
7095 Hollywood Boulevard, Box 1004, Los Angeles, California 90048-8911

December 2, 2019

Ms. Holly L. Wolcott
Office of the City Clerk
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street
City Hall - Room 395
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2601

Re: City Council File 16-1011-S4
Crescent Heights Boulevard/Lot 1 (Tract No. 31173/Sunset Boulevard/Street Vacation
8150 West Sunset Boulevard

Dear Ms. Wolcott:

The Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council (HHWNC) is one of the certified
neighborhood councils in the City of Los Angeles. I am the Area 7 Chair for HHWNC, which
includes the property at 8150 West Sunset Boulevard.

At a meeting of HHWNC’s Board on November 20, 2019, HHWNC’s Board voted (20 to 0) to
oppose (i) the proposed vacation of the turning lane, and (ii) moving the bus stop, which
currently is adjacent to the site, to two blocks to the East in front of 8000 W. Sunset Boulevard’s
Crate & Barrel 2 store. I was traveling and unable to attend the 11/20/19 meeting, otherwise the
Board vote would have been 21 to 0. I would have also clarified that the re-location of the bus
stop has yet to be determined, as per Renee Weitzer, who is the Council District 4 Senior
Advisor for Land Use and Development.

I submit 12 documents as Public Comment concerning the matter.

Regards,

Lincoln Williamson
Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council, Area 7 Chair

cc: Hon. David E Ryu, david.ryu@lacity.org
Mrs. Renee Weitzer, Council District 4, renee.weitzer@lacity.org



November 21, 2019

Ms. Holly L. Wolcott
Office of the City Clerk
City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street
City Hall - Room 395
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2601

Re: City Council File 16-1011-S4
8150 West Sunset Boulevard
Crescent Heights Boulevard/Lot 1 (Tract No. 31173/Sunset Boulevard/Street Vacation

Dear Ms.Wolcott:

The Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council (HHWNC) is one of the certified neighborhood councils
in the City of Los Angeles. This site on West Sunset Blvd. is located in HHWNC’s area.

At a meeting of HHWNC’s Board on November 20, 2019, HHWNC’s Board voted (20 to 0) to oppose (i)
the proposed vacation of the turning lane, and (ii) moving the bus stop, which currently is adjacent to the
site, to two blocks to the East in front of 8000 W. Sunset Boulevard’s Crate & Barrel 2 store.

On behalf of Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council, the above information is respectfully
submitted.

Very truly yours,

Anastasia Mann
President
Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council

cc: Hon. David E Ryu, david.ryu@lacity.org
Mrs. Renee Weitzer, Council District 4, renee.weitzer@lacity.org
Mr. Orrin Feldman, vicepresident@hhwnc.org
Lincoln Williamson, Area7Chair@hhwnc.org

         7095 Hollywood Blvd. Box 1004 Los Angeles, California 90048-8911



Community Impact Statement - City Planning Commission

Clerk.CIS@lacity.org
Mon 12/2/2019 11:57 AM

To:  cpc@planning.lacity.org <cpc@planning.lacity.org>
Cc:  Anastasia Mann <president@hhwnc.org>

Your Community Impact Statement has been successfully submitted to City Planning Commission. 

If you have questions and/or concerns, please contact the Department of Neighborhood Empowerment at
NCSupport@lacity.org. 

******** This is an automated response, please DO NOT reply to this email. ******** 

Contact Information 
Neighborhood Council: Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council 
Name: Anastasia Mann 
Phone Number: (310) 854-0600 
Email: president@hhwnc.org 
The Board approved this CIS by a vote of: Yea(0) Nay(20) Abstain(0) Ineligible(0) Recusal(0) 
Date of NC Board Action: 11/20/2019 
Type of NC Board Action: Against 

Impact Information 
Date: 12/02/2019 
Update to a Previous Input: Yes 
Directed To: City Planning Commission 
Council File Number: 16-1011-S4 
Agenda Date: 
Item Number: 
Summary: November 21, 2019 Ms. Holly L. Wolcott Office of the City Clerk City of Los Angeles 200 North Spring Street
City Hall - Room 395 Los Angeles, CA 90012-2601 Re: City Council File 16-1011-S4 8150 West Sunset Boulevard
Crescent Heights Boulevard/Lot 1 (Tract No. 31173/Sunset Boulevard/Street Vacation Dear Ms.Wolcott: The Hollywood
Hills West Neighborhood Council (HHWNC) is one of the certified neighborhood councils in the City of Los Angeles.
This site on West Sunset Blvd. is located in HHWNC’s area. At a meeting of HHWNC’s Board on November 20, 2019,
HHWNC’s Board voted (20 to 0) to oppose (i) the proposed vacation of the turning lane, and (ii) moving the bus stop,
which currently is adjacent to the site, to two blocks to the East in front of 8000 W. Sunset Boulevard’s Crate & Barrel 2
store. On behalf of Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council, the above information is respectfully submitted. Very
truly yours, Anastasia Mann President Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council cc: Hon. David E Ryu,
david.ryu@lacity.org Mrs. Renee Weitzer, Council District 4, renee.weitzer@lacity.org Mr. Orrin Feldman,
vicepresident@hhwnc.org Lincoln Williamson, Area7Chair@hhwnc.org 



February 14, 2019 
 
 
Street Vacation Investigation Section 
201 N. Figueroa Street 
Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Attn: Edmond Yew 
 
RE: Portion of Crescent Heights Blvd Adjacent to Lot 1, Tract No. 31173, Between Sunset Blvd and 
Crescent Heights Blvd (VAC – E1401351) 
 
 
Dear Mr. Yew, 
 
I live two blocks from the proposed vacation site on Laurel Ave and I strongly oppose the vacation of the 
above-referenced street. 
 
The intersection where the vacation is proposed is extremely congested and dangerous. We hear and 
see accidents there on an almost daily basis. Vacating the street and removing the dedicated right-hand 
turn lane will make the intersection even more dangerous, because Crescent Heights does not cross 
Sunset straight on. Rather, it comes down from the Hollywood Hills at a southeast direction and then 
changes to a southwest direction as it crosses Sunset: 
 

 
 
Currently, vehicles traveling east on Sunset Blvd who wish to go south on Crescent Heights can make use 
of the dedicated right turn lane, which allows drivers to easily see vehicles coming south on Crescent 
Heights as shown below. Emergency vehicles also make frequent use of this turn lane. 
 



 
 
If that turn lane is vacated, vehicles traveling east on Sunset Blvd wishing to go south onto Crescent 
Heights will be faced with a very dangerous right-hand turn. Because of the angle of Crescent Heights 
south of Sunset, drivers will actually be making a near 120 degree turn. This means that drivers will need 
to look back over their left shoulder to see and avoid cars speeding south on Crescent Heights north of 
Sunset. Critically, emergency vehicles would not be able to make the resulting 120 degree turn. 
 

 
 
I would encourage any city official considering this street vacation to take a drive on Sunset and attempt 
making the hard right turn at Crescent Heights – I have no doubt they will find it a terrifying experience. 
Yet this is what all drivers will contend with each and every day if the proposed street vacation is 
approved. 



 
The existing dedicated turn lane is essential for the safety of drivers and pedestrians at this intersection. 
It is not an un-used stretch of street which can be removed with no resulting impact – it is traveled 
hundreds of times each day by commuters and local residents, and it’s a much-needed route for 
emergency vehicles. 
 
I strongly oppose the vacation of this street and respectfully ask that city officials reject this request. 
 
Thank you, 
Danielle Mead 
 
 















Fw: Serious Concerns/Questions re: 8150 Sunset from HHWNC PLUM Meeting

danielle.mead@yahoo.com
Mon 12/2/2019 1:54 PM

To:  Lincoln Williamson <area7chair@hhwnc.org>

1 attachments (2 MB)

8150 Sunset CD4 Deal 102416.pdf;

This was the other one but I think most of these questions/concerns have been addressed. I never received any response or indication
they had received this message.

