
November 4, 2014  
     
Los Angeles City Clerk      Council Date: 11/5/2014 
200 N. Spring St. Room 360 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
CF NO. 14-1438 (LASC CASE NO. BS145096) 
Sherman Oaks Residents For a Safe Environment 
4827 N.  Sepulveda Blvd., Sherman Oaks, CA 91403 
 
Homeowners of Encino opposes the retention of outside counsel, in the cases of Sherman 
Oaks Residents for a Safe Environment v City; HEI/GC Hollywood and Vine 
Condominiums LLC v. City; and Stopthemillennium.com et. v. City. 
 
These lawsuits were filed against the City because residents in good faith believe that the 
entitlements granted by the City are invalid on land use and environmental approvals. 
 
The City Attorney report R14-0377, dated October 22, 2014, relative to meet in Closed 
Session, pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1), proposes to retain outside 
counsel, in the cases of Sherman Oaks Residents for a Safe Environment v City, and 
others cited above. 
 
It is indefensible for the City to spend precious taxpayer dollars fighting the bona fide 
best interest of residents, over the interest of a private developer. It is a case of taxpayer 
dollars, once again, at work against the public. 
 
On August 28, 2013 over the strong community objections, the Los Angeles City Council  
voted unanimously to approve the 325 residential unit Il Villaggio Toscano (IVT) project 
at Sepulveda Blvd. and Camarillo. The IVT developer received entitlements to build 325 
multi-family residential units and 52,000 square feet of commercial with 1,206 parking 
spaces. Height of the buildings would be 82 feet. The gross floor area for the project 
would be 582,359 feet. The project adds 5,800 new daily car trips. 
 
Attorney, Robert Silverstein, was hired by the Sherman Oaks Residents For a Safe 
Environment to protect the public interest. The City Attorney now seeks to hire an army 
of outside lawyers to fight the residents who believe that the entitlements were granted 
improperly. The actions to invalidate the approvals on both land use and environmental 
grounds is  sound. 
 
Residents rightly objected to the traffic, noise, congestion, infrastructure damage and 
pollution that the massive 8-story, 325 unit apartment buildings would bring. The EIR 
was devoid of meaningful mitigation measures and contained many flawed conclusions. 
The lengthy document obfuscated traffic, congestion and infrastructure problems while 
going on at length about tangential matters and ignored mitigation measures that are 



required by CEQA. The EIR reached faulty conclusions claiming impacts were reduced to 
“less than insignificant” when in reality the impacts are significant.  
 
We ask that the City Council not spend another dime fighting residents where the City of 
Los Angeles approved environmental and land use entitlements improperly.  
 
Cordially yours, 

 
Gerald A. Silver, President 
 
 


