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Jason Stock
01/27/2026 01:55 PM
24-0971

As a community member, I am deeply concerned about the
Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the City Attorney’s
defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving forward with this
project would expose the City to enormous financial and legal
risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost: Estimated total cost is
$233 million, including the value of City land and a new parking
structure. That equals over $2 million per small “affordable” unit
— an indefensible use of taxpayer funds. Loss of valuable public
land and revenue: The City would give up land worth an
estimated $70 million. The City would also lose about
$750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue. Parking
replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing existing
beach parking would require a new garage with over $36 million
in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the City is
already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Jason Stock



jasonstock@gmail.com
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Communication from Public

Robert Lawrence
01/27/2026 01:57 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. The following matters are only a few of
the problems with this deeply flawed and overly expensive
project: Key concerns: Extremely high cost: Estimated total cost is
$233 million, including the value of City land and a new parking
structure. That equals over $2 million per small “affordable” unit
— an indefensible use of taxpayer funds. Loss of valuable public
land and revenue: The City would give up land worth an
estimated $70 million. The City would also lose about
$750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue. Parking
replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing existing
beach parking would require a new garage with over $36 million
in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the City is
already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by



funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-
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Communication from Public

Joanna Puglisi
01/27/2026 01:59 PM
24-0971

Councilmembers, As a community member, [ am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-
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Patrick Taylor
01/27/2026 02:00 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-



Communication from Public

Name: Julien
Date Submitted: 01/27/2026 02:11 PM
Council File No: 24-0971

Comments for Public Posting: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
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Date Submitted:
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Communication from Public

01/27/2026 02:12 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Robin Rudisill
wildrudi@mac.com
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Deborah Keaton
01/27/2026 02:17 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Deborah Keaton
debkeaton@mac.com



Communication from Public

Name: D. Pitt
Date Submitted: 01/27/2026 02:28 PM
Council File No: 24-0971

Comments for Public Posting: 1 do not support the Venice Dell project. It does not make
financial sense and the space has been approved for a
transportation hub. This will be very helpful when we host the
Olympics here. Los Angeles residents are tired of all the fraud and
waste! Enough money has been wasted or not accounted for. We
should do something by the beach to benefit all Los Angeles
residents. The hub makes total sense. Thank you, Deborah Pitt
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Date Submitted:
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Communication from Public

Jeff Hoffman
01/27/2026 02:37 PM
24-0971

As a community member, I am deeply concerned about the
Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the City Attorney’s
defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving forward with this
project would expose the City to enormous financial and legal
risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost: Estimated total cost is
$233 million, including the value of City land and a new parking
structure. That equals over $2 million per small “affordable” unit
— an indefensible use of taxpayer funds. Loss of valuable public
land and revenue: The City would give up land worth an
estimated $70 million. The City would also lose about
$750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue. Parking
replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing existing
beach parking would require a new garage with over $36 million
in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the City is
already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you jeff hoffman
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Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 02:40 PM
24-0971

Councilmembers, As 35+ year Venice residents and stakeholders,
we are deeply concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge
you to fund the City Attorney’s defense against these meritless
lawsuits. Moving forward with this project would expose the City
to enormous financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely
high cost: Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value
of City land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2
million per small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of
taxpayer funds. Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The
City would give up land worth an estimated $70 million. The City
would also lose about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach
parking revenue. Parking replacement would cost taxpayers
millions: Replacing existing beach parking would require a new
garage with over $36 million in long-term debt service. This
comes at a time when the City is already facing serious budget
constraints. The Board of Transportation Commissioners (BOTC)
already rejected this project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC
voted 5-0 to deny use of lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The
City Council did not overturn that decision, so it is final and
binding. Even the court raised red flags: A Superior Court judge
noted with respect to the project that there are “very good
arguments they are squandering money here.” Serious process and
legal problems: The site was wrongly labeled “surplus or
underutilized,” even though it has long been used for coastal
access parking, a boat launch for Venice Canals access, and 4
units of existing affordable housing, and provides upwards of
$750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial documents and risk
warnings were not provided to City Council before initial
approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly across the
street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved for a
feasibility study. Housing can be built there without sacrificing
coastal access or public parking. Bottom line: Defending the City
against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far safer than reviving a
deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would primarily benefit the
non-profit developers and banks — not taxpayers, not the
unhoused, not the community, and not the millions of visitors to
Venice Beach. Please protect the City by funding the City
Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and let’s move on to
better solutions and leave the deeply flawed Venice Dell project



in the past. Thank you for your consideration.



Communication from Public

Name: suellen mayfield
Date Submitted: 01/27/2026 02:42 PM
Council File No: 24-0971

Comments for Public Posting: We citizens of Venice deserve a fair hearing!



Communication from Public

Name: Mike Maloy
Date Submitted: 01/27/2026 02:52 PM
Council File No: 24-0971

Comments for Public Posting: 1 am a resident of the Venice/Dell neighborhood and greatly
appreciate the council's interest in keeping the project dormant. It
has already been ruled against and further lawfare on behalf of the
developers will cause unnecessary economic impact to the city.