Regards,
Danielle Mead

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: danielle.mead@yahoo.com <danielle.mead@yahoo.com>
To: David Ryu <david.ryu@lacity.org>; Nicholas Greif <nicholas.greif@lacity.org>
Cc: Renee Weitzer <renee.weitzer@lacity.org>
Sent: Tuesday, November 5, 2019, 4:00:40 PM PST
Subject: Serious Concerns/Questions re: 8150 Sunset from HHWNC PLUM Meeting

Dear Councilmember Ryu,

I would like to call to your attention to some troubling information which came to light at the HHWNC PLUM Committee Meeting last night
(November 4, 2019) regarding the 8150 Sunset project. I live on Laurel Ave, which is one block from the intersection of Crescent Heights
and Sunset where the project is located. I was not present for the discussion, but have spoken to multiple people who were in
attendance.

In October 2016, I along with many neighbors attended the City Council meeting where the 8150 Sunset project was approved.
After public comment but before the council vote, members of your staff and the developer huddled in a side room to negotiate
further “conditions of approval” for the project. After this side meeting, copies of the resulting “deal” were distributed to those of us in
the room. I have attached that document (Proposed Changes to CPC-2013-2551 Determination Pages C-1 through C-6: Conditions for
Approval) for your reference.

Among the conditions listed in this deal are the reduction in height from the original 234 feet to 178 feet, a reduction in the total number
of units and an increase in the number of workforce housing units.

You have consistently referenced this deal when claiming that you did all you could to minimize the project’s impacts on our
neighborhood. This deal is what has allowed you to take credit for reducing the project’s height when confronted about the project’s out-
of-scale proportions. These conditions are what was presented to City Council and what were voted on when the project was approved.

Yet after the discussion at last night’s HHWNC PLUM Committee meeting, it appears that these negotiated conditions of approval were
not really that at all. The project got approved, but some of the most important conditions to my neighborhood seem to have
been dropped – the establishment of a Neighborhood Traffic Improvement Plan (NTIP) and moving the existing Local 2 Line bus stop
west of its current location.

The NTIP states that prior to the issuance of a building permit, the applicant will deposit $2 million into an escrow account which could be
used by the City to “make any traffic improvements necessary to alter the condition of the intersection or to revoke and return the
intersection to the original condition.” In addition, it states that the City can also use the money for “other pedestrian, bicycle or traffic
improvements in the project vicinity.” 

These funds for “traffic improvements” were the most important element of the project conditions for my neighborhood. It was
the ONLY community benefit we were getting from the project. When I inquired about when our neighborhood could access these
funds for traffic mitigations, your then Chief of Staff Sarah Dusseault told me that the money had to be kept in escrow for two years after
the project had been built in case it was needed to undo the intersection changes (removing turn lane and incorporating the traffic
island). After that, she told me, we could use the money for traffic mitigation projects. 

I am therefore shocked to hear that at last night’s HHWNC PLUM Committee meeting, the developer stated the NTIP funds
would be returned to them after two years. Not freed up for neighborhood traffic mitigations as we were promised by your office, or as
the conditions of approval allow. 

It really feels like your previous staff mislead those of us who will be most negatively impacted by this project, just to placate us, hoping
we would stop bringing up our concerns about the project. 

The deal also states that the Applicant would work with Metro to “relocate the existing Local 2 Line bus stop from 8118 West Sunset
Boulevard to approximately 330 feet west of its current location, as determined to be feasible by Metro.” Yet, since 2016, the only
locations considered for moving the bus stop have been east of the project. While I understand that the conditions allow for a
determination of feasibility by Metro, the conditions specified the bus stop would be moved east, not west, and the original



designated location would have been on the project site itself. But the developer stated at last night’s HHWNC PLUM Committee meeting
that they would be moving the bus stop to the corner of Sunset Boulevard and Laurel Ave for “aesthetic reasons”. Is this
because it would "look bad" if the people who live in their low income units wait for the bus on their property? Do they not remember that
including low income units and proximity to bus transit were key reasons they were allowed to build so far above the property’s zoned
height and density?

To summarize: 1) our neighborhood won’t be getting the traffic improvements that your office promised us (verbally and on paper), and 2)
we’ll also be getting a bus stop at a small intersection which is already dangerous and overly congested. Not only won’t we be getting
the traffic mitigation funds stipulated in the deal, we’ll end up with worse traffic and congestion than we originally expected.
This is beyond disappointing.

All of this gives the impression that your negotiations on the 8150 Sunset project were not really intended to improve it or help the
neighborhood, but just political cover for your support of the project. I sincerely hope this is not the case.

Beyond that, Renee Weitzer informed the PLUM Committee last night that you would be supporting the street vacation associated with
the project, despite the committee passing a motion against it. I’m surprised to hear of your support considering that your senior planner
Emma Howard told me a few weeks ago that you hadn’t taken a position on it – that you were waiting for the BOE report and to hear
from the community. The BOE determination only came out on October 25 and the HHWNC PLUM meeting was the first public meeting
I’m aware of to take up the street vacation issue. Yet you had already made up your mind to support it by the time this meeting occurred.
What stakeholders from the community did you speak to before making your decision? Not me or my neighbors.

I would like to know how you intend to remedy this situation and ensure our neighborhood gets the traffic mitigation funds it
will desperately need once this project is built. After giving you the benefit of the doubt on this project for years, we need you to make
clear how you will fulfill the promises you’ve made to this community.

 
Sincerely,
Danielle Mead
CD4 Resident Stakeholder
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LA Council Subcommittee Okays a Change to
Crescent Heights/Sunset Intersection
Thursday - November 7, 2019 by James F. Mills
(https://www.wehoville.com/author/james-f-mills/) | 18 Comments

When the Frank Gehry-designed giant retail-residential projectis built on
the southwest corner of Sunset and Crescent Heights boulevards (just a few
hundred feet north of the West Hollywood border), it likely will also feature
a modi ed intersectionat that same corner. A Los Angeles City Council
subcommittee on Wednesday approved eliminating the merging lane from
eastbound Sunset to southbound Crescent Heights and replacing it with a
dedicated right-turn-onlylane.

search wehoville search

(http://8850sunsetblvd.com/)



Proposed changes to intersection of Sunset and Crescent Heights boulevards

The Public Works and Gang Reduction subcommittee unanimously
approved the“street vacation” of this merging lane,which means the land
will automatically revert back to adjacent 8150 Sunset property.Project
developer Townscape Partners plans to convert the merging lane, along
with the adjacent triangle-shaped traf c island, into a public plaza with a
large fountain.

While Townscape will own the land currently occupied by the merging lane,
the  City  of Los Angeles  will retain ownership of the  land currently
occupied by the traf c  island but  allow Townscape to landscape it for the
plaza.

Meanwhile,the bus stop that currently sits on that traf c island will be
relocated a block east to the southwest corner of Sunset Boulevard and
Laurel Avenue (in front of the CB2 furniture store in the 8000 Sunset
shopping plaza).

With the merging lane from eastbound Sunset to southbound Crescent
Heights eliminated, a new right-turn-only  turn lane  on Sunset will be
created.  A dedicated right-turn traf c signal will also be installed. However,
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vehicles making the right turn at that intersection will have to make what
amounts to a 130-degree turn since Crescent Heights curves to the west just
below Sunset.

This plan still needs nal approval from the full Los Angeles City Council,
but that appears to be just a formality at this point. In issues affecting a
single council district, the 15-member  city  council generally follows the
wishes of the council member representing that district. Councilmember
David Ryu, whose  4th District includes this area, indicated at Wednesday’s
subcommittee meeting that he fully supports the “street vacation.”

Ryu cited safety as the number one reason for his backing.

“Improved safety for pedestrians should always be our top priority,” said
Ryu.“The LA DOT (Department of Transportation) report [indicates] it will
be a safer pedestrian experience at the intersection by reducing the length
of the crossing and interaction with vehicles.”

As it  is  currently con gured, the southern side of this Sunset-Crescent
Height intersection includes a traf c island on each side, thus forcing
pedestrians to cross the roadway and interact with vehicles  three times to
get to the other side – from the sidewalk to traf c island across the larger
swath of road to the next traf c island and then to the sidewalk on the
other side.

Meanwhile, that  existing  merging lane onto southbound Crescent Heights
has always  been  considered dangerous  due to the extreme angle  at which
it merges. Drivers have to turn their heads  far  back to see  the  oncoming
southbound  traf c.

Several local activists are opposed to the street vacation plan, believing it
will worsen traf c at the perpetually crowded Sunset-Crescent Heights
intersection, which already has a grade of F. They point out that under the
proposed new con guration, large trucks making the hairpin turn right
from eastbound Sunset to southbound Crescent Heights will have to swing
across two lanes of traf c to complete the turn.

