VENICE Venice Neighborhood Council

PO Box 550, Venice, CA 90294 / www.VeniceNC.org
Email: info@VeniceNC.org

neighborhood council

Board of Officers Meeting Minutes
Westminster Elementary School (Auditorium)
1010 Abbot Kinney Blvd, Venice, 90291
Tuesday, October 19, 2010 at 7:00 PM

NOTE: All ACTIONS TAKEN were decided by unanimous vote unless otherwise noted.
Please check minutes of next board meeting at http://www.venicenc.org/Board to
determine whether these minutes have been Approved as Presented.

1. Call to Order & Roll Call
Meeting called to order in memory of Jim Richards.

Present: Linda Lucks, President; Carolyn Rios; Joe Murphy; Hugh Harrison; Cindy Chambers; Ira Koslow; Amanda Seward; Cynthia
Rogers; Kelly Willis; Kristopher Valentine; Marc Saltzberg; Brennan Lindner; Jake Kaufman; Clark McCutchen; lvonne Guzman; Jed
Pauker; Mariana Aguilar; Peter Thottam; Scott Kramarich; Stasia Patwell.

Absent: Daffodil Tyminski.

Emeritus (non-voting): Mike Newhouse, President Emeritus.

Parliamentarian: Ivan Spiegel.

2. Approval of the Agenda
ACTION TAKEN Approved
3. Approval of outstanding minutes (1 minute)

September 21, 2010 Board Meeting Minutes (http://venicenc.org/files/100921VNCBoardMinutes-JDM. pdf)
ACTION TAKEN Approved as Presented
4. Announcements & Public Comment on items not on the Agenda

Darlene Knoll; knolldarlene@yahoo.com

Haleigh Zent; mischief Mutt@yahoo.com, 424-229-0458
Terry Hendrickson, 323-528-3131

Jim Kennedy of Betsy Butler for the 53rd AD 2010; 310-220-9329,
Eden Andes

lan Dean, dt_dawgs@yahoo.com, 310-691-4899

Jim Smith, jsmith@freevenice.org, 310-399-8685

Ivan Spiegel

Abraham

Diane Butler

Mark Lipman

5. Treasurers Report See Exhibit A

Hugh Harrison (310-487-2533; chezhaha@aol.com)

A. Attached is the report on expenditures. Because of the requirement to include the print-out from the purchase
card, | have decided to report the expenditures within the period covered by each bill. For purchases by the
credit card, | will now report on a cash basis. This will allow the purchase card billing and my monthly report to
coincide in dates. Demand Warrants will continue to be reported as accrued.

B. For this month, there are two items that were previously reported on an accrual basis. These were both
Community Improvement Projects. They are listed separately at the end of the monthly report.

ACTION TAKEN Approved
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6. Consent Calendar
ACTION TAKEN Consent Calendar — Approved without objections

A 2" Letter on Santa Monica Airport See Exhibit B
Laura Silagi (310 396-5702, Irsilagi@gmail.com)
MOTION: Endorse letter in response to the Regional Director of the FAA regarding VNC requested flight ban of
student and pilot training operations over Venice

B Motion to Oppose Imposition of $7.00 fee to park at City Hall See Exhibit C
Linda Lucks (310-505-4220, President@venicenc.orq)

MOTION: | move to Oppose the Rosendahl/Cardenas motion to institute a $7.00 per car fee for citizens wishing
to visit City Hall to express their opinions.

7. Governmental Reports

o State Assemblyperson Ted Lieu: Jennifer Zivkovic, Field Representative
(310-615-3515; Jennifer.zivkovic@asm.ca.gov)

e Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa: Jennifer Badger, West Area Representatives
(310-479-3823; jennifer.badger@lacity.org)

e City Councilperson Bill Rosendahl: Arturo Pifia introduced new Field Deputy Jessyca Avalos
(310-575-8461; jessyca.avalos@lacity.orq)

o LAPD: Officer Peggy Thusing, Senior Lead Officer
(310-622-3968; 25120@lapd.lacity.org)

o Westside Regional Alliance of Councils: Mike Newhouse
(310-795-3768; mnewhouse@newhouseseroussi.com)

e PlancheckLA: VNC Rep Challis Macpherson
(310-822-1729; Challis.Macpherson@Verizon.net)

o LA Dept of Water & Power/Memoranda of Understanding: VNC Rep DeDe Audet
(310-251-1054; daudet@ca.rr.com)

e LAPD Community Police Advisory Board: Nick Hippisley-Coxe
(310-415-6504; hippisley@earthlink.net)

8. LUPC New Business

A 52-54 E. Windward Ave (TownHouse) See Exhibit D
Jake Kaufman, LUPC Chair on behalf of LUPC (310-463-0299; Chair LUPC@ VeniceNC.orq)
ZA 2009-2124-CUB-CUX-ZV-CDP
52 E WINDWARD AVE 90291
OVERVIEW: APPEAL OF LADBS DETERMINATION TO THE DIRECTOR OF PLANNING TO OPERATE ABAR IN A
BASEMENT.

Motion to amend the project as presented, with the following conditions:
Restate the prior motion of February 17, 2009 that VNC Passed:
Regarding Townhouse Cocktails, 52 Windward, DIR 2008-2468 BSA. (BSA=Building & Safety Appeal). Challis
Macpherson moves that the VNC Board of Officers accept LUPC Staff report for this project, and that the board
recommends that there is sufficient evidence of a legal non-conforming use since 1930s with respect to the
basement (at 52 Windward) and for that reason a (new and specific to the basement) Certificate of Occupancy and
Conditional Use Permit (Beverage) is not required.
Also noting:
30 additional, non-required, offsite parking spaces on exclusive lease at 28-30 and 46 Market; should the lease
expire, owner to notify LUPC and VNC within 30-days,
. No variance to VCZSP
. Meeting both Venice BMP and CUB (note allowing exception for pool table),
. Noting bike rack provided,
. Hours of 11am to 2am, 7-days per week.

n

(o2& BF ~OV)

John Reed made the motion; second by Jory Trembly Vote: 8-0; Approved
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ACTION TAKEN JK/CW: Approved as amended 17-0-2

General Comment:
Jim Murez

In favor:

Novena Wallach, novena009@hotmail.com, 310-254-6443

Todd Von Hoffmann, bdbooks@aol.com, 310-398-9231, Venice Hertiage Museum
George Czarnecki, Townhouse Employee, 310-804-9785

Elizabeth Peterson, Elizabeth@epgla.com. 213-674-2686,

Louie Ryan, Owner of Townhouse, 310-804-6174

Andy Layman, andylayman@aol.com, 310-871-0215

Franceska Herrera, franceskaherrera96@gmail.com, 310-392-4040

Daryl Barnet
Jim Smith
B 724 E. San Miguel - 725 E. Broadway (small lot subdivision) See Exhibit E