Their's 1s a losing cause. They lost! Please close the books on this.
And, thank you!
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Communication from Public

John Campbell
01/27/2026 02:54 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- John Campbell
johnwcampbell@verizon.net
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Date Submitted:
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Communication from Public

Robert B. Parente
01/27/2026 02:58 PM
24-0971

Robert B. Parente From:info@safecoastaldevelopment.org
To:clerk.cps@lacity.org,councilmember.hernandez@lacity.org,lyric.kelkar@lacity.org,councilmember.nazarian@lacity.org,alexis. wesson@lacity.org
Cc:karen.bass@]lacity.org,vahid.khorsand@lacity.org,hydee.feldsteinsoto@lacity.org,kevin james@]lacity.org,john.heath@lacity.org Tue, Jan 27 at 2:52
PM Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply concerned about the Venice Dell
project and urge you to fund the City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving forward with this project would expose the City to
enormous financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost: Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City land and a new
parking structure. That equals over $2 million per small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds. Loss of valuable public land and
revenue: The City would give up land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose about $750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking
revenue. Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36 million in
long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of Transportation Commissioners
(BOTC) already rejected this project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did
not overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the project that there are
“very good arguments they are squandering money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,”
even though it has long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing, and
provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council before initial approvals.
Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved for a feasibility study. Housing can be built
there without sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line: Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far safer than
reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the
community, and not the millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits
and let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Robert B. Parente
RBParente@sbcglobal.net
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Date Submitted:
Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Robert B. Parente
01/27/2026 02:59 PM
24-0971

Robert B. Parente From:info@safecoastaldevelopment.org
To:clerk.cps@lacity.org,councilmember.hernandez@lacity.org,lyric.kelkar@lacity.org,councilmember.nazarian@lacity.org,alexis. wesson@lacity.org
Cc:karen.bass@]lacity.org,vahid.khorsand@lacity.org,hydee.feldsteinsoto@lacity.org,kevin james@]lacity.org,john.heath@lacity.org Tue, Jan 27 at 2:52
PM Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply concerned about the Venice Dell
project and urge you to fund the City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving forward with this project would expose the City to
enormous financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost: Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City land and a new
parking structure. That equals over $2 million per small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds. Loss of valuable public land and
revenue: The City would give up land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose about $750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking
revenue. Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36 million in
long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of Transportation Commissioners
(BOTC) already rejected this project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did
not overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the project that there are
“very good arguments they are squandering money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,”
even though it has long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing, and
provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council before initial approvals.
Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved for a feasibility study. Housing can be built
there without sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line: Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far safer than
reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the
community, and not the millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits
and let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Robert B. Parente
RBParente@sbcglobal.net
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Communication from Public

Marjorie Weitzman
01/27/2026 03:15 PM
24-0971

As a community member, I am deeply concerned about the
Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the City Attorney’s
defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving forward with this
project would expose the City to enormous financial and legal
risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost: Estimated total cost is
$233 million, including the value of City land and a new parking
structure. That equals over $2 million per small “affordable” unit
— an indefensible use of taxpayer funds. Loss of valuable public
land and revenue: The City would give up land worth an
estimated $70 million. The City would also lose about
$750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue. Parking
replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing existing
beach parking would require a new garage with over $36 million
in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the City is
already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Michael Moorhead
01/27/2026 03:16 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Michael Moorhead
mmoorheadjr93@gmail.com



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Murray Goldberg
01/27/2026 03:18 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 03:21 PM
24-0971

Councilmembers, As a community member, [ am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Carolyn Manaugh
01/27/2026 03:22 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Carolyn Manaugh
r3chats@yahoo.com



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 03:23 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you.



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 03:24 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you.



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Susan Painter
01/27/2026 03:46 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 03:53 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Dianne Wyatt
dew90292@yahoo.com



Communication from Public

Name: Alan Goldberg
Date Submitted: 01/27/2026 03:54 PM
Council File No: 24-0971

Comments for Public Posting: Democrats are idiots. They have yet to make one intelligent
decision regarding the city of Los Angeles.. It is not the
homeowners that want this to pass.. you allow these renters which
are basically homeless people voting to ruin our community. If
you do not own a home, you should not be able to vote when it is
in regards to the community. You do not own a home you do not
have stake in the community. The people that voted for this don’t
even live in Venice and should not have any say so on what
happens to my community?. You just can’t fix stupid when it
comes to Democrats and how they have ruined the city of Los
Angeles



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Alan Goldberg
01/27/2026 03:57 PM
24-0971

I don’t understand how people that don’t live in the city of Venice
are allowed to vote on what happens at the community. Renters
do not own property and have no stake in the community.. renters
are like the homeless actually they are homeless. They don’t own
a home. They are just not unused and have no right to vote on
what happens in our community.. no one wants this in their
community. It’s to do nothing Democrats the liberals and all the
renters that approved stuff like this because they don’t care. It’s
all about the money.. and stop this affordable housing junk. When
I was younger affordable, housing was where you could afford to
live.. I don’t need degenerate bringing down the property value if
you can’t afford to live in (venice) live and move ehereyou can
afford to live. I can’t believe how Democrats and Caron bass have
destroyed this city because there’s more people that are renters
than homeowners.



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 04:01 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Linnie 404 LLC - Venice Canals Property Owner
01/27/2026 04:01 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-



Communication from Public

Name: Coalition for Safe Coastal Development
Date Submitted: 01/27/2026 04:04 PM
Council File No: 24-0971

Comments for Public Posting: Please see attached letter dated December 2, 2025 sent from 287
community members listed in support of additional funding to
fight the Venice Dell lawsuits.



