CITY OF BEVERLY HILLS
STAFF REPORT

Meeting Date: March 1, 2011

To: Honorable Mayor & City Council
From: Susan Healy Keene, AICP, Director of Community Development
Subject: Modification to Community Development Priorities for FY 2010-11

to Include Mills Act Ordinance

Attachments: 1. FY 2010-2011 Budget Work Program (Planning)
2. Non-budgeted Work Effort / Priorities

INTRODUCTION
This item is being presented at the request of Mayor Delshad.

BACKGROUND

On November 30, 2010, the City Council updated the Planning Division’s Work
Plan. Further refinements were made in January 2011 that replaced the
Commercial Common Interest Development Ordinance with work exploring
options to address late night social events on private property.

The Mills Act has previously been discussed and, at Council’s direction, placed
as a ‘B’ priority with the stated expectation that it be a part of the Planning
Division’s FY 2011-2012 Work Plan.

The current, amended, Work Plan is attached along with the list of non-budgeted
priorities.

DISCUSSION

The City Council sets the work plan for all Departments every year during the
budget hearings. Work plans can and do change at the Council’s direction to
address changing priorities during the fiscal year. Greater focus has been placed
on department work plans in part due to reduced resources and to provide
increased accountability for the work being completed from one year to the next.

To help inform the Council in its deliberation of a possible change to the Planning
Division’s Work Plan, this report provides additional information on the Mills Act
and comments on the Work Plan.
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Mills Act

The Mills Act is a federal program that allows a property owner to enter into a
contract with a governmental entity to receive tax incentives for the purpose of
historic rehabilitation and maintenance.

To take advantage of the Mills Act on a local level, the City Council would need
to adopt an ordinance that set forth this opportunity, the process, and applicable
criteria. It is staff's understanding that this would be the nature of the work
directed by the City Council when this work effort is initiated, along with
appropriate public outreach. More specifically, adopting the subject ordinance is
estimated to take approximately 120 staff hours and 4-6 months to complete. The
work effort requires research to identify the number of properties that would be
eligible under this program, hearings before the Planning Commission, ordinance
drafting and at least two meetings before the City Council, prior to its
implementation.

The Mills Act grants participating local governments the authority to enter into
contracts with owners of qualified historic properties to reduce property taxes in
exchange for the restoration and maintenance of their historic property. The Mills
Act allows local governments to design preservation programs to accommodate
specific community needs and priorities for:

e Rehabilitating neighborhoods

e Encouraging seismic safety programs
e Contributing to affordable housing

e Promoting heritage tourism

e Fostering pride in ownership

Local governments enter into contacts with the property owners of qualifying
historic properties. This is a formal agreement, generally known as a Mills Act or
Historical Property Contract, and is between the local government and the
property owner.

To qualify for the Mills Act Program, the property must be listed on any Federal,
State, county, or city historic register, including:

e The National Register of Historic Places
e California Register of Historical Resources,
e California Historical Landmarks

e State Points of Historical Interest
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e Locally designated landmarks

While the City has state and federally designated historic resources, there is no
formally established list of locally designated landmarks. In 1975, the City
established a Landmarks Preservation ordinance that gave the Architectural
Commission the authority to investigate potentially historic properties and
establish a list; the commission could even designate properties as Landmarks.
A review of city records shows that no single property has formally been
designated under these regulations. And, the ordinance has largely been
regarded as a voluntary program, in part because the City has not proactively
sought to designate property.

The Mills Act is a passive preservation tool. If the City were interested in shifting
its policy toward more proactive protections for potentially historic properties, a
review of these regulations provides an appropriate starting place. Current
regulations are constructed poorly, at once identifying the Architectural
Commission as an advisory body only to the City Council, and then suggesting it
has the authority to designate Landmarks. Also, a review of the definition of a
Landmark should be re-evaluated and refined based on specific criteria in which
the City would evaluate future designations. For instance, there has been much
discussion in the public and at Council meetings regarding how much weight to
place on a possible designation based on the occupants of a building.
Implementation of a more proactive program, however, would have a significant
impact on existing staff and commission resources, and could have a dramatic
impact on the pace of development in the city, as well as cost and timing
implications to developers.

