
	
  

	
  

	
  
Regular Meeting of the Board of Directors 

Tuesday, August 9, at 7:00 P.M. 
Mar Vista Recreation Center Gymnasium 

11430 Woodbine Street, Mar Vista, CA 90066 

AGENDA 
PLEASE NOTE We hope to complete ITEMS 1 through 11.k no later than 8:05 P.M. so sufficient time 
can be given to Item 11.l, Proposed Development for 12444 Venice Blvd. MVCC Directors, elected 
officials, representatives and liaisons are encouraged to submit written reports where practical and 
keep verbal comments focused and short. 
1. Call to order and Welcome – Chair (1 min) 
2. Presentation of flag and Pledge of Allegiance (1 min) 
3. Approval of July 12th, 2015 Board of Directors Meeting Minutes (public comment permitted; 

1 min per speaker) 
4. Public Comment & Announcements - for items not on the agenda (max 1 min each unless 

waived by the Chair) 
5. Elected Officials and City Department Reports (max 1 min. each unless waived by the Chair) 

a. Mar Vista Recreation Center – Lizka Mendoza, Director  
b. CD 5 – Councilmember Paul Koretz, rep by joseph.gallowy@lacity.org 

c. CD 11 – Councilmember Mike Bonin, rep. by Field Deputy Len.Nguyen@lacity.org 
d. LA City Board of Public Works - Liaison to CD 2, 5, 11, Commissioner joel.jacinto@lacity.org 
e. Mayor of Los Angeles – Eric Garcetti, rep. by Daniel.tamm@lacity.org 
f. 2nd Dist. L. A. County Board of Supervisors - Supervisor Mark Ridley Thomas, rep. by 

Karly.Katona@bos.lacounty.gov 
g. CA Assembly 54 - Assembly Member Sebastian Ridley-Thomas, rep by 

scott.malsin@assembly.ca.gov 
h. CA Assembly 62 - Assembly Member Autumn Burke, rep by District Director Robert.Pullen-

Miles@asm.ca.gov 
i. US 33– Ted Lieu, rep. by joey.apodaca@mail.house.gov 
j.– US 37 - Karen Bass, rep by District Director Maral V. Karaccusian maral@mail.house.gov 
k. Department of Neighborhood Empowerment (DONE), rep by jasmine.elbarbary@lacity.org 

7. Liaison Reports (Public comment permitted; 1 min per speaker) 

a. Mar Vista Bi Monthly LADOT/CD11/LAPD Traffic Committee: Linda Guagliano 
lindaguag@netzero.net 

b. DWP MOU: Open 

c. LANCC: Joseph Galloway 
d. DWP Recycled Water Liaison: Christopher McKinnon www.ladwp.com/recycledwater 
e. WRAC: Rob Kadota/Joseph Galloway 
f. WRAC LUPC: Sharon Commins 

g. City Budget Advocates: Holly Tilson, Joseph Galloway 
h. Recode LA: Sharon Commins 
i. Animal Services: Tom Ponton 
j Fall Festival: Albert Olson 



	
  

	
  

k Friends of Historic FS 62: Albert Olson 
l. Mar Vista Celebrates 90: Open 
m. Mar Vista Chamber of Commerce: Sarah Auerswald  

8. Officer Reports (Action items included with public comment permitted;  1 min per speaker) 
a. Chair - Rob Kadota 

i. Nomination/approval of Zone 2 Director 
Names of those submitting statements: Damien Newton & Martin Rubin 

ii. Nomination/approval of Second Signatory for funding functions 
iii. Board retreat 

b. First Vice Chair – Sarah Auerswald 
c. Second Vice Chair – Joseph Galloway 

d. Secretary – Melissa Stoller 
e. Treasurer – Holly TIlson 

i. Report on current financial status 
ii. APPROVAL of July Monthly Expense Report (MER) 

