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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

74.1% 126
25.9% 44

170

Do you support the above motion?

Answer Options

Yes
No

answered question

Do you support the above motion? 

Yes No

MOTION (1) 
 
"The Department of Neighborhood Empowerment is to be 
permanently placed in charge of administering elections." 
 
(Note: This issue has already been voted upon by City Council, but is 
included on this survey for your reference. You are still welcome to 
express you opinion on the matter as it is one of the recommendations 
coming from the Plan Review Committees.)  
 
(Background note: Since 2008, the City Clerk was given the authority to 
conduct Neighborhood Council elections, which it did in 2008 and 
2010. In 2012, the City Clerk authorized the Department of 
Neighborhood Empowerment to conduct the elections instead. On 
September 17, 2013, the City Council voted to authorize the 
Department of Neighborhood Empowerment to partner with the City 
Clerk to administer the 2014 elections. The full text of Ordinance No. 
182723 can be found in Council File: 11-1912-S1 at LAcouncilFile.com.) 
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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

67.6% 119
32.4% 57

176

Do you support the above motion?

Answer Options

Yes
No

answered question

Do you support the above motion? 

Yes

No

MOTION (2A) 
 

"Neighborhood Council board members be required to complete 
Ethics, Financial Policy, Sexual Harassment, and ADA Compliance 
training, and that the Department offer classes including, but not 
limited to leadership, City government basics, parliamentary 
procedures, land use, and candidate training." 
 
(Background note: Since the regional NC Plan Review committees 
submitted their recommendations to the Commission, new 
developments have brought to focus the issues of discrimination, 
harassment, and sexism. As of October 2013, the City Council’s 
Education and Neighborhoods Committee has been conducting 
hearings on a motion which asks the Department of Neighborhood 
Empowerment (Department) to investigate allegations of 
discrimination and harassment at a particular Neighborhood Council. 
Additionally, the motion instructs the Department to report on 
implementing a training program which would address these types of 
issues going into the future, and which would be required for all board 
members. The full text of the motion can be found in Council File: 11-
1017-S1 at LAcouncilFile.com.) 
 
(Additional background note: Current Department of Neighborhood 
Empowerment policy already requires Neighborhood Council board 
members to complete Ethics and Funding training. The Department 
also offers leadership training classes covering most of the topics 
identified. The Plan Review Committees were aware of the current 
policy and chose to reinforce the requirements by including them in 
their recommendation while at the same time proposing new 
additions.) 
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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

74.6% 129
25.4% 44

173

Do you support the above motion?

Answer Options

Yes
No

answered question

Do you support the above motion? 

Yes

No

MOTION (2B) 
 
"There be a citywide standard period of time from date of seating, 
not to exceed 90 days, that a Board member will have to pass the 
required training, and that this be enforced by the Neighborhood 
Council bylaws, which shall prohibit voting on any matter coming 
before the Neighborhood Council board. Inability of any board 
member(s) to vote for failure to timely complete training will not 
affect quorum." 
 
(Background note: If adopted, the “not to exceed 90 days” 
requirement and accompanying consequence would constitute a new 
policy.) 
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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

62.8% 108
37.2% 64

172

Do you support the above?

Answer Options

Yes
No

answered question

Do you support the above? 

Yes No

Input Requested (2c) 
 
NO OFFICIAL MOTION HERE, BUT COMMISSION ASKS FOR YOUR INPUT 
ON THE FOLLOWING: During discussion it was proposed that the 
Commission may amend the recommendation regarding training to 
include consequences for failure to complete the training within the 
allowed period of time. The ultimate consequence discussed was the 
removal by action of the Department of any offending board member.  
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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

58.8% 100
41.2% 70

170

Do you support the above?

Answer Options

Yes
No

answered question

Do you support the above? 

Yes No

Input Requested (2d) 
 
NO OFFICIAL MOTION HERE, BUT COMMISSION ASKS FOR YOUR INPUT 
ON THE FOLLOWING: During discussion it was also proposed that the 
Commission may amend the recommendation regarding training to 
include Workplace Violence/Bullying Prevention training. 
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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

86.5% 147
13.5% 23

170

Do you support the above motion?

Answer Options

Yes
No

answered question

Do you support the above motion? 

Yes

No

MOTION (3) 
 
"An Early Notification System be established by each city department, 
commission, and the City Council, and its committees to provide 
Neighborhood Councils with a minimum of 60 days notice of any 
proposed action.  
 
For any proposed ballot measure or ordinance Neighborhood Councils 
must receive at least 60 days notice." 
 
(Background note: The Los Angeles City Charter Sec. 907 establishes an 
Early Warning System stating that “… Regulations shall establish 
procedures for receiving input from neighborhood councils prior to 
decisions by the City Council, City Council Committees and boards and 
commissions. The procedures shall include, but need not be limited to, 
notice to neighborhood councils as soon as practical, and a reasonable 
opportunity to provide input before decisions are made….”) 
 
