, 06 Sep 2005 11:22:14 -0700
From : Martha Espelage-Alvarez <mespelage -alv ar ez@Jones Day.com >

To: cmarterk@lausd.k1 2.ca.us
Subject: Proposed Northeast Hillside ICO Hearing - 9/6/05, 1:00 p.m.

>l have prepared a statement for,the hearing today but I am unable to attend
>due to obligations at my work. Would you kindly submit the attached on my
>behalf. Thanks.

>My name is Martha Alvarez. Thank you for letting me speak. I am a

>homeowner in Mt. Washington and recently spearheaded the battle to save Red

>Hawk Canyon which is just behind my home on San Andreas Avenue. A Valley

>developer planned to destroy 90% of the native trees and plants on the

property and cram a 7 home subdivision on one acre of land surrounded by

retaining walls. Even with the Mt. Washington/Glassell Park Specific Plan

in place, in this case and many others attempts are made to violate the

>San Andreas alone is under siege from developers. We have one small home

>under construction on a very dangerous curve and two additional disastrous

plan

ara

>single family home projects on a double lot. ln February of 2000, an

1
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,- Fwd st Hillside m

>unlicensed builder bulldozed and removed 900 truckloads of trees, plants

>and earth and damaged the street. After wading through the maze of

>Building & Safety Departments, filing nuisance complaints and writing

letters to top level officials for over two years, I discovered no plans

>were ever submitted. Since that time the property has changed hands a

least 3 times and owner after owner let their applications expire and/or

>apply for extensions. After 5 years of enduring this eyesore plans were

>submitted but once again construction is stopped for over 4 months now,

Today, only one-half of the retaining walls are built and we're back to

>square one. The city needs to carefully look at the laws governing the

>length of time property owners and developers have to build and the

>conditions neighborhoods are subjected to during the construction process

I ask everyone here who is against this ordinance - would you like to have

>a disaster such as this across from your home?

The developers who have discovered what little land is left in the

Northeast mostly come from outside our area. They don't care what happens

>to the character of our neighborhood because they don't live here. lt's

>l



- FwdBarbara - 9/6/05 1:00

>all about profit. The small property owner who wants to build their dream

>house or a homeowner who wants to remodel will not be adversely affected by

passing this Ordinance. On the contrary, they will be benefit from it

because their quality of life will be protected. We desperately need this

>Ordinance in order to have the time to reassess what is happening to our

>community. Development is moving too fast and important concerns are

>falling through the cracks

I urge you to do your utmost to make sure Building & Safety and City

>Planning stay on top of these situations and put more pressure on deceitful

>and unscrupulous developers. The community needs your help and passing the

lnterim Control Ordinance is a chance to begin to do just that. I strongly

>request your support for the ICO and help your constituents preserve what

>little green space is left in Los Angeles for all of us and for future

>generations before it's too late.

>Martha Alvarez
>4663 San Andreas Avenue
>Los Angeles, CA 90065
>(323) 258-1e80 (h)
>(213) 243-2660 (w)

e3
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Pro st 5, 1:00

<gudran@council.lacity.org>, <lsarno@lacity.org>, <mgarcia@lacity.org>
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liBarbara Greaves - FW: Comment Lett Paqe 1 :l

From:
To:
Date:
Subject

"Barbara Romero" <barbara.romero@m rca.ca. gov>
<Bgreaves@clerk.lacity.org>
09/06/2005 11:46:11 AM
FW: Comment Letter

Barbara:

Comment letter from the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy for today's ICO
agenda item 04-1880.

Can you please confirm you received letter

Thanks,
Barbara Romero

----Original Message---
From: James Yeramian [mailto:boardsec@smmc.ca.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, September 06, 2005 11:38 AM
To: Barbara(E-mail);Cara(E-mail)
Subject: Comment Letter



?
NORTIIEAST LOS ANGELES OPEN SPACE COALITION

Honorable Councilmember Ed Reyes, Chair
Honorable Councilmember Tony Cardenas
Honorable Councilmember Jack Weiss
Planning and Land Use Management Committee
200 N. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

September 1,2005

Dear Councilmembers,

September 6th PLUM Asenda ltem2. File 04-1880: Northeast Interim Control
Ordinance

The Northeast Los Angeles Open Space Coalition OIELA/OS) is composed of local
neighborhood councils, neighborhood and homeowners associations, environmental
groups, respected orgatizations such as the Latino Urban Forum and North East Trees, as
well as many residents and homeowners who are invested in living and participating in
the Northeast community.

We have been involved in the development of the proposed Interim Control Ordinance
since last October, when we became aware that Councilmember Reyes had made a
Motion to the City Council the month before. Since that time, we have worked closely
with Council District I and 14 staff to identify the boundaries of additional significant
areas, in both Districts, for inclusion in the ICO areas.

NELA/OS supports the enactment of an ICO that includes all of the areas that have been
outlined on the maps in both Council Districts with some possible small modifications.
We must stress that any move towards dropping any of these areas, or imposing a certain
minimum lot size, would be strongly opposed by NELA/OS.

We note areas that were contained in the draft language that would be outranked by the
City's Hillside Ordinance and ask that these sections be strengthened.

a. The threshold for the Hillside ordinance is 700" square feet. We advocate a
threshold of 200 square feet of new development, as per the Mount
Washington/Glassell Park Specific Plan.

b. The height limit allowed in the Mount Washington/Glassell Park Specific Plan
is 45' to encourage narrower buildings and more open space for landscaping.
If no language is contained in the ICO, the height defaults to the Hillside
Ordinance height limit of 36' which promotes development of more of the lot.

We have been instrumental in disseminating truthful information to the community these



past several months to counteract the misinformation and scare tactics of an LLC, called
Proh-La, headquartered in Pasadena, which formed earlier this year to lobby against the
enactment of any regulations on development in the Northeast.

Without the temporary protections of the ICO and a permanent specific plan in the future,
our hillsides are seriously threatened. Much like the beaches are to coastal communities,
our hillsides are the most important natural resource we have in Northeast LA. We urge
you to support the ICO to protect and preserve these hillsides, as well as the native trees
and habitat that are sheltered by them.

As you are aware,Interim Control Ordinances are legal, commonly used land use tools
employed by municipal governments throughout the United States. It is important that the
residents of Los Angeles be fully informed that the ICO does not involve eminent
domain, nor is it a moratorium.

The Northeast Hillside ICO addresses fundamental quality of life and public safety issues
by requiring that future development is consistent with existing land formation as well as
design and safety standards.

City govemment is responsible for taking reasonable measures to protect hillside
residents, homeowners and property owners from the impact of poorly designed housing
and roads, including hard-to-maneuver streets that put fire, police and other emergency
personnel at risk. This is, of course, not "Un-American" as some have claimed.

The ICO's provisions are reasonable compared to similar measures in other parts of LA.
Our existing roads and sewers are already sub-standard in many hillside areas. Rampant
development of unstable hillsides places additional burdens on our infrastructure and,
ultimately, taxpayers.

The Sunland/Tujunga ICO was initiated at approximately the same time as the Northeast
ICO. It is a far more stringently worded ordinance than that which has been proposed for
the Northeast. Yet, it was approved by the Planning Commission only a few short months
after it was heard by PLUM, as opposed to this ICO, which has lingered here since
November,2004.

Mayor Villaraigosa and Councilmembers Reyes and Garcetti gave NELA/OS the task of
forming an 1l-member committee to represent the three Council Districts of the
Northeast Community Plan area. We were asked to compile an inventory of public and
private open space areas; to categorize and rank the areas; to draft recommendations to
the City and, to submit a report to the Council representatives.

We have formed this Committee but, since this time, have been intrinsically involved in
the ICO, We look forward to the swift enactment of the ICO. We continue to offer our
participation in the dialogue following its enactment, in order to develop new, or
strengthen old, Specific Plans and to implement other methods that will result in the safe



development of our hillsides and, ultimately, in measures that will enable hillside areas to
be purchased as public open spaces.

NELA/OS urges the prompt enactment of this ICO. There has been a delay of one year
since the original motion. During this time the pace of development in our area has
increased rapidly. Moving this ordinance on a fast track to the Planning Commission and
Council is of great importance to our community.

Yours truly,
Northeast Los Angeles Open Space Coalition
Steering Committee

James Rojas
ElvaYanez
Clare Marter Kenyon

The proposed Interim control ordinance is supported by the following:

Northeast Los Angeles Open Space Coalition,
Arroyo Seco Neighborhood Council
Silver Lake Neighborhood Council
Historic Highland Park Neighborhood Council
Latino Urban Forum
Mount Washington Homeowners Alliance
North East Trees
Federation of Hillside and Canyon Associations
Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
NRDC Natural Resources Defense Council
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PROH-LA
Protecting the Rights of Owners in Hillsides - Los
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September 2,2W5

To:
CDI Etl Reyes, Chair, PLUM Committee

Subject:
PROH-LA Documents Regarding Agenda Item, Council
File No. 04-1880

Please find the following additional documents regarding
PROH-LA's opposition to the proposed
NELA Hillside ICO and our interest to
encourage development standard reforms.

Diagram illustrating the problems with existing hillside
building hei ght regulations.
Diagram illustrating the problems with existing Hillside
Retaining Wall Ordinance.

Please contact us if we can be of assistance to you or if we
can provide you with clarifications on our position and on
our recommendations for reforms. In particular, PROH-LA
and its members remain interested to participate in
discussions regarding its recommendations for hillside
development standards.

Respectively submitted,

PROH-LA Organizing and [ocal Design Committees

Cc: Council Members and PLUM Comminee Members
Jack Weiss and Tony Cardenas
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PLANNING A . ZONING CODE: SEC., )N 12.03
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I
ORDINA iNO: 176445
RETAINING WALLS IN HILLSIDE AREA
A MAXIMUM OF ONE 12' HT. WALL OR
MAXIMUM TWO 10' HT. RETAINING WALLS
ALLOWED ON ANY LOT.
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MORE GRADING.
TREES ARE GONE.

NOT ALLOWED
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3 RETAINING WALLS ARE NOT
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(ALL WALLS ARE NECESSARY)
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PROH-LA
Protecting the Rights of Owners in Hillsides - Los
Angeles

September 1,2005

To:
CDI Ed Reyes, Chair, PLUM Committee

Subject:
PROH-LA Documents Regarding Agenda ltem, Council
File No.0+1880

Please find the following documents regarding PROH-LA's
opposition to the proposed NELA Hillside ICO and our
interest to encou?ge development standard reforms.

August 9,2005, PROH-LA Letter in opposition to the
proposed NELA Hillside ICO (previously submitted by,

PROH-LA lnterim Chair Bradley ).

September 7, 2005, Recommendations for Hill side

Developrnent Standards IPROH-LA to LA City PLUM
Cornmittee for 9-06-05 Meeting, Submitted by a Group
of Local Design Professionals, Los Angeles.]

Please contact us if we can be of assistance to you or if we

can provide you with clarifications on our position and on

our recommendations for reforms. In particular, PROH-LA
and its members remain interested to participate in
discussions regarding its recommendations for hillside
development standards.

Re spectively submitted,

PROH-LA Organizing and Local Design Committees

Council Members and PLUM Committee Members

Jack Weiss and Tony Cardenas
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August 9, 2005

ED REYES, COiIITJIITTEE CHAIR
PLATiINING AT{D LAND USE TIANAGEME}TT
(PLUltl) COMMITTEE c/o Gity Clerk's Offioe
CITY HALL 3d FtoorRoom 395
200 North Spring Sbeet
Los Angeles. CA 90012

RE: Council Flb No. 0+1880
Opposition Letter to lhe Draft ICO

Committee Chair Reyes:

PROH-I-A' a Coalltion of Los Angeles Cl$ Stakeholders and Professionals advocating for
responsable growtfi education, and protection of hillside proporty owne/s rights is in opposition to
lhe proposed Northsast Los Angeles Hillside 'Open Space" lnterlm Conbot Ordinance for lhe fotlowing
rBasons:

Ther€ are LADBS and Grading Divlsion construction and derrelopmenl slafidards that cunently
govern resldenUal developmenl

The Devalopment Rights of Privab Prop€rly Orners will be fttrtherreetrlcted lf leglslatibn is created
to reguhte resldential derrElopment standards.

a

a

The existing language that is pmposed does not address the intent and purpose of the Gercral
Plan, conslder cunent planning & zoning codes regulations, or address the obiectives of the Los
Angeles Municipal Codes as it pertains to public safety, improv-ements, and ionsistent development
standards.

There has never been any explanation, basis, reason, or justification to further regulata the
privately-owned hlllslde arsas referenoed the Proposed tCO antt Boundary Maps Drafled.

doee support the inltial motion uced on November 10,2OO4 that hcludes measures 1o

Public Property/Public l-and including legislaticn that may restriqt said lands greater than
acres as needed for providing PROH-LA the opportunity to represent the interests of

Land Owners and the Fields of Land Use, Real Estate, Land Acquisition, and the
&

Bradley
PROH{A lnterim Chair
CC: TONYCARDENAS

JACK WEISS

3e3.87 1.8597 P. 0. Box 11109 Highland Puh &lilornia 9004l
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RECOMMENDATIONS FOR HILLSIDE DEVELOPMENT
STANDARDS REFORM:
(PROH-IA, to l,A Ciry PLUM Committee for 9-06-05 Meeting)

As citizens of Ngrtheast Los Angeles. our mission ls to draft development
Standards that encourage sustainable deslgn and minimlze impact on
human. animal. & plant communlties. While dging so, these development
standa rds..shou ld encourage arch itgctu ral diversity and inn-9vation, and
protect qualiU of life.

September 21 ,2004, the Los Angeles City Council, Planning and Land use
Managernent Committee passed a motion to protect several specific large tracts
of vacant land in Northeast Los Angeles.

Ten months later, a draft tCO was presented to the community, which did not
address the original intent or specifics of the original motion. Furthermore, this
lCO language was drafted without meaningfuloommunity outreach - instead the
draft language was highty influenced by a small and privileged group of
community members. The mapping of the ICO areas was determined without
meaningful study - as a result, the IGO areas are discriminatory, divisive, and do
not address hillside development issues and pressures aS a whole in the
Northeast area. Surely, there must be some measure of disclosure and some
standard of infOrmed consent required before severe, unfair, and one-sided
measures are enacted.

Existing hillside regulations often mandate increased development impact.
Reformed development standards should limit impact of development on existing
landforms to:

. Reduce height, street presence and mass by measurlng height of
buildlng parallel to the slope.

. Reduce need for site gradtng by encouraging garden roofs and
terraced structures. Examine mandatory gradlng regulations,
lnsuring safety but allowing alternative englneerlng solutions.

. To encourage buildlngs with varlable elevations and roollines.

. To encourage more off street parl$ng by excludlng covered parklng

aleas from floor area ratio
. Reduce height of the structure by allowing more of the building to be

underground.

Page I of2

j'd egi:Ao to se aco



To encourage designs wlth less retainlng walls by amendlng existing
retaining wall ordlnance. Existing ordlnance has the unforeseen
eflect of creating more retaining walls not less.
To allow more flexlble application of setback regulatlons lf this
would protect exlstlng trees.
To encourage creation of "green" flrebreaks, to substitute clear-cut
mandatory brush clearance.
To encourage the pubtlc use of clty owned land, including "paper
streets" as communlty parks or trails and this publlc land should be
enhanced with tree plantlng and native habltat restoration.
Amend exlsllng code to allow more llexible communlty-tyPe
development.
To discourage "cookie - cutter" deslgns ln multi-home
developments.
To develop safeguards ensuring better enforcement of existing
regulations.

As it stands, the development of hillside properties often requires variances,
which makes the process discretionary. Our objective is to create a set of hillside
development standards that are clear and unambiguous, easily enforceable, and
fair for all residents of the hillsides. We advocate thorough and meaningful

consultation with licensed professionals: structuralengineers, architects, soil
engineers, environmentalists, etc. so the solutions can be based on knowledge

and science and not on emotions and unsubstantiated claims. Our goal in this is
to protect the neighborhood standard of living while maintaining individual
property rights.

Respectfully submixed by a group of local design professionals.

I-os Angeles, Sept. l, 2005
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August 24,2OO5

c Aor,tflrv
(Print Your Name ClearlY)

fos dy ryt o ul
(Address)

l,A' q Do7/(-a-
(city) (State) (Zip Code)

ED REYES, COMTUIITTEE GHAIR

;iinitiNd Ar,ro uno usE MANAGEIIIENT

ipruiiiCoi,lmtTTEE clo citv clerk's ffice
brrY rrhu- 3d Floor Room 395

200 Norfir SPring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
vr" r"il tz1'3) e7&1107 or (213) 078-1040

RE Councll File No.0+1880
Opposition Letter to the Draft ICO

Committee Chair ReYes & Members:

r am in opposition to the proposed Northeast Los Angeres Hirside "open space" rnterim control

Ordinance for the following reasons:

o The City of l_A Buirding & safety and Grading Division cunenry have strict construction and

development standardl to gonern hittside developments; and

rThePrivateProp€dyRightswillbefurtherrestricted.and

o There are no studies' justification, or sound reasoning to implementSl-o!h.'restriction other

than the preliminary'TAKING' ot'pri*iti"nd for opei space without compensation'

The councit motion does is not in my bejt interest.. rt is.a regisrative measure to further restrict my

deveropment rights fiffitffi'drtfrd sai;;i c;rifornia conititufion. r am askrns that the PLUM

commifree witnor#ineil'Jn.liritotion wtrhout f urther actio n. Thank-you'

CC:
JACK WEISS
JAGKIE GOLDBERG, ASSEIIBL-IhIFEFE& 45* Dlsr'

AtrR6L r--ru, asie'rtiir-vm emBER, 44rH DtsT'

oinne FENsrElN, SENATo
XAVIER BECERRA,LdIiIbNESSI,AN, 3t ST DIST.

6ZllA f9vd 5NrX5 AIlU H5dn8zlrl BFFgEgIBIE ZZILT 9AOZ/62/AA

TONY



August 24,2005

N
(Address)

(city)

RE:

(state) (Zp Code)

ED REYES, COMMITTEE CHAIR
Fr-aunllla AND LAt'lD usE MANAGEMENT
ipr-lir'lr coMMlrrEE c/o citv Glerk's office
btrv net-13'd Floor Room 395

200 North SPring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
vii rif (213) e7&1 fi7 q (213) e78-1040

Council File No. 04-1880
Opposition Letter to the Draft ICO

Commlttee Chair Reyes & Members:

laminoppositiontotheproposedNortheastLosAngetesHillslde"openSpace,lnterimControl
Ordinance for the following reasons:

r The City of LA Building & safety and Grading Division currently have strict construction and

devetopment standardl to govem hitlside developments; and

e- The Prirrate Property Rights will be further restricted' and

r There are no studies, justlflcation, or sound reasoning to implement another restriction other

than the preliminary "TAKING'oibii*t" land for opei space without compensation'

The councir motion doee is not in my bgst interest. rt is a regisrative measure to further restrict my

development rights guaranteed..by tLe S;i;-;i C"lifornia Cdnstitution' I am asking that the PLUM

Com mittee witnO raw= tfri ip u ncil rirotion without fu rther action. Thank-you

nature)
TONY CARDENAS
JACK WEISS
JAGKI E GOLDBERG, ASSEITTEIIM FE FER' 45TH D lsT'

;[RoL uu, essenreLiueMBER, 44rH ilsT'
DIANE FEINSTEIN, SEHATOR
iliinER eicenn+ 

-CoienessmAtt, 
31sn Dtsr'

6e/4@ 39Vd 5NIX5 AI-]d HSdnAZ.rrl 8FF9B9L8r8 Z4iLr 9Ag4/62/89



August 24,2A05

I|.1AS O)(MStr
(Print Your

(Address)

l/05 N qoo 6t
(city) (State) (Zp Code)

ED REYES, COMIIIITTEE CHAR
PLAHNING AND LAND USE MAT.IAGEMENT
(PLUM) COMMITTEE c/o Gity Clerk's Office
CITY HALL 3tr Floor Room 395
200 North SPring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via Fax (213) 97&1107 or(213) 978'1040

RE: Gouncll File No.04'1880
OPPosition Letterto the Draft ICO

Respecfrtlly,

Committee Chair ReYes & Members:

I am in opposition to the proposed Northeast Los Angeles Hillslde "open space" lnterim conhol

Ordinance for the following reasons:

r The city of LA Euitding & safety and Grading Division currently harre shict construction and

develofment standard'-s to govem hillside derrelopments; and

o The Private Property Rights will be further restricled. and

r There are no studies, justificaflon, or sound reasoning to lmptement another restriction other

than the p*flri""ry ;fAKlNG' of private land for open spac€ without compensation.

The council motion.deeeis not in my best interest. lt is a legislative measure to further restrict my

devetoprnent righ6 il;;;td by tire state of Gatifornia constitution. I am asking that the PLUM

Cormitt* wimlOraritne council motion without further acdion. Thank-you

(Your Signature)
CC: TONYCARDENAS

JACK WEISS
JAC Kl E GOUOgeRc, ass Etul BLYM E ttlB ER, 45ffi Dl sT'
CAROL UlU, nsserrriLvuelreE& 44* Dlsr'
DIANE FEINSTEIN, SENATOR
xiiinei BiCERi coNGREssMAr{, 31sr Dlsr'

6ZlEA 
=gvd

SNI)IS AI-]H HgUNSZIII 8?138918T8 ZZiLt gAAt /64/84



August 24,2005

Bn I a-e\ I
^h: 

(aA
(Print Your Name Clead v)

5
(Address)

t,

LT c4 qo065
(city)

(Your Slgnature)
CC: TOI{Y CARDENAS

(State) (Zp Code)

ED REYES, COMMITTEE CHAIR
PLANNING AND LAND USE MAT.IAGEMENT
(PLUM) COMMITTEE c/o Gity Clerk's Offlce
CITY HALL 3'Floor Room 395
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Ma Fax: (213) 97&1107 Or (213) 97&1040
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RE Council File No.0+1880
Opposition Letterto the Draft ICO

Committee Chair ReYes & Members:

I am in opposition to the proposed Northeast Los Angeles Hillside "Open Space" lntErim Control

Ordinance for the following reasons:

. The City of LA Building & Safety and Grading Division currenfly have strict construction and

devetop-ment standards to govern hillside developments: and

o The Primte Property RighE will be further restricted' and

Pr Tle
Respectfully, K^O u.

o There are no studies, justification, or sound reasoning to implement another restriction other

than the proliminary;fRXlNG' of prirrate land for open space without compensation.

The council motion does is not in my best interest. lt is a legislative measure to further restrict my

Oerreropment rights guaranteed by t[re State of Califomla Constitution. I am asking that the PLUM

6;;fti€; *itf,? ravi f,e cou ncit rir otion without turther actlon. Thank-you.

gXS fr'r^e rca
6<co-sl I(

olqTlent dhe r^),^e t{^* 6)< | ""f( T
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JACKVVEISS
JACKIE GOLDBERG, ASSEMBLYMEMBER, 45IH DIST.

GAROL LIU, ASSEMBLYTUIEMBER' 4+ft DIST.
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August 24,Z:Ws

Wro llasz
(Print Your Name ClearlY)

35 57 Vort*.s *x. {Lt_
(Address)

Lk 4ooG{
(city) (State (ztp )

RE:

(YourSig
CC:

ED REYES, COMMITTEE CHAIR
PI3T.INING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT
(PLUM)COirlrtlTTEE cJo City Clerlr's Office
ctTY HALL 3'Floor Room 395
200 North SPring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Ma Fax (213) 97&1107 Or (213) 97&1040

Council File No.0+1880
Opposition Letter to the Dnafl ICO

Committee Chair ReYes & Members:

lam in opposition to the proposed Northeast Los Angeles Hillside'Open Space' lnterim Control

Ordinanoe for the following reasons:

o The City of t-A Building & safety and Grading Division currently have strict construction and

devebfment standardl to govern hillside derrelopments; and

e The Private Property Rights will be further restricted. and

. There are no shrdies, justiflcation, or sound reasoning to implernent another resriction other

than the prgi*inary';fAKNG' of prirrate land for oPen space without compensation.

The council motion does is not in mytest interest. lt is a leglslative measure to further restrict my

derrelopment rights gridt""O UV,[,a State of California Constitution. I am asking that the PLUM

@mm ittee withdra; the counci I motion witho ut' fu rther action' Thank-you-

RespecffullY,

TONY CARDENAS
JACK WEISS
iAcin A CoIos eRe, Ass EME LYtll Etl BER, 45rH Dlsr'
canou Llu, ASSEAlilYuemBER, 44TH Dlsr.
DTANE FETNSTEIN, SENATOR
HUEN BECERRA, CONGRESSMA}TI, 31ST DIST.

6ZlEA fSVd SNIXS A1IU HSUNAZ]II EFF9B9T8I8 ZZ'LT 9AAZ/62/8A



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

tn

Lydia Szamraj <lszamraj@sbcglobal.net>
<Bgreaves@clerk.lacity.org>
0812412005 3:17:14 PM
development in glassel parUmt washington

I am writing to share my concerns about plans made for
overdevelopment in our neighborhood. lt is truly
alarming to hear of that developers have designs to
encroach upon our neighborhood which is unique and
beloved for its rustic charm and beauty.

