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rlistory of rlillsicdle Regulations

Currently applicaole ordinances and guidelines
Progosals currenily nefore Planning Cornrnissior
Wnat Glendale doesn’t do

Ouoitlons for action / Costs / Directijon to staff
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Proteciion of views — frormn intrusive oulldings
vegelatior

Downnill

Uonill

Proteciion of undeveloped opern space
Meansionization (new oulldings/additions)
Compeatiollity noorly defined

snadows, lignt and air

Privacy

Arcriltectural style/Neignoornood characier
Alternailves for FAR calculation

Protection of trees in wooded areas
Intrusive signeage

Property rignts
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Views




fforts
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CuUrrernt

Current rlillsicle Worxing Group
(rnansionization, FAR alternailves)

Cornpatiollity Definition
¢
Ooerl Space Assessrrent Disirict/Clty
ourcnases of larc

vised Tree Ordinearnce
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Pasaclerna
Laiguria Beacr
Meliou

Rancno Palos

BUroank

City Cornparisorn
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Whicrn Views are Protecied?
=

Beverly rlills Downslope - “L.A, Basin”

Pasaclens Usually downslope; could ve view of
rmountains (one case); cerialn views of
City rlall

Laguna Beacr Al views

Meliou Views of ocean: views of nills frorn
“scerlic roacls”

%m'r s

10 Palos ‘Near Views' — natiural settings
: Far Views' — ocean, city
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La Ca \rizicla- All views
Flintricge
BUrDan Usuzlly downslope; upsloge view only

wher triere Is no downslope view



Beverly rlills
N acl of nelgnooring

View is rmeasured frorm 6 feet above ine level o
nouses within 300 feet

4 \/Jew rmezns ‘view of LA basin’

s Story poles required wnen there is a nearing

Pasaclensa

s Cavold blocking views to the meudmurn extent feasiole as determined
0y review auinority’

s Includes landscaping

m View s frorn ‘or]mrur/ living arez’ — living roorr, farnily roorn, patio —
not Kiicnen or pedroorr

s Siory poles reunrecJ In nillsicle areas
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Laguna Beacrn ancd Maliou

)

s sirnllar to tnose frorn

m Preserving views and privacy may conflict
s Story ooles required

MALIBU

m Cap of 114, 172 5.1, for new rniomes

m Proiect \/Jews of trhie ocear, or view of nills frorn scenic
roacds

s Story ooles required;
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PV
s Planning Cornrnission reviews all 2nd siories o
orotect views — story poles required

= Privacy and orr~oroo~rr/ views cornsidered

a Sirict lirnits on vegetation

LCF

a “Minirnize” plocking views

n Protecied views are frorn “orimary living areas”
s Landscaping Is conirolled

s Story poles required with ‘274 floor review



BURBANK

Apolies only to nillside areas

Apolied usually to downslope view only; unless
inere Is none — tnen apolied to | IOJJooe View

setoacks pased on ngrJoorJrU 1oUses

New riornes ey not “unrecessarily or
Imrea?on?lbly” 2rCrozcr ugor views

ory ooles are recornmernded, not codif]
/JJ(rIH/ Lsed.
View siuclies sorneiirmnes recuired

Orne nouse denjed
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View Protectiorn is not Design Review

(<e ncno Palos Verdes)
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regulatory rlistory (. 1 of 2

1989 — Interirn Ordinarc C8 - clesign review
errorll e cl: clevelopment standards for ROS,
HAIK, F

©
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91 — Design Review macle perrmarnent

19935 — “Hillsicdle Ordinance” arnending zoning,
supdivision, & grad]ru J'tglnrlrlrflj “rlllside
Design Guidelines” & * erJ(IJJgroe Guidelines for
rlillside Developrnent”



regulatory rlistory (. z of 2)

2001 — rnodified FAR for ROS and RIR; cornpatioility
witr ine neignoornood and visual Irnpact of projects or
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lopes introduced
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Mearch, 2004 - rodifled neignt lirnit, FAR, nouse size,
cdriveway slope, and landscaping standards in ROS, RIR,
& R

Nov. 2004 — arnended FAR In ROS, RIR, & Rlarmending
floor area ratio standard in ROS, RIR, & R

