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City Council of Los Angeles 
PLUM Committee 
200 N. Spring Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90028 
 
12/10/2019 
 
RE: Council File 19-1433/ ENV-2018-4136-CE/ ENV-2018-4136-CE/716-760 South Grand 
View Street 
 
To the PLUM committee of City Council, 
 
There are many concerns around the promises Abode continues to make and their intent to 
actually carry them out. Abode has repeatedly changed the information to the tenants at the 
Grand View apartments based on their citizenship. It is clear that Abode is aware that citizenship 
is an issue for these tenants, as well as what will happen to them if the tenants lose their housing. 
 
Abode has an ability to make sure they can really offer a right of return to the Grand View 
tenants. There is no reason why people should become displaced and homeless due to the 
construction of affordable housing, meant to house people who are homeless. All Abode has to 
do is change the levels of affordability to match the income of the current tenants and guarantee 
a right of return. Since Abode has stated they will offer a right of return, then there should be no 
issue with putting this in as a condition of approval – that no tenant will be denied a right of 
return for any reason, including income, and that Abode will work with the tenants to create a 
Plan for their return as well as the interim.  
 
I have attached the additional documents on Abode letterhead that demonstrates how they have 
continued to intentionally mislead the tenants on their rights. Abode may have been a great group 
at one point, but it is clear they have changed. It was clear that they wanted to trick the tenants 
into just leaving so they wouldn’t have to pay out any relocation as is required under Ellis. They 
have been in housing for 50 years, so it’s not acceptable to claim ignorance. What this 
demonstrates is an intent to confuse the tenants with the hopes that they would just leave. If this 
is their intent, then they can’t be relied upon to just do right by the tenants. The guarantee of a 
right of return has to fall onto the PLUM committee to bake in a real Right of Return as a 
condition of approval.  
 
Without a condition of approval that guarantees a real Right of Return, many tenants will have 
their citizenship process interrupted. This can lead to very real threat of deportation or being held 
in a detention center. These tenants aren’t just facing the already difficult task of trying to find 
new housing, they are also dealing with the compounded issue of being a target by changes in 
policies from the Federal level. An issue that this city has taken a position to oppose and instead 
protect our working-class families. Please protect these tenants. Require a Right of Return as a 
condition of approval with a Plan for the interim. 
 
 
Susan Hunter 
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