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BMO Council file 14-0656 / Case CPC-2015-3484-CA
2 messages

Maimon Chocron <maimonl0@yahoo.com> Fri, Nov 4, 2016 at 12:56 PM
Reply-To: Maimon Chocron <maimon10@yahoo.com>

To: "sharon.dickinson@lacity.org" <sharon.dickinson@Ilacity.org>, "neighborhoodconservation@lacity.org"
<neighborhoodconservation@lacity.org>

Cc: "niall.huffman@lacity.org" <niall.huffman@Iacity.org>

Sharon,

Please find the attached 142 letters signed by CD 5 and CD 10 residents. These letters include
residents’ addresses.

Please take a moment to read the one page letter. We believe our approach is a reasonable
compromise.

We are in favor of:
- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.

- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

In the event that the BMO is revised along the above lines, we would be happy to be part of BMO without
any need for "re-zoning".

Please be sure to show this letter and its tally of signatures to the PLUM Committee members.
Please confirm receipt of this email and letters.

We are expecting more signed letters. | will avoid piecemeal as much as possible.

Feel free to contact me with any questions

PS: | am sending you a 2nd email with another attachment to complete the 142 letters.

All the very best,
Steve M. Chocron
CD5 Resident / Homeowner

&3 BMO Signed letters.pdf
16806K

Maimon Chocron <maimon10@yahoo.com> Fri, Nov 4, 2016 at 12:58 PM
Reply-To: Maimon Chocron <maimon10@yahoo.com>

To: "sharon.dickinson@lacity.org" <sharon.dickinson@Ilacity.org>, "neighborhoodconservation@lacity.org"
<neighborhoodconservation@lacity.org>

Cc: "niall.huffman@lacity.org" <niall.huffman@Iacity.org>

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=e0c49b70e2&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15830e9c8d6c3a46&sim|=15830e9c8d6c3a46&siml=15830ebd96ae6481
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Sharon,
Here is the 2nd attachment to complete the total of 142 letters.

Best,
Steve M. Chocron
CD5 Resident / Homeowner

From: Maimon Chocron <maimonl10@yahoo.com>

To: "sharon.dickinson@Iacity.org" <sharon.dickinson@Iacity.org>; "neighborhoodconservation@lacity.org"
<neighborhoodconservation@Ilacity.org>

Cc: "niall.huffman@Ilacity.org" <niall.huffman@Iacity.org>

Sent: Friday, November 4, 2016 12:56 PM

Subject: BMO Council file 14-0656 / Case CPC-2015-3484-CA

[Quoted text hidden]
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMaansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

wame_J chrecvter
adaress: _1 216 J (//\UVLO QUL Vi
Neighborhood: _ L WM aw

Council District: CO K
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Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance {0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable fioor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my vaice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name K\/k/l g\\q(l\‘{\(;\l\/ ]
Address: é L{’ ( S' HC) ‘\{‘ }{H/

Neighborhood: u/\6> ( \ yA\ e &k/ v

Council District: 5 /
A . /0—=23Q —/ b
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Councii members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Genttemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview ot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concemed. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion."

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonabiy small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of focation.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name ,,_Av‘w':’ Av::\;z“‘r)
Address: _[ 7€ S Sh eshosrn €
Neighborhood: _ C.c< >+ Ui

Council District: _ (/) 5
Y 10/32/16

Signature s Date



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus}, this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing caodes and building/remaodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for tots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

e
Name kJC/SL\ M C"{‘% KW : G )c'g N
Address: 7) > S )/\94 ﬁ/ 0 P 0[ ) (,4 / C o
Neighborhood: T 22# v ca’

trict: C/ {

; Counc"C/é/ Lﬂ e/30/1,
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October 27. 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance {0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sg. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concemed. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion."

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name _Sl ‘A el = \r\%

Address:_ \F3S S, Sherlsourne O
v /

Neighborhood: Q@@\_ﬁ@_
Council District: _C._D)‘

sl o, O P ot T
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO}) intends to bring a more balanced approach

io real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus aver the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an aliowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. -
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

i respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Address: / 9’/'6 S Sﬁé?c’ gcﬂ_(.//’wcy D’L
Neighborhood: J= 7 VisC

Council District: €2 §

) {_,-{5'”.«/\/\(/;7"\/ WCye = V&

i
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMC / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate devetopment in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonusj, this lot would have an allowable fioor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. fi., essentially
prahibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of famities prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name_ <5 AM  ROGATIA S/k‘/
Address: _E‘l‘??'s ﬁﬂm \D{Z /L4 %5

Neighborhood: C t2£ STV !'I EL&]

Signaitire




October 27, 2018

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however. find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an aliowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

]
Name ,: ;:H gL

Address: l_l Q(p_\s_._.gﬁ.mm]( & QWD
Neighborhood: (AUILE 145

,,-—

Council D|smct

b . sl

Signature Date



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate deveiopment in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable fioor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

AUC TE NG

Address: 1738 S 5%&‘( e PV

Neighborhood:  Cve f{ujev

Name__

Council District: __ < P =5

2 /3

Signatre— Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentiemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO} intends te bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowabie floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name N&"(} kgll'\ﬂ’[jl'})

Address: l?q& i 5}\;,(13 /e b
Neighborhood: C*@(‘h’wu

Council District: C'\Dg

e

216

Signature Date



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. fi.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concemed. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowabie floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
name_ (LIS T ‘:;_Cf_l COSSMAM
Address: [7_[3 S - (5 H%)IJQNE» m s
Neighborhood: ('JQ%//QTU J?QLO
‘Council District: (' ‘! } :/2
Qw o)l

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exciude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story hames by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. fi., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name__ & L SN [‘}f .j,s em :_
adaress_ 1 749 S. Sherbourng Or '
Neighborhood: __ /¢ & j\/ 1 € w
; e

Council District:
7




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to rea! estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concemed. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name U[A/{‘%Q } ﬂ\d"jr\‘
Address: | [\ i

Neighborhood: A5V I f
&
Council District: Ck 2 =)

W R'QL[f TPSA

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | aiso recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values,

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. fi.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prechibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respecttfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely, 5 — '
iais Q_ A f’t O[ S r")a- %
Address: “ LIL S[\{\ ‘;) Culvite

Neighborhood: (‘ e Goortog s T

Council District: __ >~

O(L'\E ‘}r ’1_1_,//‘1}

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansiconization Ordinance {BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreaseonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and huilding/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name :E') b{cﬁb ’ Q(/LL‘LMO\

Address: 1 ! frf = B (i'.>h@m(_")(l'¥rm fj O k/‘
Neighborhood: CQ(:_:)’—[/ WA

r.
Council District: %70y

, /////5/ -2 1€
Slg{j}(

atire Date



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairmess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sg. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concered. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion."

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smalt dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market vaiue based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

{ respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq, ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name. 7455/%_ .Y f-:t\-?h"%q

S

- | ..‘
Address: 'é ple < S,.!i\:’,gézmb‘b"é— ()

Neighborhood: (. r& st N & w

Council District: %

ST
ke (/ i 1))

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Crdinance (BMQ) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concemed. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. fi. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion."”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

i respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possibie way. ! am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Al
Sincerely,

Name___ O e H(’ ?L:) 0y !

address_ 1 199 5. 5 hs « b Iy LA Cit qcc 37
Neighborhood: _Q_[_é_srﬁiﬁﬁ L)

Goundil Distriet:_C. )4~

R or— ARNTY L SO

Signature




October 27, 2016
Los Angeles
Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach to real estate
development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of their residential
properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its restrictions and that,
if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in general. For
lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason, and would preciude
families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. For example, the proposed .45 FAR on a
home with a 5,600 sq.ft. lot would have allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., effectively prohibiting two-
story homes.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached garages is
overly restrictive and would take away this much needed and appreciated option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on the then
prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

The current zoning was well considered when it was put into place, and it continues to serve our neighborhood well.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-RG. 1am in
favor of keeping the zoning as it is.

