
ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION 
 
DIRECTOR’S MOTION – Aaron Vanek, Zone 6 Director 
 
TITLE: Removal of MVCC Standing Rule 8.9 – stakeholders voting in MVCC committee 
meetings 
 
PURPOSE: To remove rule 8.9 from the MVCC Standing Rules. 
 
BACKGROUND: Since at least 2016, the Mar Vista Community Council has likely been 
unique with one of its Standing Rules, 8.9: Any MVCC Stakeholder is a constituent [has 
voting power--AV] of each MVCC Standing or Ad-hoc Committee attended.  
 
In action, this permits anyone attending any MVCC committee meeting to vote on all 
agenda items. Due to the Brown Act, which supersedes MVCC Standing Rules, the public is 
not required to identify themselves. Thus stakeholder status cannot be definitively 
determined. Anyone can say they are a stakeholder and do not need to verify. From DONE’s 
“The Brown Act and Neighborhood Councils” manual 05/2022: 

 

 
Stakeholders are not required to take any ethics or code of conduct training that is required 
of board members. Stakeholders with a clear conflict of interest, e.g., their own 
Neighborhood Purpose Grant (NPG), can still vote on it in committee. Stakeholders are not 



subject to the Brown Act’s rules on a “quorum of a quorum” and thus can easily dominate 
most MVCC committee meetings with just four people; as of now no more than three 
MVCC board members can speak or comment or vote in committee meetings. Any group, 
stakeholders or not, that outnumbers the attending board members on committee can 
vote down any motion against their own interest, or vote through committee any item that 
benefits them.  
 
Of course, any board member on a committee can issue a minority report to accompany 
the motion. Board directors can also make a single director’s motion to the board if an item 
did not pass committee. However, both of these cases involve additional e\orts that 
should normally be resolved in the committee if not for the “stakeholders” (actual 
stakeholders or not) overriding the vote of the board members.  
 
In all cases, the main board decides the fate of all committee items, and stakeholders are 
not permitted to vote in board meetings. 
 
If SR 8.9 was removed, stakeholders still have multiple options for council legislation open 
to them: 
 
a. Ten stakeholders (again, there is no way to verify status ) can petition the board—
bypassing committee entirely—and have 10 minutes to present their motion if it is received 
more than 14 days before the board meeting (from MVCC bylaws): 
 

 
If this seems too restrictive, we can reduce the number of petitioners needed as a bylaws 
amendment (until April 2026).  
 



b. Non-board members can be appointed to a committee. Palms NC recently reminded 
their committee chairs to have non-board members on committees sign a Code of 
Conduct.  
 
c. Stakeholders can run for board positions every two years. 
 
d. Stakeholders can ask one board member to make a director’s motion for them.  
 
e. And of course, any member of the public must be allowed, by law (the Brown Act), to 
comment on any and all items they wish. In the case of committee meetings, the chair 
may, and often does, allow a presenter more than a minute or even ten minutes to speak. 
 
LA’s Department of Neighborhood Empowerment (DONE) has noticed this issue in the 
past, as indicated in MVCC’s Election & Bylaws Committee minutes from Dec. 18, 2019: 

 
In the above example, if “MVCC’s committees had no set quorum,” then could two random 
people walk o\ the street and hold a committee meeting without any board members 
present, and their passed items would be taken up by the main board?  
 
THE MOTION: MVCC removes Rule 8.9 (“Any MVCC Stakeholder is a constituent of each 
MVCC Standing or Ad-hoc Committee attended.”) from its Standing Rules. 
 
DIRECTED TO: MVCC Board of Directors 


