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August 20, 2013 BPC # 13-0278

The Honorable Public Safety Committee
City of Los Angeles
clo City Clerk's Office
City Hall, Room 395
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attention John White:

RE: PARTY HOUSES - CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

At the regular meeting of the Board of Police Commissioners held Tuesday, August 20,2013, the
Board APPROVED the Department's report relative to the above matter.

This matter is being forwarded to you for approval.

Respectfully,

BOARD OF POLICE COMMISSIONERS

'--rvI .? 1
I' (CIJ>A.JlJ -J;J'I/'C-"

MARIA SILVA
Commission Executive Assistant
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INTRADEP ARTMENT AL CORRESPONDENCE 'tc:

RECEIVED
August 8, 2013
8.2

TO: Honorable Board of Police Commissioners

POLICE COMMISSION
REVIEWED " '1','''' i,~~,,:

FROM:
~~~
E){ECUTIv[ DlMtTOft

PARTY HOUSES - CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

Chief of Police

SUBJECT:

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS

1. That the Board of Police Commissioners (Board) REVIEW and APPROVE this report.

2. That the Board TRANSMIT the attached Fact Sheet containing findings and
recommendations to the Public Safety Committee.

DISCUSSION

Pursuant to the November 12,2012, motion by Fourth District Council Member Tom LaBonge,
Detective Support and Vice Division conducted research pertaining to the adoption of an
ordinance that regulates "party-houses." The research incorporated information from the Los
Angeles City Attorney's Office, Hollywood Area, Commission Investigation Division and
Emergency Operations Division.

In addition, similar ordinances from the cities of Santa Monica, Malibu and Newport Beach were
reviewed to evaluate the way in which each municipality managed their respective nuisance
party venue problem.

A comprehensive Fact Sheet is attached and makes recommendations in terms of ordinance
language and penalty considerations. Finally, an Ordinance Comparison Matrix is attached for
your review and consideration.

Should you have any questions, please contact Captain Kelly P. Mulldorfer, Commanding
Officer, Detective Support and Vice Division, at (213) 486-0910.

Respectfully,

CHARLI B CK
Chief of Police

~OARD OF
POLlCE COMMISSIONERS
Approved l4fCt:;i~",)O,)(J(;7
SecretaI'Y}.1&2Iw[. d~t,-,-

Attachments



rnTRADEPARTMENTALCORRESPONDENCE

August 5, 2013
8.2

TO: Chief of Police

FROM: Chief of Detectives

SUBJECT: PARTY HOUSES - CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

Pursuant to the November 12,2012, motion by Fourth District Council Member Tom LaBonge,
Detective Support and Vice Division conducted research pertaining to the adoption of an
ordinance that regulates "party-houses." The research incorporated information from the
Los Angeles City Attorney's Office, Hollywood Area, Commission Investigation Division and
Emergency Operations Division. All entities supported the creation of an ordinance to
specifically address party locations, especially those emanating from residential zones.

In addition, similar ordinances from the cities of Santa Monica, Malibu and Newport Beach were
reviewed to evaluate the way in which each municipality managed their respective nuisance
party venue problem.

A comprehensive Fact Sheet is attached and concludes that the creation of a specific ordinance
that regulates nuisance party venues in the City of Los Angeles will benefit our communities and
be a valuable enforcement tool. The document also makes specific recommendations in terms of
ordinance language and penalty considerations. Finally, an Ordinance Comparison Matrix is
attached for your review and consideration.

Should you have any questions, please contact Captain Kelly P. Mulldorfer, Commanding
Officer, Detective Support and Vice Division, at (213) 486-0910

~C1c....------
KIRK J. ALBANESE, Deputy Chief
Chief of Detectives

Attachments



FACT SHEET

PARTY HOUSES
July 31,2013

BACKGROUND

Pursuant to a Motion on November 21,2012, by Councilmember Tom LaBonge, the
Los Angeles Police Department (Department) was directed to research the adoption of
an ordinance to regulate "party houses" similar to recently adopted ordinances by the
cities of Santa Monica and Malibu that prohibit operating single family residential
property as an event facility for commercial purposes. It was further directed that the
research be conducted in consultation with the Planning Department, the Department of
Building and Safety, and the Los Angeles City Attorney.

Detective Support and Vice Division (DSVD) was directed to draft a report pertaining to
the Public Safety Committee Motion dealing with "party houses." This project was
assigned to Detective III Eric Moore, Serial No. 26676, Citywide Nuisance Abatement
Unit (CNAU) and Detective III Steve Park, Serial No. 25434, Field Evaluator (FE),
DSVD. Detective Moore is responsible for oversight of Citywide Nuisance Abatement
investigations and training. Detective Park is responsible for oversight of Operations-
Valley Bureau vice investigations and training.