With respect to the Mills Act, the City’s current, local ordinance provides a
mechanism by which an interested property owner could seek designation. A
local designation along with the passage of a Mills Act Ordinance would enable a
property owner to enter into an agreement with the City as described in this
report.

Mills Act — Fiscal Considerations

A Mills Act ordinance can apply to certain or all categories of properties, such as
residential, multi-family, commercial, industrial, etc., based on the established
local provisions.

A limit to the maximum number of applications can also be established as has
been done in other nearby communities. The limit to applications would reduce
the property tax revenue lost to the City to ensure reductions are measured over
time and within acceptable limits.

The formula that the State Board of Equalization and Los Angeles County
Assessor offices use to establish the reduced property assessment is complex
and it is difficult to draw definitive conclusions at this time as to the potential fiscal
impact to the City, if a Mills Act ordinance were established. Therefore, the City
Council may want to discuss the maximum amount of reduced property tax it is
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willing to accept year after year and have that establish the threshold or limits for
moving forward with a Mills Act Ordinance.

For illustrative purposes, it is estimated that a Mills Act qualifying private
residence in Beverly Hills that is 5,000 square feet in area with an assessed
value of 3.5 million, would save a property owner approximately 73% from their
general property tax assessment and reduce property tax collection in the city by
approximately $4,500 annually. These numbers are generalized and based on
assumed variables, which change over time based, in part on market conditions,
but also could relate to how long an individual has owned the property (newer
owners are likely to see greater reductions and savings as opposed to someone
who has owned their property for 20 years, for example). It should not be
assumed that every residence meeting the above criteria necessarily results in
the same savings to the owner or cost to the city.

School districts not receiving basic aid and other county programs also see
reductions in general property tax assessments through a Mills Act program.

Commercial properties could also be eligible if the local enabling ordinance
permitted this level of participation. As described in another report on the March
1, 2011 agenda, Paul Williams designed many commercial buildings in the City,
including the Saks Fifth Avenue building. It is reasonable to expect that such a
structure could be evaluated and determined eligible for listing as a local historic
resource and, therefore, eligible for assessed valuation reductions.

Commercial and multi-family properties generally see slightly less reductions
based on criteria in the capitalization rates used in the state / county formula.

The extent of a fiscal impact to the city would depend on how broad the program
was extended and whether, and to what extent, the city established a limit on the
number of applications or a cap on the lost property tax revenue.

Work Program

All items identified on the FY 2010-2011 Planning Division Work Plan are
expected to be completed by the end of the fiscal year. As shown on the
attached work plan, some efforts have been completed and work continues on
the remaining tasks. Importantly, work effort has already begun on all tasks.
Therefore, a shift at this point to a non-budgeted work effort would draw
resources from an existing task that may result in that task not being completed
this fiscal year and reduce the division’s overall efficiency in completing work
program assignments.

Hours dedicated to each task are estimated. Some tasks will go over allocated
time, others will be have residual hours that can be used on other efforts. Rather
than shifting the work program at this time, staff recommends that the Mills Act
be identified as the very next task to initiate should there be available staff hours
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to start that work effort. In the absence of available time, the Mills Act ordinance
will be identified as a task for the upcoming fiscal year work plan.

If the City Council determines it necessary to begin the Mills Act Ordinance this
fiscal year there are two options available:
1. Eliminate one of the pending work plan items (120 hours)
2. Direct staff to hire a consultant to prepare the work (estimated at
approximately $10,000)

Additionally, evaluation and implementation of a more proactive historic
preservation ordinance is identified as a ‘B’ Priority on the work plan, and
therefore, no dedicated staff time has been identified to begin work on this effort
at present. The steps to implement such a program would be similar to other
ordinances, which involve clear understanding of the Council’'s direction,
research and analysis, identification of options, evaluation of the benefits and
potential concerns, public outreach, hearings before the Planning Commission
and City Council, ordinance drafting and implementation.

