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October 17, 2020 
 
Re:  October 20, 2020, City Council Agenda Item No. 5 
Council File:  19-1496 

Whitley Hotel Project, 1719-1731 North Whitley Avenue 
Demolition of 40 RSO Units & Construction of 10-Story Hotel 

Case No.:  DIR-2016-4920-SPR 
CEQA No.:  ENV-2016-4921-CE 
 
 
Members of the Los Angeles City Council, 
 
United Neighborhoods for Los Angeles (UN4LA) sends this letter to summarize our objections to the Project 
referenced above. The Project does not meet the criteria for a categorical exemption.  The Project will have 
significant effects with regard to air quality, noise and traffic.  The Project site is also not adequately served by 
required utilities/public services.  The extremely high crime rate attests to the fact that LAPD currently struggles 
to provide police protection in the area.  The Project site will be served by RecycLA, which is nowhere near 
compliance with State laws regarding diversion of solid waste to recycling.   
 
In addition, the City’s approval of the site plan review ignored the fact that the Project does not comply with 
either the Housing Element of the General Plan or the Hollywood Community Plan.  By removing 40 rent-
stabilized units at a time when the Mayor and the City Council have repeatedly stated that the City is 
experiencing a housing crisis, it should be crystal clear that the Project frustrates the goal of providing housing 
for Angelenos at all income levels, which is stated in both the Housing Element and the Hollywood Community 
Plan.   
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A summary of our previously stated objections is below.  We urge you not to give final approval to this project. 
 
Sincerely, 
Casey Maddren, President 
United Neighborhoods for Los Angeles 
 
 
 
 
WHITLEY HOTEL PROJECT 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUSLY STATED OBJECTIONS 
 
Evidence supporting UN4LA’s objections can be found in the following documents, previously submitted to the 
City and contained in the Council File for this case: 
 

 UN4LA Appeal of Categorical Exemption, November 15, 2019 
 Additional Information/Evidence in Support of UN4LA Appeal, Submission to PLUM Committee, 

September 28, 2020 
 Additional Information/Evidence in Support of UN4LA’s Opposition, Submission to City Council, 

October 16, 2020 
 
CEQA 
 
CEQA Guidelines, Section 15332 states that a project only qualifies for this exemption if: 
 
(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, 
noise, air quality, or water quality. 
 
(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services. 
 
There is no doubt that the project would result in significant effects related to air quality, noise and traffic. 
 
Currently the site is not adequately served by some required utilities/public services, and the construction of a 
10-story hotel would only exacerbate existing conditions. 
 
SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS 
 
Air Quality 
The air quality study done for the Project does not include an inventory of sensitive receptors, and only refers 
generally to nearby residential uses.  The analysis makes no mention of the Arirang Senior Apartments located 
at 1715 Whitley Ave., directly adjacent to the project site. The construction of the project will result in fugitive 
dust, diesel emissions, particulate matter and toxic air contaminants.  The study makes no effort to 
assess possible impacts to elderly people living at the Arirang Senior Apartments, some of whom likely suffer 
from respiratory or cardiovascular illness. 
 
Noise 
DCP argues that there will be no significant effects with regard to noise, but it is hard to understand how this 
determination was made. On page 7 of the Environmental Assessment Form the applicant is asked, “Will there 
be special events not normally associated with a day-to-day operation”? The applicant checked "Yes", but in 
the next section where the applicant is asked to describe events and how often they are proposed, the 
applicant only says, “TBD”.  How was the DCP was able to determine that special events held at the hotel 
would have no significant effects relating to noise since no information is provided as to what kind of events 
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would take place (i.e. wedding receptions, conventions, album release parties, etc.), what days these events 
might take place, how late they might last, or how often they would be held.  
 
Traffic 
The Traffic Impact Study prepared by DC Engineering Group fails to adequately assess the number of trips 
that the project will generate. While the total trips generated per room appear correct, the applicant has 
indicated that special events not normally associated with day-to-day operations will be held, and yet the traffic 
study fails to include any analysis of trips generated by these events. The fact that the applicant has failed to 
provide any information about the type of events, possible number of attendees or how frequently they will 
occur makes it impossible to assess traffic impacts from these events. 
 
ADEQUATE SERVICE BY REQUIRED UTILITIES/PUBLIC SERVICES 
 
Public Services - Police Protection 
The analysis for the Project does not acknowledge that the crime rate in Hollywood and in this Reporting 
District is significantly higher than the Citywide average, or that crime, including violent crime in Hollywood has 
risen significantly in recent years.  The design features described in the Findings are all passive security 
measures, and no data is provided to gauge their effectiveness. In fact, these measures are standard 
requirements that have been implemented in many recently constructed Hollywood projects, and yet, as will be 
seen below, crime in Hollywood has risen dramatically since 2014. 
 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15332 asks whether: “The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and 
public services.”  At the current time the site is not adequately served by law enforcement, and the construction 
of a hotel, especially one that hosts special events, will only make it more difficult for LAPD to serve the 
community. The application for the Whitley Hotel was filed in 2016. Below are crime statistics taken 
from the Citywide and Hollywood COMPSTAT reports dated 12/31/2016. 
 