In 2006, Councilmember LaBonge originally introduced this "party house" Motion.
The Hollywood Commanding Officer, Captain Beatrice Girmala, has deployed
ongoing enforcement to mitigate nuisances at party houses in Hollywood Area.
On January 17, 2010, she initiated a request for "507 Party" calls in the reporting
districts notorious for party houses. The respective reporting districts yielded 403 radio
calls for service in a six-month period that translated to an average of 67 radio calls for
service per month.

Captain Girmala stated that "party houses" not only disrupt the quality of life for
Hollywood residents by creating excessive noise, traffic, and parking issues, but they
create severe public safety issues by blocking narrow streets that allow access and
egress to emergency vehicles and personnel.

At the beginning of each summer, the DSVD CNAU identifies locations known for illegal
parties and initiates contact with residents and property owners to dissuade them from
hosting illegal parties. In May 2013, DSVD received notification of 25 illegal party house
locations. One party house business was so lucrative that the property owner actually
built a subterranean night club in the back yard. This particular location charged
customers $100,000 for one event. Another party house location was simply a front for
an illegal sexual encounter location in a residential zone. The suspects who operated
the illegal businesses deployed a number of "elaborate scams" to avoid prosecution
that included claiming to be a charity to save an endangered monkey species.
The related abatement investigations to remedy the locations were lengthy and
costly. Unfortunately, some of the locations were scenes for sexual assaults and
violent crimes before they were abated.

Page 1 of 4



FACT SHEET

PARTY HOUSES
July 31, 2013

METHODOLOGY

The cities of Santa Monica and Malibu were contacted with regard to their respective
approach in dealing with party houses and copies of their recently adopted ordinances
were obtained (Attachments 2 and 3). The ordinances were reviewed in consultation
with the Los Angeles City Attorney's Office, Police Commission, DSVD investigators,
Captain Beatrice Girmala, the Hollywood Area Vice Unit, and Emergency Operations
Division.

FINDINGS

A review of the aforementioned ordinances suggests that the most prudent approach
would be an ordinance that articulates the outright ban of this type of commercial use
in a residential area. Commercial "party houses" have historically had a host of negative
affects on residential communities. Pay for entry party house events often cause
excessive noise, illegal parking, traffic violations, congestion, and strained police
resources. Additionally, it creates an unfair business advantage for the illegal party
events competing against lawful, licensed, permitted, properly zoned venues.

The Los Angeles City Attorney advised that they currently address nuisance party
house locations by prosecuting for Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)
§12.21.1.A.1 (a), //legal Land Use. The City Attorney suggested that there is a need for
stricter penalties that include community service, landowner fines, and property liens.

The Police Commission Noise Enforcement Team stated that if they are required to
address party locations with ongoing issues, a citation is issued to the homeowner or
tenant hosting the party for noise violations. In some circumstances, stereo equipment
is booked as evidence. Some homeowners or tenants hide or leave the location to
avoid being cited. In those cases, the disc jockey is often cited.

Detective Support and Vice Division, CNAU, is tasked with abating ongoing nuisance
party houses throughout the City when traditional enforcement at the Area level has
not resolved the problem. Investigators recommend enhancing the fines attributed to
party houses so the citations are not just considered as "the cost of doing business."
Investigators also suggested a requirement that any permit issued be
endorsed/approved at the Area level and that such enterprises be limited
to three times per year.

Hollywood Area Vice staff and an Area Senior Lead Officer stated that their most
effective tool to mitigate nuisance party houses has been preemptive contact with the
homeowners and tenants. They regularly monitor internet websites and liaison with
patrol to stop illegal parties before they occur.

Page 2 of 4



FACT SHEET

PARTY HOUSES
July 31,2013

Emergency Operation Division (EOD) was consulted due to their involvement with
granting film permits and advised that when film permits are granted at locations,
consideration is given to parking, traffic impact, noise, and safety issues.
The Emergency Operations Division protocols include a partnership with Film LA,
which is a private nonprofit organization that coordinates and processes permits for
on-location motion picture, television and commercial productions. The partnership
facilitates the timely evaluation by Film LA and EOD of film permit requests.

CONCLUSIONS

Based on past experience, research, and consultation with interested stakeholders, it
would be beneficial to enact an ordinance to address "party houses." The ordinance
language should be crafted in such a way as to include a variety of locations and
dwellings, as nuisance party locations are hosted in apartments, storefronts,
warehouses, parking lots, and a variety of other venues.