FISCAL IMPACT

The recommendation contained in this report has no immediate or direct fiscal or
budget related impact. However, changes to the Work Program may alter the
completion of certain tasks. Additionally, if directed to proceed with a Mills Act
Ordinance, a fiscal analysis would be required to determine the loss in property
taxes that may result from participation in the program. Such analysis may
require the hiring of a consultant and the need to appropriate funds for that
service.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council make no change to the FY 2010-2011
Work Plan and that the Mills Act be incorporated into next year’s work plan.

Susan Healy Keene, AICP

Approved B M%/ m

I:\Planning\City Council Public Hearings\03.01.11\Mills Act Study Session.doc
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CURRENT FY 10-11 WORK PROGRAM (Planning). Last Council Modification: January 11, 2011

DEPARTMENT WORK ESTIMATED | PERCENT
NO. TITLE/DESCRIPTION SOURCE 1| REQUIRED ACTION
JDESE < Q PROGRAM EFFORT (HRS) | COMPLETION | COMPLETE

PLANNING

Ongoing Tasks. Other ‘ongoing’ tasks: process

and analyze current development projects,

process and analyze design-related applications,

plan review, support the public permit center Ongoing

Day-to-Day Work and .

PO1 counter, answer phones / emails, monitor 2010-11 Budget Z:ase PrZ)cessing Planning 14,439 through Fiscal

regional development activity, monitor state Year

legislation, and training.

Housing Element. Prepare the 2007-2013

Housing Element for review by the Planning Planning Commission

C issi and City C il ing/S
P02 omr.n|55|on, comme;nt by State Department of 2010-11 Budget n City .ounC| Rlaniing 500 Spring/Summe 80.0%

Housing & Community Development and Public Hearings/HUD r2011

hearings before the City Council approval of Program

General Plan Implementation - 5 Year Plan.

Identify, prioritize and develop a five-year Review of General

schedule to advance certain goals and Plan and Possible
P03 | objectives in the City’s General Plan 2010-11 Budget Public Hearings/City Planning 120 Summer 2011 15.0%

(Implementation Plan).

Council Adoption of
Text Amendment

ES: Economic Sustainability ~ GP: General Plan Goal/Policy VS: Vision Statement GF: Core Government Function - Foundation
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CURRENT FY 10-11 WORK PROGRAM (Planning). Last Council Modification: January 11, 2011

DEPARTMENT WORK ESTIMATED | PERCENT
NO. TITLE/DESCRIPTION SOURCE ES|GP|VS|GF |Pl| REQUIRED ACTION PROGRAM EFFORT (HRS) | COMPLETION | COMPLETE PRIORITY
Streamline Entitlement Process. Evaluate and
impl.ement strategies that strea.mline the o st evaliiation:of
Architectural, Design and Planning Commissions current practices and
entitlement process. Planning Commission .
; . . Spring/Summe
P04 2010-11Budget | x | x | X X | X and City Council Planning 361 2011 30.0% A
Public Hearings/City
Council Adoption of
Text Amendment
Medical Land Use Ordinance. Develop an
ordinance that limits new and expanded Planning Commission
medical office space in the city, include a and City Council
PO5 |provision that allows medical to be established 2010-11 Budget X | X X Public Hearings/City Planning 350 Winter 2010 95.0% A
in an existing building if code required parking is Council Adoption of
available Text Amendment
Zoning Interpretations Manual. Create a f
frameivork fgr and populate a publically i g Spring 2011 |
P06 . ) ) ) 2010-11 Budget X | x X X Municipal Code / Planning 180 ongoing as 1.0% A
available zoning code interpretations manual . 2
Development Projects needed

ES: Economic Sustainability = GP: General Plan Goal/Policy VS: Vision Statement GF: Core Government Function - Foundation
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CURRENT FY 10-11 WORK PROGRAM (Planning). Last Council Modification: January 11, 2011