(Additional background note: While some proposed legislation may take 
many months to move through City Council before becoming law, some 
items are introduced and passed into law within days. When items move 
rapidly through City Council, Neighborhood Councils do not have 
sufficient time to agendize the item and issue an official statement. 
Based on their volunteer capacity, most Neighborhood Councils are able 
to have full board meetings once a month.)  
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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

77.6% 132
22.4% 38

170

Do you support the above motion?

Answer Options

Yes
No

answered question

Do you support the above motion? 

Yes

No

MOTION (4) 
 
"Neighborhood Councils should have the right to open Council files. 
No Neighborhood Council board member shall be required to file a 
financial disclosure form for a Neighborhood Council to open a Council 
file. There shall be no limit on the number of Council files that a 
Neighborhood Council may open each year." 
 
(Background note: Currently, Council files are initiated either by a City 
Council Motion or when a City department submits a report to Council. 
In 2009, City Council adopted a two-year pilot project whereby 
Neighborhood Councils (with the support of a fellow Neighborhood 
Council) could create up to three new Council Files per calendar year, 
provided that board members submitted individual financial disclosure 
forms. The pilot project expired with no Neighborhood Council having 
participated in it. For more details, see Council File 08-0351 at 
LAcouncilFile.com.) 
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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

85.7% 144
14.3% 24

168

Do you support the above motion?

Answer Options

Yes
No

answered question

Do you support the above motion? 

Yes

No

MOTION (5) 
 
"The Board of Neighborhood Commissioners, with the aid and advice 
of citywide Neighborhood Councils, will adopt policies establishing 
best practices for monitoring the delivery of City services." 
 
(Background note: Los Angeles City Charter Sec. 910 states that, 
“Neighborhood Councils shall monitor the delivery of City services in 
their respective areas and have periodic meetings with responsible 
officials of City departments, subject to their reasonable availability.”) 
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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

92.8% 155
7.2% 12

167

Do you support the above motion?

Answer Options

Yes
No

answered question

Do you support the above motion? 

Yes

No

MOTION (6) 
 
"City agendas should once again include the full text of the brief 
Community Impact Statement (CIS) from each NC submitting one, with 
links to any background materials that were provided as support. Any 
time a CIS is, for whatever reason removed from a subsequent agenda, 
the City Clerk will send a notice to the Neighborhood Council." 
 
(Background note: Community Impact Statements (CISs) are official 
statements or positions adopted by a Neighborhood Council on issues 
pending before the City’s decision makers. When the process was first 
instituted in 2003, CISs were limited to 100 words. The first 
Neighborhood Council to submit a CIS on a particular Council file would 
have the first 100 words printed on the physical agenda. If the CIS ran 
longer, the additional words would be left off. Subsequent NCs who filed 
CISs on the same file would only have their position of “for, against, or 
general comments” indicated on the agenda. In later years, once the 
Council File Management System was implemented and all documents 
became accessible to both the Councilmembers and the public, there 
was no longer a 100 word limit for CISs and none of the CIS language was 
placed on the agendas. Per Council instruction, there continues to be a 
line for Community Impact Statements, regardless of whether or not one 
is filed. If a CIS is filed, the agendas indicate the name of the 
Neighborhood Council and their position of "for, against, or general 
comments" relative to the item.) 
 
(Additional background note: A new CIS must be submitted after each 
Council action, because while the CIS will stay in the Council file, it will 
not reappear on subsequent agendas. The reason for this is that the 
original position taken by a Neighborhood Council may not be the same 
position after the Council has acted. The Neighborhood Council must 
follow the item, determine their new position on the item and 
communicate it to the Council via the City Clerk.) 
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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

91.5% 150
8.5% 14

164

Do you support the above motion?

Answer Options

Yes
No

answered question

Do you support the above motion? 

Yes

No

MOTION (7) 
 
"Official Neighborhood Council or Neighborhood Council Alliance 
representatives addressing the City Council, its committees, City 
commissions, and boards be granted up to 5 minutes of presentation 
time separate from general public comment, to present the official 
view of the Neighborhood Council Board or Alliance. Neighborhood 
Councils should receive priority as City entities and be called for 
comment before general public comment." 
 
(Background note: Currently, official Neighborhood Council 
representatives speak during general public comment and receive the 
same amount of time as other members of the public.) 



Page 11 of 17

Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

83.7% 139
16.3% 27

166

Do you support the above motion?

Answer Options

Yes
No

answered question

Do you support the above motion? 

Yes

No

MOTION (8A) 
 

"Unexpended Neighborhood Council funds should be kept in the 
Neighborhood Council system, received and administered by the 
Department of Neighborhood Empowerment." 
 
(Note: This item on Funding and Grants (Part I, II, and III) was not 
brought before the Commission at its September 9th meeting, but will 
be introduced at a subsequent meeting. In the meantime, you are 
requested to also weigh in on the issue as it is one of the 
recommendations from the NC Plan Review Committees.) 
 