9. Committee Reports - (may include motions to refer action items to the appropriate MVCC 
committee where desirable; public comment permitted) 
a.  Aging in Place - Sherri Akers, Tatjana Luethi & Birgitta Kastenbaum, Co-chairs 

b. Homeless Issues Ad Hoc Committee – Robin Doyno & Susan Klos, Co-chairs, Joe Cuanan, 
Vice-chair 

c. Community Outreach Committee – Sarah Auerswald, Chair; Joseph Galloway, Vice-chair 

d. Green Committee – Melissa Stoller, Jeanne Kuntz & Sherri Akers, Co-chairs 
e. Great Streets Ad Hoc Committee – Michelle Krupkin & Greg Tedesco, Co-chairs 
f. Transportation & Infrastructure Committee – Ken Alpern, Chair; Michelle Krupkin, Vice-

chair 
g. Planning and Land Use Management Committee - Mitchell Rishe, Co-chairs; Michael 

Millman & Latrice Williams, Vice-chairs 
h. Education, Arts and Culture Committee –Robin Doyno & Paola Cervantes, Co- chairs; 

Lenore French, Vice-chairs 

i. Santa Monica Airport Committee – Holly Tilson & Martin Rubin, Co-chairs 
j. Safety and Security Committee – Bill Koontz, Chair; Elliot Hanna, Vice-chair 
k. Recreation Open Space Enhancement Committee – Jerry Hornof & Tom Ponton, Co-chairs 
l. Historic FS 62 Ad Hoc Committee – Rachel Swanger & Roy Persinko, Co-chairs 

m. Elections and By-laws- Rob Kadota, Chair; Holly Tilson, Vice-chair 
10. Zone Director Reports – (may include motions to refer action items to the appropriate MVCC 

committee where desirable; public comment permitted) 

a. Zone 1 – Ken Alpern 
b. Zone 2 – TBD 
c. Zone 3 – Melissa Stoller  
d. Zone 4 – Greg Tedesco 

e. Zone 5 – Michelle Krupkin 
f. Zone 6 – Holly Tilson 

11. New Business - Action items, which may include motions to refer items to the appropriate MVCC 
committee where desirable; Public comment permitted, 1 min per speaker unless waived by the 
Chair). Items may be received and filed by consent if no discussion or public comment. 

CONSENT CALENDAR:– Directors may request removal of any item from the consent calendar. 
MVCC approves Items 11.a-11.k on consent. 



	
  

	
  

a.  ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION: Ad-Hoc Website Committee (submitted by Executive & 
Finance Committee) 
 MVCC approves the creation of an Ad-Hoc Website Committee. 

b.  ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION: Community Champions Program (submitted by Education, 
Arts & Culture Committee) 
MVCC establishes community recognition “Community Champions” program that recognizes community 
members who go above and beyond in working to make Mar Vista a more vibrant, caring, welcoming 
community. Honorees will be recognized each month at the MVCC BOD meeting and be given a certificate 
of appreciation. Their efforts could be highlighted on the MVCC web page and on social media outlets. The 
program will rely on nominations from the board and community. All nominees will be listed and recognized. 
The EAC Committee can choose to highlight a particular nominee if they so choose 

c. FUNDING MOTION: Board Retreat Funding (submitted by Executive & Finance 
Committee) 
MVCC approves the expenditure of up to $250 for refreshments and supplies for the board 
retreat. 

d. FUNDING MOTION: Westdale Homeowners’ Association Annual Picnic October 9th 
(submitted by Community Outreach Committee) 
Whereas MVCC wants to offer support to local resident associations to help them gather for 
their annual events, and Whereas the Westdale Homeowners’ Association has their Picnic on 
October 9th, and Whereas the MVCC leadership can attend and use the occasion as a chance 
to do Outreach for the MVCC, Therefore, be it resolved, that the MVCC will pay $300 to the 
Westdale Homeowners’ Association Picnic. 

e. FUNDING MOTION: North Westdale Neighborhood Association Annual Block Party 
and Talent Show September 10th (submitted by Community Outreach Committee) 
Whereas MVCC wants to offer support to local resident associations to help them gather for 
their annual events, and Whereas the North Westdale Neighborhood Association has their 
Block Party and Talent Show on September 10th, and Whereas the MVCC leadership can 
attend and use the occasion as a chance to do Outreach for the MVCC, Therefore, be it 
resolved, that the MVCC will pay $300 to the North Westdale Neighborhood Association Block 
Party & Talent Show.  

