
CITY OF Los ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF NEIGHBORHOOD EMPOWERMENT
334-B East Second Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012. (213) 485-1360 or Toll-Free 3-1-1
Fax (213) 485-4608 or (213) 485-1836 E-mail: done@.Iacity.org

After completing this form, please submit it by mail, fax, or bring it to our office, along with any attachments if necessary.
If you would like assistance, please contact us. PLEASE PRINT ALL INFORMATION.

Ct)mPLAlNr / 6f2-1evA+1~£
Complaint Against a Neighborhood Council

Your Name: S~t:J7I {}lJELLIE-TTE 15m/)/OC-lrYA-Ml~!'r/2.~.~f!)m

How should we contact you? (This information may become public when your compliant is submitted):

Em4/L.: XDrr e ~c."rrfJ.E-1-LeST4TF ;!-PV/!.b/Z Y, 81!))+1

Srz-,I>If) ~/rtf Ne/6HSiJa/#l>/) ~U~~/L
l..!~ 4A-iL/t!-IAJ ~'..f-d..J; 1+!€1+t1ZE7t...Name of Neighborhood Council the complaint is against:

Category of complain~-Iaws
. tanding rules or operating procedures

alph M. Brown Act
4. Public Records Act

5. Political Reform Act
6. Americans with Disabilities Act
7.0ther _

Are you a stakeholder of this Neighborhood Council? _-'-0_G_S_---'--'M'---t'._'J'I1.----=--'t:1=---..:..t?--=~____<_W_'__=E:....::I<.__"_ _

Please describe the actions or events you are complaining about (use additional pages, if necessary). :1/ 2
___ S_eE__ A--'-rr._~_e--'-H-'__~_J>_~_tJ_ffl___"'~_'tA-._____'__I,..;__=____'_r-#-I-A-____.___Al--'---t:>----"--2.-F4hE-$.)

S 6«= Eh/4-1 L G IJH4-,Jt, E P.tf-bB

Date the incident occurred, and the name(s) of person(s) thought to be responsible for the complaint. !
refS 21, 21)/0 - fIlGt;G.lr - UM-~AJ .{~/44LSt.Nt:
141AfJ.. /7, 201t) .... S~c. gt)~

For Office Use Only:
Date Received: _
Received By: _



Department of Neighborhood Empowerment

Complaint/Grievance Against: Lisa Sarkin & Studio City Neighborhood Council

Complaint #1- Misuse of Studio City Residents' Association Email & Brown Act Issues

On February 26,2010, as stakeholder in the community, I sent an email objection (copy attached) to the

Studio City Residents' Association email announcement. On February 27,2010, I received a direct

answer back from the SCNCemail address of Lisa Sarkin, Land Use Chair and Board Member of the

Studio City Neighborhood Council. Why does a SCNCBoard Member have access to the SCRAemail

system and why would the SCNC board member be replying to emails sent to SCRA? Is the SCRAemail

system being abused?
,

Lisa Sarkin is attempting to gain approval of a Studio City RFA ("Overlay") to restrict house size. She, with

Barry Johnson of SCRA, have been leading the charge in this attempt. There have been numerous emails

sent by SCRAto their mailing list in support of the Overlay. We have reason to believe Lisa Sarkin in

connection with Barry Johnson of SCRAare using the SCRAemail system to further Lisa's and the SCNe's

attempt to pass the Overlay in Studio City. At the very minimum this appears to be a breach of ethics

and a conflict of interest.

There may also be a Brown Act violation. Because the SCRA is a private membership organization and its

meetings do not have the same notice and disclosure requirements of a City Agency, their meetings

could be considered informal or private and not meeting the standards required of public officials under

the Brown Act. It appears that SCNC, and particularly Lisa Sarkin, have used SCRAmeetings and the SCRA

contact list and emails to unethically and perhaps illegally further the Overlay and SCNCgoals. Since an

SCNC board member is using SCRAto further her cause to pass the Overlay and has further blurred the

lines of separation by speaking on behalfof the ,SCRAthrough the Sel\iC email system, the actions

appears to be a violation of the Brown Act. An additional Brown Act Violation exists if a quorum of SCNC

board members is included in the SCRAemail distribution list. As such, I request that records of SCNC

and SCRAshould be examined to review for possible Brown' Act violations, ethics or conflict of interest

issues, and/or misuse of emaillists for benefit of Lisa Sarkin. The outcome ofthe investigation should be

made public record.

The actions outlined above nearly resulted in a very restrictive Overlay ordinance being adopted in

Studio City. It wasn't until the planning department properly noticed the community regarding the

planning commission's intent to vote on the Overlay on February 25, 2010 that a significant number of

stakeholders emerged with strong opposition to the Overlay. A large portion of the community did not

know about the Overlay because too much of the discussion and planning took place in SCRA meetings

which do not have the same notice standards of a City agency.



Department of Neighborhood Empowerment

Complaint/Grievance Against: Lisa Sarkin & Studio City Neighborhood Council

Complaint #2 - Violation of Standing Rules or Operating Procedures for SCNC

On March 17,2010 the SCNC Board held a Special Meeting and adopted a motion in favor of the Studio

City RFA ("Overlay"). Persons present at that meeting who are against the Overlay do not believe that

proper Standing Rules or Operating Procedures were followed in noticing the meeting and reading of

the motion prior to voting. The meeting record, agenda and motion should be reviewed to insure proper

rules and operating procedures were followed. Stakeholders have yet to see the full content of the

motion, and we believe the motion was capriciouslv adopted in face of growing opposition to the
Studio City Overlay. This is an inappropriate response by the SCNC Board and the motion should be

nullified.