They also argue that moving the bus stop a block east to Sunset and Laurel
is impractical.

“The sidewalk is especially narrow there. The 8000 Sunset complex isn’t
setback much from the street,” said neighborhood activist Keith Nakata.

Another neighbor, Rory Barish, contends the street vacation is really about
aesthetics.

“It’s not about public safety, it’s about aesthetics and it’s about making the
project larger,” said Barish, who lives nearby on Havenhurst Avenue.“They
don’t like the way the [traf c] island looks. They don’t want a bus stop there
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because it doesn’t look good. The people who go in and out of buses don’t
look good when they do it in front of multi-million-dollar condos. So,
therefore they’re going to close up a public right of way so that they can
increase it for aesthetics.”

Plans call for the  8150 Sunset project to have 219 apartment units and 30
condominiums.  Twenty-eight of those units will be for low- or moderate-
income residents but the rest will be market rate.  With ve buildings
planned for the site, it will also have  65,000 square feet of  retail space,
including 23,000 square feet of  restaurant space, 12,000 square feet of
shops,  a 25,000 square foot supermarket,  plus a bank and  dance/yoga
studio.

Barish concedes the current traf c island, composed just of dirt and
concrete, is not attractive. She suggests that instead of eliminating it, it be
beauti ed with plantings and a sculpture.

Steven Luftman, another neighbor, questions whether Townscape will be
able to nance this massive development project, which could cost several
hundred million dollars. He pointed to a recent article on the CoStar real
estate business website that reported that Townscape is searching for
investors for the project. Luftman said he feared that Townscape might run
out of money and only partially complete the project.

“We don’t want to see the buildings [currently on the 8150 Sunset site]
demolished, but nothing built,” said Luftman. “It would be tragic if it ends
up as nothing but a parking lot on Sunset and Crescent Heights.”

Ryu was not deaf to these  concerns. As a condition of approval,  Ryu
insisted that Townscape put a $2 million bond  into an escrow account

immediately. Thus, if eliminating the merging lane proves to be a mistake,
the city will have money to restore it. Likewise, if Townscape only partially

nishes the plaza,  the city will have the money to either complete the plaza
or restore the merging lane.

Renee Weitzer, Ryu’s senior advisor on land use and development issues,
explained to WEHOville that if the newly con gured intersection works as
studies suggests it will and there is no need to restore the merging lane,
then the city gets to keep the $2 million and use it for traf c improvements
elsewhere.

Ryu also added a condition stating that if the project undergoes a
substantial redesign, then the property owners must reapply for the street
vacation.

Also, Townscape cannot close the merging lane until the dedicated right
turn lane is installed. Andall that work must be completed within two years
of receiving nal approval or the street vacation expires.



WEHOville reached out to Townscape for comment but at press time had
not received a reply.

Despite Ryu’s support, a  planning and land use  subcommittee of the
Hollywood Hills West  Neighborhood  Council voted unanimously on
Monday night to oppose the street vacation.  The full neighborhood council
is expected to vote on the matter at its Nov. 20 meeting.  The full Los
Angeles City Council is expected to vote on the street vacation sometime in
December.

The 8150 Sunset project received the blessing of the Los Angeles City
Council in November 2016. However, it was delayed when activists led
lawsuits against the project itself and to save the historically designated
mid-century modern Lytton Savings building (now a Chase bank).

The project survived  all those legal challenges  and Townscape has now
obtained the demolition permits for the existing shopping center  building
(which includes  a McDonalds)  and the Lytton Savings building.  A
demolition date has not  yet  been scheduled,  but the CoStar article
indicated Townscape has asked Chase to vacate the bank  building by Dec.
31. WEHOville  has been unable to verify that date.

Renee Weitzer said Townscape hasnot yet obtained the building permits for
the projectand is at least six months away, if not longer, from getting them.

The 8150 Sunset Blvd. site is where the famed Garden of Allah hotel
complex sat for almost 40 years. The Garden of Allah buildings were
demolished in 1959 to make way for the Lytton Savings building and
shopping center currently on the site.

...  Please consider helping WEHOville continue to provide the news
you need and want by clicking here to subscribe to daily updates
and/or make a tax-deductible donation (/subscribe-to-wehoville-com).
Every dollar helps!

Tags: 8150 sunset blvd. (https://www.wehoville.com/tag/8150-sunset-blvd/),
Townscape Partners (https://www.wehoville.com/tag/townscape-partners/)

About James F. Mills
James F. Mills has reported on West Hollywood extensively for
over a decade, notably serving as the editor of AOL’s West
Hollywood Patch website. His journalism has also appeared in
LA Weekly, Backstage West, Notes From Hollywood, Gay Star
News and Frontiers magazine, among others. A North
Carolina native, he moved to California as soon as he nished
graduate school at UNC-Chapel Hill and has never looked
back.

View All Articles (https://www.wehoville.com/author/james-f-mills/)
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  Reply  19 days ago

Matt 

Josh Kurpies

Reply  11 days ago



Mitchell

  Reply  19 days ago



BURT GREEN

  Reply  21 days ago



This is fantastic news. As someone who travels as a
pedestrian far more often than as a motorist, I will

tell you that it feels much safer and more comfortable to cross at a
signalized intersection where right turning motorists are forced to
slow down than it does to cross a right turn slip lane. Los Angeles
drivers kill and injure pedestrians at such alarming rates at
intersections like this that we could be xing problem intersections
every day and still have a long ways to go. Sunset Boulevard at
Crescent Heights is on the City High Injury Network. This… Read
more »

I think many of us agree with you that safety needs to be the
priority. I even think, assuming you are the same Matt as
below, we agree that moving the bus stop further from it’s
needed location is a disservice to riders by creating an
obvious inconvenience and, as you (assuming you are the
same Matt as below) pointed out below, creates not only a
greater distance transfer riders must walk but also must
make an additional crossing to make their transfer. As I
mentioned earlier, I trust the analysis of the intersection
engineering, but if the primary issue… Read more »

At least the proposed new structure won’t be a gargantuan eyesore
like the mega-hotel they’re plotting a few blocks west, that ‘Dubai-
Vegas alien mothership’ greenlit for the Viper Room/ Aahs block

This is so wrong on many levels. 1. The neighborhood has been very
much against the scope and design of the project. 2. The developers
constantly provide false data. Traf c , Congestion etc. The
Councilman’s staff has refused to acknowledge legitimate
complaints. And now the City s giving away land…Shutting down a
safety turn lane. Who is going to be at fault when an elderly
housekeeper gets hit by a car or truck when trying to cross the VERY
VERY busy dangerous intersection to get a bus to East LA… at a stop
moved a block away!? Who represented the… Read more »
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Gina Scarlata
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  Reply  23 days ago



Josh Kurpies

  Reply  24 days ago



I live one block west of Crescent on the
other side on Havenhurst Drive which

will encompass 50-60 percent of the construction and most
residential condos that will face my street since it is lined with the
Hollywood Hills. As if this neighborhood isn’t already at a crossroads
(pun intended) which it indeed is, it is getting even worse with
gentri cation and is already too expensive to live in. This strip mall
is bene cial but this project is too large in scale and affordable
housing which should be a priority isn’t a priority for these
developers. What will happen will… Read more »

Oh my goodness, we cannot, MUST NOT, have a “bus stop” of all
things, in front of our new building. How utterly gauche.

Exactly. Plus it will keep all of the poor people, who ride the
bus, out of the area. They can’t afford to shop here anyway,
so what is the point?

This is NUTS!! The whole project is NUTS.