I was doubly terrified when I heard that these mega
developers plan to bypass the stringent building codes
which protect our neighborhoods from collapse. Our
neighborhood has just recently suffered severe
consequences due to shoddy construction which was not
up to code!
I am writing in support of the aims and efforts of the
rco.
Sincerely Yours,

Lydia Szamraj Glassel Park resident.

nBarbara Greaves - deve o
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August 24,20Os

(Print Your Name Clearly)

'Lzfu tYtrss
{Address)

(City) (State) Code)

ED REYES, COMMITTEE CHAIR
PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT
(PLUM) COMIIIITTEE c/o City Clerk's Office
CITY HALL 3d Floor Room 395
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via Fax: (213) 978-1107 Or (213) 978-1040

RE Gouncll File No.0+1880
Opposition Letter to the Draft ICO

RECEIVED

AUG 2 5 2005

ADMIN SVCS

Cornmittee Chair Reyes & Members:

I am in opposition to the proposed Northeast Los Angeles Hillside "Open Space" lnterim Control

Ordinance for the following reasons:

r The City of LA Building & Safely and Grading Division currently have strict construction and

devetoprnent standards to govern hillside developments; and

o The Private Property Righls will be further restricted. and

r There are no studies, justilication, or sound reasoning to implement another restriction other

than the preliminary "iAt<tNG' of private land for open space without compensation.

The council motion . is not in my best interesl. lt is a legislative rneasure lo further restrict my

derrelopment rights guaranteed by fre State of Califomia Constitution. I am asking that the PLUM

Committee withtraw the councll motion without further action' Thank-you'

K
CARDENAS
WEISS

JACKIE GOLDBERG, ASSEIIBLYMEMBER, 45IH DIST

CAROL LtU, AESEMBLYM EITII BER'
DIANE FEINSTEIN, SENATOR

44rH Dlsr"
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August 24 2005

(Print Your Name )

.27/8 LL.-A\/E ?+ -(Address)

(Crty) (State) (ZiP Code)

ED REYES, COMMITTEE CHAIR
PLANNTNG AND LAND USE MANAGEIUIENT

(PLUM)COMillrTEE cto City Clerk's office
CIW HALL 3d Floor Room 395
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Ma Fax: (213) 978-1107 Or (213) 978-1040

Council File No.0+1880
Opposition Letterto lhe Draft ICO

Committee Chair Reyes & tulembers:

I am in oppcition to the proposed Northeast Los Angeles Hillside "Open Space" lnterim Control

Ordinance for the following reasons:

r The City of LA Building & Safety and GradinE Division cunently have strict conslruction and

develop-rnent standards to govern hillside developments; and

. The Private Property Righls will be further restricted. and

o There are no studies, justilication, or sound reasoning to implement another restric[on other

than the preliminary';fAKlNO'of private land foropen space without mmpensation.

The council motion is not in rny best interest. lt is a legislative measure to further restrict my

derrelopment rghts guaranteed by t-he State of California Constitulion. I arn askirg that the PLUM

Committee withtraw ttre council motion without further action, Thank-you'

Respectfully,

RE:

r nature)
TONY CARDENAS
JACK WEISS
JACKIE GOLDBERG, ASSEMBLYMEUI.BER, 45IH DlsT.
clnol Llu, ASSEMBLYTUIEMBER, 447H DIST.

DIANE FEINSTEIN, SEi{ATOR

cc
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August 24,2005

-tt-t4i ?a*l+_.
(Pnnt Your NffiElearly)

27te Lt ^,!tE 4
(Address)

(City) (State) (Zip Code)

ED REYES, COMI'IITTEE CHAIR
PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT
(PLUM) COIiMITTEE c/o City Clerk's Office
CITY HALL 3d Floor Room 395
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via Fax: (213) 978-1107 Or (213) 978-1040

RE: Council File No. 04-1880
Opposition Letter to the Draft ICO

Comrnittee Chair Reyes & A/embers

I arn in opposition to the proposed Northeast Los Angeles Hillside "Open Space' tnterim Control
Ordinance for the follouring reasons:

. The City of LA Building & Safely and Grading Division currently have strict conslruction and
development standards to govern hillside developrnents; and

The Private Property Righls will be further restricted. and

There are no studies, justification, or sound reasoning to implement another restriction other
than the preliminary "TAKING' of private land for open space without cornpensation-

The council motion is not in rny best inlerest. lt is a legislative nreasure to further restrict my

development rights guaranteed by the State of California Constitution- I am asking that the PLUM
Cornmiltee withdraw the council motion without further action. Thank-you,

Respectfully,

(Your nature)
CC: TOfiff CARDENAS

JACK WEISS
JACK'E GO LDBERG, ASS EIt,l BLYTII ENilBER, 45IH DIST.
GAROL LtU, ASSEMBLYMEMBER, 44rH DIST-
DIANE FEINSTEIN, SENATOR

a

a



Da'ie q(C/"

'\
CIT . .' LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI RD #-e-

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

8.4-188o

I wish to speak before the ? t,ut,r
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal

Name: Ta'l-&S Os(N sl<"' 0,()
Against proposal
General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address: 424 o G(E N ln, tk ftv
a-(t r1€.w{ /,A_ c4 9oo6-r

Street City Stateq Fr<o
zip

Business phone 3z?%6017 C Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

Client Address:
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the pGsiding officer or chairperson.

l^



Date

Name:
x{OVE J)Uera

I wish to speak before the
aa /

Name of City Agency, Depaftment, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ()ffu proposal

ClT F LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI IRD
"_

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.*q oql&o

( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation:

VtAddress
Street City State zip

Business phone Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #

Client Address
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CIT I LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI \RD

Date

?-3@C
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No4z

I wish to speak before the
(tln

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) ry proposal
(r{-Against proposal

Do you wish to p general pub o

Name:

Business or Organization Affi

Address

Business phon

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND

Client Name

3

( ) General comments

City

u
(

I -
CLIENT I FORMATION BELOW:

Phone o(/

Client Address
Street State zip

o



CIT\ 
= 

LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI \RD Z

Date . ,q/ob/6 Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

04- t

( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

60 <)

*c,

I wish to speak before the
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? Vdproposal

Name

Business or Organ Affiliation

Address:
Street

Business phone: .---, Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: Phone #:

Client Address:
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CIT F LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI \RD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

04-tE\C

L,U,I wish to speak before the

Do you wish to provide

Name

Business or Organization Affiliation

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?
N

For proposal
Against proposal

( ) General comments

Date

Address: a7
Street City State

Business p 3 Representing

CHECK HERE !F YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOWT

Client Name: Phone #

zip

Client Address:
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CIT' I LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI \RD ,/Z
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

04 - t?rso

I wish to speak before the ILX^arraJs A/oD Lerru (E- Loyl -

0
Date

$

Do you

Name:

wish to

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

general public comment, or to

oEN
speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

N
JX ror. proposal
( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

Business phone 6ze z 6ZZT Representing

City

tlocff4a1:
- State Zip \

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address: 5
Street

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

Client Address
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CtT' i LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI \RD 2-
Date t t

tlt h<
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No

o(,1{@

I wish to speak before the fi, -^.+( .0\t*rC^,,r,,-- 
ruEm6 oi-city Agency, D'epartment, comHifr#oicouncit

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the

Name:

Business or Organization Affiliation:

Address
City State

Business phone v?2. q6D1
Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

agenda? 1{*rproposal( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

Client Address
Street City State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CIT' F LOS ANGELES SPEAKET \RD

6-a
Date Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No

/ -a,2
I wish to speak before the

Name of City Agency, , Committee or Council

aDo you wish to eral public comment, or to for or against

Name:

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address

Business p nting

CHECK HERE !F YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVI

Client Name:

proposal on the agenda? ( )Erprupot"t

<- lTA:il:ixfflH:1*

zip

INFO ON BELOW:

Phone #

Client Address:
Street City State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CIT F LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI \RD

Date

n -b -z)

I wish to speak before the
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name

/4J4i )>t Q"s

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.# >\

#'^"Z,CO
( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation l

Address: /
City State

Business phone Representing / Ctt
CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

zip

Client Address
Street State zipCity



CIT+ LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI \RD {

o^q - v-o5

I wish to speak before the
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name

( ) For proposal
( ) Against proposal
(-zf General comments

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No

o

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address: L 1. 0 00
Street City

Business phone "L-o1l& Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

zip

Client Address:
Street City State zip



CIT' ; LOS ANGELES SPEAKEF \RD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

7

I tr,rt ( ut t t,r'/ r rr df
I wish to speak before the

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name:

Business or Organization Affiliation: 14 o nzrr?4 @ Y V1t uu1 Ptt<rt'ro+t

( ) For proposal

ffi Against proposal
( ) General comments

1
Date

(' o6

Address C Vtc P+7 4
Street City State

Business phone: 6u Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKEB AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

).t€ )660
zip

Client Name: Phone #:

City
Client Address:

Street State zip



'!r.* e, Aoo5

ClTl I LOS ANGELES SPEAKEF rRD

Ppvnt Comrt tfTa/I wish to speak before the

Council File No., Item, or Case No

L

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?Do you

Name: U

) For proposal

) Against proposal

) General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation 9.tt u l,to/tctr nTs, cnr AJs cILv N.L)
Address e AJ. .

KL City State zip
3Lo -Busrness phone 58 1-3Lo o Representing $iPl- l'4fi4 LDNSE&v

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #

Client Address:
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.

\)



CIT'' r LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI \RD 2
Date

f

/ ?,fTV SJn*&r

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No

oq'/8oo

{
I wish to speak before the

Name of Agency, Department, Committee or Cou

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? lffirproposal"

Name

( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments(----------T

Business or Organization Affiliation:

Address: c.fr
Street

Business phone: 3Z< *?2.t'11ffi Representing:

State zip

Client Name: phone #:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Address:

SJA

Street City State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CIT' F LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI \RD

Date

*vw f 'Loo5
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or

04 - 1960
Case No.L

I wish to speak before the Fr-osA
@Department, committee or council

u wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?Do yo

Name
'.-\

Business or Organ ization Affiliation

ft to,. proposal
( f Against proposal
( ) General comments

Address: Z a
City State

Business phone: Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: Phone #

3
zip

Client Address:
Street City State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CIT' F LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI \RD

Date q-U-oe Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

)L+
I wish to speak before the Pt-rrrr,n

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name: c;xP.c

F>4 t6
For proposal
Against proposal
General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation:

Address s
Street City State zip

Business phone Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: Phone #

Client Address:
Street City State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CIT'' r LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI \RD

Date . r

q, lv lo5
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

v&

I wish to speak before the PLut"t
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal
()d Against proposal
( ) General commentsName

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address: o Aw$ tr.lq. H{
City

oo3
Street

Business pnon",3 L511 l'l3 b,1 Representing

State

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

Client Address:
Street CitY State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CIT\ I LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD ?
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

O t

I wish to speak before the PLt, *rt

Bzoo

Do you

Name:

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal

Q5.an-os Ga.er-r r+ Pi A'"X'::'":l;':1"

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address: Q8O1 C,t\s.Lt,:rqh.r C^R t 0S f\onelrs CA 1ooa2.
Street City ef state zip

Business phone: Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVI

Client Name:

F
DE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Phone #:

l-"L[-

Client Address:
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CIT' F LOS ANGELES SPEAKET \RD

*>
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

L
tcc

I wish to speak before the

Date

Do you

Name:

Business

Address:

or

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

rovide general public comment, or to .pTn for or against a proposal on the agenda?

"l c
GJLBtvz c er q- 2ao *

hdror proposal
( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

zipState

Business phone:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: Phone #:

Client Address:
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



Date

9

CIT\ i LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD
Z ,-/

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

4 - t6bo

I wish to speak before the Qor/1
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( )Forproposal
J2( Against proposal
( ) General commentsName

Business

Address: L{+ ck 2go3z
Street City ruztlF r "f)?r 

6 Hto;l sBusiness phone: 0 resenting

CHECK HERE !F YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW

Client Name: Phone #

Client Address:
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.

o LL



CIT\ F LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

bo

I wish to speak before the PtorYl

Date

o1 06 o5

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?Do you wish to provide

Name: Z.
Business or Organization Affiliation

( ) For proposal

flfAgainst proposal
( ). General comments

L{l (ry ZAddress:
Street City

Business phone: Representing

CHECK HERE !F YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: Phone #

zip

Client Address:
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.

552t4-)$a?g



CIT'' r LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI \RD

Date

7'U--o s
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

?

I wish to speak before the Plqr^i\iL ., L^-t^t O c. corr^\
@ Department, committee or council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal

fO Against proposal
( ') General commentsName I D enr. i D

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address: 3 5 G E Lk Br lfr 100c,s
Business phone:

Street

L3'Ls6 -l 9 Representing: lL..."1f
State zip

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW

Client Name: Phone #

Client Address:
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



Date

4,U (O€

I wish to speak before the PLpwl Corww&tz
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name

Business or Organization Affiliation

CIT' F LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI rRD Z
Council File No., Agenda ltem. or Case No.

04- l@o

fi ror. proposat
( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

Address:
/)b

Street City State

Business phone: Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

zip

Client Address
Street State ZipCity



CIT\ i LOS ANGELES SPEAKEI \RD

Date q-L-o{
4 rifur,

I wish to speak before the ?Lttyy'

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

04-1660

Do you

Name:

wish to

R

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( )

Business or Organization Affiliation: u-C:'Jcl--AifuL

35za e * hrrt 100Lf'

For proposal
Against proposal
General

zip
Address

Business phone:

Street

8$'749 - 6 4W Representi ns

City State

tr

Client Name: Phone #

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Address:
Street City State zip



CIT\ I LOS ANGELES SPEAKER IRD

Date

Ir Iq
o5

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

)-

I wish to speak before the
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name: 5

Business or Organization Affiliation

( ) For proposal

{Against proposal
( ) General comments

Address
Street State

Business phone Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

zip

Client Address
Street City State zip



CITY F LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD

Date1-6-o{

I wish to speak before the f, L, L/, rh ,
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name L L

Business or Organization Affiliation HanU ou/ugP

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No

,-

( ) For proposal
(D{ Against proposal
( ) General comments

Address: 3q3.3 ru Hout Lzf Plf L,i, ,2-4 ?oo3 z
State

Business phone: Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #

Streetb26/s?-blzt "'Intr zip

Client Address:
Street City State zip



cr{fiF LOS ANGELES SPENTEd rRD. ,u
L

Date

4>6-a S
Council File No., Agenda lten; or Case No.

/u -tflq0

I wish to speak before the Vt,ir[ /N 6 Up ttto l/ S€ crlou h . TT&
Name of City Agency, Depaftment, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal

Name: *rT/,{uA P,,N\t -f 0N (}d
()

Against proposal
General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation: |Pr Vyp2*V Ow rJ Fk
Address rzsdN,6t€tl l&Jklv ba Z* 4aattl

Street zipState
/-lst- s

Business phone BA ) ?- {L\-
Cityrruf

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: Phone #:

Client Address:
Street CitY State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.

I



oo

NOTICE OF LOBBYING REGISTRATION

lf you are receiving compensation to make this appearance, the City's municipal lobbying
ordinance (L.A.lV.C. Section 48.01 et seq., as amended) may require you to register and
report your lobbying activity. For more information about the City's lobbying law, contact the
City Ethics Commission at(213) 978-1960, by fax at (213) 978-1988 or at 200 N. Spring St.,

24th Fl - City Hall, Los Angeles, CA 90012

lnformation about lobbying the City of Los Angeles may also be found on the lnternet
by accessing the Ethics Commission site on the City of Los Angeles "home page" located at
http ://www. lac ity. org/eth
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CITY : LOS ANGELES SPEAKER IRD Z

I wish to speak before I (^nnrrn t- t und u.(Q- Mm AA 
^- Nar";fl,tyAgency,bepartment,@t

wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?Do you

Name:

Business

Address:

Affiliation

( ) For proposal
( ) Against proposal

\c"n"t"l 
comments

o0
Street State

Business pnone) Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

o

Client Address
Street City State Zip

I

zip



CITY F LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

#e-
I wish to speak before the

Name of City Agency, Depaftment, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal
( ) Against proposal
(ClGeneral commentsName: lA) ,'l/ t rrru tM ,'n r, c, a

Business or Organization Affiliation:

Date

o

Address C rtdc ri f L oa33
Street City State

Business phone: ? ?7 " ? t, l- 3 y'7 4 Representing: ,4 l-tiu C

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

Client Address
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.

zip

'?illuL



l re)5
Date

q

CIT\ I LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.#y
+ \_,_{r.tO IAGE ltVlWe*aNI wish to speak before the

Name of City Agency, Depafiment, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? For proposal

Name: td.hr & L'# Y
Business or orsanization Affitiatio ", lt F Afttffi AolEi)LTLlb 6W,+P
Address 4 Bur.lo ck AD-q&)s

-012s Representing: €Hrh+il, t^U,
State Zip

,,,r*Vru 6futx,w't

Against proposal
General comments

City

Business phone 7L\lSt
CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: Phone #:

si- sr. rJ\ C,NClient Address
Street City State zip



CITY F LOS ANGELES SPEAKER IRD
,J

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

J-

I wish to speak before the PtUtln6

Date

q L

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal

k)*rr*,1 c,y+rtcs €,\J {^1
Against proposal
General commentsName

Business or Organization Affiliation b l.'
Address: q 75 a) , ktr< Z'1 + (A q do6;

Street City State zip

Business phone: aZz yzzttoEl Representing € ct-E
CHECK HERE !F YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

Client Address:
Street City State zip



I wish to speak before the
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal

CITY F LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

5,

l'u ru\

Name: a€tt @ea fu2,) Against proposal
(\; eeneratcomments

Business or Organization Affiliation /k*kL,
Address: q3s

Street City State zip

Business phone: ?^ 2 2214 5\ ll Representing eEl tr
CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

6 a1
Date

q

Client Address
Street City ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presidingofficer or chairperson.



Date

CIT\ F LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

of/ flrP #,L

Fz-or'mI wish to speak before the
Name of City Agency, Depaftment, Committee or Council

Do you wi6h to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agen

J,.ry4*/<-e
da*v()

For proposal
Against proposal
General commentsName:

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address 57*4 '< lr* e{
Street State

Business p Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

"kzzF zip

Client Address:
Street CitY State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CIT\ I LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD

Date

9 -U-o7
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

7-

) For proposal

) Against proposal

) General comments

I wish to speak before the 7LU Cervunt rr*(
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name fll)",,".L (o*.,li .,.'hl

Business or Organization Affiliation ?Rovt - tA
Address:

Street City State

Business phone 3to.7?S - s€e? ' Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

zip

Client Address
Street CitY State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



Date
q l6 lrf

crrr]

ftua

LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

04- tSao

I wish to speak before the
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

u wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

, g@r4n frxzgtlltlit
Business or Organization Affiliation G?xtC- LLIPC-

Do yot

Name

()

t{
For proposal
Against proposal
General comments

Address
Street

9 | 8-7oB- 6,+! q Represenrins:

City

kfp C_ tJ)"?c
State zip

Business phone

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Namei Phone #:

Client Address
State ZipStreet CitY

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CITY I LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD
'z

Date

c(- (r- o{
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

o+-(880

? t-V t,t ool4t+ lT'ru.T
I wish to speak before the

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal

Name: .'R* ( s

Business or Organization Affiliation:

7t() Against proposal
( ) General comments

Address +313 scA'rrotfu c* cloobf
Street City State

Business phone '4to ci$|tb zlr Representing:
M Y(E]- tr

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: Phone #:

Zip

Client Address
Street City State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



\

Date

-o{

F LOS ANGELES SPEA 'Oan fi-tzD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

o+- t &7o

I wish to speak before the f L,{,(fi4 (rof4&t
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal

Name
'Tof"rt> oil p StC'

(}{ Against proposal
( ) General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address: 421" CcetJt-ttt"0tp" ,*6 L, I 4 Qoo! f
Street City State

Business phone: Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

zip

I
I

Client Name: FI Phone #

Client Address:
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.

ryt/j*/
/

II



I wish to speak before the
Name of City Agency,

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal

F LOS ANGELES SPEA ARD

iL

6Z-
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No

r-.D 14,-2- I ?H:

(5J Against proposal
(- fceneratcommentsName

Address:

Business or Organization Affiliation C9 t^r wr f Z ha<4\
7q I Ca^r-r14r-rrt \f^gA L* C--+ ?al 4-S

Street

Business phone: 7 23 zzS b City State zipl gz-
Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: Phone #:

Date q -) v-vi

, Committee or Council

Client Address:
Street City State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CI F LOS ANGELES SPEAK ARD

Date Kholof

I wish to speak before the Pu,,twrt

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

O.l - (RtrC &

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general ublic comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name lovt
Business or Organization Affiliation

r*()
For proposal .)
Against proposal 

. 
/

General comments

L l[Address:
Street City State

Business phone

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

zip

Client Address
Street CitY State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CI F LOS ANGELES SPEAK] ARD

councirru"# p\uen
.^

, or Case No.

I wish to speak before the
Name of City Agency, rtment, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) Fpr proposal
t.j-Against proposal

Name \Nru,tkM hp - ( ) General comments

Business or ization Affiliation Mo., *tus
L .r

D fuAAddress:
City State

Business phone Representing:

CHECK HERE tF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

(- ? o
zip

Client Address
Street City State zip



CI F LOS ANGELES SPEAKI ARD

Council File Nor, Agenda ltem, or Case No.#z
I wish to speak before the

Do you wish to

Name

N of City Agency, Depaftment, Committee or Council

eral public or to against a proposal on the agenda? ( )lr-proposat
.(r4Against proposal
( ) General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address: 0 ZA 6
City zip

Business pho Representing "f

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLI INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

Client Address
Street CitY State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.
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Date

cli LOS ANGELES SPEAK 'RD
*zz

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

e<{'* t ?&a

m,^JdfTil€trr*9
I wish to speak before the

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda

Name

Business or Organization Affiliation

us&\FttN?6A,r
? ( )Forproposal

ff Against proposal

4 ) oeneralcomments

Address:

Business phone: Representing

CHECK HERE tF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

zip

Client Address
Street State zipCity



Date

$-lo- 5
C . F LOS ANGELES SPEAI ARD

TLVAI wish to speak before the

Do you

Name:

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Business or Organization Affiliation

( )For proposal

?.,rf Against proposal
( ) General comments

5S,Address:

Business phone:

CHECK HERE

DL
Street

IF YOU ARE A PAID SP

State zip

Client Name:

INFORMATION BELOW:

Phone #

No., Agenda ltem, or Case NoCouncil

Client Address:
Street City I State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for imgortant information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.

City

Flepresenting:



c.i F LOS ANGELES SPEAK ARD

I wish to speak before the {uuM
File No., Item, or Case NoCou

+

Do you wish

Name:

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

rovide general public co or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ()

Pi
Business or Organization Affiliation:

For proposal
Against proposal
General comments

Address
Street City

Business phone Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE

Client Name

003L
zip

INFORMATION BELOW:

Phone #:

Client Address
Street City State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



( F LOS ANGELES SPEAI ARD

Date , ,
fi-l ()-45

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

+2

I wish to speak before the P tuLro

Do you

Name:

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Business or Organization Affiliation

( ) For proposal

ffi Against proposal
( ) General comments

Address: \J

CityStreet

Business phone: Q6rc; bUbltl Representins

State zip

S<-)vl

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #

Client Address:
Street City State zip



C F LOS ANGELES SPEAK ARD

Date

D-1o-Qg
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

Z

7 Lv rvl
I wish to speak before the

Do you

Name:

Name of City

wish to provide general public comment,

eP-*l a, *@"V-T

Agency, Department, Committee or Council

, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal

}() Against ProPosal( ) General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation:

Address tll g sdAaDt'fr wM( vk c.lf loo6{

Business phone:

Street

7 to 4ds ,6 t+ Representing:
r^-Lcow

City State zip

CHECK HERE !F YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #

Client Address:
Street City State zip



crfr Los ANGELES sPEAKt'ano
Date

AN6 lOt.^ 1^oS

I wish to speak before the l2t-uH
Do you

Name:

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

A

Business or Organization Affiliation

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

?

( ) For proposal

1 1;,,Against proposal
( ) General comments

Address: Lt) t OF /'JJA, + p( KA $o
Street City

Business phone: Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

Zip

Client Address
Street City State zip



( F LOS ANGELES SPEAI ARD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

FL

( ) For proposal

ff Against proposal
( \General comments

Date

4tt

I wish to speak before the t,1 G
Name , Department, Comm Council

Do you

Name:

wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

r
Business or Organization Affiliation

Address jao 5 P- r^r.Alrtr,..,l S h cl4. tot
uaic[bors I vsr*ll

-z,pStreet

Business phone g7,g tr3(t0+ Repres'6nting

T------- '---
U_

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: Phone #

t-T

Client Address
Street City State zip



Date

Do you

Name: K

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

*,2

a? ( ) Forproposal
,p(; Rgainst proposal

Z 1 )rceneral comments

C F LOS ANGELES SPEAI ARD

I wish to speak before the ? NIN LR}JD\ ,An'tnO, Ef]cBlsS ao
Name of City Department, Committee or Council

wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agend

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address oo L. A
City

o z
Street State Zip

Business phone: z^ 5 Llo tnLf Representing rnr,itLb oYe t S4({.
J f,l

Client Name: Phone #

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLTENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Address:
Street City State zip



C IF LOS ANGELES SPEA] ARD Z
Date

1o t ,)

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

I wish to speak before the ?Lu rq
Name of City Agency, Depadment, Committee or Council

wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

La--t

Business or Organization Affiliation 6- */ il f)rilphq

Do you

Name:

( ) For proposal
(i/Against proposal
( ) General comments

Address: '2 o fVf Plo / [s-. l-o o w c, ?r*
Street

Business phone: l0-
,7 iuf State zip

) Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVID

-"r--r^r""r^roNBELow:

Client Name Phone #

Client Address:
Street City State zip



CI F LOS ANGELES SPEAK] ARD #z
Date

tr,/0
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No

( ) For proposal
(L)-qgatnst proposal
( ) General comments

Zip

I wish to speak before the
e of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to general public comment, or to speak against a proposal on the age

Name:

Business or

Address:

n liation:

State

Business phone Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

5
City

Client Address:
Street City State zip



o^'" {- /o-o5
CI F LOS ANGELES SPEAKI ARD eu

Council File No., Agenda llem, or Case No.

