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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Robert Lamkie reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 3:58 PM
Reply-To: robinlamkie@yahoo.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, robinlamkie@yahoo.com

From:

Robert Lamkie
robinlamkie@yahoo.com
1408 N Orange Grove Awe
Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
Junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a dewelopment
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Bivd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

« Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Savoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail g cog le.comVmail/b/374/u/0/2ui=2&ik=571fd227 a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae005b41e6b4788&simi=14ae095b41 e6b478 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xI zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new wehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heauily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

+ The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of service will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail .goog le.com/mail/b/374/1/0/2ui=28ik=57bfd227 a5&iew=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae095b41e6b478&siml= 14ac095b4 1e6b478
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
You should not have a right to build such a large development in my neighborhood.
Please build this where it will be appreciated.

These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Robert Lamkie
robinlamkie@yahoo.com
1408 N Orange Grove Ave
Los Angeles

CA

90046

https://mail.google.comvmail/b/374/u/0/ ui=2&ik=57bfd227 a5&view=pt&search=inbox&th= 1426095b41e6b478&simi= 142e095b41e6b478
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Edward Smith reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 4:10 PM
Reply-To: lawsmith46@netscape.net

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, lawsmith46@netscape.net

From:

Edward Smith
lawsmith46@netscape.net
1550 N. Fairfax

Los Angeles

ca

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct confiict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

hitps://mail .goog le.commail /374/w/0/2ui=28ik=57bfd227 a58View=pt&sear ch=inbox&th= 14ae0a0ff3487d0f&simi=14ae0a0if3487d0F 173



1/13/2015 Cityof Los Angeles Mail - Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Edward Smith reference City Case No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xI zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blvd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

« The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cower their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to tum the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senvce to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

hitps://mail g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227 a58view=pta&search=inbox&th= 14ae0a0ff3487d0f&siml= 14ae0a0if3487d0f
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These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Edward Smith
lawsmith46@netscape.net
1550 N. Fairfax

Los Angeles

ca

90046

hitps://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ 2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58 iew=pt8search=inbox&th= 14ae0a0f3487d0f&simi= 142e0a0ff3487d0f
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Pam Griffiths reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 4:21 PM
Reply-To: ppgnyc@aol.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, ppgnyc@aol.com

From:

Pam Griffiths
ppgnyc@aol.com
1309 N Spaulding Ave
Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Bivd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

» The EIR fails to cormrectly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

hitps://mail.goog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/?ui=2&ik= 57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae0aab9b141b60&simi= 14ae0aabdb141b50 173
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xI zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

« Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of service will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail g oog le.comVmail/b/374/u/0/?ui=2&ik= 57bfd227a5&view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae0aabSb141b60&si mi= 14ae0aabdb141b60
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
| do believe that change can be good - but when it comes to literally destroying infrastructure and making bad
traffic even worse - it's just not a good idea all the way around...

These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Pam Griffiths

ppgnyc@aol.com
1309 N Spaulding Ave
Los Angeles

CA

90046
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Robert Smith reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 4:44 PM
Reply-To: Flemsnopes1@gmail.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, Flemsnopes1@gmail.com

From:

Robert Smith
Flemsnopes1@gmail.com
1351 north spaulding ave
Los Angeles

Ca

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

» Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

hitps://mail.google.commail/b/374/u/0/2ui=28&il=57bfd227ab8View=pi&search=inbox&th= 14ae0c003c441b93&siml=142e0c003c441b93 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xI zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blvd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a turning lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to avoid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.g oogle.com/mailb/374/u/0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58iew=pt&s earch=inbox&th= 14ae0c003c441b938&siml= 14ae0c003c441b93
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS

This is another rapacious, greedy and short-sighted project. It will diminish property values, create congestion far
greater than the bogus projections used to trick, cheat, coerce or bribe city officials.

ENOUGH OF THIS URBAN DEVELOPER GREED. STOP

These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Robert Smith
Flemsnopes1@gmail.com
1361 north spaulding ave
Los Angeles

Ca

90046

https://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ 2ui=28ik=57bfd227 a5&view=ptasearch=inbox&th= 142e0c003c441b938simi= 14ae0c003c441 b93
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Alex Kaufman reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 4:45 PM
Reply-To: alexjaykaufman@aol.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, alexjaykaufman@aol.com

From:

Alex Kaufman
alexjaykaufman@aol.com
1325 N Orange Grove Awe
Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The curmrent design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

« The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail .goog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ 2ui=28ik=57bfd227 a58view=pi&search=inbox&th=14ae0c09ee35b8 1f&siml=14ae0c09ee35b81f 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1x| zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

+ The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wvehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destraying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https:/fmail g oogle.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae0c09ee35b81f&siml=14ae0c09ee35b81f
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These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Alex Kaufman
alexjaykaufman@aol.com
1325 N Orange Grove Ave
Los Angeles

CA

90046

hitps://mail goog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ ?ui=28&ik= 57bfd227a58view=ptésearch=inbox&th= 14ae0c09%e35b81f&siml= 14ae0c09ee35b81f
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Larry Boring reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 4:48 PM
Reply-To: larrydaleb1@gmail.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, larrydaleb1@gmail.com

From:

Larry Boring
larrydaleb1@gmail.com
1428 N Orange Grove Awe
WEST HOLLYWOOD

CA

90046-3902

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Biwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incomect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

+ The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Mammont, The Granvlle, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

+ The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https.//mail.g oogle.com/imail/b/374//0/ 2ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae0c394153267&siml=14ae0c3941531267 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1x| zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements ‘per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Biwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

« Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

« The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cower their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wvehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewvelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ ?ui=28ik=57bfd227 ab&view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae0c394153f26 7&siml=14ae0c394 1531267
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
Out of scale with the neighborhocod.