RECOMMENDATIONS

A "party house" ordinance will improve the quality of life for residents of the City of
Los Angeles and reduce police calls for service. The Department makes the following
recommendations.

1. It is recommended that an ordinance be adopted that prohibits party house activity
in residential areas of the City.

2. It is recommended that the City adopt the best practices of the Cities of
Santa Monica, Malibu, and Newport Beach to address the impact of
"party houses."

3. It is recommended that the term "party house" be changed to "unlawful party venue"
or similar terminology.

4. It is recommended that a LAMC ordinance be created to specifically address large
party events, and that it be written in a manner that affords discretion by the
investigating officer(s) to effectively manage an unruly event, but not restrict the
hosting of a "reasonable" event that does not negatively impact the community.

5. It is recommended that the following language be included in the ordinance:
"No person shall willfully allow or host any loud, unruly gathering that interferes
with the use and/or reasonable quiet enjoyment of any residential neighborhood."

6. It is recommended that social media and/or a press conference be utilized to inform
the public regarding the new ordinance.

Page 3 of 4



FACT SHEET

PARTY HOUSES
July 31,2013

7. It is recommended that a standardized number of attendees be established that
would generate the requirement for a permit and that a standardized method to
determine that number also be established.

8. It is recommended that a Council Motion be introduced that requires licensing for
event promoters and that all "for profit" party house events be hosted only by a
licensed promoter.

AGENCY AND PERSON(S) INTERVIEWED

ASSIGNMENT AGENCYREPRESENTATlVE TELEPHONENo.
Los ANGELESOFFICEOFTHECITYAnORNEY

Noise Enforcement Team Supervising Deputy City Attorney Asha GREENBURG (213)978-4090

Los ANGELESPOLICEDEPARTMENT

Hollywood Division Captain Beatrice GIRMALA, Serial No. 24916 (213) 972-2996
Police Officer Ralph SANCHEZ, Serial No. 34919

Emergency Operations Dlvlslon Police Officer Sam PARK, Serial No. 35234 (213) 486-0680

Operations-Central Bureau Lieutenant Cindy BEN ES, Serial No. 22685 (213) 485-3101

Operations-South Bureau Captain Anthony 0000, Serial No. 26588 (213) 382-9045

Operations-Yalley Bureau Lieutenant Dennis BALLAS, Serial No. 25774 (818) 644·8080

Operations-West Bureau Lieutenant Andy HEREDERO, Serial No. 20962 (Retired) (213) 473·0277
Detective Michael OZAKI, Serial No. 25147

Detective Support and Yice Division Detective Kyle LEWISON, Serial No. 24609 (213) 486·0910
Police Officer Michael DICKES, Serial No. 34919

Prepared by:
Detective Support and Vice Division

Attachments

1. Ordinance Comparison Matrix (Santa Monica, Malibu, Newport Beach)
2. Santa Monica City Council Report
3. City of Malibu Special Event Packet
4. Newport Beach Police Department "Loud and Unruly" Gathering Policy
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City Council Report .

.':.' ..'
. City Council Meeting: November 13,2012

. . Agenda Item: -=r - A
To:

From:
Subject

Mayor and City Council

Marsha Jones Moutrie, City Attomey

Ordinances Regulating the Commercial Operation of Residential
Properties As Event Venues

Recommended Action
Staff recommends that the City Council either adopt the attached regular ordinance on
second reading or adopt the attached proposed emergency ordinance if circumstances
are determined to warrant emergency action.

Executive Summary . .' .
At its meeting of October 2nd, Council considered complaints from neighbors about a
series of large, night-time events at 2009 La Mesa Drive produced for the primary
purpose of marketing the home for sale. In response, Council directed staff to retum
with an emergency ordinance banning .such activity in the City's R-1 districts. Staff
returned ,«ith an ordinance on October 2S'd. After the public hearing, Council modified
the prohibition in the proposed ordinance, revised it into a regular ordinance, and
approved the ordinance on first reading. That ordinance is now presented for second
reading and adoption.

Also presented for Council consideration is the same emergency ordinance that was
proposed on October 23rd. This emergency ordinance is presented in the event that the
actiVities which have taken place most recently at 2009 La Mesa Drive warrant
emergency action. . .

Background

Council" members placed an' item on the agenda for October 2nd in response to

neighbors' complaints that night-time events at the single family residence at 2009 La

Mesa Drive had created a nuisance' and were disrupting quietude in their R-1. . . '

neighborhood. Among other things, neighbors testified .that 2009 La Mesa Drive was

being advertised as "The Rolling Stone's House of Rock" (The House of Rock), that the

events included concert styJeperformances, and that the traffic generated by the events. . .
imperiled the safety and welfare by interfering with access to their homes. At that

1



hearing, one of the .owners of The House of Rock testified that she is in the business of

''flipping'' high-end homes and that the series of events was a clever marketing scheme.

