15-1013

OFFICERS H C N C HISTORIC CULTURAL NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
Brian Kito, President c/o Koban 307 E First Street
Alan Kumamoto, 18 Vice President Los Angeles, CA 90012
George Yu, 2™ Vice President

Mark Rothenberg, 3rd Vice President
Shirley Zhang 4t Vice President
Lydia Moreno, Treasurer

President: tmanjuman@msn.com
Secretary: hencla@gmail.com

t. 213.849.0012

1 213.613.0282

HCNC Urban Design & Land Use Committee

August 11, 15

City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272
Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Planning Commission Members

Request
Please consider this letter as a formal request by the Historical Cultural Neighborhood Council (HCNC) of the City

of Los Angeles to: (1) reject the plan proposed by the City of Los Angeles Planning Department to create a new
Hybrid Industrial Zone for the City of Los Angeles and (2) to instruct the Planning Department’s staff to properly
prepare a new land use ordinance specifically for the Arts District of Downtown Los Angeles that will both
complement and enhance the inherent creative values of the Arts District.

Background
In early 2014, staffers of the City of Los Angeles Planning Department were assigned to reach out to the

stakeholders of the Arts District to review a City-inspired proposal to create an Arts District Interim Ordinance that
would allow the construction of ground-up live/work lofts. The stakeholders were told that this Ordinance was the
City’s attempt to stop the practice of spot-zoning, which had alarmed the community when projects like Mura,
Savoy, and One Santa Fe were developed.

What appeared to be an honest initial attempt to respect and protect the artistic and architectural character of the
Arts District, quickly evolved into what felt like an assault against responsible development that was apparently
orchestrated by a number of large-scale real estate developers and their respective land use consultants to alter
the unique fabric of the Arts District by allowing the continued construction of thousands of ill-conceived wooden
apartments sitting atop token retail space on the ground floor.

When the Arts District’s stakeholders were finally able to review the first draft of the Planning Department’s original
ordinance in mid-2014, it was clear to the stakeholders that, despite the sincere feedback the local community
provided to City staff regarding its unique needs, notwithstanding the promises that City staffers in turn made to the
stakeholders, the Ordinance they created did little to incorporate such needs and desires of the local community. In
short, the needs of the very stakeholders, who were responsible for the continued growth and success of the Arts
District, were largely ignored.

Action

As a result of the City’s actions, the community mobilized quickly, and after a joint effort by highly trained local
professionals in the fields of urban planning, land-use, architectural design, and real estate development, the
community drafted an alternate Ordinance for the Arts District that is supportive of responsible development. That
Ordinance, attached, was forwarded to the City’s planning staff, the Director of the City’s Planning Department, and
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other City government representatives for their review in early 2015. To a great degree, the future envisioned by
members of this community is far more thoughtful and creative than the one envisioned by current City staffers
currently assigned to this endeavor. In fact, the philosophical tenets of the community-inspired Ordinance,
complements the conclusions derived by local residents and business owners in the Arts District who participated in
multiple, widely publicized and attended local planning charettes commonly referred to as Uncommon Ground that
was held at SCI-Arc in 2013 and 2014. Here are links to the two most recent charettes: http://ladadspace.org/wp-
content/uploads/2013/06/UncommonGround-4.pdf andhttp://hcncla.org/hoodarts/lUG3_Final.pdf).

Resuit

It has been brought to our attention by several publicly elected members of HCNC, that the techniques and
methods employed by the City when creating their version of this new Ordinance, were not as open and
transparent as one would have expected from a public body responsible for creating an Ordinance that would have
such a far reaching effect on the overall City. Specifically, the Planning Department, without engaging the Arts
District in any meaningful discussion beforehand, recently announced that this new Ordinance, that had previously
targeted the Arts District for implementation, would now be implemented Citywide. Since it is believed that the Arts
District is one of the only Industrial neighborhoods in Los Angeles that would be impacted by this new “citywide”
ordinance, right or wrong, the Arts District's stakeholders interpreted this move as a diversion, intended by the City
to obviate the City’s need to seek out and respond to the Art's District’s continued input. -

Although one would think that the effort to create a new City-wide land-use zone should be shared with the group
most affected by such a change, it has become very clear to members of the community that significant pressure is
being applied to the planners and politicians from a group of real estate developers with significant property
interests in the Arts District. It appears that they are demanding, and the city planners are providing them, with the
tools they need to financially exploit the community to its detriment.

This new strategy adopted by the city’s Planning Department is catastrophic for the Arts District, which will now
have to become the watchdog for every project in the area that is requesting a zone change under this new
Ordinance. Conversely, the unintended consequence of this Ordinance from the developers’ perspective is their
complete lack of certainty from government representatives with respect to the final entitled outcome of their
development. As we all know, seeking a zone change for a project is time consuming, expensive, and highly
discretionary from a political perspective. It is fraught with the potential for political conflicts of interest and
corruption, all of which should not be part of this process.

What's missing?

Mature Leadership. The lack of mature leadership in city government is glaringly evident when an engaged and
experienced community, with a highly successful urban story, is not openly embraced, recognized or heard when a
critical, far reaching, city-wide land-use policy is being crafted — a policy that should be forward thinking and
hopefully implemented as a model for other parts of our great city. The Arts District community, which is an
important part of the HCNC, has significantly researched, prepared, and presented a well-organized proposal that
enjoys wide-spread support at both the constituency and professional levels. its proposed Ordinance should be
taken seriously.

HCNC would like to work together with the Planning Department in creating an Arts District ordinance that would be
a source of pride for the City of Los Angeles and our very passionate, engaged community for the foreseeable
future.

Sincerely,
Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council

Mark Alan Rothenberg, AIA, NCARB
Chair, HCNC Urban Design & Land Use Committee

MAR/mr
cc: HCNC UD/LUC, file
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From: PRICE LATIMER AGAH

City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272
Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone
Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning
proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will
introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (HI})-Zone in its presentation. I find this extremely
troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a local
(geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the
HI Zone will in fact allow them to build type III & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area
in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts District




Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles River Artists & Business Association
(LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. I would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, I am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. I ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to the
drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts District
Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence of self-
interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: PRICE LATIMER AGAH

Signature: M W

Date: 08/09/15
Email: PRICE@PIZZANISTA.COM
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RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone
Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. It is further my
understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in
its presentation. I find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District
Leadership commissioned an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was
professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the
Planning Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly
ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in the
Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by publicly
stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use
solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of proposing an
Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-Zone. This approach ignores
the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their
new draft is a result of back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of
the community and to completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in
the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow
interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the HI Zone will
in fact allow them to build type III & type V apartments. These types of buildings will harm the
availability of productive and creative space, will impact the neighborhood character, ignore
existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our community which is the prime reason these
developers were attracted to this area in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals and
organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and experienced
real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural Neighborhood
Council (HCNC), Arnts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles River Artists
& Business Association (LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many
diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In
fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature-of our community,

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind
dismissing our proposal. 1 would like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public
and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group of developers.



Further, I am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts
District. I ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to the drawing board,
compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with
the Arts District leadership without the influence of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Ronald B Ownbey

Si@ature: W W@\

August 10, 2015

Date:

Email: rownbey@sbcglobal.net



mailto:rownbey@sbcglobal.net

Arts District Community Council LA

August 5, 2015

City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272
Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone
Dear Planning Commission Members-

This letter is asking you to reject the request by the City of Los Angeles Planning Department to create a new
Hybrid Industrial Zone and to instruct planning staff to properly complete a land use ordinance for the Arts
District of Downtown Los Angeles that will maintain and further develop the creative and productive value
demonstrated by the community to date.

Backqround
In the early part of 2014, the department’s staff planners reached out to the community and proposed to create

the Arts District Interim Ordinance; a limited ordinance to allow the construction of ground-up live/work lofts.
The ordinance was an attempt to stop the practice of spot-zoning, something that alarmed the community when
projects like Mura, Savoy, and One Santa Fe showed up on the landscape.

What appeared to start as an honest attempt to respect and protect the incredible achievements of the Arts
District community quickly turned into a frontat assault orchestrated by a number of large-scale housing
developers and local land use consultants to cover the neighborhood with thousands of wood-constructed
apartments sitting over token retail space on the ground floor.

Action

When the Arts District community was able to review the first draft of the original ordinance issued by the city’s
Planning Department in mid-2014, it was clear that, despite the promise for the ordinance to be limited to 1,500
housing units, the draft would forever alter the trajectory of the neighborhood.

The community mobilized quickly, and in a joint effort with highly trained professionals in the field, drafted an
alternate ordinance for the Arts District that is pro-development, reflecting a more thoughtful, creative process
worthy of the future envisioned by residents and business cwners in the neighborhood who participated in
multiple planning charettes known as Uncommon Ground (here are links to the two most recent

ones: hitp://ladadspace.org/wp-content/upioads/2013/06/UncommonGround-

4.pdf andhttp://hcncla.org/hoodarts/UG3 Final.pdf).

The attached proposal was submitted at the early part of 2015 to the city's staff planners, the Director of the
city’s Planning Department, and our City Government representatives for their review.

Result

In a way that was not open and transparent, the Planning Department changed course without informing the
community directly impacted by their actions. Instead, the powers that be decided to sidestep the community’s
thoughtful and engaged input by taking a strategic diversion to create a new type of zoning presumably for the
rest of the city, but seemingly forgetting the fact that the Arts District is one of the only industrial neighborhoods
in Los Angeles that would be impacted by this ordinance.

