
Anne Murphy 
732 ½ Sunset Avenue 

Venice, CA  90291 
 
30 January 2015 
 
City Planning Department – West LA Area Planning Commission 
City of Los Angeles 
200 North Spring Street, Room 272 
LA, CA  90012 
 
Re:  758 Sunset Avenue Case No. ZA 2013-1085-CDP-MEL-ZAA-1A 
 
I am writing today to express my outrage over how the City of Los Angeles is approving 
small lot subdivisions for the benefit of speculative investors who do not live in the 
community.  These outside development companies bring in their money, their bullying 
realtors and brokers, and their high priced attorneys to demand access and special 
treatment.   
 
I have experienced first hand the constant harassment to sell my property.  I have been a 
homeowner in Venice for more than 20 years.  Since these small lot subdivisions have been 
receiving City Planning approvals, I am now receiving constant calls, letters, flyers jammed 
into my mailbox, on my fence, and tossed in my front yard from investors urging me to sell 
my property. Letters are followed up with phone calls, and when I politely decline, I only 
receive more letters.  They all think the only thing we are interested in is making some 
money and leaving the community.  When I express, as I did to one bothersome realtor, that 
I liked living in Venice and did not want to move, he said I should think about using the 
profits of the sale to move to Arizona and I would never have to work again.   
 
Venice is a wonderful community; we enjoy the sunshine and the outdoor space made 
possible by the small building footprints.  I enjoy my backyard and the privacy that it 
provides me.  The street is mostly one-story, single family homes and duplexes.  But this is 
changing as developers are getting City Planning interpretations of the Small Lot 
Subdivision Ordinance that are in conflict with the Specific Plan.   Why should my sunshine 
and privacy be destroyed because a greedy outside investor can make more money if he 
builds up to 30 feet high and out to the edges of the property.  They can use all the fancy 
language describing private decks and windows with natural light, but that does not help 
me when my natural light and privacy is destroyed. 
 
Throughout Venice, City Planning has interpreted the Small Lot Subdivision Ordinance in 
ways that violate the Specific Plan, allowing more units on lots and not requiring the guest 
parking or even allowing tandem parking that does not make sense and is hard to use.  
They are allowing buildings to be constructed to the maximum height possible regardless 
of how the building mass blocks the sunlight and restricts privacy on both sides.  
Compatibility of the building size is not being evaluated relative to the buildings on either 
side. 
 
The lot across the street from me recently sold – and the realtor explained that the new 
owner wants to develop it to its maximum capacity, noting that it made the most sense 
giving the growing desirability of Venice and the need to upgrade the quality.  The lot 
beside me sold in 2006 and a new single family home was constructed, a very high quality 



new home.  But it recently sold again and it was explained to me that the new owner 
wanted to build up, and try to get permits for 3 units.  The lot on the west side of me is in 
disrepair and if and when the owner sells the property, it is likely that the developer will 
try to build up and maximize the yard space.  Should both adjacent properties be 
redeveloped in this way, I would be boxed in – and my light and my backyard privacy 
would be removed. 
 
I moved to Venice because of the lower density, the front, back and side yard space.  The 
outside space, given the nice weather in Venice provides additional living space for me.  I 
spend a great deal of time in my backyard.  This would have to cease, if tall buildings on 
either side were constructed that destroyed my light and privacy.   
 
Developers are always quick to point out that they have rights and that they can do what 
they are legally allowed to do on their property.  As a homeowner, I feel I should have a 
right to continue with the benefits of the property (sunlight and privacy) that came with 
the property when I purchased it.  It is not fair, that an outside speculator can come in and 
destroy my quality of life so he can make an extra dollar. 
 
The City Planning Department needs to re-evaluate how they are making these decisions 
and needs to be accountable to the existing residents.  Powerful money interests should not 
trump the existing community. 
 
758 Sunset Avenue, the property redevelopment being discussed today, has two single-
family homes on either side.  Allowing the developer to build his balconies and parking 
spaces to the very edge of the lot is a violation of the side yard requirement.   
 
I urge you to support the appeal of the Zoning Administrator’s decision – and not allow the 
demolition of the existing single family home – until the new construction plans are a more 
appropriate fit for the street.  The new construction, as currently proposed, would allow 
the developer build balconies and parking spaces to the edges of the lot -using all the 
required side yard space.  In effect you are allowing them to build beyond the maximum 
permissible under the law – and in effect destroying the quality of life for both of the 
neighbors.  The owners on both sides of the project would be negatively impacted.  I know 
my neighbors, and I know that this is not fair. 
 
I urge you to reconsider this project; think of the existing residents and the quality of life 
that they deserve.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Anne Murphy 
Homeowner 
732 ½ Sunset Avenue 
Venice, CA  90291 
 
 
Cc:   Councilmember Mike Bonin 
 CA Coastal Commission 
 