These are some of my concemns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Larry Boring
larrydaleb1@gmail.com
1428 N Orange Grove Ave
WEST HOLLYWOOD

CA

90046-3902

hitps:/mail.g cogle.com/mail /b/374//0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae0c394153267&simi=14ae0c 3841531267
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Catherine Olim reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 4:54 PM
Reply-To: catherine.olim@pmkbnc.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, catherine.olim@pmkbnc.com

From;

Catherine Olim
catherine.olim@pmkbnc.com
1328 North Spaulding Ave.
Los Angeles

California

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The cumrent design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

» Demolishing the Lytton Building.

» The EIR fails to cotrectly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Mamrmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

» The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

hitps://mail g oog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/7ui=2&ik=57bfd227 ab8View=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae0c8b1c677356&simi= 14ae0c8b1c677356 113
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | beliewe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, Rda on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xI zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cowver their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Biwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heawily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The developers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

« Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a resuit of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senvice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https//mail.goog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/?ui=2&ik=57bfd22Ta58view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae0c8b1c677356&siml=14ae0c8b1c677356
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
Traffic is already horrifically congested at that intersection, it is impossible to imagine how Sunset especially but
also Crescent Heights can absorb more

These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Catherine Olim
catherine.olim@pmkbnc.com
1328 North Spaulding Ave.
Los Angeles

Califonia

90046

https://mail .g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ 2ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58&view= pt&search=inbox&th=14ae0c8b1c6773568simi=14ae0c8h1c6 77356
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from David Bonicatto reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 4:56 PM
Reply-To: dbonicatto@yahoo.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, dbonicatto@yahoo.com

From:

David Bonicatto
dbonicatto@yahoo.com
1309 N.Ogden Drive
Weho

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Mamqmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

+ The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail.g oogle.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ui=28&ilk=57bfd227 a5&view=ptésearch=inbox&th=14ae0cad15b5f30c &siml=14ae0cad15b5f30c 173
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1x| zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new wehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

+ The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wvehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.g cogle.com/mail/b/374/u/0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227 a58View= pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae0ca915b5f30c&siml=14aelcad15b5f30c
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These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

David Bonicatto
dbonicatto@yahoo.com
1309 N.Ogden Drive
Weho

CA

90046

https://mail g oogle.com/mail//374/u/0/?ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view= pt&search=inboxBth= 14ae0ca915b5f30c&simi=14ae0ca915b5f30c
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Mark Thomas reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 5:30 PM
Reply-To: mat5@mindspring.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, mat5@mindspring.com

From:

Mark Thomas
mats@mindspring.com
432 S Curson Awve #4H
Los Angeles

California

90036

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Biwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest .

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

» The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granvlle, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

hitps://mail g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ Pui=28il=57bfd227ab&view= pt&search=inbox&th=14ae0e8d967985a48siml= 14ae0e9d967995a4 113
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cowver their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new wehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.,

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Bivd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewvelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

- Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

+ The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewvelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to tumn the unenforced "low income housing” benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of service will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.g oogle.com/mail/b/374/u/0/7ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view= pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae0e9d967995a4&siml=14ae0e9d967995a4
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
Please reconsider this idea. There appear to be far more negative impacts than positive.

These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Mark Thomas
mat5@mindspring.com
432 S Curson Awe #4H
Los Angeles

California

90036

https://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/?ui=28&ik= 57bfd227a58iew= pt&search=inbox&th=14ae0e9d967995a4&simi=14ae0e3d967995a4
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Edward Weiant reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 5:32 PM
Reply-To: weiantdesign@aol.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enwreview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, weiantdesign@aol.com

From:

Edward Weiant
weiantdesign@aol.com
1528 North Curson Avenue
Los Angeles

Ca.

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Bliwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

» Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

hitps://mail g oog le.comvmail/b/374/u/0/ 2ui=28k= 57bfd227a58&view=ptésear ch=inbox&th= 14ae0eb6069e3094&siml= 14ae0eb6069e3094 113
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmaily overcrowded intersection.

I demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to avoid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

» The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

+ Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of service will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail g oog le.comVmail/b/374/w/0/?ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view= pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae0eb6069e3094&siml= 14ae0eb6069e3094
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS

Please stop the construction! It is these neighborhoods that are systematically being taken over by dewelopers
that makes Los Angeles the gem that it is. Rebuild the Beverly Center. No one goes there anymore. Leave
Sunset and Sunset Square ALONE.

These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Edward Weiant
weiantdesign@aol.com
1528 North Curson Avenue
Los Angeles

Ca.

90046

https://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/2ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae0ebB069e30948simi=14ac0ebB069e3004
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Lala Khanian reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 5:55 PM
Reply-To: Ikhanian@yahoo.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, Ikhanian@yahoo.com

From:

Lala Khanian
Ikhanian@yahoo.com
7638 W. HAMPTON AVE.
West Hollywood
Califomia

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The cumrent design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

« The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Biwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and siow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of poliution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senvice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

hitps://mail.g oag le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/?ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58iew=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae10106ac99da8&simi=14ae10106ac99das
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These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Lala Khanian
Ikhanian@yahoo.com
7638 W. HAMPTON AVE.
West Hollywood
Califomia

90046

https://mail g cog le.conVmail b/374/w/0/ ui=2&ik= 57bfd227 ab&view= pt&search=inbomx&th= 14ae10106ac99das8&siml=14ae10106ac99da8
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Sarah Boyer reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 5:57 PM
Reply-To: sarahboyer1@gmail.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, sarahboyer1@gmail.com

From:

Sarah Boyer
sarahboyer1@gmail.com
1524 N. Orange Growe Ave
Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Bivd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

» Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Savoyand
countless hillside residents.