f. FUNDING MOTION: Mar Vista Art Walk (submitted by Community Outreach Committee) 
Whereas the quarterly MV Art Walk is a signature event of the community now, and Whereas 
it attracts many people, both those who are new to the area and locals, and Whereas it 
presents a wonderful opportunity for the MVCC to do marketing and outreach at the 
event, Therefore, be it resolved that the MVCC should support the next 4 quarterly events with 
printing costs at $300 each for a total of $1200 over the 2016-2017 fiscal year. 

g. FUNDING MOTION: MVCC Outreach Booth Rental (submitted by Community Outreach 
Committee) 

Whereas the Mar Vista Farmers’ Market is a weekly community gathering event, and Whereas 
it attracts many people, both those who are new to the area and locals, and Whereas it 
presents an ongoing opportunity for the MVCC to do marketing and outreach, Therefore, be it 
resolved that the MVCC should pay the annual fee of $1000 to the Market for the storage of 
materials, set up, tear down and two booth spaces. 

h. FUNDING MOTION: New MVCC Tablecloths (submitted by Community Outreach 
Committee) 
Whereas the Mar Vista Farmers’ Market Booth Tables need tablecloths with our logo on them, 
and Whereas the Monthly Board meeting also requires tablecloths with our logo on them, and 
Whereas the current tablecloths are 7 years old and showing their age, Therefore, be it 
resolved that the MVCC will buy new tablecloths for both events, three Blue and one Green, 
for an amount not to exceed $600. 

i. FUNDING MOTION: Mar Vista Farmers Market Outreach Tent – equipment, supply 
and printing needs to improve MVCC visibility (submitted by Community Outreach 
Committee) 



	
  

	
  

Whereas it’s important to use the Farmers’ Market Tent for Outreach, and Whereas we have a 
goal of improving the visibility and reach of the MVCC, Therefore, be it resolved that the MVCC 
will spend up to $300 for seed money to determine Outreach Materials for the Outreach tent. 

j. FUNDING MOTION: VHS screening of Grease (submitted by Education, Arts & Culture 
Committee 
Whereas MVCC wants to offer support to the VHS Alumni Association for the annual screening 
of Grease at VHS and whereas MVCC EACC can attend and use the occasion to do marketing 
and community outreach for MVCC, Therefore be it resolved that MVCC approves a 
Neighborhood Purpose Grant for a maximum of $500 to help offset operational costs 
associated with the VHS Alumni Association Grease Screening. 

k. POLICY MOTION: Support for Santa Monica Airport Letter (submitted by Santa Monica 
Airport Committee) 

Whereas: The MVCC has already taken the position in support of closing Santa Monica Airport 
as soon as possible (see: http://marvista.org/files/MVCC-120911-POLICY%20MOTION-
SMO%20RESOLUTION%206296.pdf);  
And whereas: the Santa Monica City Council will revisit this topic at their August 23, 2016 
meeting; 
And whereas: the following letter (see Addendum A), drafted by a variety of local Santa 
Monica and Los Angeles community activists, establishes, arguably, the most risk-free, quick, 
and direct path to help Santa Monica achieve its Strategic Priority of local control at the 
Airport; 

Be it resolved: that the Mar Vista Community Council will add its signature in strong support of 
this letter; 

And be it further resolved: that the MVCC will submit for the record at, 
councilmtgitems@smgov.net, with the agenda item, (yet to be determined) for the August 23, 
2016 SM City Council meeting, in the subject line. 

l. POLICY MOTION: Proposed development for 12444 Venice Blvd  
Alternative 1 (submitted by PLUM Committee) 

