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WESTSIDE REGIONAL ALLIANCE OF COUNCILS 

Land Use and Planning Committee Meeting Agenda 

Sunday, February 7, 2021 – 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 Noon 

Zoom Meeting Online at https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81981962970 

or by telephone dial:  + 1 669 900 6833 or one of the following toll-free telephone 

Numbers: 833 548 0282, 888 475 4499, 877 853 5257, or 833 548 0276 

The toll-free numbers eliminate long-distance call charges for participants although other 

telephone charges may apply from a participant's phone carrier.  

After connecting by telephone enter this meeting ID: 819 8196 2970 and press #. 
Press *9 to raise hand for public comment.  The meeting has no password.   

Guidelines for Conduct at WRAC LUPC Meetings:  Committee Representatives and Alternates shall 

conduct all business in a professional and ethical manner and give respect to the views of all in 

attendance.  Representatives and Alternates shall not engage at any time in Harassment or Bullying of 

Board members or guests at WRAC meetings, conveyed through physical, verbal, or technological 

means.  Bullying and Harassment are defined as behavior that is reasonably perceived to be 

dehumanizing, intimidating, hostile, threatening, or otherwise likely to evoke fear of physical or 

emotional distress.  WRAC Bylaws, Art. III, Sec. 2. 

 

I. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 

a. Call to order 

b. Roll call 

II. COMMITTEE BUSINESS 

a. MOTION to approve the January meeting minutes.  

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1uqtVnCVVHwQL2BG-

WSqTLpIkTfVe_OOH/view?usp=sharing  

b. STATUS AND UPDATE.  Melissa Alofaituli from the Community Plan team. 

c. MOTION to support SB-15 and SCA-2.  Please see the motion and background 

information below after the agenda.   

d. DISCUSSION AND MOTION on the WRAC LUPC Guidelines.  See proposal below 

after the agenda. 

e. UPDATE.  New LAX plan.  Denny. 

f. WRAC update from Chris Spitz. 

g. Reports.   

i. Land use update from Barbara Broide.   

ii. Land use update from Stacy Shure. 

iii. Other (Reports from special land use meetings/conferences) 

https://westsidecouncils.com/
mailto:marlene.savage@ca.rr.com
mailto:kay.hartman@palmsnc.la
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81981962970
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1uqtVnCVVHwQL2BG-WSqTLpIkTfVe_OOH/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1uqtVnCVVHwQL2BG-WSqTLpIkTfVe_OOH/view?usp=sharing


  

h. Round table 

III. Adjournment 

a. Next meeting is scheduled for March 7, 2020 at 10:00 a.m. on zoom.  Capri Maddox will 

join us at 11:00.  Please provide agenda items by February 31. 

 

 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS 

Bel Air-Beverly Crest NC 

• Steve Twining, primary 

• Travis Longcore, alternate 

Palms NC 

• Kay Hartman, primary 

• Neal Anderberg, alternate 

Brentwood CC 

• Nancy Freedman, primary 

• Flo Chapgier, alternate 

South Robertson NC 

• Olga Lexell, primary 

• Vacant, alternate 

Del Rey NC 

• Marlene Savage, primary 

• Vacant, alternate 

Venice NC 

• Alix Gucovsky, primary 

• Vacant, alternate 

Mar Vista CC 

• Stacy Shure, primary 

• Mary Hruska, alternate 

West LA-Sawtelle NC 

• Jay Ross, primary 

• Vacant, alternate 

Westchester/Playa NC 

• Paula Gerez, primary 

• George Herrera, alternate 

Westside NC 

• Barbara Broide, primary 

• Vacant, alternate 

North Westwood NC 

• Andrew Lewis, primary 

• Joseph Russel, alternate 

Westwood CC 

• Steve Sann, primary 

• Vacant, alternate 

Pacific Palisades CC 

• Chris Spitz, primary 

• Joanna Spak, alternate 

Westwood NC 

• Paula Rogers, primary 

• Stephen Resnick, alternate 

 

  



  

Proposed Motion re Affordable Housing Solutions (WRAC LUPC) 

 

 

The Westside Regional Alliance of Councils (WRAC) recognizes the need for positive solutions to the 

state’s affordable housing crisis, specifically as it relates to workforce and low-to-moderate income 

housing.  Solutions should involve legislation that 1) focuses on increasing the production and supply of 

truly affordable housing; 2) does not compromise public safety or the environment; and 3) respects 

principles of democracy, local land use control and self-determination of local governments to expand 

housing opportunities unique to their jurisdictions. 

