
















 
 
 
 
 
 
 
August 5, 2013 

 
 
 
 
Mr. David DeGrazia, Senior  Planner 
City of West Hollywood 
Community Development Department 
8300 Santa Monica Boulevard 
West Hollywood, CA 90069-6216 

 
Dear Mr. DeGrazia: 

 
NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) OF A  
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR).  
8899 BEVERLY BOULEVARD PROJECT 
8899 BEVERLY BOULEVARD AND 8846-8908 ROSEWOOD AVENUE 
CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS COMMENTS 

 
Thank you for the opportunity to review the NOP associated with the 8899 Beverly 
Boulevard Project. The proposed project is a mixed-use development of the adaptive re-
use of the existing 10-level retail/commercial office building currently onsite and 
development of a new residential use to the rear along Rosewood Avenue. The total 
number of units within the project would be 81, including 69 market-rate units and 12 
affordable units.  

 
The following Los Angeles County Department of Public Works comments are for your 
consideration and relate to the environmental document only: 

 
Utilities and Service Systems: 

 
1.    The E I R  should discuss the collection and disposal of additional wastewater 

that would be generated within the proposed project area, especially its potential 
impact on the available capacity in the existing local sewer lines for both peak- 
dry and wet-weather flows pursuant with Statewide General Waste Discharge 
Requirements (Order No. 2006-0003). 

 
For  questions  regarding  the  Utilities  and  Service  Systems  comments  above please 
contact Anna Maria Gilmore of Sewer Maintenance Division at (626) 300-3360 or 
agilmore@dpw.lacounty.gov. 
 
If  you  have  any  other  questions  or  require  additional  information,  please  contact 
Matthew Dubiel at (626) 458-4921 or mdubiel@dpw.lacounty.gov. 

mailto:agilmore@dpw.lacounty.gov
mailto:mdubiel@dpw.lacounty.gov
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Subject:	  FW:	  8899	  Rosewood	  
Date:	  Tuesday,	  August	  6,	  2013	  11:02	  AM	  
From:	  David	  DeGrazia	  <ddegrazia@weho.org>	  
To:	  CurBs	  Zacuto	  <curBs@ecoBerraconsulBng.com>	  
	  

	  	  
	  	  
	  
From:	  Harris	  Shepard	  [mailto:hshepard@harrisshepard.com]	  	  
Sent:	  Tuesday,	  August	  06,	  2013	  10:41	  AM	  
To:	  David	  DeGrazia	  
Cc:	  City	  Council	  Web	  Email	  Address	  
Subject:	  8899	  Rosewood	  
	  	  
Hello;	  thank	  you	  for	  the	  opportunity	  to	  speak	  at	  our	  community	  forum	  on	  July	  31	  …	  I	  know	  
today	  is	  the	  last	  day	  to	  bring	  our	  comments	  …	  so	  briefly	  I	  wanted	  to	  make	  some	  points	  that	  I	  
feel	  are	  very	  important	  
	  	  
1.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  I	  am	  very	  concerned	  about	  the	  high	  rise	  in	  the	  8899	  development	  	  that	  is	  to	  be	  the	  home	  
of	  many	  condos	  …	  	  to	  expand	  what	  is	  already	  an	  enormous	  building	  (is	  it	  30	  feet	  to	  the	  east,	  
west	  and	  north?!)	  will	  overpower	  the	  neighborhood	  ..	  in	  terms	  of	  light,	  noise,	  	  and	  congesBon.	  	  
Also,	  parBcularly	  with	  the	  number	  of	  children	  in	  the	  neighborhood,	  the	  possibility	  of	  asbestos	  
contaminaBon	  is	  of	  great	  concern.	  	  In	  addiBon,	  while	  the	  terraces	  on	  the	  office	  building	  are	  
virtually	  unused,	  once	  they	  are	  tuned	  into	  condos,	  what	  about	  the	  noise	  polluBon?	  
	  
2.	  	  	  	  	  	  Next,	  what	  happens	  to	  the	  beauBful	  green	  space	  and	  the	  trees	  that	  make	  our	  block	  so	  
beauBful	  and	  peaceful?	  	  What	  happens	  to	  this	  area	  …	  and	  the	  gorgeous,	  mature	  trees	  …	  are	  
they	  gone?	  
	  