Jake Kaufman, LUPC Chair on behalf of LUPC (310-463-0299; Chair LUPC@VeniceNC.org)

Case Number(s): AA-2010-1588-PMLA-SL; ZA-2010-1602-CDP-ZAA-F
Address: 725 E BROADWAY (+ 724 E San Miguel) 90291
Project Name: Small Lot Subdivision

OVERVIEW: SMALL LOT SUBDIVISION TO DIVIDE A PARCEL INTO TWO INDIVIDUAL LOTS IN
CONJUNCTION WITH THE PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OF TWO SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLINGS

Motion to approve the project as modified with the following conditions:

1. Required parking shall not be permitted in the 15-foot front yard setback fronting
Broadway Ave. The applicant shall submit a revised Parcel Map reflecting this condition
to the Advisory Agency and Office of the Zoning Administrator,

John Reed made the motion; second by Sarah Dennison Vote: 5-1-0

ACTION TAKEN BL/CM: Amendment to remove condition 2 passed 9-8-2
JK/KV: Adopt as amended 14-3-3

In favor:
Christopher Murray rep of applicant, chris@raa-inc.com, 818-716-2782
C 1427 Abbot Kinney — Gjelina See Exhibit F

Jake Kaufman, LUPC Chair on behalf of LUPC (310-463-0299; Chair LUPC@VeniceNC.org)

Motion that all Conditions of Approval are enforced except for # 9 (clarified to apply only to live amplified music)
and # 22 (be deleted). Further, we recommend that the CUB not be revoked so long as the applicant is in
compliance with all Conditions of Approval except as noted.

Motion made by Robert Aronson, Seconded by Jim Murez.
Approved: 8-0-0, October 13, 2010

AMEND TO ADD: The board is requesting that the ZA keep the file open to give Gjelina 8 months to come into
compliance before any action is taken to remove its license.
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ACTION TAKEN BL/CM: Amend to add passed 17-1-2

JK/CM: Adopt as amended 18-0-2
In favor:
Brian Finney, bhfinney@bhfinney.com
Dr. Scott Mayers, sscottmayersphd@ca.rr.com, 310-827-5700
Daryl Barnett
Jacky Lavin, jklvenice@jackylavin.com, 310-399-1199
Michelle Williams, Gjelina Reservationsit, mickwillmoto@gmail.com, 805-215-2846
Donald Novack of Hals Bar & Grill and Casa Linda Arminda Diaz, arminda@d3architecture.com, 310-995-1941
Lee Olvera, olvera@usc.edu, 310-460-8436

Guy Tabirian

Melinda Steele

Tyler Steele

David Wilcox

Jeffrey Pechtor

Joshua Frederick

Ron Handler

Cori Tahara

Support, not speaking: General Comment:

Dominique Deruen Jory, LUPC

Megan Green Jim Murez

Gregory Rogove Elissar Boujaond, elibouj@yahoo.com, 310-866-3622
Brian Ulrich Oscar Lusth, oscarlusth@gmail.com, 310-266-6917
Sven Altmetz Jim Smith

Antoine Villaume Ottonel Popesco

Daniella Santiranex Sears
Sandra Orellana Sears
Angela Hughes

Not speaking Against:
Anonymous

9. Scheduled Announcements (no more than 1 minute per report unless otherwise stated)

President Linda Lucks

(310-505-4220; president@venicenc.orq)
1. REMINDER to VOTE on Tues. Nov. 2
2. Appointment of the following:

Nick Hippisley-Coxe VNC Rep. to the LAPD Community Police Advisory Bd.
John Reed & Marlene Savage Rep. & Alternate Rep. to WRAC/LUPC

Amanda Seward Alt. to President as VNC legal liaison to the City Attorney
Ivan Spiegel VNC Rep. to LA Alliance of Neighborhood Councils

Joel Shapiro & Barbara Lonsdale Co-Chairs Environmental Committee

Mariana Aguilar VNC Holiday Toy Drive

Vice President Carolyn Rios
(310-821-7922; VP@venicenc.orq)

Neighborhood; Carolyn Rios
Outreach; Marc Saltzberg
Ocean Front Walk; Ivonne Guzman, Ira Koslow
Arts; Clark McCutcheon, Daffodil Tyminski
Education; Peter Thottam
Environment; Kristopher Valentine, Joel Shapiro, Barbara Lonsdale
Public Safety; Nick Hippisley-Coxe
Santa Monica Airport; Laura Silagi & Amanda Seward
Community Improvement Projects Ivan Spiegel
(310-821-9556; ivanl13147@verizon.net)
Neighborhood Council Town Hall — November 4™, 2010
"Is Venice Prepared to be the Number One Visitor Destination in Southern California?"

Mayor’s Budget Day Report: Hugh Harrison & Cindy Chambers, VNC Budget Reps.

10. Announcements & Public Comment on items not on the Agenda

Abraham, Eden Andes, Diane Butler, Travis Let
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11. Old Business

A Abbot Kinney Parking Report, Recommendations, Community Impact Statement & letter
Jed Pauker, Robin Rudisill (310.827.0144; gojednet-parkingAbK@yahoo.com) [See Exhibits G1 & G2|

Abbot Kinney’s parking issues are unique to its surroundings. This report (see Exhibit G1) is intended to
acknowledge and promote Abbot Kinney’s eclectic and independent character with practical recommendations
to address Abbot Kinney’s valet parking and food truck issues.

MOTION:

Whereas Venice Coastal Zone parking suffers from ongoing and increasing congestion, and

Whereas multiple ongoing and new causes of Abbot Kinney parking and parking-related congestion have
been explored and identified, and

Whereas unregulated valet parking negatively affects both the Abbot Kinney business area and Los
Angeles at large, and

Whereas the incursion of food trucks on Abbot Kinney brings welcome & unwelcome impacts, &

Whereas existing regulations fail to curtail unwelcome impacts regarding both issues,

We therefore move that the Venice Neighborhood Council Board of Officers accept the foregoing report
and approve the following Recommendations, Community Impact Statement and letter to CD11
Councilmember Rosendahl, for immediate transmittal to Council District 11 Office and the City Council
and LA County Supervisor Yaroslavsky:

Venice Neighborhood Council recommends:

1) Implementing an Abbot Kinney consolidated valet parking program.

2) Continuing communications among representatives of Abbot Kinney business owners, patrons,
affected residents and the Venice Neighborhood Council, to produce mutually-beneficial initiatives,

3) Implementing a Parking study to address current and future needs for Abbot Kinney and its
surrounding area.

4) Implementing an Abbot Kinney Business Improvement District to develop community-serving
business activity management policies.

5) Supporting Los Angeles County Health Department proposed ordinance for food truck letter
grading.

6) Where a private location is used to host one or more food trucks, regulating the location’s patron
capacity to protect public safety.

7) Where a private location is used to host one or more food trucks in or near a residential area,
requiring signage near the property perimeter, in obvious, plain sight, advising patrons to consider
residential neighbors and citing pertinent noise ordinances.