DEPARTMENT WORK ESTIMATED PERCENT
PRIORITY
NO. TITLE/DESCRIPTION SOURCE ES|GP|VS|GF |PlI| REQUIRED ACTION PROGRAM EFFORT (HRS) | COMPLETION | COMPLETE
Zoning Code Amendments — 5 Year Plan.
Identify, prioritize and develop a five-year
schedule to amend the City’s Zoning Code to Staff Review of
i i ini i i i Municipal Code and Spring/Summe
P07 improve its administration, consistency with 2010-11 Budget x | x v I% p Planning 220 pring/' 15.0% A
other City regulations, enhance public Development r2011
participation and clarify conflicting or confusing Regulations
regulations .
Trousdale View Preservation. Develop
standards that protect/restore views of the LA Planning Commission
Basin obstructed by landscaping and trees. and City Council . | Fall/Winter
P08 2010-11 Budget X | X | X Plannin 250 | 85.0% A
. Public Hearings/HUD 8 2010 °
approval of Program
AC Membership Changes / Stagger DRC Terms.
Amend the Zoning Code to reduce, through : -
. Planning Commission
attrition, the Architectural Commission from 7 : :
to 5 appoi d change the discipli and City Counci Winter 2011
P09 ©© ‘a.ppo.mtees andc ange.t € |s.c1p ine Staff Initiated X | x X | Public Hearings/City Planning 80 50.0% A
qualifications to match Design Review ; ) or sooner
o Council Adoption of
Commission. Stagger so that no more than 2
. Text Amendment
members come off at one time.

ES: Economic Sustainability = GP: General Plan Goal/Policy VS: Vision Statement GF: Core Government Function - Foundation
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CURRENT FY 10-11 WORK PROGRAM (Planning). Last Council Modification: January 11, 2011

DEPARTMENT WORK ESTIMATED PERCENT
o P|V Pl| REQUIRED ACTION g PRIORITY
NS FIIEE/DESERIETION SOMRCE E2liG SIGE QUIRE PROGRAM EFFORT (HRS) | COMPLETION | COMPLETE
;/EQIk\ TDrafflc ThreshoI:.s.hS.upporIt t}:fe Pu:hc G Coun Blantiitie Commdission —
P10 orks .epartme-nt, which Is eva L.Ja x.n-gc AgRs y. ] X X | X and City Council g. 40 Summer 2010 | 100.0% A
to the city’s traffic thresholds of significance Initiated ; ; Transportation
Public Hearings
Second Unit / Accessory Structure Ordinance S.
of SMB Text amendment for short section of
South Spalding [?;ive 1\:/vhere it abuti the alley Planning Commission
annithe \Ilv?st si .e o Rohxbury Park (432 - 492 Planning and City Council
P11 South Spalding Drive). The text amendment Commission X Public Hearings/City | Planning 80 Winter 2010 100.0% A
would allow two-story second units as are ;i . .
lowed inth I b of Initiated Council Adoption of
allowed in the Central Area north of Santa Test Amendment
Monica Boulevard.
Renaming Little Santa Monica. Proposed name Community
h toh Will R , Councilmember i
b1 Change to honor Will Rogers - X | x CutreaghyPublic Planning 20 Fall 2010 100.0% A
Initiated Hearings/ Council
- Adoption
|Medical Marijuana Ordinance. Develop an
interim ordinance that specifically prohibits the Planning Commission
establishment of medical marijuana dispensers and City Council
P13 |in the City Council Initiated X | x Public Hearings/City Planning/CAO 80 Spring 2011 100.0% A
Council Adoption of
Text Amendment

ES: Economic Sustainability ~ GP: General Plan Goal/Policy VS: Vision Statement GF: Core Government Function - Foundation
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CURRENT FY 10-11 WORK PROGRAM (Planning). Last Council Modification: January 11, 2011