At the conclusion of the lengthy hearing, Council directed staff to return with an

.ernerqency ordlnancethat would prohibit the activities on October 23rd• Before th~t. .', . \

: meeting, another large event was held at The House of Rock. It apparently did not
, '

, signifi~antly disrupt the neighborhood.

2

As directed, staff presented a proposed emergency ordinance to .Councll on' October

23rd. Again, many people testified, including ,both neighbors who opposed the

n:arketing scheme for The House of Rock and supporters who claimed, among other
, . '

things: that the events benefited worthy charities. After the hearing, Council approved

the proposed ordinance on first reading with two modifications.' One broadened the

ordinance's prohibition, and the other made it ~ regular o~dinance" 'Because concern

was expressed that future events, including a widely-publicized Halloween event, might

a~a,in severely disrupt the neighborhood, staff assured Council that it would return with

-both the second readlnq'of the regular ordinance and the emergency ordinance•

..
Dlscusalon

f\fter the Council meeting of October 23"\ neighbors, the owners, and attorneys for both

contacted City staff. Neighbors expressed their concerns about the then-upcoming
, " '

HaIloween party, asking that ample enforcement personnel be available to address any
, ,

legal violations, particularly those causing safety risks. Owners asked that the street be

closed the night of the event. City staff responded by formulating contingency plans for

that evening. The street was not closed pursuant to the owner's request. (While safety

personnel' can and do close streets when necessary to preserve safety, they do so '

based upon their assessment of the exigencies of the moment; the City does not have

the aut~ority to close a.public street at the request of a single property owner.) On.the

night of the event, enforcement personnel monitored impacts, asking that noise be

reduced on a couple of occasions. Apart from occasional, spikes in noise, no legal

violations were observed.



3

Since the last Council hearing, concern has also been expressed about possible code

violations. These include, out are not limited to, the conversion of the attic into a

recording studio and the instaliation of outdoor cooking facilities in the back yard. Staff

is addressing these issues through its usual processes. They include interpreting the
. " , . " '~' - . .

code, evaluating potential violations, issuing citations when appropriate and allowing an

opportunity to correct any cited vtoratlons.

. The attorney for the neighbors has continued to complain that The House of Rock

constitutes a commercial endeavor in an R-1.zone and therefore the City should halt the

activity. As explained in the previous staff report, staff does not believe that a court

would issue a temporary restraining order or preliminary injunction halting the events at .

The House of Rock based on the presently existing record and current local law.

However, legal staff has communicated its willingness to carefully consider any legal. .
authority to the contrary and noted that the City could opt to. participate in any lawsuit

(such as a nuisance action) that the neighbors might file to attempt to halt future events.

As previously explained, staffs opinion is that local law should be modified to include an

express. prohibition against operating a residential property as an events facility.

Accordingly, staff continues to support adoption of an.ordinance.

Two ordinances are proposed with this. report. The first is the second reading of the

ordinance approved on Octobe;r2;3rd. The second is the emergency ordinance that was

proposed the same evening. The SUbstantive modification that Council made to the

ordinance on. the 23m has not been included in the emergency ordinance for the

reasons previously explained. Staff recommends adopting the regular ordinance on

second reading unless new circumstances have arisen. that, in Council's judgment,

necessitate emergency action.
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Approved: Forwarded to Council:

Financial Impacts

Adoption of either ordlnance'wlll not cause direct financial impacts to the City,

Prepared by: Marsha Jones Moutrie, City Attorney

Rod Gould
City Manager

Attachments:
A
B.

. .
Proposed Ordinance for Second Reading
Proposed Emergency Ordinance

. "

. ,



5

WHEREAS, the City Council intends that this ordinance will respect the legal

fights of all. It will not preclude marketing single-family residential real estate in Santa

Monica through standard means. Norwlll it preclude tarqe social gatherings, charitable. . ..' ..,., "" ', ........ ', , "

.••. ~ .,,,.....,. ~ " . ... . ~.,""'l'.'" .~"''''' ','''''' ( .
. events or political fundralsers in resldentlalnelqhborhoods; and

WHEREAS, the ordinance i~ intended to preclude the operation of one particular

and specific type of marketing scheme that creates extreme nuisance conditions and

thereby degrades public welfare, safety and quality of life in residential neighborhoods.