Sincerely,

Name Dawn Lee Isaksen
Address 1707 S Sherbourne Dr, Los Angeles, CA 90035

Neighborhood: Crestview

Council District: City Council District 5

'/ _' ) ’ e R e 77 /’\/ }'JC\/ (_f'

— =
o 3
Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Plarning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that wouid meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% alfowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowabie floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would | ave an allowable total square footage of 2,620 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name \W_Sé‘»*p‘-l féz(‘-c‘flﬂ,/\/l./' S
Address: / 7’]——5/-‘ S S ;6/&46 X AT K

Neighborhood: __ (;//c‘*’-s_/, VC:P_—C"/’
e
Council District: J

Signatys Date



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from buitding homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maxi: .um FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same fot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the roams to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots fess than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sqg. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

— B{'H.\/(t bielli'a

adaress: _ | FYY S HOIE Av _
Neighborhood: _f2LC @—Q’Dﬁfﬂ"ﬁjﬁr e e\ yi-e L
Council District: __ :)/_

R&Z’,'/f; (’7/6%'2.; NAE ")

Signature] ¢ Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would | ave an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider thal homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name j tho/ &;/\&\
Address: /67 Ho 5 /7’0/'} /?V‘k X
Neighborhood: p/c o > Ru-ét’f‘v&b-\ (((’.()\ i Lo

Council District: _2

< . | / o ég/,,

Sigmature Date



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentliemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new nomes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this ot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. ! am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name ottadebay
Address: _ <3 [ e o
Neighborhood: Cﬁ’”f v/

Council District: é;
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: Gity Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

|adies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that resicents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude famifies from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 so. fi., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-need.d option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectiully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name_ HOSS! ettt
Address: 617 S Hotr Rue
Neighborhood: _(lE€sT 1€
Gouncil District: 9

N = 2
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

i realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMQO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smalier than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairmness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maxi 1um FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion."

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sgq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name ?X/JWL //..RD ;ZVMZ/_/J
Address: (694 " £ }'/q LT pe G2 S
Neighborhood: __ C,/—QJ/ (/¢.'4f

Council District: {2
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring @ more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in aur neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:
- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.

- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name__— OS1_D.Teoce 721/ _
wsarssss 728 5. Sensudl A
Neighborhood: o s 0
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sg. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners w.10 purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sg. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patias. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name Mj ) (é[ oS TAATLT
Address: / W é S S "{CD\’\O@GM 7/C,—§ @z/
Neighborhood: _ (76;’4& ZVC

Council District: ___ 5
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. { also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too farin its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. Far lots smaller than 7,500 sg. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/ren odeling potential.

1 respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for iots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Name{f
Address: ﬁﬁ/ﬂ/ 6 /‘/0[
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing coedes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Pianning Commission, Council members and Ptanning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {(BMO) intends to bring 2 more balanced approach

to reai estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a rignt to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sg. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an ailowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents becatmne
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus. the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowabie total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. { am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. fi.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name. rBﬁ[(A——- B~ Romm
Address: _&Mﬁdm ST, LA 90035
Neighborhood: C-w'T'V‘M

Council District: __5 e
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the raoms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners w10 purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for {ots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.

- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name \\\JOﬂi—ﬂ'Yﬂm A’@@g:’/r,\

o U050 S Gerowh S Gogy

Neighborhood: ___{ (esTiten/

Council District: J_ =
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, ind that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be | eard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name /Z_"/ M4.(' Lva -",/,MD /K/ £
Address: / ?'/2. < S/(,L‘._,, }70\'«(’74. _Dr

Neighborhood: Cy ¢S ey

Council District: i
Ay 4;4/7 / [0 ~24- /7
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning. Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of scme new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable fioor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lol would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the roams to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. re gardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name & \\Q. h
Address: J kg Q\ %-

Neighbarhood: Q_C(.,QY \f‘L»—-) =

Council District: g_

Signature Date



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sa. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new 1omes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectiully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

o Viged Reesw
Address: ! @8’ = ‘S\\wfwaYN/ o
Neighborhood: Q,/\f_th\/‘\ Q/\A}
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable fioor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-need=d option.

Also, please consider that homeowners w.ao purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name " ldn Ll 'Tf‘( Lot e
Address: ) 75‘? 5 M"l[b’ /J/ §7L'
Neighborhood: Cres 7(' Vi 2 T

Council District:

3
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning. Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of scme new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
beonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3.360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sqg. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-need :d option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1 R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name } (ﬂ’\‘(d R° giiidin

Address:r s Lt3 R— : ST
1V

Neighborhood: (

ouncii Dlstnct

MJ/ sz» 'Sol_
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning. Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards develcpment in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance {0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevaiting codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

e Adis Vagsi

v

Address: { [1‘ 0\ g* CSLO /b&.‘i/’\ﬁ/fg/

Neighborhood: AV EANATSN)

trict: gg

[ ga!l@

Signature i Date '



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {(BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed inte code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sg. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason.
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners w 10 purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remaodeling potential.

1 respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name. 6\\(}\/ Qnly \?&‘SX\D
Address: _l_(ﬂ k\/l‘ S . Q\gybw{}\&_b(

Neighborhood: Q/“TMAJ—_
Council District: S

)o ‘I%OI&J\G

Signature Date



October 27. 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zonirig

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Councii members and Planning Deputies

Ladigs and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairhess and reason,
and would exciude families from building homes that would rmeet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the dispropartional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview fot of 5,600 sq. ft.. Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3.360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowabile floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot wouid have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. fi., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Aiso. please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerety,
Name@gg_ﬁm“, o
Address: €24 fA;\(A rome St - ~

Neighborhood: (r€StVicw)

Council District: __5




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning. Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

l.adies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code. would be disastrous to both the needs of famifies and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview ot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became |
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. fi. 4 |
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smalf dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. fl.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name_H{,A_L C.L* ‘RMK rnan
Address: B39 Awdwome St.

Neighborhood:  { peSt vited

Council District: ___j

G_('Vl/_((’ T

Signature e



October 27, 2018

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.; City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however. find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too farin its
restrictions and that, if passed into code. would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused ar extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smalier than 7,500 sqg. ft., iowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason.
and wouid exciude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.: Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became 1
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. + |
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however. the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2.520 sa. ft.. essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smail dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

. Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name _gﬁ}ﬁHij b e

Address: €34 Aicdwme St
Neighborhood: f.cﬁ,n VI e

Council District:

9
71;9 m/}{ _WYynie
SIL,lhllldL / Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning. Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentiemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends 1o bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. f also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that. if passed into code. wotild be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
vailes.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximuam FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason.
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimumn needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

iet us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5.600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
honus), this fot would have an ailowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus. the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however. the same lot would have an allowabie total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohihiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smatll dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and canvenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also. please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and buildirg/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

R@G. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name /,6 ’ O A é_L\JLLL(_DLJ\_
Address: \" ga* & ‘_S}Qnum'lackl—\ .S\’
Neighborhood: C e *%\p)___ -

Coun;,si District: é ______

AV S VNV




Qctober 27, 2016

Los Angeies

Re: BMO / Re-zohing

Att.: City Planning. Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

lLadies and Gentlemen.

i realize that the Baseline Mansionization QOrdinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balancec approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smalier than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to 45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Digsatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by rermoving
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
banus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sa. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowabie fioor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At 45 FAR. however, the same lot would have an allowabie total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft.. essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size ot the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages woulid take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. fi. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name,’{([})ﬁf 7R DA»—"_{MA/\S
Address: L?; 2 < ,_Zﬁ@uﬁb =TS
Neighborhood: C;Zg'/}‘f_u_&'_u) I

Council District: _____5;_

g

Signature



Qctober 27. 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning. Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

tadies and Gentiemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends o bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do. however, find that the fatest version of the BMO draft has gone too farin its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smailer than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exciude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatistaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowabie floor area of 3.360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however. the same {ot would have an allowable totai square footage of 2,520 sq. ft.. essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smali dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages woutd take away this much-needed option.