Although one would think that an effort like creating a new Zone typology should belong to the group in the
thick of dealing with the issues, it has become very clear that pressure applied on the planners and politicians

1855 Industrial St. Ste 106 | Los Angeles, CA 90021 | info@adccla.org | www.adccla.org | (323) 394-9164



http://ladadspace.org/wp-content/upioads/2013/06/UncommonGround-4.pdf
http://ladadspace.org/wp-content/upioads/2013/06/UncommonGround-4.pdf
http://hcncla.orq/hoodarts/UG3_Final.pdf
http://www.adccla.org

A
D C
NP
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is coming from a significant group of developers with property interests in the Arts District. It appears they are
demanding city staff planners to provide them with the tools to take overpriced land and offset their costs by
building massive cheap housing and hotel rooms.

This new strategy adopted by the city’s Planning Department is catastrophic for the community, which now has
to become the watchdog for every project requesting a zone change. Further, the unintended consequences for
the developers is the complete lack of certainty as to what to expect for their project as the process of a zone
change and the plan amendment is highly discretionary, highly suspect, and seemingly infected with political
gunmanship.

What is missing?

Mature Leadership. The lack of mature leadership in city government is glaringly evident when an engaged
and experienced community with a highly successful urban story is not recognized or heard when a land-use
policy is being crafted; one that is forward thinking and can hopefully be a model for other parts of the city. Our
Arts District community has significantly researched, prepared, and presented a well-organized proposal that
enjoys wide-spread support at both the constituency and professional levels.

We'd like to work together with the Planning Department in productive ways as enjoyed in the past, and create
an Arts District ordinance that would be a source of pride for the City of Los Angeles and our very passionate,
engaged community.

Sincerely,

Kanepolm,

Dr. Ran Boytner
President, ADCCLA
Arts District Community Council LA

1855 Industrial St. Ste 106 | Los Angeles, CA 90021 | info@adccla.org | www.adccla.org | (323) 394-9164
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LARABA

LOS ANGELES RIVER ARTISTS’ AND BUSINESS ASSOCIATION

August 3, 2015

City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272
Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission:

On behalf of the Los Angeles River Artists and Business Association (LARABA),
this letter is respectfully asking you to postpone the approval of the Planning
Department’s proposal to create a new Hybrid Industrial (HI) Zone until Recode
LA is formally approved as the implications of this proposed HI Zone are far
reaching, and therefore, should not be hastily approved at the request of property
developers, most of whom are not concerned with the long-term effects this
zoning will have on industrial neighborhoods throughout our City.

And further, we request that you instruct Planning Department Staff to either
eliminate the Arts District from this proposed HI Zone entirely and/or properly
complete a Land Use Ordinance specifically written for the Arts District that
reflects the unique nature of the neighborhood and the will of our community,
which is very much in favor of growth and change, but only the type that supports
and builds upon the unique history and character of this neighborhood as a
global center for art and culture.

Sincerely,

The Entire Board of Directors of the Los Angeles River Artists and Business
Association (LARABA)

N

Christopher Fudurich - President

Los Angeles River Artists and Business Association is a 501(c)4 organization  www.laraba.org
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Our Letter & Signers

An Open Letter from Urban and Civic Leaders to the Los Angeles City Council and Department of City Planning: The
undersigned are a group of community members and leaders, architects, urban planners, developers, and academics who
deeply care about the future of the Arts District in Downtown Los Angeles. The Arts District is a unique and irreplaceable
part of Downtown Los Angeles and we hope the City Council adopts a specific plan that will preserve the defining
characteristics of our neighborhood — a plan designed to build on the innovation, creativity, and economic activity
developed over the last three decades. The Arts District is a prime example of how proper planning and zoning can
transform a blighted urban center. The Artist-in-Residence Ordinances have empowered artists and entrepreneurs to re-
imagine and re-purpose an area that had been severely underutilized. If the Arts District is to maintain its unique place
as a vibrant center of creativity, economic prosperity, and diversity, a forward thinking land use policy should be
adopted, a policy that will safeguard and promote these values. Rigid building codes and out-of-date urban planning
practices should be set aside while a thoughtful evaluation of new tools is being conaucted. The attached proposal for an
Interim Land Use Policy framework in the Arts District was created with the goal of maintaining and strengthening the
extraordinary diversity which has been a defining hollmark of the Arts District. It ensures that new projects will maintain a
balance of creative space and live/work space. The proposal seeks to ensure that the creation of any new live/work spaces
maintains the distinctive live/work environment characteristic of the Arts District — and does not promote the
suburbanization of this vital urban center. Los Angeles has many multi-family residential neighborhoods, like West LA, but
it has only ONE Arts District in Downtown Los Angeles. It is critical that the new area plan be designed to build on rather
than undermine the defining characteristics of the Arts District.Specifically, we advocate that Type | and I! buildings must
be the primary method of construction and an appropriate density should be afforded to offset the cost of construction.
Wood structures should be constructed in a way that will maximize the flexibility and adaptability of design and must
maintain commercial capabilities. Live/work units should be designed with true live/work utilization in mind. Livetwork
should provide the flexibility and structural integrity that promotes multiple uses. Live/work should not be diluted into a
vejled excuse for turning the Arts District into a bedroom community. Ground floor space should be dedicated to
traditional uses that enhance the pedestrian experience. It is wholly inconsistent with the characteristics of the District to
undermine the pedestrian experience by allowing ground level parking. New construction in the Arts District should
provide parking below or above street level. We feel strongly that the Department of City Planning should craft a land use
policy based on the long-term best interest of Los Angeles and the community as a whole, a policy that is uniform ond
evenly applied, a policy that protects the defining characteristics of the District, and a policy that is not subject to endless
variances granted to satisfy the needs of specific developers. We encourage you to use the attached draft ordinance as the
building block for creating a meaningful land use policy for the Arts District. Respectfully, Here you will find the people
behind the design of this ordinance and the people who support it. We would like to add your name too. You
can lend your voice here.
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From:

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

[t is my understanding that the Planning Department {PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact will allow them to build type 11l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, Industrial District Green and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: (Q op (}3%&
Signature: @\%ﬁ&\
Date: /‘Z/I{

Email: [ ~=Sgercee @ road cvanes. com
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From: Q’bmm’({ @@@/

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. 1 find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact will allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, Industrial District Green and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, I am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: 4 {j l«-(’ffm(/{.ﬂ AN I2S

- ({ S
Signature: Dep ot /586’) Z

Date: g//‘(J*(/ 2075

Email: Azo ehaen €S ACGCLoA L/wz.7[
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From: @\/\ C < QC:’(‘:/ v\

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N, Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact will allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council {HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, Industrial District Green and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. I would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: ﬁf‘, Qﬁ*“}

Signature: //&‘ /ﬁ/
Date: g/’%’ /5

Email: Po‘a;'\hu@%?v\ £ 61@@{ | (om
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From: Serp Ca@ua®

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

it is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial {Hl)-Zone in its presentation. I find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,

of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact will allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, Industrial District Green and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

i am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. 1 ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Do~ Bagnci

T - e e e e
Sign atm
Date: /éféf/’/ 5
Email: FEMZHARTRG MA L . oM
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From: @fﬁ/" %S///?

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. I find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the H!
Zone will in fact will allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, Industrial District Green and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unigue nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: yf‘e/’ /%Q/m
Signature: ///%V /%%

Date: 9/9//5”‘
Email: 74//77(/‘;/7&/?&? 771 ﬁd&/(ﬂm
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VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local {(geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,

of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact will allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, dasssialbisteictGeaan and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. 1 would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. I ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: M\ﬁtm/\m {iau.

— Ty

Date: g[ / 15

Email: matthew, o, Yaye @ 4 pnac|.coM
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From: Plimvay MNuiLLeC

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial {HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI 3
Zone will in fact will allow them to build type 1ll & type V apartments. These types of

buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in

the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, 4neustriat-Bistriet-Greemand LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Nigvan Myt

Signature:C:“‘ll'/ﬁ\‘xzt
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From: W /h/“%ﬁ

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

it is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial {Hl}-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact will allow them to build type lil & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, NGNS 2 nd LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

- Suodim el ly

Signature: %Mw }4/%

Date: X‘“ -/ (

Email: )(’Vl {/ [! @ /%ﬁﬁ, (/M
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From: A{Q ¥ AL\@@‘/

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N, Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

PO
It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning
proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. I find this extremely
troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

tocal (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact will allow them to build type i1l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, reustriakbistriet-Green and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization), The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale

behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name:  Adex. ALOUL‘W'/
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From: ﬁ/\/k ),//‘\—7//? £ 0

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,
W F Sl h AN e

it is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may-not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact will alow them to build type 11l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, eusteak-Bistrietoreen and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

v

Signatureﬁfj//é'
Date: < / f// /S

Email: Caz VﬁnA e &2 & fywm/-cnm

Name: 7z AN //7)4&4«‘7&/ o
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From: g Cffy'yj;f C)\m O

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI}-Zone in its presentation. 1 find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015, The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the H!
Zone will in fact will allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, Industrial District Green and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compe! them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: EO‘tOj\ﬁL 4 OW\C\(
Signature: J/J//? C—

Date: ) t8\f® (’T
Elroo ¢ 160G \vve- Com
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VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professmnally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored. &