+ The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xI zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

I demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavly congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The iead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

+ The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

« Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

« The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to resuit in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58&view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae102b67de373b8siml=14ae102b67de373b
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
Please don't destroy the historical buildings in Los Angeles and West Hollywood.

These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Sarah Boyer
sarahboyer1@gmail.com
1524 N. Orange Grove Ave
Los Angeles

CA

90046

https://mail g oogle.com/mail/b/374/W/0/ 2ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae102b67de373b&simi=14ae1 02b67de373b
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Susi Klein reference City Case No. ENV-
2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 5:58 PM
Reply-To: susiklein7@aol.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enwreview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, susiklein7@aol.com

From:

Susi Klein
susiklein7@aol.com
1628 Courtney Ave.
Los Angeles

Ca.

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate sumroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

+ The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granille, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents. '

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

hitps://mail goog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/2ui=28ik=57bfd227 a58view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae103ccbde5366&simi=14ae103ccbde5366 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Biwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the conseguences of:

* The dewvelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

» The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senvice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail g oog le.comymail/b/374/w0/ 2ui=28&ik= 57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae103cchde5366&siml= 14ae103cchde5366
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These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Susi Klein
susiklein7@aol.com
1628 Courtney Awve.
Los Angeles

Ca.

90046

https://mail g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ 2ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae103ccbde5366&simi=14ae103cchde5366
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from France and John Rouard reference City
Case No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 6:01 PM
Reply-To: susiklein7@aol.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@]acity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, susiklein7@aol.com

From:

France and John Rouard
susiklein7@aol.com
1632 Courtney Ave.

Los Angeles

Ca.

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the owersized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blvd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misieading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

» The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granille, and The Savoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https:/fmail google.com/mail/b/374//0/2ui=28ik=57bfd227 a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae10665a76b20f&simi="14ae10665a76ba0f 1/3



1/13/2015 City of Los Angeles Mail - Objection to 8150 Sunset Biwd. from France and John Rouard reference City Case No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1x| zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

+ The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

hitps://mail .goog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/?ui=28ik=57bfd227a58&view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae10665a76balf&siml="14ae10665a76ba0f
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These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

France and John Rouard
susiklein7@aol.com
1632 Courtney Awe.

Los Angeles

Ca.

90046

hitps://mail g oogle.com/mail/b/374/u/0/?ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae10665a76ba0f&simi=14ae1 0665a76ba0f
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from angie hill reference City Case No. ENV-
2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 6:05 PM
Reply-To: savesunsetbld@angiehill.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, savesunsetblvd@angiehill.com

From:

angie hill
savesunsetblvd@angiehill.com
1428 N Genesee Ave

los angeles

ca

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

» The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and Views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail goog le.com/mail /374/u/0/2ui=28&il=57bfd227 a58&iew=pt&sear ch=inbox&th= 14ae1098balacd7f&simi=14ae1098balacd7f 113
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1x| zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

I demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to avoid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

+ The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

« The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senvice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hiliside communities.
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS

These are some of my concemns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

angie hill
savesunsetblvd@angiehill.com
1428 N Genesee Ave

los angeles

ca

90046

https://mail.g oog le.convmail/b/374/u/0/ 2ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&sear ch=inbox&th= 14ae1098balacd7&simi=14ae1098balacd7f
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from linda pianigiani reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 6:22 PM
Reply-To: pianilinda@yahoo.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, pianilinda@yahoo.com

From:

linda pianigiani
pianilinda@yahoo.com
1264 N Kings rd

West Hollywood

CA

90069

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Biwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

+ The EIR fails to comrectly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https:/fmail.g cogle.com/mail/b/374//0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae119e84adaebd&siml=14ae119e84adaebd 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

I demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested cormidors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

+ The dewelopers goal of pushing 800 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

« The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to tum the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.g oog le.comymail/b/374/w/0/2ui=28&ik= 57bfd227a58view= pt&sear ch=inbox&th= 14ae119e84adaecbd&siml=14ae119e84adaebd
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These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

linda pianigiani
pianilinda@yahoo.com
1264 N Kings rd

West Hollywood

CA

90069

hitps://mail.g cog le.com/mail lb/374/W/0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&sear ch=inbox&th= 14ae 119e84adacbdasimli=14ae119e84adaebd
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. %EECS Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@lacity.org>

Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Amy Flemming reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 6:29 PM
Reply-To: Amyflemming123@gmail.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@]acity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, Amyflemming123@gmail.com

From:

Amy Flemming
Amyflemming123@gmail.com
1356 N Genesee Awe

Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Counciiman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incomrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

» The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Mammont, The Granmille, and The Savoyand
countless hillside residents.

+ The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail g oog le.conymail /b/374/u/0/ 7ui=2&ik=57bfd227a5&view= pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae1204d6bib58d&simi=14ae1204d6bb58d 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day' guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of.