Members of the Budget and Finance Committee,

I strongly support the request for this funding to fight the Venice Dell lawsuits. It is ironic
that the parties who stand to benefit from the City’s giveaway of public land and public
funds are now criticizing the City for spending public funds to defend against their
baseless lawsuits. The City must defend itself against these bad actors and correct a pattern
of lack of accountability and fiscal irresponsibility.

Regarding the Venice Dell project, the project is now dead and cannot proceed, based on
the binding decision of the City’s Transportation Commission (and supported by the
Housing & Homelessness and Transportation Committees earlier this year). Members of
Council had the opportunity to appeal that decision but did not. Reversing this dead
project would inevitably lead to more litigation resulting in further delay of the Council-
approved option of a feasibility study on the adjacent lot #701 to build a sensible
affordable housing project, and a mobility hub on public lot # 731 to promote connectivity
in Venice and welcome all visitors from LA and throughout the world. If the developers
are genuine in their intent to help those in need, they should proceed with a housing
project on the alternative adjacent public lot #701.

Make no mistake, the Venice Dell project was a land grab proposed for the most
unsuitable site for the proposed project on one of the City’s most valuable pieces of land a
block from its #1 tourist attraction, Venice Beach.

The building of these outrageously expensive $1.2 million, 400 sq ft units would
drastically impede public access to the beach for all Angelenos and worldwide visitors.
What should be of extreme concern to all involved is the highly questionable appraisal of
$3.349 million in 2020 for 40 lots a block from the beach. The same land was appraised in
2016 for $34 million and, based on realistic comps, today is worth well over $70 million. It
seems the appraisal was used to deliberately undervalue the land in order to
unconstitutionally “gift” this public land to preferred developers for a lease of $1/year for
99 years, of which only 55 years would be restricted as “affordable,” meaning the last 44
years can be market rate housing. This appraisal is still being used to solicit both federal
and state funding for a project that is dead.

In addition, this heavily utilized recreational parking lot # 731 brings in $1 million
annually for the City, the loss of which is yet another cost to the City of the Venice Dell
project. *

This flawed project has been an embarrassment from the outset. The out of control costs
were demonstrated repeatedly; for example, the architect was paid $3.9 million but it was
later found he did not qualify under funding guidelines, and had to be replaced. The
developers’ mistakes must not be the City’s liability. -

Those now suing the city to cover their mistakes are recruiting outside organizations to
intervene via email and social media campaigns. These groups do not speak on behalf of
Venice residents or the millions of visitors to Venice Beach. It is unfortunate that the City
must defend itself against litigation full of mistruths and deceitful accusations from
developers and their related parties who seem intent on extorting more money and land
from the City, rather than facing the project’s denial and moving forward in their mission
of building “affordable housing.”

I strongly support the funding for outside counsel to defend the City against the Venice
Dell lawsuits and commend our elected officials for standing up to the grift. Please
approve the legal funds needed to put an end to this bad faith exploitation of public policy
that undermines both public trust and the integrity of Los Angeles’ affordable housing
policies.

Thank you-
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Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Alexandra Lamm
01/27/2026 04:15 PM
24-0971

Councilmembers, As a community member, [ am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Alexandra lamm
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Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Devon Daley
01/27/2026 04:29 PM
24-0971

Councilmembers, As a community member, [ am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 04:37 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: ¢ Extremely high

cost: Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of
City land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million
per small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer
funds. * Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City
would give up land worth an estimated $70 million. The City
would also lose about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach
parking revenue. * Parking replacement would cost taxpayers
millions: Replacing existing beach parking would require a new
garage with over $36 million in long-term debt service. This
comes at a time when the City is already facing serious budget
constraints. « The Board of Transportation Commissioners
(BOTC) already rejected this project: On December 10, 2024,
BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of lot #731 for Venice Dell housing.
The City Council did not overturn that decision, so it is final and
binding. * Even the court raised red flags: A Superior Court judge
noted with respect to the project that there are “very good
arguments they are squandering money here.” * Serious process
and legal problems: The site was wrongly labeled “surplus or
underutilized,” even though it has long been used for coastal
access parking, a boat launch for Venice Canals access, and 4
units of existing affordable housing, and provides upwards of
$750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial documents and risk
warnings were not provided to City Council before initial
approvals. « Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly across the
street, i1s genuinely underutilized and already approved for a
feasibility study. Housing can be built there without sacrificing
coastal access or public parking. Bottom line: Defending the City
against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far safer than reviving a
deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would primarily benefit the
non-profit developers and banks — not taxpayers, not the
unhoused, not the community, and not the millions of visitors to
Venice Beach. Please protect the City by funding the City
Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and let’s move on to



better solutions and leave the deeply flawed Venice Dell project
in the past. Thanks



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Steve Bradbury
01/27/2026 04:45 PM
24-0971

Councilmembers, As a community member, [ am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: * Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds. *
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. * The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. * Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you, Steve Bradbury



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Lothar Schmitz
01/27/2026 04:47 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Lothar Schmitz
Ischmitz@ucla.edu



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Noel Gould
01/27/2026 04:47 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000—$1 million in City Revenue.
Key financial documents and risk warnings were not provided to
City Council before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot
701, directly across the street, is genuinely underutilized and
already approved for a feasibility study. Housing can be built
there without sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom
line: Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and
far safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell
would primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks —
not taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Noel Gould
aquarianstudios@hotmail.com



Communication from Public

Name: Robert C Berman DDS
Date Submitted: 01/27/2026 05:03 PM
Council File No: 24-0971

Comments for Public Posting: Please see that the funding the attorneys requested is fulfilled. The
lawsuits brought by the other side are frivilous at best. The final
cost per unit of the project they are championing is totally
rediculous.