Aiso, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevaiing codes and building/remodeling poiential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. fi,
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name_ ’/h ¢ f| arm (Q

Address: _}’70 /- &SA_F:_CJ ({ S 7L
Neighborhood: (% /_(b;_-ﬁuj

Council District:

T gy B B XN E

Signature VR Date




October 27, 2016

iLos Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission. Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMQ} intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest versicn of the BMO draft has gone too farin its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, woulid be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaiier than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building nomes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborrood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sa. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus). this lot would have an aliowable floor area of 3,360 sq. . + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus. the same ot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a *McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however. the same lot would have an aliowable total sguare footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name,_F—A v/ A //‘"// s /(/ZLW )
Address: _/, 7 7 Y _'Léﬂ?fgf % S T
Neighborhood: _( 28T 1460/

Council District:

Al _/z/ngzé_

nature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att- City Planning, Planning Commission. Council members and Pianning Deputies

Ladies ana Gentlemen:

i realize that the Baseiine Mansionization Ordinance {8MQO) intenas to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residentiat properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in #ts
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7.500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reasorn,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportionai size of some new homes in our neighbornood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% ailowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR

Let us consider the exampie of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3.360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same iot would have an aliowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

AT 45 EAR. however, the same ot would have an aliowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. fi., essentially
nrohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages wouid take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevaiting codes and building/remodeling potential.

i respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. it., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.

- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. fi. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely.

Name. b C(/{/ j . @—_ G
Address: l?@_CZS y B@c&?o—?‘/Sf’
Neighborhood: __ C{%/_\AM_ —

Counci! District: 5

O NI )2 /%
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. I also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. fL., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name A&:\\NA&&Q(

address: 103 S, Dedfod St . LA cA G 00BT
Neighborhood: __oxng ST A/

Council District: "_Zl

ey ;)4&1 /// [20/6

Signature Da /




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to bath the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sa. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners w 10 purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. 1 am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely, .
Name M?Zg/ﬁr @L{)(A/V

radess: /1SS LoHexTImBrv~ L4
Neighborhood: _ Cff £ 3T/ EL{'

f
Council District: <2 o

/,Zafﬂf///j/?éﬁ [0-3/-)(

Cf/4' ?00.)’_)\

Signature Date



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Namem_g_fﬂgp\_@b\)_

adaress: 10 260 S Snellmrne Dy ™
Neighborhood: _ (€ €§i'\/}£14)

Council District: &QS_

Signature



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2.800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeiing potential.

1 respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sqg. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- QGarage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name._ /.5 ’/,4-6/ S/I\Q(q,C>"4/'
Address: I < S bﬂV]A./'\D '/"
Neighborhood: _ £ 24T /14 A /

o (OX

A a3l

Signature Date

Council Distri
N




October 27, 2018

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more batanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% aflowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sg. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. fi., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. fi.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name A

Address:

Neighborhood: W
Council District: &0 &

1/3/30

Date

Signature



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission. Council members ana Planning Deputies

l.adies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | aiso recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code. would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smailer than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairmess and reason.
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportionaf size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sa. ft.: Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot wouid have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. fi. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus. the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sqg. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however. the same lot would have an allowable total sguare footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonabiy small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having atiached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a rnarket value based on
the then prevailing codes and builaing/remodelirg patential.

| respectiully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. 1 am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq, ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
siiress: 700 S, BenrFopd ST
Neighborhood: _ CQ£3_}U = LJ "

Council District: C_\‘j}
V'f
L/, -

Slgn mn ¢ Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionizaticn Ordinance (BMO} intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recegnize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
ther residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. {t.; Under the old ordinance {0.5 +
banus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

Al .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rcoms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

! respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patias. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

— ‘\.Q/Q/Q} g‘/\SSm An
Address:%j é\? sy, L Qod Qf
Neighborhood: q QRS

Gouncil District: (D S

— 2 sl

Signature Date




October 27, 2018

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Cammission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR ta .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% altowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,60C sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name K@ L€ SO ST e

airess 1 728 S q@igead Wootds S
Neighborhood: CALIIViea)

Council Rigtrict: £ DS

( é‘i\ Wzlle

Signaturs— - Date




October 27, 2015

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Cammission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends 1o bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sa. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhoed can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft.. essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreascnably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Impesing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for fots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios, 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name_ M We Sug SteglN.
Aadress: Hbjﬁ’ S W 00SHeT g'\'
Neighborhood: (g ol n,

Gouncil District: LS,

4 iy jze T .
/ZL:{_N o _yj2lie

Signature Date




Qctober 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Cammission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentiemen:

i realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatistacticn
with the disproportional size of some new homes in cur neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus aver the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sc. fi., essentially
prohibiting two story hames by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dirmensicons.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages weuld take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am ocpposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely, /
e s K8

Name.

7
i S =S 7. p= e ¥ s
Address: _/ ;'2; 2 /‘L’:’[n LR (} A s LA Tew j%
Neighborhood: _ C [CESTL /4~

Couneif District: __( A 5.._,

Signature
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October 27, 20186
Los Angeles
Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I realize that the Baseline Mansicnization Ordinance {BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles, | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an exiremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would mest even their minimum needs. Dissatistaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighbarhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sa. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an aflowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lat would have an allowable floor area of 2,300 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square foctage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed optian.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

1 respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

/

Sincerely, /
&$M o N J\

Name

Address: /7 é 4 C (/U/C)()Sﬁ Jf_\
Neighborhood: OA)QWVL C)&&)

Gouncil District: A j - \.

Sovig

e £ i 1/ @ L / é
{ pak ‘!

Signature'




October 27, 2018

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission. Council mernbers and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estale development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For fots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude tamilies from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproporticnal size of some new homes in our neighbarhood can be resolved simply by removing
tnhe 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus}, this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansicn.”

Al .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasenably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. I am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Address: \7(__/']‘, S \: . i b
Neighborhood: J:Kiw 6/\4&//
=




October 27, 2016
Los Angeles
Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I realize that the Baseline Mansicnization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles, | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the laiest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7.500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and wouid exclude families frem building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in cur neighborhaod can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance {0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion."

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreascnably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name._ jz\ e VJ\"{ g h \Wl’k’é)‘a
Address: ! .—T”/} S(? (u&” V\./O oSA\( I//
Neighborhood: (ﬂtfix.; [v/l Elr

Coungil District: _A@E .
A2 | 2 | 24@@/ -

Signatuete Date




October 27, 2016

Les Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO] intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential preperties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into cede, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude famities from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview |ot of 5,600 sg. fi.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable flocr area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR withoutl bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,300 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreascnably small cimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed optian.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing cedes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name — 544 C Pavid /771 S

-

Address: /'7‘7 g 5 wisste— (A T 3=

Neighborhood: Crert ik o

Council District: __ -2

—_— Hj2//G
Signature Date

C.ﬁ‘)(o) Y77ICI'YOL§“



October 27, 2015

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

ta real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do. however, find that the latest version cf the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighbarhood can be resclved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sqg. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting twa stary homes by shrinking the size of the raoms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majorily of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and builcing/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
N '}4‘,\.@ | \('r !LL

ame

Address: \ 7 lz\f(}*..Sk - I
Neighborhood: CWJ\’V: oW

Council District: C D 5'

SHC [ 12/16_

< o4
Signature Date




| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed
to R1R2-RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.

- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. fi. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name ﬁ[?/m /)(’i’@-/z
Address: [%5‘ &9}3/‘(}/\)6 szA A ‘}{,75’_31/
Neighborhood: (CREST v IEW

o
Council District: =

CH ek r-1-76

Signature ~/ Date.




| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed
to R1R2-RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots abaove 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of lacation.

- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name }7F»i 2L {?f')’fs?!__,_

i ey D A0 Sl
Address: JLGY ) . Lodsier 59

Neighborhood: g / _CLESTv et
5

Council District:

Py,

&ghatux e/

©9
O,
~




1 respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed
to R1R2-RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.

- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
y 7
Cas A
Name AT R i T
o iy L O e 1
Address: H> I N B s A
: o SR )
Neighborhood: LB VAL v




| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed
to R1R2-RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.

- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name “Mﬁ_ﬁl‘f,]ﬂi_.é_.fm
Address: __/ U0 9, 1y} 00—5‘{70( ‘ ,g '
Neighborhood: __( (¢S L View

5

Signature Date.

Council District:




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMOQ) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angetles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, i passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportionat size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% alowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the exampie of an average Crestview lot of 5,800 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residenis became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreascnably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garagss would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market vaiue basad on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

lWMMmyWNMthM‘mewmmm-
RG. | am in favor of:

- MaximumFARofO.Sforlouhaﬂ'uano'q.fL,andmmrlotsabm?qu.ft

- Gmoxompﬂonuptomuq.n.nprdlmoﬂcwﬁm.
-1mummmmm1wquwmmmm

Sincerely, ,

Name Mpﬁ// //}b‘

Aidrans: [ 7O fre 4 Ry
cre st N

Neighborhood:

Council District: __é—___



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commissicn, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentiemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeies. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, howsver, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smalier than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude famities from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% saliowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the exampie of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. #.; Under the oid ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. fi. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and buiiding/remodaiing potential.

lmﬂdymuwmymmmmmmmuﬁoww.lamwwmm-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,600 sq. ft.
-ammmpﬁonwtom“.ft.romdlouﬁm.
-1mnnmmmmimnn&mmmwm
Sincerety,

Name C’q“é‘lbe’ ’ﬂ\ b/

Address: __ | 1O 7 Preuss RD

Neighborhood: ___{.(cs¥ view’

Council District: ___b____



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (8MO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sg. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion."

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sg. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners whao purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name ““"(V\O"‘&Q Lo .j‘ e
Address: \ 1M 6 ‘\’\(.H’ }L.fe

Neighborhood: ?‘{ L n,l‘._g p{&"*qw"

Council District: /2
C’jz.y/c’" [‘0'5‘7 .w-
J

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Councit members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

t realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, ‘vould be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sc. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless cf location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name /F/ﬁ\J F (il‘,%uﬂ
Address: ésq é J_., ¢ \/O_kl\_b\ Gy A @ £ ;}ﬁ ;
Neighborhood: op b P’

Council District: '5
s 0/79/1
Sivated—"

Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more bafanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimurn needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new nomes in our neighborhood can be resclved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

1 respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. I am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name (hd ; e IS f T 2 2D e A
7 ) — e s

Address: 7//)/ &f/ /f&"'/ e

Neighborihood: W‘)

Council District: ]

Dol

Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building "'omes that wouid meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood car be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3.360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. t am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name_,g-_)‘_ !

Gor—r
Address: ({S{/ /Qf/ﬂ) 3‘)
Neighborhood: C' ?57‘&/4’6«/

Council District: fz




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {(BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exciude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sg. ft.; Under the old ordinance {0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. fi. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an aliowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-need=d option.

Also, please consider that homeowners wio purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
o Temer Retasiz
Address: Vé ff Ct.J‘[,io S; #?

Neighborhood: _ N, ¥ ¢ SV

Council District:

WM; [0-30~/6

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential propeities. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would nave an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sg. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfuily request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.

- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
vome Choir Bewworivz
nacness: 3035 Ceshio St #Y
Neighborhood: | .7 ¢ SO Q-

Council D i§trict: S
/




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. ! also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowabie floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-need :d option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name 144&5' ‘()n‘/\ w /

J
Address: A FOX Pleo

Neighborhood: Pl O
t"

Council District: 2

Signatur



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Pianning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an altowable flocr area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sg. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners w 10 purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remaodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Name E> +"-'/ éL;?//(h
Address: 1(9'§ 5, WQ.’!?/({/ g"{
Neighborhood: :ga

=
Council District: i . Z

Sincerely,

1/61,/16

ey
Si%ﬁasu-re Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission. Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMQ) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting twa story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-need:zd option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. 1 am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name ‘—; l‘o (ll A
Address: ‘l X 5 SLGLWN. )r

Neighborhood'

Council Dlstrzct

////"//W/W/u

ngnatul e Date'




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Councit members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {(BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has cau: ed an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sa. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3.360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less tha1 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name. %& K:'l/ T""a.{“‘
Address: Iéfé ¢ S ;Aehgzﬂtlve“’ $T LA e Fevl T

Neighborhood: P) < v ,/:/2«;56"( S
5

Council District:

Signature - Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansianizaticn Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sa. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maxiinum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this iot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion."

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Nam

L, CHh ooz

Address:

Neighborhood:

Council District:

/'c")(/?q//é

Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMQO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable totai square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

1 respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. 1 am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincer

Name ei}‘)& Q “"‘\“'O

Address: 133(0 S ‘/‘)QO&}?—«/>T
Neighborhood: /Y CAY QOO’)( Ccesu-




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable flhor area of 3,360 sq. fi. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus. the same lot would have an allowable floar area of 2,800 sqg. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the roomns to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Impasing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name D Qg "\kt_hﬂ\a.ﬁmt
Address: S'S—}Z_,__ CMQ\FF‘ M{- 5 LA" CA- 90—? ; )/"'

Neighborhood: &«‘\A’rg e oA éd\.fﬁce;\-}‘

Council
ﬂ

istrict

; e \v-2&-l

pe - =
Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason.
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sg. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus. the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sg. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. [ am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

wne DALY FELDEERG
Address: /yglf) I’U- ﬁ%{/?ﬂc 51/‘/7

T

Neighborhood: GIQW»HI/A\/ (:’;4 C(,ﬁ

Council District:

Qmi%ﬂ_ﬁ/z/ 20 /¢

“Signature &



| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed
to R1R2-RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. fi.

- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.

- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name: Jacob Shallman

Address: 1121 south Orlando ave los angeles ca 90035
District: CD 5



| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed
to R1R2-RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.

- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name ,l/\' (.\n u\l/’ {grlf&,ﬂl\)
Address: i \m')l\j( N

Neighborhood: ___ A2 % \[ T\]

Council District: _S,QLD_;% DIO

\\V\k AL

¥

Signature Date.




| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed
to R1R2-RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.

- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name_ A EZUWrz f ge/,/g{ é
Address: /f/7 S f’{u"pTz /4&‘&_.——-

(A 7035

Neighborhood: (}U\{ A ALY

Council District: /O

gAY IR A S
Sighature Tote




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Councit members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

i realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMQ} intends 1o bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that. if passed into code. would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason.
and would exciude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhiood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the exampie of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the oid ordinance (0.5 +
bonus}, this fot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footlage of 2,520 sq. fi., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smail dimenstons.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages wouid take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that iomeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name §

A3 Yredss R LA CA 03¢
Neighborhood: y@@ :

(/]
lof2dle

D - Date

il District:



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Reo: BMO 7 Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning. Planning Commission, Council members ard Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I realize that the Baseline Manslonization Ordinanco (BMO) intends to bring a moro balancad approach

lo real estate development in Los Angeles | also recognize thal residents have a right Lo quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, ind that the Iatest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous <o both tha needs of families and 1o propearty
values.