Citywide 2016 
Total Part I Crimes   Population     Per Capita Crime Rate 
125,430  divided by  3,962,726   =   0.0316 
 
Hollywood 2016 
Total Part I Crimes   Population     Per Capita Crime Rate 
5,830   divided by  164,736   =   0.0353 
 
The situation is much more alarming when we look at Part II crimes. The 1717 Wilcox project, (Case No.: CPC-
2016-2263-VZC-HD-CUB-CU-ZAA-WDI-SPR, CEQA No.: ENV-2016-2264-MND), is another hotel project for 
which the application was also filed in 2016. The 1717 Wilcox Hotel is just two blocks away from 1719 Whitley, 
and also in LAPD Reporting District No. 636. The Recommendation Report for 1717 Wilcox offers the following 
information regarding Part II crimes in this reporting district: 
 
According to statistics provided by the Los Angeles Police Department, within Crime Reporting District No. 
636, which has jurisdiction over the subject property, a total of 2,790 crimes and arrests were reported in 2015, 
compared to the citywide average of 181 and the high crimes and arrests reporting district average of 217 
crimes for the same period. 
 
In 2015, there were 165 Narcotics, 873 Liquor Law, 123 Public Drunkenness, 1 Disturbing the Peace, 18 
Disorderly Conduct, and 96 DWI related arrests. These numbers do not reflect the total number of arrests in 
the subject reporting district over the accountable year. Arrests for this calendar year may reflect crimes 
reported in previous years. 
 
This shows that the number of Part II crimes committed in this Reporting District are 15 times higher than the 
Citywide average, and 12 times higher than the high crimes and arrests reporting district average. The rate of 
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alcohol-related crimes is of special concern, (96 DWI related arrests) since the Whitley Hotel will almost 
certainly apply for CUP to serve alcohol.  
 
The Hollywood COMPSTAT report for 12/31/2016 shows that total Part I crime had increased by 26.2% since 
2014, and that violent crime had increased by 38.1% since 2014. The increase in crime in the Hollywood area 
has continued, and the statistics from 12/31/2019 Citywide and Hollywood COMPSTAT reports show that 
Hollywood still suffers from significantly higher crime than the Citywide average.  
 
Citywide 2019 
Total Part I Crimes    Population     Per Capita Crime Rate 
122,251  divided by   4,029,741   =   0.030 
 
Hollywood 2019 
Total Part I Crimes    Population     Per Capita Crime Rate 
6,305   divided by   165,000   =   0.038 
 
These statistics make it clear that the Hollywood area in general and Reporting District 636 in particular are not 
adequately served by law enforcement.  
 
Utitlities - Solid Waste 
The Whitley Hotel would be served by RecycLA, which is currently failing to meet State requirements under AB 
939 (PRC 41780.a.2), which requires that every California city divert 50 percent of all solid waste through 
source reduction, recycling, and composting activities. Since the City renegotiated its contracts with waste 
management companies participating in RecycLA in 2019, the City has reduced its diversion goal from 45% to 
35% by 2023. This clearly fails to meet the State standard imposed by AB 939. 
 
The Findings to Support a Categorical Exemption offer absolutely no data regarding actual rates of diversion to 
recycling, and instead simply assert that because AB 939 requires 50% of solid waste to be diverted to 
recycling, the project will divert 50% of solid waste to recycling. 
 
Currently with respect to solid waste, the site is not adequately served by required utilities/public services, and 
the City has offered no credible account of how it will achieve compliance with State mandated requirements 
for diversion to recycling. 
. 
SITE PLAN REVIEW 
 
The Mayor and the City Council have repeatedly stressed that the City faces a severe housing crisis, and that 
City must make every effort to resolve the crisis. Yet the August 1, 2019 Site Plan Review Determination Letter 
ignores the first goal of the City’s 2013 Housing Element: 
 

 Goal 1: A City where housing production and preservation result in an adequate supply of ownership 
and rental housing that is safe, healthy and affordable to people of all income levels, races, ages, and 
suitable for their various needs. 

 
The Determination Letter also fails to address these objectives stated in the Housing Element: 
 

 conservation of existing residential neighborhoods 
 

 assurance of environmental justice and a healthful living environment 
 
The removal of 40 rent-stabilized units at a time when the City is experiencing an affordable housing crisis 
obviously does not support either one of these goals.  The Determination Letter also fails to address the 
conflict with the following objective of the Hollywood Community Plan: 
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 To make provision for the housing required to satisfy the varying needs and desires of all economic 

segments of the Community, maximizing the opportunity for individual choice. 
 
With the approval of this project, the City continues its ongoing practice of displacing low-income households 
who are at risk of becoming homeless.  
 
 