Moving the bus stop further away from the spot it is most needed
(corner of Crescent Heights/Laurel Canyon and Sunset) makes no
sense to me. Any change at this intersection should prioritize
pedestrian/cyclist safety and be better accommodating to public
transit riders. Improved aesthetics or improving ow of vehicular
traf c should not be the primary focus (replacing the southbound
lane prior to existing stop and replacing with a right turn lane in
front of bus stop will have a greater impact on ow of traf c than
existing con guration). In the end if pedestrian/cyclist safety is
improved, transit riders have better… Read more »
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Vigilant 
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Gerry Feltmann

  Reply  24 days ago



learntobeajournalist 

The LA City Engineering Dept was tasked
by Townscape petitioner, to execute an
examination on a Sunday during a 90 minute window for
which they paid $34,980.00. It appeared to re ect the narrow
goal of aesthetics for Townscape rather than all the
exponential moving parts and focus on traf c and pedestrian
safety. Many letters responding to this have been submitted
to Councilmember David Ryu. As a result, after this vote, they
have indicated an interest in examining the many conditions
presented but one cannot be too sure. Adding your voice in
direct communication with Ryu’s of ce, particularly to Renee
Weitzer… Read more »

Agreed. The removal of the slip lane is absolutely needed to
address safety concerns for pedestrians, bicyclists, and bus
riders. However, leaving the bus stop at its existing location
would be best for Sunset bus riders (Metro 2) connecting to
northbound or southbound buses on Crescent Heights
(Metro 218). The City likely agreed to relocate it to the east
to appease the motorists. The bus could absolutely stop in
the eastbound right turn lane but that would delay motorists
and likely the City only agreed to do this project if the bus
stop were relocated. For folks transferring from Line… Read
more »

Townscape won’t have enough money?!?? WTF?? They’re selling a
condo at their 8899 Beverly project for a local record price – nearly
$90,000,000. Not like they gave *all* of it to politicians…..

Also that eliminates a connection point for transfers from the 218
bus which a lot of older passengers utilize. The whole intersection
does need to be rethought but this is not exactly the best solution. It
is actually very easy to cross all three traf c points and better access
to the bus stop can be managed better by neighborhood patrols.

Guest



Guest



Guest



Guest



Guest





  Reply  25 days ago

WeHoMikey

Reply  24 days ago



Jerome Cleary

  Reply  25 days ago



James Francis

Reply  23 days ago



Joe Korniewicz

  Reply  25 days ago



What’s wrong with balancing out aesthetics (as quoted in the article
from someone objecting to the project) with function? That’s what
makes this a creative city (at times) and for the most part a beautiful,
desirable place to live/visit. Some people go overboard with their
social activism (and I’m an activist myself but know when to be
reasonable). Let’s encourage this project, it will be a nice addition to
the city (weho adjacent) and continue to improve the look and feel of
Sunset Blvd. which is shifting and changing as it has done since its
inception.

If the project were indeed in The Creative City, your
comment would be more-informative. Unfortunately it’s in
L.A., so doesn’t need to be creatively executed. I guess
Googie was pioneered nearby, this could be the start of the
Brute Force period.

This is one of most problematic intersections in LA as there are
frequent collisions and accidents and even deaths at the cross walk
on the curve outside of the 8800 Sunset Blvd. shopping plaza. I’m
not sure if anything is going to help this speed strip.

Hope you meant to say 8000 and 8150 Sunset, which are the
exact addresses that split the two plazas on Crescent
Heights.

I am 100% for this change! It would be truly amazing to have a
weekend farmers market hosted here with the new parking lot
located on the SW corner…

Guest
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Guest



Guest
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BUS STOP AT SW CORNER OF SUNSET AND CRESCENT HEIGHTS

Sylvia <merschel@ucla.edu>
Fri 11/8/2019 4:10 PM

To:  fmorales@bos.lacounty.gov <fmorales@bos.lacounty.gov>
Cc:  Madelynn Taras <madelynn.taras@lacity.org>; Lincoln Williamson <area7chair@hhwnc.org>

Hello Fernando,

Please note that I am strongly opposed to moving the bus stop at the SW corner of Sunset and Crescent Heights.  

It is a serious personal burden to me.  I cannot walk the extra blocks to catch that bus.  This is a terrible thing to do for
handicapped people.

I find it further disturbing that this is done at the request of a shopping center.  Who's representing the people who live
here?

Best,
Sylvia Merschel



Fwd: 8150 Sunset Street Vacation

KEITH B NAKATA <keithnakata@mac.com>
Tue 11/12/2019 4:00 PM

To:  Lincoln Williamson <area7chair@hhwnc.org>

1 attachments (6 MB)

WebPage.pdf;

Lincoln,

Something that I sent to Orrin regarding safety considerations on Sunset/Crescent Heights.

Keith

Keith Nakata
323.791.1770 cell
keithnakata@mac.com

Begin forwarded message:

From: KEITH B NAKATA <keithnakata@mac.com>
Date: November 9, 2019 at 12:19:28 PM PST
To: Orrin Feldman <ofeldman@pacbell.net>
Subject: 8150 Sunset Street Vacation

Orrin and HHWNC,

Something that came to my mind when you look at Attachment 3 in this document,
If safety is so bad because of the traffic island on the west side and that they need to be removed,
Why are they not fixing the traffic island on the east side of the intersection at the same time?

By leaving the traffic island on the east side of the intersection, the intersection remains asymmetrical
And inconsistent as a pedestrian crosses the street.

If the Vision Zero Policy is so critically important to save lives, the City should repair this problem at the
same time as the west side is
Being “fixed”, so as to provide the people of Los Angeles the safest pedestrian experience the City can
currently provide
Under the Vision Zero Policy as mandated by the Mayor.

Thanks,

Keith

Keith Nakata
323.791.1770 cell
keithnakata@mac.com



http://clkrep.lacity.org/onlinedocs/2016/16-1011-S4_misc_10-25-2019.0001.pdf



FORM GEN. 160A (Rev. 1/82) CITY OF LOS ANGELES
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

8150 W. Sunset Bl 
DOT Case No. CEN 16-44691

Date: July 26, 2016

Karen Hoo, City Planner 
Department of City Planning

To:

From: Wes Pringle, Transportation Engineer 
Department of T ransportation

Subject: UPDATED TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED MIXED- 
USE PROJECT LOCATED AT 8150 WEST SUNSET BOULEVARD

On February 28, 2014, the Department of Transportation (DOT) issued a traffic assessment 
report to the Department of City Planning regarding a proposed mixed-use project located at 
8150 West Sunset Boulevard. However, since the report was released, the project 
description has been modified and an updated traffic analysis was prepared that assesses 
the applicability of the results and findings of the original traffic impact analysis prepared in 
November 2013. Therefore, DOT has prepared this traffic impact assessment report and has 
updated the original project requirements to be consistent with current City and DOT policies. 
Please replace the previous DOT assessment with this report.

DOT has reviewed the updated traffic analysis included in the project’s environmental 
documents for the project scenario referred to as Alternative 9. The analysis, dated 
December 10, 2015, was prepared by Hirsch/Green Transportation Consulting for the mixed- 
used project proposed on the southwest corner of Crescent Heights Boulevard and Sunset 
Boulevard. The project was the subject of a traffic analysis dated November 2013 and of a 
DOT report dated February 28, 2014. The original study analyzed 15 intersections: four in 
the City of Los Angeles and 11 in the City of West Hollywood. The traffic study determined 
that none of the study intersections would be significantly impacted by project related traffic in 
the City of Los Angeles. The project would result in one potential significant impact at an 
unsignalized intersection in the City of West Hollywood. The revised project proposes the 
same number of residential units, a decrease in the size of the retail use, and the removal of 
the driveway on Sunset Boulevard. The revised project is not expected to result in any 
changes to the original significant traffic impacts.

The purpose of the updated analysis is to assess the relevance of the original traffic study 
prepared in 2013 and to evaluate the effect that the changes in the proposed development 
would have on the findings of the original traffic study. The updated traffic analysis identifies 
the revised land use proposal, describes changes to the project’s site access and circulation 
plan, and updates the project trip generation estimates. DOT concurs with the results of the 
updated analysis, which accounted for other known development projects in evaluating 
potential cumulative impacts, that the revised project would not result in any new significant 
traffic impacts. The results for the revised analysis are summarized in Attachment 1.
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DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS

A. Project Description
The table below compares the land use descriptions between the original and revised 
project scopes. The revised project would increase the residential portion and 
decrease the retail space, as follows:

Original ProjectLand Use Revised Project
249 Apartment Units (including
_______28 affordable)_______

0 Units

219 Apartment Units (including
_______28 affordable)_______

30 Units

Residential

Condominiums
51,150 SF 3,842 SFRetail

Supermarket 24,811 SF 24,811 SF
5,094 SF 5,094 SFWalk-In Bank

28,189 SF 23,158 SFRestaurant
Dance/Yoga

Studio 8,095 SF 8,095 SF

The original project indicated that vehicular access to the site would be provided by 
driveways on Crescent Heights Boulevard, Havenhurst Drive and Sunset Boulevard. 
The revised project would eliminate the driveway on Sunset Boulevard, provide 
commercial access via a two-way driveway on Crescent Heights Boulevard, and 
residential access via two two-way driveways on Havenhurst Drive that are restricted 
to left-turn/right-turn ingress and right-turn egress only. The project is expected to be 
complete by 2018.