The frustration of some residents bas coused an extzemely negative attitude towards developnent in
general. For lots smalier than 7.500 sq. ft,, lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds la'mess and reason,
and would exclude familes {rom bukting homes that would moeot oven their minimum needs, Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of sora new homas in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% alfowed bonus over the 0 & maxzimum FAR,

Lot us consider the example of an average Crestviow 1ol of 5,630 sq, it.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus). this lot would have an allowable floor nrea of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
cancerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would hava an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. R +
garage, by no means a "McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, howevaer, the same lo! would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majornity of families prefer having altached garages for safely and convenisnce. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needeti option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

1 respectiully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed te R1R2.
RG. | am in favor of:
- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. tt., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. tt.

- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. fi. regerdiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Examption for double height cellings.

Sincerely,

Name MO\)( &SIA&“ AU
Address; ___{ D2 P&USS ﬂU/

Nelghborhood: __ (xe3 W&
Council District: _{9___.

Hpnatude Date



T I BRI AR Y

October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planaing, Planning Commission, Caunci! members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentiemen
I realize that the Baseline Mansionlzation Ordinunce {BI0) intends to bring a more balanced approach

1o real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize hat residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
thew residential properties. f do, howover, lnd that the latast virsion of the BMO draft has gone too far inits

restrictions and that, if passed Into code. would b disasirolis 10 both the needs of famities and to property

values.
The frustration of some residents has caused an exlremely negative altitude towards development in

genezal. For fots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR 1o .45 exceads faimess and reason,
and would exciude families from building hemes that would maet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new hamas i our naighbiorhiood can be resolved simply by removing

the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR
Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,620 sq. ft.; Under tho oid ordinance (0.5 +

bonus}, this lot would have an allowable floor area ol 3,363 sq. f1. + garage. Some residents became
concemed. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would havo an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +

garage, by no means a “McMansion,”
At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an aliowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. #t., essentially

prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size ol the rcoms (o unreasonably small dimensions.
The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached

garages would take away this much-needed option.
Alsg, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did 50 at 3 market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remcdeling potential.
I respectfully request that iny voice be heard in the strongest possible way. 1 am opposad to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

~ Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots abave 7,500 sq. ft.

- Garage exomption up 1o 400 8q. ft. regardiess of location. .
- 150 sq. tt. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. 1. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely, '

e C_varartiony, Snen Ko
Address: \<K &Cx QY’:MBS @ 1 LA ﬂ&%S‘
Neighborhood: Wkﬁ'\/u@

Couricli District: ’0

wzle

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Gommission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. 1 do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too farin its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighbarhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordirance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concemed. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

t respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of focation.
- 150 sq. #. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name_s Soroh T_Gedlodo-
address: 907 Pruncs Lol
Neighborhood: __ (it Shti-iar
Council District: _(1) !f 2

Mjw ”/3/“’

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning. Planning Commission, Council memoers and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from buiiding homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportionai size of some new homes in gur neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the oid ordinance (0.5 +
bonus}, this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3.360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowabile total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectiully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. I am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up 1o 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely.

e 4OPei)  DARTOS

Address: __M&_pg_ égﬁ__
Neighborhood: _ q O(W #l G[@/E)Zb

Council District: _____C_,/

— /_.’}a//_o’___

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far inits
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less tha 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name ) oV MQ Wiy N\ -
Address: ) (1 L{3 _ P{—«?UJ'J \1 A
Neighborhood: __C (&S ;’a/(c_,-ﬂﬂ./

Council District: _ m&" O

— — 165k

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Councit members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansicnization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards develcpment in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3.360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking tne size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sgq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

name. F Loy AW Aaan

address: 1411 Sookh \&eg\t’r‘rt‘A

Neighborhood: 'Mul (l“v\‘ - (A Crenesa Heoght=
istrict: z' ’

< Me_— /’0130\\{@_‘

Signature Date

Coungil




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the exampie of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

i respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for {ots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
~ 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name%@p A‘ LTi2:0

. b ‘ 2
Address: __| q_ 4 q 7 S _Holl AVE

Neighborhood: _S - !QZO&’ RO TS 00
Council District: __/ (2‘ .

Rden ] DL 1030 ) 10

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude famifies from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhoaod can be resclved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the examplé of an average Crestview lot of 5,800 sq. ft.; Under the oid ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "“McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smail dimensions.

The majorily of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectiuily request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name (/"\Q( (?5 RQEV\
Address: iqCO JQ-S

Neighborhood: [l} Cie€n<gn

C,Of r\‘( V’(J S‘{'
(s '

Council District:

([=1~16

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMC / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sg. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size ot some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowatle floor area of 3,380 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage. by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sc. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners w 10 purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name ‘//ﬁ wi Zﬂ/(—&'w//é/
Address: /5200 £ (ergeons ///g&. ﬁ
Neighborhood: ’% ’\'7 ("’-’I'%

Council District: ‘ 0
S e / q/rg///

Signature Date




Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market

value based on the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. 1 am
opposed to R1R2-RG. I am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq.
ft.

- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.

- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height

ceilings.

Sincerely,
Tzvi Ferszt
1841 S Point View Street

Los Angeles, CA 90035 /
District: CD 10 /

Signaturf



Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market
value based on the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. I am
opposed to R1R2-RG. I am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq.

ft.

- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.

- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height
ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name: Yaron Hassid
Address: 1529 s point view st. L.A., CA 90035
District: CD 10
IS i
({aw\m. Hassid

10/27/2016

Signature



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

{adies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sg. ft., lowering the maximum FAR 1o .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new 1omes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a "McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The maijority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

1 respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1 R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sqg. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name Aakon Zﬁ/ﬁy Wj,é/'_
Address: /S L. Evtrcenl //p,\',/,,lj

Neighborhood: /:;/'VC S /

Council District: Z f 2
Ai_j% /9/59/06

Signal Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. 1 do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 saq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maxiinum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sg. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less thaa 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name ‘J\M'C/ ﬂDWLW
Address: &E

Neighborhood: Qf"&A Vo f\\\\

Council D|str|ct

""ﬁ'ﬁ No 4 QQI(,

auu c Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMQO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smalter than 7,500 sg. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new nomes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ardinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sa. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. I am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for iots above 7,500 sq. ft.
~ Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name ﬁ\lm SU&A(/&"‘V{/
Address: ((jl{(e Setorts O les W(ﬁ CRIs35™
Neighborhood: 01'(96" HU y

(O

Council Disfyict:

[l

Signa%rc Date

(U/'.’)O/(f/




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Councit members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7.500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus}, this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2.800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-need:g option.

Also, please consider that homeowners wno purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name A R %\/(‘—T‘c_‘—)
Address: (oS Boraee- ST

Neighborhood: AW @eST WMt
Council District: (2

Signature v O Date
i




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {(BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new omes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the ofd ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an altowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name

Neighborhood:

Clegle

10/ 2t/ s

Council Distric;

% L=
Signature Date



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has cau: ed an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by remaving
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sqg. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

1 respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. ! am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less tha1 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

/ .
Name \I}LM / M / lﬁ, %f ‘_{A
Address: /6// M ]%/Nf ﬁ%ﬁ/ "
Neighborhood: fi’ R (R EZ7

Council Bistrict:

A,
AN vt

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Councili members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowec bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus}, this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name. \JISmUl SL'{"G(M
Address: "",UI(& 5'{'(4'{‘\& _D’ . L”"‘"}‘j‘i CA%VK

r L
Neighborhood: ___t(Lityf W

Council District: _ [0

to] 3 i
Signatue \/ Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMQO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general, For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus}, this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concermned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The maijority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less thaa 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name Zé (f (/) L& /},/74’
Aadress:, SIS //igél,,!,@z/z%_ %(y Lt W%‘%’ Gler S~

Neighborhood: _/‘_’@/ rées

"7 A 27 2a
signdedre - Date !