Executive Summary: The MVCC strongly opposes the proposed development as is, but 
will strive to work with both the developer and the City of L.A. to create a development 
more in character with the neighborhood, and which best meets the City goals of 
affordable housing, transit-oriented development, and Great Streets Initiative. A Site 
Plan Review and a public hearing called by the Director of Planning is called for by the 
MVCC. 
Whereas, the Mar Vista Community Council (MVCC) has been a leader in promoting 
affordable housing, transit-oriented development, environmental law, the Great Streets 
Initiative, and appropriate mitigation with respect to all Planning decisions in the City of 
Los Angeles; and 
Whereas, the proposed mixed-use development for 12444 Venice Blvd. (DIR-2016-304-
DB-SPR) calls for a seven-story, 85-foot-height, 77-unit project with over 2000 square 
feet of ground floor retail but providing only 75 parking spaces; and 
Whereas, this proposed development for 12444 Venice Blvd. ("the Development") has a 
height entirely out of character for the surrounding neighborhood, and sets an alarming 
if not dangerous precedent with respect to overdevelopment on Venice Blvd. (one of the 
City of Los Angeles' designated Great Streets) in that it almost guarantees parking 
spillover and inappropriate impacts on both the residential and commercial neighbors 
both immediately and regionally adjacent to the proposed development; and 
Whereas, the Development has no safeguards for the residential and commercial 
neighbors with respect to environmental impacts, height impacts, inappropriate 
misinterpretation and precedent for affordable housing laws, and appropriate mitigation 
with respect to transit benefits in lieu of sufficient parking, and threatens both legal and 
political efforts of the City to promote consensus and political will to create more 
affordable housing, mass transit initiatives, and sustainable urban infill; and 
Whereas, the Development's planners and promoters have resisted calls for a public 
hearing on the Development's negative impacts on pedestrian, traffic, bicycle and bus 



	
  

	
  

commuters, as well as the Development's negative impacts on promoting Venice Blvd. as 
a City of Los Angeles Great Streets, and have resisted calls by the CD11 
Councilmember's office for meeting with the Mar Vista Community Council; 
The Mar Vista Community Council must therefore, in fulfilling its proper and appropriate 
role as a duly-elected Neighborhood Council to protect the rights, environment, and 
quality of life of all its stakeholders, STRONGLY OPPOSE the Development as currently 
planned BUT WILL STRIVE TO WORK WITH both its developers and the City of Los 
Angeles to, at this site: 

1) Support a project that is more consistent with the intent and implementation of 
City and State environmental, CEQA, affordable housing, and transit-promoting 
laws and ordinances; and 

2)  Establish, with a Site Plan Review, the proper environmental review so as to 
determine the full environmental impacts of the currently-proposed 
Development; and 

3)  Support a project that is planned and implemented after appropriate meetings 
with, and input from, the Mar Vista Community Council and any relevant 
neighbors and neighborhood associations, as well as the CD11 Councilmember 
and his staff, including a public hearing to be called by the Director of Planning 
(and which has also been requested by Councilmember Mike Bonin, because 
the proposed Development may have a significant effect in changing the 
character of this neighborhood; and 

4)  Support a project that has sufficient subterranean parking, and can therefore 
both minimize or eliminate overflow parking impacts on its neighbors, and has 
appropriate height/transportation mitigations consistent with the region; and  

5)  Support a project that is consistent with, and not a distraction or distortion 
from, the intent of affordable housing, alternative and multimodal 
transportation initiatives, the Great Streets Initiative (particularly that which 
the MVCC has for years and is still working on for Venice Blvd.), and 
environmental laws promoted by the City of Los Angeles; and 

6)  Support a project that, with the use of subterranean parking, can be of 
lower/appropriate height and with sustainable environmental and infrastructural 
impacts, and can enhance both the profitability of the Development yet be also 
consistent with the economic/environmental health of its residential and 
commercial neighbors. 

Minority Report Opposing Alternative 1 (See Addendum B) 
Alternative 2 (Directors’ motion submitted by Sarah Auerswald & Sherri Akers) 

Whereas the July 20th PLUM meeting was attended by close to 100 people with 12 
comment cards to support the project and 14 to oppose it and a vote of 56% opposing 
and 44% supporting the project. 
Whereas the community concerns were primarily focused on the building height and 85 
feet and limited parking which the developer has agreed to mitigate. 

Whereas creating additional housing is a key priority with the  City	
  Comprehensive	
  
Homeless	
  Strategy reporting that “Los Angeles is last in a list of major cities to build 
housing supply to keep up with population demand. Los Angeles is also first nationally 
for the least affordable housing market when considering local income to local housing 
cost ratios.”  
Whereas this is a ‘By Right’ project and was planned within the current zoning laws with 
no variances requested.  

Whereas we have an aging community that urgently needs our support and creating 
more multi-unit residences is a key component of that with the senior friendly features 
that new building codes require. By January 3, 2017, the General Manager of the 
Department of City Planning has been instructed to report on how to prioritize zoning 
matters that affect older adults, including encouraging multiple-unit developments. 