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits, Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact will allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, mdustriat-Distriet-Green and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: é/ V&r’og /ML/K/ 1
—Ga

oot 0%7 05/ [

cmal:  CALU wq mclea Lr%@w
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From: %:ZAMK l/&'vF 2/ 0

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI}-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may-not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined} ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,

of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact will alow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC}, Arts District Community

Council, lrehistrietBistiet-oreen and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: j:;;%/v’/” /ﬂ)/‘}—wﬁiﬁl )

va

Sign.aturef?:///(’
Date: Cz;/ f/ /S

Email: (’((761)4\// é‘g‘é] "’)W“U/-Cnﬂd
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From: éed\gfi/a_ M.k le

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

Cr A et 27, 3 .
It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning
proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial {Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely
troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elemeits that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,

of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the H|
Zone will in fact will allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, lmeustnis-bistsiot-oreemend | ARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: 6"’5?0%[,{ & /\/5(/4,({_“_&
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VIA EMAIL: cpe@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

From:

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. It is further
my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial
(HI)-Zone in its presentation. I find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be
aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The
document was professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This
was submitted to the Planning Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal
was completely and utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in
the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by
publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically

defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a
unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-Zone.
This approach ignores the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts District stakeholders
both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room negotiations designed to
ignore the will and best interests of the community and to completely circumvent it to
serve the narrow interests of a small group of developers. These developers invested
heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in the Arts District and now wish to
change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts
that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact allow them to build type III & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in the
first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals
and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and
experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural



Neignoornooa Louncu (HUNU), Arts District Community Council LA (ADCCLA), and
the Los Angeles River Artists & Business Association (LARABA). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood and a

proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal encourages
development. We are simply asking that such development be thoughtful, respect and

adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. I would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, I am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. I ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,
Name: J & [ J (0 £T”L§%é>/y\“
Signature: W/

Date: W Q@/// /—J/
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PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




This a joint action by ADCCLA, LARABA & the HCNC

From: (\D/.WL Orsew (M\\

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal.
It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new
Hybrid Industrial (Hi)-Zane in its presentation. | find this extremely troubling. As you
may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned an Arts District
Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted incorporating Arts
District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning Department In March
of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-Zone.
This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
" the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: ?‘\\;@ @%@QM&Q

Signature: /
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Date: (e_i}/ b/ S
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From: __\ACEX. OS[o>4Ac

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 30012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal.
It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new
Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely troubling. As you
may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned an Arts District
Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted incorporating Arts
District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning Department in March
of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed
in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the
process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-Zone.
This approach ignores the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community, of
public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both

" individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The result is a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: \xecek OF(oyk

Signature: N

Date: lo KXol 2ol
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From: ( e \%g%\ﬁtﬁm

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department {(PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal.
It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new
Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. {find this extremely troubling. As you
may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned an Arts District
Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted incorporating Arts
District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning Department In March
of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed
in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the
process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hl-Zone.
This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community, of
public good and best practices. ‘

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. 1 would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name:

Signature: "“ ' \ /
Date: 8/{6‘/‘5—
Email: Tg\@f\\?D\EL,@_ é;,WVL\L; COSWA
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From: Tl Y ERT oo =

VIA EMAIL: cpe@lacity.arg & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, Califarnia, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will corne before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial {Hl}-Zonc in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
ulterly ignored.

The PD’'s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Plsnning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local {geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unigue
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LLGIBLY




The developers are promising “fitling” their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type 11l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availabilily of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighbarhood council {HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members ot the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask 1o stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development he
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. 1 would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Smcerely,

Name: Beit)  KERT ame

LAY

%

Signature: <~ * 7(“_;’“\__
o ’@.’
Date: 3 ,{ AL

Email: S ‘!‘ [ g
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From: _Kias~ EAytak

ViA EMAIL: cpc@iacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

it is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD)} will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hi}-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local {geographically defined} ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unigue set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations desighed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices,

PLEASE PRINT LLGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting"” their building 1o the neighborhood. But the H!
Zone will in fact allow them to build type 11l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighhorhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our praposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations, These include properly owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real cstate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
conscnsus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask 1o stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.,

t am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by linge justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,
Name: o Bar
Signature: 7 o

I L ";i"!

i —
Date: ?’{?" ;"; 21
Email: fraler farete ._'Q,;/M e
[}
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From: hel s, Buré Avers
&

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RC: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD} will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss 3 new zoning

proposal. i is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zane in its presentation. | find this extremcly

troubling. As you may or may nol be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD's new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to luly 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local {geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires 3 unigue set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LLGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitling” their building to the neighborhood. But the H|
Zone will in fact allow them to build type 11l & type V gpartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Qur proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA {the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The result is a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does nol ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere 10 the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Departrnent’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: %\A?_\\Q}J wa V.o &

Signature: <\K Y)’)V‘A‘f()
Date: % x 1o \

Email:  _lgusdtan . %\A—QWJ\ vk) tdw\m\ Cown
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From: Kﬂ}lﬂ Hﬂhﬂ

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL

City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272
Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial {HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,

of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments, These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place. :

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced rea! estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: rkflbf whn
Slgnature\ \N\ i il

Date: \/ @( :HZD“’
mat. {20 Ree @ eyl (om

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY

Scanned by CamScanner




From: MA\-\‘ W "1\’1@2-

VIA EMAIL: cpc@Iacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce

a new Hybrid Industrial (H1)-Zone in its presentation. I find this extremely
troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact allow them to build type 1l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The result is a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: MAwr Hwee.
Signature: /%;-a(f’"’\
Date: /8/ e / =
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From: MA\N‘F‘ LL'JCE-

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact allow them to build type 11l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultisa
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a seif-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: MAW HWEeEE

Signature: /f[/a(/'"\
Date: / 8/ 8 / =

Email: pralvidhwee 1390 Smﬂ\ oM
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From:

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,

of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type 11l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group

of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence

of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: /jfﬁ:a""l n. sk en -

Signature{
Date: ouyT ?', W!'S
JEFFWAENAT ¢ evmryLiuk. 1oeT

Email:
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The developers are promising “fitting"” their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
2one will in fact allow them to build type 11l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the

neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in

the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business

owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and

LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood

and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale

behind dismissing our proposal. 1 would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group

of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hil-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to

the drawing board, compe! them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence

of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

name: _(HRL" -mPHE? SSACHS

Email: 160 reR « SIS CEMAL . Cop
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From: W\ 1 SSA ‘\)a&/k‘h)

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The result is a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. 1 would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am commiitted to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: /V\E’{S\gp‘ NMAT AV

Signature: M/L
Date: 3 / C/ &

Email: V"‘{-(A‘”a . ata vio @ q \Ma.;( -G8 g

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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From: jo ae CJ\Q’j

VIA EMAIL: cpe@lacity org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The deve apers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone w .~ fact aliow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of

bu 2 r-asw *“arm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neigh borhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in

the first place.

Cur groposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
ind*vidua's e~ 2 c-ganizations. These include property owners, residents, business
ow-ers, ‘oce &~ C experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
£ =~ ners, the ne ghborhood council (HCNC], Arts District Community Counci
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis 2
consensus that refiects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a W§ that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
elopment. We are simply asking that such development be

:&spect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

i, and

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

o2

Date: __;%'y W/(

Enad: [EECR Dl )y frah o8y
DLEASE PRNT ZSEX
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VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

From:

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI}-Zone in its presentation. I find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hl-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,

of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unigue nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,
Name: 4///(/ J Vgﬂ /%

/7 / : 1
Signature: !

Date: Ml/(% ? /él Zﬂ/s
Email: é//A/OVA/\/ /ﬁ ﬂMﬂ/ /O/W

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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From: ’(‘;'g(‘\amj kuo

VIA EMAIL: cpc@iacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

it is my understanding that the Planning Department {PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department Iin March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to july 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local {geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
2one will in fact allow them to build type Hl & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in

the first place.

a broad range of community stake holders; both
include property owners, residents, business
artists, architects and

¢t Community Council, and

Our proposal had input from
individuals and organizations. These
owners, local and experienced real estate developers,
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts Distri
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultisa
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

1 am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group

of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence

of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

PR
Name: ! LFFAN‘I/ K wo
Signature: OL*Q/X K/-__‘_
< )

)
Date: ﬁ% Ly 3616

Email: 2 {)'\?melg @ hotwmai { - com

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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" Thisa joint action by ADCCLA LARABA & the HCNC

From: Smnd Shad

VIA EMAIL: epc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Depamnent’stroposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone -

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. It is further
my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial
(HI)-Zone in its presentation. I find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be

Scanned by CamScanner
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aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned an Arts Dis.tric.t Land Use Or(?nnancc':].‘ } .l he
document was professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder.mp‘ut. 1|§ |
was submitted to the Planning Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposa
was completely and utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in
the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by
publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically

defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a
unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-Zone.
This approach ignores the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts District stakeholders
both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room negotiations designed to
ignore the will and best interests of the community and to completely circumvent it to
serve the narrow interests of a small group of developers. These developers invested
heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in the Arts District and now wish to
change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts
that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact allow them to build type III & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our

community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in the
first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals
and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and
experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the neighborhood
council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and LARABA (the long time
grassroots Arts District organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of
the many diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that docs not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that

such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our
community.