T rip Generation
The revised project is estimated to generate a net increase of approximately 18 daily 
trips. This represents a decrease of 1,059 trips from the original project’s 1,077 daily 
trips. The revised project would generate a net decrease of 108 trips in the a.m. peak 
hour. This represents a decrease of 28 from the original project’s decrease of 82 a.m. 
peak hour trips. The revised project would also generate a net increase of 123 trips in 
the p.m. peak hour. This represents a decrease of 93 trips from the original project’s 
216 p.m. peak hour trips. These estimates were derived using trip generation rates 
from the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) "Trip Generation Handbook, 9th 
Edition.” A copy of the trip generation table from the traffic study can be found in 
Attachment 2.

B.

PROJECT REQUIREMENTS

New Traffic Signal (City of Los Angeles - Voluntary Measure)
In the preparation of traffic studies, DOT guidelines indicate that unsignalized 
intersections should be evaluated solely to determine the need for the installation of a 
traffic signal or other traffic control device. Additionally, when choosing which 
unsignalized intersections to evaluate in the study, intersections that are adjacent to 
the project or that are integral to the project’s site access and circulation plan should 
be identified. Based on the results of a traffic signal warrant analysis included in the 
traffic study, the applicant proposes to install a new traffic signal at the intersection of 
Sunset Boulevard and Havenhurst Drive. The traffic study indicates that this new 
signal would facilitate access between Sunset Boulevard and the project’s driveway

A.
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on Havenhurst Drive. However, this requires further review by DOT as described 
below.

The satisfaction of a traffic signal warrant does not in itself require the installation of a 
signal. Other factors relative to safety, traffic flow, signal spacing, coordination, etc. 
should be considered. The design and construction of this proposed traffic signal, if 
deemed warranted by DOT, would be required of the applicant. To process the 
request for a new traffic signal, the applicant should work with DOT’s Hollywood/ 
Wilshire District Office. If the new signal is approved, this DOT office will issue a 
T raffic Control Report (TCR) authorizing the installation of the traffic signal. Then, it 
would be the responsibility of the applicant to design and construct the new signal 
through the Bureau of Engineering’s B-permit process.

New Traffic Signal (City of West Hollywood)
The traffic study indicates that project-related traffic may result in a significant traffic 
impact at the unsignalized intersection of Fountain Avenue and Havenhurst Drive. 
This intersection is located south of the project site and within the City of West 
Hollywood. The traffic study proposes to install a new traffic signal at this intersection 
to off-set the potential impact. This proposal is subject to review and approval by the 
City of West Hollywood. Should this proposed mitigation not be accepted by the City 
of West Hollywood, then the applicant should work with that agency to evaluate other 
transportation mitigation options. If no other feasible measures are identified, then 
this significant impact would be considered unmitigated.

B.

C. Transportation Demand Management (TDM Program)
The project proposes to implement a TDM plan to reduce the number of vehicle trips 
generated by the site. The purpose of a TDM plan should be to reduce the use of 
single occupant vehicles (SOV) by increasing the number of trips by walking, bicycle, 
carpool, vanpool and transit. The design of the development should contribute to 
minimizing traffic impacts by emphasizing non-auto modes of transportation. Also, a 
pedestrian-friendly project with safe and walkable sidewalks should be included in the 
overall design of this mixed-use project.

A preliminary TDM program should be prepared and provided for DOT review prior to 
the issuance of the first building permit for this project and a final TDM program 
approved by DOT is required prior to the issuance of the first certificate of occupancy 
for the project. The TDM program should include, but not be limited to, the following 
strategies:

On-site Transportation Coordinator;
Carpool, Vanpool and Rideshare Matching;
Preferential parking for rideshare parking;
A one-time fixed-fee of $50,000 to be deposited into the City’s Bicycle Plan 
Trust Fund to implement bicycle improvements within the area of the proposed 
project;
Transit pass subsidies for eligible project tenants and employees;
Parking management strategies like parking cash-out and unbundling of the 
residential parking;
Loaner bicycles and/or flex-use vehicles on site;
Guaranteed Ride Home Program;
Bicycle racks, lockers and showers on site;



Karen Hoo -4- July 26, 2016

• Encourage implementation of bus shelters in area of project;
• Flexible work hours and telecommute opportunities;
• Enhanced wayfinding information and signage.

The study does not take into account the trip reduction credits that are expected 
from these proposed measures. Due to this conservative approach, the benefits 
related to these TDM strategies were not quantified; therefore, the reported traffic 
impacts are likely overstated.

Intersection Improvement - Sunset Boulevard and Crescent Heights Boulevard 
(Voluntary)
To enhance and activate the pedestrian environment adjacent to the project, the 
project proposes to reconfigure the southwest quadrant of the intersection of Sunset 
Boulevard and Crescent Heights Boulevard. The improvement would remove the 
current sweeping eastbound right-turn lane on Sunset Boulevard that is stop- 
controlled before merging with southbound Crescent Heights Boulevard, and install a 
typical exclusive right-turn lane at the intersection. The unused "triangle” section 
would then be reconfigured to provide a new public "plaza” area adjacent to the 
northeast corner of the project site as illustrated in Attachment 3.

D.

To accommodate the exclusive eastbound right-turn lane, the south side of Sunset 
Boulevard would be widened and the west side of Crescent Heights Boulevard 
between Sunset Boulevard and the project’s driveway would be reconstructed. 
Conceptually, this improvement is acceptable to DOT; however, to ensure optimal 
efficiency and safety of the intersection’s operations for all modes, the existing bus 
stop on the eastbound approach should be relocated from the near-side and the 
traffic signal may need to be upgraded to install northbound left-turn phasing and 
concurrent eastbound right-turn phasing (subject to review by DOT’s 
Hollywood/Wilshire District Office). These design issues should be discussed with 
DOT and Council District 4 prior to the commencement of the engineering plans for 
this improvement.

This section of Sunset Boulevard has been identified as a roadway within the High 
Injury Network (HIN), which spotlights streets with a high concentration of traffic 
collisions that result in severe injuries and deaths, with an emphasis on those 
involving people walking and bicycling. The proposed improvement would result in 
enhanced safety by removing the sweeping eastbound right-turn lane, thus 
eliminating a pedestrian-vehicle conflict point.

Construction Impacts
DOT recommends that a construction work site traffic control plan be submitted to 
DOT for review and approval prior to the start of any construction work. The plan 
should show the location of any roadway or sidewalk closures, traffic detours, haul 
routes, hours of operation, protective devices, warning signs and access to abutting 
properties. DOT also recommends that all construction related traffic be restricted to 
off-peak hours.

E.

Highway Dedication And Street Widening Requirements
The City Council recently adopted the Mobility Plan 2035 which represents the new 
Mobility Element of the General Plan. A key feature of the updated plan is to revise 
street standards in an effort to provide a more enhanced balance between traffic flow

F.
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and other important street functions including transit routes and stops, pedestrian 
environments, bicycle routes, building design and site access, etc. Per the new 
Mobility Element, Sunset Boulevard has been designated as an Avenue I 
(Secondary Highway) which would require a 35-foot half-width roadway within a 50- 
foot half-width right-of-way. Crescent Heights Boulevard has been designated an 
Avenue II (Secondary Highway) which would require a 28-foot half-width roadway 
within a 43-foot half-width right-of-way. Havenhurst Drive has been designated a 
Local Street which would require a 18-foot half-width roadway within a 30-foot half-
width right-of-way. The applicant should check with BOE’s Land Development 
Group to determine if there are any other applicable highway dedication, street 
widening and/or sidewalk requirements for this project.