	
  

	
  

Whereas sustainability is a signature characteristic of Mar Vista and current code 
requires green features generally lacking in our existing multi residential and commercial 
buildings.  
The MVCC supports the proposed development with the following compromises: 

1. Increase parking spaces to 87 or more 
2. Clarification on height which is currently is 60' tall at the roof deck with lofts of 

a few fifth floor units up to 71' at the tallest. Explore the elimination of 5th 
floor lofts or of retail space if there is a community urgency to further height 
reduction. 

12. Grievances, if any, received 
13. Future agenda items 
14. Public Comment 
15. Adjournment 
 

 

* PUBLIC INPUT AT NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL MEETINGS – The public is requested to fill out a 
“Speaker Card” to address the Board on any agenda item before the Board takes an action on an item. 
Comments from the public on agenda items will be heard only when the respective item is being considered. 
Comments from the public on other matters not appearing on the agenda that are within the Board’s 
jurisdiction will be heard during the General Public Comment period. Please note that under the Brown Act, 
the Board is prevented from acting on a matter that you bring to its attention during the General Public 
Comment period; however, the issue raised by a member of the public may become the subject of a future Board 
meeting. Public comment is limited to 2 minutes per speaker, unless adjusted by the presiding officer of the 
Board. 

* PUBLIC POSTING OF AGENDAS - MVCC agendas are posted for public review at Mar Vista Recreation 
Center, 11430 Woodbine Street, Mar Vista, CA 90066 
You can also receive our agendas via email by subscribing to L.A. City’s Early Notification System at 
https://www.lacity.org/subscriptions  

* THE AMERICAN WITH DISABILITIES ACT - As a covered entity under Title II of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act, the City of Los Angeles does not discriminate on the basis of disability and, upon request, will 
provide reasonable accommodation to ensure equal access to its programs, services and activities. Sign 
language interpreters, assistive listening devices and other auxiliary aids and/or services, may be provided 
upon request. To ensure availability of services, please make your request at least 3 business days (72 hours) 
prior to the meeting you wish to attend by contacting chair@marvista.org. 

* PUBLIC ACCESS OF RECORDS – In compliance with Government Code section 54957.5, non-exempt 
writings that are distributed to a majority or all of the board in advance of a meeting may be viewed at our 
website, http://www.marvista.org, or at the scheduled meeting. In addition, if you would like a copy of any 
record related to an item on the agenda, contact secretary@marvista.org. 

* RECONSIDERATION AND GRIEVANCE PROCESS - For information on MVCC’s process for board 
action reconsideration, stakeholder grievance policy, or any other procedural matters related to this Council, 
please consult the MVCC Bylaws. The Bylaws are available at our Board meetings and our website, 
http://www.marvista.org. 

  



	
  

	
  

ADDENDUM A: Santa Monica Airport Letter 

Santa	
  Monica	
  City	
  Council	
  
1685	
  Main	
  Street,	
  Room	
  209	
  
Santa	
  Monica,	
  California	
  90401	
  

E-­‐mail:	
   council@smgov.net;	
  
	
   councilmtgitems@smgov.net	
  	
  

RE:	
  The	
  Community’s	
  Request	
  Regarding	
  Interim	
  Actions	
  Prior	
  to	
  Closure	
  of	
  Santa	
  Monica	
  Airport	
  

Dear	
  Santa	
  Monica	
  Mayor	
  and	
  City	
  Council	
  Members:	
  

We	
  thank	
  you	
  for	
  your	
  efforts	
  to	
  close	
  Santa	
  Monica	
  Airport	
  when	
  legally	
  cleared.	
  	
  While	
  the	
  closure	
  process	
  proceeds,	
  
gaining	
  “local	
  control”	
  of	
  the	
  Airport	
  is	
  one	
  of	
  the	
  5	
  Strategic	
  Priorities	
  of	
  the	
  City	
  of	
  Santa	
  Monica.	
  	
  Today,	
  multiple	
  fixed	
  
base	
  operators	
  (FBOs)	
  provide	
  aeronautical	
  services	
  and	
  have	
  significant	
  control	
  of	
  operations	
  at	
  the	
  Airport.	
  	