1 am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to ex.plain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. I would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, ] am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. I ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.
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Sincerely,

Name: Candva  Shadic
Signature: /0 /O\Q»—/‘
Date: g / 7 / |S

Email: <andrashadic w E*’)Vﬂai | C Ol
PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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From: /Vlﬂ S Q f/‘o

City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272
Los Angeles, California, 90012



RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone
Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

1t is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. It is further my
understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in
its presentation. I find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District
Leadership commissioned an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was
professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the
Planning Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly
ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in the
Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by publicly
stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use
solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of proposing an
Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hl-Zone. This approach ignores
the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their
new draft is a result of back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of
the community and to completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in
the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow
interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the HI Zone will
in fact allow them to build type III & type V apartments. These types of buildings will harm the
availability of productive and creative space, will impact the neighborhood character, ignore
existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our community which is the prime reason these
developers were attracted to this area in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals and
organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and experienced
real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural Neighborhood
Council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles River Artists
& Business Association (LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many
diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In
fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind
dismissing our proposal. I would like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public
and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group of developers.



Further, I am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts
District. I ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to the drawing board,
compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with
the Arts District leadership without the influence of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: K\/\ARL\JS 50"‘1

Signature: k/(/(%*
S
Date: oS

Email: i’)\i\/\\lw\’lzéégmﬂ‘; Lizonwn




From: [( q € 71/6 . Lo §€o

City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272
Los Angeles, California, 90012



RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone
Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. It is further my
understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in
its presentation. I find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District
Leadership commissioned an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was
professionally crafied incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the
Planning Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly
ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in the
Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by publicly
stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use
solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of proposing an
Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide H1-Zone. This approach ignores
the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their
new draft is a result of back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of
the community and to completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in
the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow
interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the HI Zone will
in fact allow them to build type 111 & type V apartments. These types of buildings will harm the
availability of productive and creative space, will impact the neighborhood character, ignore
existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our community which is the prime reason these
developers were attracted to this area in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals and
organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and experienced
real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural Neighborhood
Council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles River Artists
& Business Association (LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many
diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In
fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind
dismissing our proposal. I would like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public
and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group of developers.



Further, ] am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts
District. I ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to the drawing board,
compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with
the Arts District leadership without the influence of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

e K atsten Leso

Signature: 7m

Date: 8~ | - I<

Email: ¢/ lG.m am\a]?{: W&J@ﬂ el Covi




From: JE\\!» ‘\\\“(/“

To: City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

ttis my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. It is further my
understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in
its presentation. | find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District
Leadership commissioned an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was
professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the
Planning Department In March of 2015. The community’'s proposal was completely and utterly
ighored.

The PD’s new HiZone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in the
Planning Department's initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by publicly
stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use
solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. instead of proposing an
Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hl-Zone. This approach ignores
the Planning Department's promise to Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their
new draft is a result of back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of
the community and to completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
dewvelopers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in
the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow
interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi Zone will in
fact allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of buildings will harm the



availability of productive and creative space, willimpact the neighborhood character, ignore
existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our community which is the prime reason these

developers were attracted to this area in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals and
organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and
experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural
Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles
River Artists & Business Association (LARABA). The resultis a consensus that reflects the will of
the many diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that such
development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind
dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public
and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts
District. | ask that you send the Planning Department's proposal back to the drawing board,
compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with the
Arts District leadership without the influence of self-interested dewelopers.

Sincerely,

Name: _Elle Nuca

Signature: @/ —

Date: ﬂq/ 18
Email: __M@W‘l@l‘da (ohn
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VIA EMAIL: cpe®lacity.ore & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272 -

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proé?bsal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions. ’

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,

of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hl
Zone will in fact allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: QYA ()Mwwé*{
Signatur%j ‘

Date: &/ @/ {

emait:  _gen (& L oumiemfg - Con—

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



From: LLQC\/‘(, SW\/\ \fj}i

VIA EMAIL: cpe@lacity.ore & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hl
Zone will in fact allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The result is a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
.of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: KO,,JG@ SYVU\@U}
Signature: /’{0{)&, @M")
I W) =
Date: % ’? ' 26
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VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

From: £ )’//7%

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning
proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely
troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hl-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District i is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hil-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
_of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

j

Name: i/\{,/ [/ffm
Signature: __ _?w;fé::” @ —
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From: _Mpoeie g(ﬁfé&w;@\g

VIA EMAIL: cpe@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. 1find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hl
Zone will in fact allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: /MAE o A
p 4 .’j?
Signhature: /( // (ON&( ?(fiaw

Date: & A0S
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From: i\j £ <=-\s., Ce e T S

VIA EMAIL: cpoc@iacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Propasal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

it is my understanding that the Planning Department {PD} will come before the
Planning Commission for ¢ hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. it is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hi)-Zone in its presentation. 1 find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD's new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to july 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

focal (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise ta Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is s result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investrrtents in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Mi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type | & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council {HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARARBA (the long time grassroots Arts District grganization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and sdhere 1o the unigue nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department's proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers,

Sincerely,
Name: e\ Clon emamts B
T
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From: __ __&d&m’f

VIA EMAIL: cpe@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Cornmission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 20012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal, It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial {HI}-Zone in its presentation. I find this cxtremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally cratied
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input, This was submitted to the Planning
Department in March of 2015. The community's proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014, The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local {geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires s unique set of Land use solutions. '

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
propaosing an Arts District solution, they iire now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone, This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of 2@ small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.
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The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type Ul & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unigue nature of our
community which is the primc reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council {(HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultisa
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. n fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development he
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am cammitted to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincercly,

RV
Name: Bbﬂ(i ‘L"sﬂf—‘(’j
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From: _“.'ig  A=d S A L

VIA EMAIL: cpcBacitv.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department's Proposal of a Hybrid industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department {PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial {Hl}-Zone in its presentation. 1find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafled
incarporating Arts District stakeholder input, This was submitted to the Planning
Department in March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dsted to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating 8

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is @ unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotistions designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it Lo serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.
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The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood councii (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization}. The resultis 3
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and & proposal that does not ask 10 stop development. In {act, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

i . fes T
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From: j""i“‘\ Mefay Eﬂ P

VIA EMAIL: cpe@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

Itis my understanding that the Planning Department {PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial {HI}-Zone in its prescntation. 1 find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hl-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014, The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakcholders hoth in letter and spirit. Their new draft is 2 result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circurmvent it to scrve the narrow interests of a smalf group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investients in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unigue nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and expericnced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

| am asking this body to compe! the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, ! am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: YL{F’ ~ M“"{QUF&&-\V\ B
Signaturc: 4*7@f L
Date: ﬁvﬁ “Ha V) 7/3
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From: JERRY &£ S WORT 1

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, e E———_—— and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,
ame: VB2 WS woveTH
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From: Aﬂ Al f’,’.aw’[‘f‘-’/“k i

VIA EMAIL: cpe@lacitv.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Praposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss 3 new 2oning

proposal. |t is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hi)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department in March of 2015, The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local {gcographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is @ unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now propaesing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
devciopers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish Lo change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.
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The developers arc promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the Hl
Zone will in fact aliow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,
Name: W |6AT L
signature: =Yg, U £ _
,(_‘ s T'] \’)Dti‘:‘—'
Date: XLM-‘};M.?:PT— B AN
Email: T en @ Yaddentad r.'.:'s{j{} -tom

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




8/9/15
The City Planning Commission:

I understand that on August 13, 2015 the Planning Dept. will consider a Proposal of a hybrid Industrial Zone in
the Arts District. This flies in the face of what the stakeholders of the Arts District want. It was my
understanding that the Planning Dept. would create a unique, local ordinance dedicated to meet the special
needs of the District. | now find that the plans are for a city-wide hybrid zone that will be extremely detrimental
to the look and feel of this very special district. Without an explanation from the PD, one can only assume that
undo pressure from developers is dictating the plan for their own pecuniary interests. Does the PD really
march to the drums of a handful of developers or is the PD true to its stated purpose and create zoning that
meets the need of the community and conforms to the design standards that are appropriate for the Arts
District? With Los Angeles City's increasing transparency, the citizens and stakeholders now have more clout
and power than ever and will use this power for their best interests and the best interests of the City of Los
Angeles. [ urge you to do the right thing and create a zone true to the nature of the district. You will enjoy
better sleep if you serve all the citizens. You know what to do.

Robert Nesbitt
645 W . 9th Street, #505
Los Angeles, CA 90015

213.608.0414
robwmr@gmail.com
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From: Gwenaelle Gobe

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal.
It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new
Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. I find this extremely troubling. As
you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned an Arts District
Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted incorporating Arts
District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning Department In March
of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed
in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the
process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-Zone.
This approach ignores the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of developers.
These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in the
Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their
narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public good and best
practices.

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact will allow them to build type III & type V apartments. These types


mailto:cpc@lacity.org

of buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will

impact the neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature
of our community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this
area in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, Industrial District Green and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts
District organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many
diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our
community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the
rationale behind dismissing our proposal. I would like a line by line justification
for ignoring the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-
selected, small group of developers.