/
of City Agency, ent, Committee or Council

wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal

Q-fAgainst proposal
( ) General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation

I wish to speak before the

Do you

Name:

Address:
City

Business phone: Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

zip

Client Name Phone #

Client Address:
Street City State zip



V
I

"St *#oLOS ANGELES SPEA RD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

; ior proposal

){Against proposal

X
General comments

Date

I wish to speak before the PLol", K-4 n- 0
Name of City cy, D.epartment, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name: 3
Business or Organization Affiliation UnhwL Ul

Address:
Street City State zip

Business phone Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT,INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

Client Address
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.

i

I

t
I

I



NOTICE OF LOBBYING REGISTRATION

lf you are receiving compensation to make this appearance, the City's municipal lobbying
ordinance (L.A.fV.C. Section 48.01 et seq., as amended) may require you to register and
report your lobbying activity. For more information about the City's lobbying law, contact the
City Ethics Commission at (213) 978-1960, by fax at (213) 978-1988 or at 200 N. Spring St.,

24lh Fl - City Hall, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

lnformation about lobbying the City of Los Angeles may also be found on the lnternet
by accessing the Ethics Commission site on the City of Los Angeles "home page" located at
http://www.lacity.org/eth r



Date

rlo lor

CI F LOS ANGELES SPEAKI ARD #7
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

0+ - te?D

ffiror proposat
( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

I wish to speak before the
ame of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to rovide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name:

Business or Organization Affiliation:

Address

Business phone

State
/ 3

zip

Representing: fle ,rcfu^f
CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

Client Address
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.

Vt.o M



Date

I wish to speak before the

C IF LOS ANGELES SPEAK ARD lro +L
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

o+- I r trtt

(4NFor proposal
( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name: fe.rn.gS RcJD(
r- u4-irr o Ct LF 4.r-r Pa'qt'--.Business or Organization Affiliation

Address: 1 I f- ll-( rL G4
zipStreet State

Business phone: Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

Client Address:
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.

?Uu$^ l f-A



C )F LOS ANGELES SPEAK ARD * L
Date

t> to -o.-..
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

oq- lytr6

( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

6
State

I wish to speak before the t
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? D{-fot proposal

Name

Business

Address:

or Organization Aff iliation

5 o uJ.
City zip

Business phone: Representing

CHECK HERE !F YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #

Client Address:
Street State zipCity



CI F LOS ANGELES SPEAK ARD frv
Council File No., Aqenda ltem,

of -l8W
or Case No.

I wish to speak before the PLutu1

og
Date

o

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? (Vfd p,opor^t
( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

Do you

Name:
a

Business or Orga Affiliation

Address: oa
uzip

Business phone: 6rr,)' Representing R,t

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: < Phone #

Client Address:
Street City State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



C F LOS ANGELES SPEAK ARD

I wish to speak before the o o
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? 1fiOroro"^,

Name:

( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation: PY'IJO C- -fi,r ,brrok

of o6
Date Council File No., Agenda or Case No

O I

Tr-l
Address

h,;"'---
Bus+neqs pt?"? 2ge-' *S*, Representins: 5*uStreet City State zip

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: Phone #:

Client Address
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CI F LOS ANGELES SPEAK ARD fz-
Council File No., Agenda llem, or Case No.

o 0

I wish to speak before the ?t-ttl,1

Date

7 lo 6

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name:

Business or Affiliation:

Address rnntwA

1\ro, proposat
( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

a\-

,?3
Business phone Representing:

Citv ,i

su?
Street State zip

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

Client Address
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CI F LOS ANGELES SPEAK ARD

'b.lo.oDo6 Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No#z

, U{r*proposar( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

7t-I wish to speak before the
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda
I

Name

Business or Organization Aff iliation I

I

Address et a w
Business rno ",?iYdO?,471 /"p.."."n,ins

",r ov State

-
CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Zip

Client Name: Phone #

Client Address:
Street City State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



Date s/,,heod-

CI F LOS ANGELES SPEAKI ARD ,#z
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

& O"/-7gn

I wish to speak before the t-- Dr:n - Ct*,
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

V)/& Druu=oName:

M) ror proposal
( ) ngainst proposal
( ) General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation

)/ )q IAddress
Street City State

Business phone Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

zip

Client Address:
Street City State zip



CI. F LOS ANGELES SPEAKE \RD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

L<;r

I wish to speak before the
Name of Agency, Deparlment, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name Cst
Business or Organization Affiliation )-l o ta<-

(Aroposat
( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

I
Date

q D 61

Address:
Street City State

Business phone 2rr,4t1}dah Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

zip

Client Name: Phone #:

Client Address:
Street City State zip



C F LOS ANGELES SPEAK ARD

I wish to speak before the ? ?vtq. -i- L," -k i,),9t- C-,^h
Name of C , Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

A.r , k 9,{tt ta 4

(

Council File No.,

4
Agenda ltem, or Case No.

oL

/$l"Jt;:liiil".",
( ) General commentsName:

Date

t0 0,

Business or Organization Affiliation: 2
Address Z?Ol c ftz,+DoR +f .LeF (+ ?ooGr

I
I L

Street City State

Business phone: 413 ?/O-317/ Representing

CHECK HERE tF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW

Zip

Client Name: Phone #

Client Address:
Street CitY State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



CI

Date

CI F LOS ANGELES SPEAK ARD trZ
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

I wish to speak before the
Name of City , Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name: b
Business or Organization Affiliation

Address
State

Business phone Representing: tr4 atril F

( ror proposal
( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

,a
zip

------7-
CHECK HERE tF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVTDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Address:
Street City State Zip



CI'I ; LOS ANGELES SPEAKE ,RD

Date

l0 lo 0 {

I wish to speak before the PLu44

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

Alr,,, G

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do ish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name r
Business or Organization Affiliation

Address:
Street

6ro, proposat
( ) Against proposal
() comments

City zip

Business phone:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKEB AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #

f^ 3- 4l vl[}lRepresentins

Client Address:
Street CitY State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairPerson.



Date

CIT LOS ANGELES SPEAKE .RD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

I wish to speak before the
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you

Name:

wish to provide general public comment , or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Business or Organization Affiliation N

Address

(X ror proposal
.(- fAgainst proposal
( ) General comments

Business phone Representing: K*nn-
State zip

Client Name: Phone #:

CHECK HERE !F YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Address:
Street City State zip



C F LOS ANGELES SPEA1 ARD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

PtuHI wish to speak before the

Do you

Name:

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

wish to provide general puQlic comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? 1) for. proposal

/Ya-4/c!\fu4./,', f I iA:il,:'":"fl";:1,"

5oC,h?1Business

Address:

Business

or Organization Aff iliation

phone: ?)2 -22e -oot?
State

oos /
zip

Representing: o (//-<-

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name: Phone #:

City

z@f
Date

us+

Client Address:
Street State zip

a



Date

lo Aulaf

F LOS ANGELES SPEA ARD fizz
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No

d4- lg$o

I wish to speak before the P tO f't <,'+</
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? (X

Name: la

) For proposal

) Against proposal

) General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation: h

Address 33tz 6,, ve L.A -A 1a3
City State

Business phone Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Street

93 0zr"rAl{
Zip

Client Address
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for impoftant information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.

I

-l



Dateg./o.ps

F LOS ANGELES SPEA ARD 4/?/
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

C,4-1tYo

I wish to speak before the ?. u. v. t\A

Do you wish to provide general blic comment

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? D( aor. proposal
( ) Against proposal
( ) General commentsName:

Business or Organization Affiliation:

Address
Street

Business phone 222' Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

VVI l^r>
City zip

Client Name: Phone #:

Client Address
Street City State ZiP

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



F LOS ANGELES SPEA ARD

Date

'6 lrcfos
Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

I wish to speak before the

Do you

Name:

Name of City Agency, Deparlment, Committee or Council

wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Business or Organization Affiliation

(Xror proposat
( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

3ffi4. 8^Address:
Street City State

Business phone: se3as6 $3 Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

zip

Client Address:
Street City State zip



( F LOS ANGELES SPEAI RD
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( ) Against proposal
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Address
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Client Address
Street City State Zip
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Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name: I
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) Against proposal

) General comments
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CHECK HERE tF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER'AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:
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Street City State zip
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1
I

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.
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NOTICE OF LOBBYING REGISTRATION

lf you are receiving compensation to make this appearance, the City's municipal lobbying
ordinance (L.A.lV.C. Section 48.01 et seq., as amended) may require you to register and
report your lobbying activity. For more information about the City's lobbying law, contact the
City Ethics Commission at (213) 978-1960, by fax at (213) 978-1988 or at 200 N. Spring St,
24lhFl - City Hall, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

lnformation about lobbying the City of Los Angeles may also be found on the lnternet
by accessing the Ethics Commission site on the City of Los Angeles "home page" located at
http ://www. lacity. org/eth
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Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.
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( ) For proposal
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-

Street State zipCity
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please see revgrse'of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairPerson.
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Tony B

642 Moullon Ave #W-9
Los Angeles CA 9003.|

Augusl 9,2005

Ed Reyes, Choir
City of Los Angeles
Plonning & Lond Use Committee
City Holl Room l0l0
200 N. Spring Street
Los Angeles CA 900.l2

Re: llem #2 (Council File 04-1880)

Deor Choirperson Reyes:

At the November 10,2004 PLUM Committee meeting, the Choir octing os o
committee of one, heord leslimony ond took lhe following oclion:

"...the Commitlee Choir requested the Plonning Deportment with the ossistonce of the
City Attorney to review fhe feosibility of estoblishing o Northeost Los Angeles lCO, ond
requested the Plonning stoff lo consultwilh Council Districts 

.l,.l3, 
ond l4 on the

boundories to be covered under the proposed lCO."

Flr
?to.;i
hn

Planning Department to present a summary on community input
provided at the August 3, 2005, public workshop and matters
related to Motion (Reyes - Villaraigosa), requesting that the
Planning Department be directed to draft appropriate land-use
planning strategies and tools, and that an lnterim Control
Ordinance (lCO) be prepared by the City Attorney with the
assistance of the Planning Department for certain areas in
Northeast Los Angeles, including, the Mt. Olympus Flattop,
Paradise Hill and Department of Water and Power (DWp) Rose
Hills areas."

There ore o number of procedurol difficulties with Agendo ltem 2 which I believe
wo-uld orgue thot lhe Committee toke no oction on ihe llem os il is not properly
before the Committee ot this time:

r

on Fridoy,Augysl 5,2005, the PLUM Committee releosed the ogendo of o speciol
meeting lo be held this Wednesdoy, August 10, 2005, with Agendo ltem #2 hoving
the following coption:

" CONTINUED FROM 11-10-04 MEETING



I ) As of close of business Fridoy, August 5, there were no documents on file with
the Committee from deportmentol stoff or lhe three Council Districls pertoining
to the ltem;

2l There is no feosibility report by the Plonning Deportment/city Attorney
contoined in the re-coptioned lfem;

3) The llem is nol o continued ltem, unless the Agendo is stoting thot the
summory to be delivered by the Plonning Deportment withouf 72 hours
odvonce notice constitutes o "feosibility sludy";

4l The summory olo Public Workshop refened to in lhe ltem hos nothing to do
with the originol Motion or the omended & referred motion from November
l0'h of losl yeor:
l. The "Public workshop" of August 3 wos not convened by the plonning

Deportmenl or the City Attorney - il wos colled by Council District t ond the
coretoker sloff of CD 14. The PLUM Commitlee Choirperson wos lhe leod
speoker ond determined the ogendo ond formot of the workshop meeting.

2. There wos no discussion of thi"feosibility" of on ICO ot the ,"eiing, in foit
ottendees were ruled out of order when they osked to speok on lhis issue;

3. There wos no discussion of the proposed 'boundories' of the ICO of the
meeling - olthough boundory mops were prominently disployed ot the
meeting wilh new July 2005 doles on them no discussion took ploce
either by the councilperson or stoff from CDl4 nor wos discussion ollowed
by ottendees;

4. There were only four'breokout' sessions, none of which hod onything to do
with Open Spoce or "feosibility" or "boundories lo be covered".

5) This is no longer on "open spoce" proposol for on lco (note thot this phrose
which wos centrol to the originol motion disoppeored when lhe molion wos
omended ond refened to the Plonning Deportment/City Attorney)

6) lf the molion is no longer obout Open Spoce, if there is no "feosibility study" or
public discussion os to "boundories" or crilerio utilized to estoblish boundories,
lhen whot is this Motion obout?:
l. The Committee file does not reflect onything obout chonges in boundories

from the originol motion (by lhe woy it required o public Records Act
request to obtoin the relevont CD l4 memo to the ChoirJ;

2. There ore evidenlly boundories os indicoted on lhe mops presenled first by
CD l4 on June 30 2005 by Jim Bickhort (then of CD l4 stoff, now of the
Moyo/s stoffl

3. At the June 30 'open House' meeting, Mr. Bickhort refused to discuss
onylhing obout the overloy oreos on the mops or to exploin how they got
there;

4. wilh respect to the mops, ogoin city officiols hove been less thon
forthcoming (l hove ottoched Public Records Act requests to the Plonning
Deporlment to lry ond obtoin these mops);

5. At this some meeting, Mr. Bickhort honded out "DrofI' longuoge for lhe
proposed Northeosl lCO, without exploining who drofted il or how it fit in to
the PLUM Committee molion While the Droft purported to be prepored by
lhe Deportmenl of City Plonning, bul the sloff person present indicoled thbt



he hod spent obout 4 hours tolol on lhe ICO since the November 2004
referrol, ond declined lo soy much more. (o copy of poge one of the Droft is
ottochedl;

6. currently, there is noteven o sitting Councilperson forcD 
.l4, 

rendering il
impossible for the elected representotive of the constituents to even
porticipote in ony public policy debote over these issues;

Al the Workshop meeting of August 3'd, Mr. Reyes indicoted thot there is no ICO ond
we ore storting from scrotch or words to thot effect. lf so, then whot is Agendo ltem
#2 oboul?

With oll respect our elected officiols, to dote this process of o proposed ICO for lhe
Northeosl hos been neither open nor tronsporent, ond there hos been no showing of
how onyone would be disodvontoged by withdrowol or voting down this motion ond
slorting over in on open ond tronsporent monner. I urge you to do so.

Sincerely,

\B(
Tony Butko
Resident CDI
Property Owner CDl4

Cc: Jock Weiss, CD5
Tony Cordenos, CD6
Borboro Greoves, Committee Consullont



Tony &rtko d Porlo Bogosoo

642 fuloulton Ave #W-9
Los Angeles CA 90031

telz 323-2?l-3357
e-moi I : 

"ts nyQtmywl&ss$

May 9, 2005

Jim Bickhort, Policy Consultont
Council District 14

200 N. Spring Street
Room 425
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Public Records Request

Deor Mr. Bickhort:

At the PLUi Committee me.eting of Mvember 10, ?O}4.you filhd out o speoker cord
qnd testif ied regarding Item #4 (File rr0+1880) hoving to do with 'irtOUNT OLY,UPUS
IFLATTOP/PARADTSE HII-L/DWP ROSE !{TLLS/OPEN SPACE AREAS". In the top, of
your testimony, you referred to o 'stoff memo' or something to thct effect which
evidently spcified some 9 new oreos to be included in the propsed TCO, soid oreas not
being included in the publicly noticed documentotion.

A review of the Committee file reveols no written documents in connection with your
testimony. Pursuont to the Public Records Acl, hvernment Codre Sections 6250 et.
Seg.,I om reguestang o @Py of this document ond ony ond oll other moteriol which wos
submitted by you or Council District 14 to either PLU,I or to Councilperson Reyes in
connection with File #04-1880.

I cm submitting this request to you by both e-moil os well os regulor moil, qnd would like
to thonk you in odvonce for your onticipoted couffesy ond cooperotion. ff you hove ony
guestions, pleose feel free to write or coll; my cell phone number is 213-220-2237.

Sincerely,

-l*"1,h4q
Tony &.rtko



November 10,2004

To: Planning and Land Use Management Commiftee
From: councilmember Antonio R. villaraigosa, 14th District
Re: Amendments to Northeast Hillside tGo affected territori ES

I hereby request that the following areas within Council District 14 be
added to the acreage to be regulated by the proposed Northeast
Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance:

The area in El sereno generally bounded by collis Avenue, Edison
Street, El Sereno Avenue, Novgorad Street, Tampico Avenue,
Portola Street, and the Los Angeles/south pasadena city boundary.

The area in E! sereno generally bounded by Multnomah Street,
Gateside Drive, Kewanee street, cato street, Beagle street, euose
Street and North Soto Street.

The area in Glassell Park and Mt. washington generalty bounded by
Rome Drive, sundown street, Division street, lnglis street, Jtlimosa
Drive, crestmoore Place, Paseo Drive, Hines Drive and sundown
Drive.

The area in ttIt. washington generally bounded by cazador Street,
Rome Drive, Division Street, Hines Drive, Lavelt Drive, Brilliant Drive,
and Parrish Avenue.



The area in Mt. Washington generally bounded by Marmion Way,
Stanley Avenue, Avenue 48, Sonata Lane, the boundary of
Heidelberg Park, Moon Avenue, San Rafael Avenue, Cynthia
Avenue, san Andreas Avenue, Seaview Avenue, san Rafael Avenue,
Glenalbyn Drive, Dove Drive, Quai! Drive, Wren Drive, Museum
Drive, Crane Boulevard and Museum Drive.

The staff of CD 14 and the other council offices are available to
consult with staff in clarifying these approximate boundaries for the
purposes of creating working maps of the areas proposed for
coverage.



Tony Butko
642 Moulton Ave #W-9

Los Angeles CA 90031
tel: 323-221-3357

e-moil: tonv@tonvooulo.com

July 1, 2OO5

Chorlie Rousch

City Plonning Deportment
200 N. Spring itreet.5'h Flr
Los Angeles, CA g}Otz

Re: Puil;6 Records Reguest

Deor Mr. Rousch:

On Wednesdoy, f une 21,2005, CDl4 conducted on 'Open House' regarding the proposed
Nontheost fnterim Control Ordinonce. The chief spokesperson ot thqt meeting wos Jim
Bickhort from CD 14's Office. At thot meeting,threelorge mops we?e posted up on the
wolls, pertoining to File #04-1880.

l) My Olympus*Porodise Hill*Rose Hill Areas, doted Morch ZOOS

2) El Sereno A?ea, doted November 2004
3) Mt. Woshington Areo, doted Morch 2005

Pursuont to the Public Records Act,Government Code Sections 6250 et. Seg., f om
requesting o full-size copy of eoch of these three documents ond ony ond oll other
moteriol which wos submitted by you by Council Distnict 14 in connection with File #04-
1880.

f om submitting this reguest to you by both e-moil os well os regulor moil, ond would like
to thonk you in odvonce for your onticipoted courtesy ond cooperotion. ff you hove ony
guestions, pleose f eel f ree to write or coll; my cell phone number is 323-791-7367.

Sincerely,

Tony Butko



Tony Butko
642 Moulton Ave #W-9

Los Angeles CA 90031
tel: 323-2?t-3357

e-mqil: tony@tonypoulo.com

July 27 ,2OO5

Charlie Rqusch

City Plonning Deportment
200 N. Spring Street. 6th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 9OOt2

Re: fiel]eryup to Public Records Reguest

Deor Mr. Rqusch

On July 1,2005,T wrote you o letter pursuont to the Public Records Act, Government
Code Sections 6250 et. Seq., reguesting full-size copies of three mops ond ony ond oll
other moteriol which wos submitted by you by Council District 14 in connection with File
#04-1880. This reguest wos sent by moil qnd e-moil. A week later , T telephoned your
office to osk os to the stotus of the reguest.

As of the writing of this letter, f hove heord nothing from you or the Plonning
Deportment obout my reguest. Asfar qs f know,therecords thot f hove reguested
meet the criterio of on 'identif ioble public records' under the Act, ond if there wos ony
problem or cloim of exemption, you hove foiled to qssert such by foiling to contoct or
respond to my reguest. I believe thot when o record is reguest ed, the ogency sholl
determine within ten doys whether to comply with the request , ond hos on obligotion to
promptly respond to the reguestor of its decision ond the reosons theref ore.

f f urther believe thot the stotute does not permit an agency to deloy or obstruct the
inspection or copying of public records,ond reguires thot ony deniol of o written request
be itself in writing. Pleose consider this letter q f inol ottempt f or me to osk thot you
ond your agencY comply with the lqw ond produce the records. Since you hove evtdently
chosen not to respond to me ot oll T belteve thot there is no exemption possible of this
time.



Chorlie Rousch July 27, 2OO5 Poge Two

Further, f should inform you thot qs f understond the stqtute:

"6258. Any person moy institute proceedings f or injunctive or declorotive relief or writ
of mondote in ony court of competent jurisdiction to enforce his or her right to inspect
or to receive o copy of ony public record or closs of public records under this chopte?..."

As before, f om submitting this reguest to you by both e-moil os well os regulor moil. ff
you hove ony guestions, pleosef eel freeto write or coll; my cell phone number is 323-
791-7367.

Sincerely,

Tony Butko

Cc: Rocky Delgodillo , City Attorney
cD 14

cDl



PROPOSED NORTHEAST HILLSIDE ICO

DRAFT DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
PRELIMINARY LANGUAGE

NOTE: Pursuant to a Motion (Reyes - Villaraigosa) initiating a study of hillside
areas and considered by the City Council's Planning and Land Use Management
(PLUM) Commiftee on 11l1OlM, the Department of City Planning has prepared the
following preliminary draft language for further Council consideration.

The City Charter requires any proposed ordinan@ to be considered by the Crty
Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor. At this time, no action or formal
votes have been taken on this draft language. The Planning Commission and
Councilwil! be holding hearingsto allow public input on any proposed ordinance
prepared by Planning staff.

The Council's PLUM Committee anticipates holding a public hearing on this proposal
end of July or early-August. To confirm the schedule, you may contact Barbara
Greaves, Legislative Assistant, at213-978-1068 or Bgreaves@clerk.lacity.orq.

The following summary includes. definition of some key terms included in the
proposed lCO, a suggested sliding-scale floor-area-ratio (FAR) formula, grading
standards, native tree protections and slope density requirements.

NOTE: MAPS SHOWING RIDGEL/NES, VIEW CORRIDORS AND OTHER
FEAIURES MENTIONED BELOW HAVE NOT YET BEEN PREPARED.

1
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JOYCE DILLARD
P.O. Box 31377
Los Angeles, CA 90031
Email: dillardiovce@yahoo.com

August 10,2005

Chairman Ed P. Reyes
Councilmember, Jack Weiss
Councilmember Tony Cardenas
Planning and Land Use Management Committee
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring St. Room 1010
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Special Meeting-August 10, 2005
- Agenda Item No. 2

cFr 04-1880

Chairman Reyes and Councilmembers,

Please be advised that the notices that were mailed by the Planning-Department
do not appeai to have been delivered to the property owners in the Lincoln
Heights area. There is a continuous problem with the Postal Service upon
delivery of timely mail regarding meetings and important papers. Many of us in
the area have experienced no mail delivery of summons or other court papers,
property taxes and the like.

The workshop was a disappointment. We expected the Northeast Community
Plan to be available as well as the State laws regarding the issues. Maps of the
proposed areas were not passed around. Maps should have been available to
every participant.

Developers clearing had an upper hand in knowledge of the system. We, who live
in the hillside areas bounded by this lnterim Control Ordinance, were dominated.
No problem solving or possible compromise solutions were evident during the
group discussions. I

Our areas are part of the original Spanish land grants with early maps and early
development. That means we have new building technologies mixed with old
construction in census areas that are considered in poverty.

4?hl
/<no
G r/--/rf)
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Chairman Ed P. Reyes ET AL
August 10,2005
Pale2

Parcels were divided for smaller homes in the late 1800s. Current standards
require more floor space and building innovation has advanced. Floor area ratios
need analysis.

The geology of the entire area needs reassessment. We live and can s'ee possible
mudslide situations, but our warnings were ignored. Some areas are mar[ed as

landslide or liquefaction areas, but other parts are not: Those not considered
"landslide" had landslides.

Underground water and caves need to be mapped.

The Repetto Hills were once under the ocean. The code only.concerns the
individual parcel, yet hillside areas are held together. Once deterioration starts, it
can jeopardize the rest of the parcels. Archaeological finds have been and may be
a possibility.

Fire is a major concern in hillsides. Homes too close together or difficult to reach
by fire trucks can jeopardizethe rest of the area.

Lack of parking can result in the streets being overcrowded. During peak times,
such as parties, streets may be blocked entirely and police, fire and emergency
vehicles are prohibited access by mere overcrowding.

Hillside living is rural living.

The City has not taken enough consideration the Building and Safety issues in
permitting development in the area. That is foremost in State law. The City has
put the homeowner at risk of loss with the loose building permit process,
variances and approvals.

State laws need comparison with an actual timeline parcel division

Insurance is difficult to obtain. California Fair Plan is the only option. Any
disturbance of land movement can be straight financial loss. Again, the census
income levels are low.

Escalated property values at extremely rapid rates permeate the area. Speculators
are prevalent with disregard to the existing property owner. High growth rates are
inconsistent with stability. Highs produce lows. Growth should be steady to be
maintained.



i.