  These	
  FBO	
  
operations	
  include	
  services,	
  such	
  as	
  aircraft	
  fueling	
  and	
  maintenance,	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  many	
  extra	
  services,	
  such	
  as	
  limousine	
  
service,	
  aircraft	
  washing,	
  baggage	
  handling,	
  catering,	
  concierge	
  services,	
  rental	
  cars,	
  and	
  hotel	
  arrangements.	
  	
  

However,	
  beginning	
  July	
  2015,	
  these	
  FBO	
  tenants	
  have	
  had	
  no	
  right	
  to	
  continued	
  leases	
  at	
  the	
  Airport.	
  	
  Although	
  their	
  
leases	
  are	
  expired,	
  the	
  FBOs	
  remain	
  and	
  continue	
  to	
  perpetuate	
  the	
  harmful	
  impacts	
  of	
  the	
  Airport	
  on	
  the	
  community.	
  	
  Yet,	
  
there	
  are	
  no	
  agreements,	
  laws,	
  or	
  regulations	
  that	
  prohibit	
  the	
  City	
  from	
  evicting	
  these	
  specific	
  FBOs.	
  	
  In	
  fact,	
  the	
  1984	
  
Settlement	
  Agreement	
  that	
  obligated	
  the	
  City	
  to	
  “provide	
  sufficient	
  space	
  for	
  the	
  location	
  and	
  operation	
  of	
  3	
  full	
  service	
  
fixed	
  base	
  operators”	
  expired	
  on	
  July	
  1,	
  2015.	
  	
  Furthermore,	
  the	
  FAA	
  Director’s	
  Determination	
  dated	
  November	
  22,	
  2000	
  
which	
  was	
  then	
  affirmed	
  by	
  the	
  FAA	
  Final	
  Decision	
  dated	
  February	
  2,	
  2003	
  confirmed	
  (a)	
  that	
  FBO	
  leases	
  were	
  not	
  30-­‐
year	
  leases,	
  but	
  were	
  actually	
  29-­‐year	
  leases	
  timed	
  to	
  expire	
  on	
  July	
  1,	
  2015,	
  (b)	
  that	
  it	
  would	
  be	
  unreasonable	
  for	
  the	
  City	
  
to	
  be	
  required	
  to	
  enter	
  into	
  FBO	
  lease	
  agreements	
  beyond	
  July	
  1,	
  2015,	
  and	
  (c)	
  that	
  beyond	
  July	
  1,	
  2015,	
  the	
  Airport	
  is	
  “a	
  
local	
  land	
  use	
  matter”.	
  

The	
  City,	
  as	
  the	
  owner	
  and	
  proprietor	
  of	
  the	
  Airport,	
  should	
  legally	
  and	
  immediately	
  remove	
  the	
  FBOs	
  and	
  assert	
  the	
  
City’s	
  “proprietary	
  exclusive	
  right”	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  only	
  exclusive	
  service	
  provider	
  at	
  the	
  Airport.	
  	
  As	
  the	
  sole	
  service	
  provider,	
  
the	
  City	
  would	
  achieve	
  de	
  facto	
  “local	
  control”	
  of	
  these	
  Airport	
  services	
  and	
  be	
  able	
  to	
  directly	
  manage	
  them	
  in	
  line	
  with	
  
the	
  interests	
  of	
  the	
  local	
  community.	
  	
  	
  

The	
  Proprietary	
  Exclusive	
  Right	
  

The	
  FAA	
  Airport	
  Compliance	
  Manual,	
  which	
  provides	
  guidance	
  on	
  an	
  airport	
  sponsor’s	
  commitments	
  when	
  they	
  accept	
  
federal	
  grants,	
  explains	
  the	
  Proprietary	
  Exclusive	
  Right	
  as	
  follows:	
  

