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Preamble to the LANC COALITION BYLAWS (Revlsed February_8_, 2008): 
The Neighborhood Councils of the City of Los Angeles do hereby create this 
Charter · 
• to provide a more effective voice for the residents of Los Angeles, 
-to create a more effective system of Neighborhood Councils 
~ to communicate with each other, and 
- to fulfill our responsibilities under the Los Angeles City Charter. 

1. The MEETING was CALLED'TO ORDER 

Whereas: LANCC tries to gather and refer information necessary for NC Actions to the NCs but 
LANCC does not speak for specific NCs. 
Therefore: LANCC wants to have representatives from all 95 NCs. 

· LANCC Representatives are responsible for communicating issues to their NCs. 
It is not necessary for a NC Representative to be a NC Board Member. 

·Only one LANCC Representative from any single NC may vote on any single issue 
LANCC assumes that these Representatives act in the best interest of their NC · · 

(with or without specific approval of their NC) 

(sections omitted) 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 



7. TOPIC: Response to Mr. Park's MOTION Re: NC OUTREACH 

BACKGROUND: Recently, Mr. Parks/Ms Perry drafted CF #10-1797 .. 57. 
Its fjrst senteno~ ip pregnant with meaning: "There are several major issues pending 
before the City Council and there is legitimate concern that our 
neighborhood councils are either not informed, or then have not discussed 
tham and taken positiona. or they do· not realize the extent of impact to their 
communities these issues would have, or they have not communicated their 
views to the City Councu.~· For' example, ... the waste~shedfaoilities propo~aL~:." In. 
resp()nse, aLANqc fy1()TIQN (see Ap'pe~dix ·lt1) yvas putbeforethe LANCC .. ·. ., 

::.:· .. :• .. :,. ' :' . · ... ·, ··.· . ::· .. .; ... · .. ·. '·;'., .. : .. :·.·; '.:.··,,: .; •:· ' .. 

a .. Daniel Wisernan.npt~d thatt_his could be~~ken to.indi<:at~that Mr. parks ~nd rv,~. Perry . 
. ·want to be sure that the NCs fulfill their obligation to " .. :advise the City ... " That, however, 

will require that: . . .. .. ... .. ... . ... . . . .... . ... · .... .... . .. . .. . 
#1·;.:. The ''major issues'' a're defined and itemized by the Mayor and City Council 
#2- The background and importance of all "major issues" be.systematically provided to the 

.· ·,·,Ncs with·enough time allowed·(mininium 90 days) for inforni'ation gathering, 
·' · .·. processing, presentation, deliberation and decision-making by the NCs. 
·#3 -The NCs.wil.l be!.given.ample:Opportunitytopresenttheir.views.to the Mayor and City 
. . . Counci.L (notjust "2-minute.Public.Comments") .. . . ·.. . .... 

. #4 - That a "feed-back loop" be established for each "lllajor issue" that will be used to 
evaluate the decision-makers recommendations and 

. #5 -·'thC1tthe NQs ~e Eiff<>rded ~he ()p'portunity to regularly report, back to the M~yq,rand City 
· ' ··Council otrthe status, implementation and impact of the "major issue." ·. · · · · · ••· · · 

b. Jay Handal added that the Regional Alliances should be able to participate. The WRAC 
process takes 90 days. So far, NCs do not get the. necessary information in time to react. 
They are expected to find, define and pro~:;ess th~ "major issues~~without help from the 
Mayor, City Council or Dep~r:fments; . .. · · 

Mr. Handal and Ivan Speigel have drafted background material, see Appendix #1, and 
proposed the following MOTION. e1s .a RESPONSE ·MOTION to the Parks 
proposal (CF #10~1797~S7}: .. · · · · · · · · · · ·· ·· 

This is the full text of background material. an~ the.respons~ motion to CF #10M1797-S7 (the 
Parks/Perry proposal for NCs to report on specific issues) is incluqed on the following pages: 
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, , .:;B~Tli:¢';cui:f·.ent'DONE contf.lct list is seve~·alyears out ofd~;tte. It is virtuallYimpossihl~to 
•. > .·•·.· .• ·gei)illiy kil)dpftimely..notice to t~e eritite Neigbborh,ood CQuncil:;sY~terp,. Th((pres.em . 
•· ·· · ·.\ i·p6li6§.6i1ly. allbws each hrdividtiai board membedo update th~H.P~~sOi1al ,i#f9tma~io1i. ·. 
• ·•· : <:rh&.Secfetaiy·of each NC should be given a pas'sword arid alloWed to provldithls .. 