(Background note: Currently, at the end of a fiscal year, unexpended 
Neighborhood Council funds are swept and not allowed to carry over to 
the next fiscal year. Prior to fiscal year 2011-2012, NCs were able to roll 
over funds year to year for a maximum of 3 years.)  
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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

73.9% 122
26.1% 43

165

Do you support the above motion?

Answer Options

Yes
No

answered question

Do you support the above motion? 

Yes

No

MOTION (8B) 
 

"Neighborhood Councils should be allowed to provide funds to City 
departments provided that the equipment benefits stakeholders, that 
in addition to the initial requestor there is documentation of the need 
from a higher level of the department, and that the transfer is 
accompanied by an MOU, agreement, or a form similar to a 
neighborhood purposes grant." 
 
(Background note: Neighborhood Councils are allowed to provide funds 
to City departments to buy equipment to benefit their local 
stakeholders, but sometimes this equipment is moved to other 
locations. There is also no higher level communication within the 
department receiving the funds required and no MOU or agreement is 
necessary, which would provide clarification on the intent of the funds 
to all levels of the departments.) 
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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

80.5% 132
19.5% 32

164

Do you support the above motion?

Answer Options

Yes
No

answered question

Do you support the above motion? 

Yes

No

MOTION (8C) 
 
"Overriding principle should be that in the absence of conflicts of 
interests, the Department of Neighborhood Empowerment should be 
empowered to seek and receive funds appropriate to their mission and 
support their operations." 
 
(Background note: The Department is able to receive funds from outside 
organizations such as non-profits, foundations, etc.) 
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With which Neighborhood Council are you affiliated?

---NONE--- Arleta Arroyo Seco Atwater Village
Bel Air-Beverly 

Crest
Boyle Heights

CANNDU Canoga Park Central Alameda
Central 

Hollywood
Central San 

Pedro
Chatsworth

Coastal San 
Pedro

Del Rey

Downtown Los 
Angeles

Eagle Rock East Hollywood
Elysian Valley 

Riverside
Empowerment 

Congress Central
Empowerment 

Congress North

Empowerment 
Congress 
Southeast

Empowerment 
Congress 
Southwest

Empowerment 
Congress West

Encino Foothill Trails Glassell Park
Granada Hills 

North
Granada Hills 

South
Greater Cypress 

Park
Greater Echo Park 

Elysian

Greater Toluca 
Lake

Greater Valley 
Glen

Greater Wilshire Harbor City
Harbor Gateway 

North
Harbor Gateway 

South
Historic Cultural

Historic Highland 
Park

Hollywood Hills 
West

Hollywood 
Studio District

Hollywood 
United

LA-32 Lake Balboa Lincoln Heights Los Feliz MacArthur Park

Mar Vista
Mid City  
(MINC)

Mid City WEST
Mid-Town 

North 
Hollywood

Mission Hills North Hills East North Hills West
North Hollywood 

North East

North Hollywood 
West

Northridge 
East

Northridge South
Northridge 

West
Northwest San 

Pedro
Olympic Park P.I.C.O. Pacoima

Palms Panorama City
Park Mesa 

Heights
Pico Union Porter Ranch Rampart Village Reseda Sherman Oaks

Answer Options
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Silver Lake South Central
South Robertson 

(SORO)
Studio City Sun Valley Sunland-Tujunga Sylmar Tarzana

United 
Neighborhoods

Valley Village Van Nuys Venice Voices of 90037 Watts West Adams West Hills

West Los Angeles
Westchester / 
Playa Del Rey 

NC
Westlake North

Westlake 
South

Westside Westwood Wilmington
Wilshire-Center 

Koreatown

Winnetka
Woodland Hills-
Warner Center

Response Total Declined to State

158 25
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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

72.8% 115
22.8% 36
4.4% 7

158
25skipped question

Stakeholder / Community Member

Are you a...

answered question

Board Member

Interested Party

Answer Options

Are you a... 

Board Member

Stakeholder / Community
Member

Interested Party
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Response 
Percent

Response 
Count

2.6% 4
1.3% 2
3.2% 5
1.3% 2

20.8% 32
11.7% 18
20.1% 31
14.9% 23
7.1% 11

16.9% 26
154

29skipped question

Approximately how long have you been involved with the Neighborhood Council?

6 months

9+ years

Just started now

2 years

answered question

3 months

6 - 8 years

Answer Options

1 year

Since inception of NC system

1 month

3 - 5 years

0.0%

5.0%

10.0%

15.0%

20.0%

25.0%

J 1 3 6 1 2 3 6 9 S

Approximately how long have you been involved with the Neighborhood Council? 

Just started now

1 month

3 months

6 months

1 year

2 years

3 - 5 years

6 - 8 years

9+ years

Since inception of NC system
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