8) Where a public location is used to host a food truck, requiring a permit process, with fee allocations
to include the Venice Coastal Zone Parking Impact Fund.

9) Include Venice Neighborhood Council’s recommendations with the City Council’s work to address
food truck and valet parking impacts.

COMMUNITY IMPACT STATEMENT - CF 10-2274, 09-2357-S2 and 09-0206

Venice Coastal Zone parking is at an ever-increasing premium for residents, businesses and visitors alike.
Different block-by-block Abbot Kinney parking regulations combine with unregulated valet activities and
mixed impacts from food trucks to create ongoing confusion and tensions within the community.

Current parking enforcement and regulations require review and revision to achieve the intended goal of
easing automotive congestion. Current food vendor regulations require equal attention, to promote
positive competition and more beneficial amenities.

Resultant initiatives must comprehensively address these issues for affected parties to regain the full
enjoyment of our uniquely diverse community that was intended by its founder.
ACTION TAKEN CR/MA 10-3-3: Postpone to Nov 8, 2010 Administrative Committee Meeting

Donald Novack of Hals Bar and Grill
Casa Linda
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B Regquest to approve CIS regarding mechanical parking lift issue
Jed Pauker (310.827.0144, jed@jed.net)
MOTION: Mechanical parking lifts can benefit the community, but only when they are deployed per approved community
planning guidelines. Approving such devices without public input and Planning Department review negatively impacts the
community, the planning process, Coastal development and the principles of representative government. A moratorium
should be placed on approval of mechanical parking lifts for commercial use until an ordinance can be drafted to specify
proper review and operational standards for such devices in the community.

ACTION TAKEN JP/MS Motion Approved 8-6-3
General Comment: lan Dean, dt_dawges@yahoo.com, 310-691-4899
C New Official VNC Posting Places:
Marc Saltzberg on behalf of the Outreach Committee (310-892-9660, outreach@venicenc.org)

The Outreach Committee was asked to explore and recommend posting sites in order to comply with the
new BONC / DONE directive that each NC have at least 5 official posting places in addition to their website. The committee
recommends the following 9 sites and suggests that the VNC Board select the final five sites.

The criteria used to select posting places were:

Site must be within the VNC boundaries (eg._can't post on county land on south side of Washington);

We have to have physical access to the site so that we can post;

As many sites as possible (at least 1) should be available for viewing 24/7 (none currently are);

The sites should be geographically diverse across the VNC's territory;

There should be a reasonable level of foot traffic;

The posting place must have a bulletin board large enough to hold meeting notices from at least 3 committees
simultaneously;

e Posting at the site must not present an undue burden on person doing the posting.

The committee recommends the following posting sites to the Board for final selection:
1. Penmar Park

Café Collage (note: no bulletin board — windows available)

Whole Foods

Beyond Baroque_ — 681 Venice Blvd

The Venice Ale House — (Daffodil reports they will put up bulletin board) 425 Ocean Front Walk
*Groundwork Coffee — on Rose (nhote: no bulletin board — door available)
**Abbot’s Habit
*Oakwood Park
**\/enice Library

©XONORr®WDN

**existing posting site

MOTION: The Committee recommends that the final list of public posting sites be noted on our website and in
our literature. The sites are: <list by name>

The committee recommends that Committee Chairs forward all agendas to the VNC Board and the VNC
Neighborhood Committees for posting in front of their residences or on bulletin boards in their area.

ACTION TAKEN Postponed to November 8, 2010 Administrative Committee Meeting
12. New Business
ACTION TAKEN None
13. Announcements & Public Comment on items not on the Agenda
ACTION TAKEN None
14. Board Member Comments on subject matters within the VNC jurisdiction.
ACTION TAKEN None
15. Adjourn (approx 10:00PM)
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Exhibit A — Treasurers Report

2010 - 2011 Expenditures to Budget
September 1 - September 21, 2010

Amt spent Amt Spent Amt %
DONE Current Yr % of Current in Current Available Budget
Category Budget by Acct Bdgt Month Fiscal Year to Spend Remain

Annual Allocation $45,000.00

Rollover $5,000.00

Sub Total-Unallocated Budget $50,000.00

Neighborhood Comm. Projects 10-11 20,000.00

Total 70,000.00

100 Operations BUdget
Office Supplies OFF $750.00 $750.00 100.0%
Copies OFF $500.00 $15.52 $39.21 $460.79 92.2%
Office Equipment OFF $750.00 $750.00 100.0%
Staffing/Apple One TAC $500.00 $500.00 100.0%
Telephone Expense MIS $250.00 $250.00 100.0%
Storage FAC $2,000.00 $324.00 $1,676.00 83.8%
Board Retreat EDU $500.00 $241.53 $258.47 51.7%
General Operations MIS $1,000.00 $1,000.00 100.0%
sub Total Operations $6,250.00 | 8.9% $15.52 $604.74 $5,645.26 90.3%

200 Outreach
Copies / Printing POS $500.00 $500.00 100.0%
Facilities For Public FAC $3,000.00 $3,000.00 100.0%
Refreshments EVE $400.00 $400.00 100.0%
Web Site & e-mail WEB $1,500.00 $30.00 $60.00 $1,440.00 96.0%
Advertising & Promotions ADV $0.00 $0.00
Newsletter Prodution NEW $1,200.00 $1,200.00 100.0%
Newsletter Printing NEW $5,700.00 $5,700.00 100.0%
Newsletter Delivery NEW $4,200.00 $4,200.00 100.0%
Elections ELE $500.00 $500.00 100.0%
General Outreach EVE $750.00 $350.00 $521.79 $228.21 30.4%
sub Total Outreach $17,750.00 | 25.4% $380.00 $581.79 | $17,168.21 96.7%
300 Community Improvement

Venice Community BBQ CIP $5,000.00 $3,521.42 $1,478.58 29.6%
Neighborhood Commun Proj 2010-11 CIP $20,000.00 $3,504.00 $16,496.00 82.5%
General Community Projects 2010-11 CIP $5,000.00 $72.44 $4,927.56 98.6%
Neighborhood Commun Proj 2011-12 CIP $16,000.00 $16,000.00 100.0%
sub Total Community Improvement $46,000.00 | 65.7% $0.00 $7,097.86 | $38,902.14 84.6%
Total $70,000.00 $395.52 $8,284.39 $61,715.61 88.2%

It's YOUR Venice - get involved!
7 of 25 - Prepared 10/31/2010 by Secretary — 10/19/2010 VNC Board Meeting Agenda




