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briefs
BHUSD Board Approves 
Early Childhood Center 
Resolution

The Board of Education approved a 
resolution Tuesday establishing a long-
term vision for expanding the city’s ex-
isting preschool program into a compre-
hensive early childhood center.

The resolution directs staff to devel-
op a plan following the transition of the 
city’s preschool program to BHUSD un-
der the Joint Powers Agreement. 

The plan also calls for exploring pro-
gramming for parents, grandparents and 
caregivers, including Parent and Me and 
Grandparent and Me classes, music and 
movement, sensory activities, art, liter-
acy, motor-skill development and play-
based learning.

The resolution also directs the super-
intendent to return to the Board with a 
comprehensive implementation report 
by Dec. 1. The report is expected to 
outline proposed phases and timelines, 
projected costs, licensing requirements, 
staffing needs, funding sources and rec-
ommendations for expanding the pro-
gram.

Public Works Commission 
to Review Residential Trash 
Rate Options

The Public Works Commission is ex-
pected to discuss potential changes to 
how residential solid waste rates are 
calculated, at its Thursday meeting. 

City staff is recommending that the 
commission provide direction on evalu-
ating alternative rate structures for resi-
dential customers who receive curbside 
collection service.

Residential customers are currently 
billed under different methods depend-
ing on their property and service type. 
Single-family homes are generally 
charged based on lot size, while multi-
family properties with alley cart service 

“Candidates for 
Commissions Will Now 
be Interviewed at Public 
Meetings”

Previously, two council members and 
two commissioners would interview 
commission candidates behind closed 
doors, would recommend a candidate for 
appointment, and the council would in-
variably appoint the selected candidate.  

A few of us who review City Council 
meeting agendas—Steve Mayer, Thom-
as White, Chairman of the Municipal 
League, John Luca, and I, became very 
concerned when the study session and 
City Council meeting agendas for last 
week reflected that a developer was be-
ing recommended for appointment to 
the Planning Commission.  We did not 
believe he was likely to share our values 
and we had no way of knowing what his 
values were because he had been inter-
viewed and chosen behind closed doors 
by Councilmembers Sharona Nazarian, 
Lester Friedman, and two planning com-
missioners.

I researched the subject and found the 
case of Joiner v. City of Sebastopol (1981) 
125 Cal.App.3d 799, which requires such 
city commission interviews to be held in 
public under the Brown Act, as opposed 
to behind closed doors.

I communicated the information to 
Mayor Corman and our City Attorney 
Larry Wiener.  They listened and the pro-
posed appointment of the developer to the 
Planning Commission was removed from 
last week’s study session and City Coun-
cil agendas.  City Manager Ryan Gohlich 
further explained that questions had been 
raised about the city’s recruiting process 
for commissioners and so the city was go-
ing to revisit its procedures in terms of the 
Brown Act and other compliance issues.

We consider this a very significant de-
velopment because previously we had 
no insight into why commissioners were 
being chosen or the values of our coun-
cilmembers which were driving those 
selections.  Now we may not only gain 
a great deal more information about our 
councilmembers and those they select, 
but we may also comment at the public 
meetings and to that extent we may well 
have more of a say in commissioner se-
lections.

The selection of a planning commis-
sioner is particularly important because 
the Planning Commission now has the 
power to even approve builder’s remedy 
projects, and these Planning Commission 
decisions are only reviewable by the City 
Council upon the payment of an outra-
geous appeal fee in excess of $7,000.
Darian Bojeaux
Beverly Hills 

“One Beverly Hills Short 
Term Rentals” 

I am writing to express my opposition 
to the proposal by the developer of the 
Beverly Hills One project to permit short 
term rentals for 44 of the residential con-
dominiums to be built as part of the proj-
ect.    We are long term residents of Bev-
erly Hills - my wife grew up here, and we 
have lived in our current house in Beverly 
Hills since 1978.

In my opinion, what the developers are 
requesting is a bad idea and is not in the 
best interests of Beverly Hills and its resi-
dents.   Obviously, I understand why One 
Beverly Hills wants this concession, as it 
believes that allowing short term rentals 
will drive sales and pricing for the units.   

I do understand that higher unit pricing 
for the units could marginally benefit the 
City through higher property taxes.   But 
in my opinion, this slight potential benefit 
does not outweigh the detriments to the 
City and its residents..

The Courier points out that when One 
Beverly Hills was first approved in 2021, 
short term rentals were expressly prohib-
ited.   The developers should not now go 
back to the well to seek a more advanta-
geous position for the project than the de-
velopers agreed to and the City initially 
approved.  This is not the first time the 
developers have sought to improve its 
entitlements beyond what was initially 
agreed.   I know of two instances (there 
may be more):   

The developers sought to change the 
height and density of the project - it took 
a referendum of the citizens to defeat that 
effort.

The developer sought, and the City un-
fortunately approved, a City sponsored 
bond issue to lower the project’s interest 
expense - although this change was ‘sold' 
on the basis of it not costing Beverly Hills 
anything, analysis (as I pointed out to the 
City Council when I opposed that change) 
demonstrates that the City and the Bever-
ly Hills Unified School District will find 
that their property tax collections will be 
significantly reduced as a result.

The developers should live with the 
bargain that they made, and if a change is 
to be made, the City should require that it 
clearly and  incontrovertibly would ben-
efit the City - this proposed change does 
the opposite.

The argument that having condomini-
um units available for short term rental 
would increase high end visitation to the 
City does not hold water.   What is the ev-
idence that there is a shortage of luxury 
accommodations in the City?   There is no 
shortage.   It is far more likely that these 
short term rental condominiums will, if 
anything, displace demand from our ex-
isting luxury properties.

The City has spent a lot of effort devel-
oping a ban on short-term rentals.   That 
measure, which makes sense to me, will 
inevitably be          compromised if the 
developers’ proposal is approved.    While 
I read the developers’ ‘position’ that this 
exception is somehow ‘different’ from 
what the City adopted because there is a 
hotel involved, I do not think that is per-
suasive.    There is, I believe, already liti-

gation challenging the City’s ban; approv-
ing the developers’ proposal will only add 
fuel to that fire, generating non-frivolous 
arguments that  unequal treatment is being 
provided to the developers.   Approval of 
this proposal will necessarily complicate 
the City’s defense of its                gen-
eral short term rental ban, leading to in-
creased litigation expense and increasing 
the likelihood of the City losing the case 
and having its carefully constructed poli-
cy declared invalid.   Apart from unequal 
treatment not being fair, why should the 
City jeopardize its public policy in order 
to benefit the developers?   I think that 
would be very imprudent on the part of 
the City Council and that the residents 
would be very angry should that occur.   
Does the City Council want to take that 
chance?
Gary N. Jacobs
Beverly Hills 