G. Implementation of Improvements
The applicant should be responsible for the cost and implementation of any 
necessary traffic signal equipment modifications and bus stop relocations associated 
with the proposed transportation improvements described above. All improvements 
and associated traffic signal work within the City of Los Angeles must be guaranteed 
through BOE’s B-Permit process, prior to the issuance of any building permits and 
completed prior to the issuance of any certificates of occupancy. Temporary 
certificates of occupancy may be granted in the event of any delay through no fault 
of the applicant, provided that, in each case, the applicant has demonstrated 
reasonable efforts and due diligence to the satisfaction of DOT. Prior to setting the 
bond amount, BOE shall require that the developer's engineer or contractor contact 
DOT's B-Permit Coordinator, at (213) 928-9663, to arrange a pre-design meeting to 
finalize the proposed design needed for the project.

H. Parking Requirements
The updated analysis indicated that the revised project will provide a total of 820 
vehicle parking spaces and 622 bicycle parking spaces for the residential and 
commercial uses. The applicant should check with the Department of Building and 
Safety on the number of Code-required parking spaces needed for the project.

Driveway Access and Circulation
The proposed project will provide vehicular access via three driveways: a driveway 
on Crescent Heights Boulevard (two-way full access) and two on Havenhurst Drive 
(both full service entry only driveways and right-turn only exit) as illustrated in 
Attachment 4. If the voluntary intersection improvement is not completed at 
Crescent Heights Boulevard and Sunset Boulevard, then driveway on Crescent 
Heights Boulevard should be restricted to right-turn ingress/egress only. The 
analysis studied this scenario and it did not change the results. T ruck access to the 
on-site loading dock facilities is provided on Havenhurst Drive. The project also 
proposes a passenger pick-up/drop-off loading area onsite via the project driveways.

I.

Review of the study does not constitute approval of the driveway dimensions and 
internal circulation schemes. Those require separate review and approval and 
should be coordinated with DOT’s Citywide Planning Coordination Section (201 N. 
Figueroa Street, 4th Floor, Station 3, @ 213-482-7024). In order to minimize 
potential building design changes, the applicant should contact DOT for driveway 
width and internal circulation requirements so that such traffic flow considerations
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are designed and incorporated early into the building and parking layout plans. All 
new driveways should be Case 2 driveways and any security gates should be a 
minimum 20 feet from the property line. All truck loading and unloading should take 
place on site with no vehicles backing into the project via any of the project 
driveways.

J. Development Review Fees
An ordinance adding Section 19.15 to the Los Angeles Municipal Code relative to 
application fees paid to DOT for permit issuance activities was adopted by the Los 
Angeles City Council in 2009 and updated in 2014. This ordinance identifies specific 
fees for traffic study review, condition clearance, and permit issuance. The applicant 
shall comply with any applicable fees per this ordinance.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (213) 972-8482.

Attachments

K:\Letters\2013\CEN06-3243 427 W5th St mu 5th and Olive rev ltr.doc

Julia Duncan, Council District 4 
Luci Ibarra, City Planning
Taimour Tanavoli, Citywide Planning Coordination, DOT 
Carl Mills, Central District, BOE 
Jeannie Shen, Hollywood-Wilshire District, DOT 
Ron Hirsch, Hirsch/Green Transportation Consulting, Inc.

c:



Attachment 1
8150 W. Sunset Bl

Table A-1(a)
Critical Movement Analysis ("CMA") Summary 

(City of Los Angeles Intersections Only)
Existing (2013) and Future (2018) Without and With Alternative 9 Project Conditions

Year 2013 Conditions Year 2018 Conditions

Without Without

Int. Peak

Hour CMA LOS CMA LOS Impact CMA LOS CMA LOS Impact

With Alt. 9 Project ProjectProject With Alt. 9 Project

No. Intersection

1 AM 0.517 A 0.517 0.613Hollywood Blvd. 

and Laurel Cyn. Blvd.

A 0.000 0.613

A 0.001 0.694

B B 0.000

B 0.001PM 0.554 A 0.555 B 0.695

2 Hollywood Blvd. 

and Fairfax Ave.
AM 0.896 D -0.004 0.969

C 0.000 0.817

ED 0.892 0.965 E -0.004

D 0.001

F[11 -0.025 

F[1J -0.012

F[1] -0.007 

-0.001

PM 0.755 C 0.755 D 0.818

F[11 [11 F'11AM 0.936 

PM 0.756

5 Sunset Blvd.

and Crescent Hgts. Blvd.

0.911 F 

0.744 F

-0.025

-0.012

1.147 1.122
[1] F[1JF[1J 0.9760.988

[i]FlU F1116 Sunset Blvd. 

and Fairfax Ave.

AM 0.746 0.740 F1 -0.006 0.859

0.952 F[11 -0.001 1.047

0.852

F[1] [11 F|11PM 0.953 1.046F

Notes:

[2] Intersection "existing” and "future" level of service manually adjusted to LOS F based on observations of existing conditions. 

Significant impact per LADOT Traffic Study Policies and Procedures, August 2014 (if applicable).lt*ll



Attachment 2
8150 W. Sunset Bl

8150 Sunset Boulevard Mixed-Use Commercial and Residential Project 
Alternative 9 Project 

Trip Generation Calculations

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Size/Use Daily In Out Total In Out Total

Proposed Alternative 9 Project
Residential Component

219 -unit Apartments (including 28 affordable units) 
Less 0.6% "Affordable" Discount 
Less 5% Transit Utilization

Total Apartment Trips

30 -unit Condominiums (0 affordable units)
Less 5% Transit Utilization

Total Condominium Trips

Total Proposed Alternative 9 Project Residential Trips

1,456 22 90 112 88 48 136
0 (1) (1)

(72) (1) (5) (6)
(9) (D 0 (1)

(5) (2) (7)

1,375 21 84 105 82 12846

174 2 11 13 11 165
(9) 0 (1) (1) (1) 0 (1)

165 2 10 12 10 155

1,540 23 94 117 92 51 143

Retail/Commercial Components 

3,842 sq. ft. Retail (total)
Less 10% Mixed-Use Interaction (on-site residential) 
Less 50% Pass-by Trips

Subtotal Retail Trips

24,811 sq.ft. Supermarket 
Less 15% Mixed-Use Interaction (on-site residential) 
Less 5% Walk-in Patronage 
Less 40% Pass-by Trips

Subtotal Supermarket Trips

5.094 sq. ft. Walk-in Bank
Less 5% Mixed-Use Interaction (on-site residential) 
Less 20% Pass-by Trips

Subtotal Walk-in Bank Trips

23,158 sq. ft. Quality Restaurants (total)
Less 10% Mixed-Use Interaction (on-site residential) 
Less 10% Pass-by Trips

Subtotal Quality Restaurant Trips

8.095 sq. ft. Health/Fitness (Dance/Yoga Studios) (total)
Less 5% Mixed-Use Interaction (on-site residential) 
Less 20% Pass-by Trips

Subtotal Dance/Yoga Studio Trips

Total Proposed Alternative 9 Project Retail/Commercial Trips 

Total Proposed Alternative 9 Project Retail/Commercial Trips at Adj. I/S

Total Proposed New Alternative 9 Project Trips
Total Proposed New Alternative 9 Project Trips at Adj. I/S

164 2 2 4 7 7 14
(16) 0 0 0 0 (1) (1)

(3) (4) (7)(74) (1) (1) (2)

74 1 1 2 4 2 6

2,537 52 32 84 120 115 235
(18) (17) (35)
(5) (5) (10)
(39) (37) (76)

(8) (5) (13)
(2) (2) (4)

(819) (17) (10) (27)

(381)
(108)

1,229 25 15 40 58 56 114

764 22 9 31 27 35 62
(38) (D d) (2)

(4) (2) (6)
(1) (2) (3)
(5) (7) (12)(145)

581 17 6 23 21 26 47

2,083 11 8 19 116 57 173
(11) (6) (17)
(11) (5) (16)

(208) (1) (1) (2)
(1) (1) (2)(188)

1,687 9 6 15 94 46 140

267 65 11 17 12 29
(13) 0 (1) (1)
(51) (1) (1) (2)

d) 0 (1)
(3) (3) (6)

203 84 4 13 9 22

3,774

5,051

56 32 88 190 139 329

80 47 127 251 195 446

5,314
6,591

79 126 205
103 141 244

282 190 472
343 246 589



8150 Sunset Boulevard Mixed-Use Commercial and Residential Project 
Alternative 9 Project 

Trip Generation Calculations (continued)

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Out Total Out TotalSize/Use Daily In In