Chairman Ed P. Reyes ET AL
August 10,2005
Page 3

This is poor economic planning for the City. That issue is not directly related to
the Planning Department but should be a consideration of this Committee.

This lnterim Control Ordinance should be the beginning of establishing guidelines
conducive to an older, fragile landscape area. Wildlife should be considered as

well as Cultural Landscapes and Historical Preservation.

This Planning should cover more than land, but be a basis of economic planning.

Input from all groups need to be'welcomed.

Very truly yours,
/

Dillard

lDtj

1



fl'ilt4 *.-fr./;N, x-ro'of
*k

Brian Fitsburgh
11176 Penrose Street, Unit #8

Sun Valley, CA 91352
email: fitzburo h@sbcglobal. net

August 7th, 2005

Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro
Department of City Planning
City Hall Room 667
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: OPPOSED to Northeast Hillside ICO

Dear Department of City Planning / Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro,

I want to question why an ICO is even being considered. lt seems that development has become
the scapegoat of problems related to hillside communities and hillside infrastructure problems.

Let's assume that there are infrastructure problems in the hillsides of Los Angeles. Now let's
imagine that all construction activity ceased today. Would the problems go away? No. The
narrow roads would still exist. The cars parked on the narrow roads would still exist. The
delivery trucks to the existing homes would still drive around. You get the point. Construction is
not the problem.

ln fact, it can be argued that construction/development improves the situation in the hillsides.
New construction typically requires roads to be built, paved, and/or widened. New construction is
required to provide off-street parking. New construction must meet exacting standards to provide
housing that is resistant to earthquakes, fire. New construction must be demonstrated to be
geologically safe as well.

What's more, development provides much needed jobs (construction jobs and jobs in related and
supporting fields), much needed housing, and increases tax revenue.

Most of the problems in the hillsides are a result of the numerous existing homes. Many of the
existing homes are older (pre-1975) and have inadequate off-street parking, unsafe drainage,
sub-standard construction, and geologically unsafe by today's standards.

To demonize development and developers and blame them as the cause of hillside problems is
inaccurate, irresponsible, and will not lead to fixing the problems.

Thank forward to your reply

Si

Fitzburgh
Stakeholder

* o'{-1t20

CC: CD-1 (213) 473-7001, CD-14 (213) 473-7014



Brian Fitzburgh
11176 Penrose Street, Unit #8

Sun Valley, CA 91352
email: fiEburq h@sbcqlobal. net

August 8th, 2005

Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro
Department of City Planning
City Hall Room 667
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: OPPOSED to Northeast Hillside ICO

Dear Department of City Planning / Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro

Currently there is a presumption that an ICO is needed and that development is behind hillside
community problems. I request that before any further consideration of an ICO moves forward,
that accurate information be obtained so as to find the best manner in which to improve hillside
communities.

The following studies should be done:
1. How many vacant lots exist in the northeast area (categorized by zoning) and if all vacant

lots were developed to their current zoning maximum, how many new dwelling units
would be created?

2. How many existing homes exist in the northeast area (categorized by zoning). This
should detail the number of single-family residences, the number of
condominiums/townhomes, the number of apartments, etc?

3. How many parks currently exist in the northeast area and the total acreage of these
parks?

4. Which streets are 20'wide or less. These streets are the most critical and might be on a
priority list for being improved for access and safety?

5. \Mat is the economic benefit of construction activity in the northeast in terms of jobs
(directly related to construction as well as jobs in supporting industry)?

6. What is the economic benefit to the City for building permits and fees related to
construction activity in the northeast?

7. What is the economic benefit to the tax revenue created by new construction projects?

The above list is not meant to be exhaustive but is a minimum that would allow a better analysis
of the hillside community and a basis for evaluating possible solutions.

I would like to know what the Planning Department is doing to obtain critical information on the
hillside community so that effective solutions can be created- not just demonizing new
construction activity as the cause of hillside problems.

Thank forward to your reply

Si

FiEburgh

CC: CD-1 (213) 473-7001, CD-14 (213) 473-7014



Brian Fitzburgh
11176 Penrose Street, Unit #8

Sun Va!!ey, CA 91352
email : fitzburq h@sbco lobal. net

August 6th, 2005

Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro
Department of City Planning
City Hall Room 667
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: OPPOSED to Northeast Hillside ICO

Dear Department of City Planning / Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro,

As an owner of vacant land in the northeast, ! have considerable concerns about
the proposed creation of and ICO for this area. I am currently in the process of
building a home in Glassell Park which is subject to the Mount
Washington/Glassell Park Specific Plan. The amount of time it took to go
through the Specific Plan Project Permit and Plan Check was considerable.

! am opposed to any further restrictions on building as the existing code
requirements are extensive and comprehensive.

ln order to prevent any further restrictions to effectively become a moratorium on
building (by extending the time to obtain entitlements), there must be assurances
that adequate staff, knowledgeable on the matters that any ICO might create, be
employed and trained so as not to make the process of obtaining a building
permit (plan check) take any longer than the current process.

Should an lGO be implemented, please let me know what the Department of
Planning is will do to train and provide appropriate staffing to insure that
the plan check process will not increase.

Thank I look forward to your reply

Fitzburgh
Stakeholder

Si

CC: CD-1 (213) 473-7001, CD-14 (213) 473-7014
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Brian Fitsburgh
11176 Penrose Street, Unit #8

Sun Valley, CA 91352
email: fiEburo h@sbcqlobal. net

August gth, 2005

Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro
Department of City Planning
City Hall Room 667
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: OPPOSED to Northeast Hillside ICO

Dear Department of City Planning / Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro,

I have heard a number of suggestions to improve the conditions of hillside community- most of
these suggestions place the burden and responsibility on people that build new homes. The
stress on the infrastructure in the hillsides is caused by allactivity in the hillsides- the current
residents as well as people that build new homes. Given that existing homes substantially
outnumber new home projects, the contribution of stress on the infrastructure by existing homes
is substantially higher than the stress caused by new construction.

ln order to be fair, any new restrictions applied to people that build new homes should also apply
to people that own existing homes.

Here are some of the suggestions that I have heard and I will also give the counter-point that
should also apply to existing home owners:

DEVELOPER Requirement: Developers should pay into an infrastructure fund for each home
that they build a new home. Developers make huge profits so they can afford to pay into the
fund.
HOMEOWNER Requirement: When homeowners sell their property, a percentage of their
capital gain (profit) equalto the percentage required by Developers, should be paid into the
infrastructure fund.

DEVELOPER Requirement: Developers should have to coordinate with other developers to
coordinate construction projects so that there is not too much construction traffic/activi$ at any
one time.
HOMEOWNER Requirement: Homeowners should have to coordinate with other homeowners if
they are having any home deliveries by FedEx, UPS, DHL, etc. so that there isn't too much
delivery traffic/activi$ at any one time. Homeowners that are moving should have to coordinate
with other homeowners so that there is not too much moving related traffic/activity (moving trucks,
etc.) at any one time. Homeowners that are having guests or parties should have to coordinate
with other homeowners so that there are not too many cars/party activity in an area at any one
time. Also, Homeowners doing home improvements should have to coordinate their activities
with allthe other construction related activity.

DEVELOPER Requirement: Developers seeking a building permit must meet allcurrent building
codes and off street parking requirements, fire/safety requirements, geologic safety requirements,
etc.. or their permit is not granted. Developers must also widen the road in front of their property
to a minimum of 20' and provide a continuous 20' access from the driveway apron to the edge of
the hillside boundary.
HOMEOWNER Requirement: Homeowners seeking to obtain a building permit for any hqme
improvements or additions should have to bring the entire structure up to current building code
standards (earthquake retro-fit foundations, interior sprinklers, off-street parking, etc.) or their
permits should not be granted. Also, Homeowners should have to widen the road in front of their
property and provide a continuous 20' access from their driveway apron to the edge of the hillside
boundary.



, I

lf the suggested requirements for new construction are fair and reasonable, then the equivalent
homeowner requirement is also fair. Let's not put allthe blame for hillside issues on new
construction when clearly all those that are active in the hillsides are part of the problem.

The burden of the solutions should be born by Homeowners as well as people that build new
homes. What is the Planning Department doing to insure that all the parties that contribute to the
issues in the hillsides are contributing to the solutions?

I look to your reply

n Fitzburgh
CC: CD-1 (213) 473-7001, CD-14 (213\473-7014



Brian Fitrburgh
11176 Penrose Street, Unit #8

Sun Valley, CA 91352
email: fitzburqh@sbcqlobal. net

August 8th, 2005

Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro
Department of City Planning
City Hall Room 667
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: OPPOSED to Northeast Hillside lCO
Create "Hillside Parking Permit" to Raise Funds for tnfrastructure lmprovements

Dear Department of City Planning / Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro,

There is growing concern that the infrastructure in the hillside communities is not adequate and
that improvements need to be made. There is also growing controversy as to how infrastructure
improvements should be funded. I would like to propose an idea that would utilize existing laws
and parking regulations to provide a reliable method of funding. Furthermore, I believe that the
proposed "hillside parking permit" will fairly charge the parties that are part of the problem with the
responsibility to pay their fair share for the solution.

Existing laws and parking regulations prohibit parking on both sides of the street if the street is 20'
wide or less. That being said, there are many streets in the hillsides that have cars parked on
these same narrow streets.

Although many hillside streets are narrow, it is the parked cars that further reduce the ability for
these narrow streets to function in a safe way. lf all the cars parked on the narrow hillside streets
were removed, the improvement to access and public safety would be dramatically improved
immediately. Making the roads wider will take time and money.

Admiftedly, it will be very inconvenient (to say the least) for residents of homes on these narrow
streets to not be able to park on the streets at all. However, these same cars could and should
be parked on the owner's property off of the street. Many existing homes simply do not have
adequate off-street parking, or the garages have been converted to storage space or un-
permitted living space so as to reduce or eliminate the off-street parking and further congest the
narrow hillside streets.

I propose a "Hillside Parking Permit" to be required for all cars parked on narrow hillside streets.
Since existing law prohibits parking on narrow hillside streets, and fines (tickets) can be issued for
illegal parking, then the Hillside Parking Permit would effectively be a way for someone to pay a
fine as a result of illegally parking.

The Hillside Parking Permit would have to be displayed in or on the vehicle that is parked on the
designated narrow hillside streets between the hours of 6:PM to 6:AM (or some other time period-
maybe excluding Sundays). lf the Hillside Parking Permit is not displayed, then a ticket and/or
towing would follow. This would provide a very reliable revenue source to fund the actual
widening of these narrow roads and other improvements to hillside infrastructure.

The basic idea of the Hillside Parking Permit is to say that "if you are in the way, you have to
pay". For homeowners that use their property and garages for off-street parking, they do not
incur any new fees/fines. Only those that choose to park on these narrow streets- those that
contribute the most to the compromised ability for the existing roads to provide adequate access-
would be asked to contribute.

This approach would also provide an incentive for homeowners to find a way to make their
property better suited for increased off-street parking. lt would not rely upon enforcement but
would rely in incentive while at the same time funding much needed improvements.

rd to your reply

Fitzburgh

I look

older CC: CD-1 (213) 473-7001, CD-14 (213) 473-7014



JMBM Jeffer Mangels
Butler & Marmaro LLP
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Benjamin M. Reznik
Direct: (3'l 0) 201 -3572
Fax: (310) 712-8572
BMR@mbm.com

1900 Avenue of the Stars, 7th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90067-4308
(310) 203-8080 (310) 203-0567 Fax

www.jmbm.com

August I0,2005

VIA E-MAIL AND HAND-DELIVERY

Hon. Ed Reyes, Chairman
Planning and Land Use Management Committee
City Hall, Room 410
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Monterey Hills Partners, LLC
Tract No. 35022
Project Address: 4470 N. Ringold Dr.
trIearing Date: August 10, 2005 (Agenda Itenr #2)

Dear Chairman Reyes and Honorable Committee Members

Our office represents Monterey Hills Partners, LLC ("Monterey Hills") in connection
with the development of a 26-lot subdivision project at 4470 N. Ringold Dr. (the "Site").
Monterey Hills understands that the City Council is considering today whether to direct the
Planning Department to work with the City Attorney in preparing an Interim Control Ordinance
(ICO) for certain areas in Northeast Los Angeles which may include Monterey Hills. For the
reasons set forth herein, we would like to request that the City Council exempt this tract from
any proposed ICO.

Monterey Hills obtained a final, recorded map more than a year ago on July 14,2004. It
has also obtained a grading permit - which has been recently extended to Novemb er 2005 . As of
this date, Monterey Hills has paid $638,891.86 in total fees to the City of Los Angeles for Tract
#35022. Furthermore, Monterey Hills has engaged engineers and other professionals to assist in
site preparation.

3644813 v I

A Limited Liability Law Partnership lncluding Professional Corporations / Los Angeles . San Francisco



cc:

August 10,2005
Page2

For these reasons, we believe an exception or exemption should be provided within this
ICO for projects such as Monterey Hills that have spent more than a year in preparation as well
as hundreds of thousands of dollars with the City for permit fees.

We appreciate your careful consideration of this matter.

Y,

AMIN M. of
Jeffer, Mangels, & Marmaro LLP

BMR:DJJ

Hon. Tony Cardenas
Hon. Jack Weiss
Barbara Greaves
Robert H. Sutton, Deputy Director of Planning

36448i1 r 1
JMBM | 
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RE

August 9, 2005

ED REYES, COMMITTEE CHAIR
PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT
(PLUM) COMMITTEE c/o City Cterk,s Office
CITY HALL 3'd Floor Room g9S

200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA ,ly

Gouncil File No. 04-1880
Opposition Letterto the Draft ICO

Committee Chair Reyes:

PROH'LA, a Coalition 9f Lo9 Angeles City Stakeholders and Professionats advocating for
rcsponsible growth, education, and protection of hillside property owner's rights is iriopposition to
the proposed Northeast Los Angeles Hillside "Open Space" lnierim Control Ordinaice for thei6ttowing
reasons:

. The Building & Safety and Grading Division have strict construction and development standards
_ thatcurrentlygovernhillsideresidentialdevelopments.

o The Development Rights of Private Property Owners will be further iestricted if legislation is created
to further regulate residential development standards.

o Jhe existing language that is proposed does not address the intent and purpose of the General
Plan, consider current planning & zoning codes regulations, or the objectives of the Los Angeles
Municipal Codes as it pertains to public safety, improvements, and consistent development
standards.

There has never been any explanation, basis, reason, or justification to further regulate the
by the ICO and the highlighted Boundary Maps drafted

o

B
PROH-IA lnterim Chair
CC: TONY CARDENAS

JACK WEISS

privately-owned hillside areas p

does supportthe initial m introduced on November 10, 2004 that includes measures to
Public Property/Public including legislation that may restrict said lands greater than

(30) acres as needed k-you for providing PROH-LA the opportunity to represent the interests of
Land Owners and rofessional Fields of Land Use, Real Estate, Land Acquisition, and the

& nt Profession

323.87 r .8597 wIlJIl/.PRol{-LA"col'l P. 0. Box 41109 Highland Park, California 90041
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FAX TRANSMITTAL

FAX: 213-847-0680
Tel: 213-473-7014

3L1 - tr^l-t .\1 5 ?
Total Pages = 18

t)/,4
/.^--

To:
CDl4 Councilmember and Mayor-elect Antonio Villaraigosa
CD 14 Chief of Staff. Jim Blackman

CC:
Mr. Jim Bickhart
Mr. Mike Cathey
Ms. Krista Kline
CDI QJ
From:
PROH-LA (Protecting Rights of Owners in Hillsides)
Bradley, Interim Chair and NELA property Owner

Re:
opposition Letters: Against NELA open Space ICo (Council File No. 04-lgg0)

Date:
Wednesday, June 29, 2005

Please find:
o Cover Letter to CDl4'Councilmember and Mayor-elect Antonio Villaraigosa
. Opposition Letter (2 pages)
o Signatures (14 pages)

These documents have just been sent by email to your office, as well, with copies to
several staff members.

We look forward to meeting with you regarding this request.

PROH.LA
P.O. Box,41109
Highland Park, CA 90041
Tel: 323-871-8597
Fax: 818-301-2585
INFO@PR OH-LA.Com

/M-f-u-{
6 t*rf6D

eo5'o

O

w\/w.p -la.com
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PROH-LA Opposed NELA Open Space ICO: Councit Fite No.04-1880
612912005 2:52.29 PM Pacific Standard Time
GIsi!s
-v,il la ra ! 

go se @_c_o u n c i !. la sily, p rg, j b! a c k m a @"Ao u n aj !, la c ity o rg
JBickhar@COUNCIL.LACITY.ORG, kkline@council.lacity.org, MCathev@COUNCIL.LACITY.ORG,
reyes@council. lacity.org, bradley@ebeassociates.com

Subj:
Date:
From
To:
CC:

Dear CD 14 Councilmember and Mayor-elect Antonio Villaraigosa:

PROH-LA (Protecting Rights of Owners in Hillsides, Los Angeles) submits here - Opposition Letters to
Proposed NELA Open Space ICO (Council File No. 04-1880). Please find nearly 170 signatories, and more to
come at

ine Lfu

lf you or your staff have any questions, do not hesitate to contact me at PROH-LA. We will call your office to
set up an appointment for a meeting with your Council Office regarding our request. We congratulate you on
your recent successful election as the new Mayor of the City of Los Angeles, perhaps we will also meet with
you in your new Office at City Hallon this important matter.

Sincerely,

Bradley
lnterim Chair, PROH-LA
Property Owner in NELA

@

PROH.LA

P.O. Box 4'l10g

Highland Park, CA 90041

Te!: 323-871-8597

Fax:818-301-2585

com

Wednesday, June 29,2005 America Online: Gksinc
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BarTime
Bar Catering, Event Planners, Staff
\,Veddings! 3lO 428 6923

Event Planners
Find great Event Planners in Los Angeles,

Ads by Goooooogle

PffiOH-LA Spposes NE[-A Open Space ICO: Remove
Frivate Properties

Vic-ru Ctrrrr-nt Sicrratures - Sigrr tlrr,. Pctition

To: LA city councilmember and Mayor-elect Antonio villaraigosa

June 17,2005

COUNCILMEMBER and MAYOR-ELECT ANTONIO VILLARIAGOSA
OFFICE _ FOURTENTH COUNCIL DISTRICT
CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS
City Hall4th Floor Room 425
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Council File No. 04-1880
Opposition Letter to Proposed NELA Open Space ICO

Dear CDl4 Councilmember and Mayor-elect Antonio Villaraigosa:

PROH-LA is a Coalition of Los Angeles City stakeholders and professionals advocating for
responsible growth, education, and protection of hillside property owners' rights for
development compatible with surrounding neighborhood standards. PROH-LA works to
protect the future of our properties, local communities, businesses and workers. And, it
works to ensure that we are included in LA City land use/planning public policy
deliberations and debate.

WE, THE I-INDERSIGNED, are strongly opposed to ANY language contained within the
proposed Northeast Hillside "Open Space" ICO (Moratorium) No. 04-1880 that includes
PRIVATE PROPERTIES in the regulatory language.

We ask that you and the other LA City elected officials focus, instead, on more immediate
needs in our Northeast LA communities (and across the City), for instance - reducing
crime, addressing affordable housing needs, growing businesses, increasing employment.
street improvements, and balancing the City of Los Angeles budget. Often neglected,
Northeast LA is in dire need of your attention to these urgent problems.

0
http ://www.petitiononl ine. com/PROHLA/ 6t2912005
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PROFI-I-A Opposes NELA - -pace ICO: Remove Private prope ition Page 2 of 2

The proposed ICO is bad public policy. It responds to and benefits a privileged few in
Northeast LA at the expense of the numerous ethnic/racial minority, middle-class residents,
busitresses. landowners and workers as well as those supporting the professional fields of
construction, real estate. and labor.

wE, THE UNDERSIGNED, urge you to reconsider your support for the proposed
Northeast Hillside "Open Space" Interim Control Ordinance [No. 04-1880). DO NOT allow
PRIVATE PROPERTIES to be included in the proposed ICO regulatory language. But DO
make sure we are involved in all the ICO discussions.

Sincerely

Ths _tlndersigne_d

Click Here to Sign Petition i

V_j c,ur,, C_'u!_!:e.r.rt S i gnalpt qS

The NI Petition to LA City
Councilmember and Mayor-elect Antonio Villaraigosa was created by PB-QI! : L A_Dl emb e rs. Su p p_o,rle ru
and written by Bradley (gksinc@aol.com). This petition is hosted here at ft:yy3l}lelitiSrrO_nIj1e.conr as a
public service. There is no endorsement of this petition, express or implied, by Artiltr:e, !!r!.. or our sponsors.
For technical support please use our simple Perition llelp form.

Send this to a friend

PetitionOnlrne - DesiqnConrmunity - Ar"chitectureWeek - Great Buildinqs - Sea;.ch

http://www.PetitionOnline.com/PROHLA/petition.html O 1999-2005 Artit'ice, lnc- - All Rights Reserved.

0
http ://www. petiti ononl ine. com/PROH LAl 6t29t200s
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PROH-LA Oppose$ NELA Open Space ICO:
Remove Private Properties

We endorse the P*ROH-LA Opp_o_ses_ NELA O*ppn _Spac_e !_GOj Rem,ove
Private P-ro_perties- Petition to LA City Councilmember and Mayor-
elect Antonio Villaraigosa.

Sign the PROH-LA Opposes NELA Open Space ICO: Remove Private Pe

Use the Reload button in your web browser to see new signatures

Name

,Ur. Scott Mc
corTnac

168. Linh Pham

165. mark hanson

164
arthur
hanson

Comments.

I Opposes ICO

I Opposes ICO

167. Thanh Pham I Opposes ICO

166. Thanh pham lOpposes NELA Open Space ICO: Remove"*"' Private Properties

Jim Saxton Fof Congress
Re-Elect Congressman lim Saxton
Republican Candidate in NJ 3 CD

Deval Patrick in 2OO6
MA Candidate for Governor Get involved in
our campaign today

Ads bv Gooooooglg

Type ofStakeholder

Land Owner

Land Owner
Land Owner (2
lots)

home and land

household and
landowner
property owner
ofseveral lots on
moss ave.

constituent

Land Owner

Property and Lot
owner within
CD#|4

zipcode

90278

90022

92887

92887

90041 &
90032

90041 &
90032

Corinne
162. Simon-

Duneau

161. J. Iceland

163.

160

159

anthony
caulder

Grover
Walker

Julio C.
Villegas

90032

9006s
If you support this ICO, you have clearly
forgotten your roots, and are not a man of the 90065
common people, whom you claim to represent!

90032

http ://www. petitiononline. com/mod_perl/signed. c gi ?PROHLA& I

Land

6/2912005
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I 58.

157

156

155

149

Rafael
Villegas
CHRISTIAN
VARELA
Hossein I am already in the process of developing My
Eftekhari properties.

Pablo
Nerguizian

Mt Washington Specific Plan is already
incredibly restrictive. A new ICO would be akin

90032

90065

906s0

90065 Homeowner

90032

9006s

90255 Land Owner

Ownwer/Council
Distric Resident

Land owner

ower of lots in
LA

r 54 craig Scott H#il.::ffi?:"#,,}.i:llll#.#H "].ffie 
qooos

struggling City of LA as well as a personal
rights point-of-view. Stop this madness!

ls3. ili'ifj]} Stop this open space ico

. -^ Patrick

"'' Bobluk

151. Dr Nii Laye

I finally saved my money for 40 yrs. and bought
a little hilly property at tax auction. I find out
that now my councilman wants to place more

, an Mia Yaldez- hurdles for me and my dream home to finally'- "' Gonzales retire. I am very hurt by this as a hardworker
Hispanic Woman who raised 4 boys in the
barrio from taking drugs & gangs. Why Antonio
why?

Leonard
WhiteFox

I know that there are evil minded people who
want to change what already is so. They will
charge huge fees to process and regulate the
hillsides. I SAY NO CHANGE. No more 90031
stealing from the pockets of the hard working
people. These evil people are a bunch of thieves
and bandits.

I am very concerned as a land owner! Why
doesn't' the city regulate the existing owners for
contributing to parking problems, too many
people living in one house, no sprinklers, and
using their garages as storages-if they have
garages? Why does the city always pick on
people of color when we try to uplift ourselves
by owning prime property in hills like others?

,a8.$iillai.*o

147. John 
B'

Larroquettte

. . - Nathan
140'Hardcastle

145. Alisandro R

http : //www.petitiononl ine.com/mod_perl/si gned. c gi?PROHLA& I 612912005

@
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,oo. Ruben
Arrovo

l4? I-1.\MID
^ '-.ESMAILI

142. Neal l;rezier
141. Pam Probst

r4o I$JHUR

r:r]]ffi
138. Liz Herron
137. Jose Castillo

. ^ - WarrentJ6. ^.Uhnstensen

135. John Castor

r:+ fli'f..,,
r:: $j,e,li
132. Bruce Clyde

CARLOS A,,,. 
GARCIA JR

oppose 90032

9006s

90065

9006s

90042

ALLOW ME TO HAVE MY DREAM 90032

FIGHT THE NORTH EAST OPEN SPACE
ICO #04-I880. THE PROPERTY U SAVE
COULD BE YOUR OWN! a friend wrote this
up on a flyer for "WeThePeopleSpeak.com" As
a Realtor, I have to disclose to my clients about
this HOT ISSUE! Log on to:
http://www.WeThePeopleSpeak.com to view
documents & listen to meetings that "private
properties owners were not given an invite to
attend this meeting. Hey, they sure did not
forget to include "private properties" in the
Propose ICO #04-1880. Properties Owners
come to an "Open House" that is being 90032
presented by Our New Mayor Elected,
Councilmember Antonio Villaraigosa. Today at
Eagle Rock Library Community Room 5207
Casper Ave. L.A. 90041 (one block south of
Colorado Blvd. one block east of Eagle Rock
Blvd.) Time: 6-8pm Come and learn the facts
according to Councilmember Antonio
Villaraigosa. Come find out what properties
covered by the proposed ordinance & proposed
regulatory language. IfU did not get your
personal invite from Councilmember Antonio
Villaraigosa, come anyways.

