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Public Comments Not Uploaded Council File 20-1477
1 message

From: 'xyzevos' via Clerk-PLUM-Committee <clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org>
To: clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org, councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org, paul.koretz@lacity.org 
At: Mon, Dec 7, 2020 at 7:36 PM

December 7, 2020

Planning & Land Use Management Committee

Los Angeles City Hall

200 N. Spring Street, Room 1050

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Council File 20-1477

Dear PLUM Committee Members:

I am writing you in my individual capacity to express my strong opposition to Council File 20-1477, item #5 on your PLUM 
Committee Agenda of December 8, 2020.

As you know, developers frequently evict tenants from RSO properties and deliberately let the buildings fall into disrepair to 
further their own aims. I witnessed this happen first hand with a property across the street from my home. The long-term RSO 
tenants were displaced during the initial sale of the property to make it a more attractive development opportunity. The 
purchaser then kept the property empty, despite the demand for affordable housing, because it served two aims: (1) it made 
the remaining residents of the block amenable, even eager for demolition, as the property became a haven for graffiti, drug 
use and vandalism, and (2) it put pressure on the single family home owners sharing its property line to sell their property, as 
they were continually dealing with trespass, theft and worse. Those homeowners did end up selling, rewarding the developer 
for their bad faith efforts with larger contiguous lots on which to build their market rate townhomes.

This dynamic and variations of it play out repeatedly throughout the city of Los Angeles every day, and your motion would 
make this practice even more attractive for real estate speculators. The city of Los Angeles is in the midst of an historic 
affordable housing crisis; what we need are structural DISINCENTIVES for displacement, not the opposite.

Please vote NO on this motion.

Sincerely,

Ianthe Zevos

3015 Marathon Street

Los Angeles, CA 90026
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Public Comments Not Uploaded FW: CFMS 20-1477
1 message

From: Frances Offenhauser <offenhauser@oma-la.com>
To: "clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org" <clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org> 
At: Mon, Dec 7, 2020 at 4:26 PM

From: Frances Offenhauser
Sent: Monday, December 7, 2020 4:21 PM
To: councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org; paul.koretz@lacity.org
Subject: CFMS 20-1477

Sirs: I am squarely against a proposed policy of promoting and encouraging demolition of existing buildings. It is wasteful, 
anti-housing, and anti-preservation.

As a developer, architect, and preservationist, I support a policy instead that requires that building permits for a new project 
be obtained prior to any demolition . I support vigorous and strict enforcement of current laws against “blighted” unsightly 
abandoned properties, rather than a new “permission slip” for bad owner behavior. No building owned by a developer should 
be allowed to become a “public nuisance”!

As It appears to me, this proposal is:

Bad for preservation: Entitlement processes often involve discovering and exploring whether a building is indeed 
historic. Obviously any kind of allowance of demolition before that process is fully completed is a mistake. Often the 
public needs to weigh in, as historic surveys and designations change with time, and wisdom from the public may 
contravene developers' opinions.
Bad for housing stock: Developers should not be allowed to leave buildings empty while processing entitlements. At 
a time when housing is critical, the City should not incentivize demolition. Developers gut the interiors of buildings 
intentionally—this must be actively opposed by the Council.
Bad for neighborhoods: Vacant buildings and vacant lots are bad for healthy neighborhoods. Emptying existing 
buildings prematurely harms neighboring property owners.
Bad for environment: Building demolition is known to be hugely wasteful. It takes something like 30 years of a new 
building's “green” operation to overcome the effect of waste of an existing building's demolition on the shared 
environment. The “greenest” building is the existing one! Encouraging demolition rather than encouraging re-use is 
bad environmental policy.
Bad for planning: Lengthy entitlement processes happen when developers request something they are not entitled to 
under current City plans. People who build in accordance with current plans and zoning don't have such problems.

Are developers seeking a new benefit instead of keeping up existing properties -- instead of keeping them tenanted and 
professionally managed? Please don't invoke this new bad solution rather than enforcing current laws requiring proper 
building maintenance!

Frances Offenhauser
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Public Comments Not Uploaded Public Communication for Council File 20-1477
1 message

From: Angela Robinson <robinson.ang@gmail.com>
To: clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org, councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org, paul.koretz@lacity.org 
At: Mon, Dec 7, 2020 at 3:05 PM

Dear PLUM Committee Members,

As a citizen of Los Feliz (90027), I am asking you to please oppose Item Number 5 (20-1477) on your December 8th, 2020 
agenda for the following reasons:

- Allowing developers to recommend buildings to be demolished is like inviting the fox into the hen house. Developers are 
often the ones that create “public nuisance” buildings in the first place, after they acquire buildings and evict tenants. This 
gives developers even more reason to run down their own buildings so they can demolish affordable housing.
- The CEQA guidelines in this motion are toothless and will not prevent illegal demolitions. Developers are already 
demolishing buildings without permits and nothing is being done to stop them. This motion gives the guise of adhering to 
CEQA without making any actual attempts to comply.

I strongly urge you to oppose Item No. 5 (20-1477).

Signed,
Angela Robinson
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Public Comments Not Uploaded Public Communication for Council File 20-1477
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From: 'Alexandra Kondracke' via Clerk-PLUM-Committee <clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org>
To: clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org, councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org, paul.koretz@lacity.org 
At: Mon, Dec 7, 2020 at 3:02 PM

To the Members of the PLUM Committee,

I am writing to express my strong opposition to Item No. 5 on December 8th, 2020's agenda (Council File 20-1477). Though 
this motion seems innocuous, allowing LADCP and LADBS to grant demolition permits for properties that have become a 
public nuisance, without the need for an approved set of plans, will cause a snowballing effect, stripping community members 
of their rights and giving developers unchecked powers.

Already, developers routinely evict tenants from multi-family buildings they acquire and then allow the buildings to fall into a 
state of disrepair. This motion rewards developers for this behavior, allowing them to recommend their own buildings for 
demolition because of circumstances they have caused. The city should be focused more on its citizens and increasing 
homelessness than on giving developers more incentives to evict people and demolish affordable housing.

Additionally, the language in the motion regarding compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 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. 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 toothless.

I urge you to protect tenant's rights and historical resources by denying this motion.

Signed,

Alexandra Kondracke

4524 Russell Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90027

1 / 1

chrome-extension://gdanfldekhdgkbmdoeapbgbcpfglkflg/printpage.html 6/7

mailto:clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org
mailto:clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org
mailto:councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org
mailto:paul.koretz@lacity.org
https://www.google.com/maps/search/4524+Russell+Avenue+Los+Angeles,+CA+90027?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/4524+Russell+Avenue+Los+Angeles,+CA+90027?entry=gmail&source=g


12/8/2020 5 emails

Public Comments Not Uploaded motion 20-1477 (CFNS) OPPOSE, ANOTHER PLOY BY DEVELOPERS
1 message

From: 'Amy' via Clerk-PLUM-Committee <clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org>
To: "clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org" <clerk.plumcommittee@lacity.org>, "paul.koretz@lacity.org" <paul.koretz@lacity.org> 
At: Mon, Dec 7, 2020 at 12:18 PM

Too, much is wrong with this bill, 
Please oppose

Amy Galaudet, 
Thomas Challener
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