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

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 6:16 PM
Reply-To: erica.homung@gmail.com

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

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, erica.homung@gmail.com

From:

Erica Homung
erica.hornung@gmail.com
1330 N Crescent Hts Bliwd
West 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 Blw 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 .google.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ 2ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae63a 1bf3febfd&si mi="14ae63a1bf3fe6fd 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 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 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/ ?ui=2&il= 57bfd227a58view=ptésear ch=inbox&th= 14ae63a1bf3febfd&siml=14aeb3a1bf3fesid
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
Dear Sir:

I have been doing research on the neighborhood for many years, and can attest to its historical importance. In
fact, there are three historic zones within three blocks of the proposed building.

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

Erica Homung
erica.homung@gmail.com
1330 N Crescent Hts Biwd
West Hollywood

CA

90046

hitps://mail g oogle.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ui=2&ik=57bfd227ab8view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae63a1bf3fetfd&simi= 14ae63a1bf3febfd
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Suzanne Good reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 7:51 PM
Reply-To: Goodsggood@aol.com

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

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

From:

Suzanne Good
Goodsggood@aol.com
2652 Byron Place

Los Angeles

Ca

90046

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

| 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 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 Granmille, 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=57bfd227a58view= pt&search=inbox&th=14ae6913c2db36528simi= 14ae6913c2db3652 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 \ehicle 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 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 avoid 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 fo 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 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.

https://mail.g oogle.com/mail/b/374/w/0/?ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae6913c2db3652&siml= 14ae6913c2db3652
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
Traffic is already a nightmare, please reconsider the effect on the neighborhood and stop this oversized project

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

Suzanne Good
Goodsggood@aol.com
2652 Byron Place

Los Angeles

Ca

90046

hitps://mail.goog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ 2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt8search=inbox&th=14ae6913c2db36528simi= 14ae6913c2db3652
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from serge masche reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 8:13 PM
Reply-To: sergemasche@msn.com

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

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, sergemasche@msn.com

From:

serge masche
sergemasche@msn.com
6861 Iris Circle
Hollywood

Ca.

90068

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 Granvlle, 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.comymail/b/374/uw/0/2ui=2&ik= 57bfd227a58view= pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae6ab5a7e96151&siml= 14ae6ab5a7e96151 143
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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 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 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 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 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 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 g 0og le.comvmail/b/374/w/0/ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&ih=14ae6ab5a7e961518&siml="14ae6a55a7e96151
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS

| drive through that intersection everyday. It's a nightmare already. Those 900 proposed Bike Racks are a
dewelopers scam. This, out of ALL proportions, massive development will make live worse to all of us who live in
the area. STOP THE GREED!

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

serge masche
sergemasche@msn.com
6861 Iris Circle
Hollywood

Ca.

90068

hitps://mail.g oog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/ 2ui=28&ik=57bfd227 a5&iew=pt8search=inbox&th= 14ae6a55a7e961518&siml=14ae6a55a7¢96151
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from suzanne@mightycompanions.org
reference City Case No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 8:27 PM
Reply-To: suzanne@mightycompanions.org

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

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, suzanne@mightycompanions.org

From:
suzanne@mightycompanions.org
suzanne@mightycompanions.org
1500 Sunset Plaza Drive

Los Angeles

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 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 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 Graniille, 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/w/0/ ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=ptésearch=inbox&th= 14ae6b2a85a3%af&simi= 14aebb2ag5a3%eaf 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 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 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 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 0og le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ 2ui=28&ik=57bfd227 a5&view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae6b2a95a39%eaf&siml=14aebb2ad5a30%eaf
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
Hawe a heart. Will suffering never end, with Sunset Blwd and La Cienega already a nightmare for us locals?
Enough is enough.