90255 Land Owner

90065 homeowner

90041

cA.91007

homeowner

General
Contractor

130
Cristina H.
Garcia

Land owner

LAND OWNER

Realtor

)

http://wrru,.petitiononline.com/mod per|signed.cei?PRoHlA& I 61291200s
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129.

122

Ricardo
Accorsi

Carlos A
Garcia

Our dwelling was demolished due to the 1994
earthquake. We are finally in a position to
rebuild it in full compliance with current codes. nnn^-
We hope to do so in2006,and this ICO would 9uu2 /

unfairly preclude us from doing so, and from
moving back into our neighborhood.

90068 owner

Land Owner

Home owner

Home owner

home owner

Home owner,
designer

soil engineer

128. lor.lyn Todd
I orzeckl

.^- Tadeuszl2t. _
I orzeckr

726. Carol Boyd

, r. Gregory
Wllrams

124. kristin sekula

123.Edyta Rusek

U want the Truth on this ICO logon to
http ://www.WeThePeopleSpeak.com "View the
documents and Hear PLUM Meetings" IS THIS
A LAND GRAB?

90032

rzr. f;nY
120. Chris Salas

I19. Larry Finley

View Signatures: 169 119 ,6_9 _19

PetitionOnline.com has disabled the display of email addresses for signatories who chose to make their address
public. We have done this to reduce the spread of harmful Windows viruses which harvest email addresses from
the web cache of infected computers. This also prevents spammers from harvesting email addresses from this site

The PRQII_LA Qp_po5g-s NEL{ Qpg11 Spas-,e lC*O-i R_erye}a-e, Priyare Pr-op-e-rr!_es_ Petition to LA Ciry
Councilmember and Mayor-elect Antonio Villaraigosa was created by PROH-LA Members.Supporteis
and written by Bradley (gksinc@aol.com). The petition is hosted here at rvwrv.PetitionOnline.corrr as a

public service. There is no endorsement of this petition, express or implied, by Artillce" Inc. or our sponsors.

For technical suppoft please use our simple P-e-!r1io4 Flelp form.

Send P_e_!t!tpn !o_a Flie-n_d- - $!erl a Pp!!io_n - P_riyaQy - C9ntrib_utiaDE - Q-o_am-e,n_t_s__an( Suggeglionq

PetiticnOnline - DesignComriunity - ArchitectureWeek - Great Birildiirgs - Searcl.i

ht t p : //www. P et it i onOnl ine. com/ P RO H LA/pet i t i on. ht n I O 2005 adfsc.lnp. - All Rights Reserved

http ://www. petitiononl ine. com/mod_perl/si gned.c gi ?PROHLA& I 6t2912005
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PHOH-LA Opposes NELA Open Space IGO:
Rernove Private Properties

we endorse the P-RO=H:LA oppoge-s_ NELA op_en _Space !Go_i Re-m_o-ve
Private Propeftigs Petition to LA City Councilmember and Mayor-
elect Antonio Villaraigosa.

Sign the PROH-LA Opposes NELA Open Space ICO: Remove private properties Pe

Use the Reload button in your web browser lo see new signatures

Name

119. Larry Finley

, r*. Stefania
Krupa

r 1? 
Loa$:iar

rro ffii,if,ii"

1 15. Oscar Garza

George T.
I14. Ridlespriger,

MD
113. Mia Ann Lee

..^ Mrs. Charles
, rr. Driu.,

I r 1. uil:tiuk

, ,0 i,XtT.i.".,

Comments

I have been waiting l3yrs. to be in a possition to
build and now because of the ICO it's going to
make it much harder to build or not at all. I don't
want anyone or anything to keep me from
realizingmy dream. I have already spent a lot of
time ,money and energy to achieve this dream.
Help us.!!

I oppose ICO

My nephew will be attending the meeting along
with neighborhood/city PROH-LA supporters.

I am a retired City Employee and I feel the City of
L.A. needs to do more work to improve these
Communities and irot to restrict the hard work
others wish to do to improve the communities.
We need to work together to improve our city and
the communities that are part of it.

zipcode TypeofStakeholder

soil engineer

lot owner

90032

89144

owner of lot

Property Owner
in City of L.A.
and Retired
Employee of the
City of L.A.

Tony

c
http ://www.petitiononl ine. com/mod_perl/si gned. c gi ?PROHLA& 5 I 6t29/2005
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Deval Patrick in 2OOE Join Bpgb6;_a B_e_xer tod6y
MA Candidate for Governor Get involved in Join Senator Boxer's PAC for a Change. Help
our campaign today build a better America

Ads bv Gooooooole

S::::: very bad policy for small business and laboreres alike. 90065 
Small business

ruvera owner
David
Rodriguez 90065 House owner

Laura
Gomez 90041 Land Owner

8

7.

6.

5. Edel Vera
Please remove privately owned properties from the
ICO 90065 

Vacant Land
Uwner

Executive
90033 Board Member

BHCC

90027

90031 
property owner,
constltuent

NELA
Resident and

90031 90065 Hillside
Vacant Land
Owner

4
Michele
Arce

Trinidad
Campbell

2. Tony Butka PLEASE!

Dr. Paula
Bagasao

J

Everybody should have the same right to build a house
on their property. That those who have already their
houses do not want to be inconvenienced by new
construction which would affect their views or their
tranquility is not a reason to stop landowners from
building on their lots. It is contrary to the American
system of equal rights for all and is also too
selfcentered a proposal.

1
I fully support this PROH-LA Petition. Vacant land
owners have a right to be involved in ICO discussions

View Signatures: lg9 119 6:9 19

PetitionOnline.com has disabled the display of email addresses for signatories who chose to make their address
public. We have done this to reduce the spread of harmful Windows viruses which harvest email addresses from
the web cache of infected computers. This also prevents spammers from harvesting email addresses from this site.

The I']RQ-HlLA Qpp*qpgq-N[.1!A -Q-pcn Spacq l((.[ R,emove pr 
i1141cy plqperqiqg_ perition to LA ciry

Councilmember and Mayor-elect Antonio Villaraigosa was created by PROH;LA l!,!emb_erS,Supp_orlsr-s
and written by Bradley (gksinc@aol.com). The petition is hosted here at _rr1tt_vtr,lltitiopeflipg-c_om as a

public service. There is no endorsement of this petition, express or implied, by Artil)c-e, ln_c- or our sponsors.
For technical support please use our simple llglitiqn Hqlp form.

9-eild-Pe-!i!an Lq-a Friend - qtad afelltle,o - Prv-a-a.v - E-o-drlDur-on$ - o--orD-m-9-0-ts a4d s_usgesliqrs

PetiticnOnltne - DesignCornmunity - ArclrrtectureWeek - Great Buildingls - Search

http : //www. P et it i onOnl ine. com/ P RO H LA/pe ti tion. ht ml O 2005 Art_ifiq-e. !ns. - All Rights Reserved.

@

http://wwrv.petitiononline.com/modjerl/signed.cgi?pROHLA& I 5 I 6t2912005
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109. Zaragoza

Deval Patrick in 2OO6
MA Candidate for Governor Get involved in
our campaign today

103. Avi Rezvah

Kim
Ohannenson

Marty
Axelrod
David
Corrado

Honor
Corrado

Ralph
Corrado

Joanna
Maleski

Joanna
Maleski

Andrew
Maleski
James
Militello
Reuben M.
Thropay

Alexandra
Wong

Alexandra
Wong

Denise Wong

John Wong

r 08.

107

106

105

104.

102.

101.

100.

99.

98.

97.

96

95

94

91

90.

89.

88.

87.

I think that you should have lost - Your' a liar just
like the rest of the polititions!!!!!

Please don't take away our jobs and cause home
prices to go up even further. Please don't be the
mayor who helps the rich get richer. and forgets
about his original working supporters.

90065 Home owner
Join Barhara Boxer tostay
Join Senator Boxer's PAC for a Change. Help
build a better America

Ads by Gooooooqle

90065 Home owner

90065 Home owner

90066
Home owner,
contractor

Home owner,
contractor

Home owner,
contractor

Home owner,
contractor

90066

90066

90036

90027 Home owner

90027 Home owner

90027 Home owner

90065 home owner

90065

9006s

9006s

home owner

home owner

home owner

93. Elliott Fink 90023

9006s

90065

9006s

9006s

qodos

home owner

home owner

home owner

home owner

92
Bernadeen
Siuda

Natalia
Nyczak

Zbigniew
Nyczak

Ewa Nyczak

Sarah Flesh

Patrick

http://www.petitiononline.com/mod perl/signed.cgi?pRoHlA&5 I 6t2912005
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Sanders

86. Pat Rollie
85. Richard Snow
84. charles wu

83. Joseph Lucey

82. Yu-Ling Tse

8, H;:il,d"

80. Christopher

Roberto A.
Sanchez

71. Erick Molinar

70.
Damian
Alvarez

Neil
Wyzanowski

No to the ICO

No to ICO

no to the I.C.O

Leave along private property!!!

9006s

91387

91754

90065

90065

90065

Owner

property owner /
businessman

Property Owner

Property Owner

91401

Owner,
Developer,
Realtor

homeowner - non
hillside
Work in Glassell
Park

90065

90032 Vacant lot owner

90004

90033

90065 Land Owner

90023
Work in the
Glassel PArk
Own land in El
Sereno

90240

90027-
3054

I think that "Open Space" is important and should
continue to be supported, however there is no
need to put a freeze on development and
potentially forbid a land owner from the rights
they bought when they paid for that piece of land. 90065 resident
By doing so, you are hurting the innocent land
owner. If the Santa Monica Conservancy wants to
buy the land to keep as open space then they
should do so at the developed market value.

79

78.

77

Robert B
Lamishaw

Linda
Zavaleta

Mildred
Gonzalez

76

75 Javier Alanis i-H"#r"Yippose 
the proposal for an ICo in the

74. matt cabral

73. Ed Ruiz

1..t Edgardo
t L' 

Bernal

69

View Signatures : 169 I l9 69 19

PetitionOnline.com has disabled the display of email addresses for signatories who chose ro make their address
public. We have done this to reduce the spread of harmful Windows viruses which harvest email addresses from
the web cache of infected computers. This also prevents spammers fiom harvesting email addresses from this site
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'Ihe P Petition to LA City
CoLrncilrnember and Mayor-elect Antonio Villaraigosa was created by

-P 
R Q H_: l-_A_M sm b 9 6,5 qpp__o_r ( e_ r_p

and rvritten by Bradley (gksinc@aol.com). The petition is hosted here at *11:t\.P91i-trqnOnline_.c-1>1r as a
public service. There is no endorsement of this petition, express or implied, by A$i_!'icq. lnc_ or our sponsors

For technical support please use our simple Petition Help form.
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PROH-LA Opposes NELA Spen Space ICO:
Remove Private Pnoperties

We endorse the PR ELA
P-rivate P_roperties Petition to LA Gity Gouncilmember and Mayor-
elect Antonio Villaraigosa.

Sign the PROH-LA Opposes NELA Open Space ICO: Remove Private Pro perties Pe

e

Use the Reload bulton in your web browser to see new signatures

Name Comments

u'' il,;l*owski
68. John Ahrens

-- Rebeccao/' Murtin",
66. Betsy Ceder

65. Amador C. Solis If you want peace, work for justice

zipcode

90027-
3054

Type of
Stakeholder

90032

91602

90039
Business
Owner
Business
Owner &
Commercial
Property
Owner

Business
Owner

90039

90039

91307

91307

home owner

REAL
90027 ESTATE

BROKER

64. Amador H. Solis Fairness First

63. Lenore M. Solis Justice for All!!

-^ Avalaol. -'l)avrdovrcz

DanielbI. _
L)avrdovlcz

60. Michele Stith take responsibility for this issue

59
JOHN
CHRISTOPHER

58'cynthia

Deval Pa-tfick in 2OO6
MA Candidate for Governor Get involved in
our campaign today

Bus-h Delay Cheney
What values? bumper stickers mugs hats t-
shirts

Ads by Gooooooole

90065 Homeowner

http://www.petitiononline.com/mod_perl/signed.cgi?PROHLA& I 0 I 6t29t200s
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Contreras

57. Kevin McCarthy

- - kenneth richard)o'ikkr,d,

55. Robert Ohanian

., Christopher
" " Knowland

53. Oscar Mancilla I stongly oppose the ICO
52. Romualdo Creus

5l . Marshall Dostal

This ordinance represents an unresonable burden

50 Jay vanos :ffiIi;xTTl,iHT:"ilil:ffili:',.HT'
manner as their neighbors. All neighbors should
enjoy equal rights and responsiblities.

49.Lila Byall

48. Richard Haga

47. Susan Clancy
Wise Growth Policies are needed in these targeted
areas.

9006s

90032

9003 I

9003 1

91103

9006s

90042

94611

9006s

90065

9006s

9006s

9136,4

90016

property
owner

Property
Owner

Land owner

Architect

property
owner
property
owner

Realtor
working with
Los Angeles
Developers

property
owner
property
owner

hillside

vacant lot
owner

resident

Iandowner

landowner

propertie
owner

Homeowner

46
Marlene
Clements

45. Randolph Ruiz

44. Mike Loghavi

43
Manny
Hernandez

42. Tony Huen

urban infill development is an important part of
sustainability

There are already enough constraints, rules and
regulations for property development

41. Richard Puz

/n MIODRAG,".JEREMIC

39. Kati Konersman

,*. William
Konersman

37. marco garcia stop this ico and protect land rights

36. Garrett Spencer

35. Lany Andrews

(E

http://www.petitiononline.com/modjerl/signed.cgi?PROHLA& I 0 I 612912005
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RIGHTS. This must be illegaMt certainly is
wrong. I am under the impression that Mr.
Villaraigosa is concerned with preserving minority
rights & expanding minority opportunities. Many
owners of vacant land are also racially in a
minority. Taking away their right to develop their
property is a dangerous idea. There are already so
many restrictions on development in LA. MORE
RESTRICTIONS ARE SIMPLY NOT NEEDED.
The entire idea of THE ICO IS WRONG.

Z)
GODWIN
IWUNZE

22. cheri uno
Do not include private property owners in this
ICO.

21. joseph sola

"r., 
Stephen

ztr.
Andrews

I9. MIA OSINSKI

NO on the ICO!

90065

Highland Property
Park Owner

90065

View Signatures : 169 119 69 L9

PetitionOnline.com has disabled the display of email addresses for signatories who chose to make their address
public. We have done this to reduce the spread of harmful Windows viruses which harvest email addresses from
the web cache of infected computers. This also prevents spammers fiom harvesting email addresses from this site.

The l'RQH.-I.-A Oppr.r_s_q5.NEI-A O-p_qr Spase lC_e; Renpy,? IlrjyalS p_rupcrrics_petition to LA Ciry
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public service. There is no endorsement of this petition, express or implied, by A(i_ll_qe,, Inc. or our sponsors.
For technical support please use our simple p-c_{!!ig! Hqlp form.

Send Petition to a Friend - Start a Petition - Privacv - Contributions - Comments and Sugoestions
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PROH-LA Opposes NELA Open Space ICO;
Remove Private Properties

We endorse the P_RO-H:I=A Opp,qses__N_ELA Op_e-n _Spac,e- ICO_: R_e_mo-v_e
Pfivate P_ro-pgrlies- Petition to LA City Councilmember and Mayor-
elect Anton io Villaraigosa.

Sign the PROH-LA Opposes NEI-A Open Space lCO: Remove Private Prope rties Pe

t9

l8

17.

16.

15

14

Name

MIA
OSINSKI
THEA
OSINSKI
CHARLES
ARNOLDI
STAN
KRUPA
EWA
OSINSKI
TOMAS
OSINSKI
molly ann
squire

Use the Relood button in your web browser to see new signatures

Comments

I strongly oppose the ICO

NO to the ICO! This is an effort to place a "For Sale"
sign on our properties. As an African- American
Property Owner,I am offended. This is Un-American!

zipcode
Type of
Stakeholder

90065

90065

90291

90065

9006s

90065

90041 trustee

onn/.? own hillside lot
in glassel park

91042 owner

90065 Resident

concerned
citizen and
possible future
land owner

13.

12. Eddie Flores

11.
Todd
Ramcke

10. B. Bradley

E. Anne
9. Bagasao-

Dennis

o
http://www.petitiononline.com/modjerl/signed.cgi?PROHLA& I 5 I
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

victoria francis <vickyfrancis@earthlink. net>
<mayor@lacity.org>
081101200510:43:41 AM
rco

Dear Mayor Villaraigosa,

Last week, I attended the public workshop for council districts 1 & 14.

Although much was accomplished, I found it disturbing that the PROH-LA members were purposely
disruptive and rude to the individuals who were in charge of the meeting, and those who disagreed with
them.

I have lived on 41 15 Berenice Place since 1964 and have seen many changes. However, many of the
recEnt changes have not considered the people who live in the neighborhood, but developers who wish to
make some quick money at the expense of the
low income neighbors who have been residing in this area for many years.

There is a lack of concern for the environment and the conditions of the hillsides which have many
beautiful trees and wonderful birds and small animals. The PROH-LA group which I believe is backed by
various developers who don't live or intend to live in the area have been inciting the small landowners by
not telling the truth. Thereby making the landowners feel threatened that they can not build a home on
their lot because of the IOC proposal.

I believe it is important for individuals of low and moderate income which includes many who are retired to
have the same quality of life as those with money and influence. This is why the IOC should be
implemented without making unethical compromises to those with money and power.

Sincerely,

Victoria Francis

CG: <Bgreaves@clerk.lacity.org>



From:
To:
Date:
Subject

Martha Espelage-Alv arez <mespelage-alvarez@JonesDay.com >
<bgreaves@clerk.lacity.org>
081101200512:52:06 PM
Fw: We need your support for the Northeast lnterim Control Ordinance

See photos at the bottom of this letter of 5 year old construction project
referenced in letter. Thank you.

To
reyes@council. lacity.org,
ggubatan@council. lacity.org,
lsarno@council.lacity.org

cc
mayor@lacity.org,
weiss@council.lacity.org,
cardenas@council. lacity.org

Subject
We need your support for the
Northeast lnterim Control Ordinance

Dear Council Member Reyes and Ms. Sarno:

I am a homeowner in Mt. Washington and recently spearheaded the battle to
save Red Hawk Canyon which is just behind my home on San Andreas Avenue. A
Valley developer planned to destroy 90% of the native trees and plants on
the property and cram a 7 home subdivision on one acre of land surrounded
by retaining walls. After two long years of educating myself and
organizing the community in an attempt to stop this assault on the
environmment and our quality of life, the City Planning Advisory Agency, in
an unprecedented move denied the application to subdivide. The community
won one small battle - but it's not over. The developer is planning to
try for five homes instead. Even with the Mt. Washington/Glassell Park
Specific Plan in place, in this case and many others attempts are made to
violate the plan. lf not for a diligent and informed community pressing
the City to abide by the rules, this project probably would have been
rubber-stamped right through.

My street, San Andreas alone is under seige from developers. Presently one
small home is under construction on a very dangerous curve and long before
the Red Hawk Canyon fight, we already had two disastrous single family
home projects on San Andreas located on a double lot. ln February of 2000,
an unlicensed builder bulldozed and removed 900 truckloads of trees, plants
and earth and damaged the street. After wading through the maze of
Building & Safety Departments, filing nuisance complaints and writing
letters to top level officials for over two years, I discovered the owner



Barbara Greaves - Fw:We need ort ln

never submitted any plans. Since that time the property has changed hands a
least 3 times and owner after owner let their applications expire and/or
apply for extensions. ln February of this year, after 5 years of enduring
this eyesore, someone submitted plans but once again construction has been
halted and no one has worked on the property for over 4 months. As of
today, only one-half of the retaining walls are constructed and we're back
to square one. The city needs to carefully look at the laws governing the
length of time property owners and developers have to build and the
conditions neighborhoods are subjected to during the construction process.

The fight for even the smallest open space in the Northeast is never
ending. The developers who have discovered what little land is left in Los
Angeles mostly come from outside our area. They don't care what happens to
the character of our neighborhood because they don't live here. lt's all
about profit. The small property owner who wants to build their dream house
on a little piece of land, or a existing homeowner who wants to remodel
will not be adversely affected by passing this Ordinance. On the contrary,
they will be benefit from it because their quality of life will be
protected. We desperately need this Ordinance in order to have the time to
reassess what is happening to our community. Development is moving too
fast and important concerns are falling through the cracks.

The Northeast simply cannot withstand another onslaught of developers. We
urge you to do your utmost to make sure Building & Safety and City Planning
stay on top of these situations and put more pressure on deceitful and
unscrupulous developers. Fighting the kinds of battles mentioned above is
very time consuming and difficult for homeowners, especially for working
families. Most of the time, we aren't informed until it's too late and the
damage is done. The community needs your help and passsing the lnterim
Control Ordinance is a chance to begin to do just that. I strongly request
your support for the ICO and help the communities involved preserve what
little green space is left in Los Angeles for all of us and for future
generations before it's too late.

Sincerely,

Martha Alvarez
4663 San Andreas Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90065
(323) 258-1e80

1

<img
src="
http ://img.photobucket.com/albums/v l2T l calaslropheroy/Canyon/l MG_2 1 27 .ipg"
alt="lmage hosted by Photobucket.com">
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alt="lmage hosted by Photobucket.com">
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src="
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alt="lmage hosted by Photobucket.com">
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<img
src="
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src="
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src="
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The preceding e-mail message (including any attachments) contains
information that may be confidential, be protected by the attorney-client
or other applicable privileges, or constitute non-public information. lt
is intended to be conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). lf you are
not an intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender by
replying to this message and then delete it from your system. Use,
dissemination, distribution, or reproduction of this message by unintended

:"="11'::1.=,:ltot 
authorized and may be unlaMul.

==========
The preceding e-mail message (including any attachments) contains
information that may be confidential, be protected by the attorney-client
or other applicable privileges, or constitute non-public information. lt
is intended to be conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). lf you are
not an intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender by
replying to this message and then delete it from your system. Use,
dissemination, distribution, or reproduction of this message by unintended

!"="]1,:::.=,:rot 
authorized and may be unlavuful.

CC: Jim Bickhart <Jim.Bickhart@lacity.org>, Michael Cathey
<MCathey@COUNCIL.LACITY.ORG>, Monica Garcia <MGarcia@COUNCIL.LACITY.ORG>

e3for



AUG-TO-2445 LLIA?

I

Jeffer Mangels et al lBth LA L6 P.AL/LA

JMBMI
Jeffer Mangels
Butler & Marmaro

SEVENTH FLooR
1900 Avetue oF THE SraRs

Los ANGELEs, Cr[rronNra 90067.4308
TELEpHoNE: (310) 203-8000

FrcsrurrE: (310) 203-0567

August 10, 2005

Deliver to Company Fncsimile Telephone

Hon. Ed Reyes CDI (2t3) 48s-8907 (213) 473-700r

Hon. Jack Wciss CD 5 (2t3) 978-22s0 (2r3) 473-700s

Hon. Tony Cardenas CD6 (213) 847-0549 (213',) 473-7006

(2t3) e78-t040 (213) e78-1068

(2t3) 978-t27s (213) 978-t274

Barbara Cneaves

Robert H. Sutton

From:

Client #;

Regarding:

Ben Reznik

57893-0022 Client Name; Monterey Hills Partners

August 10 Hcaring

Total number of pages (including this page): lO If you do not
receive this number of pages, please contact our FAX operator at
(310) 20i-3s28.

Message:

This FAX lg intendcd only for the use ot the individull or cntity to which it is addrcsecd, end mly contrirr
informrtion thrt ls privilegcd, confidcnlill rnd exempt from dieclosure under rpplicablc Irw, If you arc nol
thc inlendcd recipicnl, any disscrnlnrtion, distribulion or copylng of thle communicrlion ir gtrictly prohibited.
If you hove rcccivcd this communicrtion in error. plcrse notity us immcdiltcly bv telephone and return lhe
originel FA)( to us rt thc rbovc rddreee by the US Postol Scrvicc. 'l'hrnk you-

. A Limiled Liabili} Law Paflnership lncluding Prolessional Qgrpgrations / Los Ang€l€B . San Frencigco



AUG-LO-2?,45 LIlO? Jeffer Mangels et al lAth ta 16 P.ZZ/LA

i.