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 05:09 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Renee Kaplan
reneekaplan@yahoo.com



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Ron Orr
01/27/2026 05:12 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Ron Orr
ronorresq@aol.com



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Nathalie Brouwer
01/27/2026 04:19 PM
24-0971

Councilmembers, As a community member, [ am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Nathalie Locas



brouwerl@earthlink.net



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Howard Weisenfeld
01/27/2026 03:30 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: ¢ Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds. ¢
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. * The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. * Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” * Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. « Better alternatives exist: Lot 701,
directly across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already
approved for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there
without sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Howard Weisenfeld
hrwmnw(@earthlink.net



Communication from Public

Name: Coalittion for Safe Coastal Development
Date Submitted: 01/27/2026 03:38 PM
Council File No: 24-0971

Comments for Public Posting: Please see attached file in support of City Attorney request for
funds. Council Meeting January 28th, Item 22



Coalition for

SAFE COASTAL
DEVELOPMENT

January 27, 2026

Re: Council File 24-0971

City Council Meeting of January 28", Agenda ltem 22

Need to Support the City Attorney’s Request for Funds for Legal Services to Defend the City Against
the Venice Dell-related Meritless Lawsuits.

To: City Councilmembers and City Clerk

We are extremely concerned with the serious legal, procedural and financial irregularities regarding
the Venice Dell project. The City is being pressured to concede to a fiscal “boondoggle” that shifts
massive costs and liabilities onto taxpayers under the guise of “community benefit.”

The astronomical price tag of a currently estimated $233 million (includes an estimated $70 million
market value of the City’s land and the estimated City cost for the new parking structure) results in
an estimated cost of $2.1 million per average 400 sq. ft. unit, for 113 net new units of “affordable
housing” (3 of the 120 units are for managers and 4 units replace the already existing affordable
housing on the site). According to the developers, the cost per unit (presumably only includes $130
million of total project cost to them) is $1.1 million. Whether the cost per unit is $2.1 million “all-in”
or $1.1 million without the land and garage cost, it is an egregious waste of taxpayer dollars!

Project cost
130,401,064 ** Total project cost per developers (from 1/14/26 project pro forma for L.A. County Development Authority (LACDA))
22,000,000 Most recent estimated cost for new garage structure, to be paid by City
14,600,000 Interest on MICLA loan for new garage structure, to be paid by City over 20 years
| -3,400,000 Reduce by $3.4 million assuming this appraisal value isincluded by developer in total project cost
Market value estimate of project site
"All-in" project cost

Total project units
Manager units
Replacement units

Net new affordable units

Bie.sE ‘EE

233,601,064 "All-in" project cost
113 Net new affordable units
2,067,266 Cost per 113 net new average 400 SF unit
$2.1 million
** Per unit cost per developer is $130,401,064 divided by 120 units = $1.1 million
Note 1: even using the City's $34 million 2016 appraisal instead of $70 million, the cost per net new unit is $1.8 million.
Note 2: even using 120 total units instead of 113, the cost per unit is $1.97 million (rounds to $2.0 million)



This is just the type of project that is attracting national attention for misuse/overuse of
taxpayer funds and not following state and federal laws in place to protect the taxpayers.

Even a Superior Court Judge could see the potential grift and noted at trial (in the transcript record),
“Look, you have very good arguments they are squandering money here.” This is reason enough to
walk away from this project! Excerpt from June 2022 DDA ftrial transcript, page 19:

THE COURT: I DIDN'T SAY IT WAS OKAY.
LOOK, YOU HAVE VERY GOOD ARGUMENTS THEY ARE
SQUANDERING MONEY HERE. OKAY. I AM NOT SUBSCRIBING TO

Clearly, there is no question that the Board of Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) decision is
valid and stands. As per Deputy City Attorney John Heath’s comments at the Coastal Commission
hearing for the Venice Dell, as the City’s statutorily designated manager of all City owned parking
lots, the BOTC is authorized to determine whether lot #731 should be utilized as proposed and/or
whether other City parking lots are better options to balance the urgent need for more affordable
housing with parking for coastal access. Typically, BOTC would have considered such a
significant proposal to re-develop lot #731 much earlier in the City’s review process; however, due to
prior litigation and other claims against the City and developer, the BOTC hearing on the project was
delayed. However, on December 10, 2024, the BOTC voted 5 to nothing to deny the use of lot #731
for the proposed project and to consider using adjacent lot #701 to develop affordable housing. At
that BOTC hearing, the Commissioners spoke about the importance of doing everything within the
City’s power to address the affordable housing crisis and balancing this work with the need to
facilitate better solutions for public coastal access and related public transportation solutions.

