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June 18, 2019 
 
Grievance regarding the Venice Neighborhood Council’s vote on Item 13B  
on the board agenda for May 21, 2019.  
 
We request that that vote to be revoked. The process surrounding this item 
suggests the proponents played fast and loose with the rules in order to accomplish a 
desired result before a new VNC board was to be seated. These actions included the 
following, which appear to be violations of the VNC bylaws and/or the City Municipal 
Code. The Ad Hoc Parking and Transportation Committee chaired by Jim Murez was 
not compliant with VNC by-laws ARTICLE VI, Section 2; ARTICLE VII, Section 2; 
ARTICLE VII, Section 2(D); and Standing Rule 1. The entire undertaking of this study by 
Mr. Murez may be in violation of VNC by-laws Article V, Section 5: (c): Conflict of 
Interest. The VNC board should not have voted on Item 13B. 

“Item 13B Motion: The VNC shall send a letter to LA Dept. of Transportation, LA Dept. 
of Planning and the California Coastal Commission recommending consideration of the 
information described in the PTC report and possible inclusion in the upcoming LUP 
and Community Plans.  

Recommended by Parking and Transportation Committee 4-0-0  

Parking and Transportation 2019 Final Report w/ Attachments I-III Attachment IV, Westside 
Transportation Mobility - 2012 In-Lieu Fee Study  

***Records for this committee were posted on the VNC’s Parking & Transportation Committee 
page after the May 21, 2019 vote and after the June 2, 2019 VNC election. It should be of 
concern that the updated records do not appear to match the time-stamped screen grabs for 
this committee that were posted on May 21 before the VNC board voted. Screengrabs included 
here and available for review upon request are all date-stamped June 1, 2019. 

The last board meeting of the current Venice Neighborhood Council was on May 21, 
2019. Item 13B was a motion for Approval of the Parking & Transportation Committee 
2016-2019 Report (54 pages). The handling of this item suggests it was being pushed 
through the outgoing board at its final meeting with a minimal opportunity for 
inspection and analysis. The circumstances strongly suggest an attempt to avoid 
scrutiny and informed discussion or analysis. If the PTC committee met, they do not 
appear to have met in a way that constituted a legal meeting and there is a pattern of 
poor oversight.  

The Ad Hoc Parking and Transportation Committee chaired by Mr. Murez started in 
August 2016 with seven members. Records show that that committee did not meet 
between March 6 and October 1, 2018. On September 17, 2018, the VNC board voted 
to {re}create the Ad Hoc PTC with Jim Murez as chair. There is no documentation on 
the PTC page of the dissolution of the 2016 committee or the creation of a new 
committee in September 2018. Since October 1, 2018, when the new PTC did post 
meeting minutes, they show only three attendees and three votes cast. It is not clear if 
this constitutes a quorum.  
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The only “supporting document” for PTC since October 2018 is “Parking & 
Transportation Committee 2019 Final Report, DRAFT - 5/1/2019 - 33 pages.” It is 
posted for the May 16 meeting.  

Nick Antonicello served on PTC since 2016. He is listed on all agendas since August 
2016 except a meeting on October 1, 20118 and the last meeting on May 16, 2019. 
Selena Inouye is listed on the committee for the May 16 meeting only. Ms. Inouye was a 
candidate for the Mar Vista NC at that time. On June 1, minutes were not posted. If PTC 
voted to approve the PTC 2016-2019 Final Report at their last meeting on May 16, that 
was three days after the Adcom meeting to approve the May 21 board agenda. The 
supporting documents for PTC on May 16 has a 33-page “draft” PTC report, not the 54-
page final report that the VNC board voted on. Ms. Inouye was a candidate for Mar 
Vista NC. She had never been on the committee before. This does not seem 
appropriate. 

The VNC board received the Administrative Committee materials on Saturday, May 18, 
providing very little time to review the Parking & Transportation Committee 2016-2019 
Final Report - 54-pages, as well as all other agenda materials. The Westside Mobility 
Plan – Venice In-Lieu Parking Fee Study (Final Report July 2012) was an additional 32 
pages. 

Individual PTC motions at prior board meetings each had 5-20 mins scheduled for a 
presentation by Mr. Murez, followed by public comment, board comments and a vote. 
No presentation time was scheduled for Item 13B on the May 21 board agenda. Many 
items in the PTC 2016-2019 Final Report are controversial and had not been presented 
to the board before.   

The PTC motion states “The VNC shall send a letter to LA Dept. of Transportation, LA 
Dept. of Planning and the California Coastal Commission recommending consideration 
of the information described in the PTC report and possible inclusion in the upcoming 
LUP and Community Plans.” Individual issues in this report have far-reaching 
consequences.  

On May 21, Coleen Saro made a Motion to Postpone any action on Item 13B until a 
new board has adequate time for review and discussion of the report. Ilana Marosi 
seconded the motion stating: “If we pass it on to the city and say read this, that's like 
we've given it our blessing and we're passing it.”  

The motion to postpone failed 6-8-5.  

The board went back to the original motion. Vice President George Francisco chaired 
this motion.  

VNC President Mr. Koslow usually abstained from voting unless there was a tie-
breaking vote.  

Mr. Koslow was uncomfortable about the process leading to this motion and struggled 
to articulate that. He made comments objecting to the motion and voted against it.  
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“I have no problem with the work that he {Jim Murez} did but the board is supposed to, 
everyone said, the Parking and Transportation Committee…no, this is a Jim Murez 
motion. Because half these things were brought before the board and the other half 
were not. So the board, the committee, didn't hear them. They talked about them. I've 
talked a lot to Jim. They didn't vote on any of this stuff. And the board is not supposed 
to pass on things that are just talked about. There has to be a vote from a 
committee. Now I decided not to get in a fight over this. I could have pulled it on 
the basis of administrative impropriety. But I will yield to the board if they want to 
pass a thing that supports his report. Oh, it doesn't support any of the motions. It just 
supports the report. None of these things have been vetted and voted on by the 
Parking & Transportation Committee. Half of them have not been. If you wanted to 
present a report of everything that was voted on, great, it could go through. But this is 
very improper to have somebody write a report and have the VNC approve it. No 
matter how good it is. Thank you. That's my opinion.” (bold was added - entire 13B 
transcript below) 

Mr. Murez made comments in response that effectively ended the debate. “On two 
separate occasions everything in the report was voted on by the committee and it was 
posted online under the Brown Act and everybody had a chance to read it more than 
two weeks ago. So there's nothing new and unknown about it. As far as attachment 
{Westside Mobility Plan – Venice In-Lieu Parking Fee}, it's been out in public domain 
since 2012. There's nothing new or surprising about it. The items that you're referring 
to that the board did not vote on, the committee did vote on. Every single one of them. 
The entire document was all voted on twice. So there's nothing here that's being kept 
from anybody.” (entire 13B transcript below) 

In his final comment Ira Koslow stated: “This, how do we know if we agree with it? It 
was so long. I didn't read it but I'm against the principle of passing things on to the city 
that the board did not approve. That's all.” 
 