and is particularly likely to proliferate; and

NOW THEREFORE, TH,E CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA MONICA

DOES HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SE;CTION 1. Santa Monica Municipal Code Section 4.08.800 is hereby added to

read as follows:

(a) Prohibition: No person shall operate a single family

residential property for a commercial purpose including, but

not fimited to, as an event facility. No business license shall
. .

be issued for such an operation. For purposes of this.
. .

section, an "event facility" is property that is utillzed for

gatherings of more than 150 people at anyone time.

(b) Penalties and Remedies:

(1) Any person violating this section shall be guilty of

a misdemeanor, which shall be punishable by a fine. not to

exceed One Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00) per violation, or



Approved and adopted this 13th day of November, 2012.

Richard Bloom, Mayor
,,.. ..,.,

State of Califbrnia )
County of Los Angeles ) 5S.
CitY of Santa Monica )

I, Sarah P. Gorman, City Clerk of the City of Santa Monica, do hereby certify that
the foregoing Ordinance No. 2412 (eCS) had its introduction on October 23,
2012, and was adopted at the Santa Monica City Council meeting held on
November 13, 2012, by the followins vote:

Ayes: Councll members: Holbrook, McKeown, O'Connor,
Mayor Pr9 Tern Davis, Mayor Bloom

Noes: Council members: None

Absent: Council members: Shriver, O'Day

A summary of Ordinance No. 2412 (CCS) was duly published pursuant to
Califomia Government Code Section 4Q806.

ATTEST:

Sarah P. Gorman, City Clerk



Reference
Ordinance No. 2412

(CCS).



City Council Meeting: November 13, 2012 Santa Monica, Callfornia

ORDINANCE NUMBER 2412 (CGS),

(City Council Series) .

.AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE-CITY OF SANTA
. MONICA PROHIBITING THE OPERATION OF A SINGLE-FAMILY

RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY FOR A COMMERCIAL PURPOSE INCLUDING,
BUT NOT EMIT-ED TO, AS AN EVENT FACiUTY

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Monica is a small, older' beach

community, which attracts visitors from around the world and includes some of..
the most desirable and expensive real estate in the country;

WHEREAS, throughout its history, the City has attracted large numbers

of visitors who flock to the City, to enjoy thel beach and spectacular natural

setting in i:he day time, and the vast array of restaurants, "bars, and clubs and

other entertainment opportunities at night; and

WHEREAS, the C.ity is very densely populated: !l2,000 resldents in just

eight square mHes. And, .the workforce is much larger than the residentiai. .
population. Thus, though the residential population numbers approXimately

92;000, on weekdays approximately 250,000 people are present within the

City. And, on weekends and holidays, this number sweTIs to 500,000 or

more.



WHEREAS, traff~c congestion and parking shortages pose significant problems

for residents; and,

WHEREAS, given the present-day density of the City, the older infrastructure,

.and the, huge numbers of visitors, the City Council makes a substantial and ongoing

effort to 'balance residential and commercial interests and thereby protect residents'

health, safety and quality of life through various laws and policies that protect safety"

peace and quiet in residential neighborhoods, while also, preserving the City's robust

visitor-serving economy.and

WHEREAS, the Council also strives, through the adoption of policies and laws, to

strike, a balance that both respects individuals' rights, including their rights of privacy

and assembly; and, at the same time, protects the general welfare and common good

against endeavors undertaken for commercial gain that endanger the public peace and
, '

residential tranquility; and

WHEREAS, from time to time, individuals undertake commercial enterprises that

.are new to the City and require the re-striking of these balances; and '

WHEREAS, one such new business involves "flipping" a residential property by

transforming it into an event facility. The home/facility is redecorated and furnished 'by

professlonal vendors who provide services and goods in return for the opportunity to

display and sell their talents and wares. The facility is then marketed as a fashionable

party and concert venue and held open for a series of large private events, nominally for

the benefit of charities. The events attract wealthy patrons, who are potential

purchasers of the home and the design services and goods showcased there. To',

facilitate such purchases both those attending the events and "virtual visitors" can

2
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download a phone application that links them to information about the goods and .

services and enables purchases of them; arid
. .

WHEREAS, the series of charity events is a marketing ploy, which exposes the

home and its contents to very large number of poterrtlal purchasers in. a festive, party

setting, that is more like a large, exclusive nightclub than a.traditional open house or a

. furniture showroom; and

WHEREAS, the adverse impacts of this marketing scheme upon the

neighborhood are significant They far exceed the impacts of selling a home through

traditional means, such as broker caravans and Sunday afternoon open houses
. .