» The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

+ The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing” benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https:/mail goog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/?ui=28&ik= 57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae1204d6bfb58d&siml=14ae1204d6bfb58d
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These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Amy Flemming
Amyflemming123@gmail.com
1356 N Genesee Awe

Los Angeles

CA

90046

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/374//0/ ui=28&ik=57bfd227a5&view=pt&sear ch=inbox&th= 14ae1204d6bb58d&simi=14ae1204d6bfb58d
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Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@lacity.org>

Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Anita Mawji reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 7:16 PM
Reply-To: Akmanglani@yahco.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, Akmanglani@yahoo.com

From;:

Anita Mawji
Akmanglani@yahoo.com
1623 N orange

Los Angels

cA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct confiict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Biwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incormrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the sumounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

+ The EIR fails to comrectly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granwille, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ 7ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58&view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae14a8dc 789c558siml= 14ae14a8dc789c55 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new wehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Bivd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

« The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

» The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senvice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.g cogle.com/mail/b/374/u/0/7ui= 28ik=57bfd227a5&iew=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae14a8dc789c558siml= 14ae 14a8dc789c55
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These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Anita Mawji
Akmanglani@yahoo.com
1623 N orange

Los Angels

cA

90046

hitps://mail g oogle.com/mail/b/374/u/0/?ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae1428dc 789c55&simi= 14ae14a8dc 789¢55
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g )
@JJ%EECS Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@]lacity.org>

Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Jeremy Davidson reference City Case
No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 7:28 PM
Reply-To: jeremy268@sbcglobal.net

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enwreview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, jeremy268@sbcglobal.net

From;

Jeremy Davidson
jeremy268@sbcglobal.net
1735 N. Fuller Avenue
Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Biwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to comrectly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia wili completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ui=28&ik= 57bfd227 a58Mews=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae155c4acactb8&simi= 14ae155c4acacths 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewvelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

hitps://mail goog le.com/mail //374/u/0/?ui= 28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox8th= 14ae155c4acactb8&siml= 14ae155c4acacbs
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
The owersized buildings being built and the ones being proposed are completely inappropriate for residential
Hollwood. It appears those who benefit from these monstrous buildings are developers and politicians - not the

public.

These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Jeremy Davidson
jeremy268@sbcglobal.net
1735 N. Fuller Avenue
Los Angeles

CA

90046

hitps://mail.goog le.com/mail /b/374/u/0/ 2ui=2&il= 57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae155c4acac6b8&siml= 14ae155c4acactbs
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g

Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Keith Wildasin reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 9:31 PM
Reply-To: wildasin@prodigy.net

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.envreview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, wildasin@prodigy.net

From:

Keith Wildasin
wildasin@prodigy.net
1627 Courtney Ave,
Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incomrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to comrectly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

hitps://imail g oog le.com/mail/b/374/w0/?ui=28ik=57bfd227 ab8&view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae1c65c238ea43&simi=14ae1c65c238ea43 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | beliewe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xI zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

I demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Bivd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

« Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

+ The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cower their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wvehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of service will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.google.com/mail /b/374/u/0/?ui=2&ik=57bfd227 a5&view= pt&search=inbox&th=14ae1c65¢238ea438&siml="14ae1c65c238ea43
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
Please stop the insanity. And greet. It's a wonderful, marvelous residential neighborhood in a greed driven city.
Please secure our borders and respect the residents who purchased homes seeking peace, quiet, tranquility and

Joy.

These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Keith Wildasin
wildasin@prodigy.net
1627 Courtney Awve,
Los Angeles

CA

90046

hitps:/fmail goog le.com/mail/b/374/W0/ 2ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inboxdth= 14ae1c65c238ea438simi=14ae1c65c238ea43

33



113/2015 City of Los Angeles Mai! - Objection to 8150 Sunset Biwd. from Susan Whitin reference City Case No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

‘B
@ LtASEEcs Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@Iacity.org>
t—?’;
“

Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Susan Whitin reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 9:50 PM
Reply-To: Whitinsusan@gmail.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enwreMew@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, Whitinsusan@gmail.com

From:

Susan Whitin
Whitinsusan@gmail.com
1427 N. Orange Growe Avenue
Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a dewelopment
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blvd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail.g oog le.convmail/b/374/u/0/?ui=28ik=57bfd227a58&view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae1d804afd8ada&simi=14ae1d804afd8ada 113



1/13/2015 City of Los Angeles Mail - Objection to 8150 Sunset Bwd. from Susan Whitin reference City Case No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new wehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

« The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

+ Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

+ The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes™ and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to tumn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail g oogle.com/mail/b/374/u/0/?ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view= pt&search=inbox&th=14ae1d804afd8ada&siml="14ae1d804afd8ada
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS

Councilman LeBonge, It would serve the neighborhood and the City of LA to incentivize a responsible developer
committed to IMPROVING the quality of urban life - Wayne Ratkovitch for example.Please deny this cookie
cutter proposal-we can do better

These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Susan Whitin
Whitinsusan@gmail.com
1427 N. Orange Grovwe Avenue
Los Angeles

CA

90046

hitps://mail .goog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a5&view=ptlsearch=inbox&th= 14ae1d804afd8ada&simi=14ae1d804afd8ada
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Mary Coley reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 10:04 PM
Reply-To: maryteresacoley@gmail.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.envreview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, maryteresacoley@gmail.com

From:

Mary Coley

maryteresacoley @gmail.com
1515 Courtney Awe

Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Bivd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incomrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