The board voted approved the original motion 9-3-7. 
 
Hugh Harrison: yes                 Ira Koslow: no                  George Francisco: abstain 
Melissa Diner: yes                   Ilana Marosi: no               Justin Breznev: abstain  
Evan White: yes                      Coleen Saro: no               Alex Nieman: abstain 
Jamie Paige: yes                                                             Holly Stenson: abstain 
Matt Royce:                                                                     Brad Aarons: abstain 
Robert Thibodeau: yes                                                    Josyln Williams: abstain 
Michelle Meepos: yes                                                      Michael Greco: abstain 
James Murez: yes 
John Reed: yes  

The VNC board should not have voted on agenda item 13B.  

The comments that Mr. Murez made prior to the vote do not appear to be have been 
accurate. The Parking & Transportation Committee page shows seven meeting dates in 
2019: January 7, February 4, February 13, March 4, April 1, May 7 and May 16. No 
minutes were posted for PTC after February 4, 2019 and before the May 21 vote. That 
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includes no minutes showing PTC approval of the Parking & Transportation Committee 
2019 Final Report - Final 5/16/2019 (54 pages). This is a violation of VNC by-laws 
ARTICLE VI, Section 2; ARTICLE VII, Section 2; ARTICLE VII, Section 2(D); and 
Standing Rule 1, each described in detail below. 

We are filing a grievance regarding the Venice Neighborhood Council’s vote on 
Item 13B on the board agenda for May 21, 2019. The VNC By-Laws & Standing 
Rules require that this vote be revoked for the reasons outlined below. 

Mr. Murez may have a conflict of interest in his position as Parking & Transportation 
Committee chair in violation of VNC by-law Article 5, Section 5(c). 
 
The 2001 Certified Venice Land Use Plan shows a “Potential Public Parking Structure 
Site.” Mr. Murez is a developer with properties at 800, 802 and 804 Main Street within 
500ft of the “Potential Public Parking Structure Site.” It is a potential that will affect Mr. 
Murez’s property values. The Planning Department is in the process of updating the 
Venice Community Plan and the Venice Local Coastal Plan. 
 
800 Main is permitted as an Artist-in-Residence with parking for three cars.  
Mr. Murez operates it as a commercial event space only. On www.800Main.com it 
states “800MAIN: The building with decorations but no people.” On Venue Report, it 
states that 800 Main can accommodate 125 Seated, 386 Buffet and 386 Standing. It 
also states in the Awards & Notables section “we operate mainly under the radar…”  
The Venice Specific Plan, Venice Land Coastal Plan and the Coastal Act all consider an 
Artist-in-Residence as a residential use. The Venice Specific Plan has a trip generation 
estimation for an AIR. It is not a commercial use. The Coastal Commission requires a 
coastal development permit for a change-of-use or a change of intensity-of-use in the 
coastal zone.  
 
The Venice LCP, Specific Plan and the Coastal Act do not allow the use of public 
beach parking to meet business parking requirements. The Parking Plan on 
www.800Main.com includes Option 5, listing two public parking lots including the 
beach lot at Rose Avenue.  
 
Mr. Murez stated on his 2016 and 2019 VNC candidacy that he served on VNC’s LUPC 
for 12 years. On August 26, 2015, Mr. Murez filed ZA-2013-3376-CDP-CUB-SPP-1A 
for 320 Sunset Avenue. Mr. Murez’s appeal outlines land use issues including parking 
requirements in detail.  
 
Venice Update published “Gjusta Wins Appeal Hearing” on March 6, 2016: 
https://veniceupdate.com/?s=gjusta+appeal 
Roxanne Brown wrote: “Reznik and Murez stated: Everyone knows the Metro yard at 
Main and Sunset will be a parking lot providing 1,000 parking spaces.”  
 
That is the MTA Bus Yard within 500 yards of Mr. Murez’s property at 800, 802, 804 
Main Street. 

On December 18, 2018, the VNC board voted on Item 14D:  
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“Parking requirement for MTA Bus Yard (James Murez on behalf of the Parking and 
Transportation Committee) Recommended by Parking and Transportation Committee 
3-0-0 on 12-3-2018”. 

The MTA Bus Yard is within 500 yards of Mr. Murez’s property at 800, 802, 804 Main 
Street. VNC secretary Melissa Diner worked as the site supervisor and an event 
planner at 800Main for several years until April 2017. Mr. Murez and Ms. Diner both 
voted on this item.  

Mr. Murez appears to have a conflict of interest in his position as chair of the Ad Hoc 
Parking & Transportation Committee, a violation of VNC by-law Article 5, Section 5: (c). 
 
We request that the vote on Item 13B be revoked. A new VNC can take up this 
matter. The issues and by-laws are outlined below. 

Please confirm receipt of this grievance. 

Appreciatively, 

 

Margaret Molloy 

Naomi Nightingale 

Miguel Bravo 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



	 6	

EXHIBITS Index: 

EXHIBIT 1 – pages 8-18 - Item 13B - Violations of Venice Neighborhood Council By-Laws & 
Standing Rules  

EXHIBIT 2 - pages 19-20 - a. Item 13B – Motion May 21, 2019; b. PTC WEBSITE postings on 
JUNE 1, 2019 

EXHIBIT 3 – pages 21-28 - Transcript of Venice Neighborhood Council Board vote on Item 13B 
on May 21, 2019  

EXHIBIT 4 – pages 29-32 - Venice Neighborhood Council By-Laws & Standing Rules 2019 

EXHIBIT 5 – pages 33-46 - Venice Neighborhood Council Postings on June 1, 2019; VNC 
Board meeting page – Screengrab June 1, 2019; Adcom Committee page – Screengrab June 1, 
2019; Ad Hoc Parking & Transportation Committee – Screengrabs June 1, 2019  

EXHIBIT 6 – pages 47-48 - VNC BOARD VOTE ON MTA YARD ON DECEMBER 18, 2018 

EXHIBIT 7 – pages 49-63 - (a) 800, 802, 804 Main Street, Venice, CA 90291 denial at West Los 
Angeles Planning Commission; (b) 800, 802, 804 Main Street, Venice, CA 90291 approval at Los 
Angeles City Council (c) Certiicate of Occupancy: 800 Main Street, Venice, CA 90291; (d) 
CONCERNS RE DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING APPROVALS & LADBS PERMITTING FOR 
800, 802, 804 MAIN STREET  

EXHIBIT 8 – pages 64-68 - SECTIONS OF VENICE SPECIFIC PLAN 

EXHIBIT 9 – pages 69-70 - LADBS COMPLAINTS FOR 800 MAIN 

EXHIBIT 10 – pages 71-80 - 800 MAIN: COMMERCIAL EVENT SPACE 

EXHIBIT 11 – pages 81-82 - James Murez, Venice Neighborhood Council Candidate Profile 