because of the timing, the large numbers of vehicles and party goers, the noise, and the

lights, among other things. The impacts also far exceed those of a homeowner hosting

an occasional large social or charitable everit, in part because the scheme involves a

series of events ln a relatively short period of time; and

WHEREAS, testimony and evidence presented to Council show that the impacts

include, but are not limited to: major influxes of traffic to residential streets; oversized

vehicles, such as stretch limousines and buses, blocking streets and driveways;

attendant impairments to residents' access to their own homes and to ingress and

egress by emergency personnel; loud music; bright, corrrnercial lighting; front-yard

stage shoWs and banner signage; degradation of air quality resulting' from large

numbers' of idling vehicles; damage to street trees caused by oversized vehicles;' and

other disruptions to neighborhood tranquility, safety and aesthetics; and

WHEREAS, in .addition to describing such nuisance conditions, residents also

testified to' Council that they feared that their own and their families' safety was



menaced by drunken event guests, disrespectful private security guards and dangerous
.

.equipment left on the street. Moreover, residents testified that family members who are

very elderly or infirm might not be able, in' the event of a medical emergency toreeelve

emergency medical care because the events caused gridlock on their street and

thereby made itimpossible, in the event of an emergency, to travel to and from their

homes and receive emergency assistance.

WHEREAS, many of the streets in the neighborhoods that are most likely to

attract this type of commercial endeavor are ve"rynarrow and therefore particularly iII-

suited to safely accommodate repeated, large influxes of traffic and over-sized vehicles;

and

WHEREAS, the desirability of property in Santa Monica, the number of very large

and elegant homes, and the City's reputation as a night-time "hot spot", and the

apparent profitability of this business model all indicate that this marketing scheme is

likely t~proliferate unless it is prohibited; and

WHEREAS, neighborhood residents impacted by this new business have

demanded that the City Council protect the quietude and safety of their street; and

WHEREAS, neighbors and others, who host large social events and donate use

of their homes for charitable fund raisers, have expressed concern about the.protection

of their constitutional rights to privacy and to conduct non-cornmerclal assemblies of

their own choosing; and

WHEREAS, the City Council is mindful of the fact that property owners have the

legal right to freely buy and sell their land; and

4
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. .
WHEREAS, the City Council intends that this ordinance will respect the lega\

rights of all. It will not preclude marketing single-family residential real estate in Santa

Monica through standard means. Norwlll it preclude ·large social gatherings, charitable

. events or political fundraisers in residential neighborhoods; and

WHEREAS, the ordinance is intended to preclude the operation of one particular. . .

and specific type of marketing scheme that creates extreme nuisance conditions and

thereby degrades public welfare, safety and quality of life in residential neighborhoods.

and is particularly likely to proliferate; and

NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA MONICA

DOES HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Santa Monica Municipal Code Section 4.08.800 is hereby added to

read as follows:

(a) Prohibition: No person shall operate a single family

residential property for a commercial purpose including, but

not limited to, as an event facility. No business license shall .

be issued for such an operation. For purposes of this
. .

section, an "event facility" is property that is utilized for

gatherings of more than 150 people at anyone time.

(b) Penalties and Remedies:

(1) Any person violating this section shall be guilty of

a misdemeanor, which shall be punishable by a fine. not to

exceed One Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00) per violation, or
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imprtsonment in the county jail for a period not exceeding six

months, or bo~, or shall be guilty of an infraction, which

shall be punishable by a fine not to exceed Two Hundred

Fifty Dollars ($250.00).

(2) Any person violating this section may be subject to

adrninlstrative citation issued pursuant to Chapter 1.09 of'

this Code;

(3) The City or any interested person may seek an

injunction or other relief to prevent or remedy violations of

this section;

(4) The remedies provided by this section are not'

intended to be exclusive, and their specification here shall

not prevent the City any interested person from utilizing any

other remedies afforded by law.

. .
SECTION 2. Any provision of the Santa Monica Municipal Code or appendices

. . .
thereto inconsistent with the provisions of this Ordinance, to the extent of such

inconsistencies and no further, is hereby repealed or modified to that extent necessary

to effect the provlslons of this Ordinance.