+ The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

hitps://mail g oog le.convmail/b/374/u/0/ ui=28ik=57bfd227a58vew=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae1e467d8b00d4&simi=14ae1e467d8b00d4 1/3
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | beliewe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Biwvd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a turing lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of poliution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

hitps://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/7ui=2&ik=57bfd227 a58view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae1e467d8000d4&siml= 14ae1e467d8b00d4
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These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Mary Coley
maryteresacoley@gmail.com
1515 Courtney Ave

Los Angeles

CA

90046

hitps://mail .goog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox8th= 14ae1e467d8hb00d48simi=14ae1e467d8b00d4
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Ellen pittleman reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 10:43 PM
Reply-To: tuckaho@gmail.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, tuckaho@gmail.com

From:

Ellen pittleman
tuckaho@gmail.com
1720 N Orange Grove Awe
Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

- The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

» The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https:/imail g oog le.conymail /b/374/w0/7ui=2&ik=57bfd227 a58view=pt&search=inbox&ith=14ae20828bc 76a08&siml= 142620828bc76a08 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xI zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon BIwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to avoid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

+ Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hiliside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https:/mail goog le.conVmail/b/374/u/0/?ui=2&ik= 57bfd227a58view= pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae20828bc76a088siml=14ae20828bc76a08 2/3
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These are some of my concemns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Ellen pittleman
tuckaho@gmail.com
1720 N Orange Grove Ave
Los Angeles

CA

90046

https://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ 2ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58&view=pt&search=inbox8th=14ae20828bc 76a088simi= 14ac20828bc76a08
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Charles Rumsey reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Mon, Jan 12, 2015 at 11:02 PM
Reply-To: lesrumsey@gmail.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, lesrumsey@gmail.com

From:

Charles Rumsey
lesrumsey@gmail.com

1720 Laurel Canyon Biwd, Apt D
Los Angeles

ca

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Bivd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. I believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that comectly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

hitps://mail.g cog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=ptésearch=inboxath= 14ae2199b4486a8e&simi=14ae2199b4486a8e 173
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1x| zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwvd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The developers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

+ The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senvice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/374/u/0/2ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&sear ch=inbox&th= 14ae2199b4486a8e&siml= 14a62199b4486a8e 23
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These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Charles Rumsey
lesrumsey@gmail.com

1720 Laurel Canyon Bliwd, Apt D
Los Angeles

ca

90046

htips://mail g oogle.commail b/374/u/0/ 2ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae2199b4486a8a&simi= 14262199b4486a8e

33



113/2015 City of Los Angeles Mail - Objection to 8150 Sunset Biwd. from madecastro@sbcglobal.net reference City Case No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

e
Q%,J:%EECS Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@lacity.org>

Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from madecastro@sbcglobal.net reference
City Case No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 7:48 AM
Reply-To: rmcconne@usc.edu

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enwreview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, mcconne@usc.edu

From:
madecastro@sbcglobal.net
rmcconne@usc.edu

1616 N Orange Grove Awe
LA

Califomia

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

» Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail.goog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/7ui=28&ik=57bfd227 a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae3fbddc1 1fc44&simi= 14ae3fbdde 1 1fc4d 1/3
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1x| zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new wvehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

« Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

« The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail g oag le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/?ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view= pt&search=inbox&th=14ae3fbddc1 1fc44&siml=14ae3fbddc 1 1fcd4



113/2015 City of Los Angeles Mail - Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from madecastro@sbcglobal.net reference City Case No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
220 feet tall! Are you kidding? Will destroy the character of the neighborhood, create parking and congestion

issues.

These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

madecastro@sbcglobal.net
rmcconne@usc.edu

1616 N Orange Grove Ave
LA

Califomnia

90046

hitps://mail goog le.com/mail /b/374/w/0/?ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae3fbddc11fc44&siml= 14aedfbdde 1 1fc44
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Kyrstin Munson reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 9:07 AM
Reply-To: songsailher@yahoo.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, songsailher@yahoo.com

From:

Kyrstin Munson
songsailher@yahoo.com
1388 N Ogden Dr

Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Biwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

+ The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

« The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail .google.comVmailb/374/w/0/?ui=28&ik=57bfd227 a58View=pté&sear ch=inbox&th= 14ae443ab3d3d1a9&simi= 14ae443ab3d3d1a9 1/3
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1x| zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its trafiic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

I demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Biwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

« The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.goog le.com/mail /b/374/u/0/ 2ui=28ik=57bfd227 ab8view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae443ab3d3d1a9&siml= 14ae443ab3d3d1a9
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These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Kyrstin Munson
songsailher@yahoo.com
1388 N Ogden Dr

Los Angeles

CA

90046

hitps://mail.g oog le.comvmail/b/374/w0/7ui=28ik=57bfd227 a5&view= pt&search=inbox&th=14aed43ab3d3d1a98&simi= 14ae443ab3d3d1a9
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Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@lacity.org>

Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Daniel Goldman reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 9:12 AM
Reply-To: brainysmf@aol.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.envreview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, brainysmf@aol.com

From:

Daniel Goldman
brainysmf@aol.com
1524 Courtney Ave
Los Angeles

Ca

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a dewvelopment
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Biwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause. The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demalishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/2ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox8ih= 14ae448balc1eb898&simi= 14acd48balc1eb89 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 - 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of service will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/?7ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae448balc1ebB9&siml=14ae448balc1eb89
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS

Create an eyesore.

Will destroy Laurel Canyon travel. Traffic.

Grotesque proposal.

Claims for lowerincome housing in a wildly upscale , costly neighborhood.
Proposed stores offer nothing new.