Further, I am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its
implementation in the Arts District. I ask that you send the Planning
Department’s proposal back to the drawing board, compel them to properly
review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with the Arts
District leadership without the influence of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Gwenaelle Gobe

Signature: &‘W{/‘W“(’QIJ‘/
Date: 08/10/2015

Email: migou@hotmail.com
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From:

To: City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

it is my understanding that the Planning Deparntment (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. t is further my
understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in
its presentation. tfind this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District
Leadership commissioned an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was
professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakehol&er input. This was submitted to the
Planning Department In March of 2015. The community's proposal was completely and utterly

ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in the
Planning Department's initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by publicly
stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use

solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of proposing an
Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-Zone. This approach ignores
the Planning Department's promise to Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their
new draft is a result of back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of
the community and to completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in
the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow

interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the HI Zone will in
fact allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of buildings will harm the



availability of productive and creative space, will impact the neighborhood character, ignore
existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our community which is the prime reason these

developers were attracted to this area in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals and
organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and
experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural
Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles
River Artists & Business Association (LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of
the many diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that such
development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

lam asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind
dismissing our proposal. Iwould like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public

and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group of developers.

Further, l am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts
District. | ask that you send the Planning Department's proposal back to the drawing board,
compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with the

Arts District leadership without the influence of self-interested developers.
Sincerely,

Name:EdO\OQY CO‘\O\({,’Y <
7

Signature:

g/iof 1

Date;

Email: ed%qr@ Q=0 tere \a . corm



9/11/2015 098-CPC - McNENNY OPPOSITION LETTER .jpg

City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272
Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal & introduce a
new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone. Arts District Leadership commissioned an Arts District
Land Use Ordinance which was professionally crafted incorporating a wide array of Arts
District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning Department in March of
2015. The community’s proposal was not properly taken into account & | write this
letter to suggest that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to the drawing
board to be re-worked with Arts District leadership.

I am especially concerned with issues around affordable housing for artists; the
definition should be tailored to artists as defined by HUD guidelines, allowing the
definition of Artist as an income discriminated group.

The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use
solutions. It is important that this neighborhood remain a place where actual working
artist can live & create.

Sincerely,

Name: Katherine McNenny

Signature:
Date: 8/7/15

Email: katherine.trees@yahoo.com

hitps://mail google.com/_/scs/mail-static/_fjs/k=gmail. main.en.JPdFHMp_PBU.O/m=m_i,¥am=PqMelH BHxv1BjDEFaJa-QGHv_fGzS4rdHF7UmzDApXMBS... 1/1
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From: A’MV LBund

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Prbposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers.invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type IIl & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, esSEEENISEENS | ond | ARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name:

Signature:

Date: -A%—’—M‘s
Email; W“a)gambwéq;@:ﬁmd oA

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




From: Dr. Ran Boytner

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts District
Community Council LA (ADCCLA), and the Los Angeles River Artists & Business
Association {LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many
diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Dr. Ran Boytner

Signature: &N’&M”M

Date: 8/6/15

Email: rboytner@gmail.com

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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From: ( ao/?-zr %\»1’6&

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department in March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact g allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, cEu———————— and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name:

Signature:

Date:

Email:

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



From: \_\/OE M(:ﬁh\lb A\

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. ltis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hl-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. Butthe HI
Zone will in fact emallow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the nelghborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, = " "wam g and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
orgamzatlon). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop

develog ment. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further,  am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: SM By lamno\

Signature: &v;\,f/ X&QQ%/% )O

Date: %5’ S — 7/01 < B

Email: kﬂ\\r 523 () puuai\ Lo
U 7

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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From: 7[4//\%1«-2 /)/’“//"701—4

VIA EMAIL: cpc@Ilacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type lli & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, " «nESEERINNNRNS :nd LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. |1 would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: /éﬁ llaring ﬁ’/”"g/"""

Slgnature?y fé i %

Date: la/—Q-O /S

Email: kanemu\eayajoq@l‘c‘f-ma.ﬂ.eg
{

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



From: 305& Ac evedo

VIA EMAIL: cpc@Ilacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hi)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact e allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, cxsseamm——— and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: ( ‘D@N?Gl'b
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From: DEeEena Novaik

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial {HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored. :

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hl-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type Iil & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts District
Community Council LA (ADCCLA), and the Los Angeles River Artists & Business
Association (LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many
diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. in fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Deenva Novak

Signature: @‘5~—~/\

Date: Aosvsr 71 2015

Email: decnonovak & aol.com
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From: %\(L’u\ (\ PRSI

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department in March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District i is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type 11l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: 93‘(\\5'\,\3 Q&ﬂ?f\{,
Signature: /\! A /\

[
Date: TR - A
Email: & @\(’M\@ @Ism&? |, eoon
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From: Q@n%ww 5; MW 2

VIA EMAIL: cne®@lacitv.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 20012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions. ‘

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,

of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place. ‘

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
_of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: ﬂfér\w SW@
Signature: /f\ N
Date: /\/ 2'7’5

v
Email: Ten @ SQ(JUﬂ Lo

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



From: é z'g/;;— \/UQ [ £ o -

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

Itis my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department in March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District i is a unigue
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact allow them to build type 11l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unigue nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
.of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: [ e Walkey
: j U
Signa’cure:/)ﬁé/7 L (/( ) al 2

Date: S/ 2/ /S
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From:

VIA EMAIL: cpe@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department in March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District i is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignares the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type 11l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unigue nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
.of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: _é@( f//l/.? gﬁm_/__/@
Signature: % ‘j)//é,—»

Date: s/ ¢ // <

Email:
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VIA EMAIL: cpe@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (H!)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HiI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District i is unigue
neighborhood that requires a unigue set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
.of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,
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From: W(M

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Qur proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence

_of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name:

Signature:

Date:

Email: I San e« = -
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From: EW?% Zﬁ ¢ / ﬁw/& e

VIA EMAIL: cpe@®lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hi)-Zone in its presentation. 1find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department in March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions. V

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,

of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
.of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: 1"77/(%0?6// lgﬂdéét’
Date: 2’7 - ¢ @/ S
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From: THS“O& me

To: City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

i is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. kt is further my
understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid industrial (H)-Zone in
its presentation. {find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District
L.eadership commissioned an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was
professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the
Planning Department in March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly

ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in the
Planning Department's initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by publicly
stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use

solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. instead of proposing an
Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-Zone. This approach ignores

the Planning Department's promise to Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their

new draft is a resuit of back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of
the community and to completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in
the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow

interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the HI Zone wili in
fact allow them to build type 1ll & type V apartments. These types of buildings will harm the



availability of productive and creative space, will impact the neighborhood character, ignore
existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our community which is the prime reason these

developers were attracted to this area in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals and
organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and
experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural
Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles
River Artists & Business Association (LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of
the many diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that such

development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

fam asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind
dismissing our proposal. would like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public

and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts
District. | ask that you send the Planning Department's proposal back to the drawing board,
compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with the

Arts District leadership without the influence of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: TﬂShd Kboba
Signature: Mﬂ\. W
S

Email ‘[’f\shd Koppa @ \OJ\[MJ\ (om




From: -’EEL.\ \<e:u,€—4L

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact emw allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

X
Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community
Council, eueesesessmnmmmme and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community. )

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: —SM,H L/tLL-EyL

Signature: %,

Date: O‘a/oéjzoyf’

Email: 2120 ¢ @ Wi\ conn

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



This a joint action by ADCCLA, LARABA & the HCNC
From: ANQE.&A/ A so/

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal.
It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new
Hybrid Industrial (Hl}-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely troubling. As you
may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned an Arts District
Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted incorporating Arts
District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning Department In March
of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hl-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local {geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-Zone.
This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The result is a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: AN[)K&J k/—\SD M
Signature: AJ\/\”/’\———-———-""

Date: @M !‘5
Email: A kasow & GAA“"» (o1

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



F,om;_SvSam H’\&‘}’(A( nS'ovi

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. I find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hl-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creatinga

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact e=allow them to build type 11l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and

. planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, essssesesssmemmse and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Q\LS_QAQ,_ ( VLS (4%
Signature: g K -

D) /
Date: B/Q l[ (S_—
Email: Sth:ch;Eé.zm{Qaqucom

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




From: _SEAN Huepc

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning

- Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of

proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-

Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts Distric

stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room / -
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to

completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of

developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate

investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may

maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,

of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type 11l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, essaa————— and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hil-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: SEAN Hur DLE

Y
Signature: (‘7&\

Date: '6’5]'5

Email; Se AN TURTLE HURDLUE @ GMALL

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



From: _Mg[ihg Hemdﬂgel

VIA EMAIL: cpc@Ilacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

it is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, cxssssssswsstsmss and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. |1 would like a line by line justification for ignoring
~ the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Mariha Hernande
Signature:\_‘dbﬂl_egu—-——:——?//
~ \J

Date: __8“‘:“5

Email: hpartha@ gman J -Com)

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



From: DQTN"\?J:DQD &El(..