TITLE/DESCRIPTION SOURCE ES|GP|VS|GF |PlI| REQUIRED ACTION DEPARTMENT. WORK ESTMATED RN PRIORITY
NO: / PROGRAM EFFORT (HRS) | COMPLETION | COMPLETE
Sustainable City Plan — Support the Public
Works Department and assist with the
collection of data on City processes and input . ;
Research and Present | Planning / Public
i isti i il Initi 280 Spring 2011 10.0% A
P14 into existing software programs to establish Council Initiated X | X | X - Worles pring 0
baseline information on City government’s
carbon emissions.
Subway. Review and comment on the subway
extension including consideration for grand :
ions f i il and oth i Planning Outreach/Coordinatio | Planning / Public
p15 | Stations featuring retail and other synergetic Commission &City| % | & | % - : : g 200 ongoing 85.0% A
acitivies. NOTE: Part of amended work e n and Public Hearings Works
Council Initiated
program
California Code Adoption. Assist the Building &
Safety Division with review and coc-ie-rellated The Beverly Hills Code
amendments for the new 2010 California Codes Adoption Committee
| has been conducting
various meetings with
2010-11 Budget Planning / Bldg &
P16 get/ X X | x | regional cities and ing/ Bldg 80 Winter 2010 100.0% A
State Mandate | ) Safety
counties and will be
presenting a code |
adoption ordinance in |
the Fall of 2010.
Strategic City Plan. Participate and implement
work plan items resulting from the City Manager- : Assist City Manager's
. . City Manager . e . .
P17 |driven strategic plan e — X X | x | x | Office with visioning / Planning 150 Spring 2011 70.0% A
reorganization efforts
Noise Ordinance. Amplified Music in Residential
Areas. Extending the time limit for amplified Planning Commission
music in residential areas. . and City Council .
Councilmember . , . . Winter 2011
P18 . X | X X Public Hearings/City Planning 80 100.0% A
Initiated or sooner

Council Adoption of
Text Amendment

ES: Economic Sustainability = GP: General Plan Goal/Policy VS: Vision Statement GF: Core Government Function - Foundation
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CURRENT FY 10-11 WORK PROGRAM (Planning). Last Council Modification: January 11, 2011

NO.

TITLE/DESCRIPTION

SOURCE

ES

GP

Vs

GF

p

REQUIRED ACTION

DEPARTMENT
PROGRAM

WORK
EFFORT (HRS)

ESTIMATED
COMPLETION

PERCENT
COMPLETE

PRIORITY

ES: Economic Sustainability = GP: General Plan Goal/Policy VS: Vision Statement GF: Core Government Function - Foundation

Page 6 of 6

Pl: Process Improvement

2/23/2011



Attachment 2

Non-Budgeted Work Effort / Priorities



NON-BUDGETED WORK EFFORT/PRIORITIES

DEPARTMENT WORK
3 E P Pl UIRED ACTION DURATION* | PRIORITY
NO TITLE/DESCRIPTION SOURC ES| GP| VS| GF REQ CTIO PROGRAM EFFORT (HRS)
Non-Budgeted Work Effort / Priorities
Extend SFD Design Review to Hillside &
Trousdale. Evaluate and develop Planning Commission and City
i i il Public Heari Cit
1 recommendations re.lated to the extension 2010-11 Budget X | x COUHC”. uplic .earlngs/ ity Planning 300 1 Year B
of design review of single family homes in Council Adoption of Text
Hillside and Trousdale Amendment
Affordable Housing Policy. Develop a
structure to manage affordable housing
::ntslm tf;e ety '_“OTE: This s :Gent-elnl'z-: City Council Meetings/Research Blaniring/ Poile
2 an. mplemEniation pro'gran? IRENEIGE Councilmember Initiated X | X | x and dialogue with other & Y 120 9-12 months B
considered for future review in the . o and Management
. . agencies/organizations
current fiscal year's five year GP
Implementation plan
Commercial Entertainment. Extending or
establishing zones within commercial
areas where entertainment and amplified
.musm is permltteq. Consider a CUP so that Planning Commission and City
it can be revoked if abused, but make the . . : :
: - Council Public Hearings/City .
4 |CUP available at a nominal cost or design a | Councilmember Initiated| x | x | x . ) Planning 120 4-6 months B
here | be i dand Council Adoption of Text
procgss where it Cf:m e |s'sue an -
administered administratively.
" |Historic Preservation Standards &
Creation of a Certified Local Agency.
Explore the possibility, steps and costs of
astablishi [ histori :
ioa k:;:lr:\lg:Tlsc?hTs':orlcci preselr\;’a:tmn City Council Meetings/Research
. : Thi . -
5 |Prog . Isa enera. al Councilmember Initiated X | x and dialogue with other Planning 400 9-12 months B
Implementation program that will be apencies /orEanlzations
considered for future review in the B &
current fiscal year's five year GP
Implementation plan

