
Communication from Public
 
 
Name: Miki Jackson
Date Submitted: 05/16/2021 09:40 PM
Council File No: 20-0922 
Comments for Public Posting:  Miki Jackson for AHF/HHR. Do NOT increase the SCEP fee.

This is a 57% increase in this fee at a time when we are
experiencing high rates of homelessness, the severe financial
impacts of COVID. This will spur rent increases and fee charges
at a time when neither moderate to low income tenants can bear it.
Small landlords of modest means cannot afford this either. Do not
increase these fees. 



Communication from Public
 
 
Name: Fred Sutton
Date Submitted: 05/17/2021 03:46 PM
Council File No: 20-0922 
Comments for Public Posting:  Attached, please find the California Apartment Association’s

letter in opposition to the Systematic Code Enforcement Fee
increase. There is a way to reduce costs for all residents that
should be analyzed first. 



     

May 17, 2021 

 

Council President Martinez & City Council 
Los Angeles City Council 
City of Los Angeles 

VIA EMAIL 

 

RE: 5/19 Item # 3- SCEP FEE INCREASE PROPOSAL (C.F. 20-0922) 

 
Dear Honorable Councilmembers:  
  

The California Apartment Association (CAA) supports a robust inspection program to 
ensure the City’s housing stock is safe and habitable. Since July of 2020, when the 

Housing Department (HCID) first released a proposed fee increase of over 80% to 
fund the Systematic Code Enforcement Program (SCEP), CAA has requested a 
programmatic and cost savings review of the 20-year-old program. We appreciate 

the Housing Committee’s inclusion of a review in conjunction with this increase but 
given the circumstances we oppose the proposed fee increase by HCID unless 

a programmatic and cost savings review is conducted and considered first.  
 
Housing providers have had rents frozen on all units regardless of impacts related 

to the pandemic, been prohibited from collecting rent, operational costs have 
skyrocketed, some residents have lost their jobs and recovery is in its early stages. 

This fee increase which would impact all residents and housing providers could not 
come at a worse time. The City of Los Angles should be consistent in its direction 
and how it expects businesses and its residents to conduct their lives and 

operations. Viable alternatives which can potentially result in reduction of fees 
should immediately be explored. 

 

Alternative Inspection Timeframes 

The BAE report which accompanied the fee increase proposal analyzed several cities 

with proactive inspection programs. Of those surveyed, it found “SCEP is the only 
program… that strives to achieve a four-year inspection frequency” and is the only 

program that “[inspects] 100 percent of eligible units at a given property”. This 
proactive program is in addition to a complaint based rapid response program. The 
Housing Department data also “indicates that 95 percent of property owners are 

maintaining well-kept rental properties and about 5 percent are not maintaining 
their properties.” These facts create an opportunity to explore cost saving 

alternatives modeled after other cities while maintaining the mission and integrity 
of the program.  



 

Alternatives to explore include but are not limited to: 

• Extend the time frame for inspection for “Tier 1” properties which have 
demonstrated minimal risk of code violation. This is done in cities such as 

Minneapolis and San Jose. 
 

• Review programs in Seattle and San Jose which randomly sample properties 
with a history of compliance.  

 

Assessment Based on Risk Profile 

Several cities have a fee structure based on risk profile. Those that are out of 

compliance should pay higher base fees than responsible housing providers. A 

simple review of programs in other cities indicate fees on a per inspected unit can 

be as low as $25.75 in San Jose and as low as $10 in Minneapolis.  

The City should explore: 

• A fee structure based on risk assessment.  

 
 

In a time when all residents are expected to make substantial cutbacks, the City 

should first see what can be done differently, better and more cost efficient. This 

can be done while ensuring the program remains effective. Renters and housing 

providers should not have to pay more for a program that can deliver the same 

results at lesser cost. 

The department has made recent progress in focusing on “Tier 2” operators and 

providing responsible housing providers longer inspection cycles. The Housing 

Department should further emulate this success and look at reasonable 

adjustments that must be found during this unprecedented crisis.  

Thank you for your consideration. 

 
Sincerely,  

  
 

 
 

Fred Sutton, Senior Vice President 
California Apartment Association   

  


