
RESOLUTION 

WHEREAS, the City Council unanimously adopted the Hollywood Community 
Plan Update (HCPU) on June 19, 2012, amending the General Plan of the City of Los 
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Element, and Framework Element; and 

WHEREAS, in amending the Hollywood Community Plan in 2012, the City did 
not repeal the 1988 Hollywood Community Plan; and 

WHEREAS, on February 11, 2014, the Los Angeles Superior Court issued a 
Judgment ordering the City to "rescind, vacate and set aside all actions approving the 
[HCPU] and all actions certifying [the EIR] adopted in connection therewith, as well as 
all related approvals issued in furtherance of the HCPU," as described in the trial court's 
Judgment; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that all actions approving the HCPU, 
all actions certifying the EIR adopted in connection therewith, and all related approvals 
issued in furtherance of the HCPU, including but not limited to the text and maps 
associated with the HCPU, the Resolution amending the Hollywood Community Plan, all 
amendments to the General Plan Transportation and Framework Elements made to 
reflect changes in the HCPU, the adoption of the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations, the adoption of the Mitigation and Monitoring Program, and the 
adoption of Findings in support of the foregoing are hereby rescinded, vacated, and set 
aside. The phrase "all related approvals," however, refers only to those quasi-legislative 
actions that were necessary to carry out the HCPU and the related California 
Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") documents and that the provisions hereof do not 
rescind those adjudicatory approvals the City made after the HCPU was adopted. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that it is the City's intent that by rescinding, 
vacating, and setting aside all actions approving the HCPU, the City will, by operation of 
law, revert to the Hollywood Community Plan, and other General Plan elements that 
were in place immediately prior to the City's adoption of the HCPU. 



RESOLUTION 

WHEREAS, in 1996 and 2001, the City adopted the Framework element of the General Plan, 
which guides the update of other General Plan elements and is based on planning principles to 
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quality; 

WHEREAS, the City initiates updates to the various elements of the General Plan, including 
the City's 35 Community Plans, in part, based on monitoring policies and programs 
described in the Framework Element; 

WHEREAS, on June 19, 2012, the City adopted the Hollywood Community Plan Update 
(HCPU) directing future growth to areas of Hollywood where new development could be 
supported by transportation infrastructure; 

WHEREAS, on January 15, 2014, following three separate legal challenges to the HCPU, 
the Los Angeles County Superior Court issued a Final Statement of Decision and on 
February 11, 2014, issued a Judgment concluding that the adoption of the HCPU rendered 
the City's General Plan internally inconsistent because the HCPU did not contain the same 
monitoring policies and programs that are set forth in the Framework Element; 

WHEREAS, the City has historically interpreted and implemented the Framework Element's 
monitoring policies and programs as being in place to guide the Community Plan update 
process; 

WHEREAS, the City does not interpret the Framework Element to require Community Plans 
themselves to contain the same monitoring policies and programs; 

WHEREAS, the Court of Appeal in Saunders v. City of Los Angeles (Case No_ 8232415) 
held that the Framework Element's monitoring programs are discretionary, and dependent 
upon the availability of resources and competing priorities; 

WHEREAS, the Los Angeles Superior Court's Final Statement of Decision and Judgment 
has created the need to clarify the role of the Framework Element's monitoring policies and 
programs; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of the Los Angeles City Charter, the Mayor and the City 
Planning Commission have transmitted their recommendations on the amendment. 

WHEREAS, the amendment is intended to overrule and supersede the trial court's interpretation 
of the General Plan Framework element's monitoring policies and programs in Fix the City, Inc. 
v. City of Los Angeles, et aL, LASC Case No. BS138580, La Mirada Avenue Neighborhood 
Association of Hollywood v. City oflos Angeles, et al., LASC Case No_ BS 



138369, and SaveHollywood.Org, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al., LASC Case No. BS 
138370, and to reaffirm the Court of Appeal's interpretation in Saunders v. City of Los Angeles 
(Case No. 8232415). This amendment, however, does not change the City's historical 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Framework Element is hereby amended to 
add the following language, (as shown in underline below), on page 1-6 of Chapter 1 of the 
Framework Element, immediately following the first paragraph under the Monitoring and 
Reporting section: 

MONITORING AND REPORTING 
The Department of City Planning will develop and implement a growth Monitoring 
System and annually prepare a Report on Growth and Infrastructure to the Mayor, 
City Council, and the City Planning Commission. The Annual Report on Growth and 
Infrastructure will include policy and program recommendations and summary 
information generated by the Monitoring System on the City's changing 
circumstances, needs, and trends. 

The monitoring policies and programs are intended to guide the City's process of 
updating other General Plan elements, including the City's 35 Community Plans. 
The Framework Element does not require. and was not intended to require. 
Community Plans themselves to contain monitoring policies or programs. 
Furthermore. the monitoring programs discussed in Saunders v. City of Los Angeles 
(Case No. 8232415). i.e .. Programs 42 and 43 are discretionary as the Saunders 
Court held. 