Existing Use (Removed)
14,647 sq. ft. Retail (total)

Less 50% Pass-by Trips

Subtotal Retail Trips

27,625 sq. ft. Art Storage Facility (Metro Art Storage)

11,786 sq. ft. Walk-in Bank - Banking-related Uses (first floor) 
8,386 sq. ft. Bank Offices and Ancillary Space (second floor) 
Less 20% Pass-by Trips (Banking Use Only)

Subtotal Walk-in Bank Trips

2,056 sq. ft. Restaurant (Kuru Sushi)
Less 20% Pass-by Trips

Subtotal Restaurant Trips

800 sq. ft. Ice Cream Parlor 
Less 20% Pass-by Trips

Subtotal Ice Cream Parlor Trips

5,070 sq. ft. Fast Food (w/drive-thru) - McDonalds 
Less 50% Pass-by Trips

Subtotal Fast Food (w/drive-thru) Trips

3,720 sq. ft. Fast Food (wo/drive-thru) (total)
Less 35% Pass-by Trips

Subtotal Fast Food (wo/drive-thru) Trips

2,360 sq. ft. Dental Office

3,550 sq. ft. Health Club (Martial Arts)

Total Existing Site Trips
Total Existing Site Trips at Adj. I/S

Net New Alternative 9 Project Retail/Commercial Trips
Net New Alternative 9 Retail/Commercial Trips at Adj. I/S

Net New Alternative 9 Project Residential Trips (same at Adj. I/S)

Total Net New Alternative 9 Project Trips
Total Net New Alternative 9 Project Trips at Adj. I/S

625 9 5 14 26 28 54
(4) (3) (7) (13) (14) (27)(313)

27312 5 2 7 13 14

269 2 4 4 3 7

1,768 50 21 71 63 80 143
1292 11 2 13 2 10

(354) (10) (4) (14) (13) (16) (29)

1,506 51 19 70 52 74 126

196 n/a 12 8 20
(39) n/a (2) (2) (4)

157 n/a 10 6 16

876 n/a 5 3
n/a (1) (1) (2)(15)

61 n/a 2 64

117 113 230
(59) (56) (115) (43) (40) (83)

1662,515
(1,258)

86 80

1,257 58 57 115 43 40 83

2,664
(932) (34) (23) (57) (17) (17) (34)

98 65 163 49 48 97

64 42 106 32 31 631,732

85 5 1 6 2 6 8

117 2 3 5 7 6 13

187 126 313
294 212 506

167 182 349
256 272 528

5,296
8,207

(1,522) (131) (94) (225)
(3,156) (214) (165) (379)

1,540

23 (43) (20)
(5) (77) (82)

23 94 117 92 51 143

18 (108)
(1,616) (191)

0 (108) 115 8 123
(71) (262) 87 (26) 61

10 (82) 158 2161,077 (92) 58Total Net EIR Project Trips 
Total Net EIR Project Trips at Adj. I/S 147 (16 5) (55) (220) 159 55 214

(50) (93)
(81) (153)

(1,059) (16)
(1,763) (26)

(10) (26) (43)
(42) (72)

Change in Net Project Trips (Alternative 9 vs. EIR Project) 
Change in Net Project Trips at Adj. I/S (Alternative 9 vs. EIR Project) (16)
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Reference Council File: 16-1011-S4 and “Crescent Heights Boulevard / Lot 1 (Tract No. 31173) /
Sunset Boulevard / Street Vacation

Charlie McBrearty <shortlist@mac.com>
Sun 11/17/2019 8:28 AM

To:  david.ryu@lacity.org <david.ryu@lacity.org>
Cc:  cd4.issues@lacity.org <cd4.issues@lacity.org>; nicholas.greif@lacity.org <nicholas.greif@lacity.org>; councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org
<councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org>; jeanne.min@lacity.org <jeanne.min@lacity.org>; cd2.media@lacity.org <cd2.media@lacity.org>;
karo.torossian@lacity.org <karo.torossian@lacity.org>; Anastasia Mann <president@hhwnc.org>; Lincoln Williamson <area7chair@hhwnc.org>

My name is Charlie McBrearty and I live at 1545 North Orange Grov Avenue, 90046.  I am opposed to the vaca on
request and reloca ng the bus stop now at the southwest corner of Crescent Heights Boulevard and Sunset
Boulevard.  Moving the bus stop will cause significant hardship to many, in par cular the most vulnerable – seniors and
the disabled.  This is a giveaway to a mul -million dollar development, while harming the local community. Surely there
is another solu on.

I am personally not oopposed to growth and development in our community but I do believe this project is over
ambi ous and will cause a ton more conges on and take away from the community that we have come to call home.

Charlie McBrearty
1545 North Orange Grove Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90046
310-686-6006



Subject line: Reference Council File: 16-1011-S4 and “Crescent Heights Boulevard / Lot 1 (Tract No.
31173) / Sunset Boulevard / Street Vacation

NEAL AVRON <navron@mac.com>
Sun 11/17/2019 8:37 PM

To:  david.ryu@lacity.org <david.ryu@lacity.org>
Cc:  cd4.issues@lacity.org <cd4.issues@lacity.org>; cd2.media@lacity.org <cd2.media@lacity.org>; Anastasia Mann <president@hhwnc.org>;
Lincoln Williamson <area7chair@hhwnc.org>; karo.torossian@lacity.org <karo.torossian@lacity.org>; jeanne.min@lacity.org
<jeanne.min@lacity.org>; councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org <councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org>; nicholas.greif@lacity.org
<nicholas.greif@lacity.org>

Dear Councilman Ryu,

My name is Neal Avron and I live at 1525 North Ogden Drive.  I am opposed to the vacation request and relocating the
bus stop now at the southwest corner of Crescent Heights Boulevard and Sunset Boulevard.  Moving the bus stop will
cause significant hardship to many, in particular the most vulnerable – seniors and the disabled.  This is a giveaway to a
multi-million dollar development, while harming the local community.

Sincerely,
Neal Avron
1525 N. Ogden Drive
LA, CA 90046



FW: : Reference Council File: 16-1011-S4 and “Crescent Heights Boulevard / Lot 1 (Tract No. 31173) /
Sunset Boulevard / Street Vacation

Rob Scot McConnell <rmcconne@usc.edu>
Mon 11/18/2019 11:36 AM

To:  Lincoln Williamson <area7chair@hhwnc.org>

 
 

From: Rob McConnell <rmcconne@usc.edu>
Date: Monday, 18 November 2019 at 11:35
To: "david.ryu@lacity.org" <david.ryu@lacity.org>
Cc: "cd4.issues@lacity.org" <cd4.issues@lacity.org>, "nicholas.greif@lacity.org" <nicholas.greif@lacity.org>,
"jeanne.min@lacity.org" <jeanne.min@lacity.org>, "cd2.media@lacity.org" <cd2.media@lacity.org>,
"karo.torossian@lacity.org" <karo.torossian@lacity.org>, "president@hhwnc.org" <president@hhwnc.org>
Subject: : Reference Council File: 16-1011-S4 and “Crescent Heights Boulevard / Lot 1 (Tract No. 31173) / Sunset
Boulevard / Street Vaca on
 
We live at 1616 N Orange Grove Ave.  We are opposed to the vaca on request and reloca ng the bus stop now at the
southwest corner of Crescent Heights Boulevard and Sunset Boulevard.  Moving the bus stop will cause significant
hardship to many, in par cular the most vulnerable – seniors and the disabled.  This is a giveaway to a mul -million dollar
development, while harming the local community.  Shame.
 
This is a high poli cal intensity issue for us, and we will be tracking how the councilman responds to this issue of
corporate hubris, over-reach and greed, right here in our own neighborhood.
 
Rob McConnell MD
Maria de Castro MD
1616 N Orange Grove Ave
Los Angeles CA 90046
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Neighborhood Council Opposes Plans to
Modify Sunset/Crescent Heights Intersection
Thursday - November 21, 2019 by James Mills (https://www.wehoville.com/author/james-
mills/) | 12 Comments

Despite Los Angeles City
Councilmember David Ryu’s
support of it, the Hollywood
Hills West Neighborhood
Council voted unanimously on
Wednesday night to oppose
plans to slightly modify the
intersection of Sunset Boulevard
and Crescent Heights Boulevard,
just a few hundred feet north of
the West Hollywood border.