The BOTC also noted the potentially significant fiscal impacts of the proposed project during a time
of fiscal crisis in the City. Projected construction costs have significantly increased, and the City
would have been required to commit over $20 million dollars to a new parking structure to replace an
existing surface parking lot that generates approximately $750,000 each year. Under the City
Charter, BOTC’s action was final as a super majority of City Council members did not take the matter
up within five council meeting days.

The BOTC approval issue went before Judge Chalfant in Superior Court in June 2022. Regarding the
required BOTC approval, the Judge stated: “They can kill the deal, right? They can say ‘Oh, no, this
parking structure is not good, we don’t want it here, we disapprove,’ in which case the project can’t
go forward unless the City Council overturns that.” According to the City that is exactly right, and
the City Council did not overturn the BOTC ruling; thus, the ruling stands. Excerpt from June 2022
DDA trial transcript, page 27:

THE COURT: THEY CAN KILL THE DEAL; RIGHT? THEY
CAN SAY "OH, NO, THIS PARKING STRUCTURE IS NO GOOD, WE
DON'T WANT IT HERE, WE DISAPPROVE," IN WHICH CASE THE
PROJECT CAN'T GO FORWARD UNLESS THE CITY COUNCIL
OVERTURNS THAT.

Below are a few of the many false claims, misrepresentations and/or violations of law, which together
have corrupted the process and the project, as well as invalidated the DDA:



Possible Violation of Surplus Land Act

An administrative bait and switch circumvented the state Surplus Land Act law when this City
owned land was offered up to the Affordable Housing Opportunity Site (AHOS) program in
2016 by Mayor Garcetti, CAO Miguel Santana and CD-11 Councilman Mike Bonin, all of
whom knowingly falsely represented that the land was “surplus, vacant or underutilized,”
which was material to the decision to put the land into the AHOS program. The site was
neither surplus, vacant nor underutilized. The site has been used for decades for Coastal
Commission-required visitor-serving parking, coastal access, a required boat launch for
access to the Venice Canals, as well as a 4-unit multi-family building, housing low-income
families. This false claim was later quietly “corrected” in a 2019 City Council motion
describing the lot as “heavily utilized by the public to access recreational opportunities
at Venice Beach.” The motion goes on to say, “The reuse of City property must strike the
right balance between affordable housing and other public benefits, including coastal
access.” The effect of the 2019 Council motion was to perpetuate the project even though it
had originally been approved in possible violation of the Surplus Land Act, while at the same
time transferring the cost of the visitor-serving parking on to the City. The City would be
responsible for replacing the coastal parking with a public parking garage structure at a cost
of over $36 million in debt service, including principal of an estimated $22 million and interest
of approximately $14 million, over 20 years. The City would also lose somewhere between
$750,000 to $1 million per year in beach parking revenue as this income would be required to
go towards the debt service for the new garage structure. Excerpt from May 2022 CAO
report, including erroneous statement that the $7.8 million interest is included in the $19
million garage cost (based on 4 year old costs no longer accurate):

CAO File No. PAGE
0220-00540-1605

based on the Key Terms and Conditions attached to the LAHD’s Report. The project will result in
the construction of 68 units of supportive housing for households experiencing homelessness, 34
units of affordable housing for low-income individuals, 34 units of affordable housing for low-income
artists, and four unrestricted manager units. The project will also include a public parking structure
of approximately 244 parking spaces, which are comprised of 27 Beach Impact Parking spaces,
two Boat Launch Spaces (short-term) parking spaces, 196 replacement parking spaces, and up to
19 additional parking spaces. It is expected that the public parking structure will be financed by the
City with Municipal Improvement Corporation of Los Angeles (MICLA) lease revenue bonds. The
issuance of MICLA debt is a General Fund obligation. The 2022-23 Proposed Budget contains
$11,645,634 in MICLA authorization to finance the first year of construction costs. The total
estimated cost to construct the public parking structure is $19,492,682. Additional MICLA
authorization totaling $7,847,048 will be required in 2023-24 to pay for the remaining project cost.
The total estimated debt service for the public parking would be $19,490,000, including interest of
approximately $7,844,000. The estimated interest is based on a 20-year bond issuance at a 5.5
percent interest rate. Actual interest rates may differ as rates are dependent on market conditions
at the time of issuance. Additional information regarding the proposed project can be found in the
LAHD Report.

Fortunately, the “right balance” referred to in the 2019 motion was finally achieved with the
BOTC’s December 10, 2024 decision that existing beach parking must remain on Lot #731, to
preserve visitor coastal access and allow for a much needed transit hub, and that the
affordable housing should be relocated to Lot # 701, directly across the street. This decision
corrected any violation of the state’s Surplus Land Act as Lot # 701 is underutilized.
Feasibility analyses for these two projects have been subsequently advanced by City Council
in 2025.

