Statement of Ed Martin to Venice City Council, May 10, 2022

Recommendation: Fully explai~ to citizens the changes to the LDRs made by the Planning Commission
and Attorney Boone through public workshops with discussion of changes.

https://venice.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?1D=5556714&GUID=8208E584-A0E2-4C6C-AD9A-
CB9830CCB64E,
This City document shows the post Boone/staff changes, marked.

The current document does not show the adopted changes, only those the PC rejected. Of course, the
adopted changes are what Council and the Public should understand, not the rejected ones.
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The redraft of LDR after the Planning Director met with Jeffrey Boone, contained 21 changes,
(marked in red) in the first section, alone, the Administrative Procedures determining the City's actions.
That is a fraction of the document, other very significant changes appear.

In the draft for today’s meeting only the changes not accepted by Planning Commission are identified.
Those accepted are not identified.

Does Council not need to know what changes in City Administration, prescribed by a Land Use
Attorney have been accepted to become an ordinance? Does the public not deserve that information
clearly presented? Do developer initiated increases in height not deserve the public and Council's
attention?

Other Changes
There are changes in Development Standards. What are those changes and why? Height,etc.

The PC recommended a change in height to three stories, plus extra habitable feet, and 10 feet of roof
appurtances. After much negative response to changing our historic downtown, they retained the 35
feet limit, and dropped the “10 foot exception.” It had never been used and one attempt was dropped
or rejected, years ago.

In this “post Boone" draft the exception has been returned. Why? | have heard no Citizens, no
Historical Board, etc. recommend that. Sounds like money interests, may have. Further, there are
increases in height in a number of sections, despite the widespread public opposition.



These LDRs have recommended myriad changes in the laws governing this City. | am concerned that
neither this Council or the taxpayers understand clearly what those changes are and why they are in
the public interest.

Please have staff prepare a document, identifying each proposed change, with a short explanation for
each. | am sure some are justifiable and that assurance would be welcome.

As a former Mayor, The Council and | revised the Comp. Plan. We had, as a Council, dozens of
workshops and meetings, identifying and discussing each change. We reviewed each change with the

former State Director responsible for Comp. Plans and had her approval for each part.

| appreciate the tremendous amount of work that has gone into this process, but without clear public
understanding it is not completed.

Thank you.
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