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {(BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that woulc meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became |
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2.800 sq. ft. + |
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would i ave an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially

prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached

garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name._

Address;V /;ég g Cres(“\[» Ht"vitj L(JL
Neighborhood: F-;\"“C e b }.[66{4 FS

Council Digtrict: _LQi
N—  p-Z i

= o
Signature Date
/




1 respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed
to R1R2-RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.

- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name_ B sNe vt I GAC
rddress: 1AAVS Syecenn fo

~e

Neighborhood: (M S CCes \’n’.i(;,\’\}

Council District: _ \(J_____

&’ OJ}/CL"(D \U\%L‘\M:\\D
Signature



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to reat estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the iatest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exciude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% aliowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowabls floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concemned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an aliowable fioor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an aliowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, piease consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height cellings.

Sincerely,

Name_>i-¢v ' i W [’:L., £ A

acdress: 11T Seofh Swdl [ s LA G 63
Neighborhood:

Council District; >
e i P4 )
L B 1
Signature « - Date
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: Gity Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds faimess and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an ailowable total square footage of 2,520 sgq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. I am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name Hl@ AR A\;‘V) ‘\'Tl(;’\}

Address: | DD 6 ?Rcu_i‘j' RoAD ',-[.Pv-, N Que3g
Neighborhood: CRes1 VATw

Coungil District: __] L/

)BES—~ . 10/'?7'[7///;

§ig ature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of familiss and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus aver the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an aliowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot wouid have an aliowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rcoms to unreasonably smali dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remedeling potential.

i respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 8q. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.

- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.

- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.
. /
P, /

Sincerely: /-.‘_,/ / - ' ) g
Namsa/ | // ety (/U\/VLM /'I\’/IC'“"*'“‘?LL \/J;\'#C,L i
Address: k/“s‘)(« Y 1555 Rel
Neighborhood: (? £ES bvtice
Cou.nc{I‘District: _/__((_,i_
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(b lths 4i- 314
N\ ¥ Slafatare Date










October 27, 2016

L.os Angeies

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO} intends to bring a more baianced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that resigents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. ! do. however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in ils
restrictions and that, if passed into code, wouid be disastrous to both the needs of families and to groperty
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards gevelopment in
general. For lots smalier than 7.500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason.
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of same new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simpiy by removing
the 20% aliowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consiger the example of an average Crestview lot of 5.600 sq. ft.; Uncer the old ordinance (0.5 <
bonus). this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3.360 sa. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same ot would have an allowable floor area of 2.800 sq. ft. i
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an aliowable total square foctage of 2.520 sq. fr., essentiaily
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smali dimenstons.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Aiso, please consider that homeowners who pirchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

vame URIEC  S1CALA s
Address: {‘1?‘3 S C/\,QJ:QM AUL ( ) LA QOQ? Iy

Neighborhood: _L,A' e

Councti District: S—

Date

 hya



October 27. 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Councit members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (8MO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to gquiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7.500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason.
and would exclude families from building homes that wouid meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our ne:ghborhcod can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the exampie of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.. Under the old ordinance (0.5 -+
bonus). this iot wou!d have an allowable floor area of 3.360 sa. fi. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same ‘ot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sqg. ft. +
garage. by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2.520 sq. ft., essentiaily
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having atlached Qarages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years ¢id so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name, _\_\k\ i "\Q\__ Mf_\’_ )9.\’%..\‘3’

Address: \L‘ \S L? 3 (?'M‘tib_‘u }5%”
Neighborhood: _\_ .~ A"_)Rkk_‘l—}—g/’ (})’ L'G

Council Diggyict: 5 ooy an

Signat



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMC / Re-zoning

Att.: City Pianning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

! realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMOj intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to guiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the iatest version of the BMQ draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards gevelopment in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 s5q. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason.
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportiona!l size of saome new homes in our neighbornood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% aliowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sqg. ft.: Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowabie floor area of 3.360 sa. ft. - garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however. the same {ot wouid have an allowable tolal square footage of 2,520 sq. ft.. essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smail dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market vaiue based on
the then prevailing codes and buiiding/remodeling potential.

| respectiully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerety,

e DABHL. Jorhth BaesTein)
raress LS. ChesT of LA CA qooDS

Neighborhood: 50

4 16



Qctober 27, 2016
Los Angeles
Re: BMOC / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Councit members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {(BMQ) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to reai estate development in LLos Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too farin its
restrictions and that, If passed into code. would be disastrous to hoth the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For iots smaller than 7.500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exciude famifies from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% aliowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

tet us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5.600 sq. ft.: Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonusj. this lot woulc have an allowable fioor area of 3.360 so. fi. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same ot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. fi.
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smali dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having atlached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Aiso, piease consider that homeowners who purchasec in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and buitding/remodeiing potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for {ots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Neighborhood: _ ..’p ﬁ“’ﬁ—’_‘_‘(’jzd

Councti District:

Signatdre” Dale



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO} intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO ¢raft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into coce, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exciude families from buiiding homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resoived simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

{_et us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sa. ft.; Under the otd ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot wouid have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents hecame
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus. the same iot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by na means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however. the same lol would have ar allowable total square foctage of 2.520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smail dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. lmposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value pased on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

. Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of focation.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

vame (1403 ef STEMSCHRIBER_
saaoss: (123 _Lv'ealiA A vz, L4 77235
Neighborhood: j&u_«'{u@fd _lib,f/?c &x,-*r)
Gouncil District: _KEREGT. L~ g

BRI by

Signaturc




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to reai estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do. however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, wouid be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
vaiues.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building nomes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportionat size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus}, this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus. the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same ot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohipiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market vaiue based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. I am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

e M EDEL Stn)

Address: /%‘5“ kw._S_JVY‘
Neighborhood: Q (P

Counclil District: __5___ -

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO /7 Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning. Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentiemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO} intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do. however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would he disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For {ots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exciude famities from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resoived simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the exampie of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an aillowable fioor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some tesidents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,600 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however, the same ot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smali dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-neeced option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remodeiing potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name /26/)6& 2 ‘rc’h e ‘W +L
Address: ____éﬁ_/__@,’__. /"/ H()_é/c‘/?f(
Neighborhood: y‘-\'f_‘-’ o C _/‘\-_—’_'_‘r—\

Council District:

/o

Signatur Date



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I reaiize that the Baseline Mansion:ization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | aiso recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exciude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 4
bonus), this lot would have an alfowabie floor area of 3.360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same fot would have an allowabie fioor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however. the same lot would have an aliowable total square footage of 2.520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety anc convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and huilding/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. 1 am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. fi. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely.

