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LACC EXPANSION - Public Meeting 1/15/15 
Public Comments Received Jan 15th – Jan 30th 

 
Transcription of the Comment/Question Session (after the Presentation) 
 
Deborah Weintraub (Deputy City Engineer) - Moderator: Since we’re a pretty small group, I 
open it up to anyone who has anything they want to say. If you would come to the podium up 
here, we're not necessarily here to answer questions, were really here to take in input on what 
our criteria ought to be , what you think are things we ought to consider that we might not have 
expressed yet to date to you. Anyone at all? I see no hands going up. This could be a very short 
meeting. Questions? We weren't really going to take questions here. But you know we went 
through all this effort to get everyone here. Concerns? Yes. Could you come up and talk? Thank 
you. 
 
Eric Van Aukee - Perkins+Will: I would like to just ask. I’m sorry. Eric Van Aukee with Perkins 
and Will. I was curious about the commitment - it's a question - I don't know if you want to 
answer it now, but, about turning the Convention Center into something that offers a 
tremendous opportunity for sustainable design. And, as far as establishing criteria, that we 
cannot be the same convention center that's all over the world, which is the large energy hog 
that these facilities tend to be. I do not know how you plan to put this into your criteria, but I 
would encourage you to do that, and to embrace that as something that we can do uniquely in 
Southern California, and that would be a reflection of our commitment to that as a city, as well 
as a community and, obviously, for the future. That's my comment. 
 
Deborah Weintraub: I do believe the Convention Center is currently certified at the Gold Level, 
right? LEED Gold, yah. And so our goal with the expansion would be to meet that criteria. So, if 
you’re suggesting that we exceed that, I hear you. 
 
Eric Van Aukee: Yes, that’s my suggestion. 
 
Deborah Weintraub: Okay. Any other comments? Please. 
 
Amanda Irvine – South Park Business Improvement District: Okay, Hi, my name is Amanda 
Irvine; I’m the director of Planning and Communications for the South Park Business 
Improvement District. If you aren’t aware, you are currently in South Park, and we represent the 
property owners, community and residents here. And so, I would just encourage all of the 
architects, planners, designers...everyone involved in this to really think about this as a regional 
center, as well as a place that’s in someone’s neighborhood. And so really, utilize our office, our 
community members – we have committee and board meetings. There are people who will 
utilize the outdoor spaces here on a daily basis, as well as people who are coming here for big 
huge events that maybe they come to once in their lifetime. So, I would just encourage everyone 
to think about it locally – very locally, as well as broadly. 
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Deborah Weintraub: Thank you. Yes. 
 
Ezra Gale – Central City Association: Thank you for the presentation. My name is Ezra Gale. 
I’m with the Central City Association. Thank you, Bud. I have a question about this map and the 
boundaries that we see here. I see that it goes both west and east of the freeway. As somebody 
that lives and works in Downtown I’m just a little bit curious about this. It seems to me that the 
natural positioning might be east of the freeway to better connect with South Park. Do you 
envision hotels being built on the west side? And if so, do you envision streetscaping to connect 
it. From your previous slide I see that you’re interested in putting parking on that area. And that 
would seem to me not the best way to connect it to the west side. 
 
Deborah Weintraub: I think that your input is valuable to us. I think in drawing these lines we 
were acknowledging both the hotel connection, but also the community connection and the 
residents who walk by or head by the Convention Center who are impacted by events at the 
Convention Center. So, we were looking for our design teams to diagram urban impacts both in 
the residential community, but also with the connections to hotels. But, if you, for example, 
wanted to suggest the lines should be drawn differently, that would be great. And, you could 
send us those comments and give us you’re logic that would be great. 
 
Ezra Gale: Thank you. 
 
Bud Ovrom – Executive Director – Department of Convention and Tourism Development 
(CTD): I’d like to expand on that, if I could. In the convention business one of the things we want 
is hotels within walking distance. A lot of visitors come from out of town. They come in by plane, 
or whatever. Even if they came in by car they don’t want to drive around the L. A. freeway 
system. So, we define - it’s in the white paper that I passed out – we define walking distance as 
a half mile. So, we are somewhat not constrained by that, because our biggest hotel contributor 
to the Convention Center is the Bonaventure - and it’s more than a half mile – but we do really 
focus on the first half mile as being the ones that are most walkable. We would love, love to 
have hotels west of the freeway. As a former head of the Redevelopment Agency, I know how 
hard it is to assemble sites. And if you think about the west side of the freeway, even though it 
might be more economically depressed, it’s more densely developed. Ironically, on our side of 
the freeway, there are a lot of parking lots. And so, the parking lots naturally lend themselves to 
the generation of hotel development we’re seeing now. So, part of our thinking is to walkability 
and then part of our thinking is we would love to get west of the freeway if there was an 
economic development and it either could help drive that. 
 
Deborah Weintraub: Yes, please. 
 
John Adams – Gensler: Deborah, Gary and everybody, thanks for having us – John Adams 
with Gensler. Noticing in the white paper on page fifteen – something I hadn’t seen before - 
about for the design teams to provide the design and funding solutions for some infrastructure 
projects like: the Pico Metro Station, Union-Pico Portal, My Fig, etc. Will the design teams be 
getting a little more information about those projects, in terms of the costs and whatnot, in the 
coming months or so? 
 