 

WRAC supports Senate Bill 15 (Portantino) and Senate Constitutional Amendment 2 (Allen and Wiener) 

as examples of positive legislation that forward the goal of achieving more affordable housing consistent 

with these principles.  

 

 

Proposed by Chris Spitz 

Jan./Feb. 2021 

  



  

 

Background Information – Motion re Affordable Housing Legislation  

  

Past WRAC positions on housing bills:  

  

In 2018-2019, WRAC opposed SB 827 and SB 50 – controversial bills with housing density mandates – 

primarily on the grounds that the bills eviscerated principles of democracy and local control of land use 

and zoning  

(https://westsidecouncils.com/adopted-positions/). Individual member councils also opposed these and other, 

more recent housing density bills, such as SB 1120 and SB 902, on the additional grounds that they failed 

to actually provide for affordable housing and/or to include protection from density mandates that 

compromise public safety or the environment (e.g., unconditional exemption for the Very High Fire 

Hazard Severity Zone; retention of applicable CEQA and Coastal Act requirements). Recommended 

motions to oppose newlyproposed housing density bills (SB 9 and SB 10), based on all of these grounds 

for opposition, are pending in WRAC at this writing (https://westsidecouncils.com/pending-motions/).    

  

At the same time, the WRAC board and LUPC have discussed the importance of recognizing that there is 

an affordable housing crisis and of supporting positive legislative measures to address the crisis, 

consistent with the principles noted above. In August 2020, WRAC LUPC recommended a motion along 

these general lines which the WRAC board then passed for recommendation to member councils (see 

August 19, 2020 meeting minutes, Item IV, Motion 1; https://westsidecouncils.com/wp-

content/uploads/2020/08/WRAC-Aug.-2020-Minutes.pdf; support for former SB 1299; opposition to other bills).  

The motion is no longer pending.1    

  

Meanwhile, at the January 14, 2021 WRAC board meeting, it was suggested that WRAC may wish to 

renew consideration of possible support for legislation to address the affordable housing crisis.  The 

current proposed motion is a response to this suggestion.  

  

 “Positive” affordable housing bills (currently-pending in the CA Senate):  

  

 ◼ SB 15 (Portantino): http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill_id=202120220SB15. This 

bill is a re-introduction of SB 1299 (also by Sen. Portantino), which passed in the Senate but died in the 

Assembly last session (reasons unclear).    

  

What would SB 15 do?  The bill would provide cities with incentive grants to voluntarily rezone “idle”2 

big-box retail or shopping center sites to allow development of workforce housing; cities would be 

repaid for lost retail taxes over a period of seven years.  For a synopsis of the predecessor bill (SB 1299), 

see a support letter from the League of CA Cities:  http://blob.capitoltrack.com/19blobs/f0713531-b6c6-403f-

a17a-02c8385340fb.  

  



  

Note:  SB 1299 was supported not only by the League, but also by Livable California and several business 

organizations; it was opposed only by trade unions. According to Sen. Portantino, SB 15 is now 

supported both by labor and business.  At this writing, a resolution to support SB 15 hasn’t been 

introduced in City Council.3  

  
1 Status:  Shortly after the WRAC board voted to recommend this motion, the bills that it referenced either 
failed or passed in the legislature and the motion became moot; meanwhile, it appears that no member councils 

ever took up the motion; per meeting minutes, no votes in favor were reported at any subsequent WRAC board 
meetings.    

  
2 From the bill: “’Idle’ means that at least 80 percent of the leased or rentable square footage of the big box 
retailer or commercial shopping center site is not occupied for at least a 12-month calendar period.” (Sec. 50405(d))  

  
3 CM Ryu had introduced a resolution in 2020 for the City to support SB 1299, but this came late in the 

legislative session and his resolution, although supported, was never taken up; see supporting CIS by the 
Empowerment Congress West Area Neighborhood Development Council: “This bill . . . respects the local control of 

cities as it is not a mandate, or a one size fits all zoning approach”(https://clkrep.lacity.org/onlinedocs/2020/20-0002-

S100_CIS_07292020103159_07-29-2020.pdf).  

  

  1  
  
 ◼ SCA 2 (Allen & Wiener):  https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202120220SCA2.  
  

This bill is a re-introduction of SCA 1 (also by Senators Allen and Wiener), which passed in the Senate but 

died in the Assembly last session (reasons unclear).    