Name_______&_(‘ /Z,‘CA. /6@ i 76
Address: /¢ 7 qu'/l /.P_

Neighborhood: |

Counci! District: f




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Pianning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends 1o bring a more balanced approach

1o real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residentiai properties. | do, however, find that the iatest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, wouid be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7.500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even therr minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the exampie of an average Crestview ot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5
bonus), this fot would have an ailowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an aliowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. -+
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 s5q. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families preter having attached garages for safety and convenience. iImposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name 4 [&LLA V/l—-:g/&_ )CéV
Address: _j\%é:_& 25 l’] ¢ {la 6€@d L( :j# 70/

< Dz
Neighborhood: D_(.,j E )




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% aflowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sg. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. 1 am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Heweor € Ruaren

Address: _t} 31 S JThgvanidoms S '-;"'za;) (A

Neighborhood: p’@‘ »é;gm; oV

d

Council Dlstnct

74 /A Al L/ 2 otl

ngmture Date



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMQO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sqg. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concemed. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to RtR2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

RRTI
Name 31 K\ oooea—
Address: K&D b \% “—(K Q ({

Neighborhood:

Council--Diict: spengn I__ S

d l/Zw(’ [ /4___,____._\4/‘\,0 “ ) AT e

Signaturg* Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: Gity Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentiemen:

i realize that the Baseline Mansionization Orginance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do. however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastraus to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative athitude towards development in
general. For lots smalier than 7,500 sq. fi., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason.
and would exciude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resoived simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. f.: Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowabie floor area of 3.360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. it. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same fot would have an allowable totat square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smali dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevaiing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possibie way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots jess than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for iots above 7,500 sq. fi.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

NamP_Dﬁ\ & 1Y S ole—
Address: _ l%?)—_gl_‘,,\ 4..,._,,(25.__‘\ £ J Fro)
Neighborhood: !f:j"__(-_ﬁ___&\ Q'D_"_?_r-_

5—
xS \\lHlL(a |

Date

:Sign'\



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning. Planning Commission, Council members and Pianning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real esiate development in Los Angeles. | also recagnize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7.500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairmess and reason,
and would exclude families from building hemes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of sorme new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% ailowed ponus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

{_ot us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sa. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
nonus), this lot would have an aliowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same iot would have an aliowabie floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “MctMansion.”

At 45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowablie total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting 1wo story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. I am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name_7 i/ A S HIR b
Address: [Y 36 . o2 STEX S7. e

Neighborhood: _ F/C© "1'206' 2 T

R

i~

Council District: __ %" .2
? 2

~
Yy wd

¢ '/,\

2

My rofé

Date

Signature -



October 27, 2018

l.os Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning S

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more baianced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however. find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too farin its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason.
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sg. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot woutd have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus. the same lot would have an aliowable floor area of 2.800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smail dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages woulid take away this much-needed option.

Aiso, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeiing potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed tc R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. fi.

- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name é_ S“{/“"—/ __Q’o;"‘"\
Address: (L WUD S @D\';\_T__\j\k) S
Neighborhood: __ L‘J

Council District: _ ¢4 _S

Signature

(i fu v

Date



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Pianning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more bafanced approach

1o real estate development in Los Angeies. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do. however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smalier than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportionat size of some new homes in our neighborhood can e resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR. '

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview ot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an aliowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. 1
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached uarages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and buitding/remodeling potential.

| respectfuily request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name & 'XM-MDM*- %__

Address: [\" 3 S Wes SyCY‘

Neighborhood: ___.?_f,Co' = M

Council District: ___:é.,..__

Signatud



October 27, 2015

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: Gity Planning. Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {(BMQ) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exciude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
honus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
conhcerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an aliowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentialty
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and buiiding/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots {ess than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name é_.( e (ZW"}—A

Address: (@M, 2 @\\-}‘ Ve oA

Neighborhood: (. KXL.,,)

Council District:

L — Wyl

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att: City Planning, Planning Commission, Councit members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentiemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMQ) intends to bring a more batanced approach

to real estate deveiopment in Los Angeles. { also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do. however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that. if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
generai. For iots smaller than 7,500 sq. fi., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude famities from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sa. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 -
bonus), this lot would have an aflowable floor area of 3.360 sq. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however. the same lot would have an allowable total square tootage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smaill gimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, piease consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.46 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely, ! N\ \
'\,’ . i &\ £ l

)\/:\\t\ k D) ‘Q(Mﬂt

Name O R A
RA LY QA =T €T 5 B sihs

Adaress: (_9\\}\ ) ;“ NL t ( ( A ( e B

e N xs e e i &%, gz i = :
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October 27, 2016
Los Angeles
Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Ptanning Commission. Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, wouid be disastraus to both the needs of families and to property
vaiues

The frustration of some residents has causec an extremely negative attitude towards develocpment in
generai. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximurm FAR 10 .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% aliowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR

Let us consider the exampte of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.: Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowabte floor area of 3,360 sg. fi. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR withoul bonus. the same lot would have an aliowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however, the same fot would have an allowabie total square footage of 2,520 sa. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smalt dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market vaiue based on
the then prevaiiing codes and building/remodeling potential.

i respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possibie way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincereiy,

Name_

Address: 1850 S, M‘P(
Neighborhood: Mx{ wmcL___ —

- J/é/ o




October 27, 2016

L.os Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission. Council members and Planning Deputies

ladies and Gentiemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMQO) intends to bring a more balanced appreoach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to guiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that. if passed into code, woulc be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7.500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason.
and woutd exclude families from building homes that wouid meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportionat size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% aliowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus). this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3.360 sa. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same ot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentiaily
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety ana convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please censider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeiing potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sgq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
v}/ -~ ’ l‘/ L /
Name__ ¢4 /G a, (< v S,
Address: ig G C/_‘a:’_"*ﬂ’ 1 L“)‘/-'é’“"/ L eI
Neighborhood: CD §
Council District: C@_S s

B y, /.f ) -/_,‘
;Z.Zﬂ_/(_ 2 4L,_{_ R4 éf"/ ey &

Signature Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Lacies and Gentiemen:

I realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMQO) intends to bring a more baianced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do. however, find that the fatest version of the BMO draft has gone too iar in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7.500 sq. fi.. lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exciude familtes from bullding homes that would meet ever their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sg. ft.: Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus}. this iot would have an ailowable floor area of 3.360 sa. ft. + garage. Some residents hecame
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. nowever. the same lot would have an allowable total sguare footage of 2.520 sa. ft.. essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms 10 unreasonrably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for satety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Aiso, please consider that homeowners wno purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on

the then prevailing codes and building/remodeiing potential.

| respectiully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for {ots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name YAHT SMMM__ .

Address: m‘_SFﬁIﬂEB“XHQ,’ #[ Los Aceces

A 919
Neighborhood:

Council Djstrict: _/D_________ .




October 27. 2016

LLos Angeies

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMQ) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to reai estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. ! do. however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed int¢ coge, wouid be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smalier than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and woula exciude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatistaction
with the disproportional size of some rew homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview 1ot of 5,600 sq. ft.: Under the old ordinance (0.5
ponus), this lot would have an allowable fioor area of 3.360 sa. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus. the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sg. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however. the same lot would have an allowabie totai square footage of 2,520 sa. ft., essentialty
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smail dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased n recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and buitding/remodeling potential.

| respectiully request that my voice be heard in the sirongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. 1 am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely.