Deborah Weintraub: That wasn’t in our criteria – to have funding solutions. What was in our 
criteria was the $350 million construction limit, which we’re going to be very strict and serious 
about. Bud added that. 
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Bud Ovrom: And the problem we have - and I’ll be very candid about it – the problem we have 
is if we had the football stadium AEG would have gladly paid for everything. And if we don’t 
have the football stadium there is still going to be a lot of public expectation that these 
improvements be made. But, AEG is not going to be paying for it. So, we threw that in there just 
to foment discussion. So, if you have great ideas on how we might approach that, all we’re 
saying is we appreciate hearing them. But it will not be something that will be used against you. 
It’ll be clarified that we’re looking for bright ideas that all the things we talked about – improving 
the tunnels that go underneath the freeway, Avenue of the Angels, Pico Passage – all of the 
various public improvements we’ve talked about in the past, we won’t have a funding source 
with Plan B the way we would have Plan A. So we’re just looking for ideas. 
 
Gary Lee Moore – City Engineer: I was just going to follow up on that. And that will be fully 
defined. And it could be something that is the task of the winning team, not necessarily have to 
be done as part of the process here. So, it’ll be very clear. 
 
[Bud Ovrom had the following clarification in post meeting discussions: 
 

Question: At the bottom of Page 15 of the CTD “White Paper,” it says: “In addition to the 
criteria listed above, design and funding solutions must be identified for 
addressing important off-site infrastructure and urban design elements such as 
the Pico Metro Station, Union/Pico portals, MyFig Project, etc.” 

 
  Is the $350 million budget expected to also include these infrastructure 

improvements? 
 
Answer:  No. Those items are addressed in Plan A and will need to be considered as 

part of Plan B, but they are not included in the $350 million budget. Separate 
funding will need to be identified for any of these infrastructure improvements 
which are undertaken by Plan B.] 

 
Deborah Weintraub: The other thing I would make clear is that we’re going to initiate the 
process for the design teams in a month’s time. So, between this meeting and mid-February we 
have time to further define that. That’s when we’ll kick it off with an expectation that we complete 
that design process by June. 
 
Gary Lee Moore: And I guess for not everybody who knows, different than this design process 
we have several meetings with the three design firms during the actual process, also. 
 
Deborah Weintraub: Yes. 
 
Gary Lee Moore: So where we will be providing input ongoing in real time. 
 
Deborah Weintraub: Yes. We have consultations planned for each of the teams during the 
process. Any other thoughts? Any other questions? Okay, that was a very short meeting. 
 
Bud Ovrom: Motion to adjourn? 
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Deborah: Motion to adjourn, yes. Please sign in so we have a way to communicate with you. 
Those of us who spoke will hang around - if there are any other comments.  Please do send in 
your written comments. If you choose to speak publically, you can do that online. Yes. 
 
Unidentified Speaker: Is there somewhere we can have audio access to the meeting? 
 
[Clarification: The video and audio are available online at the project website: 
   http://eng.lacity.org/projects/laccexpansion/  ] 
 
Deborah Weintraub:  You know we might, we might do that. We’ll figure out a way to give you 
access. Yes. Thanks. Thank you very much. 
 
Bud Ovrom: The white papers are discounted for anybody leaving the room. So, if you didn’t 
get one on the way in please get one on the way out. 
 
 

 
POST MEETING DISCUSSION QUESTIONS 
 
Question: Would the City be open to looking at the removal, or significant alteration, of the 

architectural towers at West or South Hall in order to accommodate a hotel or LACC 
expansion? 

 
Answer: A qualified yes. The towers have become somewhat emblematic of the Convention 

Center itself and the City would only consider altering or removing one or both if there 
was a compelling argument to be made for such an action. But, under the right 
circumstances, the City would consider such an action. 

 
Question: Would the City be open to placing a hotel, ballroom, or other LACC expansion 

feature onto the site now used for Gilbert Lindsay Plaza? 
 
Answer: A qualified yes. The Plaza is currently used for the bus parking and some open space. 

The City would only consider removing or altering Gilbert Lindsay Plaza if equal, or 
preferably better, bus parking and open space are provided elsewhere on the LACC 
campus. 

 
Question: The Primary Project Criteria in the Notice to Proceed says, “”add approximately 

2,000 additional parking spaces.” Is that cost to be included in the $350 million 
construction budget? 

 
Answer: No. From a design perspective, the City wants to consider where additional 
parking should go, but whether or not to build it and how to pay for it will be a separate business 
decision.  
 
 

 
WRITTEN COMMENTS RECEIVED 
 
Leigh Christy – Perkins+Will: Southern boundary of study area should be extended south of 
the 10 freeway, not so much for hotel locations as community connection to @ least Washington 
Blvd. – a popular E-W connection. 
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Leigh Christy – Perkins+Will: Suggest having (1) interactive community input session with 
more robust outreach – during conception phase. 
 
Eric Van Aukee – Perkins+Will: Encourage the teams & the City to embrace a much higher 
standard of sustainability. Use this opportunity to exceed expectations. This will help create a 
truly “World Class” facility and an important commitment to the future. Min. LEED Platinum.  
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Comments to BOE LACC Expansion and Renovation Project Plan B due 1.30.2015 

CRA/LA. A Designated Local Authority and CRA/LA Oversight Board have jurisdiction 
over 2,451,947 square feet of Air Rights as recorded at Grant Deed (recorded in the 
Official Records of the County of Los Angeles, State of California as Instrument No. 
891130460) on July 17, 1989.  TFAR Transfer Floor Area Ratio have been reduced by 
Development Agreements. 

California State Department of Finance has approval over any transactions. 

You have not indicated on your diagrams that limitation to height. 

You fail to mention any grant restrictions to the Gilbert Lindsay Plaza. 

This is a site in the City’s Emergency Preparedness.  There is no mention of this 
function. 

Joyce Dillard 
P.O. Box 31377 
Los Angeles, CA 90031 
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