EXHIBIT 12 – pages 83-84 - VNC Secretary Melissa Diner – Site Supervisor at 800 Main 

EXHIBIT 13 – pages 85-87 - CARL LAMBERT, PRESIDENT OF THE VENICE CHAMBER OF 
COMMERCE, SLATE FOR THE VNC ON JUNE 5, 2016 

EXHIBIT 14 – pages 88-90 - CARL LAMBERT, PRESIDENT OF THE VENICE CHAMBER OF 
COMMERCE, EMAIL FROM TO LAPD CAPTAIN NICOLE ALBERCA REGARDING HIS 
SUCCESS WITH GEORGE FRANCISCO, CURRENT VICE PRESIDENT OF THE VNC AND 
PRESIDENT OF THE VENICE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND MIKE NEWHOUSE, CURRENT 
PRESIDENT FO THE WEST LOS ANGELES PLANNING COMMISSION, TO ELECT A SLATE OF 
*FRIENDLIES ON THE VNC ON JUNE 5 2016 

EXHIBIT 15 – pages 91-99 - Jim Murez appeal ZA-2013-3376-CDP-CUB-SPP-1A for 320 Sunset 
on August 26, 2015 

. 
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Item 13B - Violation of 

Venice Neighborhood Council 

By-Laws & Standing Rules 
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#1. The PTC was not functioning as a duly constituted committee under the VNC 
bylaws for the following reasons: 
 

1. It failed to meet for over 90 days, in violation of VNC bylaws. 
2. It failed to produce or post minutes for many of its meeting as required by 

VNC bylaws. 

VNC by-law ARTICLE VII, Section 2, states that any Ad Hoc committee that does 
not meet for 90 days is automatically dissolved.  

1. It appears that the Parking & Transportation Committee was dissolved in 
2018. Records show that that committee did not meet between March 6 and 
October 1, 2018.  

 
On September 17, 2018, the VNC board voted to create an Ad Hoc PTC. 
VNC president Ira Koslow appointed Jim Murez as chair. There is no 
documentation of this on the VNC’s PTC page.  

 

               

                        
 

PTC had 7 members when it formed in August 2016 until March 6, 2018. 
Since PTC was approved in September 2018, only 4 committee members 
are listed on agendas. Minutes were rarely posted and each of those minutes 
shows 3 attendees and 3 votes. It is not clear if this constitutes a quorum. 

 
PTC was in violation of VNC by-laws ARTICLE VII, Section 2(D); The VNC board 
should not have voted on Item 13B. 

________________ 
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#2. PTC was in violation of VNC by-laws ARTICLE VII, Section 2(D); The VNC 
board should not have voted on Item 13B. 

2. ARTICLE VII, Section 2(D): The VNC Standing & Ad Hoc Committees chairs 
are responsible for producing accurate minutes of their respective 
Committees. The VNC Standing & Ad Hoc Committees chairs are 
responsible for public posting of minutes on the VNC website no later than 
seven (7) days after the meeting at which they are approved but not more 
than 45 days after the meeting at which the minutes were taken.  

PTC started in 2016 with seven members. Since a new Ad Hoc Committee 
met on October 1, 2018, when PTC did post meeting minutes, they show 
three attendees and three votes cast. 

The PTC page shows seven meeting dates in 2019: January 7, February 4, 
February 13, March 4, April 1, May 7 and May 16. No minutes were posted 
for PTC since February 4, 2019. There is no documentation of a committee 
vote on individual elements in the PTC 2016-2019 Final Report since 
February 4, 2019 or a PTC vote on the entire 54-page report.  

The PTC calendar shows a meeting on May 16, 2019. The “supporting 
documents” link includes: Parking & Transportation Committee 2019 Final 
Report, DRAFT - 5/1/2019. The 5/1/2019 Draft Report is 33 pages.  

The PTC Final Report that the VNC board voted on is 54 pages.  

PTC was in violation of VNC by-laws ARTICLE VII, Section 2(D). The VNC board 
should not have voted on Item 13B. 
 

_____________ 

#3. Violation of VNC by-laws ARTICLE VI, Section 2: states: Vice President 
“Maintains oversight of Standing and Ad Hoc Committees.”  

3. Prior to the May 21 vote, PTC had not posted minutes for a meeting since 
February 4, 2019. It is unclear if the meetings listed on the calendar took 
place, had a quorum, or voted. The only supporting document for this 
Parking & Transportation Committee (since Sept. 2018) is posted for the May 
16 meeting. There is no documentation of a committee vote on individual 
elements in the PTC 2016-2019 Final Report since February 4, 2019 or a 
PTC vote on the entire 54-page report. 

This violates VNC by-laws ARTICLE VII, Section 2(D). Vice President George 
Francisco was responsible for maintaining “oversight of Standing and Ad Hoc 
Committees” and did not administer this responsibility as required. The VNC 
board should not have voted on Item 13B. 

___________ 



	 10	

#4. Violation of VNC by-laws ARTICLE VI, Section 2: Vice President “Maintains 
oversight of Standing and Ad Hoc Committees.”  

4. The PTC committee started with seven members in 2016. Since October 1, 
2018, when the new PTC did post meeting minutes, they show three 
attendees and three votes cast. The PTC page shows seven meeting dates 
in 2019: January 7, February 4, February 13, March 4, April 1, May 7 and 
May 16. No minutes have been posted for PTC since February 4, 2019. 

The PTC calendar shows a meeting on May 16, 2019. The “supporting 
documents” link includes: Parking & Transportation Committee 2019 Final 
Report, DRAFT - 5/1/2019. The 5/1/2019 Draft Report is 33 pages. The PTC 
Final Report that the VNC board voted on is 54 pages.  

There is no indication if the committee met, had a quorum, or voted to 
approve that draft.  

Nick Antonicello was a PTC member since 2016. He is not listed on the 
agenda for the May 16, 2019 meeting (only). Selena Inouye is listed on the 
committee for the May 16, 2019 meeting – only this one meeting. Ms. Inouye 
was a candidate for the Mar Vista NC at that time. 

All meetings Oct 1 to May 7.              May 16 meeting only. 

                           

This does not seem appropriate. It is not clear if that constitutes a quorum. 
The Vice President should have overseen this committee, their meetings, 
voting and posting of minutes. 

***Agendas/ committee members appear to have been changed since the 
May 21 vote. This is also of concern. All screen grabs here were listed at the 
time of the vote and are time stamped. 

Violation of VNC by-laws ARTICLE VI, Section 2. Vice President George Francisco 
was responsible for maintaining “oversight of Standing and Ad Hoc Committees” 
and did not administer this responsibility as required. The VNC board should not 
have voted on Item 13B. 

_______________ 

#5. Violation of VNC by-laws ARTICLE VI, Section 2: Vice President “Maintains 
oversight of Standing and Ad Hoc Committees.” The VNC board should not have 
voted on Item 13B. 
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5. At the May 21 board meeting PTC chair Jim Murez stated that the PTC 2016-
2019 final report “was posted online under the Brown Act and everybody 
had a chance to read it more than two weeks ago.” This information was not 
accurate.  