JMBMI Jeffer Mangels
Butler & Marmaro ttp

BenJamin M. Reznik
Direct (310) 201-3572
Far: (310) 712-8572
BMR@lmbm.com

1900 Avenue of the Stars, 7th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90067-4308
(310) 203-8080 (310) 203-0567 Fax

wurur jmbm.com

August 10, 2005

VIA AI{D HAND- Y

Hon. Ed Reyes, Charrman
Planning and Land Use Management Committee
City Hall, Room 410
200 North Spnng Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re Monterey Hills Partners, LLC
Tract No. 35022
Project Address: 4470 N. Ringold Dr.
Heering Date: August 10,2005 (Ageoda Item #4)

Dear Chairman Reyes and Honorable Committee Members

Our office represents Monterey Hills Partners, LLC ("Monterey Hills") in connection
with thc development of a 26-lot subdivision project at 4470 N. Ringold Dr. (the "Site").
Monterey Hills understands that the City Council rs considering today whether to direct the
Planning Departrnent to work with the City Attorney in preparing an Interim Control Ordinancc
(lCO) for certain areas in Northeast Los Angeles which may include Monterey Hills. For the
reasons set forth herein, we would like to request that the City Council cxenrpt this tract from
any proposed ICO

Monterey Hills obtained a final, rccorded map more than a year ago on July 14,2004. ll
has also obtatned a grading permit - which has been reccntly extended to November 2005. As of
this date, Monterey Hills has paid $638,891 86 in total fees to the City of Los Angeles for Tract
#35022. Furthermore, Monterey Hills has engaged engineers and other professionals to assist in
site prcparation..

l6a48.rJv I

A Ltmrted Liability Law Partnership lncluding Prolesslonal Corporations / Los Angeles . San Francrsco
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August 10,2005
Page2

For these rcasons, we believe an exception or cxemption should be provided within this
ICO for projects such as Monterey Hills that have spent more than ayar in prepuation as well
as hundreds of thousands of dollars with the City for permit fees.

We appreciate your careful consideration of this matter

Y,

0\
JAN4TN M of

Jeffer, Mangels, tler & Marmaro LLP

cc

BMR:DJJ

Hon. Tony Cardenas
Hon. Jack Weiss

Barbara Greaves
Robe( H. Sutton, Deputy Director of Planning

I6l{tlilv I
JMBMI'S*THil.-*, .
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My name ls Bradley and I am ageins{ 
thg Rroposed Northea{_LogAngeles opqn space tntedm controtordinanco (lcol clrnenuy. uerni consioerba unali co,iicr Fire No. 

-cr-ragti 
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Councll FIle No. 04-tBB0
Opposition Leflerto tCO

Councilman Reyes:

us of our property rig
s will make

islsu e qf Los
representing

private property
my interestl. :.'

:1,, ,... - .1. "

t. -.

Bradley
Property / Business Owner
CC: TONYCARDENAS

JACK.WEISS
JAcKtE GoLDBERG, ASSEMBLYMEMBER. 4sn{ DET.
GAROL LaU, ASSEMBLYMEMBER, 44rH DIST.
DTANE FE|NSTEIN, SENATOR
xAvlER BECERRA, CONGRESSMAN, 3lsr DtsT.

The State of California has laws that proted my
contrary to the slate law is a violation of my The
observe view sheds and malntain
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From: "Rhonda Mills" <rhonda@ceert.org>
To: <ggubatan@council.lacity.org>, <bgreaves@clerk.lacity.org>,
<lsarno@council.lacity.org>
Date: 08/09/2005 11:38:39 PM
Subject: COMMENTS: PLUM-ICO HEARING

MARX-MILLS RESIDENCE

249 SOUTH AVENUE 51

LOS ANGELES, CA 90042

323-578-2912

September 10,2005

Councilmember Ed P. Reyes
Council District 1

Los Angeles City Council

200 N. Spring St., Rm.410
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Council Member Reyes:

We are homeowners in Highland Park that urge you to strongly support the proposed Northeast
Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance (lCO). lt is imperative that lawmakers and planners thoughtfully
approach the pace and locations for development on hillsides and in already overcrowded communities in
Los Angeles. Neighborhoods like El Sereno, Glassell Park, Montecito Heights and Mount Washington
should not be subject to unsafe and over-developed neighborhoods -- simply because there are parcels

that do not yet have structures on them.

The recent property damage and tragedies from landslides in Highland Park, Hollywood Hills, Laguna

Beach and Ventura County dictate the need to control development in sensitive areas.

Furthermore, Northeast Los Angeles is beset by speculative developers who actions threaten to

undermine our community infrastructure and make our neighborhoods less livable. The rush to develop
parcels once considered unsuitable for
building endangers neighboring properties, the character of our community, as well as the Northeast's

most valuable natural resource--our h illsides.

I urge you to strongly support the proposed Northeast Hillside lCO. This important measure would
provide some relief to this frenzy which could cause irrevocable damage to these long-standing
communities. The ICO is a reasonable solution to further public safety and preserve the quality of life that

attracted people to the Northeast area in the first place.

1
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Please stand strong for the proposed ICO and work vigorously towards its enactment and enforcement.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Marx

Rhonda Mills

cc: Lisa Sarno, CAO, Council District 14

Members, Planning and Land Use Management Committee

' 8. Greaves, Legislative Assistant, Planning and Land Use Management Committee



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"mgealer@uno.com" <mgealer@uno.com>
<reyes@council.lacity.org>
081101200512:50:15 AM
Re: I Support Northeast Hillside ICO - 04-1880

City of LA Councilmembers Reyes, Cardenas, Weiss & Ms. Sarno:

An ICO in NELA is necessary.
The language should be simply
an INTERIM hold on the development of new houses of two or more,
(tillthe
evaluation of valued OPEN SPACE, wildlife corridors, density, infrastructure capability, vis a vis
compliance with the General Plan and AB 283, geo stability, public safety, road access, staggered
permitting process, comprehensive City Dept. evaluation prior to hearings in the variance process, and the
general planning process.)

The current permitting and planning process in the City of LA is not adequately considering nor mitigating
the cumulative effect of the sudden proposed development in NELA Hillsides, though it is codified to do
so.

The current infrastructure cannot withstand and didn't anticipate the sudden volume of proposed building
in the NELA Hillside areas.
The geo info is inadequate. The MND's do not adequately consider public road access. Without an lCO,
public safety, our infrastructure,
and valued OPEN SPACE are in jeopardy (perhaps forever).

As a Park and Rec employee at Glassell Park I recognize the lack of area Open Space.

At some public meetings, I have been struck by the detail offered to be in the language of the lCO.
Certainly there are those that are concerned about potential risk of maximum profit. However, the larger
public welfare should trump and prevail.

I urge you to recommend a SIMPLE ICO so that THEN a comprehensive review would follow to support
the safety and quality of Hillside life for current and future residents alike.

Sincerely,
a personal perspective from
Mike Gealer
Glassell Park Hillside resident
GPNC Boardmember
GPNC Land Use Committee Member
GPIA Member
Mt.Washington School PTA
LA Parks and Rec employee

3572 Lavell Dr
LA, CA.90065
323-254-8802



Hillside ICO - 04-1880

CC: <cardenas@council.lacity.org>, <weiss@council.lacity.org>,
<lsarno@council.lacity.org>, <bgreaves@clerk.lacity.org>, <mayor@lacity.org>,
<Jim.Bickhart@lacity.org>, <MCathey@council.lacity.org>, <MGarcia@council.lacity.org>

2
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From: <tscudl @earthlink.net>
To: <reyes@council.lacity.org>, <cardenas@council.lacity.org>, <weiss@council.lacity.org>,
<lsarno@council. lacity.org>, <bgreaves@clerk.lacity.org>, <mayor@lacity.org>
Date: 08/09/2005 8:31:26 PM
Subject: I Support Northeast Hillside ICO - 04-1880

Councilmembers Reyes, Cardenas, Weiss & Ms. Sarno:

I am in support the proposed Northeast Hillside ICO covering sub-areas within the hillside communities of
ElSereno, Glassell Park, Mt. Washington & Montecito Heights.

Since being involved in land use & planning issues in Glassell Park and seeing the changes due to the
real estate speculation in Northeast Los Angeles, the Northeast Hillside ICO is a step forward to help
ensure that the quality of life that makes these communities so attractive is retained.

The most critical issue that faces hillside development in the Glassell Park hills is one of public safety.
Currently, there is a dangerous lack of infrastructure due to narrow hillside streets. And, many of the
vacant lots are on unstable land. This information has been documented as far back as 1982 in the
California Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology's report entitled "lnvestigation and

lnventory of Slope Failures That Occurred in 1978 and 1980 in the Los Angeles 7 112 Minule Quadrangle,
Los Angeles County, California" (DMG File Report 82-26). lncluded in this report is a map of the areas of
unstable hillsides, which corresponds with many of the undeveloped areas in the Northeast hillsides today.

As co-Chair of the Glassell Park Neighborhood Council's Land Use & Planning Committee, I have heard
grave concerns expressed by scores of residents over and over again about insufficient infrastructure and
issues related to slope failures. While the ICO does not address infrastructure issues, it thankfully
addresses the issue of grading, which can help mitigate the slope failure concerns.

Unfortunately, there has not been a viable discussion about the ICO and its benefits in retaining the quality

of life on our hillsides. Many of those who live in the Glassell Park hillsides are seniors who bought their
homes 3 and 4 decades ago. Unfortunately, they don't have the resources to hire a Pasadena lobbying
group to speak for them, like the developers do. The Glassell Park hills are also extremely diverse; many
of whom are Latino, Asian and other people of color. I only bring this up because the specious arguments
of race by the Pasadena lobbying group PROH-LA are inaccurate and ill-informed. The only color that
seems to have influence in this debate is the color of money. The openly hostile, pro-development forces
have obscured the real issues with a smoke-and-mirrors campaign to distract and disrupt any meaningful
conversation. lt's ironic that these particular developers/speculators are the ones who scream about
"process" the loudest, yet they won't allow any real process to actually occur.

Others who support the ICO will be able to eloquently discuss the importance of native trees in Northeast
and (quite rightly) why they should be protected. And, there are advocates supporting the ICO who can

better express why this is important for the communities of El Sereno, Mt. Washington and Montecito
Heights. I can say that all four of our communites view our hillsides much as the Westside views its

beaches: a natural resource that should be treated as a resource that must be given special care.

The public and life safety issues must be addressed - not only for current residents, but for future
residents residing in any new hillside construction. The ICO is just one tool to make sure that care is
taken in development on the hillsides of El Sereno, Glassell Park, Mt. Washington and Montecito Heights.

Just as the City Council supported the more stringent ICO for Sunland-Tujunga, I ask that you support the

comparatively modest Northeast Hillside ICO that is proposed before you.

A final thought: this past winter, Glassell Park saw 16 houses red tagged due to slope failures during the
heavy rains. As the city increases the density on these unstable hillsides, the risk to loss of property and

human life increases. The question becomes: what legacy will the City Council and the Mayor leave on

this issue? I urge you to do the right thing and support this lCO.



Barbara Greaves - | ort Northea ide - o4-1

I thank you for your time and consideration

Sincerely,

Tony Scudellari
3601 Kinney Place
Los Angeles, CA 90065

CC: Jim Bickhart <Jim.Bickhart@lacity.org>, Michael Cathey <MCathey@council.lacity.org>,
Monica Garcia <MGarcia@council.lacity.org>
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Barbara Greaves - Five Letters

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

o p_l tc

Brian Fitzburgh <fitzburgh@sbcglobal.net>
<Bgreaves@clerk. lacity.org>
08/09/2005 10:54:13 AM
Five Letters regarding stakeholder input for proposed northeast ICO

Dear City Clerk,

I am a stakeholder in the northeast area of Los Angeles where there is
a proposal for an lCO. I attended a workshop/meeting at Ramona Hall
last Wednesday (8-3-05). 'lwas 

told that if I had any additional
suggestions after the meeting was over that I should submit them.

My letters are attached- there are five letters that each address a
different matter. Thank you for taking them into consideration.

Sincerely,
Brian Fitzburgh
Property Owner in 90065
81 8-768-6449
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i( Brian Fitzburgh

11176 Penrose Street, Unit #B
Sun Valley, CA 91352

email: fitzburqh@sbcqlobal.net

August gth, 2005

Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro
Department of City Planning
City Hall Room 667
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: OPPOSED to Northeast Hiltside ICO

Dear Department of City Planning / Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro,

I have heard a number of suggestions to improve the conditions of hillside community- most of
these suggestions place the burden and responsibility on people that build new homes. The
stress on the infrastructure in the hillsides is caused by all activity in the hillsides- the current
residents as well as people that build new homes. Given that existing homes substantially
outnumber new home projects, the contribution of stress on the infrastructure by existing homes
is substantially higher than the stress caused by new construction.

ln order to be fair, any new restrictions applied to people that build new homes should also apply
to people that own existing homes.

Here are some of the suggestions that I have heard and I will also give the counter-point that
should also apply to existing home owners:

DEVELOPER Requirement: Developers should pay into an infrastructure fund for each home
that they build a new home. Developers make huge profits so they can afford to pay into the
fund.
HOMEOWNER Requirement: When homeowners sell their property, a percentage of their
capital gain (profit) equal to the percentage required by Developers, should be paid into the
infrastructure fund.

DEVELOPER Requirement: Developers should have to coordinate with other developers to
coordinate construction projects so that there is not too much construction traffic/activity at any
one time.
HOMEOWNER Requirement: Homeowners should have to coordinate with other homeowners if
they are having any home deliveries by FedEx, UPS, DHL, etc. so that there isn't too much
delivery traffic/activity at any one time. Homeowners that are moving should have to coordinate
with other homeowners so that there is not too much moving related traffic/activity (moving trucks,
etc.) at any one time. Homeowners that are having guests or parties should have to coordinate
with other homeowners so that there are not too many cars/party activity in an area at any one
time. Also, Homeowners doing home improvements should have to coordinate their activities
with all the other construction related activity.

DEVELOPER Requirement: Developers seeking a building permit must meet all current building
codes and off street parking requirements, fire/safety requirements, geologic safety requirements,
etc.. or their permit is not granted. Developers must also widen the road in front of their property
to a minimum of 20' and provide a continuous 20' access from the driveway apron to the edge of
the hillside boundary.
HOMEOWNER Requirement: Homeowners seeking to obtain a building permit for any home
improvements or additions should have to bring the entire structure up to current building code
standards (earthquake retro-fit foundations, interior sprinklers, off-street parking, etc.) or their
permits should not be granted. Also, Homeowners should have to widen the road in front of their
property and provide a continuous 20' access from their driveway apron to the edge of the hillside
boundary.
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lf the suggested requirements for new construction are fair and reasonable, then the equivalent
homeowner requirement is also fair. Let's not put all the blame for hillside issues on new
construction when clearly all those that are active in the hillsides are part of the problem.

The burden of the solutions should be born by Homeowners as well as people that build new
homes. What is the Planning Department doing to insure that all the parties that contribute to the
issues in the hillsides are contributing to the solutions?

I look forward to your reply.

Sincerely,

Brian Fitzburgh
Stakeholder CC: CD-1 (213) 473-7001, CD-14 (213) 473-7014



Brian Fitzburgh
11176 Penrose Street, Unit #8

Sun Valley, CA 91352
email: fitzburqh@sbcqlobal.net

August 8th, 2005

Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro
Department of City Planning
City Hall Room 667
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: OPPOSED to Northeast Hillside lCO

Dear Department of City Planning / Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro,

Currently there is a presumption that an ICO is needed and that development is behind hillside
community problems. I request that before any further consideration of an ICO moves forward,
that accurate information be obtained so as to find the best manner in which to improve hillside
communities.

The following studies should be done:
1. How many vacant lots exist in the northeast area (categorized by zoning) and if all vacant

lots were developed to their current zoning maximum, how many new dwelling units
would be created?

2. How many existing homes exist in the northeast area (categorized by zoning). This
should detail the number of single-family residences, the number of
condominiums/townhomes, the number of apartments, etc?

3. How many parks currently exist in the northeast area and the total acreage of these
parks?

4. Which streets are 20'wide or less. These streets are the most critical and might be on a
priority list for being improved for access and safety?

5. What is the economic benefit of construction activity in the northeast in terms of jobs
(directly related to construction as well as jobs in supporting industry)?

6. What is the economic benefit to the City for building permits and fees related to
construction activity in the northeast? ,

7. What is the economic benefit to the tax revenue created by new construction projects?

The above list is not meant to be exhaustive but is a minimum that would allow a better analysis
of the hillside community and a basis for evaluating possible solutions.

I would like to know what the Planning Department is doing to obtain critical information on the
hillside community so that effective solutions can be created- not just demonizing new
construction activity as the cause of hillside problems.

Thank you. I look forward to your reply.

Sincerely,

Brian Fitzburgh
Stakeholder

CC: CD-1 (213) 473-7001, CD-14 (213) 473-7014



. Brian Fitzburgh
11176 Penrose Street, Unit #8

Sun Valley, CA 91352
email: fitzburqh@sbcqlobal.net

August 7th, 2005

Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro
Department of City Planning
City Hall Room 667
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: OPPOSED to Northeast Hillside ICO

Dear Department of City Planning / Jose Carlos Romero-Navarro,

I want to question why an ICO is even being considered. lt seems that development has become
the scapegoat of problems related to hillside communities and hillside infrastructure problems.

Let's assume that there are infrastructure problems in the hillsides of Los Angeles. Now let's
imagine that all construction activity ceased today. Would the problems go away? No. The
narrow roads would still exist. The cars parked on the narrow roads would still exist. The
delivery trucks to the existing homes would still drive around. You get the point. Construction is
not the problem.

ln fact, it can be argued that construction/development improves the situation in the hillsides.
New construction typically requires roads to be built, paved, and/or widened. New construction is
required to provide off-street parking. New construction must meet exacting standards to provide

housing that is resistant to earthquakes, fire. New construction must be demonstrated to be
geologically safe as well.

What's more, development provides much needed jobs (construction jobs and jobs in related and

supporting fields), much needed housing, and increases tax revenue.

Most of the problems in the hillsides are a result of the numerous existing homes. Many of the

existing homes are older (pre-1975) and have inadequate off-street parking, unsafe drainage,
sub-standard construction, and geologically unsafe by today's standards.

To demonize development and developers and blame them as the cause of hillside problems is
inaccurate, irresponsible, and will not lead to fixing the problems.

Thank you. I look forward to your reply

Sincerely,

Brian Fitzburgh
Stakeholder

CC: CD-1 (213) 473-7001, CD-14 (213) 473-7014



- HHPNC mun Statement and Resolution on
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Dr. Dyke" <to_dr_dyke@hotmail.com>
<bgreaves@clerk.lacity.org>
08/09/2005 1:08:18 AM
HHPNC Community lmpact Statement and Resolution on Hillside ICO

Dear Ms. Greaves

This follows up my phone call and also the Historic Highland Park
Neighborhood Council's (HHPNC's) submission of our Community lmpact
Statement (ClS) on the Northeast Los Angeles lnterim Control Ordinance
(rco).

Attached is our full Community lmpact Statement (which did not fit in its
entirety in the CIS system) and our resolution regarding the Hillside ICO
(ln both statements, "silverlake" should be "Silver Lake." I temporarily
can not correct this problem.)

As part of hilly Northeast Los Angeles, the HHPNC is concerned about the
effects of overdevelopment and ill-planned developments on our hillsides.
We urge the Planning and Land Use Management Committee and the full City
Council to enact the Hillside ICO and also a permanent solution as Soon as
possible.

Sincerely,
Richard Dyke, Ph.D
First Vlce President
HHPNC

CC: <presmanny3@aol.com>, <KennelCom@aol.com>, <robertmendel@sbcglobal.net>,

<HKeifer101@aol.com>, <revdrmoore@netzero.com>, <cngomes@Quixnet.net>,
<anjhell@hotmail.com>, <enma.espinoza@bankofamerica.com>, <augie123@hotmail.com>,
<incareal@uno.com>, <tzabala@milbank.com>, <kaplanlawoffices@sbcglobal.net>,
<ofelia.3@netzero.com>, <blucorn24@yahoo.com>, <BluSpark9T@aol.com>,
<robertjking@earthlink.net>, <CHUYRO@aol.com>, <genteunida@rock.com>, <ncwyattl @yahoo.com>,
<to_dr_dyke@yahoo.com>
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HHPNC SUPPORT FOR PROPOSED
NORTHEAST HILLSIDES INTERIM CONTROL ORDINANCE (ICO)

At its general meeting on August 4,2005, the Historic Highland Park Neighborhood
Council (HHPNC) voted overwhelmingly 10-1 (one abstention) to support the proposed

Northeast Hillsides ICO originally proposed by Council Members Ed P. Reyes (CD 1)

and Antonio Villaraigosa (CD 14-Now Mayor). The Directors of the HHPNC firmly
and strongly believe that the Hillsides ICO is necessary to ensure that the many hills and

ridges of Northeast Los Angeles retain their scenic and unspoiled beauty and remain

natural hillsides free of both overdevelopment and ill-planned developments. The ICO
will go far toward limiting damage to natural vegetation, trees, and wildlife habitat, and

toward limiting the size of hillside homes, grading on ridges and hillsides, and

developments near public schools that could undermine the scenic qualities and

residential character of Northeast Los Angeles.

The HHPNC further asks that the City Council develop in the near future a permanent

ordinance that would include community plans for each neighborhood areathat reflects

the wishes of its residents and specific characteristics of its hillside housing. For now,
the HHPNC urges the City Council to pass an Interim Control Ordinance immediately.
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HIS TORIC HIGHLAND PARK NEIGHB ORHO OD C OI.]NCIL RE S OLUTION

IN SUPPORT OF A HILLSIDE INTERIM CONTROL ORDINANCE

WHEREAS Historic Highland Park Neighborhood Council (HHPNC) at its general meeting on

August 4, 2005 voted overwhelmingly 1 0- 1 to j oin in the actions of the Arroyo Seco

Neighborhood Council (ASNC) and the Silverlake Neighborhood Council to support the

preservation of the natural open spaces of Flat Top, Elephant Hill, Walnut Canyon, Red Hawk
Canyon and the many other scenic hillside habitats of Northeast Los Angeles through advocacy

and support for immediate passage of a Hillsides Interim Control Ordinance (Hillsides ICO);

WHEREAS HHPNC is an active partner in the Northeast Los Angeles Open Space Coalition;

WHEREAS the Northeast Community Plan Area is currently experiencing significant
development activity, particularly in hillside areas and, as a result, these development trends in
the Northeast are shrinking some of the remaining natural hillsides available near downtown Los

Angeles;

WHEREAS affected areas in the Northeast are primarily vacant, and include: Mount Olympus

/Flattop; Paradise Hill; DWP Rose Hills; Elephant Hill; Kite Hill watershed; Mount Washington

Canyon; Ascot Hills; Walnut Canyon; Moss Canyon; Paseo Canyon; Barryknoll Canyon; Moon

Canyon; Marmion Way Escarpment; Red Hawk Canyon; Sea View Loop area;

James/Beech/Glenalbyn Canyon, and other hillside areas of Northeast Los Angeles, all of which
contain native vegetation and vital wildlife habitat;

WHEREAS improvements of the abovementioned areas, should be limited to those land use

intensities that can be accommodated by the existing topography, and furtherrnore, hillside
streets should meet present City design or dedication standards to avoid adverse impacts on

public safety, vehicular access, circulation, the availability of off-street parking, and the scenic

quality and residential character of Northeast Los Angeles;

WHEREAS adequate permanent measures must be taken to protect prominent ridgelines from

grading and/or development via the preparation of a perrnanent ordinance, that is consistent with
the goals and objectives of the General Plan, to protect important resources and conserve the

City's natural features; and

WHEREAS an Interim Control Ordinance (ICO) regulating the issuance of certain demolition

and building permits on Northeast Los Angeles' hillsides is needed immediately;

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED that the HIIPNC supports the Motion made by Council
Members Reyes and Villaraigosa that the Planning Department be directed to draft appropriate

land use planning strategies and tools to ensure that the open space areas of the above-mentioned

areas of Northeast Los Angeles are maximized and preserved for open space purposes; and, that

the City Attorney, with the assistbnce of the Planning Department, be directed to prepare and

process an Interim Control Ordinance (lCO) to regulate the issuance of building, grading, use

and foundation permits for these areas. Furthermore, since DWP/Rose Hills property is a

valuable safety asset for the surrounding communities, the HHPNC supports exemption from the

limitations of the ICO of City of Los Angeles Fire Departmentftreliport improvements.

The HHPNC joins the ASNC and Silverlake NC and other organizations in the City strongly

urging the City Council to pass a Hillsides ICO as soon as possible.
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August 9, 2005

ED REYES, COMMITTEE CHAIR
PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT
(PLUM) COMMITTEE c/o City Clerk's Office
CITY HALL 3'd Floor Room 395
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE Gouncil File No. 04-1880
Opposition Letter to the Draft ICO

Committee Chair Reyes:

PROH-LA, a Goalition of Los Angeles City Stakeholders and Professionals advocating for
responsibte growth, education, and protection of hillside property owner's rights is in opposition to

the proposed Northeast Los Angeles Hillside "Open Space" lnterim Control Ordinance for the following

reasons:

. There are LADBS and Grading Division construction and development standards that currently
govern residential develoPment.

. The Developmen{ Rights of Private Property Owners will be further restricted if legislation is created

to regulate residential development standards.

o The existing language that is proposed does not address the intent and purpose of the General
Plan, consider current planning & zoning codes regulations, or the objectives of the Los Angeles

Municipal Codes as it pertains to public safety, improvements, and consistent development
standards.

o There has never been any explanation, basis, reason, or justification to further regulate the
privately-owned hillside areas referenced by the Proposed ICO and Boundary Maps Drafted.

PROH-LA does support the initial motion introduced on November 10, 2004 that includes measures to

govern Public Property/Public Land Ownership including legislation that may restrict said lands greater than

nirty (gO) acres as needed. Thank-you for providing PROH-LA the opportunity to represent the interests of
Private Land Owners and the Professional Fields of Land Use, Real Estate, Land Acquisition, and the

Construction & Development Profession.