	  	  
Thank	  you	  for	  the	  opportunity	  to	  address	  my	  concerns.	  	  	  
	  	  

!	  
Harris	  Shepard	  
President	  
1801	  Avenue	  of	  the	  Stars,	  Penthouse	  1430	  
Los	  Angeles,	  CA	  90067	  
(310)	  277-‐0437	  	  FAX	  (310)	  277-‐0535	  
www.harrisshepard.com	  <hip://www.harrisshepard.com/>	  	  
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Subject:	  FW:	  8899	  Beverly	  Boulevard	  EIR	  concerns	  
Date:	  Tuesday,	  August	  6,	  2013	  11:02	  AM	  
From:	  David	  DeGrazia	  <ddegrazia@weho.org>	  
To:	  CurBs	  Zacuto	  <curBs@ecoBerraconsulBng.com>	  
	  

	   
	   
	  
From:	  Marysia	  Miller	  [mailto:marysiamiller@mac.com]	  	  
Sent:	  Tuesday,	  August	  06,	  2013	  11:02	  AM	  
To:	  David	  DeGrazia	  
Cc:	  City	  Council	  Web	  Email	  Address	  
Subject:	  8899	  Beverly	  Boulevard	  EIR	  concerns 
  
	  
August 6, 2013 
	  
  
	  
  
Hi David, 
	  
  
	  
Thank you for spearheading the public meeting. As you requested, please note my 
objections below. I am still very concerned about the way you named the Project 
8899 Beverly and 8846 Rosewood. The name in itself says they are two separate 
addresses, so shouldn't there be two sets of permit applications? And aren't we 
required to have separate hearings etc on the separate address? Rosewood and 
Beverly are two distinctly different addresses? 
	  
That was the first issue. The next is what you said about our homes and our 
personal liability if in fact, the construction within the purview of 8899, loosens our 
foundation or cracks our home, that we would be liable. Shouldn't the City regulate 
the construction in some way and also note the condition of the surrounding 
property to assure safe building practices. The flood zone next to our property on 
the 8899 may be soft and cause some kind of a small collapse. It has already caused 
erosion to our land, (for which 8899 assumed liability and paid to repair) and 
shouldn't they be liable if our home collapses as the yard did? This is a concern. As 
is the length of time this project will take. Please note LaCienega and Melrose, with 
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or with out a bond, this project has been going on for years..still incomplete and a 
traffic nightmare. Is this what we can expect?  
	  
The next concern I have, which may or may not seem like a big deal is where will 
all of the dog walkers in our area go? The city has provided two stops for them and 
if there is no more access to the property (whose ownership is in question) where 
will all of us go with our animals? Many of us are older and walking to the park 
next to library may be difficult. Has the developer and the city provided an alternate 
area? There are no green areas on the plan to replace what is existing. This is an 
issue that requires a resolution. 
	  
Important again..the dust, construction massing, the obvious service entrance from 
Rosewood to 8899 shown in their plan, the fire pit, the outdoor swimming area, the 
excess parking, the excess noise, the (what I feel) is the very unneighborhood like 
design of the rear of the building , the overcrowding of Rosewood side, the lights 
and noise all night long from outside balconies, the vandalism we can expect, the 
oversize of the building with 30+ foot additions on three sides, the loss of our view, 
the loss of our light, the loss of our trees, and mostly the overall sabotage to our 
lifestyles and safety by speeding cars and trucks..noise all day and night, the loss in 
value to our homes.. 
	  
Much of this was covered but I would like to be sure that all of it is. I would also 
like to know if these people hired by the City and paid by Angelo Gordan, the New 
York Hedge Fund company that partnered with Tyler Segal and John Irwin; will 
actually come to the neighborhood and experience what we all feel. This is the most 
important part of our lives in the City. Our neighborhood, its life..19 children under 
6 years old, on one block who should not worry about speeding trucks..and asbestos 
being released into our atmosphere. So will these people actually come to view the 
neighborhood? Will they go downtown to pull the records of the 'sick' building? Or 
are they working with a specific agenda given by the developer who pays them?  
	  