VENICE Venice Neighborhood Council

PO Box 550, Venice, CA 90294 / www.VeniceNC.org
Email: info@VeniceNC.org

neighborhood council

Current Yr Amt spent  Amt Spentin Amt %
Budget by % of Current Current Available Budget
Acct Bdgt Month Fiscal Year to Spend Remain
Neighborhood Community Projects 2009-2010
Friends of Coeur d'Alene Reading Courtyard $2,000.00 10% $2,000.00 100%
Master in the Chapel-Concerts $2,000.00 10% $2,000.00 100%
W estminster School-Printers $2,000.00 10% $2,000.00 100%
Boys and Girls Club-Sewing Project $2,000.00 10% $2,000.00 100%
Ballona Institute-Lagoon Restoration $1,026.00 5% $1,026.00 100%
Westside Leadership Magnet-Garden $1,996.00 10% $1,996.00 100%
Mark Twain-Garden $2,000.00 10% $2,000.00 100%
Venice Music Festival $2,000.00 10% $2,000.00 $0.00 0%
Carnevale $2,000.00 10% $2,000.00 100%
826 LA-"The Venice Wave" $1,470.00 7% $1,470.00 100%
Vintage Motorcycle Rally $1,508.00 8% $1,504.00 $4.00 0%
Total  $20,000.00 $0.00 $3,504.00  $16,496.00 82%
General Community Improvement 2009-2010
Total Available $5,000.00 $5,000.00 100%
Santa Monica Airport $850.00 $72.44 $777.56
Total Allocated $850.00
Total To be Allocated $4,150.00
Total Spent $0.00 $72.44 $4,927.56 99%
Expenditures Previously Reported Charged
Westminster Benches $1,922.38 2/10
Venice Music Festival $2,000.00 8/10
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Defauit Accounting Code:
ACCOUNT NUMBER ACCOUNT SUMMARY
CUSTCMER SERVICE CALL
XOOKOXXXK-X XX X-1949
[PREVIOUS BALANCE  $.00 |
800-344-5696 STATEMENT DATE| DISPUTED AMOUNT
PURCHASES &
082110 $.0 E
|CASH ADQVANCES 500
SEND BILLING INQUIRIES TO: AMOUNT DUE
$000 CASH ADWANCE FEE £.00
C/O U.E. BANCORP SERVICE CENTER, INC .
US. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION ND DO NOT REMIT
P.0. BOX €335 CREDITS 500
FARGO, ND 51125-6338
TOTAL ACTIVITY  $4,327.90
COPYRIGHT 2008 U.5. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION NO PASE YO 1
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Exhibit B — 2" Letter on Santa Monica Airport

Western-Pacific Region Regional Administrator
William C. Withycombe

FAA Western Pacific Region

P.O. Box 92007

Los Angeles, CA 90009

Dear Mr. Withycombe,

Your letter in response to the Venice Neighborhood Council’s concern regarding ban on “touch
and go” and “taxi back” and other student flight and pilot training activities over Venice from
SMO raised questions. You state, “The FAA views student flight and pilot training activities as
well as “touch and go” and “taxi back” operations at SMO are an integral elements of
maintaining the efficiency and safety of NAS. “ This statement does not explain why the flights
are over Venice as opposed to Santa Monica. Is there a regulation that states these operations
are safer over Venice than Santa Monica? Is there an agreement with the city of Santa Monica
that the airspace over Venice is more appropriate for air traffic than Santa Monica? We know
that there is a “Fly Neighborly” program designed by SMO to send air traffic over Venice. Is this
also the stand of the FAA or is this recommendation by SMO to mitigate noise and other
nuisances over Santa Monica residents?

What is the role of the FAA in the decisions of pilots, both students and others as to where they
fly? What part is recommended and who recommends these paths? Are the flight paths for VIF
props and IFR props and jets different and why? We do know that there is a separation
problem between SMO and LAX, and that there are restrictions regarding the LAX airspace,
but apart from that what are “rules” and what are “recommendations” and who makes which.
We would be happy to meet with you if explaining these matters who be better in person.
Otherwise we await your written response.

Best,

Linda Lucks
President, Venice Neighborhood Council

Cc: Congresswoman Jane Harman

Los Angles Councilman Bill Rosendahl

Senator Barbara Boxer Senator Dianne Feinstein
Environmental Deputy Diane Moss

It's YOUR Venice - get involved!
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EXHIBIT C — Letter Opposing Imposition of $7 fee to park at City Hall

Dear Councilman Rosendahl:

It goes against the principles of participatory democracy to ask that everyday citizens wishing
to express their concerns/opinions on any subject before the City Council to pay to park at City
Hall.

People from all parts of the vast Los Angeles metropolis take time off from work, from their
families and drive, bus, or bike to City Hall at their own expense and should not be expected to
pay for the right to park.

The Venice Neighborhood Council urges you to remove this motion.
Thank you.

Linda Lucks
President

It's YOUR Venice - get involved!
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Exhibit D — 52-54 E. Windward Ave (TownHouse)

Land Use and Planning Committee Report to VNC Board of Officers February 17, 2009
Regarding Townhouse Cocktails

Case Number: ZA 2009-2124-CUB-CUX-ZV-CDP

Addpress of Project: 52 Windward, Venice

SYNOPSIS OF PROJECT: It is the applicant’s contention that both first floor and basement were and
are part and parcel of whatever business operated on this site since 1915. There is an absence of
supporting documents because any permits for a business this old are often expunged and rarely
found. Applicant contends that any issues concerning a Certificate of Occupancy for the location will
be determined secondarily. The fact of continuous use demonstrating that there is not a need to obtain
a conditional use permit is primary. Also, when Venice of America was annexed by City of Los
Angeles in the 1930s, many documents were simply not transferred. The test then becomes honest
common sense.

It is Building & Safety’s contention that there is no Certificate of Occupancy or Conditional Use Permit
(Beverage) for the basement. Townhouse Cocktails was cited and then appealed to Planning.
Associate Zoning Administrator, Patricia Brown, found that Building & Safety did NOT err in their
determination.

LUPC found that there was sufficient evidence of a legal non-conforming use since 1930s with respect
to the basement and for that reason a Certificate of Occupancy and a Conditional Use Permit is not
required.

Please reference a February 4, 1977 Zoning Administration document on page 4 of this staff report
regarding deemed-to-be-approved CUB status.

Size of Parcel:

Venice Subarea: Zone: PermitApplicationDate:

2,038.7sq ft ~ NOTE: 54 East Windward included in parcel size on ZIMAS document.

North Venice C2-1-CA Junel7, 2008-Appealof LADeptofBuildingé&Safety determination
-1-DateofPlanningReport: End of Appeal Period: Planning Report by:

Applicant:

Representative: Contact Information: Date(s) heard by LUPC: WLA Area Planning

Commission Date:

Project Description:

November21,2008 December 8, 2008 Patricia Brown, Associate ZA

Louie Ryan (A), 52 East Windward Avenue Ronald F Bennet (O), 58 East Windward Avenue

Ralph B Saltsman of Solomon, Saltsman & Jamieson 310.822.9848 January 28, 2009

March 4, 2009

It's YOUR Venice - get involved!
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STAFF REPORT

TownHouse Bar, Certificate of compliance issue regarding a CUP for the basement which has been in
general use since 1915. B&S Appeal. Determination letter and documents posted.