Mr. Francisco chaired the vote for 13B on May 21. He did not correct the 
statement by Mr. Murez to the board ahead of their vote. 

The PTC calendar shows a meeting on May 16, 2019. There are no minutes. 
The “supporting documents” link includes: 

Parking & Transportation Committee 2019 Final Report 

DRAFT - 5/1/2019 

The 5/1/2019 Draft Report is 33 pages. There are no minutes for this meeting: no 
indication if the committee met, had a quorum, or voted to approve that draft. 

The last meeting of the Administrative Committee was on May 13, 2019. No 
minutes are posted for that meeting. Supporting documents include: 

Parking & Transportation Committee 

2019 Final Report - Final 5/16/2019 

The 5/16/2019 Final Report is 54 pages.  

There are no minutes or notes for this meeting to explain if the Adcom Committee 
voted to approve the “Final Report 5/16/2019,” a date that is three days after that 
Adcom meeting.  

Violation of VNC by-laws ARTICLE VI, Section 2. Vice President George Francisco 
was responsible for maintaining “oversight of Standing and Ad Hoc Committees” 
and did not administer this responsibility as required. The VNC board should not 
have voted on Item 13B. 

______________ 

#6. Violation of VNC by-laws ARTICLE VII, Section 3(B): Committee Authority: {Ad 
Hoc} Committees may only make recommendations. All committee 
recommendations shall be brought back to the full Board for discussion and 
action. 

6. The Parking & Transportation Committee 2019 Final Report is 54 pages.  

Board member Jim Murez chaired the Ad Hoc Parking & Transportation 
Committee. The last meeting was on May 16, 2019. No minutes are posted. 
Support Documents include a Draft PTC 2016-2019 Report dated March 1, 
2019. It is 33 pages. 
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Ad Hoc committees are advisory only to the board of the VNC. Most PTC 
meetings in 2019 do not have minutes posted. Only one meeting, on 
February 4, 2019, shows how many people were present, with a vote count 
for items on the agenda.  

The Administrative Committee sets the agendas for VNC Board. The last 
Adcom meeting for the 2016-2019 VNC was on May 13. Supporting 
documents for Adcom on May 13 has a Parking & Transportation Committee 
2019 Final Report with 54 pages dated 5/16/2019. That date is three days 
after the final Adcom meeting. No minutes are posted. 

 
The Adcom meeting was chaired by Ira Koslow, President. Also present were 
George Francisco, VP, Melissa Diner, Secretary, Hugh Harrison, Treasurer, 
Michele Meepos, Community Officer, Alex Neiman, Community Officer,  and 
John Reed, Community Officer. 

Mr. Murez claimed prior to the VNC board vote on 13B that every item in the 
Final Report had been voted on by his Ad Hoc committee. There is no 
evidence to support that statement. His committee has not been compliant 
with the VNC By-Laws and Standing Rules requirements for posting of 
minutes. It appears that Adcom should not have approved the motion. 

In board comment on Item 13B on May 21, Mr. Koslow stated: “I have no 
problem with the work that he {Jim Murez} did but the board is supposed to, 
everyone said, the Parking and Transportation Committee. No. This is a Jim 
Murez motion. Because half these things were brought before the board and 
the other half were not. So the board, the committee didn't hear them, they 
talked about them. I've talked a lot to Jim. They didn't vote on any of this 
stuff. And the board is not supposed to pass on things that are just talked 
about. There has to be a vote from a committee. Now I decided not to 
get in a fight over this. I could have pulled it on the basis of 
administrative impropriety. But I will yield to the board if they want to pass 
a thing that supports his report. Oh, it doesn't support any of the motions, it 
just supports the report. None of these things have been vetted and voted 
on by the Parking {& Transportation Committee}, half of them have not 
been. If you wanted to present a report of everything that was voted on - 
great, it could go through. But this is very improper to have somebody 
write a report and have the VNC approve it. No matter how good it is. 
Thank you. That's my opinion.” 

Each of these items had not been brought to the VNC board including 
controversial items such as permit parking that the community has 
previously rejected. There was no evidence on the PTC page to support the 
claim by Mr. Murez that each item in the 54-page report had been approved 
by the Parking and Transportation Committee. 

Violation of VMNC by-laws ARTICLE VII, Section 3(B): Committee Authority: {Ad 
Hoc} Committees may only make recommendations. All committee 
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recommendations shall be brought back to the full Board for discussion and 
action. The VNC board should not have voted on Item 13B. 

_______________ 
 
 
#7. Violation of VNC by-laws Article 5, Section 5: (c): Conflict of Interest: The VNC 
shall be subject to applicable sections of the City of Los Angeles Governmental 
Ethics Ordinances. Applicable laws of local, state, and federal government shall 
be the minimum ethical standard for the VNC and its Board of Officers. 

7. Mr. Murez has a potential conflict of interest in his position as chair of the Ad 
Hoc Parking & Transportation Committee. 

Mr. Murez is a property owner and developer. He demolished and remodeled 
existing residential properties at 800, 802 and 804 Main Street in Venice and 
built three Artist-in-Residence homes. He appears to live at 804 Main.  

800 Main is permitted as an Artist-in Residence with parking for 3 cars in a 
Community Commercial C2-1 zone. Mr. Murez maintains 800 Main as a 
commercial event space only stating on his website at http://800main.com 
“the building with decorations but no people” 

Clearly this was not the intended use of the planning approval for APCW-
2001-2695-SPE-SPP-CDP-ZAA-MEL. 

800Main is listed on event sites including Venue Report. The property profile 
on Venue Report states that 800 Main can accommodate 125 Seated, 386 
Buffet and 386 Standing. In the Awards & Notables section the profile it 
states: ”For the most part we operate under the radar, quality over quantity 
and have received most of our business from referrals which has attracted 
the right kind of clientele we are looking to work with.”  

 

 



	 14	

On http://800main.com, the Parking Plan has five options.  

Options 1 & 2 are rental of parking lots at Westminster Elementary School 
with a valet requirement.  

Options 3 & 4 are the use of an existing valet service for restaurants located 
on Abbot Kinney. The plan says that this will provide “off-street parking in 
secured lots that close at 10 PM unless special arrangements have been 
made prior to the event.”  

Option #5 are 2 public lots. One is on the Southwest corner at Main St. and 
Rose Ave, and the second is at “the end of Rose {Avenue} at the beach. 
This lot is operated by the County Beaches and Harbor. Both of these 
lots have long stay parking meters. Both lots allow exiting at any time.”		

Mr. Murez’s profile for his VNC candidacy states that he served for 12 years 
on the VNC’s Planning and Land Use Committee. He is familiar with 
development and parking requirements in Venice. The Venice Specific Plan, 
Venice Land Use Plan and the Coastal Act do not allow public parking to be 
used to satisfy business parking requirements. Any change of use or change 
of intensity-of-use of a property in the coastal zone requires a coastal 
development permit. In the Venice Specific Plan, an AIR is a residential use. 
Parking requirements are based on this and the calculation of vehicle trips 
generated, versus a commercial use.