  

What would SCA 2 do?  The bill proposes repeal of Article 34 of the California Constitution – an 

outdated, 1950 amendment to the Constitution, originally sponsored by the California Realtors 

Association (CRA), that discourages public housing:  it prohibits cities and counties from building or 

buying low-rent/publicly financed affordable housing projects without voter approval.  CRA now 

supports the repeal of this Article.4   

  

Note:   SCA 1 was supported by a diverse coalition of groups/entities:  the City of Los Angeles, CRA and 

California YIMBY are all listed in the legislative analyses as “co-sources” or “co-sponsors” of SCA 1.  

Numerous other cities and statewide organizations supported the bill.1  There was no opposition.  At this 

 
1 According to its website, Livable California also currently supports SCA 2, as does the California Association of 
Councils of Governments/CALCOG.  See https://calcog.org/repeal-article-34/ (CALCOG explanation of Art. 34 and the 
organization’s support for SCA 1 and SCA 2). The CALCOG article quotes Sen. Allen: “Article 34 stands as an 
additional, anachronistic and expensive Constitutional barrier . . . that subjects local governments to a web of 
regulations and costly elections that end up driving up the price of building publicly financed affordable housing.”    

  2  
  



  

writing, a resolution to support SCA 2 hasn’t been introduced in City Council; presumably, the City’s prior 

support still stands.  

  
In short, previous iterations of SB 15 and SCA 2 received widespread, diverse support, including from the 

City of Los Angeles (SCA 1).  These two successor bills arguably offer positive solutions to the affordable 

housing crisis that comport with goals and principles which WRAC member councils have stressed are 

paramount (focus on providing truly affordable housing; no density mandates that compromise public 

safety or the environment; and respect for principles of democracy and local control – i.e., no “one size 

fits all” zoning mandates, no provisions that override City Charters and/or voter-approved initiatives).    

  
By Chris Spitz, WRAC Vice-Chair & PPCC rep to WRAC  

Jan./Feb. 2021  

  
4 Although SCA 2 proposes repeal of an Article requiring voter approval of proposed affordable housing projects, 

the bill itself would not (and could not, consistent with the Constitution) remove or override the voter approval 
requirement.  If the bill passes, this measure would then go on the next ballot for approval; the Article requiring 

voter approval of such projects would be repealed only on a vote by the public. The bill thus entirely respects the 
democratic process.  

  

Note also:  Commentators have explained that Art. 34 was driven by racism, is a “vestige of segregation,” has been 

a roadblock to affordable housing and a “major driver of racial and class segregation,” and has “exacerbated”. . 
.“major disadvantages on lower-income communities suffering the most under the state’s critical housing 

shortage.”    
https://www.thebaycitybeacon.com/politics/california-voters-could-repeal-article-34-next-year/article_8a9ba882-8c64-11e9-a71e-03e9d5dc7c73.html.  

Sen. Wiener has described Art. 34 as having been added to the Constitution “during a very, very ugly episode in 

California history.”  According to advocates, striking this amendment would “make it easier for cities and counties 
to provide housing for the poor.”  https://www.dailybreeze.com/2019/12/23/a-vestige-of-segregation-that-could-go-before-

state-voters-next-year.  See also: https://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-ca-affordable-housing-constitution-20190203-

story.html (extensive report on Art. 34’s history and impact; prior SCA 1 strongly supported by Mayor Garcetti).   

   

  



  

GUIDELINES FOR THE 
WRAC LAND USE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE 

 
1. ONLY REGIONAL LAND USE OR CITY AND STATE WIDE LAND USE ISSUES WILL BE DISCUSSED AT 

MEETINGS.  
No Specific projects without regional implications. 

 
2. PUBLIC COMMENT ON EACH AGENDA ITEM. 

Before each agenda item, public comment will be open for non-committee members.  We will 
ask each speaker to provide their name, affiliation, if there is one (NC or other organization), 
and whether or not they are a paid consultant on the topic under discussion.  Each speaker will 
be given a maximum of 2 minutes to speak. 
 
Committee comment will follow public comment.  Members and alternates are free to speak 
when they’ve raised their hand and are called on. 

 
3. WILL ALLOW ANYONE TO REMAIN ANONYMOUS TO LISTEN, BUT MUST IDENTIFY THEMSELVES 

TO SPEAK (name, affiliation and if they are a paid consultant on topic of discussion). 
 
4. ANYONE CAN CALL POINT OF ORDER IF THE DISCUSSION VIOLATES THE GUIDELINES FOR 

CONDUCT. 
 

5. ROUND TABLE. 
At the start of the roundtable, anyone will have 2 minutes to speak on any land issue.  We will 
ask any speaker who is not a member or alternate to identify themselves with their name, 
affiliation, and to affirm whether or not if they are a paid consultant on topic under discussion. 