These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Daniel Goldman
brainysmf@aol.com
1524 Courtney Ave
Los Angeles

Ca

90046
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from KATE SHEPHERD reference City Case
No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 11:50 AM
Reply-To: kate.shepherd@me.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, kate.shepherd@me.com

From:

KATE SHEPHERD
kate.shepherd@me.com
1557 n stanley avenue
los angeles

Califomia

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT .
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Biwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to comectly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

hitps://mail g oog le.commail/b/374/w/0/2ui=2&ik= 57bfd227ab8view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae4d89f13b95f8&simi=14ae4d89F13b058 113
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mail and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual trafiic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’' guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blvd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heawily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

» Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cower their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of service will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.g cog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ ?ui=2&ik=571bfd227 a58&view=pt&sear ch=inbox&th= 142e4d89f13b958&siml= 14ae4d89f13b958
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These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

KATE SHEPHERD
kate.shepherd@me.com
1657 n staniey avenue
los angeles

California

90046

https://mail.goog le.commail/b/374/u/0/?ui=2&ik= 57bfd227a58v ew=ptdsearch=inbox&th=14ae4d89F1 3b95f8&simi= 14aedd8of1 3b95f8
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Ever Carradine reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 12:20 PM
Reply-To: everdawn4@aol.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, everdawn4@aol.com

From:

Ever Carradine
everdawn4@aol.com
355 S. Grand Awe #1710
Los Angeles

Ca

90071

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

» Demolishing the Lytton Building.

« The EIR fails to comrectly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Savoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

hitps://mail.google.com/mail b/374/w0/2ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view= pt&search=inboxath= 14ae4f4a3907b694&siml=14ae4f4a3997b694 173
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavly congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

» The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDOQO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing” benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senvice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.goog le.convmail/b/374/w/0/ 2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae4f4a3997b694&siml=14ae4f4a3097b694
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These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Ever Carradine
everdawnd@aol.com
355 S. Grand Awve #1710
Los Angeles

Ca

90071

https:/fmail.goog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ 2ui=28il=57bfd227a5&view=pté&search=inbox&th= 14ae4f4a3997b6948&siml=14ae4f4a3997b694



1/13/2015 City of Los Angeles Mail - Objection to 8150 Sunset Blwd. from Melanie Stagnaro, Ph.D. reference City Case No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

A

B
% L%EECS Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@lacity.org>

Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Melanie Stagnaro, Ph.D. reference City
Case No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 12:28 PM
Reply-To: stagnaromel@gmail.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.envreview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@]acity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, stagnaromel@gmail.com

From:

Melanie Stagnaro, Ph.D.
stagnaromel@gmail.com
8689 Lookout Mountain Ave.
Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Biwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

» Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granvlle, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

+ The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail.goog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox3th=14ae4fbe9d19993d&siml=14ae4fbe9d19993d 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Biwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

« The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

« Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

« The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cower their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail g cog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae4ibeSd19993d&simi= 14ae4fbe9d 19993d 2/3
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
PLEASE create something here on this comer that makes sense for the neighborhood!!! We'd all like to see an
improvement there, but what is proposed is absolutely unacceptable!!

These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Melanie Stagnaro, Ph.D.
stagnaromel@gmail.com
8689 Lookout Mountain Ave.
Los Angeles

CA

90046

hitps://mail google.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ 2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt8search=inbox&th= 14ae4fbe8d19993d&simi= 14ae4fbeSd19993d
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Michael Hershberger reference City
Case No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 12:41 PM
Reply-To: Weboburg@hotmail.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, Weboburg@hotmail.com

From:

Michael Hershberger
Weboburg@hotmail.com
1325 N Ogden Driw

Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail.g oogle.cormvmail/lb/374/u/0/2ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58view=pi&search=inbox&th=14ae5080d100bedbasimi= 14ae5080d100bedb 1/3
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested comidors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

« The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/?ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view= pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae5080d100bedb&siml=14ae5080d100bedb 2/3
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These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Michael Hershberger
Weboburg@hotmail.com
1325 N Ogden Driwr

Los Angeles

CA

90046

https://mail g oog le.comvmail/b/374/u/0/ 2ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae5080d100bedb&simi= 142e5080d100bedb
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5 GEECS

Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Pamela Bothwell reference City Case
No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

B
& LA Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@lacity.org>

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 1:05 PM

Reply-To: pbothwel@pacbell.net
To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enwreview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org
Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, pbothwel@pacbell.net

From:

Pamela Bothwell
pbothwel@pacbell.net
1522 N. Fairfax Ave.
Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Biwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that comectly states the height
without this misleading and incorect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

+ The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail.goog le.com/mail/b/374//0/ 2ui=28&ik=57bfd227a5&view=pt&sear ch=inbox&ih= 14ae51dc8f9858a1&simi= 14ae51dc8fo858a1
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1x| zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

I demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Bivd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly detemmining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

- The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/?ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=ptdsearch=inbox&th= 14ae51dc8f9858a18&siml=14ae51dc8f0858a1 2/3
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These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Pamela Bothwell
pbothwel@pacbell.net
1522 N. Fairfax Ave.
Los Angeles

CA

90046

https //mail.g cogle.com/mail/b/374/w/0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227ab&View= pt&sear ch=inbox&th=14ae51dc8f9858a1&simi="14ae51dc8fa858a1
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@ LéEEcs Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@lacity.org>
ie

Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Jon Kinnally reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 2:07 PM
Reply-To: jonkinnally@gmail.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, jonkinnally@gmail.com

From:

Jon Kinnally
jonkinnally@gmail.com
8328 Livingston Way
Los Angeles

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct confiict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwl EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

 Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/374/u/0/?ui=2&ilk= 57bfd227 a58&view= pt&s earch=inbox&th=14ae5563050275fa&siml=14ae5563050275f 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl| zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

I demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon BIwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested comidors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

» Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewvelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senvice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

hitps://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/?ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae556 305027 5fa&siml=14ae5563050275fa
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These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Jon Kinnally
jonkinnally@gmail.com
8328 Livingston Way
Los Angeles

CA

90046

https://mail.goog le.comvmail/b/374/u/0/ 2ui=28il=57bfd227a5&view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae5563050275fa&siml= 14ae5563050275fa
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Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@lacity.org>

Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Jeff Hiner reference City Case No. ENV-
2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 2:34 PM
Reply-To: jeffalan@me.com

To: jonathan.brand@Iacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, jeffalan@me.com

From:

Jeff Hiner
jeffalan@me.com

1400 N. Hayworth Avenue
W. Hollywood

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Bivd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that comectly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles'’s premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

« The EIR fails to comrectly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail.g cog le.conVmail/b/374/w/0/ 7ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae56ee9d715524&simi= 142e566e9d715524 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xl zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Bivd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewvelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senvice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https //mail.g oogle.com/mail/b/374/w/0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a5&view= pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae56ee9d715524&simi= 14ae56ee9d715524 213
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These are some of my concemns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Jeff Hiner
jeffalan@me.com

1400 N. Hayworth Avenue
W. Hollywood

CA

90046

hitps://mail.g oog le.com/mailb/374/W/0/ ui=28ik=57bfd227a5&view=pt&sear ch=inbox&th=14ae56e9d7155248&simi= 14ae56ee9d715524
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from George Underwood reference City Case
No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 2:35 PM
Reply-To: gu310@ca.rr.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.envreview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, gu310@ca.mr.com

From:

George Underwood
gu310@ca.rr.com
1414 N. Genesee Awe.
Los Angeles

Califomia

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

| strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest

skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to comrectly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae56fe7132a4318&siml="14ae56fe7132a431 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xI zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The developers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wvehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

« The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency wehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOQLE

Townscape, the dewvelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to tum the unenforced "low income housing"” benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of service will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail.google.commail /b/374/uf0/?ui=28ik=57bfd227a5&view= pt&sear ch=inbox&th= 14ae56fe7132a4318&siml = 14ae56fe7132a431 2/3
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These are some of my concerns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

George Underwood
gu310@ca.rr.com
1414 N. Genesee Awe.
Los Angeles
California

90046

https://mail g cog le.com/meail /b/374/u/0/ 2ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inboxdth= 14ae56fe713224318&simi=14ae56fe7132a431
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Patricia Springer reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@Iacity.org>

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 2:44 PM

Reply-To: tccspringer@aol.com
To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.envreview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org
Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, tccspringer@aol.com

From:

Patricia Springer
tcespringer@aol.com
113 Gale Awe
Liverpool

NY

13088

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Bivd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles’s premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

* The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https:/fmail g oog le.com/mail//374/u/0/2ui=28&ik=57bfd227 a5&view= pt&sear ch=inbox&th= 14ae5782¢59d889%&simi=14ae5782c59088%
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1x| zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new wvehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Bivd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewvelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

+ Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor wehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "indivMdual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of senice will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https://mail g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ 2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae5782c59d88%e8siml=14ae5782c59d88% 23
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
Please do not destroy this beautiful, historical, and amazing part of Hollywood. | plan on taking many more trips
to explore and would like it to be as intact as it is today. Thank you for reconsidering.

These are some of my concemns, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Patricia Springer
tcespringer@aol.com
113 Gale Awe
Liverpool

NY

13088

https//mail.g oog le.conmmail /374/u/0/ 7ui=28&ik= 57bfd227ab8view=pté&search=inbox&th=14ae5782c59d889%&simi= 14ae5782c59d88%
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{3
@‘ l;%EECS Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@lacity.org>

Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from John OBrien reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 2:44 PM
Reply-To: calljohnob@gmail.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enwreview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, calljohnob@gmail.com

From:

John OBrien
calliohnob@gmail.com
1254 N. Fairfax Ave #4
W. Hollywood

CA

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Biwvd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

+ The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Sawyand
countless hillside residents.

» The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

https://mail.g oog le.com/imail/b/374//0/ui=2&ik=57bfd227a5&view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae578a69e60332&simi=14ae578a69e60332 113
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 - 1xI zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new wvehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day' guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to awid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewvelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of poliution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the developers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of service will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

hitps://mail g oog le.com/mail/b/374/w0/ ui=2&ik= 57bfd227a58iew=ptasearch=inbox&th= 14ae578a69e603328sim|= 14ae578269e60332
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
Please! It would absolutely destroy this beautiful part of town!

These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

John OBrien
calliohnob@gmail.com
1254 N. Fairfax Ave #4
W. Hollywood

CA

90046

hitps//mail. g cogle.com/mail/b/374/u/0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view= pté&search=inbox&th=14ae578a69e60332&simi= 142e578a69¢60332
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Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@lacity.org>

Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Capote Stevens reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@sawesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 3:33 PM
Reply-To: patricky17@yahoo.com

To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enwreview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, patricky17@yahoo.com

From;

Capote Stewens
patricky 17@yahoo.com
8282 yucca

los angeles

ca

90046

To:
The City Planning Department, Councilman Tom LaBonge, and Jonathan Brand,

I strongly object to the oversized and completely out of context development being proposed for the south-west
junction of Sunset & Crescent Heights on these grounds;

This EIR makes reference to general conformance, yet general conformance is not the standard on which a
project may be approved. In the EIR there is no serious respect given to the historical context for a development
of this scale, mass or design. This project stands in direct conflict to the Hollywood General Plan and CEQA.