	
  “The	
  owner	
  of	
  a	
  public-­‐use	
  airport	
  (public	
  or	
  private	
  owner)	
  may	
  elect	
  to	
  provide	
  any	
  or	
  all	
  of	
  the	
  aeronautical	
  services	
  
needed	
  by	
  the	
  public	
  at	
  the	
  airport.	
  In	
  fact,	
  the	
  statutory	
  prohibition	
  against	
  exclusive	
  rights	
  does	
  not	
  apply	
  to	
  these	
  
owners.	
  However,	
  while	
  they	
  may	
  exercise	
  the	
  exclusive	
  right	
  to	
  provide	
  aeronautical	
  services,	
  they	
  may	
  not	
  grant	
  or	
  
convey	
  this	
  exclusive	
  right	
  to	
  another	
  party.	
  The	
  airport	
  sponsor	
  that	
  elects	
  to	
  engage	
  in	
  a	
  proprietary	
  exclusive	
  must	
  use	
  
its	
  own	
  employees	
  and	
  resources	
  to	
  carry	
  out	
  its	
  venture.	
  An	
  independent	
  commercial	
  enterprise	
  that	
  has	
  been	
  
designated	
  as	
  an	
  agent	
  of	
  the	
  airport	
  sponsor	
  may	
  not	
  exercise	
  nor	
  be	
  granted	
  such	
  an	
  exclusive	
  right.”	
  

	
  “Aircraft	
  fueling	
  is	
  a	
  prime	
  example	
  of	
  an	
  aeronautical	
  service	
  an	
  airport	
  sponsor	
  may	
  choose	
  to	
  provide	
  itself.	
  While	
  the	
  
airport	
  sponsor	
  may	
  exercise	
  its	
  proprietary	
  exclusive	
  to	
  provide	
  fueling	
  services,	
  aircraft	
  owners	
  may	
  still	
  assert	
  the	
  
right	
  to	
  obtain	
  their	
  own	
  fuel	
  and	
  bring	
  it	
  onto	
  the	
  airport	
  to	
  service	
  their	
  own	
  aircraft,	
  but	
  only	
  with	
  their	
  own	
  employees	
  
and	
  equipment	
  and	
  in	
  conformance	
  with	
  reasonable	
  airport	
  rules,	
  regulations,	
  and	
  minimum	
  standards.”	
  

Even	
  if	
  we	
  assume	
  the	
  1994	
  grant	
  commitments	
  extend	
  to	
  2023	
  (which	
  is	
  actively	
  being	
  disputed),	
  the	
  “proprietary	
  
exclusive	
  right”	
  is	
  still	
  in	
  complete	
  compliance	
  with	
  all	
  obligations	
  of	
  the	
  City.	
  

We	
  strongly	
  but	
  respectfully	
  request	
  you	
  take	
  the	
  following	
  actions:	
  

1. Give	
  Notice	
  to	
  Vacate	
  to	
  all	
  FBOs	
  at	
  the	
  Airport,	
  including	
  Atlantic	
  Aviation	
  and	
  American	
  Flyers,	
  before	
  
September	
  1,	
  2016.	
  

2. Authorize	
  the	
  City	
  to	
  assert	
  its	
  “proprietary	
  exclusive	
  right”	
  and	
  provide	
  minimal	
  levels	
  of	
  service	
  while	
  



	
  

	
  

continuing	
  to	
  evaluate	
  and	
  periodically	
  adjust	
  service	
  levels	
  until	
  Airport	
  closure	
  is	
  legally	
  cleared.	
  

3. Rent	
  or	
  buy	
  equipment	
  and	
  employ	
  staff	
  that	
  may	
  be	
  required	
  to	
  operate	
  fuel	
  services	
  and	
  to	
  park	
  aircraft.	
  

These	
  steps	
  are	
  the	
  most	
  risk-­‐free,	
  quick,	
  and	
  direct	
  path	
  to	
  help	
  the	
  City	
  achieve	
  its	
  Strategic	
  Priority	
  of	
  local	
  control	
  at	
  
the	
  Airport.	
  	
  Meanwhile,	
  the	
  remaining	
  legal	
  issues	
  with	
  the	
  FAA	
  related	
  to	
  the	
  1994	
  Grant	
  and	
  the	
  1948	
  Instrument	
  of	
  
Transfer	
  should	
  continue	
  to	
  be	
  aggressively	
  pursued	
  in	
  a	
  timely	
  manner.	
  	
  	
  

Santa	
  Monica	
  is	
  an	
  extremely	
  capable	
  city	
  that	
  maintains	
  and	
  operates	
  many	
  services	
  efficiently	
  and	
  effectively,	
  including	
  
fire,	
  police,	
  Big	
  Blue	
  Bus,	
  waste	
  collection,	
  recycling,	
  cemetery,	
  CityTV,	
  and	
  parks	
  and	
  recreation,	
  among	
  others.	
  	