SECTION 3. If any 'section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase of this

Ordinance is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a decision of any

court. of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the



remaining portions of this Ordinance. The City Council hereby declares that it would

have passed this Ordinance and each and every section, subsection, sentence, clause,

or phrase not declared invalid 'orunccnetnnlcnatwthout regard to whether any portion

of the ordinance would be subsequently declared invalid or unconstitutional. .

SECTION 4. The Mayor shall sign and the City Clerk shall attest to the passage

: of this Ordinance. The City Clerk' shall cause t,he same to .be published once in the

official newspaper within 15 days after its adoption. This Ordinance shall. become

effective immediately upon.adoption.. -

APPROVED AS TO FORM:



Approved and adopted this 1Slliday of November, 2012.

Richard Bloom, Mayor

State of California )
Co.untyof Los Angeles ) 55.
City of Santa Monica )

I, Sarah P. Gorman, City Clerk of the City 'of Santa Monica, do hereby certify that
the foregoing Ordinance No. 2412 (GCS) had its introduction on October2S,
2012, and was adopted at the Santa Monica City Council meeting held on
November is, 2012, by the following vote:

Ayes: Council members: Holbrook, McKeown, O'Connor,
Mayor Pro Tern Davis, Mayor Bloom

Noes: Councll members: None

Absent: Council members: Shriver, O'Day

A summary of Ordinance No. 2412 (CCS) was duly published pursuant to
California Govemment Code Section 4Q806.

ATTEST:

Sarah P. Gorman, City Clerk



City of Malibu
23825 Stuart Ranch Rd., Malibu, California CA 90265-4804

(310) 456-2489 FAX (310) 456-7650

SEP 13-024
SPECIAL EVENT PERMIT

AGENCY APPROVAL
Los AngelesCounfy Sheriff - Malibu/Lost Hills Station

Event Location:

Event Start DatefTime:

Event End DatefTime:

Event Description:

Applicant/Contact:

Applicant Phone #:

Applicant Fax #:

27469 PACIFIC COAST HWY

8/4/20134:00:00 PM

8/4/201310:00:00 PM

Private Birthday Party

Edward Peykar

(818)425-5757

Submit this Approval form, with attached site map and event description, to:

Deputy Brownell
27050 Agoura Road, Calabasas CA 91302
818-878-1808 fax 818-880-5209
Hours: Monday - Thursday 9:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Separate applications and fees may be required. A TUP will not be issued until this
form, signed by an authorized member of this agency, has been retumed to the City
of Malibu. Any conditions imposed by this agency will be included in the TUP.

o Approved 0 Denied Conditions Imposed: 0 No 0 Yes (see below)

Notes/Comments/Conditions:

Name Date

Signature Title

Rev 04-04



5.34.010

Chapter 534

SPECIAL EVENTS

Sections:
5.34.010
534.020

Purpose.
Prohibition on excessive
special events in
residential
neighborhoods-Events
requiring permits.
Application
requirements.
Special event permit
issuance.

534.030

534.040

534.01 0 Purpose.
The purpose of the special event permit is

to allow for occasional large events inresiden-
tial neighborhoods, while preserving the pre-
dominately residential. character of the
neighborhood. Large events shall be regulated
'so as to avoid incompatibility between such
uses and surrounding areas. (Ord. 322 § 1
(part), 2008)

534.020 Prohibition on excessive
special events in residential
neighborhoods--Events
requiring permits.

It is unlawful for any person to conduct or
hold in any residence or on any residential
property any special event requiring a special
event permit as provided in this chapter with-
out such a permit. A special event permit is-
sued by the city prior to the commencement of
the event shall be required for all of the fol-
lowing events on property located in any RR,
SF, MF, MFBF, orMHzone:

A. Any event anticipating or prepared to
accommodate one hundred (100) or more per-
sons; or

(Malibu Supp, No. 11,6-08)

B. Any event with any commercial com-
ponent such as an admission fee, renting of
facility, public advertising, or promoting a
product in the media by invitirig persons who
wear or display a product or products for the
purpose of attracting media attention to such
products at the event, such as to attract the
attention of the paparazzi.

A special event permit shall not be issued
for an event of more than eight hours in dura-
tion. (Ord. 322 § I (part), 2008)

534.030 Application requirements.
A resident of the city may obtain from the

city a maximum of'four special events permits
per calendar year per parcel in order to con-
duct a special event at the resident's residence
pursuant to the provisions of this section. .