Under the proposed plan, the
City of Los Angeles would
eliminate the merging lane from
eastbound Sunset Boulevard to
southbound Crescent Heights.
Instead, a dedicated right-turn

lane would be created on the southwest corner of that intersection along
with a dedicated right-turn arrow on the stoplight. 

Once the merging lane is eliminated, it and the adjacent triangle-shaped
traf c island will be converted into a public plaza as part of the giant retail-
residential project that developer Townscape Partners plans to build at the
8150 Sunset Blvd. site.

At the same time, the bus stop currently on the traf c island will be
relocated a block east to the southwest corner of Sunset Boulevard and
Laurel Avenue (in front of the CB2 furniture store in the 8000 Sunset
shopping plaza).

search wehoville search

(http://8850sunsetblvd.com/)



Los Angeles City Councilmember David Ryu

At Wednesday night’s meeting, the
20-member Hollywood Hills West
Neighborhood Council had minimal
discussion before unanimously
voting to oppose the “street
vacation,” as it is of cially called.

“We prefer they leave it the way it
is,” explained Orrin Feldman, the

rst vice president of the
neighborhood council. “We don’t
think that proposed street vacation
makes the site or the community
safer. It just doesn’t. It’s a
dangerous intersection.”

Renee Weitzer, senior advisor on
land use and development issues for
Councilmember David Ryu, told

WEHOville that the neighborhood council’s opposition vote will not change
Ryu’s position.

“He supports it,” Weitzer said. “It goes before the [full Los Angeles City
Council] on Dec. 3, and it’s going to be approved.”

In issues affecting a single council district, the 15-member Los Angeles City
Council almost always follows the wishes of the council member
representing that district, so Ryu’s support is essentially all that’s needed.

In a council subcommittee meeting on Nov. 7, Ryu cited improved
pedestrian safety as the reason for his support.

Weitzer explained the street vacation and creation of the public plaza was
originally adopted by the full Los Angeles City Council as part of the
council’s approval of the 8150 Sunset project in November 2016.

Three different lawsuits were led against the project, but the courts ruled
in favor of the 8150 project each time. However, one of the court rulings
said a separate hearing had to be held regarding the street vacation.

There is an of cial process for approving such a street vacation – an
engineer does a report and the Los Angeles Department of Transportation
also does a report, followed by public hearings on the matter.

“Those departments swear to God it’s going to be a much better
intersection,” Weitzer told WEHOville.

Click here to learn more!
(//ad.broadstreetads.com/click/2372
94/c189478/z65528?)
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Ryu did add several conditions of approval for the street vacation.
Townscape cannot close the merging lane until the dedicated right turn
lane has been installed. That work must be completed within two years or
the street vacation expires.

In addition, if the 8150 Sunset project is sold to another developer and/or
undergoes a substantial redesign, the developer must reapply for the street
vacation.

If at any point in the future (even 10 years from now), the city decides that
eliminating the merging lane was a mistake, it can take the land back and
reinstall the merging lane. Townscape must place $2 million in an escrow
account to cover the expense of rebuilding that merging lane. If the city
decides it is happy with the plaza and dedicated right turn lane, then it can
use the $2 million on traf c improvements elsewhere.

Plans call for the 8150 Sunset project, designed by renowned architect
Frank Gehry (who created the Walt Disney Concert Hall in downtown Los
Angeles), to have 219 apartment units and 30 condominiums. Twenty-eight
of those units will be for low- or moderate-income residents but the rest
will be market rate. With ve separate buildings planned for the site, it will
also have 65,000 square feet of retail space, including 23,000 square feet of
restaurant space, 12,000 square feet of shops, a 25,000 square foot
supermarket, plus a bank and dance/yoga studio.

8150 Sunset Blvd. (Design by Gehry Partners. Rendering by Visualhouse)

When construction begins, the site’s historically designated Lytton Savings
building, now a Chase Bank, will meet the wrecking ball. Designed by noted
Southern California architect Kurt Meyer, the highly praised mid-century-
modern building with its zig-zag folded plate roof, glass walls and interior
artwork offered a radical architectural departure from traditional staid bank
buildings when it opened in 1960. Preservationists have fought to save the
Lytton building or move it to another site but have been unsuccessful.

(https://www.weho.org/Home/Com
ponents/Calendar/Event/21448/15)

(https://www.weho.org/services/pu
blic-transportation-transit-
options/cityline-shuttle)



Townscape has not yet obtained building permits for the 8150 Sunset
project and is at least six months away, if not longer, from getting them,
according to Weitzer. However, demolition permits have been issued for
both the Lytton Savings building and the accompanying shopping center
building (which includes a McDonalds). Persistent rumors say Townscape
has asked all tenants to vacate the buildings by Dec. 31, but WEHOville has
been unable to verify that date.

The 8150 Sunset Blvd. lot is the location where the famed Garden of Allah
hotel complex sat for almost 40 years. The Garden of Allah buildings were
demolished in 1959 to make way for the Lytton Savings building and
shopping center currently on the site.

...  Please consider helping WEHOville continue to provide the news
you need and want by clicking here to subscribe to daily updates
and/or make a tax-deductible donation (/subscribe-to-wehoville-com).
Every dollar helps!

Tags: 8150 sunset blvd. (https://www.wehoville.com/tag/8150-sunset-blvd/), david
ryu (https://www.wehoville.com/tag/david-ryu/), hollywood hills west neighborhood
council (https://www.wehoville.com/tag/hollywood-hills-west-neighborhood-
council/)

About James Mills
James Mills is an experienced journalist with a deep
knowledge of West Hollywood (he once served as editor of
West Hollywood Patch). Mills covers a range of subjects and is
a regular at meetings of the West Hollywood Planning
Commission.

View All Articles (https://www.wehoville.com/author/james-mills/)
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12  Please leave a reply of no more than 300 words, focused on
the issue and not fellow commenters.

This site uses Akismet to reduce spam. Learn how your comment data is
processed (https://akismet.com/privacy/).
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Are these people crazy?!
Forget about the development, even if the property remains as it is
changing this intersection is a huge improvement. As it is, a
pedestrian has to cross 2 unprotected lanes. Having a signal with
walk lights is immensely safer.

The current street vacation plans submitted included a very
narrow, not well thought out engineer’s report that
addressed the bene ts to the development rather than the
safety of the intersection itself. Advisor Weitzer is under the
impression that it will be corrected later on down the line
but offered no speci cs. The city has seemingly accepted the
fact that it is an “F” rated intersection, thrown up their hands
and have done nothing to improve it. Please contact the
of ce of Council Member Ryu and make your feelings known.
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Oh no
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RobbyDobby
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Lesley O'Toole
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The developers got a quick
approval for the “ugly” project because it was next to public
transportation!! Now they want to move the “public transportation”
The Bus Stop away from the project and get FREE land!!!!
Somebody….is on the take$$$$$

What’s more dangerous, the island or this massive building being
build on the Hollywood earthquake fault?

It’s all good silly. The buildings will of course be
“earthquake” proof!

This proposal actually would make the intersection safer. As a blind
person who travels with a Guide Dog, the current intersection is not
just a challenge, it’s down right risky, not just to me to cross, but for
everyone. I wholeheartedly support this change…

The current traf c island is dangerous and an eyesore.

“Slightly” modify? This is a drastic modi cation of this already
dangerous intersection. Did Ryu not insist he favoured “reduced
pedestrian traf c exposure” when his own plan increases it? This is a
disaster waiting to happen. Our local re ghters have already noted
that the Sunset/Gardner development just east from this site will
substantially impact their response times. Seriously, can we even
begin to imagine the utter chaos that will ensue at this location if
this is allowed to proceed? And meanwhile, the developers don’t
want bus passengers blighting their landscape? Unconscionable.
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Eric Daniel

  Reply  11 days ago
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I’m not one of those historic preservationist people. But in the photo
above, that thing looks ugly. it just doesn’t seem to t with the
surroundings. The retail aspect of that thing is going to make traf c
congestion worse at a dif cult intersection.

The project is already approved. What is being considered
now is a slight modi cation to the merge lane going east on
Sunset merging to the southbound Crescent Heights traf c.

Since Councilmember David Ryu is beginning his campaign for re-
election he should perhaps consider his position on 8150 Sunset to
be the wrong step.

Great idea.
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