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

suzanne@mightycompanions.org
suzanne@mightycompanions.org
1500 Sunset Plaza Drive

Los Angeles

CA

90069

https://mail.goog le.comymail/b/374/w/0/ 2ui=28il=57bfd227a58view=ptésearch=inbox&th=14ae6b2a95a39¢af8siml=14aebb2ad5a39%eaf
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B
@F‘;ﬁzscs Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@lacity.org>
e

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

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Tue, Jan 13, 2015 at 9:12 PM
Reply-To: mickisauer@aol.com

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

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

From:

Micki Sauer
mickisauer@aol.com
617 N Alta Vista Bl
Los Angeles

CA

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 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 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 Graniille, 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/w0/7ui=28&ik=57bfd227a5&view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14aeBdbSaaab1d20&siml=14aebdbSaaab1d20 13



1/14/2015 Cityof Los Angeles Mail - Objection to 8150 Sunset Blwd. from Micki Sauer 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 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
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 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.comymail/b/374/w/0/ui=2&ik= 57bfd227 a58View=pt&search=inboxth=14aebdbSaaab1d20&siml= 14ae6dbSaaab1d20
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS
The city is overwhelmed by traffic and population. Instead of adding to it, let's improve the style of living for those
of us already here and let money be made that way.

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

Micki Sauer
mickisauer@aol.com
617 N Alta Vista Bl
Los Angeles

CA

90036

https://mail.g oogle.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view= pt&search=inbox&th= 14aebdbSaaab1d20&simi= 14aebdbSaaabld20
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Barbara Eich reference City Case No.
ENV-2013-2552-EIR

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Wed, Jan 14, 2015 at 7:17 AM
Reply-To: beich@pacbell.net

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

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, beich@pacbell.net

From:

Barbara Eich
beich@pacbell.net
1301 N. Genesee 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 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.comymail /b/374/u/0/ ui=2&ik=57bfd227 a5&View= pt&search=inbox&th= 142905004327 4c&simi= 14ae9050e043274c 13



1/14/2015 Cityof Los Angeles Mail - Objection to 8150 Sunset Bivd. from Barbara Eich 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 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 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 cleary 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.comymail/b/374/W/0/ui=28ik= 57bfd227 ab8view=pté&sear ch=inbox&th= 14ae9050e043274c&siml=14a¢9050e043274¢
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS

Way too many reasons to not approve this project. One point: have you tried driving on Sunset most hours at a
normal pace? or Crescent Heights...or Fountain Ave? It's getting impossible to get anyplace in a reasonable
amount of time.

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

Barbara Eich
beich@pacbell.net
1301 N. Genesee Awe
Los Angeles

CA

90046

https://mail g cog le.com/mail /b/374/w/0/ ui=28ik=57bfd227 a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14ae0050e043274c&simi= 1429050204327 4c
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@:J{éﬂcs Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@lacity.org>

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

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Wed, Jan 14, 2015 at 10:59 AM
Reply-To: dshutchin@gmail.com

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

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

From:

Douglas Hutchinson
dshutchin@gmail.com
1468 N Kings Road
Los Angeles

CA

90069

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

| 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 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 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

https://mail .g oog le.comymail/b/374/w/0/?ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view=ptésearch=inbox&th=14ae9d03d23591 1c&simi=14ae5d03d295911c 13



1/14/2015 City of Los Angeles Mail - Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Douglas Hutchinson 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 | beliewve 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
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 "CONDOQ" 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 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 oog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/?ui=28&ik=57bfd227a5&view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ae9d03d295911c&siml=142e9d03d295911c
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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,

Douglas Hutchinson
dshutchin@gmail.com
1468 N Kings Road
Los Angeles

CA

90069

https://mail g oog le.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58iew=ptasearch=inbox&th= 14ae9d03d295911c&siml=14ae9d03d285911¢
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Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from Katherine D. Wiise reference City Case
No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

2 messages

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Wed, Jan 14, 2015 at 12:02 PM

Reply-To: kittywise@me.com
To: jonathan.brand@lacity.org, planning.enweview@lacity.org, tom.labonge@lacity.org
Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, kittywise@me.com

From:

Katherine D. Wiise
kittywise@me.com
1351 N. Spaulding 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 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

hitps:/mail g cog le.com/mail/b/374/W/0/7ui=2&ik=57bfd227 a58view= pté&search=inbox&th=14ae209b3823d5b&dsq t=18&simi= 14aca09f9823d5h&simi=14aealb73...
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11412015 City of Los Angeles Mail - Objection to 8150 Sunset Blwd. from Katherine D. Wiise 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 Biwd (between Sunset & Ventura) is one of the most heawvily 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 turming 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 "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 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.goog le.com/mail/b/374/u/0/2ui=2&ilk= 57bfd227ab&view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14aea09fb9823d5b&ds q t= 1&siml=14aea09fb9823d5b&simi="14aealb73. ..
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ADDITIONAL CONCERNS

| find it deeply troubling that money continues to rule the day . It has become abundantly clear how little else
matters. Quality of life is considered an antiquated concept. | believe in the capitolist system | think
CONSIDERATION for humanity

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

Katherine D. Wiise
kittywise@me.com
1351 N. Spaulding Awe.
Los Angeles

CA.