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the °
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (H)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the cbmmunity and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacltv.ore

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact g allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place. :

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, esseessssssssmmmm and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,
Name: %\ N Hﬂ (’Dl \HE L’
Signature: <

Date: Og 66/2-D‘§
Email:  $Eanbk o\al lw. (® vac. (O

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




From: ANN'W&} “\MN EcS

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning i
proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hi)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, s and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: A‘r’“’ﬂ)v\ﬁ‘ wa‘-r
Signature:&"jl’k’M
Date: q/ L ( S~

Email:

\/olur\ﬁ&e/(oe\,‘ alvoo. Con~

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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From:

To: City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department's Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

kis my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. it is further my
understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in
its presentation. | find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District
Leadership commissioned an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was
professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the
Planning Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly
ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed inthe
Planning Department's initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by publicly
stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use

solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of proposing an
Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-Zone. This approach ignores
the Planning Department's promise to Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their
new draftis a result of back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of
the community and to completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in
the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow
interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the HI Zone will in
fact allow them to build type il & type V apartments. These types of buildings will harm the



availability of productive and creative space, will impact the neighborhood character, ignore
existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our community which is the prime reason these

developers were attracted to this area in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals and
organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and
experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural
Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles
River Artists & Business Association (LARABA). The result is a consensus that refiects the will of
the many diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that such

development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

Iam asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind
dismissing our proposal. Iwould like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public

and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts
District. | ask that you send the Planning Department's proposal back to the drawing board,
compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with the

Arts District leadership without the influence of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,
Name: 'KUW \\ e (2 U \"@;J[/fv

Signature: /}\/ M]&ﬂﬁ/{y b
t Y}

N
Date: %‘/ (C/ (g
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From: Deonett Garmic  Ronzalc =

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact g allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, GEEEEEISNNNENENEP and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: enett Qaccic

Signature:
Date: /é / >
/ .
Email: 1la “(;Hj 2‘11 74)31?"’&“\ AU S

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



From: Gabrielle Newmark

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

This letter is respectfully asking you to postpone the approval of the Planning
Department’s proposal to create a new Hybrid Industrial (HI) Zone until Recode LA is
formally approved as the implications of this proposed HI Zone are far reaching, and
therefore, should not be hastily approved at the request of property developers,
most of whom are not concerned with the long-term effects this zoning will have on
industrial neighborhoods throughout our City.

And further, we request that you instruct Planning Department Staff to either
eliminate the Arts District from this proposed HI Zone entirely and/or properly
complete a Land Use Ordinance specifically written for the Arts District that reflects
the unique nature of the neighborhood and the will of our community, which is very
much in favor of growth and change, but only the type that supports and builds upon
the unique history and character of this neighborhood as a global center for art and
culture.

Sincerely,

Name: Gabrielle Newmark

Signature: W—\—/
—

Date: August 5, 2015

Email: ginewmark@sbcglobal.net____

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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From T ssi5 V{0 u(dey/\

To: City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

it is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. itis further my
understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (HIl)-Zone in
its presentation. ! find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District
Leadership commissioned an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was
professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the
Planning Department In March of 2015. The community’'s proposal was completely and utterly
ighored.

The PD's new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in the
Planning Department's initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by publicly
stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use

solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of proposing an
Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-Zone. This approach ignores
the Planning Department's promise to Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their
new draft is a result of back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of
the community and to completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
dewvelopers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in
the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow

interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the HI Zone will in
fact allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of buildings will harm the



availability of productive and creative space, willimpact the neighborhood character, ignore
existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our community which is the prime reason these

developers were attracted to this area in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals and
organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and
experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural
Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles
River Artists & Business Association (LARABA). The resultis a consensus that reflects the will of
the many diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that such
development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind
dismissing our proposal. would like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public

and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts
District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to the drawing board,
compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with the
Arts District leadership without the influence of self-interested dewvelopers.

Sincerely,

name: Tsis Wouldey,

Signature: JQ}'; {\ogs Qoo

pate: B[ [ 0lS

emaic Ll <Mow/ Ao @\”\\ ma - Cann




From: Lu‘éé/ M«e{b

VIA EMAIL: cpc@Ilacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

\
It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning
proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely
troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, cxsassasssssssssses® and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. 1 would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: /U\L(/ Ml«{ﬂ
Signature: &%é//
Date: Q 4- 15

Email: /LJ//Z. ke Qr,ué@_“/ € Cnn

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



From: | %&ﬁ% HCLA‘)(;M [N

VIA EMAIL: cpc@Iacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, cassweaassssmny 2nd LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,
s~ c :
Name: W(S{ rw L”'Uﬂu !m
- SN
Signature: __\

Date: /'b (-el l(

Email: YY\(J’\Qo-&lL«) @ %W\al\ . Con

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




From:[ﬁ/} /I/A/V/’7 M KIL/}//:/(L’?L/)

VIA EMAIL: cpe@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hl-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hl ‘%
Zone will in fact < " allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of ’
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in

the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the nelghborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, ~~= and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale —
behind dismissing our proposal. I would like a line by line justification for ignoring

the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group

of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: M/‘/ﬂ/f [Z A A ‘7//;’/;/ L
Signature: ? W WWV&AM

Date: .ﬁ/ Q@p/{

Email: ﬂ//&%/ﬁ?ﬂﬂ’?ﬁé@ﬂm /C@m

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




From:’ [2%4 %}/‘/fﬂr hd

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact gmsallow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, exsssssssssmsssny and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Z:; =6 A 7/4;— =

Date: ?f/é//,s

Email: M&%ﬁﬂl—@ﬁ

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




From: 71:\‘,5.\:4 /C L/ é;lf\

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, essssessssssssssmm . 2and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: //'mm /c/. é’f Z/”L1
Signature: m
Date: o5 /{ AO /5

Email:  fPank 77?3/@\771/@? / CO

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




From: < @_W-__Mi“ ermu./

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org. & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, esssassaEamm——"n"y ' and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: priu L“"‘“‘“‘“
Signature: W

Date: <X I ) { (5

o
Email:  _Jaureleate4@amailcon,

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



From:! SQAA&Q.Q, L_Qé,ﬁz i

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, cossssesesssseasss and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community. |

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group

of»d%velopers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: !:5 @ !Qggl__ &-«d:z-—

Signature: Lé,_g_‘zar—*
Date: % l(’\ \(S’ —

Email: <\ ML@"?[‘“L%— ==

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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From: AGNa Engger

To: City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

tis my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. It is further my
understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (H)-Zone in
its presentation. [ find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District
Leadership commissioned an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was
professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the
Planning Department in March of 2015. The community's proposal was completely and utterly

ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in the
Planning Department's initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by publicly
stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use

solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of proposing an
Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-Zone. This approach ignores
the Planning Department's promise to Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their
new draftis a result of back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of
the community and to completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in
the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow
interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the HI Zone will in
fact allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of buildings will harm the



availability of productive and creative space, willimpact the neighborhood character, ignore
existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our community which is the prime reason these

developers were attracted to this area in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals and
organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and
experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural
Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles
River Artists & Business Association (LARABA). The resultis a consensus that refiects the will of
the many diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that such

development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unigue nature of our community.

tam asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind
dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public
and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group of developers.

Further,  am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts
District.  ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to the drawing board,
compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with the
Arts District leadership without the influence of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: AlOna W@C}W

Signature: (Q\lcwa LQ/S(
- 50
Date: %./0115

Email: _oalana @romfmla (o



From: F-QLV\M ?L)S‘JQ

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. I find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact e allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, =mesesessssssssse and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. 1 would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: (’:Q\MQOS J :
Signature: w

N\

Date: O%’L"\g
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Email:

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



From: L‘Y\dﬂ\ PO\ \QCK-

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

it is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact e allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, essssessssssssssse and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

om0 Pollg et

Signature:

Date: %/ QJ/ \S

e Al Tsdca@g)m anl o

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




VIA EMAIL: cpc@Iacity.org. & US MAIL
City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272
Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department's Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning Commission for a hearing en August 13th to discuss a
new zoning proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its
presentation. 1 find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned an Arts District Land Use
Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in the Planning Department's initial draft, dated to July
2014. The PD began the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographicaily defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a
new city wide HI-Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department's promise to Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their
new draft is a result of back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to completely circumvent it to
serve the narrow interests of a small group of developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in the
Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community, of
public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI Zone will in fact allow them to build type Il & type V
apartments. These types of buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the neighborhood character, ignore
existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in the first
place.

