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August 9, 2016 

 

 

VIA EMAIL 

Los Angeles City Council 

Planning and Land Use Management 

Committee 

200 N. Spring Street, Rm. 325 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

 

 

Re: Objections to General Plan Amendment, Zone Change, Height 

District Change, Conditional Use Permits, and Site Plan Review for 

the Commercial Project located at 5901-5925 West Sunset 

Boulevard;  

1515-1525 North Bronson Avenue 

CPC-2013-2812-GPA-ZC-HD-CU-SPR; CPC-2015-984-DA 

ENV-2013-2813-EIR 

 

Dear Honorable Committee Members: 

 

I. INTRODUCTION. 

 

This firm and the undersigned represent Hollywood Residents for 

Responsible Development (“HRRD”), Jason Vogel and Bronson Avenue 

Properties LLC (“BAP”).  BAP owns the property immediately adjacent to and 

north of the proposed 5901 Sunset Boulevard Project (“Project”).  Please keep this 

office on the list of interested persons to receive timely notice of all hearings and 

determinations related to the Project. 

 

HRRD, Vogel and BAP adopt and incorporate by reference all Project 

objections raised by themselves and others during the environmental review and 

land use entitlement processes before the City of Los Angeles, including today’s 

hearing before the Planning and Land Use Management Committee.   

 

We write to lodge our strong objections to the General Plan Amendment, 

Zone Change, Height District Change, Conditional Use Permits, and Site Plan 
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Review for the Commercial Project located at 5901-5925 West Sunset Boulevard, 

which is located next to 1515-1525 Bronson Avenue. The reasons for our 

objections include, but are not limited to, the information contained herein.  

 

 

II. THE DEVELOPER’S PROPOSED PROJECT VIOLATES, AND WILL 

CONTINUE TO VIOLATE, THE FAIR HOUSING ACT. 

 

 

The federal Fair Housing Act and the Fair Housing Amendment Acts (42 

U.S. Code 3601-3619, 3631) prohibit discrimination in housing based on certain 

criteria. Race, and national origin are among the specified criteria.  Per the United 

States Supreme Court’s recent ruling in Texas Department of Housing and 

Community Affairs v. The Inclusive Communities Project, under the Fair Housing 

Act, a zoning decision to allow the destruction of housing inhabited by protected 

classes has the effect of creating housing discrimination. In effect, implicit 

discrimination is as destructive as explicit discrimination. Disparate impact is 

recognizable as a category of racial discrimination under the law.  

 

Here, the 5901 Sunset property, in the form proposed by Hudson Pacific, 

will have a disparate impact on the residents living on Bronson, who are largely 

members of protected classes including racial minority, handicapped person, the 

elderly and families. The PLUM committee has many options, including allowing 

development with the usual setback to insulate the protected classes.  The owner 

of the apartment building with protected classes has offered many opportunities 

for the developer to use its property to mitigate the impact of the development, but 

the developer refuses to consider those, and does not address them in its EIR. 

Plainly put, the Developer’s proposal with respect to the Project is discriminatory 

per the Fair Housing Act. Renters may not be steered to a certain area based on 

race. Hudson Pacific’s construction of (100% luxury office and retail) and a 

narrow road to service giant trucks, feet away from a diverse, historically 

underprivileged community, is an implicit “GET OUT” to that community. 

 

Therefore, PLUM and the City Council should reject the developer’s 

proposals for re-zoning, et al., outlined above. 

 



Los Angeles City Council 

Planning and Land Use Management  

August 9, 2016 

Page 3 
 

3 

 

III. THE DEVELOPER’S PROPOSED PROJECT VIOLATES, AND 

WILL CONTINUE TO VIOLATE, THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACTS OF 

1866. 

 

The Civil Rights Act of 1866 provides for equality of citizens of the United 

States in the enjoyment of civil rights and immunities. Here, Developer’s proposed 

project violates the civil rights of neighborhood residents with respect to the 

aforementioned law.   

 

IV. THE DEVELOPER’S PROPOSED PROJECT WILL CREATE A 

CONTINUING NUISANCE. 

 

 The proposed Development will constitute a public (and private) nuisance 

if the Developer’s plans go forward as suggested.  

 

 California Civil Code 3479 states, in pertinent part, “Anything which is 

injurious to health, including…an obstruction to the free use of property, so as to 

interfere with the comfortable enjoyment of life or property, or unlawfully 

obstructs the free passage or use…is a nuisance.” Civil Code 3480 goes on to state 

that “a public nuisance is one which affects at the same time an entire community 

or neighborhood, or any considerable number of persons, although the extent of 

the annoyance or damage inflicted upon individuals may be unequal.” Section 11 

of the Los Angeles Municipal Code states that any violation of the Code is a 

public nuisance.  

 

 Here, the Development as proposed as a public nuisance that will create 

enormous amounts of pollution, traffic congestion, shade on neighboring 

properties, and a host of other problems (including a truck lane immediately next 

to the neighboring property, which contains the walls of residents). These 

problems have been clearly laid out to Developer, which has chosen not to 

properly act on them. It is the classic definition of a public nuisance for the entire 

community.  

 

 Therefore, we write to lodge our strong objections to the General Plan 

Amendment, Zone Change, Height District Change, Conditional Use Permits, and 

Site Plan Review for the Commercial Project located at 5901-5925 West Sunset 
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Boulevard. Hollywood Residents for Responsible Development strongly urges 

PLUM and the City Council to reject Developer’s proposals, as currently 

presented.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Brian Lundin, Esq. 

Lundin Law PC 

Attorney for  

Hollywood Residents for Responsible Development, Jason Vogel, 

and Bronson Avenue Properties LLC 