Assistant ZA Pat Brown did, on November 21, 2008, found that the Dept of B&S did not err in citing
the establishment (Townhouse) for failure to secure a Certificate of Occupancy for use of the basement,
and that a Conditional Use Permit for the service of alcohol is required for the basement portion of the
establishment. November 16, 2007, Dept of B&S issued an order to comply No. A-1624850, Case 210580,
requiring discontinuance of the unapproved use of the basement as a bar.

Violations: 1.  Unapproved occupancy/use of basement as a bar Code Sections in Violation:
91.104.2.5,91.103.1, 91.106.1.1, 91.108.1, 91.109.1, 12.26E and 12.21A.1(a) of

LAMC. 2. Plumbing work done without required permits and approvals....violation of

LAMC. 3. Case No. 210580, Order A-1624850, effective date 11-16-2007, compliance date 12-

11-2007.

Summary of Arguments against this Project/Issue:

No apparent Certificate of Occupancy or Conditional Use Permit (Beverage). Marina Pacific
Hotel proprietors complain of the noise from the bar.

-2-

Summary of Arguments For this Project/Issue:

Both first floor and basement were and are part and parcel of whatever business operated on this site
since 1915. There is an absence of supporting documents because any permits for a business this old are
often expunged and rarely found. Applicant contends that any issues concerning a Certificate of
Occupancy for the location will be determined secondarily. The fact of continuous use demonstrating
that there is not a need to obtain a conditional use permit is primary. Also, when Venice of
America was annexed by City of Los Angeles in the 1930s, any documents were simply not transferred.
The test then becomes honest common sense.

Summary of Public Comment:

Public concerned themselves either with the quality of the bar and its presence in Venice or the noise of
having a bar next door.

Only the lawyers argued whether or not the business required a new Certificate of Occupancy or a
Conditional Use Permit (Beverage) for the basement.

Summary of Findings by LUPC:

That there is sufficient evidence of a legal non-conforming use since 1930s with respect to the basement
(at 52 Windward) and for that reason a (new and specific to the basement) Certificate of Occupancy
and Conditional Use Permit (Beverage) is not required.

Louie Ryan and his wife are long-time Venice residents. They stated in their testimony at the LUPC
January 28th hearing that they have a track record for successfully operating entertainment venues,
including the Temple Bar in Santa Monica. They stated that they have not had any problems with
neighbors in the past, and that the City of Santa Monica awarded them a Certificate for their
contribution to the community when the Temple Bar closed last fall,

It's YOUR Venice - get involved!
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The Townhouse, located at 52 Windward, is a Venice landmark that has been continuously operated as
a tavern since 1915, including as a speakeasy during prohibition. The premises include a basement
with a stage, booths along the perimeter, and historic murals painted on the walls.

The Ryans recently purchased the Townhouse and renovated the basement area. They sought a change
in ownership from the ABC, which was withheld pending confirmation from the City that the
basement either has a Conditional Use Permit for serving alcohol, or that serving alcohol was a pre-
existing nonconforming use, meaning that alcohol was served in the basement prior to (year), the year
that the City began requiring Conditional Use Permits for serving alcohol. At some point, a City
inspector cited the Townhouse for illegal use of the basement. The City took the position that there is
no Certificate of Occupancy or Conditional Use Permit (Beverage) for the basement.

The voluminous file on this project includes a memorandum from City of LA Zoning Administration
dated February 4, 1977 directed to Public Counters from Thomas W.

-3-

Golden, Chief ZA, regarding Conditional Use - Sale of Alcoholic Beverages for Consumption on the
Premises states:

“Effective March 1, 1977, any establishment proposing to engage in the sale for consumption on the
premises of alcoholic beverages, including wine and beer, will be subject to a recent amendment to the
Municipal requiring the filing of a Conditional Use application with the Office of Zoning
Administration.

“As provided for in Section 12.24-F of the Municipal Code, any property being lawfully used for this
purpose on March 1, 1977, will be considered a deemed-to-be-approved Conditional Use and such a
business can be continued, but is subject to review and approval of plans by a Zoning Administrator
for any additions or alterations to the building which would constitute expansion of the use on the site.
“Deemed-to-be-approved Conditional Use status will also apply to those establishments which were
only temporarily closed and not lawfully engaged in such a business on March 1, 1977, when all of the
following criteria are met:

1.  The lawful sale for consumption on the premises of alcoholic beverages was conducted at that site
between the period of March 1, 1076 and March 1, 1977; and, 2. The premises has not been utilized for
any other use since the temporary termination of the sale of alcoholic beverage use; and,

3. The establishment has continued to be equipped and furnished for the conduct of the business of
sale of alcoholic beverages for on-site consumption.”

During public testimony at the hearing, overwhelming evidence was presented, including by members
of the Venice Historical Society and the Venice Chamber of Commerce, that the basement has long
been used as part of the tavern, including for performances and public fundraisers. Advertising flyers
were presented corroborating these historic uses, during the time that no City permit was required for
serving alcohol.

It is the applicant's contention that both first floor and basement were and are part and parcel of the
business serving alcohol on this site since 1915. There would be no official City of Los Angeles records
supporting this use because no City permits of any kind were required for selling alcoholic beverages
until 1977. Records of the ABC are apparently expunged each time a new permit is issued, so ABC
records are of limited assistance.

It's YOUR Venice - get involved!
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The gentleman who built the Marina Pacific Hotel testified that, since the day he opened his hotel in
the 1970s, he has had noise problems with the Townhouse. Counsel for the owner/builder of the
Marina Pacific Hotel presented evidence that the basement is not part of the licensed premises of the
Townhouse. The Ryans testified that, at a meeting with the owner/builder of the Marina Pacific Hotel
to discuss the Hotel's noise concerns, the owner/builder said that they would do everything in their
power to shut down the Townhouse.The owner/builder of the Marina Pacific Hotel did not dispute
this.
-4-
The Townhouse Cocktails appealed the citation for illegal use of the basement to the Planning
Department, and Associate Zoning Administrator Patricia Brown found that Building & Safety did
NOT err in their determination.The matter is to be heard by the WLA APC, and the VNC's
recommendation is sought for that hearing.
The LUPC found that there was sufficient evidence of a legal non-conforming use since at least the
1930s with respect to the use of the basement for serving alcohol, and for that reason a Certificate of
Occupancy and a Conditional Use Permit is not required because the use of the basement is a pre-
existing non-conforming use.
There is a separate but related issue of the conditions to be imposed by the ABC in transferring the
license to the new owners, and the Ryans have agreed to hold their ABC application until the
negotiations with the LUPC and the VNC's recommendation has been completed concerning those
conditions.
It is possible that the parties will not be able to agree upon conditions, and the imposition of conditions
would then be within the purview of the ABC and not the City.
Author of Report:
Challis Macpherson Date: February 11, 2009

Approximate Hours Spent on this Project by LUPC Staff: 10

It's YOUR Venice - get involved!
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Exhibit E - 724 E. San Miguel Ave. and 725 E. Broadway
Small Lot Subdivision Application

Case Nos. AA-2010-1588-PMLA-SL and No. ZA-2010-1602-CDP-ZAA-F.
724 E. San Miguel Ave. and 725 E. Broadway - Small Lot Subdivision Application
Scott Alter and Jeffrey Jaeger

PROJECT SUMMARY TO VNC -

Approval of the request will allow Messrs. Alter and Jaeger to divide their single lot into two lots; one for each
existing single-family home. It’s important to note that there will be no new construction or physical alterations to
the existing homes or property as part of this request.

