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December 5, 2020 
 
Planning & Land Use Management Committee 
Los Angeles City Hall 
200 N. Spring St., Room 1050 
Los Angeles, CA   90012 
 
Re: PLUM Agenda, Tuesday, December 8, 2020, Item No. 5   
 Demo Permits for Properties that Have Become a Public Nuisance 
 Council File No. 20-1477 
 OPPOSED 
 
Members of the PLUM Committee, 
 
I am writing to express my strong opposition to Item No. 5, the motion directing LADCP and 
LADBS to report with recommendations on a demolition policy that would allow developers to be 
granted demolition permits for properties that have become a public nuisance, without the need 
for an approved set of plans.  This is a really bad idea. 
 
Is the PLUM not aware of the fact that developers routinely evict tenants from multi-family 
buildings they acquire and then allow the buildings to fall into disrepair?  A policy allowing 
developers to knock down structures without approved plans would incentivize developers to 
make this part of their game plan, allowing them to create a nuisance situation in order to justify 
demolition.   
 
The real problem is that speculative real estate investors rush to push tenants out of buildings 
they’ve acquired, sometimes illegally, in order to avoid dealing with the issue of displacement 
later on.  In some cases these investors don’t even plan to build on the property, but merely to 
seek entitlements so they can flip it.  The proposed motion would make this practice an even 
more attractive approach for speculators to take. 
 
The language in the motion regarding compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act 
and the protection of historical resources is meaningless.  We have already seen numerous 
instances where developers have illegally demolished properties, and the City never sanctions 
them.  Members of the City Council already know that they have no intention of taking action 
against developers who violate the law.  Why pretend that the Council will make any effort to 
uphold protections contained in the proposed policy?  Given the City’s failure to act on illegal 
demolitions in the past, the language related to CEQA compliance and protection of historic 
resources is a joke. 
 
I urge you to reject this motion. 
 
Sincerely, 
Casey Maddren 
2141 Cahuenga Blvd., Apt. 17 
Los Angeles, CA   90068 
 