Respectfully,

Bradley
PROH-LA lnterim Chair
CC: TONY CARDENAS

JACK WEISS

e
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Barbara Greaves - Northeast

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Diane Edwardson" <d iane.edwardson@earthl in k.net>
"Ed Reyes" <reyes@council.lacity.org>
08/08/2005 7:50:16 PM
Northeast ICO 04-1880 - Support

Councilmember Reyes,

I support the Northeast lCO. As 13-year veteran of development battles, I

believe the Northeast ICO is necessary at this critical time when real
estate speculation is running amok.

The hillside streets in the northeast are similar to those in Silver Lake.
Today, those streets would never have been built. Silver Lake, Echo Park
and much of the Northeast are Oakland Hills Fires waiting to happen. Unlike
Silver Lake and Echo Park, there are big lots and lower density in the
hillside areas of the Northeast. Please consider public safety issues when
it comes to subdivision or dense zoning of those areas. For more than a
year, you and I have talked about these problems in our multi-family zoned
hillside neighborhoods.

Consider calculating the bonds higher for construction on hillside
properties (everywhere, not just the Northeast). When I attended the
Northeast ICO Charrette sponsored by your office last week, I heard quite a
few neighbors say a big problem is the developers who start a project; dig
out the hillside; get in over their head; run out of money; abandon the
site; leaving the neighbors with a problem; an eyesore and an "attractive
nuisance". We've seen this in my Silver Lake neighborhood on a number of
properties, including the infamous Menlo Property Wall on Riverside Drive at
Fletcher, which was a failed development decades ago.

After attending 2 NE ICO meetings this summer, my impression is, the
pro-development forces are dominating the discussion because the average
homeowner does NOT understand the terminology (density, FAR) enough to
discuss it with confidence. Even I have trouble discussing FAR with
confidence. The pro-development forces have created such a hostile
environment for reasonable discussion, the average concerned stakeholder
isn't able to be heard.

I also hear a lot of talk about overturning the Hillside Ordinance - I think
the Hillside Ordinance should be expanded to cover multi-family hillside
neighborhoods. Older urban hillside neighborhoods have inadequate
infrastructure for the existing density.

I applaud the retaining wall ordinance you championed by adding the



ara reaves - ardin 1880 lnterim Control Ordinance

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

<Cleatscrea@aol.com>
<Bgreaves@clerk.lacity.org>
08/08/2005 9:18:52 PM
regarding Council File Number 04-1880 lnterim ControlOrdinance

Dear Ms. Greaves:
As a homeowner on the 3600 block of Lavell drive I am gravely concerned
about the proposed building of numerous structures in the hills of this
neighborhood without necessary scrutiny. I have resided here for nine years and know
the area, the geology and ecosystem of the wash behind my property very well.
I also see a delicate balance of nature and man which if disrupted on this
scale may disappear forever. I have seen movement of the earth up and down
these hills and experienced first hand the havoc wreaked on the residents of our
street by one, single dwelling which has been over four years in the
construction. During that time we have had our lives disrupted by increased traffic
and the destruction of the street paving and death of our pets due to workmen
racing up and down Lavell. ln the case of just one structure up on our hill,
reached only by a small road in disrepair and on a narrow street, the result
has been disastrous to homes on this block including flooding, damage to
cars, earth failures and power poles leaning precariously. The homes being
planned are huge, expensive (800,000 plus) inappropriate to the neighborhood and

do not alleviate any of the housing shortages in the city. They are simply a

risky and ill{hought out attempt to cash in on the real estate boom that
exists at this time. There has been no environmental impact reports, no geology

studies or ecological concerns voiced in this area. The lnterim Control
Ordinance is essential on my street. lt can mean the difference between my home
standing or being damaged beyond repair.
I am also worried by the radical changes and destruction of the habitat of a
large variety of native wildlife, birds and plants and trees in this area.
Native plants such as ceanothus, manzanita, wild lupine, acacia, California
Pepper, cypress, scrub oak plus many species of birds including hawks, turkey
vultures, barn owls, scrub jays, crows, finches, woodpeckers and a wide
variety of others may vanish completely in this saturation of dwellings. Racoons,
oppossums, skunks, coyotes, squirrels, and even snakes also callthis area
home. Many of us moved here to find peace from the overcrowding and despoiling
of areas like Silver Lake. We do not want our hills to be defaced and

destroyed by the greed of developers who have no idea if the hill they dump a house

on will hold it. I see this endeavor as fraught with hazard and ripe for
potential disaster. Please do not allow this massive development to ruin our
neighborhood.
Glen Creason
3637 Lavelldrive
Los Angeles, Ca.
90065
323-254-0251

cc <eluckring@yahoo.com>, <tscud 1 @earthlin k.net>, <ekyanez@yahoo.com >
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Barbara Greaves - Northeast I o4-1 2

multi-family hillsides. Builders need to build with the natural grade of
the hillsides. Digging out huge amounts of earth and building giant
retaining walls are not consistent with existing hillside development.

ln the Northeast, we have some of the most beautiful examples of native
trees on this side of town. You should not be able to just cut these trees
down without regard for the environmental effects. We need native plant
protections. They help hold the hillsides together.

I support the Northeast lCO, in fact I think it should cover all hillside
areas

Diane Edwardson

2630 Corralitas Drive

Los Angeles, CA 90039

323-666-1 392

213-910-9826 cell

GC: <cardenas@council.lacity.org>, <weiss@council.lacity.org>, <mayor@lacity.org>, "Eric

Garcetti" <garcetti@council.lacity.org>, <ekyanez@yahoo.com>, "'Elizabeth Bougart-Sharkov"'
<e.sharkov@att.net>, "'Maryann Kuk"' <marykuk@earthlink.net>, <WesJoe@aol.com>,
<lsarno@council.lacity.org>, "Jim Bickhart" <jbickhar@earthlink.net>, "'Gerald Gubatan"'
<GGubatan@council.lacity.org>, <bgreaves@clerk.lacity.org>
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TonY Butko
642 Moulton Ave #W-9
Los Angeles CA 90031

i'

Ed Reyes, Choir
City of Los Angcles
Plonning & Lond Use Commitlee
City Holl Room l0l0
200 N Spring Slreel
Los Angeles CA 90012

Re: llem #2 (Council File 04-.l880)

Deor Choirperson ReYes:

Al the November 10,2004 PIUM Commitlee meeling, lhe Chorr' ocltng os o

cornmltlee of one, heord lesllmony ond look the following oclion:

".. the Commtlee Choir requesled lhe Plonning Depoilmenl wilh the ossislonce o{ the

Ciry Aflorney to revtew he feosibility of estoblishing o_ Noilheost Los A.ngeles lCO. ond

*dr"tt"O tire Plonnlng stofl to consult wilh Council Districls l,'13. ond l4 on lhe
-boundories 

lo be covered under lhe proposed lCO"

On Frldoy, Augusl 5, 2005, the PLUM Commitlee releosed the ogendo of o speciol

,".iingio be"held lhis Wednesdoy, Augusl I0,2005, with Agendo llem #2 hoving

he following coplion:

" CONTINUED FROI!,I 1 E0-Q4-MEETING
Planning Department to present a summary on.community input
provldei at the August 3, 200-5, public workshop and matters

related to Motion (neyes - Villaraigosa), requesting that the

Planning Department be directed to draft appropriate land-use
pf"nninfi strategies and tools, and that an lnterim Control

biOinan""" (tCOj be prepared by the City Attorney with the

issistance bt the Planning Dopanment for certain areas in
Northeast Los Angeles, including, the Mt, Olympus -Flattop,
Paradise Hill and Dlpartment of water and Power (DWP) Rose

Hills areas "

There ore o number ol procedurol difficullies wlth Agendo llem 2 whrch I believe

*oufOtigre lhot the Cbmmtfloo toke no oclion on ihe llem os it ls nol properly

belore lhe Commlllee ot this lime:
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ll As of close of business Fridoy, August 5, lhere were no documenls on file wilh

lhe Commrtlee from deporlmentol slofl or he hree Councrl Dislricts perloininq

to lhe ltem;
2l There ls no feqsibilily reporl by the Plonnlng Deporlmenl/City Atlorney

conloined in lhe re-coplioned llem;
3) The llem is nol o conllnUed llem, unless the Agendo ls stoting thol the

summory lo be delivered by lhe Plonning Depoilmenl wilhoul 72 hours

odvonce nolice conslllules o 'feosibilily sludy";
4l The summory ol o Public Workshop refoned lo in the llem hos nothing lo do

wilh lhe origtnol Motion or the omended & refened molion from November

lOrh o[ lost yeor,

I The 
-Publtc Workshop" of Augusl 3 wos nol convened by lhe Plonnlng

Deportment or the City nnorney - il wos colled by Council Dislrlct I ond the

coretoker stoflol CO iq The PLUM Commitlee Cholrperson wos lhe leod

speoker ond delermlned lhe ogendo ond formot of lhe workshop meeting.

2 There wos no discussion ol the "feosibilit)/ ol on ICO ol the meeling; in focl

oflendees were ruled out of order when they osked to speok on lhis issue;

3 There wos no dlscusslon ol the proposed'boundories'ol lhe ICO ol lhe

meeling ollhough boundory mops were promlnently disployed ot lhe

meelin[ wlh new July 2005 doles on lhem no dlscussion took ploce

eilher by lhe councilperson or stofl llom CDl4 nor wos dlscusston ollowed
by otlendees;

4. Thero were only four'breokoul' sessions. none ol which hod onylhing lo do

with Open Spoce or -feosibillty" or "boundories fo be covered"

5l Thrs is no longer on "Open Spoce" proposol for on ICO lnole lhol lhis phrose

whlch wos cehtrol to the orlgtnol molion disoppeored when lhe motlon wos
omended ond relerred to the Plonning Deporlmonl/City Attorneyl

6l lf the motion is no longcr oboul Open Spoce. rf lhere is no "leoslbrlity study" or

public discussion os lo'boundories" or crilelio ulilized lo esloblish boundorles,

lhen whot rs this Molion oboul?:
1, Ihe Commiflee lile does nol rellect onylhlng obout chonges ln boundories

from lhe ortginol motion (by lhe woy it requlred o Public Records Acl

request lo obloin lhe relevoni CD 14 memo to the Cholrl;

? There ore evidently boundones os indicoled on the mops presenled first by

CD l4 on June 30 2005 by Jim Bickhoil (lhen of CD l4 sloff, now of lhe
Moyo/s sloffl

3 Al lhe June 30'Open House'meellng, Mr Bickhorl refused to discuss

Onylhing obout lhe overloy oreos on the mops or to explotn how they got

there;
4 Wilh respecl to the mops, ogoin city ofltciols hove been less thon

fofihcoming ll hove onoched Public Records Acl requesls to the Plonning

Doporlmenl lo try ond obloin these mopsl;
5 At ihis somu meellng. Mr. Bickhort honded oul "Droft' longuoge for lhe

proposed,NortheostTCO, withoul exploining.who drofled il or how it fit in lo

ihe'ptUnn'Comminee motion While rhe Drift purporled to be prepored by

the Deportment o[ C[y Plonning. bul lhe sloff pelson presenl indlcoled lhol
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he hod spenloboul 4 hours lolol on the lco since the November 2004

;"d;A ohO OecfineO'ro so, mucn more (o copy of poge one ol lhe Drofl is

otlochedl;
Cri[nify.'fnere is nol even o sitting Councilperson lot CD 14, renderlng il

*p"iiilj6 lor the elected represenlollve ol lhe consltluenls lo even

poircrpor" in ony publlc policy debole over these issues;

At the Workshop meetlng of Augusl 3'd, Mr' Reyes indicOled lhol lhere ls no ICO ond

we ore slorling trom ilro"rch or iords lo lhol eflect ll so, lhen whot is Agendo llem

#2 obouta

With oll respecl our elecled offici0ls, lo dole lhis process ol o proposed lCO,for lhe

Norlheosr hos been netther opcn nol ttontpoterii, ond there hos'bcen no showing of

h;; ilil*orri b;;ft&.;loged Uy *tmdtowol or vollng down lhis mollon ond

slorlrng over ln on open ond lronsptrenl mclnner. I urge you to do so

6

Slncerely,

To"1 B{
Tony Bulko
Resldent CDI
Property Owner CD14

Cc: Jrrck Weiss, CD5

Tony Cordenos, CD6

Borboro Greoves, Committee Consullonl
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Tony &r?kc & Paulo Bogosoo

642 iiouhon Ave#W'g
Los Angelas CA 90O31

telt 323-221-3357
c-mqi I : tony@tohulor.rla,'tart

iisy 9,2005

Jim llickhort, PolicY Consultont

Council District l4
20O N. Spring Strcet
Room 425
Los Angcles, CA 90012

Rz: hrblic Recotds Rcquest

Deqr rlAr. Bickhort:

At the pLu,ll Committee mceting of Mvcmbar lO, 2(X)4, pu fillad out o speokcr cord

qnd tcstified regording Item #l (riu ,ro4-188o) hoving to do rath "l ouNT oLy'l PUs

IFLATTOP/PARADISE HILL/DWP ROSE HILLS/OPEN SPACE AREAs"' In the tope of

your fcStimony, you rcfcrred to o 'rtaff 1lcmo' or somathing to thqt effiecf urhich

evidently spacif ie/ 3ome 9 new oneos fo bz includcd in the proposed ICO, said oreos not

bciag inchrded in the plblicly noticcd documcntation.

A reviewof the Commitlcc filc rewols no mitlzn documents in conn"ction with your

festimony. h.rrsuont to the fublic Records Acl, Gowrnment C.ode *,ctions 6250 et'

Seq., I dm nequ"Sting a oryy of this docunenl old ony ond oll other moterlal whlch was

submitted by you or Council District 14 to either PLUIIA or to CouncilPergon Rcyus in

connection sith File #04-1E8O.

I on subnifting this request ?o you by both e tnoilqs wellos reguhr mqil, ond would like

to thonk you in odyonce for;our onticipated couilery ond cooparction. If you hovc ony

qu€st.om,pleosefeAlrcetowriteorcolhmycellphoncnrrmberls213-220-"237.

Sinccrzly,

lo-1
Tony &ttko
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November 10, 2004

To: Planning and Land Use Management Committee

From: Gouncilmember Antonio R- Villaralgosa, 14th District
Re: Arnendments to Northeatt H lside ICO affected territories

I hereby request that the following areas within council District 14 be

added [o the acreage to be regulated by the proposed Northeast

Hillside lnterim Control Ordinance:

The area in El Sereno generally bounded by Collis Avenue, Edison

street, El sereno Avenue, Novgorad street, Tampico Avenue,

Portola Street, and the Los Angeles/South Pasadena city boundary'

The area in El Sereno generally bounded by Multnomah Street,

Gateside Drive, KewanLe Street, Cato Street, Beagle Street, Quose

Street and North Soto Street

The area in Glassell Park and Mt. Washington generally bounded by

Rome Drive, Sundown Street, Division Street, lnglis Street, Mimosa

Drive, crestmoore Place, Paseo Drive, Hines Drive and sundown

Drive

The area in Mt. washington generally bounded by cazador street,

Rome Drive, Division Stieet, Hines Drive, Lavell Drive, Brilliant Drive,

and Parrish Avenue.
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The area in Mt. washington generally bounded by l\Iarmion way,

stanley Avenue, Avenue 48, Sonata Lane, the boundary of

HeidelLerg park, Moon Avenue, San Rafael Avenue, Cynthia

Avenue, San Andreas Avenue, Seaview AVenue, San Rafael AvenUe'

Glenalbyn Drive, Dove Drive, Quail Drive, wren Drive, Museum

Drive, Crane Boulevard and Museum Drive'

The staff of cD 14 and the other council offices are avatlable to

consult with staff in clarifying these approximate boundaries for the

purposes of creating working maps of the areas proposed for

coverage.
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TonY Butko

642 Moulton Ave #W-9
Los Angeles CA 90031

tel; 323-?21-3357
e-moi I ; tony@tonyooulo.com

July l. 2005

Chqrlie Rousch

City Plonning Deportment
2OO N. Spring Sfreet. 5'h Flr

Los Angeles. CA 90012

Re: Public Records Request

Deqr Mr. Rqusch:

On Wednesdoy, June 21. 2OO5,CD14 conducted on'Open House' regording the proposed

Northeost Interim control ordinonce. The chief spokesperson ol thqt meetrng was Jim

Bickhort f nom cD l4's Otfice. At thot heeting, three lorge mops were posted up on the

wolls, pertoining to File #O4-1880'

l) My OlympustPorodise Hill*Rose Hill Areqs, doted Morch 2oo5

2) El Sereno Area, dqted November 2OO4

3) Mt. Woshington Areo, doted Morch 2OO5

pursuont to the public Records Act , Government Code Secl ions 6250 et. Seg., I om

reqrrestingo full-size copy of each of these three documents ond ony ond oll other

moteriol which wos submiiled by you by council District 14 in connection with File #o4-

1E80,

r om submitf ing this request to you by both e-morl os wellos regulor moil, ond would like

to lhonk you iiodv once for your onticipoted courtesy ond cooperotion' If you hove ony

guestions, pleose f eel tree to wrrle or coll; my cell phone number 
's 

323-791-7367'

Sincerely

Tony Butko
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TonY Butka

642 liloulton Ave #W'9
Los AngelesCA 90031

tel 323-221-3357

e-moi I : tonv@tonyPoula'com

Chorlie Rousch

City Plonning DePortment

2OO N.Spring Street.6'h Floor

Los Angeles,CA9OOl2

Re: f6ll6qup to Pubhc Records Request

Deor Mr. Rousch:

On July l, AOO5, I wrote you o letter pursuont to the Public Records Acl, Governmenf

Code Sections 6250 et. Seq., reguesting full-size copies of three mqPs ond ony qnd oll

other moteriol which wos submitted by you by Council Distrrct 14 in connection with File

#04-1880. This reguest wos sent by moil qnd e-moil. A week lqter, f telephoned your

office to osk os to fhe stotus of lhe reguest.

As of the writing of this le|ter,f hove heqrd nothing from you or the Plonning

Deportment obout my reguest. As for os f know, the records thot f hove reguested

meet the criteriq of on'rdentifioble public records'under lhe Act, qnd if there wqs ony

problem or cloim of exemption, you hqve foiled to assert such by foiling to contqcf or

respond to my reguest. Ibelievelhot when arecord is requested,theogency sholl

determine within ten doys whether to comply with the reguest, ond hos on obligotion to

promptly respond to the requestor of its decision qnd the reosons theref ore.

I further bdtevethot the stotute does not permit qn ogency to deloy or obstruct the

inspection or copying of public records, ond requires thof ony denio! of o writtenrequesl

be itself in writing. Pleoseconsider this letter o finol oftempt for me to osk thot you

ond your oge71cy -^ply with the low ond produce the records. Since you hove evidently

chosen not to respond to me qt oll f believe thqt there is no exempfion possible ot this

time.
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Pogc Two

Further,Ishouldinformyouthotoslunderstondthestatutel

"625E. Any person moy institute proceedings for injunctive or declorotive relief or writ

of mondote in ony court of competent jurisdiction to enforce his or her right to inspect

or to receiveq copy of ony public ,".oidor closs of public records under this chopter ' "

Asbefore, f om submitting this reguest to you by both e-mqiJ qs well os regulor moil' If

you hove ony guestions, plis e f eel f ree lowrite or coll; my cell phone number is 323-

Chorlie Rousch

79r-7367

Sincerely,

Tony Butko

Cc: Rocky Delgodillo , CitY AttorneY

cD 14

cD1
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PROPOSED NORTHEAST HILLSIDE ICO

DRAFT DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
PRELIIf,,NARY LA NGUAAE

NOTE: Pursuant to a Motion (Reyes - Villaraigosa) initiatlp ? ;tudV 
of hillside

areas and consld"ruO UVUre CltV Council's Planning and Land Use ManagEment

(pLUM) Committee oni'tnA67', tne O"Lrtrrent oiCity Planning has prepared the

i.ffr*m'g preliminary drafi language for iurther Council consideration'

The crty charter requires any proposed ordinance to be considered by the city

planning Commissi;il 61y Colnd1rnd Mayor. At this time, no action or formal

votes have Uuun i"f.un-* tni= draft languige. The Planning Commission and

Councilwrllbe froldlng hearingsto allow prUt6 input on any proposed ordinance

prepared bY Planning stafi.

The Council's pLUM Cornmitbe anticipates holding a public hearing on this proposal

end of July or early-August. To 
"onfit, 

the schedule, you maV go$acl Barbara

G*rrur, fegislativ6 AsJstant, at21T978-1068 or Bgreaves@clerk'lacitv'org'

The following summary includes. definition of some key terms included in the

propo=ed ;6;b, a 
"rgg'""tud 

sliding-scale floor-area-ratio (FAR) formula, grading

!t"nOrrU", native trJ6protections and stope densi$ requirements'

NOTE: MAPSSHOW'NG RIDGELINES, VIEW CORRIDORS AND OTHER

FEATTJRES MENTIONED BELOW HAVE NOI YET BEEN PREPARED'

1



FRANKA MARTINEZ
Clly Clerk

KAREN E. KALFAYAN
Executirc Oflicer

-,..Y OF LOS ANGELE.-
CALI FORNIA

Ofllce of tlle
CITY CLERK

Council and Public Scrwices
Room 395, City Ilall

Los Angelee, CA 900f2
Council File Information - (2f3) 978-1043

General Informatiou - (2f3) 978-f133
Fax: (213) 978-1040When nrnking inquirics

rclativc to this mattcr
refer to FiIc No.

JAMES K. HAHN
MAYOR

HELEN GINSBURG
Chlef, Council rnd Pulrlic Sen'ices Divislon

04-1 880

November 15,2004

Con Howe, Director of Planning
Depaftment of City Planning, Room 525, City Hall
Attn: Robert Sutton and Charlie Rausch

Rockard J. Delgadillo, City Attorney
City Hall East, Room 800
Attn: Jeri Burge

At its meeting on November 10,2004, the Chair of Planning and Land Use Management Committee(sitting as a
Committee of one on this item), considered Motion (Reyes - Villaraigosa) requesting the Planning Department to
draft appropriate land use planning strategies and tools to ensure that open space areas of the Mount Olympus
Flattop, Paradise Hill and Department of Water and Power (DWP) Rose Hills areas of Northeast Los Angeles be
examined and /or preserved for open space purposes; and requesting the City Attorney, with the assistance of the
Planning Department, to prepare and process an ICO to regulate the issuance of building, grading, use and
foundation permits for the Mount Olympus /Flattop, Paradise Hill and DWP Rose Hills areas; and as depicted on
the attached map. The ICO shall run forone yearwith two six month extensions by City Council Resolution, or until
the adoption of a land use planning strategy and tool to ensure that open space areas of the Mount Olympus /
Flattop, Paradise Hilland DWP Rose Hills areas are maximized or preserved foropen space purposes. ln addition,
the ICO shall include an Urgency Clause enabling the ICO to be effective upon publication.

After careful consideration of the testimony provided by staff and the public, the Committee Chair requested the
Planning Department with the assistance of the City Attorney to review the feasability of establishing a Noftheast
Los Angeles lCO, and requested Planning staff to consult with Council Districts 1 , 13, and 14 on the boundaries
to be covered under the proposed lCO.

Please transmit your report to the Council and Planning and Land Use Management Committee, in c/o Office of
the City Clerk, Room City Hall

Barba ra Greaves
Legislative Assistant
Planning and Land Use
Management Committee, 213-978-1 068

attachment:

cc: Gerald Gubatan, CD 1

'5\!L:g-p AN EGIUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER
f,B

PROPOSEp TNTERTM CONTROL ORDINANCE flCO) FOR NORTHEAST LOS ANGELES



-) PLANNING 
-'L y\ttD l"ish" NIG[' r

MOTION
The Northeast Community Plan Area is currently experiencing significant development activity,

particularly in hillside areas. As a result, these development frends in Northeast are shrinking some of the

remaining natural hillsides available near downtown Los Angeles.

Affected areas are all primarily vacant, and include: Mount Olympus/Flattop, an approximately

100 acre mountainous hillside area, anatural historical treasure; Paradise Hill, an approximately 60 acre

mountainous hillside area, primarily consisting of natural grassland; and DII'P Rose Hills, an 11 acre

mountainous hillside including natural woodlands, wildlife habitat and water filling station.

Improvements of the abovementioned areas, Mount Olympus/Flattop, Paradise Hill and DWP

Rose Hills, should be limited to those land use intensities that can be accommodated by the existing

topography. Furthermore, hillside streets should meet present City design or dedication standards to

avoid adverse impaots on public safety, vehicular access, circulation and the availability of off-street
parking.

Adequate measures must be taken to protect prominent ridgelines from grading and/or

development via the preparation of an Ordinance, that is consistent with the goals and objectives of the

General Plan to protect important resources and conserve the City's natural features. Therefore, an

Interim Control Ordinance (ICO) regulating the issuance of certain demolition and building permits in
the abovementioned geographical areas is needed.