  With	
  the	
  
addition	
  of	
  FBO	
  services	
  we	
  can	
  also	
  safely	
  operate	
  and	
  maintain	
  the	
  Airport	
  with	
  the	
  local	
  control	
  necessary	
  to	
  reduce	
  
the	
  Airport’s	
  impact	
  on	
  our	
  surrounding	
  communities.	
  

ADDENDUM B: 1244 Venice Blvd. Alternative 1 Minority Report 

The July 20th	
  PLUM meeting was attended by close to 100 people. There were 30 comment cards with 
12 in support the project and 14 opposing it. Supporters urged the committee to look forward rather 
than back, and to recognize the changes taking place in our community. Some spoke to their concern 
that their children would not be able to live in the community that they were raised in. As there were 
so many in attendance, the meeting started late and ran late. Many people had to leave and were 
unable to speak or vote. 
Renters represent 60% or more of our community and there was a strong renter turn out. 68 people 
stayed to vote and 44% voted to support the project – 38 to 30. It was moving to hear the testimony 
of so many who want a place in our community and look forward to the creation of more multi-unit 
residences to make that possible.  There are numerous points that we hope the Board will consider. 

The City	
  Comprehensive	
  Homeless	
  Strategy reports that “Los Angeles is last in a list of major 
cities to build housing supply to keep up with population demand. Los Angeles is also first 
nationally for the least affordable housing market when considering local income to local housing cost 
ratios.” We have to change that and change is difficult. 
How can we change the rules midstream? 
This is an ‘By Right’ project and was planned within the current zoning laws. There are no variances 
requested. The community concerns with height and parking need to be addressed with our elected 
officials to change the rules. Once a stakeholder has invested in our community it does not seem 
ethical to stop a project that conforms to all of the existing laws and regulations. If someone proposed 
that we sell our single family homes for under market price ‘for the good of the community’ it is 
unlikely that many of us would volunteer. 
We have an aging community that urgently needs our support and creating more multi-unit 
residences is a key component of that. The Mayor issued the Purposeful Aging LA initiative to 
make Los Angeles the #1 friendliest city for aging in the US.   That includes the following mandate –  

- By January 3, 2017, the General Manager of the Department of City Planning shall report on 
how to prioritize zoning matters that affect older adults, including encouraging 
multiple-unit developments, updating regulations to support affordable senior housing and 
care facilities, and promoting accessory dwelling units 

-  New projects provide enhancements for aging that are lacking in Mar Vista for ADA compliance. 
Elevators provide easy street access for those with limited mobility. A pedestrian entrance 
from Venice but car entry only from ally – no driveways or cars turning in from Wasatch or 
Venice – provide safe access for residents and pedestrians. LADOT calculates a reduction on 
traffic impact 

Sustainability is a signature characteristic of Mar Vista – this project embraces those values with a 
high commitment to sustainability. Current code requires green features generally lacking in our multi 
residential buildings such as -  

- The current plan calls for 220v plug ins at every parking stall.  This hopes to be the 1st 
building in Mar Vista to boast full EV charging.  

- The project plans include a large amount of green space and an exterior green wall  
- There will be 89 bicycle parking spaces and every unit gets a long term bike locker 



	
  

	
  

- One to two Zip car spaces – the first in the community – are planned to reduce the need for 
car ownership. 

- SUSMP is done via biofiltration planters along the sides of the building and inside the core of 
the building, in the green sitting areas.  

Pets – Los Angeles is 60% renters and apartments that don’t accept pets contribute to our 
high kill rate in shelters.   

- As a policy, all of this developer’s buildings are pet friendly, regardless of breed.  That is 
managed via their property management company, Crimson Property Management. The plans 
include a dog run.  

Mar Vista has a strong artist community which is becoming a signature of the community. 
This project supports that community. 

- The developer has proposed that her affordable housing units (subsidized units) in the 
complex be made available for artist preference using the federal housing regulation H.R. 
3221.	
  	
  

- The project will include an exterior mural wall created by a prominent member of our Mar 
Vista artist community. 

Respectfully submitted by Sarah Auerswald and Sherri Akers, MVCC At Large Directors 