>

e E7im_ thggh o
Address: \\1)' \ ‘:&\—J O‘\x M

Neighborhood:

e,
/7

Councit District: .

l




October 27, 2016

Los Angeies

Re: BMO 7 Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission. Council members and Planning Deputies

Lagies and Gentiemen:

| reaiize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {(BMQ) inlends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a rnight te guiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. ! do, however, find that the iatest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, woulid be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitide towards development in
general. For iots smaller than 7.500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR to 45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exciude famihes from bulding homes that would meet ever their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% aliowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5600 sg. ft.; Uncer the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an ailowable floor area of 3.360 sa. fi. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same tot wouid have an allowable floor area of 2.800 sqg. fl. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however, the same lot would have an aliowable total square footage of 2,520 sa. fi.. essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. impaosing delached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, piease consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. 1 am opposed to R1R2-
RG. I am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely.
Narne,_//‘_; L\\_Q _‘r_/J_(_Q\.V( )f’c— .
Address: ______L_‘i _Lf\_ _].._I&L/__..C__.{ * AVAN (?('()Z(/

Ne:ighborhood: _Z_/.O.\ P)Y_‘f__(_L_ \\m nCocr e ]pcL 1 k/
Council District: _/ 0 :

_ "Q‘/zﬂ’v Noy Y, 1016

Signaturg/ s Date
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Qctober 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Beputies

Ladies ana Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more baianced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. ! do. however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gene too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, wouid be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

t et us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sg. fi.; Uraer the oid ordmance (0.5 +
bonus). this lot would have an allowable fioor area of 3.360 sa. fi. + garage. Some residents becarme
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however, the same lot would have an aliowabie total square footage of 2,520 sa. ft.. essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
aarages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider thal homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeiing potential.

| respectiully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att: City Pianning, Planning Commission. Councit members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to cuiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do. however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to oroperty
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new nomes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% aliowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview ot of 5.800 sq. ft.: Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
ponus), this lot would have an allowabie fioor area of 3.360 sa. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowabie floor area of 2,800 sg. ft. 4
qarage. by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however. the same ot wouid have ar allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of famiiies prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, piease consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years il S0 at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

" e
Name_______\_-<_)}_—\_/_’_‘ I’Z.ﬂ_e___i,}'_«’ L2 irma )
wess_ 1AL U Gornins]

n. !
Neighborhood: ¥'fo / £0‘)£1’*\&3V\

Council District: _——5

C s g~ - Y-l
i/

Signature Date



October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMC / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission. Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansicnization Ordinance {(BMOj} intends to bring a more batanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the iatest version of the BMO drait has gone 100 far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code. would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an exrremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smailer than 7,500 sg. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the exampie of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.. Under the old ordginance (0.5 «
bonus), this {ot would have an allowable fioor area of 3.360 sa. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus. the same lot would have an aliowable fioor area of 2,800 sg. ft. +
garage, by no means a “Mciansion.”

At .45 FAR. however, the same ot would have ar allowable total square footage of 2.520 sq. ft.. essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensicns.

The majority of families prefer having atlached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing getached
garages would take away this much-neaded option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market vaiue based on

the then prevailing codes and buiiding/remodeling potentiai.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest posstble way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Address: ﬁ(’{/) MS‘TMW(
Neighborhood: _f?/w SOBET S / Bevi E)’Lu/ (V'S

Counci District: _ \ )

Sighatuire




Octoper 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMQC / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Counct members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMQO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. ! do. however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that. if passed into code, would be disastious to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smalier than 7,500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even ther minimum needs. Rissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some rew homes i our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% aliowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview 1ot of 5.600 sq. ft.: Under the otd ordinance (0.5 +
bonus). this lot would have an allowab:e floor area of 3.360 sa. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. i
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however. the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2.520 sq. ft.. essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms o unreasonably smail dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed opticn.

Also, piease consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

I respectiully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. ! am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. 1., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
Name Z“/J}-_?_;K/‘esy/
Address: M’. ._gf%ﬂ?_ﬂ_"#zuz'@ &g Yoo 25

Neighborhiood: 40“" 4“"%&5‘

Council District: ~C0 5

0 s

Date




October 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.; City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentiemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to guiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For iots smaller than 7.500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old orcinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an ailowable floor area of 3.360 sa. ft. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2.800 sa. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion."

At .45 FAR, however, the same iot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name _@‘/ _
Address: /[7'/

Neighborhood: __ =77 e

Coungil District: @

Yoo

Signature

Darc



October 27, 2016
Los Angeles
Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance {(BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residentiat properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMQ draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
vaiues.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason.
and would exciude famiiies from building homes that woutd meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by remaoving
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

t et us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5.600 sq. ft.. Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. fi. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same iot would have an allowable floor area of 2.800 sq. fl. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At 45 FAR. however. the same iot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonabiy small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please considger that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. 1 am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for iots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,

Name_ ’ 1
Address: ‘?_?il

Neighborhood: L&r% _ |

Council District: __



QOctober 27, 2016

Los Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission. Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO} intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, would be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from buiiding homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed ponus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview ot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus), this lot would have an afiowable floor area of 3,360 sq. fl. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR. however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentiaily
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smali dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Aiso, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market vaiue based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. | am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely.
Name_ XL\ B, ““ <;Q-\(\(\\\(r‘\'\
o
adaress: MW\ <5 éedg (\c*Q\_ ‘ ~>\N)r« \ 4Z B CH e G235

Neighborhood: CQ“S' U'E__’_\L._\___._
Council Dlstrld ;_15 )

C*”"‘*\ ¢ 1 At S

______ i e SR | | 21017



October 27, 2016

L.os Angeles

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Ptanning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

Ladies and Gentiemen:

| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more balanced approach

to real estate development in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. | do, however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code. wouid be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.

The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
generai. For lots smaller than 7,500 sq. ft., lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that would meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighborhood can be resolved simply by removing
the 20% allowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.

Let us consider the example of an average Crestview ot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the oid ordinance (0.5 +
honus), this lot would have an allowable floor area of 3,360 sq. ft. +- garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an aliowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “McMansion.”

At .45 FAR, however. the same lot wouid have an aliowable total square footage of 2,520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonabily small dimensions.

The majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.

Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and building/remodeling potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possibie way. | am opposed to R1R2-
RG. 1 am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardiess of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.

Sincerely,
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October 27, 2016

Los Angeies

Re: BMO / Re-zoning

Att.: City Planning, Planning Commission, Council members and Planning Deputies

l.adies and Gentlemen:
| realize that the Baseline Mansionization Ordinance (BMO) intends to bring a more batanced approach
to real estate developrment in Los Angeles. | also recognize that residents have a right to quiet enjoyment of
their residential properties. ! do. however, find that the latest version of the BMO draft has gone too far in its
restrictions and that, if passed into code, wou!d be disastrous to both the needs of families and to property
values.
The frustration of some residents has caused an extremely negative attitude towards development in
general. For lots smalier than 7.500 sq. ft.. lowering the maximum FAR to .45 exceeds fairness and reason,
and would exclude families from building homes that wouid meet even their minimum needs. Dissatisfaction
with the disproportional size of some new homes in our neighbornooa can be resolved simpiy by removing
the 20% aliowed bonus over the 0.5 maximum FAR.
Let us consider the example of an average Crestview lot of 5,600 sq. ft.; Under the old ordinance (0.5 +
bonus). this iot wou'd have an ailowable floor area of 3.380 su. fi. + garage. Some residents became
concerned. At 0.5 FAR without bonus, the same lot would have an allowable floor area of 2,800 sq. ft. +
garage, by no means a “MchMansion.”
At .45 FAR, however, the same lot would have an allowable total square footage of 2.520 sq. ft., essentially
prohibiting two story homes by shrinking the size of the rooms to unreasonably smali dimensions.

he majority of families prefer having attached garages for safety and convenience. Imposing detached
garages would take away this much-needed option.
Also, please consider that homeowners who purchased in recent years did so at a market value based on
the then prevailing codes and buiiding/remadeiing potential.

| respectfully request that my voice be heard in the strongest possible way. | am opposed to R1R2-

RG. 1 am in favor of:

- Maximum FAR of 0.5 for lots less than 7,500 sq. ft., and 0.45 for lots above 7,500 sq. ft.
- Garage exemption up to 400 sq. ft. regardless of location.
- 150 sq. ft. Exemption for covered patios. 100 sq. ft. Exemption for double height ceilings.
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