 

Coastal Commission staff wrote the following report for an AIR property at 
1209 Abbot Kinney Blvd., Venice, (A-5-VEN-18-0033): 

 “The certified LUP stipulates that Artist-in- Residence uses cannot include 
sales; it also requires two on-site parking spaces for structures designated 
as Artist-in-Residence. The applicant has indicated that part of the structure 
would be used to support an existing real estate business. Real estate 
businesses are typically associated with the sale of real estate. As such, the 
City should have designated the proposed development as a mixed-use 
Residential/Commercial structure not Artist-in-Residence. If the City had 
used the correct designation, the proposed development would require 
significantly more on-site parking spaces than the two on-site spaces 
proposed by the applicant and approved by the City. The project is located 
within the Beach Impact Zone designated by the certified LUP.  

For the reason described above, the appeal raises a substantial issue as to 
conformity with the Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act.” 
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Mr. Murez’s use of an Artist-in-Residence as a commercial event space 
(only) with no tenants, his listing of parking options that include the public 
beach parking lot at Rose Avenue for events at http://800main.com, and his 
statement on on Wedding Venue that ”For the most part we operate under 
the radar…...” all suggest that Mr. Murez has a conflict of interest in chairing 
the PTC and producing the Parking & Transportation 2016-2019 Report.  

I believe that Mr. Murez is in violation of VNC by-laws Article 5, Section 5: (c): 
Conflict of Interest for the reasons stated above. The VNC board should not have 
voted on Item 13B. 

_______________ 
 
 
#8. Violation of VNC by-laws Article 5, Section 5: (c): Conflict of Interest: The VNC 
shall be subject to applicable sections of the City of Los Angeles Governmental 
Ethics Ordinances. Applicable laws of local, state, and federal government shall 
be the minimum ethical standard for the VNC and its Board of Officers. 

8. VNC Secretary Melissa Diner worked for several years as an event planner 
and site supervisor at 800 Main. She did not disclose this in board 
comments on 13B, or recuse herself.  

Ms. Diner stated: “Jim put in so much work. I don't know if anyone else here 
can say that they've put in this much work on one motion ever in the entire 
service of the board.” 

I believe that it is a violation of VNC by-laws Article 5, Section 5: (c): Conflict of 
Interest for the reasons stated above. Ms. Diner should have recused. 

__________________ 

#9. Violation of VNC by-laws Article 5, Section 5: (c): Conflict of Interest: The VNC 
shall be subject to applicable sections of the City of Los Angeles Governmental 
Ethics Ordinances. Applicable laws of local, state, and federal government shall 
be the minimum ethical standard for the VNC and its Board of Officers. 

9. An email below from developer Carl Lambert to LAPD Captain Nicole Alberca 
states that Mr. Lambert, George Francisco, concurrently vice-president of 
the VNC and president for the Venice Chamber of Commerce, and Mike 
Newhouse, immediate former president of the VNC and president for the 
West Los Angeles Planning Commission, worked very hard to get a VNC 
2016 slate elected and that they achieved a “super majority” with an * 
indicating friendlies. 

The 2016-2019 VNC board included many developers. These developers are 
aware of the business that Mr. Murez operates at 800 Main and his potential 
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conflict-of-interest as chair of PTC and the primary creator of the PTC 2016-
2019 Report.  

Developers and their commercial clients have invested interests in parking 
policies that are different than homeowners and residential tenants in Venice. 
The rush to approve a major 54-page document, even as an advisory 
document, appears to be inappropriate under all of these circumstances. 

The VNC board approved Item 13B in a 9-3-7 vote.  

James Murez: yes - developer 
John Reed: yes - developer 
Matt Royce: yes - developer                                                                  
Robert Thibodeau: yes - developer                                               
Michelle Meepos: yes - developer 
Melissa Diner: yes – former supervisor at 800 Main                   
Jamie Paige: yes – Founder, Rose Avenue Merchants Association                                                         
Evan White: yes                       
Hugh Harrison: yes                  
 

This appears to be a violation of VNC by-laws Article 5, Section 5: (c): Conflict of 
Interest for the reasons stated above. The VNC board should not have voted on 
Item 13B.    

_________________ 

#10. Violation of VNC by-laws Article 5, Section 5: (c): Conflict of Interest: The 
VNC shall be subject to applicable sections of the City of Los Angeles 
Governmental Ethics Ordinances. Applicable laws of local, state, and federal 
government shall be the minimum ethical standard for the VNC and its Board of 
Officers. 

10.  The Certified Venice LCP shows a “Potential Public Parking Structure Site” 
directly across from Mr. Murez’s properties at 800, 802 and 804 Main Street. 
It is clearly a potential that will affect Mr. Murez’s property values. The 
Planning Department is in the process of updating the Venice Community 
Plan and the Venice Local Coastal Plan.  
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This appears to be a violation of VNC by-laws Article 5, Section 5: (c): Conflict of 
Interest for the reasons stated above. The VNC board should not have voted on 
Item 13B.    
 

_________________ 

In conclusion, the Ad Hoc Parking and Transportation Committee chaired by Jim 
Murez was not compliant with VNC by-laws and Standing rules. PTC was in violation of 
VNC by-laws ARTICLE VI, Section 2; ARTICLE VII, Section 2; ARTICLE VII, Section 
2(D); and Standing Rule 1. The VNC board should not have voted on Item 13B. 

The entire undertaking of this study by Mr. Murez may be in violation of VNC by-laws 
Article 5, Section 5: (c): Conflict of Interest for the reasons stated above.  

 

___________ 
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EXHIBIT 2 
 

a. Item 13B – Motion May 21, 2019 

 

b. PTC WEBSITE postings on JUNE 1, 2019 
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a. 

 
_________________ 

 
 
 
 
b.  
PTC WEBSITE ON JUNE 1, 2019 
 
May 16, 2019 PTC meeting minutes – no minutes 
May 7, 2019 PTC meeting minutes – no minutes  
April 1, 2019 PTC meeting minutes – no minutes 
March 4, 2019 PTC meeting minutes – minutes do not show who was present,  
 votes taken, or any other information, just notes on Item 9. 
February 13, 2019 PTC – no minutes 
February 4, 2019 PTC– minutes show three people present. Agenda #1:  

Approve Agenda as Presented 7:50p (pending quorum) 
January 7, 2019 PTC meeting – minutes show three people present 
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EXHIBIT 3 
 

Transcript of Venice Neighborhood Council Board vote on Item 
13B on May 21, 2019. 

 
________________ 
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Transcript of Venice Neighborhood Council Board vote on Item 13B 
on May 21, 2019. 
 
 
Jim Murez: The motion: The VNC shall send a letter to LA Department of 
Transportation, LA Department of Planning, California Coastal Commission 
recommending consideration of the information described in the Parking & 
Transportation Report and possible inclusion in upcoming land-use plan and 
community planning plans.  
 