By the way, are they going to replace the lost jobs for the businesses they remove to 
build condo's?  Does the EIR report study the occupancy rate of the existing 
businesses on Beverly, which seems to already have more than a fair share of for 
lease signs? 
	  
What I have written are the concerns I have about my environment that should be 
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addressed. 
	  
  
	  
Marysia	  Miller 
	  
marysiamiller@mac.com 
	  
310-‐497-‐6000 
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Subject:	  FW:	  EIR	  8899	  Beverly	  resident	  concern	  
Date:	  Tuesday,	  August	  6,	  2013	  11:36	  AM	  
From:	  David	  DeGrazia	  <ddegrazia@weho.org>	  
To:	  CurBs	  Zacuto	  <curBs@ecoBerraconsulBng.com>	  
	  

	   
	   
	  
From:	  Tom	  Sano	  [mailto:isaotomsano@yahoo.com]	  	  
Sent:	  Tuesday,	  August	  06,	  2013	  11:19	  AM	  
To:	  David	  DeGrazia;	  City	  Council	  Web	  Email	  Address	  
Cc:	  Teresa	  Ejanda	  
Subject:	  EIR	  8899	  Beverly	  resident	  concern 
  
	  
Hello	  Mr.	  DeGrazia, 
	  
	   
	  
I	  am	  a	  resident	  on	  Rosewood	  Ave.	  across	  from	  8899	  Beverly	  under	  EIR	  assessment.	  My	  family	  and	  I	  live	  at	  
address	  8913.	  My	  wife,	  Teresa,	  and	  I	  have	  three	  young	  children	  ages	  8	  yrs,	  3	  yrs,	  and	  2	  yrs	  old.	  The	  planned	  
construcBon	  across	  the	  street	  is	  a	  big	  concern	  for	  us	  and	  our	  three	  children	  for	  health	  and	  safety	  reasons. 
	  
	   
	  
The	  following	  is	  a	  list	  of	  our	  concerns: 
	  
1.	  	  	  	  Large	  vehicles	  for	  construcBon 
2.	  	  	  	  Traffic 
3.	  	  	  	  PolluBon	  -‐	  where	  does	  the	  car	  exhaust	  from	  underground	  parking	  garage	  get	  vented	  to 
4.	  	  	  	  Escaping	  gasses	  -‐	  during	  and	  a_er	  construcBon 
5.	  	  	  	  Sewer 
6.	  	  	  	  Safety 
7.	  	  	  	  ConstrucBon	  massing 
8.	  	  	  	  Design	  of	  project	  itself 
9.	  	  	  	  Design	  of	  homes	  on	  Rosewood 
10.	  	  Service	  entrance	  to	  building	  off	  of	  Rosewood	  vs.	  Beverly 
11.	  	  Firepit 
12.	  	  Outdoor	  swimming	  area 
13.	  	  Parking 
14.	  	  Asbestos 
15.	  	  Dust 
16.	  	  Noise 
17.	  	  Treeless	  project 
18.	  	  Green	  strip	  park	  area 
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We	  are	  extremely	  concerned	  about	  the	  long	  term	  health	  effects	  on	  our	  children	  from	  asbestos,	  dust	  and	  other	  
polluBon	  escaping	  during	  construcBon	  acBviBes	  and	  a_er	  construcBon	  due	  to	  increased	  density. 
	  
	   
	  
We	  look	  forward	  to	  the	  results	  of	  this	  next	  step. 
	  
	   
	  
Sincerely, 
	  
	   
	  
Tom	  and	  Teresa	  Ejanda-‐Sano 
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Subject:	  FW:	  8899	  development	  
Date:	  Tuesday,	  August	  6,	  2013	  11:57	  AM	  
From:	  David	  DeGrazia	  <ddegrazia@weho.org>	  
To:	  CurDs	  Zacuto	  <curDs@ecoDerraconsulDng.com>	  
	  