I THTITEIIORE MO\IE that the Planning Department be directed to draft appropriate land use

planning strategies and tools to ensure that the open space areas of the Mount Olympus Flattop, Paradise

Hitt a;nd DWP Rose Hills areas of Northeast Los Angeles be maximized and/ or preserved for open space

purposes; and,

I FURTIIR MOVE that the City Attorney, with the assistance of the Planning Department, be

directed to prepare and process an Interim Conhol Ordinance (ICO) to regulate the issuance of building,
grading, use and foundation permits for the Mount Olympus/ Flattop, Paradise Hill and DWP Rose Hills
areas as depicted on the attached map; and,

I I'IIRTffiR MOVE that the ICO shall run for one year with two six month extensions by City
Council Resolution, or until the adoption of a land use planning strategy and tool to ensure that open

space areas of the Mount Otympus/ Flattop, Paradise Hill and DWP Rose Hills areas are maximized or

preserved for open space purposes. The ICO shall include an Urgency Clause enabling the ICO to be

effective upon publication

PRESENTED BY:
Ed
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CIT F LOS ANGELES SPEAKE] . ,RD

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No

0q -1660

I wish to speak before the P Lu/.4

Do yo

Name

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

u wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? !1) For proposal
( \) Against proposal
( ) General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation

Date

uh f,0

g#
Street

Business phone: 2)i'?.tt . Z{.l"p."."ntins,
City

00 L
State

CHECK HERE !F YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

zip

Client Address
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



NOTICE OF LOBBYING REGISTRATION

lf you are receiving compensation to make this appearance, the City's municipal lobbying
ordinance (L.A.fV.C. Section 48.01 et seq., as amended) may require you to register and
report your lobbying activity. For more information about the City's lobbying law, contact the
City Ethics Commission at (213) 978-1960, by fax at (213) 978-1988 or at 200 N. Spring St,
24th Fl - City Hall, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

lnformation about lobbying the City of Los Angeles may also be found on the lnternet
by accessing the Ethics Commission site on the City of Los Angeles "home page" located at
http ://www. lac ity. org/eth



rCIT' F LOS ANGELES SPEAKE] ARD

I wish to speak before the
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a on the agenda? (
\

proposal

.fo l^/ 4/(

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

D -/

( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

Ct\ito-tJ
Lfi- aod{

zip

Name:

Business or Organization Affiliation:

r€n- 6z6N
,htrt t*rd

Address
Street City State

Business phon D7e ,{4r Representing

CHECK HERE !F YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

I
Date

0-

Client Address:
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.



I wish to speak before the

CIT\ F LOS ANGELES SPEAKER tRD /

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

ot{_tyNo /q
?nnnnN 4 t MDx fiusywlr*'4 fYL4

trtamJ ot@nt, commtt"" or. co,

general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenOaZX) For proposalDo you

Name:

wish to

7-.
( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

Business or O

Address

on Affiliation:

ffi L
zip

Business *>lz Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #

Client Address
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.

State

Htfi

il Y
Date



CIT'I F LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD

I wish to speak before the ,P l-u /^
Name of City Agency, Deparlment, Committee or Council

Do you wish to Pr{vide ggteralluflic comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Name: Jrrn"ffruT;;T
-Z{ ) I-o( proposal

( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

Business or Organization Affiliation C-b t+

Date

ll t0 o+
No.. Aoenda ltem

,lr, #-
Council File or Case No.

($ ?b/Lt11Address
Street

Business phon"' 473 }o,Y Representing

State

4zfa r ,e .1
zip

Yl

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #

Client Address:
Street City State Zip



CITI : LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD

f LL4 rtI wish to speak before the
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( ) For proposal

) Against proposal

) General comments

t 4 d

Name:

Business or Organization Affiliation:

Address

c 4,. 5

t/rs
3 2-g

Business phone:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

0 8lt
Date

0 t

Client Address:
Street State zipCity

(

(

2s-?-l ?t V Representins:



CIT\ F LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD

Date iilo/,v Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

# ov-/e8)

I wish to speak before the P*r*o /^)G r ho Use
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general public comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda?

Joyre j)y.uw

t.K-<?

Name:

) For proposal

) Against proposal

) General comments

or Organization Affiliation:Business

Address:
Street City State

Business phone Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

7kx
zip

Client Address:
Street City State zip



CIT\ F LOS ANGELES SPEAKER \RD *+
Date 

I l-/b- st Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

vn rfiblI wish to speak before the

Do yo

Name

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address: [-,nS

Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

to provide general public ent, or to speak for

rI
against a proposal on the aOenoaz 

{
For proposal
Against proposal-

t, iJr,

( ) General comments

Asso, ,

Db3
zip

C
Street City State

Business phone: b 1X-Yqv Representing

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATTON BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

Client Address
Street City State zip
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Date

// 0 0

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No.

( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

zip

I wish to speak before the \, L .,Dztt 4 t
Name of nt, Committee or Council

Do you wish to provide general blic comment, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda? ( Lfior proposal

Name:

Business or Organization Affiliation

Address: e c<_
Street City

Business phone resenting

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVTDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW

Client Name: Phone #:

Client Address:
Street City State Zip

Please see reverse of card for important information and submit this entire card to the presiding officer or chairperson.
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( ) Against proposal
( ) General comments

I wish to speak before the h
Name of City Agency, Department, Committee or Council

wish to provide general public comme nt, or to speak for or against a proposal on the agenda

t

t(
Date

tO 4

Council File No., Agenda ltem, or Case No

o y'_ /?eo

Do you

Name:

Business or Organization Affiliation

il o

Address
LlLl? 

S^,* 7/t7z-
Street City State

Business phone: Representing:

CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE A PAID SPEAKER AND PROVIDE CLIENT INFORMATION BELOW:

Client Name Phone #:

zip

Client Address
Street City State zip
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JOYCE DILLARD
P. O. Box 31377
Los Angeles, CA. 90031
Email: dillardjoyce@),ahoo.com

November 10,2004

Chairman Ed P. Reyes
Councilmember Jack Weiss
Councilmember Tony Cardenas
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring St. Room 1010
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Planning and Land Use Management Committee
Agenda Item 4, CFI 04-1880

Dear Councilmembers Reyes, Weiss and Cardenas:

Are you prepared to purchase property for park use?

Much of the vacant land is now zoned RE20-1 but you cannot enforce that current
zoning. The four-house development at Two Tree and Thomas Street should have been
the test case to preserve this land. State law could not block the owners from pursuing
their development.

We are attaching a schedule of land parcels by purchased by the firm Acc All City
Investments [nc. of Huntington Park. As you can see, their purchase has inflated the land
values in the area. Please compare the purchase price to the assessed value. This is
absurd.

An analysis of open space and housing inventory needs to be taken under consideration
before any interim ordinance is even written.

The residents and owners of the area need to be notified

Our issues need to be addressed before open space can be a consideration.

The Mt. Olympus property owned by the International Church of the Foursquare Gospel
is NOT for sale. Why is the motion warranted?

Very truly yours,

Joyce Dillard



Council File 04-1880 ACC ALL CITY INVESTMENTS INC.
Parcel Inventory

Address Type Purchase Date

Price Purchased

As of November 10, 2004

Parcel Assessed

Value
Assessed

Percentage

of Market

1.02 %

0.7246656 0/"

0.1246656 "/"

0.7246655 "/"

0.1s86653 %

0.1495987 %

0.7450654 %

0.79266s %

5206

5208

5208

5208

5208

5208

5208

5208

018

001

002

003

004

007

008

031

024

015

015

015

015

015

015

015

Land
Land

Land
Land

Land

Land
Land

Land

No Sirus Address
2830 Prewett
2824 Prewett
2818 Prewett

2831 Thomas St.

3315 Two Tree

2810 Prewett
2823 Thomas St.

8l72l2oo3

411412004

417412004

411412004

411412004

417412004

411412004

417412004

$35,000

$450,004

$450,004

$450,004

$4s0,004

$450,004

$450,004

$450,004

$35,700

$56,100

$56,100

$56,100

$71,400

$67,320

$65,280

$86,700

Schedule A
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Save Elephant Hill
November 9,2004

The Honorable Members of the
Planning & Land Use Management Committee
c/o Office of City Clerk
200 N. Spring Street, Room 395
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: File No. 04-1880 / CDs I & 14 - Motion for Interim Control Ordinance for Open Space

Honorable Councilmembers :

Save Elephant Hill, a community-based alliance of residents from Northeast Los Angeles and
South Pasadena, supports the Interim Control ordinance (ICo) proposed by City
Councilmember Ed Reyes. We are pleased that the ICO is moving forward since it will ensure
that land use in specified Northeast communities accortmodates existing topography; streets
meet current standards; and the area's important natural resources are protected.

In light of the extensive efforts by Northeast Los Angeles residents this year to protect hillside
open space in El Sereno from development, we ask that the proposed ICO be amended to include
Elephant Hill.

Elephant Hill is the largest of the remaining open spaces in Northeast Los Angeles. Located in
predominately Latino, working-class El Sereno, Elephant Hill lies east of Harriman Ave., north
of Cudahy, and west of Corona, Jennings and Portola Ave. North of Elephant Hill is the city of
South Pasadena. Elephant Hill covers 110-acre of rolling hillside and vitally important natural
habitat supporting numerous species of resident and migratory birds, animals from coyotes to
snakes, and threatened plant communities including the black walnut. The City Council has
heard from hundreds of residents of El Sereno and the greater Northeast area who want to protect
Elephant Hill from development that is inconsistent with the topography of the area and will
eliminate an important natural resource.

Of the remaining hillside open spaces in the Northeast area, Elephant Hill is at greatest risk of
development. Fifteen acres in the northeast corner of Elephant Hill will soon be lost to the
development of 22luxury homes and associated road construction that threatens to induce
additional housing that is inconsistent with the character of the El Sereno community and will
eliminate the environmentally-sensitive, natural buffer between the cities of Los Angeles and
South Pasadena. Unlike some of the surrounding communities, El Sereno does not have a
specific plan and, as a result, has suffered from the lack of protections such plans provide against
poorly planned developments.

//tu
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Finally, it is important to note that Council District 14, including El Sereno, has fewer park acres
per capita than neighboring Council Districts. El Sereno has 2 acres or less of park space per
capita. On behalf of the hundreds of residents who have written letters, made telephone calls and
tumed out to community meetings in defense of Elephant Hill, I urge you to include Elephant
Hill in the proposed ICO.

Thank you for this progressive piece of legislation that will promote smart growth in Los
Angeles. Please feel free to contact me for additional information.

Sincerely,

Qfiru.

cc:

Elva Y
Save Elephant Hill

Councilmember Ed P. Reyes
Councilmember Tony Cardenas
Councilmember Jack Weiss
Councilmember Antonio Villarai gosa
Northeast Los Angeles Open Space Coalition
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JOYCE DILLARD
P. O. Box 31377
Los Angeles, CA. 90031
Email: dillardjolzce@yahoo.com
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November 10,2004

Chairman Ed P. Reyes .

Councilmember Jack Weiss
Councilmember Tony Cardenas
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring St. Room 1010
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Planning and Land Use Management Committee
Agenda ltem 4, CFI 04-1 880

Dear Councilmembers Reyes, Weiss and Cardenas:

Are you prepared to purchase property for park use?

Much of the vacant land is now zoned RE20-1 but you cannot enforce that current
zoning. The four-house development at Twp Tree and Thomas Street should have been
the test case to preserve this land. State law could not block the owners from pursuing
their development.

We are attaching a schedule of land parcels by purchased by the firm Acc All City
lnvestments Inc. of Huntington Park. As yorlcan see, their purchase has inflated the land
values in the area. Please compare the purchase price to the assessed value. This is
absurd.

An analysis of open space and housing inventory needs to be taken under consideration
before any interim ordinance is even written.

The residents and owners of the area need to be notified

Our issues need to be addressed before open space can be a consideration.

The Mt. Olympus property owned by the International Church of the Foursquare Gospel
is NOT for sale. Why is the motion warranted?

Very truly yours,



Council File 04-1880 ACC ALL CITY INVESTMENTS INC.
Parcel Inventory

Address Type Purchase Date

Price Purchased

As of November 10, 2004

Parcel Assessed

Value

Assessed

Percentage

of Market

7.02 %

0.12466s6 %

0.1246655 %

0.12466s6 %

0.1,586653 %

0.1,495987 0/"

0.1,450654 %

0.79266s %

s206

5208

5208

5208

5208

5208

5208

s208

024

015

015

015

015

01s

015

01s

018

001

002

003

004

007

008

031

No Situs Address
2830 Prewett

2824Prewett
2818 Prewett

2831 Thomas St.

3315 Two Tree

2810 Prewett
2823 Thomas St.

811212003

411412004

417412004

4114/2004

411412004

417412004

41L412004

417412004

Land

Land

Land
Land

Land
Land

Land
Land

$35,000

$450,004

$450,004

$450,004

$450,004

$450,004

$450,004

$450,004

$35,700

$56,100

$56,100

$56,100

$77,400

$67,320

$65,280

$86,700

Schedule A
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Barbara Greaves -

I

NORTHEAST LOS ANGELES OPEN SPACE COALITION

The Honorable Ed Reyes, Chair
Planning and Land Us Management Committee
City Hall
200 N. Spring Street,
Los Angeles, CA 90012

November 9,2004

Dear Councilmember Reyes,

Agenda ltem#4 File # 04-1880

The North East Los Angeles Open Space Coalition (NELA/OS)
applauds you for bringing a motion to the City Council to draft land
use strategies and create an Interim Control Ordinance to protect
several natural hillsides in Council District One.

As you are aware, NELA/OS has begun working with Staff from
Council Districts 1, 13 and 14. Our goals are: to compile an inventory of
public and private open space parcels within the Northeast Community
Plan area; to categorize the nature of the open spacel to rank the Open
Space and to draft recommendations in a report to the City through the
Council Districts.

We have proposed to Council District 14 that additional areas, of both
Council District 14 and Council District 1, be included in your motion
to prepare an ICO while strategies are developed to assure these areas
are maximized or preserved for open space purposes.

The Council District 14 areas are:

Elephant Hill, in El Sereno;
ll/alnut Canyon, Moss Canyon aka Walnut Canyon West, Barryknoll
Canyon, and Paseo Canyon, in Glassell Park;
Moon Canyon area, Red Hawk Canyon, Marmion ll/ay escarpment, in
Mount Washington.
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The Council 7 areas are:

Mount lYashington Drive Canyon, Kite Hill lYatershed, including the
Jam es/B e ech/Glenalbyn area, in M ou nt ll/as hington.

We wholeheartedly support your efforts on behalf of the community's
dwindling Open Space and urge you to broaden the scope of your
motion by the inclusion of the above-named areas. By doing io, you will
be taking positive measures to ensure that large areas of contiguous
wildlife habitat, unique plants, beautiful vistas and natural spaces will
be available for our children to cherish as their heritage.

We believe that our combined efforts will produce results essential to
the goals of Open Space preservation and well-planned land use in the

Northeast.

Thank you for your leadership in the matter,

Yours truly,

Clare Marter Kenyon
NELA/OS Executive Committee
323-227-6491

cc Councilmember A. Villaraigosa
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Save Elephant HilI

November 9,2004

The Honorable Members of the
Planning & Land Use Management Committee
c/o Office of City Clerk
200 N. Spring Street, Room 395

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: File No. 04-1880 / CDs | & 14 - Motion for lnterim Conhol Ordinance for Open Space

Honorable Councilmembers :

Save Elephant Hill, a community-based alliance of residents from Northeast Los Angeles and

South Pasadena, supports the lnterim Control Ordinance (ICO) proposed by City
Councilmember Ed Reyes. We are pleased that the ICO is moving forward since it will ensure

that land use in specified Northeast communities accorrmodates existing topography; streets

meet current standards; and the area's important natural resources are protected.

In light of the extensive efforts by Northeast Los Angeles residents this year to protect hillside
open space in El Sereno from development, we ask that the proposed ICO be amended to include

Elephant Hill.

Elephant Hill is the largest of the remaining open spaces in Northeast Los Angeles. Located in
predominately Latino, working-class El Sereno, Elephant Hill lies east of Harriman Ave., north

of Cudahy, and west of Corona, Jennings and Portola Ave. North of Elephant Hill is the city of
South Pasadena. Elephant Hill covers 11O-acre of rolling hillside and vitally important natural

habitat supporting numerous species of resident and migratory birds, animals from coyotes to

snakes, and threatened plant communities including the black walnut. The City Council has

heard from hundreds of residents of El Sereno and the greater Northeast area who want to protect

Elephant Hill from development that is inconsistent with the topography of the area and will
eliminate an important natural resource.

Of the remaining hillside open spaces in the Northeast area, Elephant Hill is at greatest risk of
development. Fifteen acres in the northeast corner of Elephant Hill will soon be lost to the

development of Z2luxury homes and associated road construction that threatens to induce

additional housing that is inconsistent with the character of the El Sereno community and will
eliminate the environmentally-sensitive, natural buffer between the cities of Los Angeles and

South Pasadena. Unlike some of the surrounding communities, El Sereno does not have a

specific plan and, as a result, has suffered from the lack of protections such plans provide against

poorly planned developments.
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Finally, it is important to note that Council District 14, including El Sereno, has fewer park acres

per capita than neighboring Council Districts. El Sereno has 2 acres or less of park space per

capita. On behalf of the hundreds of residents who have written letters, made telephone calls and

turned out to community meetings in defense of Elephant Hill, I urge you to include Elephant
Hill in the proposed ICO.

Thank you for this progressive piece of legislation that will promote smart growth in Los

Angeles. Please feel free to contact me for additional information.

Sincerely,

ElvaYaflez
Save Elephant Hill

Councilmember Ed P. Reyes

Councilmember Tony Cardenas

CourLcilmember Jack Weiss
Councilmember Antonio Villaraigosa
Northeast Los Angeles Open Space Coalition

cc



<fontfamily><param>Times New Roman</param>Dear Ms. Greaves,

Please be kind enough to add this to the PLUM file 04-1880.

I will send a hard copy with letterhead.

Thank you,

Mark B. Kenyon

The Honorable Ed Reyes, Chair

Planning and Land Us Management Committee

City Hall

200 N. Spring Street,

Los Angeles, CA 90012

<bold>Agenda ltem t*4 File # 04-1880

</bold>

ttlfltttfl1il|it

Dear Councilmember Reyes,

The Mount Washington Home Owners Alliance supports the proposalto
instruct Planning to develop the appropriate strategies and tools need
to protect critical open space resources in CD1, and to enact an

lnterim ControlOrdinance (lCO) needed to implement this process.

Furthermore, we as.k you to expand this process and the ICO to include
additional areas in Council District 14. Unfortunately, our existing
Northeast Community Plan and Specific Plans do not have the necessary
planning elements needed protect the criticalopen space resources in

these communities.

The Mount Washington-Glassell Park Specific Plan was created to

counteract the deleterious effects of "mansionization" in the '80's.

We were successful in cutting down the oversized houses being



constructed at that time, when the Floor Area Ratio was formulated.
However, we have no ridgeline protection and there are no strategies
or plans for open space preservation at all.

The level, intensity, depth, and degree of development in CD 1 and CD

14 have proceeded at an unprecedented pace over the last two years.

Our communities are quickly losing the last remaining open space
areas, ridgelines, view sheds, and wildlife corridors. Once they are
gone, they will be lost for all time.

</fontfam ily><fontfam ily><param>Times</param>While our communities do

need more affordable housing we have a more desperate need for open

space and parks. CD 1 and CD14 have the least open space resources of
any area in the City and if we do not act soon they will be lost
forever. We owe it to ourselves, our neighbors, and most importantly
to our children to find sensible planning measures that will help to

create and protect these resources for future generations. impacts of
recent development in CD 1 and CD14, and that will provide the

necessary time and focus needed to create the necessary
recommendations and ordinances that would help guide future
development that would preserve our critical open space resources.

We, therefore, believe that a "cooling offl'period is required in

order to study the impacts of the recent intense development in the

hillsides of CD 1 and CD14. An ICO will provide the necessary time and

focus needed to create the badly needed recommendations and ordinances

that would help guide future development to preserve our critical open

space resources.

We thank you for sponsoring this motion and urge you to include the

additional areas recommended by Northeast Los Angeles Open Space

Coalition and Council District 14.

Yours very truly,

Mark B. Kenyon

Land Use Chair

Mount Washington Homeowners Alliance

cc Councilman Antonio Villaraigosa
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G1.A55ELL PARK IM PROVEMENT ASS()CIATION
E ],oEoxglaal LoaAtoE-E,cA gooG6 t ***-OFla!@)frt

09 NoveuaER 2004

THE HONORABLE MEMBERS OF THE
PIJINNING & lJlND USE MANAGEMENT COMMIMEE
C/O oFFIcE OF CTTV CLERK
2OO N. SPRING STREET. ROOM 395
LOSANGELES.CA 9OOI2

RE: FIUE NO. 04'I AAO. MOTION FOR ICO ON OPEN SPACE IN CDS I ENO I4

HoNoRABTf COUNCIIJT4 EM BERS:

THE GI.ASSELL PARK IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION SUPPORTS THE PROPOSEO ICO FOCUSING
oN oPEN sPAcE wtTHIN NORTHEAST LOS ANGELES. WE WOULO ASK THAT THE ICO BE

AMENDEO TO INCLUDE FOR RE-\'IEIAI OTHER AREAS OF SIGNIFICANT OPEN SPACE WITHIN CD I 4

oF INTEREST AND coNcERN WITHIN GI.ASSELL PARK ARE WALNUT CAT.IYON, MOSS CANYON.
PASEO Cenuvolr arvo BnRnvr<uou- Canvoru. GurssELL PARK rs HTGHLY UNoER-sERvEo WHEN IT
coMEs To oPEN 5PACE. TxE aeove-REFERENCEO OPEN SPACE AREAS OFFER THE FOLLOWING
SIGNIFICANT BENEFlTS:

I ) Ar-u 
^RE 

ACCEsSIBLE BY PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION, WHICH 15 IMPORTANT FOR THOsE
tN MoRE DENSELv popuLATED AREAs or Gunsseu- PeRx auo NoRrnEAsr Los ANGEI-S.

@or

2) AU- WOULD SERVE PASSIVE RECREATION NEEDS. WHICH
AvAILABLE tN Gunsseu- Penx. ^RE 

NOT CURRENTLY

3) Auu ARE ENVIRoNMENTALLY SIGNIFICANT BECAUSE d E.eCX SERVES A5 MIGRATORY
coRRtDoRs FoR BtRos AND ANtMALs, a) THEv EACH oFFER uNteuE HABrTAT cHARAcrERlsrtcs
SUCH AS WALNUT WOODIINDS. CHAPPARAL AND COASTAL SAGE SCRUB AREAS AAID C) ALL ARE

WATERSHED AREAS FoR THE Los AAIGELES RIvEN WHICH IS LESS TTIAN A MILE AWAY.

GLASSELL PARK HAs ONE OF THE LOWEST RATIOS OF OPEN SPACE TO POPULATION IN THE

CTTY. ON BEHALF OF OUR BOARD OF DIRECTORS, THE NEARLY 5OO COMMUNITY MEMAERS AND
ACT]VI5TS THAT MAKE UP OUR ORGANIZATION ANO THE GI..ASSELL PARK COMMUNITY, I URGE
YOU TO KEEP THE ABOVE-REFERENCED AREAS IN MIND FOR ]NCLUSION IN THE ICO.

I THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AAID CONSIDERATTON. SXOUT.O YOU HAVE ANY OUESiTIONS.
PLEASE FEEL FREE TO CONTACT ME AT ANY TIME.

.O

. PRESIoENT
PARK IMPROVEMqNT ASSOC]ATION

CoUNcTLMEMBER Eo P. Rev=s
COUNCILMEMBER TOruV CENOENES
CoUNcILEMEMBER JACK WEISS
COUNCILMEMBER ANTONIO VILIJFAIGOS^
NoRTHEAST LOS ANGELES OPEN SPACE COALITION

IPRtoE !N OUR CoMMUNITT

cc:

il
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MOTION

The Northeast Community Ptan Area is currently experiencing significant development activity,
particularly in hillside areas. As a result, these development trends in Northeast are shrinking some of the

remaining natural hillsides available near downtown Los Angeles.

Affected areas are all primarily vacant, and include: Mount Olympus/Flattop, at approximately
100 acre mountainous hillside area, a natural historical treasure; Paradise Hill, an approximately 60 acre

mountainous hillside area, primarily consisting of natural grassland; and DWP Rose Hills, an 11 acre

mountainous hillside including natural woodlands, wildlife habitat and water filling station.

Improvements of the abovementioned areas, Mount Olympusfflattop, Paradise Hill and DWP
Rose Hills, should be limited to those land use intensities that can be accommodated by the existing
topography. Furthermore, hillside streets should meet present City design or dedication standards to
avoid adverse impacts on public safety, vehicular access, circulation and the availability of off-street
parking.

Adequate measures must be taken to protect prominent ridgelines from grading andlor
development via the preparation of an Ordinance, that is consistent with the goals and objectives of the

General Plan to protect important resources and conserve the City's natural features. Therefore, an

Interim Control Ordinance (ICO) regulating the issuance of certain demolition and building permits in
the abovementioned geographical areas is needed.

I THEREFORE MOVE that the Planning Department be directed to draft appropriate land use

planning strategies and tools to ensure that the open space areas of the Mount Olympus Flattop, Paradise
Hill and DWP Rose Hills areas of Northeast Los Angeles be maximized andl or preserved for open space

purposes; and,

I F'URTIIER MOVE that the City Attomey, with the assistance of the Planning Department, be

directed to prepare and process an Interim Conhol Ordinance (ICO) to regulate the issuance of building,
grading, use and foundation permits for the Mount Olympus/ Flattop, Paradise Hill and DWP Rose Hills
areas as depicted on the attached map; and,

I FURTIDR MOVE that the ICO shall run for one year with two six month extensions by City
Council Resolution, or until the adoption of a land use planning strategy and tool to ensure that open

space areas of the Mount Olympus/ Flattop, Paradise Hill and DWP Rose Hills areas are maximized or
preserved for open space purposes. The ICO shall include an Urgency Clause enabling the ICO to be

effective upon publication.

PRESENTED BY:
Ed

.ber, I't

SECONDED
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