·. ·. · · · \in£oifu:atiori foi; their entire Board. Fail).lteto .do so sho:uld •result in DONE hiihtltt¢in.P 
· ·· ... _··· .!1t~lft11~r·t4tWe~ -~itr. the si1aties 'oeh1g (l~duyte.~.frB~-t~~N¢'1.$_ y¢a~Iy fu#.CiiBg · 

c~ Wh~h'Neig;ilborl1ood council ri1eri1hers, many bf\vltom4av~::io ta.ke. tim,(;} fr()w .their 
:\v6tk; •WP~~h before i c6mmitt~e or ,ti1e wMle Q9w1piJ,JheP are roJ.ttinely given two 

. i'rihJ.!it¢s:,toreporl or give'public ccntnnent on &n is'sue. It is extremely difficult to giv¢. any 
,;Y'i;' . ... . .. .. . . ; J9ik('6:ft~s,so11.~d response in this short time allotrn.ent. Ifthe City Qquncilreally wanted 

·····.';..··.:::' ...... 

· : > ·· ··•. · · ·' ··· · .. · ··'iiip6t jf()m official. NC representatives they should ail ow a reasonable time . 
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,;:·.:< · · · '<liff~i.eiit.iieilis. ·.Not oniy did this negate any kind ofmeaningful inrmt; hut.it tv~ . . .. . 
.,:;• ; ·. · · • ' · · :disre$Pe.~tfvl.ofJ4e NGrepresentatives who .took thetiin:e to Jt~Y.el ?pvynto\yrJ,,.wim the · 
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it took us to formulat~ .our r~cpmme1,1clat1ons. · · · · · ·· · 
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f1i{s. b.ody ·ask~tlic' Cli~1tma11 to. gpnsid¢rtM apo\~eJnfQt:nJ~tion wh~n reviewi1;1g how 
··· ' ..•. NO.'$'ii1tt:!i:~ctwithtlteii·;,s\~k¢ihold~i's ru1c1'the ,c;;ity gpv¢thrii¢ilt. · 

}).: .. ;, . .. 

}t,t; . ..•.. ..• . . . .. . $1tbMittecl. by: 
· ... : ' ·•· :: : ' ··: · ·i~5t#~i1da( thii'it; We$tLA:Ne~g1l~othopd co~thqiJ 
i\'?• ·.· .. ; · .. · .. tvrur :8tii¢>gel; Padiamen:tarlan; Vet'ii ~e·Neigl1both¢<5d cout\oh. 

c. After further discussion there was a restatement of the essential parts of the RESPONSE 
MOTION (Handai!Seigel) to the Parks proposal (CF #1 0 .. 1797-5 7): 

( 1) All "important" issues should be sent to the NCs 60 days prior to their first hearing so that 
the NCs may have time to reach out to their stakeholders and take a position. A good 
example of this is the weekly notice from the Planning Department which alerts NCs to t 
the applications filed for their District 

Each City Department head should be responsible to work with the NC system as a 
partner, not an adversary. 

(2) DONE shall compile and regularly update a contact list of all NC Board members. 

(3) The City Council and all of its Committees shall allow a five minute public comment 
period to all speakers that are officially representing their NCs. 

(4) All Council Di.strict offices shall meet regularly with their NCs and work with them to 
develop plans allowing for greater NC input in the decision making process. 

(5) The E&N Committee shall look into the funding of DONE pertaining to the capacity to 
fulfill its mission. An additional staff position shall be funded with part of its job 
description being to track all impending legislation and department hearings and to notify 
the NC system in a timely manner. 



(6) NCs should qe allowed to reque~t a postponement of all upcoming legislation so that 
they may properly notify their stakeholders and have time to meet and take a position. 

This proposal in its six original parts was PASSED: 19 Ayes, 1 Nayes, 1 Abstention. 

The Chairman promised to get thi~ action out to everyone and said the Executive Committee 
will assign specific people to deliver our recommendations, formally, to the E&N, to BONC 
and elsewhere. 