Re-Use Analysis and Loan Committee Reports Withheld from City Council

City Council decision makers were not provided, prior to voting on the DDA agreement, with
the Keyser Marston Re-Use Analysis that purports to justify the $1/year lease amount (for 99
years). A $3.349 million manipulated appraisal was used for the Re-Use analysis so that (as



per Superior Court Judge Chalfant) the consultant was able to knock down the market value
from the original appraisal done by the City of $34 million so that the “fair reuse” of the
property would be 0 or less and the City could charge the developers only a dollar. The
subsequent lower appraisal also lowered the cost per unit which enabled the state funding.
Excerpt from June 2022 DDA trial transcript, page 6:

SO -- AND THEN THE PETITIONERS POINT OUT
THE HORRIBLES OF THIS CASE, WHICH IS THAT THERE WAS A

FAIR MARKET VALUE APPRAISAL OF THE PROPERTY IN 2016 AT
$34 MILLION, NONETHELESS, THE FAIR USE ANALYSIS WAS

PREPARED BY THE CITY'S CONSULTANT KM -- WHICH I CAN'T
REMEMBER WHAT THE NAME OF KM IS, ANYWAY IT'S KM -- AND

MISS ROMEY, R-O-M-E-Y, WHO STARTED WITH A MORE RECENT
APPRAISAL OF THE PROPERTY AT ONLY $3.349 MILLION DOLLARS
SAID SHE HAD TROUBLE BUT SHE WAS ABLE TO KNOCK IT DOWN SO

THAT THE FAIR REUSE OF THE PROPERTY WITH CONSTRUCTION OF

DEVELOPMENT WOULD BE ZERO SO THAT THE CITY COULD CHARGE
THE DEVELOPERS ONLY A DOLLAR.

However, the re-use analysis also demonstrates that with any appraisal amount the annual
rent would come to the $1 per year lease for 99 years, rendering the re-use analysis
justification meaningless and “an exercise” (also validated by Housing Department senior
staff in a deposition). This means that transferring the land for the Venice Dell project,
which is some of the most valuable land in the City but materially undervalued for this
analysis, would, in fact, be an unconstitutional gift of public assets.

The April 6, 2022 Loan Committee Report was also not provided to City Council before its
decision on the DDA. This report warned of several material project risks, including the
disclosure that PBV (Project Based Vouchers) funding PSH units were guaranteed for only 20
years, creating immediate negative NOI risk thereafter. Excerpt from Loan Committee Report:

Project Risk

The Developer has experience with similar projects and has a successful track record.

However, the PBV vouchers will only be guaranteed for 20 years. If the contract is not extended

therefore, the Project is expected to experience immediate negative NOI if this were to occur.

City Councilmembers were also not made aware that the lease for $1/year for 99 years loses
its “affordable status” in just 55 years, when the deed restrictions expire. The plan for the
remaining 44 years is unknown.

Before any decisions are made with respect to Venice Dell, the City Council must demand to see an
updated reuse analysis and loan analysis. These documents are now 4 years old and, based on the
current financial and economic conditions, as predicted in the risk factors included in the initial reuse
analysis, many risk factors have become the reality, such as increased interest rates and
construction costs.



While the developers and those to benefit from the tax credits profit, the public loses land valued at
an estimated $70 million, while also losing approximately $1 million in annual revenue from the
current beach parking and paying $36 million in debt service for a new garage structure.

This Venice Dell project has been corrupted and must not be revived. The costs are astronomical
and embarrassing and there is huge future liability. The Press would have a field day with an
approval of this project. The whole world would wonder why the City of Los Angeles would make
such a terrible decision, especially in the wake of so much corruption in the “homeless industrial
complex.” Sadly, the people benefiting most from this transaction would be the developers and
investors, not the “unhoused,” not the community, and not the millions of visitors to Venice Beach.

There are vastly better alternatives- specifically lot #701, already approved for an affordable housing
feasibility study and truly underutilized, directly across the street.

Please provide the funding to fight off these meritless lawsuits, which is a much cheaper and much
more efficient option than moving ahead with this wildly expensive and risky project!

Thank you-

Safe Coastal Development
CC:

Mayor Karen Bass

City Attorney Hydee Feldstein-Soto
City Transportation Commission



Communication from Public

Name: Laura Snoke
Date Submitted: 01/27/2026 03:43 PM
Council File No: 24-0971

Comments for Public Posting: Please see the email sent to you regarding the Dell project. I have
been a homeowner in Venice since 1988 and on the canals since
1994.



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Sarah Schacht
01/27/2026 05:56 PM
24-0971

As a community member, I am deeply concerned about the
Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the City Attorney’s
defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving forward with this
project would expose the City to enormous financial and legal
risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost: Estimated total cost is
$233 million, including the value of City land and a new parking
structure. That equals over $2 million per small “affordable” unit
— an indefensible use of taxpayer funds. Loss of valuable public
land and revenue: The City would give up land worth an
estimated $70 million. The City would also lose about
$750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue. Parking
replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing existing
beach parking would require a new garage with over $36 million
in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the City is
already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Sarah Schacht



ssschacht@ca.rr.com



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

John Schacht
01/27/2026 05:59 PM
24-0971

As a community member, I am deeply concerned about the
Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the City Attorney’s
defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving forward with this
project would expose the City to enormous financial and legal
risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost: Estimated total cost is
$233 million, including the value of City land and a new parking
structure. That equals over $2 million per small “affordable” unit
— an indefensible use of taxpayer funds. Loss of valuable public
land and revenue: The City would give up land worth an
estimated $70 million. The City would also lose about
$750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue. Parking
replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing existing
beach parking would require a new garage with over $36 million
in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the City is
already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- John Schacht



j.schacht@ca.rr.com
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Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Josef Davydovits
01/27/2026 06:04 PM
24-0971

Councilmembers, As a community member, [ am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Felicia Emad
01/27/2026 06:05 PM
24-0971

Councilmembers, As a community member, [ am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 06:21 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 06:32 PM
24-0971