Ira Koslow: Thank you. Do we have a second? John {Reed}. Really? Okay. Thank you. 
We have public comment on this? Yolanda {Gonzalez}, Mark Rago, and Diane Fletcher. 
 
Yolanda Gonzalez: I was just talking to CJ {Cole} and apparently she looked at the 
report and she says that it was an excellent report that was put in. What is 50 pages in 
it? It was very long. I'm in support. I think they've done an excellent excellent job on 
this one, okay. Thank you. 
 
Mark Rago: Yeah, I've read that report. I actually agree with some and I disagree with a 
lot of it but my big problem is permit parking. Again, how many times does a 
community have to shoot down the idea of permit parking and metered parking? 
There's two empty lots every night, every day on the ocean front walk. Our document 
here from the California Coastal Commission that basically says 41 spaces in the Freak 
Show building {909 Ocean Front Walk} need to be allocated for North Venice residents. 
That does not happen. Only one person has a parking spot that lives in North Venice. 
So is corruption going on? That building is owned by Snapchat, remember them? Also, 
Thornton Lofts, every night, every day, the parking there, empty. Nobody parks there. 
Snapchat had all those parking spots. They're gone. The residents haven't gotten their 
parking spaces back. So you want parking? There’s at least 100 spots right there Jim. 
So I'll give you copies of this stuff. That's about it.  
 
Ira Koslow: Thank you. Diane? Is she still here? I guess not. Philip Gandov? 
We'll go through the list. Daryl? And CJ?  On this parking report. Did you want to talk 
about the parking report? 13b. Did you put that? Ok, make it 13d.  
 
Robin Rudisill: Just ten seconds. Robin Rudisill. I just want to say that if you have not 
read this report please don't vote yes to put it forward. You heard there's some pretty 
big issues in it just from this one speaker's information. So I think it'd be great to 
consider when the LCP process is done but if you're not familiar with what's in there 
please don't support it. Thank you. 
 
 CJ Cole: Well because I have nothing better to do, I actually read the report and I 
thought it was fabulous. I want to commend Jim and his committee for it. It may not be 
a hundred percent perfect but it it really goes down through everything and even gets 
down to scooters. So I really think you should go ahead and approve the motion. 
Thank you. 
 
Ira Koslow: Board comment. John {Reed}. 



	 23	

 
John Reed: I read the report and I think the concept is that, Jim's intent was, is that 
during the LCP process and the Venice Community Plan process that this document 
would be looked at and they would basically take a look at this document and 
determine whether or not there any good ideas in it. I don't think this document is 
being put forward to circumvent this process. I think it's to basically add an aide saying 
that we spent all this, three years as head of the transportation and the concept is why 
don't you look at the work we've done and see if there any good ideas and incorporate 
the good ideas if there are good ideas.  
 
Hugh Harrison: I want to echo what John said. I also did read the report and while I 
don't agree with some of the solutions I do think it's one of the more articulate 
expressions of what the cause and nature of the problems are and the motion is only 
that people consider the report when developing their plans. And so in that sense I 
would support it.  
 
Colleen Saro: I read the report as well. I couldn't get to the other one because that's a 
lot of reading for it to come through on a Saturday and we have a meeting on a 
Tuesday. I move that we postpone this until the next board gets on because I would 
love the honesty of this board to really find out exactly how people were able to read it. 
It was not a whole lot of time to ingest all the information. So I'd like to move to 
postpone it until the next board comes into effect and now whoever gets on that board 
has plenty of time to look at the stuff. And also I don't even know if the public had a 
chance to read all this stuff either. 
 
Ira Koslow: Okay, do we have a second? Yes, second to Colleen's motion. Yes, 
second {Ilana Marosi}. Okay, first, we have a second. Public comment. Go ahead 
Yolanda. 
 
Yolanda Gonzalez:  You know it really amazes me that when we had these committees, 
they work hard. We work hard. We put out our time to do this type of work. And I know 
that this committee did a lot of work. Please approve this. We'll move on from this with 
the next board. Thank you. 
 
Margaret Molloy: I would ask for postponement. I haven't had time to read those 
documents. And I think Mr. Murez has a personal agenda and has had it ever since he 
started running the transportation committee. And that is that he operates an artist-in-
residence building that advertises a website 800MAIN, that says “the building with no 
residents but decorations.” And has events with no parking. Three parking spaces for 
an artist-in-residence. So if that's where you start from and you endorse that person to 
be doing the research, I think you're all implicit in a very corrupt motivation. And we've 
seen a Francisco indictment for bribery and you know we'll see what happens with 
that. “Ira Koslow: Wait, wait. Sit down. There's no indictment. There's a letter from a 
person running against him and we'll see what happens.” Margaret Molloy: “Okay, 
accusations.” Ira Koslow: “What indictment? Yes. He’s been accused by somebody 
that's running against him for office.” Margaret Molloy: Thank you for correcting me. I 
apologize Mr. Francisco. I said I apologize. Did you hear me? I said it on a microphone. 
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I apologize Mr. Francisco. Anyway, I think that you have to look at motivation. And I 
would encourage you to postpone this please. 
 
Ira Koslow: Okay, thank you. I don't know. I remember that you're innocent until you're 
proven guilty and you're innocent until something happens. All we saw was the letter. It 
was a very impressive letter but let the Commission do something. Thank you. I don't 
want to get involved. Alright, we had public comment. Board comment.   
 
Colleen Saro: I just want to say this. I know that Jim put a lot of work into and I'm not 
saying he didn't. And it's very thorough. But it's a lot of information for people to 
ingest. It's a massive amount. And I know it's a recommendation but there's some 
things in there that could possibly be tweaked. And I think it’s just, we should give the 
board enough time to actually be able to consume it and understand it. And I’m not 
saying that he did not do a good job and it's not thorough. I never said that.  
 
Ira Koslow: I'm handing the microphone to him {George Francisco} and then he’s 
handing it back to me so I can talk. Ivan {Spiegel} keeps saying these weird things. 
Anyway, I can't talk? That's what I did but then he gave it back to me so I can talk.  
 
George Francisco: Would you like to be recognized?  
 
Ira Koslow: Just quickly, I have no problem with the work that he did but the board 
is supposed to, everyone said the Parking and Transportation Committee. No. 
This is Jim Murez motion. Because half these things were brought before the 
board and the other half were not. So the board, the committee didn't hear them, 
they talked about them. I've talked a lot to Jim. They didn't vote on any of this 
stuff. And the board is not supposed to pass on things that are just talked about. 
There has to be a vote from a committee. Now I decided not to get in a fight over 
this. I could have pulled it on the basis of administrative impropriety. But I will 
yield to the board if they want to pass a thing that supports his report. Oh, it 
doesn't support any of the motions, it just supports the report. None of these 
things have been vetted and voted on by the Parking {& Transportation 
Committee}, half of them have not been. If you wanted to present a report of 
everything that was voted on, great, it could go through. But this is very improper 
to have somebody write a report and have the VNC approve it. No matter how 
good it is. Thank you. That's my opinion. 
 