N

PC currently considering furtner arnendrnents

(



Applicaple Ordinanc
Guldelines (p. 1

. Zoning Codle
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Slope of bulldanle lots
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Slze aml Joggluom of retaining walls

Landscape plar
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Applicaple Ordinances arnd
Guidelines (p. 2 of 3)

S]rule Farnlly Nelgnoornood Desigr)
Guiclelin
> Predorminant arcniteciural style of
rlillsicle Design Guidelines
> Focused on supdivision, roadways, uillifies
arndscaping
> Minimeal direction on puilding massing and
scele

> Retaining walls
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Applicaple Ordinances and
Guldelines (p. 3 of 3)

5

Landscape Design Guldelines for rlillsides

Design Heview Board

/7

Suodivision Ordinearnce

Ridgeline Protection
Jnd]genous Tree Ordinarnce

Engineering and Grading
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Irrently oeing considerecd by Planning

(D

Cornrnissior
Focus on Adarns rlill, Chevy Chase and

clty-wide cnanges
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Current rlillsice Work]ng Groug

Aclarmns Hill & C

s ADAMS HILL

paring solutions
> smaller lots

> FAR

Crievy Chase

> Increased side setbacks

~I

> developrment on laryer lots
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nt rlillside Working Groug
Cliy-wicle Cnanges

Z2-story nelgnt lirnit

fIrJ\/Her/ lengin rmeasured frorn street curo

Gracduated or variaole FAR

/

Differentlaie petweern upnill and downnill lots
Moclify front setoack regulations for garages
Procedural crnianges (e,J,, AE for srnall Increases
In FAR, eliminaie CUP for new riouses, irmorove

e
rlillside Design Guidelines)



Defining Cornpatlollity

Code gives Implicit guidance (rnass,
rmeterials, site placernent)

Draft golicy on tne corntext for inese
cornparisons (geograpnic coniexi,
cornpatioility versus conforrnity)
Preserited o joint session of potn DRBES
15 yerl

No cornsens
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Protectiorn of undeveloped open space
Mansionization (riew pulldings/acdditions)

Alternatives for FAR calculation
Archnitectural s-yle/ HJJ(JOOHJOO(J crieractar
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Protection of views — frorm Inirusive
oulldings and/or vegetaijon

> Dowrinill

> Upnill

snacdows, lignt and air

rvecy

Property rignis
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WHAT GLENDALE DOES NOT DO [N
COMPARISON TO OTJ—J:F CITIES

Cocle language on compeatipllity I1s vague,
Code staies, “Confliciing relatlonsnips o
adjace' 1t oulldings ... snould be avoided,” out |
“view protection” and Forivacy”.
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rment for story poles or to snow
icljacent oulldings. (DRB rnay request inese.)
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WHAT VIEWS TO PROTECT?

Views frorn nillsides dowrislope
Views frorn nillsides upslope
Views frorm flatlancs to rnouritains
All views



Finisn current rlillside discussion
Finisn Open Space Assessrent Distr. discussior)

Cocle amendrments In conjunction witn rlillsice
Orcdinance updaie

3

Cornprenensive Cocde and Design Guidelines

Review (1-2 years)
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Moratoriurn on 2nd stories in nillsice
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Option One: QUICK CHANGES

1. Snort-term focus group on pararmeters for view
proteciion and privacy; rlrlfl defining cornpatioility

Procedural: Use of story poles, plans to sriow

neignooring oulldings

s zoning Code: Require findings in DRB approvals; acd
view protection arnd privacy to rleJJng review standarcs

N

i)
D]sadvan'tage: NJE comor@mfanz]v@ solution: view

Sorne cost "£ rlOOJJ CelNis, mOrlere te staff co
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Ogtlon Two: Code amendrments
In Conjunction witn/supolernenting
H]Hside Ordl.

Advarnitage:  Addresses important jssues
Disacdvarniage: Longer timefrarme
Cosis: Voclerate arnount of staff

firne; notcing and meeting
oreparaiion cosis



Ogtlon Triree: Cornorenerisive geview

s Updaie mlillside Design Standarcds and Single-
farnily guidelines (General i
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s Ore [0 Iwo year grocess witn advisory groug

s |cdentify potential one-story neignpornood
conservaltiorn areas

Cosis:  Consideraple staff costs, out alreacly
art of General Plan Update
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