QOur proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals and organizations. These include property

owners, residents, business owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the neighborhood

council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council, and LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact,
our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind dismissing our proposal. |would like a ling by line
justification for ignoring the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, smalt group of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning
Department’s proposal back to the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with
the Arts District leadership without the influence of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Joseph Pitruzzelli

/:

: 2 124

8/6/15
Joseph@wurstkuche.com
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From: )'\bﬁ&"’\\ P M )

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HiI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, eeeeaansasssmmmiRw and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: NWMD\MVQ

Signature: W
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Email: (ZLCO{ WW‘WW W@»
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From:__EQ—u Ve P@l;\\;\_,

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interést directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

L]

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type lil & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place. '

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council,. queeseem————— and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

_ 1 am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

_ Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

name: _ ERUUVE FPeriR

Signature; ___ s> -

Date: Pl Nl A

email: 2t _~eleh B2V
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From: QU_LD_‘@‘L

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department'’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local {(geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBL
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact e allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, esne—————— and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

: —~
Name:  OllinFZinen _—
Signature:W

Date: Cg“ (7 - 15
emai: novemend 10 BN ahoo Cow
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From: @aﬁU\ @MY(A/M

VIA EMAIL: g_:pc@!lacitv.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact g» allow them to build type 1l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, eosmssumm————————" .4 | ARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Vi

snature: (2, 2
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From: _J ("M £S Pm"lﬁ

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hl-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEG\BL\%
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, ens-————————- 2nd LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: JAmer PaR\C

. /*"""—"”‘“’“\
Signature: e
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crom:__ BRENDAN MY 110/

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. ‘But the Hi
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, covasssssasss® and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: 6)@ !’"}7 /{//194""1’7
Signature%ﬁ / M’—\
Date: %/ 2*’9// ;

Email: Z3’7‘7L7'°" 2/ (K//@/i\m/\’;/ym
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buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will i
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nat
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted tc
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders;

individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents,
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects 2
planners, the Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts Distric
Community Council LA (ADCCLA), and the Los Angeles River Artists & Bus
Association (LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of ti
diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask t
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are sir
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique 1
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification f
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected,
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implen
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s propos:
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community dra
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without th
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Z‘/MDA’ /\//SH/Q

Signature: M %
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VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come befo
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zonir
proposal. itis further my understanding that the Planning Department w
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremel
troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership com
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally cr
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the P
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completel
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a
local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts Districtis a
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Ir
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wit
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department‘s promise to Arts |
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back r
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the commui
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group o
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the cc
of public good and best practices.
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From:__@w/ﬂ//f 2 Vo 2ci

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Pfopdsal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored. =

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, cmmssees————————— and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,
Name: LZIAM %W
—_—=
Signature: -
|
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This a joint action by ADCCLA, LARABA & the HCNC
From:

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal.
It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new
Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely troubling. As you
may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned an Arts District
Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted incorporating Arts
District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning Department In March
of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HiI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-Zone.
This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact Wl allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, NN 2 nd LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: GEQRGE 1> FVLLINS T
Signature%%gM&
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From: Mﬂ)mvlw %)/)ObO

To: City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

kis my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. it is further my
understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in
its presentation. 1find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District
Leadership commissioned an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was
professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the
Planning Department In March of 2015. The community’'s proposal was completely and utterly
ighored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in the
Planning Department's initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by publicly
stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use
solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. instead of proposing an
Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-Zone. This approach ignores
the Planning Department's promise to Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their
new draft is a result of back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of
the community and to completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in
the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow
interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI Zone will in
fact allow them to build type lil & type V apartments. These types of buildings will harm the



availability of productive and creative space, willimpact the neighborhood character, ignore
existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our community which is the prime reason these

developers were attracted to this area in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals and
organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and
experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural
Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles
River Artists & Business Association (LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of
the many diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. in fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that such
development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind
dismissing our proposal. Iwould like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public
and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group of developers.

Further, lam committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts
District. | ask that you send the Planning Department's proposal back to the drawing board,
compel them to properly review the community drafted Arnts District Ordinance and work with the
Arts District leadership without the influence of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,
Name:}_\) O\/AVCL/\\ Q. W,Od 9
Signature: /\) M/W D
j,/ 4
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From: Za(//u’) T‘ZaZ ug.,/

VIA EMAIL: cpc@Ilacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a. .

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

‘Council, messsessieuttnme and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. { would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hil-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Lﬁ Uren ‘_Z“‘Z va— ‘

Signature: m
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From: aﬂagL P%ﬂ'

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department'’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact e allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, etEhnussssmsmm and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: M&Z&dﬂ
Signature: #% ,
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From: _Arshlealn C Cudiwitv

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hl-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact gmeallow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, cassusess® 2nd LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name:  As L\\-PAL\' C. Pudiwit-

Signature: Mﬁaﬁ%
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From:_ g\)\\i\,ﬁd;) Q@ i;lg 2\ E/

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. |find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact emw allow them to build type 1l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
.owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, sosssssessassses and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

AN

03/%/1/0

st carnveelJdn@ \\ﬂ'vw«](—@v»/\
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From: Babak Pour

City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272
Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone
Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. It is further my
understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in
its presentation. | find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District
Leadership commissioned an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was
professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the
Planning Department in March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly
ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in the
Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by publicly
stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unique neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use
solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of proposing an
Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-Zone. This approach ignores
the Planning Department's promise to Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their
new draft is a result of back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of
the community and to completely circumvent it {o serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in
the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow
interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the HI Zone will in
fact allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of buildings will harm the
availability of productive and creative space, will impact the neighborhood character, ignore
existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our community which is the prime reason these
developers were attracted to this area in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuais and
organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and
experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural |
Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles
River Artists & Business Association (LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will
of the many diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that such
development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind
dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public
and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group of developers.



Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts
District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to the drawing board,
compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with the
Arts District leadership without the influence of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,
Name: Babak Pour /
Signature: -
e V
Date: 8/7/2015

Email: bobpour@gmail.com
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From: Seong Cho

City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272
Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone
Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the Planning
Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. It is further my
understanding that the Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in
its presentation. | find this extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District
Leadership commissioned an Arts District L.and Use Ordinance. The document was
professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the
Planning Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and utterly
ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in the
Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by publicly
stating that they were embarking on creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unigue neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use
solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of proposing an
Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-Zone. This approach ignores
the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their
new draft is a result of back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of
the community and to completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in
the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may maximize profits. Their narrow
interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the HI Zone will in
fact allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of buildings will harm the
availability of productive and creative space, will impact the neighborhood character, ignore
existing rules and destroy the unigue nature of our community which is the prime reason these
developers were attracted to this area in the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals and
organizations. These include property owners, residents, business owners, local and
experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural
Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles
River Artists & Business Association (LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will
of the many diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking that such
development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind
dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public
and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group of developers.



Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts
District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to the drawing board,
compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with the
Arts District leadership without the influence of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Seong Cho

Signature:
Date: 8/7/2015

Email: ke@jdacc.com
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From: \B«A/le E//\%)S I'tJ

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact eallow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, GaessssSE————N and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Q/\Ah\s A0SO

Signature:

Date: Dg'O(O“/_S/

Email: Q_\\n,\)a'\o C. L\v€ QO

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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From: QUM A LBM(}J( Q(() S\

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, cemsssmm——m— and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

\ \
Name: \)\)\\ Qa &\CXW ?Q%L%
0 S N—
Signature: \XUVA
Date: %‘UZ ‘ &
- N
Email: X\)\ld/@ \li ajaue - COMN
V) U JUY
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From: (/PCLSM’” E\/ ~ TR
J

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and

utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hl-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,

of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council (HCNC), Arts District
Community Council LA (ADCCLA), and the Los Angeles River Artists & Business
Association (LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many
diverse members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: / \ila

Signature:M%ﬁx 2

Date: @Z&/ 78

Email: /W%;,, . L&V?me‘ﬁ,"jma: l,(o/‘/\

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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VIA CMAIL: cpc@iacity.arg & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Streel, Room 272

tos Anpeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of 3 Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

Itis my undersianding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

praposal. (tis further my understanding that the Planning Department will intraduce
& new Hybrid Industrizl {H)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. AS you may or may not be awzre, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crefted
incorporating Arts Dislrict stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015, The community’s propgsal was completely and
utterly ignored.

Thi PDV's new HI-Zone proposal retzins most ef the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014, The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on cresting a

local {gengraphically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is & unique
rieighborhiood thet requires a unigue set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. [nstead af
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now propasing 2 new city wide Hl-
Zone, This approach ignores the Planning Department's promise to Arts District
stakehaolders both in letter and spiritt. Thelr now draft is @ result of back room
nagotiations designed to ignore the will and bast interests of the cammunity and to
campletely circurnvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested tieavily on highly spoculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules zo thoy may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest diractly contradicts that of the community,

of public good and best practices.

PLLASE PRINT LFGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the neighhorhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact allow them to build type 11 & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of gur
community which is the prirme reason these developers were sttracted to this arca in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from & broad range of community stake halders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNG), Arts District Cammunity Council, and
LARABA (the long time grassroots Arts District organization). The resultis a
consensus that raflects the will of the many diverse members of the neighborhood
and a proposzal that does not ask o stop development. In fact, our proposal
encourages development. We are simply asking that such development be
thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unigue nature of sur community.

t am asking this body to compei the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing cur proposal. | would like 5 line by ling justification for ighoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a sclf-sclected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed 10 rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. § ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sinicercly,
) ¥
‘i,,\/ o ,l |
y T4 i L‘ !E_M;""1 ~
Name: t , : , e
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From: [!SME&: tma.