Staff Report Follows:

LUPC STAFF REPORT

SYNOPSIS: This is an application for a Small Lot subdivision to divide the property into two
separate lots, one lot for each exiting house so that the houses may be sold separately. There are
associated variances which permit two existing residence constructed over 85 years ago to remain
unchanged not withstanding the small lot sub-divisions requirements. There is a over height fence
variance and variance due to the location of the proposed parking in the front yard.

NOTE: The applicant has filed for a MELLO Act Review - based upon preliminary information there
are no affordable units located on site. There is no community opposition to this project, 2 neighbors in
support of the project attended the neighborhood meeting of September 9, 2010, there was no
opposition presented by neighbors at the September 1, 2010 City Planning Public Hearing.

1Size of Parcel:

Size of Project: Assessed Land Value: Last Owner Change: Project Description:

4620 sq. ft. Through lot with street frontage on Broadway Ave and San Miguel Street - (San Miguel is a
substandard 25 foot wide street that functions as an alley. .

Existing 2 - one family dwellings - no construction proposed unknown 2009

Small Lot Subdivision to create two separate lots for two existing single family homes which will
remain - (no construction proposed) 4 variances necessitated by the small lot subdivision and existing
non conforming conditions.

2

4 Variances requests:

Variance 1 & 2) Variances to legalizes the existing construction of the houses which are not in
conformance with the small lot sub-division ordinance requirements: The first two variances listed
above pertain to yard and setback requirements, the houses comply with the yard and setback
requirements when they were constructed over 85 years but do not comply with the current small lot
subdivision ordinance yard and setback requirements. These variances permit the existing houses to
remain in the same locations as they are now.

It's YOUR Venice - get involved!
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Variance 3)  Variance to legalize and existing over height fence: There is an existing fence and gate
with a maximum height of 8" on both Broadway front property line and San Miguel Front Property
Line - On Broadway and San Miguel both adjacent neighbors have over height fences. Broadway
fronts Oakwood Public Park and the property owner requests this fence variance for safety and
security issues.

Variance 4)  Variance for parking in the Front Yard Setback: Required parking is proposed in
the front yard of both Broadway and San Miguel - No hardship exists on Broadway (Building and
Safety staff has made this observation during the Sept. 1, 2010 public hearing) The applicant has agreed
to setback the 2 parking spaces so that the parking spaces are not located within the required front yard
on Broadway Ave. On San Miguel there is a hardship and justification for this front yard variance
because San Miguel functions as an alley. Proposed LUPC CONDITION: Required parking shall not
be permitted in the 15 foot front yard setback fronting Broadway Ave., the applicant shall submit a
revised Parcel Map reflecting this condition to the Advisory Agency and Office of the Zoning
Administrator.

Venice Subarea:

Zone:

Date of Planning Report:

Date of End of Appeal Period:

City Planning Report Prepared by:

LUPC Staff Report Done By: Owner/Applicant:

Representative:

Oakwood RD1.5 TBA TBA

TBA John Reed Scott Alter and Jeffrey Jaeger

Christopher Murray Rosenheim & Associates, Inc. 21550 Oxnard Street, Suite 780 Woodland Hills,
California 91367

3

Contact Information: Office: (818) 716-2782 Fax: (818) 593-6184

Date(s) heard by LUPC: September 22, 2010 Advisory Agency Hearing Date: September 1, 2010 -
Public comment period ends October 28,

2010 VNC letter due prior to this date

Applicant’sNeighborhoodMtg September9,2010-Applicantsreprehensive,propertyowner, John Reed
and two neighbors in attendance.

ARGUMENTS FOR THIS PROJECT: Mello Act:  The applicant has filed for a LAHD Mello Act
Clearance- (Determination

pending to confirm that there are no affordable units on site).

Small Lot Subdivision: =~ This subdivision will permit ownership of the two houses separately.

The Applicants are seeking a Small Lot Subdivision (i.e., Preliminary Parcel Map) to subdivide the property
located at 724 E. San Miguel Avenue and 725 E. Broadway Street (“Subject Property”) so that each of the two
existing single-family homes will be located on individual lots. The two single-family homes are to remain with
no exterior modifications proposed.

Over height fence variance should be approved for the following reasons:

The Applicants are seeking a Zoning Administrator Determination to allow an existing six foot in height fence

It's YOUR Venice - get involved!
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and eight foot in height gate within the required front, side, and rear yard setback areas of both Parcels “A” and
“B”.

Broadway Street

The Subject Property’s southerly frontage adjoins Broadway Street, classified by the Venice Community Plan as
a Local Street, opposite a heavily used public park. The existing fence and gate provides an attractive screen
while providing a buffer that screens the residential use of the Subject Property from Broadway Street and the
public park while providing a security barrier for the Broadway Street occupants of the Subject Property. Overall,
the existing fence and gate on Broadway Street helps control access to the Subject Property while adding to the
safety and sense of well being of the occupants.

The design and material of the existing fence and gate fits in with the aesthetics of the adjacent surrounding
homes, as well as the local neighborhood along Broadway Street. In fact, the adjacent homes and many of the
surrounding homes have over in height fences and gates in their front yards. As a result, the existing fence and
gate conforms to the public necessity, convenience, general welfare, and good zoning practice.

Granting the request will allow the current use of the Subject Property to continue to remain compatible and
consistent with the adjacent and surrounding residential uses.

San Miguel Avenue

The Subject Property’s northerly frontage adjoins San Miguel Avenue, a narrow (25-foot width) Local Street of a
type somewhat unique to the Venice community, with some characteristics in common with an alley or walkstreet
(e.g. narrow width; no curb, gutter, or sidewalk; used for access to parking for residential through-lots that front
on Broadway Street or Brooks Avenue).

4

While San Miguel Avenue is considered a street, thus creating “front yards” along San Miguel Avenue, the
surrounding residential developments existing on both the north and south side of San Miguel Avenue appear
more like rear yards (i.e., San Miguel Avenue is treated like an alley).

