City Council Regular Meeting - March 17, 2026

Meeting Time: 03-17-26 18:00

eComments Report

Meetings Meeting Agenda Comments Support Oppose Neutral
Time Iltems

City Council Regular Meeting - March 17, 03-17-26 45 6 1 3 1

2026 18:00

Sentiments for All Meetings

The following graphs display sentiments for comments that have location data. Only locations of users who have commented
will be shown.

Overall Sentiment

I Support(16%) M Oppose (50%) MM Neutral (16%)
I No Response (16%)




City Council Regular Meeting - March 17, 2026
03-17-26 18:00

5. 26-0096 1 0 1 0
Consideration of:

a) Second Reading and Adoption of Ordinance No. 26-0005, Amending

Sections of the Manhattan Beach Municipal Code Chapter 6.01 Licensing

Regulations; and

b) Resolution No. 26-0022 Amending the Citywide User Fee Schedule

to Include a Business License Appeal Fee of a $500 Deposit, Plus Actual

Costs (Not Budgeted) (Finance Director Bretthauer).

A) ADOPT ORDINANCE NO. 26-0005

B) ADOPT RESOLUTION NO. 26-0022

9. 26-0135 1 0 1 0
Receive and File the 2025 Sixth Cycle Housing Element Annual Progress

Report as Required by the California Department of Housing and

Community Development (No Budget Impact) (Community Development

Director Alkire).

RECEIVE AND FILE

14. 26-0200 1 0 1 0
Consideration and Introduction of an Ordinance Amending Section

10.90.060 of the Manhattan Beach Municipal Code to Specify that Public

Art Funds May Be Used for Performance Arts and Other Forms of Art (No

Budget Impact) (Community Development Alkire).

(Estimated Time: 15 Mins.)

A) CONDUCT PUBLIC HEARING

B) INTRODUCE ORDINANCE NO. 26-0006

16. 26-0126 3 1 0 1
Consideration of the City's Plans to Celebrate America's 250th

Anniversary (Not Budgeted) (Parks and Recreation Director Leyman).

(Estimated Time: 30 Mins.)

DISCUSS AND PROVIDE DIRECTION

Sentiments for All Agenda ltems

The following graphs display sentiments for comments that have location data. Only locations of users who have commented
will be shown.



Overall Sentiment

I Support(16%) MM Oppose (50%) MM Neutral (16%)
I No Response (16%)

Agenda Iltem: eComments for 5. 26-0096

Consideration of:

a) Second Reading and Adoption of Ordinance No. 26-0005, Amending Sections of the Manhattan Beach Municipal Code
Chapter 6.01 Licensing Regulations; and

b) Resolution No. 26-0022 Amending the Citywide User Fee Schedule to Include a Business License Appeal Fee of a $500
Deposit, Plus Actual Costs (Not Budgeted) (Finance Director Bretthauer).

A) ADOPT ORDINANCE NO. 26-0005

B) ADOPT RESOLUTION NO. 26-0022

Overall Sentiment

I Support (0%) M Oppose (100%) M Neutral (0%)
I No Response (0%)




Gary Osterhout

Location:

Submitted At: 7:31am 03-17-26

| don't see the need for someone to have to pony up money for a simple business license appeal, nor can | find a
justification for one n the materials. | have been in the tax biz for 50 years, and have never experienced a "pay to
play" requirement for a local tax appeal.

Overall Sentiment

I Support (0%) Oppose (100%) M Neutral (0%)
No Response (0%)

Mr L.G.

Location:

Submitted At: 10:26pm 03-16-26

Current residents of 1400 block of 12th st are opposed to proposed 6+ story condo development. Safety is our
highest priority issue.

Already it is difficult to maneuver safely on a narrow street leading to 3 schools, Polliwog Park, sports fields, pool,
and dog park. Street is already often impassable - crowded (mayhem at peak usage times) with pedestrian
children with and without adults, ebikes, strollers, delivery or work vehicles, etc. People in a rush especially at
school drop off and pick up times can cause unsafe conditions. We have had children hit and many near misses
on this street. The intersection of 12th and Rowell is downright dangerous. We don’t want a child killed on our
street. Adding more hidden driveways, additional traffic, and more people will only increase accidents.
Emergency vehicle Access can be difficult as only 1 vehicle can progress down the street at a time.



Agenda Iltem: eComments for 14. 26-0200

Consideration and Introduction of an Ordinance Amending Section 10.90.060 of the Manhattan Beach Municipal Code to
Specify that Public Art Funds May Be Used for Performance Arts and Other Forms of Art (No Budget Impact) (Community
Development Alkire).

(Estimated Time: 15 Mins.)

A) CONDUCT PUBLIC HEARING

B) INTRODUCE ORDINANCE NO. 26-0006

Overall Sentiment

I Support (0%) M Oppose (100%) M Neutral (0%)
I No Response (0%)

Gary Osterhout

Location:
Submitted At: 7:42am 03-17-26

The 20-year status quo should not be disturbed without demonstration of a compelling reason to change. The
2002 ordinance was well-researched and argued as to its reason and mission, with guardrails providing for
precise results and accountability. Just because staff wants more "flexibility" rationalizes nothing--staff always
wants more "flexibility" and less council oversight. Further, | see this as a cash-grab from a special fund to finance
long-established general fund programs like Concerts in the Park, to then fund unnecessary expenditures. This
also will likely lead to unnecessary competitiveness among city groups, creating city animosity and soaking up
staff time. That, and leading to the funding of city programs that likely are unnecessary and forgotten within days
of their performance. The lack of support from the community for change as cited in the staff report validates that
a change isn't needed--the argumentation burden is not on those who like the current program.



Agenda Item: eComments for 16. 26-0126

Consideration of the City's Plans to Celebrate America's 250th Anniversary (Not Budgeted) (Parks and Recreation Director
Leyman).

(Estimated Time: 30 Mins.)

DISCUSS AND PROVIDE DIRECTION

Overall Sentiment

I Support (33%) M Oppose (0%) M Neutral (33%)
I No Response (33%)

Gary Osterhout

Location:

Submitted At: 7:27am 03-17-26

Everything the city does should be weighed for benefit received compared to environmental impact and use of
staff time. Things like commemorative pins or ferris wheels do not meet that test, to me. | hope the recent
decision of putting World Cup banners everywhere are not impeding placement of American flags, but | can't see
how they wouldn't. | don't see the need for a parade or painting the water tower.

Lee Phillips
Location:
Submitted At: 7:19am 03-17-26

Support:

Seeking sponsorship

A parade

Polliwog Park Celebration is a great idea

Veterans recognition ceremony

Also last year at intermission: Visitors came up and sang the national anthem which was fun

Kelly Stroman

Location:

Submitted At: 1:16pm 03-16-26

Dear City Council,

The (DBPA) does not support placing a Ferris wheel in the lower pier parking lot for America’s 250th Anniversary.
The MB Pier and the Strand are iconic landmarks. Temporary carnival-style rides would feel out of scale with the
area’s character and detract from the scenic, safe, and high-quality environment that residents and visitors



expect.
The lower pier area is a natural funnel for people entering and exiting the beach, accessing the pier, and moving

toward downtown.

The parking spaces required for such an attraction would reduce beach access and significantly impact parking
for DTMB businesses.

The area surrounding the pier is already one of the city’s most crowded locations during the 4th of July weekend.
Keeping the lower pier lot clear supports safety, accessibility, and the overall enjoyment for residents and visitors.
We urge the City Council to preserve the character, accessibility, and safety of the pier, beach, strand, and DTMB.

Thank you.