ES: Economic Sustainability = GP: General Plan Goal/Policy VS: Vision Statement GF: Core Government Function - Foundation

* Estimated Start to Finish, After Authorization to Proceed.
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DEPARTMENT WORK
DURATION* | PRIORITY
NO. TITLE/DESCRIPTION SOURCE ES|GP| VS| GF |PI REQUIRED ACTION PROGRAM EFFORT (HRS)
Parking In-Lieu Fees. Return to Council
with information on the in-lieu fee
program. History, past action, cost of
construction, etc. NOTE: City Council .
’ Research/Report and City .
i i i il Initiated Plannin 80 4-6 months B
6 |directed AD HOC meeting follow up. City Council Initiate X | X | X Galinell HEaring g
Request to advance restaurant only
expansion not supported by CC on January
11, 2011
Reduce Planning Entitlement Expiration B h/R o
7 |Timeframe. Explore the possibility of City Council Initated X kel _epor ,an Y Planning 80 2 months B
: . Council Hearing
reducing current 3-5 year entitlement
expiration of approvals to 2 years and/or
payment beyond 3 year entitlement.
Mlliet Ordl.nance -, . . Planning Commission and City
Implement this federal program providing | Planning Commission ) g : )
: . — . Council Public Hearings/City .
8 [tax benefits for historic rehabilitation of Recommended City X X 7 Planning 120 4-6 months B
ivat ) Phaiil Brdsiss Council Adoption of Text
private property. Arendimen
Density Bonus/Second Unit Ordinance
Revisions. Update the City's density bonus
and second-unit provisions to more
effectlvkj!yhlmplemegt S;ate mandates and Planning Commission and City
9 to TSta dls standardst a.t proFect the Planning Commission « x| x Ix Council Public Hearings/City Plannin 120 P a—— B
sc;? eand character of residentlal Initiated Council Adoption of Text -
neighborhoods. NOTE: To be evalutated
y Amendment
as part of the current fiscal year's 5 year
zoning code update plan

ES: Economic Sustainability  GP: General Plan Goal/Policy VS: Vision Statement GF: Core Government Function - Foundation

* Estimated Start to Finish, After Authorization to Proceed.
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DEPARTMENT