Ilana Marosi: Can I comment? 
 
George Francisco: Yes, you can. 
 
Ilana Marosi: So, I was just going to say, I haven't had a chance to read a hundred 
pages and study this since Saturday. If we had got it three weeks earlier, we would 
have had time. If I was to vote, and thank you Jim for your effort, but if I was to vote 
and vote no because I haven't read it completely, then I might be doing you a 
disservice Jim. And like anyone else on the board might be, if I was to, and I couldn't 
vote yes in good conscience because I don't know exactly what's in there. So I urge 
other people to do likewise if they haven't read it completely and digested it. But what 
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Ira {Koslow} just said puts a whole different spin on it. And if it actually wasn't 
vetted by the entire committee and voted on by the entire committee why is it 
Parking & Transportation Committee 2019 Final Report that we're voting on? And 
why did we let it get to this point Ira? So I would say let's move it on to the next 
board when everyone's had time, and maybe it when it's gone back to the 
committee. 
 
George Francisco: Thank you. Jim, would you like to respond? 
 
Jim Murez: Yes, thank you. First of all, let me set the record perfectly straight Ira. 
You seem to have forgotten the conversation that we had. On two separate 
occasions everything in the report was voted on by the committee and it was 
posted online under the Brown Act and everybody had a chance to read it more 
than two weeks ago. So there's nothing new and unknown about it. As far as 
attachment number {?}, it's been out in public domain since 2012. There's nothing 
new or surprising about it. The items that you're referring to that the board did 
not vote on, the committee did vote on. Every single one of them. The entire 
document was all voted on twice. So there's nothing here that's being kept from 
anybody. As far as as being able to tweak the document or read the document, this is 
not saying that we are supporting the things in the document. It's making a 
recommendation to look at this for possible, possible inclusion. If we don't take a 
forward step, then we're basically not doing anything. We're not saying that this is 
something that can be considered. This is something that for the past 30 years the city 
has not considered and until I started raising the question about a year ago with them, 
the city was not planning on taking any of this into consideration. So unless we put 
these things in front of them and by putting it in front of them in writing, all we're doing 
is asking them to take it a look at it for consideration. Let me just make one final 
comment, because people seem to think that this is the end of the road. This isn't the 
end of the road. This is the start of the road. If the road needs to be tweaked along the 
way and the next board wants to tweak it, the next board says gee that what was 
written in this document we don't agree with, let's come up with a better solution, let's 
come up with a better idea, let's write that and make that a real motion that says this is 
the direction we support, we want to tweak this as a starting point, that's fine. But to 
just shoot down two and a half years’ worth of work, because none of the people on 
this board came to any of the meetings is ridiculous. Thank you. 
 
George Francisco: Stop, you're out of order. Jim are you done?  
 
Colleen Saro: I came to your meeting the other night because it was a scooter thing 
and I thought we should join forces on that. I'm going to be honest and I'm pretty sure 
that 90% of people on this board probably do what I do. I don't go to every single 
meeting agenda and minutes and read them. I don't. And when the stuff comes 
through to us after it goes through Adcomm {Administrative Committee}, that's when I 
look at the supporting documents. That's when I try to look at everything. I don't know 
how anybody with a job is able to go and actually monitor every single committee. So 
just because it's been there for two weeks, I'm sorry. I will say it. I didn't look at any of 
this stuff until it was sent to me with Adcom agenda on Saturday night. And I'm pretty 
sure a lot of the board is doing that but they may not fess up to it. So we're not 
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shooting it down. We're just saying let the next board take care of this and now the 
next board is going to have plenty of time to look at these documents. And this other 
document, yes from - from 2012. Well you know, I'll tell you, I probably glanced 
over this when I first got on the on the board but I did not read it very closely. So again, 
I'm going to, I'm being honest. And I think a lot of people are kind of in the same boat I 
am whether they want to say it or not. So that's my last comment. 
 
George Francisco: Thank You. 
 
Melissa Diner: So sadly, what we do here, a lot of it, is push paper for people to 
consider reading, to consider maybe implementing it into more paper, to see if that 
paper can ever actually get realized. So I'm sick of that. And in this new board, I hope 
we do less of pushing paper and more of thinking about long term ideas and actions 
we can actually create. Jim put in so much work. I don't know if anyone else here can 
say that they've put in this much work on one motion ever in the entire service of the 
board. And not only that, I think he also puts action behind some of the words that he 
puts. All I see in this motion is us asking people to read something and the fact that 
they maybe even would read it I think is far-fetched even for the people that were 
sending it to. If we're lucky they'll read it. And then beyond that, who knows. So I just 
hope we can stop spending so much time on motions like this over and over again 
when really, all every motion we send is like, will you read this, you know? We waste a 
lot of time and energy talking back and forth about things like this when I think that 
energy could be better spent doing things. Thank you. 
 
George Francisco: Thanks. Go right ahead.  
 
Ilana Marosi: One more thing. If we pass it on to the city and say read this, that's like 
we've given it our blessing and we're passing it. So we have to be sure that what is in 
here is exactly what we want to represent. And there's some pretty controversial stuff 
in there I believe. I skimmed through. I haven't had a good read like I said so I can't 
vote either way in good conscience. That's something that is this huge, we would have 
loved to probably have you present it Jim. 10 to 15 minute presentation would have 
been really good. You could have filled in some blanks for us. So instead of passing it 
and then waiting for the next board to tweak it, let’s hand it over to them to do what 
they need. 
 
George Francisco: Thanks Ira. I'm going to give you the last word. Use Melissa's 
microphone. 
 
Ira Koslow: Power corrupts. Absolute power corrupts absolutely. But that's not my last 
word. Just quickly, on the idea of energy matters. There was a committee that worked 
for three years on something called Mass, Scale & Character. They put so much work 
and so many meetings into that, if the character, if the condition for approval was how 
long and how much energy they put in we would have passed it. We didn't agree with 
it. This, how do we know if we agree with it? It was so long. I didn't read it but I'm 
against the principle of passing things on to the city that the board did not approve. 
That's all. It's very simple.  
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George Francisco: Thank you. All right, we're going to take a vote on the motion to 
postpone. It's a motion to postpone. Are you going to put a time limit before the 
parliamentarian jumps in my ear and says you have to have a time limit to postpone 
something? You're going to? 
 
Colleen Saro: I would I would say July because new board gets here in June and I 
don't know if they're going have a chance to…okay, so August. 
 
George Francisco: So you're saying three months. Okay, postpone for three months.  
All right. This is a motion to postpone the motion for three months. 
 
Melissa Diner: Secretary - records vote. 
 