10-1797-87 MOTION (Parks- Perrx) relative to a request to the 
Neighborh.ood Councils to report on their process for community outreach 
efforts as well as on the status of their understanding and awareness of 
major, key issues pending before the City Council, such as proposals to 
establish eleven waste-sheds in their neighborhoods to serve as temporary 
repositories for waste separation of recyclable materials. · · · · · 

''There are several major issues pending before the City Council and there is 
legitimate concern that our neighborhood councils are either not informed, 
or they have not discussed them and tal\.en positions, or they do not realize 
the extent of impact to their communities these issues would have, or they 
have not communicated their views to the City Council. For example, the 
Board of Public Works has recommended adoption of an Exclusive 
Franchise agreement for the collection of solid waste within the City of Los 
Angeles. The Exclusive Franchise Agreement would apply to waste collection 
for all commercial property owners and tenants and multifamily properties, 
including rental units covered by the Rent Stabilization Ordinance. This 
action is intended to generate a higher waste diversion rate by requiring 
mandatory commercial recycling. 

The major issue related to residential neighborhoods is the location of the 
waste-sheds that are to be located throughout the City. The waste-sheds 
serve as the temporary repository for waste separation of recyclable 
materials. These facilities will produce environmental issues which will be of 
concern to the residents in adjacent and nearby neighborhoods. It is also 
likely that the waste-sheds will produce odors, attract vermin, and possibly 
lead to ground contamination. Any and all of these conditions may affect the 
quality of life for adjacent and nearby residential neighborhoods. These 
issues should be fully investigated and findings shared with residents in 
affected neighborhoods. 



It is critical that single-family property owners, tenants and small 
. multifamily property owners in the neighborhoods located within the 
affected radius of the eleven proposed waste-sheds are provided ·with an 
opportunity to hear the arguments for and against the proposed Exclusive 
and Non-Exclusive Franchise agreements. This is an example of a major 
issue which requires open and well publicized meetings to allow testimony by 
all conc~rned parties and to disclose findings from studies and reports 

· related to the proposed Exclusive Franchise Waste Collection Agreement. 
We also.need to know the extent of outreach conducted by our City 
departments to neighborhood councils on these major issues. 

I THEREFORE MOVE that the Neighborhood Councils be requested to 
report to the Education and Neighborhoods Committee on their process for . 
community outreach efforts as well as on the status of their understanding 
and awareness of major, key issues pending before the City Council, 
including, for example, the proposals to establish eleven waste-sheds in their 
neighborhoods to serve as the temporary repository for waste separation of 
recyclable materials, as well as other key issues.'' 

Here is the Mar Vista CC COMMUNITY IMPACT STATEMENT: 

Re: City issues and NCs 

WHEREAS: Council Member Parks has made a motion, seconded by 
Council Member Perry, requiring Neighborhood Councils to report to the 
Education And Neighborhoods Committee on how NC's perform with regard 
to City issues, Be it resolved that the Mar Vista Community Council, in its 
regular meeting of July LO, 20t2, moves to approve the following response 
to the motion: 
Neighborhood Councils, by charter and ordinance, are mandated to be the 
link between the City government and the citizens of Los Angeles. 

The Mar Vista Community Council recognizes its responsibility in this 
matter. In an effort to comply with the mandate, MVCC has inserted notices 
in its newsletter; created blast e-mails; organized events, town halls and 
other forms of outreach and has sent representatives to speak before the City 



"! , 

Council and its committees. MVCC works cooperatively with Council 
Members Rosendahl·and Ko:retz on iss.ues of importance to MVCC · ·. · 
stakeholders. · · ·· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·. · · · · 

HOWEVER, the City of Los Angeles has not, for the most part, established 
any kind of procedures that would facilitate Neighborhood Councils in 
fulfilling this duty. · · · · 

TH~·REFORE, tlte l\'Ia:r Vista Community Council :requests that Council .. 
Member Parks submit a motion to the full City Council m-andating th~ 
following: · . · · .. . · · ·· .. · · . . . · . . . . . . ..... 

All significant issues should be s~~t to the Neighbo:rho~d Councils at l~ast 60 
days prior to their first hearing so the NCs have adequate time 'to :reach out 
to their stakeholders and take a position. 

The City Council and all of its committees shall allow a five minute comment 
period to all speakers that are officially representing their Neighborhood 
Councils. 

All Council District Offices shall meet regularly with the Neighborhood 
Councils and work with them to develop plans allowing for greater NC input 
in the decision making process. 

The Education and Neighborhoods Committee shall investigate the funding 
of the Department of Neighborhood Empower.ment pertaining to its capacity 
to fulfill its mission. An additional staff position shall be funded with part of 
the job description being to track all impending legislation and department 
hearings and to notify the Neighborhood Council system in a timely manner. 
NeighborhoQd Coun.cils should be allowed to :request a postponement of all 
upcoming legislation so that they may properly notify their stakeholders and 
have time to take a position. 


