
 
City of Los Angeles 
Planning and Land Use Management Committee 
City Hall, 3rd Floor  
200 N. Spring Street Board of Public Works Edward R. Raybal Hearing Room 350 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
August 30, 2016 
 
Re:    City Council Case No: 16-0876, 16-0876-S1, 16-0876-S2, 16-0876-S3 
Case No: TT-71751; CPC-2011-2459-GPA-ZC SP-SN-CA: CPC-2011-2462-DA 
CEQA No: ENV-2011-2460-EIR, State Clearinghouse No. 2011101035, 
Paramount Pictures 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I am a resident of the 600 block of Lillian Way and  I am writing to express my opposition to three 
specific proposals in the Paramount Master Plan: 
1. I oppose any office tower that would front on Melrose.  This area is 
filled with one to two story residential and small business structures; many of 
which are important to the historic architectural fabric of Los Angeles.  To build 
such a large and overbearing building right next to these neighborhoods would 
utterly change the character of this community.  
  
2. I  oppose  any  plans  to   install  super  graphic   signs   on   any  building  on   the 
Paramount Lot.   Because of the low rise nature of this area of Hollywood any 
super  graphic   advertising  would  be  visible  for  miles,  polluting  the  views  and 
peace of thousands of people.   
 
3. I oppose   the   creation   of   a   new   electronic   sign   district   and   any   plans   to 
subsequently   replace   existing   historic   billboards   with   electronic   ones.   The 
Paramount campus is not in one of the City's entertainment districts; rather it is in 
the   middle   of   an   historic   residential   community.   Electronic   signage   creates 
intrusive light pollution, distracts drivers and utterly changes the quality of the 
surrounding communities.  Electronic signage is not only visible from miles away, 
but the light is so powerful and intrusive that it is impossible to keep it out of 
bedrooms and houses anywhere within miles of the light source.  I recall an electronic sign on Cahuenga, 
north of Franklin, that ultimately had to be reverted to more traditional advertising because the light 
was so strong and disturbing, not only to residents but also to drivers.  Really, electronic signage is a 
public nuisance and disturbs a resident’s right to quiet enjoyment. 
 

Paramount Studios has been an important part of the community for decades and its studio buildings   

and   campus   are   well   designed   to   fit into   the   surrounding neighborhoods.  While I understand 

that Paramount wants to make the most of its campus, I do feel that  the proposals   for new   buildings 

and  oversized, electronic signage are completely inappropriate and inconsiderate to its built 

environment.  In addition to the above specific objections, I also have a general concern as to   the 



impact of an additional 1.4 millions square feet of new facilities to an area that is already overwhelmed 

with traffic and density.   

Melrose Avenue is not designed to take on any addition traffic flow and is completely gridlocked for 

hours every workday.  The proposed $100,000 funding for traffic mitigation is woefully inadequate.  The 

estimated costs for adapting the already installed traffic signals at Rossmore and Melrose to include left-

turn arrows is over $240,000.  The Paramount Studios applicants should be required to provide honest 

plans for traffic mitigation with a real commitment to financially support the requirements.  

Paramount's plans would benefit their stockholders at the cost of utterly changing the character of 

Melrose and the surrounding communities.  The tax paying citizens of our neighborhoods  would   pay  

the   price  in  loss   of   privacy, quiet,  natural  light,  views of Hollywood and the integrity of their 

neighborhoods.  How can this possibly be fair? We ask that you and the City work with Paramount to 

dramatically scale back its proposal in order to better balance its role both as a business and as a 

neighbor. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Best regards, 

Nancy Lainer 

Resident, Lillian Way 
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To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I am the Vice-President and Chair of the Land Use and Planning Committee of the 
Hancock Park Homeowners Association, est. 1948, and a Board member of the Hancock 
Park HPOZ.  I am writing to express our Association's opposition to three specific 
proposals in the Paramount Master Plan: 

1. We continue to oppose any office tower that would front on Melrose.  This area is 
filled with one to two story residential and small business structures; many of which 
are important to the historic architectural fabric of Los Angeles.  To build such a 
large and overbearing building right next to these neighborhoods would utterly 
change the character of this community.   

2. We oppose any plans to install super graphic signs on any building on the 
Paramount Lot.  Because of the low rise nature of this area of Hollywood any super 
graphic advertising would be visible for miles, polluting the views and peace of 
thousands of people.   

3. We oppose the creation of a new electronic sign district and any plans to 
subsequently replace existing historic billboards with electronic ones.  The 
Paramount campus is not in one of the City's entertainment districts; rather it is in 
the middle of an historic residential community.  Electronic signage creates 
intrusive light pollution, distracts drivers and utterly changes the quality of the 
surrounding communities.  Electronic signage is not only visible from miles away, 
but the light is so powerful and intrusive that it is impossible to keep it out of 
bedrooms and houses anywhere within miles of the light source. 

Paramount Studios has been an important part of the community for decades and its 
studio buildings and campus are well designed to fit into the surrounding 
neighborhoods.  While we understand that Paramount wants to make the most of their 



 
business asset we believe that the proposals for new buildings and oversized and 
electronic signage are completely inappropriate to this neighborhood.   
 
In addition to our above, specific objections, we have a general concern as to the impact 
of an additional 1.4 millions square feet of new facilities to an area that is already 
overwhelmed with traffic and density.  Melrose Avenue is not designed to take on any 
addition traffic flow and is completely gridlocked for hours every workday.  The proposed 
$100,000 funding for traffic mitigation is woefully inadequate.  The estimated costs for 
adapting the already installed traffic signals at Rossmore and Melrose to include left turn 
arrows is over $240,000.  The Paramount Studios applicants should be required to 
provide honest plans for traffic mitigation with a real commitment to financially support the 
requirements. 
 
Paramount's plans would benefit their stockholders at the cost of utterly changing the 
character of Melrose and the surrounding communities.  The tax paying citizens of our 
neighborhoods would pay the price in loss of privacy, quiet, natural light, views of 
Hollywood and the integrity of their neighborhoods.  How can this possibly be fair? 
 
We ask that you and the City work with Paramount to dramatically scale back their 
proposal in order to better balance their role both as a business and as a neighbor. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Susan Grossman 
Vice President, HPHOA, est. 1948 and Board Member Hancock Park HPOZ Board 
  
 