HEIGHT
The land use detailed in the 8150 Sunset Blwd EIR is simply too excessive. At 216 feet this will be the tallest
skyscraper on the historically low rise Sunset Strip.

8150 is applying for a permit to build condominiums. | ask that the city of Los Angeles reject this permit because
on the way in which the approval process for rentals and condominiums differs. The EIR Represents the project
as 16 stories when it is actually over a realistic 20 stories at 10 feet per story. | believe this to be an intentional
misrepresentation to confuse the public, and because of this | demand a new EIR that correctly states the height
without this misleading and incorrect figure of just sixteen stories.

HISTORICAL RESOURCE DISTRICT

The Chateau Marmont and the surrounding French Chateau style aparment buildings represent some of Los
Angeles's premier historical treasures, so to tower over them with a massive skyscraper will be a blight upon the
area and a tragedy of urban design that cannot be undone. The EIR does not accurately represent the destruction
to the neighborhood that this project will cause.The current design will have a disastrous effect on the historical
nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Demolishing the Lytton Building.

- The EIR fails to correctly address the asthetic and financial effects of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chateau Marmont, the Colonial House, Andalusia, Mi Casa, Chateau Marmont, The Granville, and The Savoyand
countless hillside residents.

* The shading the Chateau Marmont, Colonial House, and The Andalusia will completely destroy one of the most
open and spacious areas of Hollywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

hitps://mail.g oog le.com/mail /b/374/w/0/?ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&sear ch=inbox&th=14ae5a51983402238&simi=14ae5a5198940223 13
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The Hollywood general plan states that it will:

“Protect lower density housing from the scattered intrusion of apartments”

and states that...

“Transition building heights should be imposed, especially in the medium density housing designated areas
where the designation is immediately adjacent to properties designated Low Medium 1 or more restrictive”

This project shares a property line with a 2 story residential building and | believe it is not consistent with the
general plan. Specifically, the project immediately borders R4B zoned buildings on Havenhurst, R4a on Crescent
Heights, and R2 — 1xI zoning across Havenhurst.

TRAFFIC

The EIR falsly claims that 5,296 daily trips are made by the present shopping mall and bases its traffic impact by
subtracting this number. At present, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was still only around 3000. The EIR says that it will only increase
traffic by 1077 cars by building this development, but the real and honest number for 240 apartments containing
at least 480 new residents, the restaurants, retails spaces, offices and gym employees, deliveries and the sheer
number of the customers those business will need to cover their rent, the real figure will be closer to 8-10,000
new vehicle movements per day at this already abysmally overcrowded intersection.

| demand that the city of Los Angeles independently reassess the real figures based on actual traffic rather than
the ridiculous disingenuous ‘trips per day’ guestimate made in the EIR.

Laurel Canyon Blvd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heavily congested corridors, as identified in
the CGPF analysis of 2010 population and employment projections. (City of Los Angeles General Plan,
Transportation, Chapter 2)

The proposal to take out a tuming lane on the intersection of Laurel and Sunset will worsen traffic and slow
emergency response times. This application must be denied.

The lead agency, the City of LA Planning Department, must consider whether this project will cause unsafe
conditions for roadway users, residents and tax payers to avoid more expensive and disastrous lawsuits by
properly determining the consequences of:

* The dewelopers goal of pushing 900 new bicyclists into totally unsafe streets.

* Greater speed differentials between bicycles, pedestrians and motor vehicles in one of the most congested and
dangerous junctions in Hollywood.

* Increased danger to bicyclists and pedestrians in “vehicle conflict areas”

* The resulting inadequate emergency access to all hillside residents and neighbors as a result of this new and
unmanageable congestion.

PARKING

TThe EIR does not satisfactorily address the fact that there are nothing like enough parking spaces for the 480+
residents, 100+ retail, restaurant and gym employees along the thousands of clients they will need to attract to
cover their rent. This will mean thousands of cars a day circling one of the most congested areas in Hollywood
searching for parking, adding massive amounts of pollution, destroying our quality of life, and making it
impossible for residents and emergency vehicles to have speedy access to the hillside neighborhoods.

THE "CONDO" LOOPHOLE

Townscape, the dewvelopers, are now applying to the city for condo parcel numbers. This means the units will be
considered "individual homes" and are not subject to city rent increase guidelines. This is clearly a away to get
around city rent guidelines, and to turn the unenforced "low income housing" benefits they are asking for into yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these loopholes are closed.

LOSS OF SERVICE

The addition of traffic and the overburden of parking to this already overcrowded intersection is going to result in a
huge loss of speedy emergency senice to all hillside residents. When seconds matter in the event of fire or heart
attack this loss of service will open the door to potentially massive law suits against the city in the event of
catastrophic of fatal accidents in the hillside communities.

https:/mail.goog le.comymail/b/374/u/0/2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae5a5198940223&siml=14ae5a5198940223 2/3
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These are some of my concems, and | would like to know that City Hall will address them.
Thank you, yours sincerely,

Capote Stevens
patricky17@yahoo.com
8282 yucca

los angeles

ca

90046

https://mail.google.commail//374/w/0/ 2ui=28ik= 57bfd227a58view= ptésearch=inbox&th=14ae5a5198840223&simi= 14ae5a51 98940223