WORK

| DURATION* | PRIORITY
NO. TITLE/DESCRIPTION SOURCE ES|GP| VS| GF |PI REQUIRED ACTION e EFFORT (HRS)
R-1 Mass and Bulk Standards. Revisit
current development standards with
respect to their-adequ.acy in.addressing Planning Commission and City
10 mass and scale issues |.nc|l{d|ng basement Planning Commission < | x Council Public Hearings/City plafifi 400 9-12 months B
areas and related parking issues. NOTI.E. To Initiated Council Adoption of Text g
be evalutated as part of the current fiscal AfteRdmant
year's 5 year zoning code update plan
Reduce Unit Size and Increase Devsnty on Planning Commission and City
R4 Zoned Parcels. Explore decreasing the . . : ;
11 |mini it size for multi-family uni City Council Initiated | x | x Gounsl) Publis Hearingg/city Plannin 80 6-8 months B
mlgllmum u.nlt sdlze 9r multi-family units y Council Adoption of Text g
and increasing density Rar e
Commercial CID. Qrdlnance: Pevelop Planning Commission and City
standards that limit or prohibit the Council Public Hearings/City
12 |conversion of commercial properties into 2010-11 Budget X | X | x : § Planning 180 9-12 months C
) Council Adoption of Text
to common interest developments
Amendment
I-inlls:jde(;lu:hw :res:rv:/tlont. Devt?lop : Planning Commission and City
13 |SLendar S. ok RIGESCReIestare vrew? © 2010-11 Budget X | X| X Council Public Hearings/HUD Planning 250 1 Year c
the LA Basin obstructed by landscaping
approval of Program
and trees.
Affordable Housing Strategies Ordinance.
Zone Text Amendment which institutes
affordable housing mechanisms, such as
inclusionary housing, contributions to a Planning Commission and City
i ies. Planning Commission Council Public Hearings/Cit .
14 housing trust fund, and other strategies g x | x| x gs/City Planning 200 4B c

NOTE: To be evalutated as part of the
current fiscal year's 5 year zoning code
update plan

Initiated

Council Adoption of Text
Amendment

ES: Economic Sustainability ~ GP: General Plan Goal/Policy VS: Vision Statement GF: Core Government Function - Foundation

* Estimated Start to Finish, After Authorization to Proceed.
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DEPARTMENT WORK
IRED A N DURATION* | PRIORITY
NO. TITLE/DESCRIPTION SOURCE ES|GP| VS| GF |PI REQUIRED ACTIO PROGRAM EFFORT (HRS)
Appeal Fees. Present report on Appeal
Fees on recently approved Fee Schedule.
What the fee applies to and appropriate
i ngfe _Of costs (cost recovery to . City Council Meetings/Research
15 subsidized). Eval.uate of w.hat. other cfties City Council Initiated X and dialogue with other Planning 40 2 months C
charge. NOTE: City Council directed staff agencies/organizations
to evaluate changes to appeal fees
(September 2010)
CEQA Thresholds. Consider changes to the
city’s thresholds of significance used for Planning Commission and City
i i i i il Public Heari iri f Plannin
16 anialysls bayand tatfl; such:as parking; st City Council Initiated X | X |x Coyngl Gublle earmgs/Hmng ° o g/. 360 9-12 months C
quality, view, shade / shadows, etc. Consultant/Preparation of New | Transportation
Technical Studies
Historic Properties Application Fee. "
Return to Council re: fee structure, how
many owner’s have taken advantage of
this program, whether the fee is too high, City Council Meetings/Research
17 |evaluation of other Cities' programs. City Council Initiated X | X and dialogue with other Planning 40 3-4 months C
NOTE: This fee will be elimiated upon agencies/organizations
adoption of next FY Fee Schedule
Theater & Arts District. Explore possible
changes to the City’s anmg Code and/or Research Planning and
General Plan to establish a theater / arts :
district at th t ti f Wilshi Bedeyelapment Laws Elanning Planning/ Polic
18 IGLEICE al'Ehe eas ern portiona ) '.S e Councilmember Initiated| x X Commission and City Council & ¥ 400 9-12 months C
Blvd. Explore possibility of establishing a : : : ! and Management
Redevelopment Agency to Impl ¢ Public Hearings/City Council
pment Agency to implemen Adoption of Text Amendment
changes .
Tie Planning Entitlements to Individuals .
. Research Planning Laws
not Property. Explore the possibility of . 25 .
. . ! Planning Commission and City
changing entitlement ownership from the . i ) . . . .
19 T . Councilmember Initiated | x Council Public Hearings/City Planning/CAO 80 2 months G
property owner to individual applicants. . .
Council Adoption of Text
| Amendment
|

ES: Economic Sustainability ~ GP: General Plan Goal/Policy VS: Vision Statement GF: Core Government Function - Eoundation