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (H1)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact ® allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, eSS ond LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: ‘“ V\.S’\-‘ r\ 2;\9
signature: Neke———
pate:  _§/6/14

Email:  aWo Tt @ okl com
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From: C‘/l aNA 3“""

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL

City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272
Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hl-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: C l AN \ﬂ/)'w\
Signature: v@ Lo
Date: d 6 / 2o '5

Email: 31% - Z’M—u-? Com
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From: AV%W/ \E’W’g/

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
“investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi ‘-}
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type il & type V apartments. These types of )
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our

community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in

the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, exs-eseaseewt® 2nd LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

1 am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale ;
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring

the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group

of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hil-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts

District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Vf/UV %i%ﬁﬁ

Signature: /4% %‘*‘7/
Date: (Z[/ LO /5
Email: dl/fh/\/ég/@’) @@V7 A& 7/ . Con

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




From: DIEGo WU—LAw

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. [ find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact @ " allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, sssssssssssssnsimp and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,
Name: Dietro Wi —Low
Signature: fQ [7” -
</
Date: 03 / oc 15
Email: °L QQ"U“(‘W‘WW"‘“: (<o
J v

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



From: __a{_m&j Tulenbar

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hl-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact em allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, essssssesssnsssss® and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District, | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: _(¢ nn\./) Anlinber
signature: __(ardny U/
Date: &/ (| 2o\C

Email: .V e

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact ‘@ allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, sse-——uGSG———— ..nd LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: g’(/@“f{ QLN/W/
Slgnature %/’ 4//
Date: g/ G/ /%

Email: /9‘&"78/” ‘MZM“/%@GAA/\A L Cowm

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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City Planning Commission

200 N. Spning Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) wili come before the Planning Commission for
a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. It is further my understanding that the
Planning Department will introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this
extremely troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned an Arts
District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted incorporating Arts District
stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning Department In March of 2015. The community’s
proposal was completely and utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that existed in the Planning
Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began the process by publicly stating that they were
embarking on creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts Dislrict is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of proposing an Arts
District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-Zone. This approach ignores the Planning
Department's promise to Aris District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of
back room negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to completely
circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of developers. These developers invested
heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules
so they may maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community, of public
good and best practices.

The developers are promising "fitting” their building to the neighborhood. But the Hl Zone will in fact allow
them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of buildings will harm the availability of productive
and creative space, will impact the neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique
nature of our community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in the first
place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both individuals and
organizations. These inciude property owners, residents, business owners, local and experienced real
eslate developers, artists, architects and planners, the Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council (HCNC),
Arts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and Los Angeles River Artists & Business Association
(LARABA). The result 1s a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse members of the
neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask o stop development. In fact, our proposal encourages
development We are simply asking that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the
unique nature of our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale behind dismissing our
proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public and choosing instead the
wants of a self-selected, small group of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in the Arts District. | ask
that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to the drawing board. compe! them to properly
review the community drafted Arts District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the
influence of seif-interested developers.



Sincerely.

Name: _FETE 1RV [B1500S

Synature: fiz_.é\__/\

Date: __ B/F[2S

Emai _AAN PE £7C TEL @ GrftC.com




From: _ IO\, @ \ﬁﬁlﬁ*

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (H1)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact g allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, asnE—————————EE: 3nd LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: N L\\"{ \)\) 3{5¥

Signature: /}{/(/{l{h (M

Date: % l/_(g {/( 6

Email:  £adBY OSW 5736 @opmail . oM

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




From: MVL L/4(Jl\

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HiI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact es allow them to build type Ill & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, e and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hl-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: Meck L/;I;L\
Signature: A"
Date: Z ,/ Q/ 245

Email: Mhk@ a‘lmhmv}drﬂkce. (s

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




From: _ (AYCL/ AN VI AS

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hl
Zone will in fact e=allow them to build type lll & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, ¢oeoessvwssmmes and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the HI-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

name:  William e

signature: -1 m

Date: i/ ¢ /10{‘7/

TR \/‘,mmq;(@gm;(. LOm

Email:

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



From: __§ lﬂld ; eré,,“ S

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hl)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the HI
Zone will in fact g allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, o~ - and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

I am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: \ tn/ \ /%A?
Signature: /g/\ B\M

Date: {7

Email: 6‘:{\/(7 i @HO/\ AN 1 <)

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




August 7, 2015

City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272
Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial
Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD)
will come before the Planning Commission for a hearing on
August 13th to discuss a new zoning proposal. It is further
my understanding that the Planning Department will
introduce a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its
presentation. | find this extremely troubling. As you may or
may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned an
Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was
professionally crafted incorporating Arts District stakeholder
input. This was submitted to the Planning Department In
March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely
and utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the
problematic elements that existed in the Planning
Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on
creating a local (geographically defined) ordinance. We
agree. The Arts District is a unigue neighborhood that
requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely



reversed course. Instead of proposing an Arts District
solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-Zone.
This approach ignores the Planning Department's promise to
Arts District stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new
draft is a result of back room negotiations designed to ignore
the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a
small group of developers. These developers invested
heavily on highly speculative real estate investments in the
Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts
that of the community, of public good and best practices.

The developers are promising “fitting” their building to the
neighborhood. But the HI Zone will in fact allow them to build
type Il & type V apartments. These types of buildings will
harm the availability of productive and creative space, will
impact the neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and
destroy the unique nature of our community which is the
prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community
stake holders; both individuals and organizations. These
include property owners, residents, business owners, local
and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects
and planners, the Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council
(HCNC), Arts District Community Council (ADCCLA), and
Los Angeles River Artists & Business Association
(LARABA). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of
the many diverse members of the neighborhood and a
proposal that does not ask to stop development. In fact, our
proposal encourages development. We are simply asking



that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to
the unique nature of our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to
explain the rationale behind dismissing our proposal. | would
like a line by line justification for ignoring the will of the public
and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small
group of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting
its implementation in the Arts District. | ask that you send the
Planning Department’s proposal back to the drawing board,
compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership
without the influence of self-interested developers.

[ have lived in the Arts District for 11 years and want to
maintain the integrity and beauty of the area | invested in
before it became the “cool” thing to do. Respect those who
blaze the trails, don’t punish them.

Sincerely,
Name: '_“\T\mp(m S\Q,B\A\cex\sz
Signature:-

Date: %'Y\ZH\ S

Email: —Xv.\QQF\V\,\,\ W\Qc}?b\‘i&: W Cory
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From: Q‘éZZZM; s éirz (7 ag ‘2

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. Itis further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (Hi)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new Hi-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide Hi-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY


mailto:cpc@lacitv.org

The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact @ allow them to build type il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, Casess————————— -nd LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: MIA” y/d

Signature:

Date: <Af(f‘_é [3

Email: CAM

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY




From: —_, 4/71[777’) (\ﬁﬂ%

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N, Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning

proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (HI)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely

troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department In March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in fact @mmsallow them to build type 11l & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, cxssssssssssssss and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. | would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers. -

Sincerely,

Name: .%ﬂf/m éfm‘?%
Signature: /ﬁ//ﬂ/ﬁm,

Date: ? o ‘/‘/,,-/9

Email: /) ﬁ

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY



From: &M—SWMJ g‘l/

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid Industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

BPI Tprs  IREA GE AR Y
It is my understanding that the Planning Department (PD) will come before the
Planning Commission for a hearing on August 13th to discuss a new zoning
proposal. It is further my understanding that the Planning Department will introduce
a new Hybrid Industrial (H1)-Zone in its presentation. | find this extremely
troubling. As you may or may not be aware, Arts District Leadership commissioned
an Arts District Land Use Ordinance. The document was professionally crafted
incorporating Arts District stakeholder input. This was submitted to the Planning
Department in March of 2015. The community’s proposal was completely and
utterly ignored.

The PD’s new HI-Zone proposal retains most of the problematic elements that
existed in the Planning Department’s initial draft, dated to July 2014. The PD began
the process by publicly stating that they were embarking on creating a

local (geographically defined) ordinance. We agree. The Arts District is a unique
neighborhood that requires a unique set of Land use solutions.

To our surprise, the Planning Department completely reversed course. Instead of
proposing an Arts District solution, they are now proposing a new city wide HI-
Zone. This approach ignores the Planning Department’s promise to Arts District
stakeholders both in letter and spirit. Their new draft is a result of back room
negotiations designed to ignore the will and best interests of the community and to
completely circumvent it to serve the narrow interests of a small group of
developers. These developers invested heavily on highly speculative real estate
investments in the Arts District and now wish to change the rules so they may
maximize profits. Their narrow interest directly contradicts that of the community,
of public good and best practices. )

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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The developers are promising “fitting" their building to the neighborhood. But the Hi
Zone will in factemilé allow them to build type Il & type V apartments. These types of
buildings will harm the availability of productive and creative space, will impact the
neighborhood character, ignore existing rules and destroy the unique nature of our
community which is the prime reason these developers were attracted to this area in
the first place.

Our proposal had input from a broad range of community stake holders; both
individuals and organizations. These include property owners, residents, business
owners, local and experienced real estate developers, artists, architects and
planners, the neighborhood council (HCNC), Arts District Community

Council, (suinininlsiisteiate@mm and LARABA (the long time grass root Arts District
organization). The result is a consensus that reflects the will of the many diverse
members of the neighborhood and a proposal that does not ask to stop
development. In fact, our proposal encourages development. We are simply asking
that such development be thoughtful, respect and adhere to the unique nature of
our community.

| am asking this body to compel the Planning Department to explain the rationale
behind dismissing our proposal. { would like a line by line justification for ignoring
the will of the public and choosing instead the wants of a self-selected, small group
of developers.

Further, | am committed to rejecting the Hi-Zone and fighting its implementation in
the Arts District. | ask that you send the Planning Department’s proposal back to
the drawing board, compel them to properly review the community drafted Arts
District Ordinance and work with the Arts District leadership without the influence
of self-interested developers.

Sincerely,

Name: gC°77/ SWA-/\[$Y

Signature: Wl y

Date: 31//:/’/ (5

Email: __‘t&ay.&m%%:mlﬂm_

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY
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From:

VIA EMAIL: cpc@lacity.org & US MAIL
City Planning Commission

200 N. Spring Street, Room 272

Los Angeles, California, 90012

RE: Planning Department’s Proposal of a Hybrid industrial Zone

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

It is my understandi