
Dear City Council members,

April 28, 2014

Honorable City Council
clo Office of the City Clerk
2.00 North Spring Street, Room 395 los Angeles, CA, 90012.

The small lot ordinance was enacted to ease the housing crisis in Los Angeles and bring
affordable housing to the citizens of Los Angeles.

Many small lot developments have been built, with many more planned. These developments
have achieved various levels of success and integration into the neighborhoods, enhancing the
neighborhoods they inhabit as well as adhering to the spirit of the small lot ordinance.

Many more of these projects do nothing more than reduce the affordable housing stock of the
city of Los Angeles only to be replaced by dense, expensive housing which serves no one but
the financial interests of the developers. Often these developments displace rent-controlled
housing.

The housing crisis of Los Angeles (recently labeled America's least affordable rental market) will
not be solved by building more housing priced well above the median price of this region.

This motion to allow by-right subdivision does nothing for the stakeholders of this city and brings
more power to those with who already have substantial advantages. As it stands now, the
process of subdivision allows for significant stakeholder comment, input and involvement as infill
development changes the character of long-standing neighborhoods. It allows change to occur
in a way that benefits all, stakeholder and developer alike.

Until such time as problems such as these can be addressed, the subdivision process must not
be changed, further removing any chance for the stakeholders to work with the developers to
maintain and enhance t eir neighb oods

D£~ffi
Dtornquist@mac.com

Tom LaBonge asked the Department of City Planning to evaluate the ordinance and ensure
"compatibility with the neighborhood." He addressed the problems of thesmalliotordinance
from the stakeholder'S perspective, not that of the developers. He called for the Guidelines to be
updated and improved. At this date the guidelines are unenforceable, all too often enhanced by
"flexibility" and If creativity" to the point of distortion and flagrant disregard.

The South Hollywood neighborhood council clearly enumerates problems precipitated by this
well-meaning ordinance - disregard for the guidelines, out of scale buildings, towering
structures, entire neighborhoods blighted by one large building whose only benefit has been to
enhance the bottom line of its developer.



29 April 2014 Subject: Council File 13-1478

To: Planning and Land Use Management Committee
Honorable Jose Huizar, Chair
c/o Office of the City Clerk
Los Angeles City Hall
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Honorable Los Angeles City Council
c/o Office of the City Clerk
Los Angeles City Hall
200 North Spring Street, Room 395
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Council Member Tom LaBonge filed motion 13-1478 on November 1st last year, proposing to update
current Small Lot Development guidelines and impose stricter rules in light of problems and
complaints from neighbors. His Chief of Land Use Planning, Rene Weitzer, was quoted: 'There is a
need for real conditions to be imposed on the projects." She went on to say: ''Under LaBonge's
motion, the Planning Department would evaluate and look at possibly changing the underlying
ordinance to ensure that future Small Lot Subdivisions are compatible with the neighborhoods."

Sincerely,

Item (6) 13-1478 on the agenda, a proposed change to the Small Lot Ordinance, seeks to remove the
requirement for developers to obtain a variance in order to start construction prior to the State of
California recording the Final Subdivision Map. Even though a Subdivisions Hearing would still be
mandated before developers can get approval for their projects, they would now be able to bypass the
collaborative Neighborhood Council review process triggered by the variance.

Without the need to obtain a variance, developers would not be required to solicit input or review from
Neighborhood Councils. Surrounding neighbors often are in complete shock that such developments
are (1) legal and (2) already in the planning process by the time they are informed. Residents are then
further dismayed that developers are not required to follow the Small Lot Subdivision Guidelines.
Even though the Guidelines clearly address issues such as neighborhood character, sizing, setbacks,
privacy, open space, and street orientation, they are routinely ignored by developers because they are
not mandatory. The current review process has proven to be invaluable, as described by the Echo Park
Elysian Neighborhood Council's Community Impact Statement, dated 3 February 2014.

But what is most disturbing is the fact that Tom LaBonge's motion to protect our neighborhoods is
apparently being hijacked to streamline the planning process for developers. Taking away the
opportunity for community input is a step in the wrong direction as described by the South Hollywood
Neighborhood Association's letter of protest dated 4 April 2014.

In light of complaints and problems that the small lot ordinance has already created, the absolute worst
thing would be to now allow these projects to move forward with less review. I therefore urge the
PL UM Committee to reject the proposed changes to the ordinance if for no other reason than because it
is a blatant attempt to undermine the spirit of the motion.

I also request that the Small Lot Ordinance be revised and updated immediately, as called for in Tom
LaBonge's Motion 13-1478. Lastly, the Small Lot Design Guidelines must be enforceable as law.

David Modern, Silver Lake Neighborhood Council Member At Large - Elect



Exhibit A
Before Neighborhood Council

Involvement
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Exhibit B
After Neighborhood Council

Involvement
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