The existing fence and gate provides an attractive screen while providing a buffer that screens the residential use
of the Subject Property from San Miguel Avenue while providing a security barrier for the San Miguel Avenue
occupants of the Subject Property. Overall, the existing fence and gate on San Miguel Avenue helps control
access to the Subject Property while adding to the safety and sense of well being of the occupants.

The design and material of the existing fence and gate fits in with the aesthetics of the adjacent and surrounding
homes, as well as the local neighborhood along San Miguel Avenue. In fact, nearly all of the surrounding homes
have over in height fences and gates fronting San Miguel Avenue. As a result, the existing fence and gate
conforms to the public necessity, convenience, general welfare, and good zoning practice.

Granting the request will allow the current use of the Subject Property to continue to remain compatible and
consistent with the adjacent and surrounding residential uses.

Required Parking in San Miguel front yard should approved for the following reasons:

The Applicants are seeking a Zoning Administrator Determination to allow automobile parking within the San
Miguel front yard of the Subject Property. The existing single family home on the Subject Property fronting San
Miguel Avenue maintains two uncovered tandem parking spaces. Presently, one of these two parking spaces
extends into the front yard setback. Granting the request will allow the continued use and maintenance of the
existing condition (i.e., parking within the front yard adjacent to San Miguel Avenue) that has demonstrated over
many years to be compatible and consistent with the surrounding uses.

San Miguel Avenue is a narrow (25-foot width) Local Street, somewhat unique to the Venice community that has
characteristics in common with an alley or walkstreet (e.g. narrow width; no curb, gutter, or sidewalk; used for
access to parking for residential through-lots that front on Broadway Street or Brooks Avenue). While San Miguel
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Avenue is considered a street, thus creating “front yards” adjacent to it, the surrounding residential developments
existing on both the north and south side of San Miguel Avenue appear more like rear yards (i.e., San Miguel
Avenue looks and feels like an alley).

Many of the residents in the surrounding area park their vehicles on San Miguel Avenue, further narrowing the
street. Granting the request will allow the occupants of 724 E. San Miguel Avenue to continue to park on the
Subject Property, which reduces the impact to traffic flow along San Miguel Avenue.

In sum, approval of the requested Zoning Administrator Adjustment would enable the Subject Property to be
maintained as is, with no adverse impact on properties in the surrounding neighborhood.

ARGUMENTS AGAINST THIS PROJECT: None presented - The applicant has applied for a Mello

Act determination and not a categorical exemption therefore there is no issue regarding a Mello Act
clearance for this project.

LUPC Report compiled by:John Reed Estimated number of hours of staff time: 18
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Exhibit F — 1427 Abbot Kinney - Gjelina

neighborhood council

Conditional Use Permit — Compliance Review LUPC Staff Review Report

Summary of the project: Two to three sentences summarizing the project

This is a conditional use review. There has been a hearing on the 30" of Sept by a hearing office for the
ZA and on Oct 13" a LUPC review hearing. The results of which are below. We are asking that the VNC
approve the motion made by LUPC and send the letter drafted ( these can be found at :
http://www.cityhood.org/EditCase.cncx?CID=4272&PG=1&SC=&S0=&NC=19 ). T he result of the LUPC
hearing was the following

*  The applicant has had a CUB Review hearing on September 30"

* There are material compliance issues the primary ones being service area, parking for the
additional service area and the additional seating capacity that would be in the service area on
the ABC license condition. Please see the details below

* LUPC believes that some of the nuisance conditions should be removed as noted in the Motion

* The applicant is working with LUPC and has agreed to file a new application for the additional
service area along with a parking plan and to work with LUPC on this plan in the coming months,

* We would hear this new application as a new case and it would run through the standard
process

* LUPCis recommending that the ZA “not” revoke the applicant’s license while we work through
the issues but put a time line of 8 months on getting this process done.

Summary of the Key Issues — what will need to be focused on in the review meetings

STARS Program enrollment

Service floor plan and parking calculation
60 Seats for the wine and beer license
Electronic Age Verification

Garage to be used for parking

VhWNE

LUPC Staff Report - Conditional Use Review Page 1
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Conditional Use Permit — Compliance Review LUPC Staff Review Report

Conditional Use Summary of conditions and disposition

Item Compliant Mot Comments
Compliant

1. Y

2. ¥

EN ¥

4. Y

5. ¥

B. M — there are ~100 at any given time

7. M Exceeding he seating in the plan by ~40, the diagrams of the
service area show 720 5q ft

8. ¥

Q. ¥

100 ¥ We recommend that this condition be modified as noted in
the mation

11. Y

12. ¥

13. ¥

14. Y

15. ¥

16. ¥

17. Y

18, ¥

19. ¥ Applicant initially had a manager go through the program
and will review if additional staff are required to attend this
and then maintain this condition going forward

20. ¥

21. NYA

22. N Mo age verification is in place as of 8/23, we recommend
that this be removed as no other restaurant has this
condition

23. ¥

24, ¥

25. Y

26. M Mot compliant with the parking as it relates to the service
area. 26 non confirming and one on site

27. ¥

28. ¥

29, Y

30. Y

31.

LUPC Staff Report - Conditional Use Review Page 2
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Conditional Use Permit — Compliance Review LUPC Staff Review Report

neighborhood council

LUPC Recommendation

* Motion that all Conditions of Approval are enforced except for # 9 (clarified to apply only to
live amplified music) and # 22 (be deleted). Further, we recommend that the CUB not be
revoked so long as the applicant is in compliance with all Conditions of Approval except as
noted.

* Motion made by Robert Aronson, Seconded by Jim Murez.

= 3-0-0

* Date: October 13, 2010

Contact information:

Contact One Contact Two

Mame: Fran Camaj Mame:

Company: Company:

Address: 1429 Abbot Kinney Blvd Address:

Email: feamaj@yahoo.com Email:

Phone: 310,.880,9260 Phone:
L]
LUPC Staff Report - Conditional Use Review Papge 3
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Exhibit G1 - Abbot Kinney Parking Report

In pursuing our assignment to investigate, report and recommend on the issues of food trucks and valet parking, we focused
on the following questions:

Do our recommendations enhance the mission of the VNC?

To what extent, and for how many stakeholders, can our work improve the quality of life?

What City resources are likely to be readily available, and for what resources may we have to petition?
What VNC resources, both technical and human, does our work require?

How much public meeting time is our presentation likely to require?

How soon must the Board act in order to move forward most effectively?

Our Neighborhood Council is, first and foremost, the messenger of our community’s voice to the City. Recommendations on
these issues are designed to speak as broadly and directly as possible for the benefit of all Venice stakeholders, whether
homeowner, renter, entrepreneur or visitor. We must speak to the City mindful of its current financial destitution, as well as
its mandate, in any case, to represent our community’s will. Understanding that this is a time of transition to a new VNC
Board, we planned our work to use the least possible personnel resources while making the best use of available technical
tools. We expect to require no more than twenty minutes of Board meeting time to present our findings and
recommendations, and for Board consideration. Because these issues are as rapidly-moving as are their proponents and
regulators, promising benefits that far outweigh current detriments, we recommend that the Board act with all due haste.