!
!
-----Original Message-----!
From: Jackie Fronen [mailto:lini410@aol.com] !
Sent: Tuesday, August 06, 2013 11:54 AM!
To: David DeGrazia!
Subject: 8899 development!
!
!
We own the property across the street of project and are completely behind 
Marysia Millers concerns on all the issues she described.!
It is incomprehensible to me to what point these developers have gotton, 
avoiding all the red tape us as landowners have needed to adhere to.!
It is a down right shame to everyone associated with west Hollywood to 
have allowed any of these plans and questionable green zone area property 
they have claimed they own.!
Why doesn't anyone take the concern Marysia Miller so well describes 
seriously??!
Hoping you will look into this and find out who was behind allowing any of 
this and who may have profitted from this behind the scenes otherwise this 
could have never have been approved in our  beloved area we so cherish and 
allow big giants to come in and basically have a free hand to do what they 
want,whereas we as single homeowners see our treasured properties loose 
its charm and values as well as safety hazards for our neighbors children 
as well as our health due to environmental hazards associated with all 
this.!
Worse even is earth movements due to this monstrous construction and heavy 
truck traffic,and the audacity of the city of west hollywood not to hold 
the developpers responsible for damage resulting from their actions as 
Marysia said her land and soil shifting....!
Very much appreciate you looking into all of this.!
Sincerely,!
Jackie and Marc Fronen!
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Subject:	  FW:	  8899	  Beverly:	  EIR	  topics	  
Date:	  Tuesday,	  August	  6,	  2013	  1:09	  PM	  
From:	  David	  DeGrazia	  <ddegrazia@weho.org>	  
To:	  CurDs	  Zacuto	  <curDs@ecoDerraconsulDng.com>	  
	  

	   
	   
	  
From:	  James	  J.	  Perkins	  [mailto:JJP@manningllp.com]	  	  
Sent:	  Tuesday,	  August	  06,	  2013	  12:00	  PM	  
To:	  David	  DeGrazia	  
Cc:	  Seth	  William	  Meier	  
Subject:	  8899	  Beverly:	  EIR	  topics 
  
	  
Dear	  Mr.	  Degrazia, 
	  
	  	  	  	  	  I	  own	  8839	  Rosewood	  Avenue.	  	  I	  request	  that	  each	  of	  these	  areas	  be	  studied	  and	  addressed	  in	  the	  
draY	  EIR: 
	  
1.	  	  ResulDng	  loss	  of	  light 
	  
2.	  	  ResulDng	  increased	  shading 
	  
3.	  	  Environmental	  effects	  from	  the	  loss	  of	  green	  space. 
	  
4.	  	  Effects	  of	  the	  loss	  of	  the	  recreaDon	  area	  for	  the	  neighborhood	  caused	  by	  loss	  of	  the	  green	  strip.	   
	  
5.	  	  Increased	  traffic,	  both	  during	  construcDon	  and	  aYerwards. 
	  
6.	  	  Sufficiency	  of	  planning	  for	  staging	  the	  construcDon,	  for	  both	  the	  Beverly	  side	  and	  the	  Rosewood	  
side	  of	  this	  project. 
	  
7.	  	  Effects	  of	  the	  dust	  and	  other	  polluDon	  caused	  to	  the	  neighborhood	  during	  the	  construcDon.	   
	  
8.	  	  Effects	  of	  a	  failure	  to	  remove	  the	  forty	  foot	  wall	  of	  concrete	  that	  separates	  the	  exisDng	  building	  
from	  Rosewood. 
	  
9.	  	  Effects	  on	  the	  exisDng	  water,	  gas,	  electrical,	  and	  sewer	  system	  for	  the	  area.	  	  This	  should	  incorporate	  
the	  ApplicaDon	  proposal	  fro	  addressing	  these	  issues. 
	  
10.	  	  Effects	  on	  subterranean	  water	  under	  and	  through	  the	  project,	  as	  per	  the	  ApplicaDon.	  	  Soil	  
subsidence	  and	  resulDng	  damage	  to	  both	  exisDng	  and	  new	  structures	  should	  be	  evaluated. 
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11.	  	  Effects	  of	  heavy	  construcDon	  traffic	  on	  the	  exisDng	  Rosewood	  and	  Beverly	  roadbeds. 
	  
12.	  	  Effects	  on	  the	  exisDng	  traffic	  flow	  on	  Rosewood	  and	  Beverly	  caused	  by	  the	  construcDon. 
	  
13.	  	  Adequacy	  of	  tesDng	  for,	  and	  the	  planned	  remediaDon	  of,	  asbestos	  and	  other	  hazardous	  materials	  
from	  8899. 
	  