* Estimated Start to Finish, After Authorization to Proceed.
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DEPARTMENT WORK
DURATION* | PRIORITY
NO. TITLE/DESCRIPTION SOURCE ES|GP| VS| GF | PI REQUIRED ACTION PROGRAM EFFORT (HRS)

Zoning Code Amendments. The Design
Review Commission has identified a
number of Zoning Code amendments that

it would like to see implemented. The Planning Commission and City

,0 |@mendments relate to building height, Des.lgr) REVI.ETN @ | 5 Council .PUb“C H.earmgs/Clty — 180 6-8 months c
basements, window heights, average Commission Initiated Council Adoption of Text
setbacks, porte cocheres, alley access and Amendment

reduced side yards.

Change Zoning from R1 to R4 & General Planning Commission and City

Plan Designation (as appropriate) for Council Public Hearings/City

21 |certain parcels located on Carson Street. | Councilmember Initiated X ) ) Planning 80 6-9 months C
Council Adoption of Text

Amendment

Historic Hot Dog Stand. Look for
opportunities to bring the former West
Hollywood stand that is currently in
storage to the City.

22 Councilmember Initiated X Staff Outreach and discussions Planning 50 3 months G

Master Parking Inventory and Program.
Support Public Works with an inventory of
public and private parking in the Business
i i Planning Commission Plannin
23 Triangle and a cc.)or.dlnated managemer?t g. ] X | X | x| x Hire Consultant/Conduct Study g/.
program to maximize use of these parking Initiated Transportation

resources.

80 4-6 months C

Hotel Ordinance Text Amendment
requiring PC approval to reduce room
count, and amending duration of stay Outreach/ Planning Commission
24 |requirements as transient occupancy uses. Planning.(?‘ommission x| x|« a.nd Cit.y CounciI.Puinc ' - - P — &
NOTE: To be evalutated as part of the Initiated Hearings/City Council Adoption
current fiscal year's 5 year zoning code of Text Amendment

update plan

) . I

ES: Economic Sustainability ~ GP: General Plan Goal/Policy VS: Vision Statement GF: Core Government Function - Foundation PI: Process Improvement

* Estimated Start to Finish, After Authorization to Proceed. Page 5 of 6




DEPARTMENT WORK
b IPTION E PV F |PI IRED ACTION DURATION* | PRIORITY
NO TITLE/DESCRIPTIO SOURCE S|G S| G REQU CTIO PROGRAM EFFORT (HRS)
Rooftop Use Ordinance. Zone Text
Am:ndment FO encouragfe |a2d e?<pand Planning Commission and City
FEHTopEEE In SR al, oSG, Planning Commission Council Public Hearings/City .
25 |NOTE: To be evalutated as part of the " X | X | X . ) Planning 80 4 months C
1 . Initiated Council Adoption of Text
current fiscal year's 5 year zoning code
Amendment
update plan
Single Lot Standards. Zone Text
Amendment to development regulations
to improve the viability of single lot Planning Commission and City
i 3 : Planning Commission Council Public Hearings/Cit .
26 commercial development. NOTE T.o be g. : | x | x | x unci . u . gs/City Planning 30 a sl C
evalutated as part of the current fiscal Initiated Council Adoption of Text
year's 5 year zoning code update plan Amendment
Medical Backup Generators. Explore
requiring existing medical office buildings
to be equipped with backup power Research and possible hearings
27 |systems to protect patients in the event of | Councilmember Initiated before the Planning Commission Planning 50 2-3 months C
power outages during medical procedures & City Council
Redevelopment Agency. Study the
. g g ; ¥ Y Planning Commission and City
feasibility of establishing a redevelopment . . ; :
< g ; " Council Public Hearings/City .
28 agency in Beverly Hills Councilmember Initiated| x . . Planning 250 9-12 months C
Council Adoption of Text
Amendment |

ES: Economic Sustainability ~ GP: General Plan Goal/Policy VS: Vision Statement GF: Core Government Function - Foundation

* Estimated Start to Finish, After Authorization to Proceed.
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