Councilmembers, As a community member, [ am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Karen



ksw90292@yahoo.com Reply Reply all Forward
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Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Michael Krupp
01/27/2026 06:51 PM
24-0971

Image Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Michael Krupp
mkrupp@mac.com
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Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 06:54 PM
24-0971

Image Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Frankie Krupp
mhk9993@gmail.com
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Communication from Public

stuart levy
01/27/2026 07:12 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- stuart levy
stuartlevy@mac.com



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:
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Communication from Public

todd lorber
01/27/2026 08:54 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- todd
lorbertodd@gmail.com
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Date Submitted:
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Communication from Public

Robin Murez
01/27/2026 08:58 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Robin Murez
ROBIN@ROBINMUREZ.COM



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Juan C
01/27/2026 09:06 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Juan C
mexicanheritagela@gmail.com



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 09:13 PM
24-0971

As a community member, I am deeply concerned about the
Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the City Attorney’s
defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving forward with this
project would expose the City to enormous financial and legal
risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost: Estimated total cost is
$233 million, including the value of City land and a new parking
structure. That equals over $2 million per small “affordable” unit
— an indefensible use of taxpayer funds. Loss of valuable public
land and revenue: The City would give up land worth an
estimated $70 million. The City would also lose about
$750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue. Parking
replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing existing
beach parking would require a new garage with over $36 million
in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the City is
already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

Rita
01/27/2026 09:26 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you-



Communication from Public

Name: Shelley Berger
Date Submitted: 01/27/2026 09:26 PM
Council File No: 24-0971

Comments for Public Posting: Urging City Council to resist “extortion” and blackmail of public
officials by providing funds for legal defense of lawsuits intended
to bully city officials who should be protected by their public
service. (Otherwise - in addition to being morally wrong, sets a
clear precedent discouraging public servants from holding office
and doing their duty to serve constituents. ).



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 09:31 PM
24-0971

Subject: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you



Name:

Date Submitted:

Council File No:

Comments for Public Posting:

Communication from Public

01/27/2026 09:59 PM
24-0971

Councilmembers, As a community member, [ am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000-$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed
Venice Dell project in the past. Thank you- Chris C.



chriscfilter-marinadelrey@yahoo.com



Communication from Public

Name: Carie Martin
Date Submitted: 01/27/2026 10:09 PM
Council File No: 24-0971

Comments for Public Posting: See attached correspondence from plaintiff's representatives in the
pending lawsuit LA Forward, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al.
(Super. Ct., Los Angeles County, Case No. 24STCV17156),
submitted to Council File No. 24-0971. We urge the Council
to protect Los Angeles’ integrity, fiscal health, and commitment
to inclusive housing and vote no on Agenda Item 22. Carie Martin
Public Counsel
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January 27, 2026

City of Los Angeles City Council
200 N Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re:  January 28, 2026, Agenda Item 22 (Council File Number 24-0971)

Dear Members of the City Council:

We represent plaintiffs LA Forward Institute, Sylvia Aroth, Professor Gary Williams, and
Kathleen Coates in the pending lawsuit L4 Forward, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. (Super.
Ct., Los Angeles County, Case No. 24STCV17156). We write to preserve the public record
regarding the egregious waste of taxpayer money as the City uses outside counsel to defend its
discriminatory practices and to sue affordable housing developers. We encourage the Council to
vote no on Item 22.

LA Forward, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. alleges that the City’s failure to build the Venice
Dell affordable housing project is the result of a pattern and practice by Councilmember Park
and the City Attorney’s Office to use City processes to subvert the Project’s approval and thwart
its development in violation of the California Constitution, State housing laws, and the City’s
Charter and Administrative Code.! Our lawsuit is one of five separate lawsuits the City is
currently defending related to its ongoing underhanded and unlawful efforts to prevent the
construction of an affordable and permanent supportive housing project in CD11 for chronically
homeless and low-income people (“Venice Dell” or the “Project”).? Perhaps even more
egregious, the City is now suing the Venice Dell developers, mission-driven nonprofit
developers that provide desperately needed affordable housing in the midst of a housing crisis.

' See LA Forward, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. (Super. Ct., Los Angeles County, Case No. 24STCV17156),
https://publiccounsel.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/07/240710-Complaint-for-Injunctive-and-Declaratory-Relief.pdf.
2 LA Forward, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. (Super. Ct., Los Angeles County, Case No. 24STCV17156); People
Organized for Westside Renewal vs. Board of Transportation Commissioners (Super. Ct., Los Angeles County, Case
No. 25STCP01091); Venice Community Housing Corp. et al. v. BOTC et al. (Super. Ct., Los Angeles County, Case
No. 25STCP00892); Venice Community Housing Corp. et al. v. City of Los Angeles et al. (Super. Ct., Los Angeles
County, Case No. 25STCV20355). A fifth lawsuit, Venice Community Housing Corporation, et al. v. City of Los
Angeles, et al. (Super. Ct., Los Angeles County, Case No. 25STCP03578), is related to these other matters but the
City is only represented by the City Attorney’s Office.
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These lawsuits challenge the City’s obstructionist tactics taken since Councilmember Park and
the City Attorney took office at the start of 2023 and are singularly focused on one thing:
building much-needed affordable housing for our unhoused and low-income neighbors. The
City’s actions since 2023 are especially troubling considering that the City itself successfully
defended Venice Dell in two prior lawsuits® brought by Project opponents in 2021 and 2022,
suggesting that, at least at one point, the City was in support of the Project and willing to invest
in its development.