To date, our work has included: Research on recent local food truck and valet parking history; outreach to CD11 and CD4
staff, LAPD, the Fire Marshall, LADOT, local food truck vendors and their representative, local residents and entrepreneurs
for direction, information and general issue discussion; research on the food truck industry’s nationwide emergence;
analysis of valet parking issues and existing models; and, finally, First Friday field work on Abbot Kinney Boulevard.

RESOURCES
Online research materials are posted here: http://venicenc.org/parking-abbotkinney.

Survey

The community continues to provide survey input. Designed as a door-to-door poll of the area immediately encircling the
most-impacted Abbot Kinney area, our VNC survey also received input via email from as far away as the Milwood walk
streets, and at least one response to date arriving via US mail. The strict quantification of replies to “Yes/No/Don’t-Care”
guestions regarding food trucks and valet parking belies the remarkably holistic range of thoughtful comments, questions
and suggestions provided by stakeholders from both the residential and business communities.

This said, the nominal numbers follow:

Food Truck Operations

31% Positive — | welcome them.
54% Negative — | want them gone.
15% Neutral — They don’t affect me.

Valet Parking

5% Positive — | welcome them.

52% Negative — | want them gone.
43% Neutral — They don’t affect me.
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Survey considerations and highlights:

While at least one respondent reported an altercation with a valet parking worker, some others reported no awareness that
valets parked cars on their streets. Still others reported frustration with valets parking on their streets, while one expressed
no concern about parking congestion, offering her family’s acceptance of scarce parking as a de facto condition of moving
into the area. More than one resident expressed a sense of unfairness about grandfather parking rights for restaurants at
their expense.

Whereas the VNC survey pertained to both food truck and valet parking issues, the Abbot Kinney business survey,
generously compiled and provided in the aggregate by Carol Tantau, pertained strictly to Abbot Kinney food truck
operations and, for the most part, their First Fridays experiences. As such, valet parking opinions were not available from
Abbot Kinney businesses. While the vast majority of Abbot Kinney business operators were critical of the presence and
some practices of food truck operators, many comments showed both tolerance and business benefits from food truck
operations on Abbot Kinney.

Note: Survey answers were provided per the promise of anonymity for respondents. Some stakeholders chose to receive
further information about these issues, and some signed up to receive regular VNC mailings.

While the surveys show respondents’ opinions, they do not address resolving our fundamental challenge: automotive
congestion.

Studies

In addition to the variety of nationally-based online resources developed since May, we received a report from a local group
that had commissioned a 2009 parking study for Lincoln Boulevard. Two graduate students from UCLA’s Department of
Urban Planning, under Professor Donald Shoup, studied parking along Lincoln Boulevard between Machado Drive and
Venice Boulevard. The study’s recommendations were “intended to foster a less auto-dependent and more pedestrian-,
bike-, and transit-friendly Lincoln Boulevard.” The study included summaries of results in other cities that have realized
benefits from parking congestion-relieving initiatives, some of which would merit consideration for Abbot Kinney.

On August 11, 2010, the City Council Transportation Committee, led by Councilmember Rosendahl, held a public hearing,
at which a multitude of City, County, restaurant and mobile food truck operators and representatives convened, to share
analysis, reports and wide-ranging testimony on the history, growth and subsequent management challenges for the City’s
mobile catering truck industry. A wealth of valuable data, including examples of traditional business groups working with
mobile food truck vendors, was made available to the public at this meeting.

Outreach

Our outreach and research efforts dovetailed with stakeholder survey input to inform our recommendations. Senior Lead
Officers Thusing and Skinner were always willing to answer our questions about codes and practical enforcement
challenges, also arranging for a police helicopter to estimate the crowd size on September 3 (approximately two thousand).
LAFD Inspector Nealy provided deep perspective based on his safety and crowd assessment work.

Council District 11 Office staff Arturo Pina, Laura McClennan and John Gregory each provided direction and contact
information for various entities. DOT’s Mo Blorfroshan provided helpful direction regarding signage. Finally, our own Past-
President Emeritus DeDe Audet and Liz Wright provided direction, as well as offers to help with orange safety vests for our
work!

More than one survey respondent mentioned self-regulation. Discussions with representatives of Abbot Kinney vendors and
food truck operators have produced ideas and initiatives, at least one of which is active now and more of which are in the
planning stages. These initiatives include, but are not limited to, exploring new parking options, increasing frequency and
scope of trash collection, direct outreach to Abbot Kinney businesses, relocating food trucks to low-impact areas,
designating specific areas for multiple trucks and partnering between food truck and business operators to provide
incentives to residents.

Public Comments at multiple VNC Board meetings, as well as continuing reports and media coverage, including an Oct. 5,
2010, Town Hall forum broadcast on local radio, further informed our considerations.

Given that some new regulation is likely inevitable, our efforts must focus on continuing positive dialogue and transparently-
vetted goals.
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Exhibit G2 — Councilman Rosendahl Letter

October 20, 2010

Councilman Bill Rosendahl
City Hall
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Bill,

The Venice Neighborhood Council passed a resolution at its meeting on October 19, 2010, approving a report and
recommendations regarding valet parking and food truck impact issues in and around Abbot Kinney Boulevard.

As you know, Los Angeles lacks a centralized valet parking program, leading to valet practices that include cordoning off zones
which may not belong to their clients and negatively affecting already-congested residential parking areas in Venice’s Coastal
Zone. In contrast, many adjacent and nearby cities enjoy regulated valet parking services, with predictable and enforceable
operating rules and permit requirements.

We understand that the City Attorney has been directed to prepare an ordinance to establish a citywide valet parking permit
program.

As we all know, the dynamic and exciting explosion of the mobile food vendor industry also brings unexpected and unwelcome
impacts, which risk overshadowing this industry’s innovative and community-building effects on our social and economic
landscape.

We applaud your Transportation Committee’s public dialogue on the issue. We believe Venice’s broad and intense experience
with each issue, both as to current impacts and emerging initiatives, is critically relevant to your committee’s dialogue.

We therefore request your cooperation in bringing the Venice Neighborhood Council’s attached recommendations to the
Transportation Committee’s discussion. We are prepared to provide the resources necessary to engage fellow participants for
the purpose of providing the comprehensively-crafted solutions these issues deserve.

Thank you in advance for your expeditious response to your community and, as always, your good works.

Respectfully submitted,

Linda Lucks
President
Venice Neighborhood Council

cc: Councilman Bill Rosendahl
LA County Supervisor Yaroslavsky

Attachment: VNC Abbot Kinney Parking Report and Recommendations
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