A. Requirements. A complete application
for special event permit shall consist of the
following:

l. An application, in a form as approved
by the city, completely filled out and signed
by applicant;

2. Filing fee;
3. Site plan, including the location of all

temporary structures, access onto the site, and
parking areas;

4. A written description detailing the type
and nature of the event, the date and hours of
the event and information on how noise, gar-
bage, sanitation, dust and traffic win be man-
aged; and

5. An affidavit signed by the applicant
attesting that he or she is the person hosting
the special event. (Ord. 322 § 1 (part), 2008)

534.040 Special event permit
issuance.

The city manager, or his or her designee,
shall issue a permit for special events that

. meet the requirements of this chapter within

152-32



five business days of receipt of a complete applica-
tion. The city manager may impose conditions on
the permit to protect against the event becoming a
nuisance to the surrounding neighborhood due to
the number of people in attendance, the amount of
traffic to be generated, the type and volume cir am-
plified music ·or entertainment to b~·utiliieci ·and
other similar considerations. Conditions shall take
into account the size of the residential property, the
capacity of the street on which it is located, the
availability of parking and the proximity to
neighbors. (Ord. 322 § 1 (part), 2008)

152-33 (Malibu Supp. No. 24, 9-\1)
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Newport Beach Police Department

Loud and Unruly Gathering & Disturbance Advisement Violations

The Newport Beach Police Department recoqnizes the important responsibility it shares in
rnalntaininq a safe, quiet and secure environment for those who live, work and play in the City.
Along those lines, we currently utilize the following noise related ordinances to hold tenants and
property owners accountable for hosting large, loud or unruly gatherings within our city.

Disturbance Advisement Card (DAC)

No person shall promote, host, organize or otherwise allow a large party, gathering or event to
occur on private property which is determined by a Police Officer to threaten the public peace,
health, safety or general welfare of the neighborhood or surrounding community.

If you have received a DAC Violation you will be subject to fines as outlined in the blue section
of the chart below.

If the residence is a rental property and the DAC violation was given to a tenant, the property
owner will also be subject to fines as outlined in the green section of the chart below.

http://www.nbpd.org/insidenbpd/services/lugo_dac.asp 6/3/2013

Anl1-tItVI1aJT ~



Loud and Unruly Gathering Ordinance (LUGO)

It shall be unlawful and constitute a public nuisance for any Owner or Responsible Person to
cause or allow a Loud or Unruly Gathering to occur at any Residential Unit within the City. A
Loud or Unruly Gathering may be abated by the City by all reasonable means, including,
disbanding the Loud or Unruly Gathering at the request of the officer, the issuance of Citations,
and/or the arrest of any person(s) committing a violation of law under applicable State or local
laws.

http;//www,nbpd.org/insidenbpd/servicesllugo_dac,asp 6/3/2013



A "Loud or Unruly Gathering," means a gathering of eight (S} or more persons on any
Residential Unit for a social occasion or other activity upon which loud or unruly conduct occurs
and results in a public nuisance or a threatto the public health, safety, general welfare, or quiet
enjoyment of residential property or nearby public property. Loud or unruly conduct includes,
without limitation, any or all of the following:

a. Excessive noise or traffic;
b. Obstruction of public streets by crowds or vehicles;
c. Obstruction of rights of way by people or vehicles;
d. Public drunkenness;
e. The service of alcohol to Minors;
f. Possession and/or consumption of alcohol by Minors;
g. Assaults, batteries, fights, domestic violence or other disturbances of the peace;
h. Vandalism;
l, Litter; or
j. Urinating or defecating in public.

When a LUGO violation occurs, police officers post the residential unit with a black and white
notice. This posting comes on a laminated adhesive backed sheet of paper and includes the
following elements:

1. The intervention was necessary as a result of a public nuisance caused by a Loud or
Unruly Gathering;

2. Date of the intervention;
3. Notice that any subsequent Loud or Unruly Gathering within 90 days from the date of the

posting will result in civil fines for all Responsible Person(s) or other persons present;
4. Notice that is it unlawful to remove, alter, tamper with or deface posted tag.

If your residence has been posted keep in mind you are responsible for maintaining the
posting. If the posting has been removed, altered, tampered with or defaced both tenants and
property owners will be assessed a $2,000 fine. If you as a tenant or property owner realize
that your posting was wrongfully removed or damaged please contact NBPD Dispatch at 949-
644-3717 to have an officer respond and repost the house.

If you are a property owner and have removed the problem tenants you must appeal to the
Chief of Police in order to have the posting removed from your residence:
NBPDChief@nbpd.orq. Please include documentation proving that the problem tenants have
been penrnanentiy removed from the location.

The Fine Schedule for LUGO violations is detailed in the chart below.

http://www.nbpd.orglinsidenbpd/services/lugo_dac.asp 6/3/2013