That the City is now itself an opponent of the Project is not only a reversal of the City Council’s
will but, as the lawsuits allege, unlawful. There are other potential costs to the City as a result of
its current course of action, including being found in violation of California’s Housing Element
Law, having its Prohousing Designation revoked®, and losing over $42 million in State
Multifamily Housing Program funds awarded to the Project in September of last year.> This
continued conduct by the City will have consequences far beyond a single project in a single
Council district, starting with blowing a hole through the City budget when every dollar is
necessary to address critical City services.

Rather than work collaboratively and in good faith to resolve these issues, the City has also
chosen to sue the nonprofit developers of Venice Dell, accusing them of trying to faithfully
execute the still existing contract they have with the City to build the Project, and are spending
additional taxpayer money to avoid building a desperately needed and long-promised housing
development it has already agreed to build. Should the City maintain its present course of
obstructing this much-needed housing, in addition to the significant amount the City will have to
pay its outside counsel to defend against these five pending lawsuits, it is also likely to have to
pay out millions, if not tens of millions, of dollars in monetary damages and attorneys' fees as a
result of this panoply of pending litigation. This is an egregious waste of taxpayer funds during a
historic budget crisis for the City.

The most cost-effective way for the City to move forward is to settle the lawsuits and advance
the Project. Yet, Agenda Item 22 signals an intent from the City Attorney’s Office to continue its
underhanded and unlawful efforts to prevent the construction of Venice Dell by requesting that

3 See Coalition for Safe Coastal Development v. City of Los Angeles and Real Parties, Hollywood Community
Housing Corporation, Venice Community Housing Corporation. (Super. Ct. Los Angeles Court, Case No.
22STCV00162 (Lead); and consolidated with Case No. 22STCV03626), Court Ruling on Writ of Mandate.

4 See California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) Letter of Inquiry (LOI),
https://drive.google.com/file/d/19D5QZyzvSYP2fybNPd1hBd8VWy3TY865/view.

> See MFSN R3 Awards List, https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-and-funding/supernofa.
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the Council increase funding to outside counsel Nossaman LLP, from the original allocation of
$620,000 to a new total of $1,380,000. The City Attorney has also requested that the Council
amend its existing contract with Nossaman LLP to include assistance with Venice Community
Housing et al. v. City of Los Angeles (Super. Ct., Los Angeles County, Case No.
25STCV20355), expanding its scope of work and further stalling the Project.

We urge the City Council to reject this blatant misuse of taxpayer funds and vote no on Item 22.

Sincerely,

Carie Martin Katherine J.G. McKeon
Public Counsel Western Center on Law & Poverty
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Council File No:
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Communication from Public

Alexa Lynn Brandt
01/27/2026 11:25 PM
24-0971

Subjecr: Support City Attorney’s request for legal funding
Councilmembers, As a community member, I am deeply
concerned about the Venice Dell project and urge you to fund the
City Attorney’s defense against these meritless lawsuits. Moving
forward with this project would expose the City to enormous
financial and legal risk. Key concerns: Extremely high cost:
Estimated total cost is $233 million, including the value of City
land and a new parking structure. That equals over $2 million per
small “affordable” unit — an indefensible use of taxpayer funds.
Loss of valuable public land and revenue: The City would give up
land worth an estimated $70 million. The City would also lose
about $750,000—$1 million per year in beach parking revenue.
Parking replacement would cost taxpayers millions: Replacing
existing beach parking would require a new garage with over $36
million in long-term debt service. This comes at a time when the
City is already facing serious budget constraints. The Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BOTC) already rejected this
project: On December 10, 2024, BOTC voted 5-0 to deny use of
lot #731 for Venice Dell housing. The City Council did not
overturn that decision, so it is final and binding. Even the court
raised red flags: A Superior Court judge noted with respect to the
project that there are “very good arguments they are squandering
money here.” Serious process and legal problems: The site was
wrongly labeled “surplus or underutilized,” even though it has
long been used for coastal access parking, a boat launch for
Venice Canals access, and 4 units of existing affordable housing,
and provides upwards of $750,000 in City Revenue. Key financial
documents and risk warnings were not provided to City Council
before initial approvals. Better alternatives exist: Lot 701, directly
across the street, is genuinely underutilized and already approved
for a feasibility study. Housing can be built there without
sacrificing coastal access or public parking. Bottom line:
Defending the City against these lawsuits is far cheaper and far
safer than reviving a deeply flawed project. Venice Dell would
primarily benefit the non-profit developers and banks — not
taxpayers, not the unhoused, not the community, and not the
millions of visitors to Venice Beach. Please protect the City by
funding the City Attorney’s defense against frivolous lawsuits and
let’s move on to better solutions and leave the deeply flawed



Venice Dell project in the past. Thank You. Alexa Brandt
Resident 90291



Communication from Public

Name: Janice Wyatt
Date Submitted: 01/27/2026 05:45 PM
Council File No: 24-0971

Comments for Public Posting: 1 wholeheartedly support the City Attorney’s request for
additional legal fees for outside counsel to fight the frivolous
lawsuits attempting to revive the Venice Dell project.