90046

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Wed, Jan 14, 2015 at 12:03 PM
Reply-To: kittywise@me.com

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

Cc: inffo@savesunsetboulevard.com, kittywise@me.com

From:

Katherine D. Wiise
kittywise@me.com
1351 N. Spaulding 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 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

https://mail .google.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58&view=pté&sear ch=inbox&th=14aea09fb9823d5b&ds q t=1&siml=14aea09fbo823dob&simi=14aealb73... 3/5
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nature of the immediate surroundings by:

* Dermolishing the Lytton Building.

> The EIR fails to coriecily address the asthetic and financial effecis of blocking the light and views of the historic
Chaigau Marmiont, 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
cpen and spacious areas of Holiywood's original residential district.

DENSITY

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 rnore 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 Crescernit
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 preserit, the real number is approximately 1500 daily trips that are made by the
shopping mall, and at its peak occupancy it was stili 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, retaiis 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 employinent 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 projeci 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 “wvehicle 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
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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 intc yet
more easy to flip profit. | also ask that these ioopholes 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 matier 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 hiliside communities.

ADDITIONAL CONCERNS

| find it deeply troubling that money contiriues to rule the day . It has become abundantly clear how little else
matters. Quality of life is considered an antiquated concept. i believe in the capitolist system | think
CONSIDERATION for humanity

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

Katherine D. Wiise
kittywise@me.com
1351 N. Spaulding Ave.
Los Angeles

CA.

90046
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B
@‘ééﬁcs Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@Ilacity.org>
L

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

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Wed, Jan 14, 2015 at 2:11 PM
Reply-To: HollywoodCatLady@msn.com

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

Cc: info@savesunsetboulevard.com, HollywoodCatLady@msn.com

From:

Jeanne Bamey
HollywoodCatLady@msn.com
1525 North Gardner Street
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 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 Graniille, 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.com/mail/b/374/w/0/ ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58view=ptdsearch=inbox8th= 14aea800f51b50238&simi=142ea800f51b5023 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 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 confiict 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 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.google.com/mail/b/374/W/0/ 7ui=28ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&sear ch=inbox3ith= 14aea800f5 1b5023&sim|=14aea800f51b5023
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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,

Jeanne Barney
HollywoodCatLady@msn.com
1525 North Gardner Street
Hollywood

CA

90046

https://mail g oog le.comvmail b/374//0/2ui=28ik=57bid227a58view=pidsearch=inbox&th=142ea800f51b50238&simi=14aeaB00f51b5023

33



1/14/2015 City of Los Angeles Mail - Objection to 8150 Sunset Blvd. from matthew harper reference City Case No. ENV-2013-2552-EIR

i)
@ééﬁcs Planning Environmental Review <planning.envreview@lacity.org>
iv_"s

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

1 message

Save Sunset Boulevard <info@savesunsetboulevard.com> Wed, Jan 14, 2015 at 3:00 PM
Reply-To: emskat@aol.com

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

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

From:

matthew harper
emskat@aol.com
2530 Laurel Pass Awe
LA

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 Graniille, and The Sawoyand
countless hillside residents.

» The shading the Chateau Mammont, 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/u/0/ui=2&ik=57bfd227 a5&iew=pt&search=inbox&th= 14aeaad86c52e9e62siml=14aeaadBbc52e0e6 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 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 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 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 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.conVmail/b/374/u/0/ 2ui=2&ik=57bfd227a58view= ptésearch=inbox&th=14aeaad86c52e9e68siml= 14aeaad8bc5269e6
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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,

matthew harper
emskat@aol.com
2530 Laurel Pass Awe
LA

CA

90046

hittps://mail g oog le.com/mail/b/374/uw/0/ ui=28&ik=57bfd227a58view=pt&search=inbox&th= 14aeaad86c52e9e6&siml= 14acaad86c52e9e6