Additionally, of the 18 meeting agendas of the 2009 - 2010 Board term listed on the SCNCWebsite, the

minutes of only 7 of those meetings are currently listed for public review, and none of the meetings

audio recordings have been released. We would request that both the minutes and audio recordings of

the all public SCNC meetings be made available for public review.



From: Scott Ouellette <scottero@mac.com>
Subject: Re: N&N Zone Overlay Hearing Update

Date: February 27, 20103:28:59 AM GMT+00:00
To: Isarkin@scnc.info
Cc: bjohnson4166@sbcglobal.net, dymond@aol.com

Dear Ms. Sarkin,

Yes, I do indeed in live Studio City. The SCRA had the audacity to show a picture of my home as a GOOD example of
Mansionization in one of its flyers. I live at 4150 Beck Avenue ... right around the corner from you. My home his one of the
nicest in the neighborhood, and I pride myself for keeping it beautiful. You would be amazed at the number of compliments I
receive on my home, and it is indeed a great example of McMansionization done right.

The RFA is so restrictive that my home could not be built under the RFA. This has been an issue very near and dear to my
heart. I targeted the Colfax Meadows neighborhood as a place I wanted to live more than 15 years ago. It took me 15 years
and two move-ups to be in a position to afford my "McMansion" in Colfax Meadows. I chose Studio City because it was
progressive and property values were at a premium.

I have lived in my home for nearly 5 years and have carefully watched the actions of SCRA. Because this issue is so near and
dear to my heart, I have followed it very closely. I have not received the notices and not had the ability to participate the
community workshops that you claim to have chaired. Apparently I'm not alone because there were a lot of very passionate
people at Thursday's meeting. They showed up because the issue was finally properly noticed to the community and people
were outraged.

This ordinance has a significant affect on property values. If you do not understand the correlation between house size and
property value, I am more than happy to sit down with you in a very civilized and professional way to educate you. Since
college I have made my career in homebuilding (25 years), and despite that I'm a NIMBY (Not in My Back Yard). I only want
what is right for Studio City and desire something that wont significantly impact property values. The property values of Studio
City have been more driven by what can be vs. what exists. There needs to be a balance.

Also the RFA does not address issues where R3 meets R1 and where R1 meets commercial. What is happening on the fringes
of our neighborhoods along the major streets is more offensive that what is happening within our neighborhoods. We can do
better to draft a more thoughtful ordinance, and I am willing to participate in the process.

How many people with homebuilding, architecture and residential finance experience are represented on the board of SCRA,
SCNC and the RFA overlay committee??

I have no idea who Mr. Bick is... I don't care about him. I care about our neighborhood and property values.

Why have I not known about all these town hall meetings? I have live in my home for nearly five years. You claim this has been
a six year effort. I don't miss much, but somehow I've managed to miss this issue. WHY???

This issue is so personal to individual property values that I DO NOT AGREE THAT SCRA OR SCNC HAVE THE AUTHORITY
TO REPRESENT THE LARGER COMMUNITY ON THIS ISSUE.

I WILL MAKE MY THOUGHTS KNOWN TO THE COUNCIL OFFICE BECAUSE I FEEL SO STRONGLY ABOUT THIS ISSUE.
Additionally, I will share this email exchange.

If you would personally like to meet with me to discuss this issue, I am happy to host a meeting at my home. I guarantee that
such meeting with be professional and thoughtful.

Sincerely,

Scott Ouellette

On Feb 27, 2010, at 12:22 AM, Lisa Sarkin wrote:



Mr. Ouellette - The SCRA represents more than 1500 households in Studio City. Do you actually live in Studio City? I'm
asking because I think you were one of the people opposed to the RFA and said you did not receive the information about
the RFA. Well, this action was begun more than six years ago. There were monthly community meetings for three years.
There have been four community townhall meetings with more than 500 people attending with a hand full of objections. The
SCRA is a respected residents association. The SCNC is made up of 15 members of the Studio City community duely
elected by Studio City stakeholders.

If the only information you are using to judge the RFA is from Mr. Bick, you have been misinformed by him. He owns many
properties in the area and again it is impossible that he never received any information from the city, the SCRA and the
SCNC over the six years.

The above has given the SCRA and the SCNC the right to represent Studio City. Only 3,900 properties are affected by the
RFA.

Lisa Sarkin
Studio City Neighborhood Council Board Member
Corresponding Secretary
Chair - Land Use Committee
(818) 655-5400 home office (818) 980-1010
fax (818) 980-1011 cell (818) 439-1674

> -----Original Message -----
>
From: Scott Ouellette scottero@mac.com
> To: 'scraboard@studiocityresidents.org'
> Sent: Fri Feb 26 13:50
> Subject: Fwd: Re: N&amp;N Zone Overlay Hearing Update
>
>
> I am appauled at the actions of this residents association. You do not
> represent the interests of the larger community on this issue. You
> have clearly demonstrated a one sided approach and have tried to
> railroad the community. I want to know where each member of the board
> and each member of the overlay committee stand on this issue. What are
> the qualifications of the members?
>
> The larger community deserves to know.
>
> Sent from my iPhone
>
> On Feb 26,2010, at 11:35 AM, Studio City Residents Association wrote:
>
»
>
>

Lisa Sarkin
Studio City Neighborhood Council Board Member
Corresponding Secretary
Chair - Land Use Committee
(818) 655-5400 home office (818) 980-1010
fax (818) 980-1011 cell (818) 439-1674