Ira Koslow: yes  
George Francisco: abstain  
Hugh Harrison: abstain 
Melissa Diner: no 
Justin Breznev: yes  
Matt Royce: no 
Evan White: no 
Robert Thibodeau: no 
Brad Aarons: abstain 
Alex Nieman: yes 
Josyln Williams: yes 
Jamie Paige: no 
Ilana Marosi: yes 
Holly Stenson: abstain 
Michelle Meepos: no 
James Murez: no 
John Reed: no 
Coleen Saro: yes 
Michael Greco: abstain 
 
So 6-8-5.  
 
George Francisco: 6-8-5. The motion fails. We will return to the original motion on the 
floor. We've had public comment. We've had board comment. We have not had board 
comment? What I was going to do, is I was going to offer up to Ilana, who had 
requested some sort of report or discussion, would you like Jim to try to encapsulate it 
for you in ten minutes? 
 
Ilana Marosi: No. 
 
George Francisco: No? Okay. Jim?  
 
Jim Murez: I just wanted to respond to the gentleman that stood up and spoke about 
permit parking. The report does take into consideration permit parking. The parking 
lots that you referenced are private property. They would not qualify under the state 
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guidelines for being able to have permit parking within the coastal zone. They would 
fall into a parking business district or something along the lines that was described 
where there could be a district with extra parking like the hundred and twenty-five 
parking spaces that are in the Venice Renaissance building that very few people know. 
Those types of parking spaces could all be contributors to a larger shared parking pool 
that residents could use. But as far as being able to get permit parking they have to be 
public lots. I just wanted you to understand that so you understand where it's coming 
from.  
 
George Francisco: We understand. We get it. Is there any other board comments? We 
took public comment already. Any other board comment? No? All right. Melissa will tak 
a vote. 
 
Melissa Diner: Secretary - records vote. 
 
Ira Koslow: no 
George Francisco: abstain 
Hugh Harrison: yes 
Melissa Diner: yes 
Justin Breznev: abstain  
Matt Royce: yes 
Evan White: yes 
Robert Thibodeau: yes 
Brad Aarons: abstain 
Alex Nieman: abstain 
Josyln Williams: abstain 
Jamie Paige: yes 
Ilana Marosi: no 
Holly Stenson: abstain 
Michelle Meepos: yes 
James Murez: yes 
John Reed: yes 
Coleen Saro: no 
Michael Greco: abstain 
 
9-3-7. 
 
George Francisco: All right. Thank you. Passing the mic{rophone} back for 13C. 
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EXHIBIT 4 
Venice Neighborhood Council  

 
By-Laws & Standing Rules 2019 
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VNC BY-LAWS 2019: 

 
 
Article V: 
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ARTICLE VI: OFFICERS/ Section 2: Duties and Powers 
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VNC STANDING RULES 2019: 
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EXHIBIT 5 
Venice Neighborhood Council Postings on June 1, 2019 

 
 

VNC Board meeting page – Screengrab June 1, 2019 
 

Adcom Committee page – Screengrab June 1, 2019 
 

Ad Hoc Parking & Transportation Committee 
– Screengrabs June 1, 2019 

 
***Records for this committee were posted on the VNC’s Parking & Transportation Committee 

page after the May 21, 2019 vote and after the June 2, 2019 VNC election. It should be of 
concern that the updated records do not appear to match the time-stamped screen grabs for 

this committee that were posted on May 21 before the VNC board voted. Screengrabs included 
here and available for review upon request are all date-stamped June 1, 2019. 
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VNC WEBSITE June 1, 2019: 
 

 
 
 

’ 
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EXHIBIT 6 
VNC BOARD VOTE ON MTA YARD ON DECEMBER 18, 2018 
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EXHIBIT 7 
a. 800, 802, 804 Main Street, Venice, CA 90291 denial at West Los 

Angeles Planning Commission 
 
 

b. 800, 802, 804 Main Street, Venice, CA 90291 approval at Los 
Angeles City Council 

 
 

c. Certiicate of Occupancy: 800 Main Street, Venice, CA 90291 
 
 

d. CONCERNS RE DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING APPROVALS  
      & LADBS PERMITTING FOR 800, 802, 804 MAIN STREET 
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a. 800, 802, 804 Main Street, Venice, CA 90291 denial at West Los 
Angeles Planning Commission: 
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b. 800, 802, 804 Main Street, Venice, CA 90291 approval at Los 
Angeles City Council: 
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c. Certiicate of Occupancy: 800 Main Street, Venice, CA 90291  
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d. CONCERNS RE DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING APPROVALS & 
LADBS PERMITTING FOR 800, 802, 804 MAIN STREET 

 
 



	 54	



	 55	



	 56	



	 57	



	 58	



	 59	



	 60	



	 61	



	 62	



	 63	

 
 
 
 
 



	 64	

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT 8 
SECTIONS OF VENICE SPECIFIC PLAN 
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VENICE SPECIFIC PLAN 
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EXHIBIT 9 
 

LADBS COMPLAINTS FOR 800 MAIN 
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LADBS COMPLAINTS FOR 800 MAIN: 
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EXHIBIT 10 
 

800 MAIN: COMMERCIAL EVENT SPACE 
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800 MAIN: DECICATED WEBSITE FOR COMMERCIAL EVENT SPACE 
 
www.800main.com 
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VENUE REPORT: 
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COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES AT 800 MAIN: 
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https://www.facebook.com/dominika.wolski/videos/10157039439765107/ 
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EXHIBIT 11 
James Murez 

Venice Neighborhood Council Candidate Profile 
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James Murez: Venice Neighborhood Council Candidate  

2014:

 

 

 

2019: 
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EXHIBIT 12 
VNC SECRETARY MELISSA DINER – Site Supervisor at 800 Main 
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2019 
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EXHIBIT 13 
CARL LAMBERT, PRESIDENT OF THE VENICE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 

SLATE FOR THE VNC ON JUNE 5 2016 
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EXHIBIT 14 
CARL LAMBERT, PRESIDENT OF THE VENICE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,  

EMAIL FROM TO LAPD CAPTAIN NICOLE ALBERCA  

REGARDING HIS SUCCESS WITH GEORGE FRANCISCO, CURRENT VICE 
PRESIDENT OF THE VNC AND PRESIDENT OF THE VENICE CHAMBER OF 

COMMERCE  

AND MIKE NEWHOUSE, CURRENT PRESIDENT FO THE WEST LOS ANGELES 
PLANNING COMMISSION,  

TO ELECT A SLATE OF *FRIENDLIES ON THE VNC ON JUNE 5 2016. 
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CARL LAMBERT EMAIL TO LAPD CAPTAIN NICOLE ALBERCA RE 2016 VNC 
ELECTION RESULTS & HIS WORK WITH GEORGE FRANCISCO & MIKE 
NEWHOUSE TO GET THESE RESULTS 
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EXHIBIT 15 
Jim Murez appeal ZA-2013-3376-CDP-CUB-SPP-1A 

for 320 Sunset on August 26, 2015 

. 
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August 26, 2015, Murez appeal ZA-2013-3376-CDP-CUB-SPP-1A for 320 Sunset  
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