14.	  	  Assessment	  of	  the	  source	  of	  the	  present	  parking	  pressure	  on	  Rosewood. 
	  
15.	  	  Assessment	  of	  the	  probable	  resulDng	  parking	  pressure	  on	  Rosewood. 
	  
16.	  	  Assessment	  of	  what	  opDons	  are	  available	  to	  minimize	  changes	  to	  parking	  pressures	  on	  Rosewood. 
	  
17.	  	  Assessment	  of	  how	  the	  service	  and	  move-‐in/out	  access	  for	  the	  new	  building	  and	  its	  tenants	  will	  
be	  handled,	  and	  the	  probable	  effects	  on	  the	  neighborhood.	  	   
	  
18.	  	  Assessment	  of	  the	  ApplicaDon	  request	  that	  commercial	  acDvity	  be	  allowed	  for	  the	  Rosewood	  side	  
of	  the	  project.	  	  This	  should	  include	  effects	  on	  parking,	  traffic,	  noise,	  polluDon,	  and	  general	  quality	  of	  
life	  for	  the	  neighborhood.	   
	  
19.	  	  Assessment	  of	  the	  effects	  of	  a	  fire	  pit	  on	  the	  community	  safety	  and	  peace	  and	  quiet. 
	  
20.	  	  Assessment	  of	  the	  effects	  on	  community	  safety	  of	  the	  applicaDon	  request	  for	  a	  pool.	  	  Nineteen	  
children	  under	  the	  age	  of	  five	  now	  live	  on	  this	  secDon	  of	  Rosewood. 
	  
21.	  	  Assessment	  of	  the	  probable	  change	  in	  noise	  and	  light	  polluDon	  caused	  by	  8899	  residenDal	  units	  
which	  open	  onto	  balconies	  facing	  Rosewood.	  	   
	  
22.	  	  Assessment	  of	  the	  absence	  of	  any	  construcDon	  compleDon	  mandates	  within	  the	  ApplicaDon. 
	  
23.	  	  Effects	  of	  the	  planned	  setbacks	  of	  the	  Rosewood	  residences	  proposed	  in	  the	  ApplicaDon,	  as	  
compared	  to	  the	  setbacks	  of	  the	  exisDng	  Rosewood	  residences.	  	   
	  
24.	  	  Effect	  of	  an	  absence	  of	  spacing	  between	  the	  Rosewood	  units.	  	  All	  exisDng	  residences	  on	  
Rosewood	  have	  driveways	  which	  extend	  to	  the	  backyards	  between	  the	  units.	  	  Under	  the	  ApplicaDon,	  
no	  such	  spacing	  exists,	  creaDng	  a	  solid	  wall	  of	  residences	  out	  of	  character	  with	  the	  exisDng	  
neighborhood.	  	  This	  should	  be	  compared	  with	  the	  opDon	  of	  building	  twelve	  single	  family	  units	  which	  
are	  in	  harmony	  with	  the	  setbacks	  and	  spacing	  of	  the	  exisDng	  homes.	  	  In	  addiDon,	  the	  aestheDcs	  of	  the	  
proposed	  Rosewood	  residences	  should	  be	  compared	  with	  the	  exisDng	  neighborhood.	   
	  
25.	  	  Assessment	  of	  the	  possible	  and	  probable	  precedent	  effects	  on	  the	  General	  Plan	  if	  a	  Specific	  Plan	  is	  
approved	  for	  this	  ApplicaDon.	  	  This	  should	  include	  effects	  on	  the	  aestheDcs	  of	  West	  Hollywood	  as	  a	  
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whole,	  and	  especially	  on	  the	  future	  effects	  on	  the	  environment	  and	  the	  quality	  of	  life	  of	  West	  
Hollywood	  residents.	   
	  
	   
	  
Respechully	  submiied, 
	  
	   
	  
James	  J.	  Perkins,	  Esq. 
	  
Manning	  &	  Kass 
	  
Ellrod,	  Ramirez,	  Trester 
	  
801	  S.	  Figueroa	  St,	  15th	  Floor	  |	  Los	  Angeles,	  California	  90017	  	  
Tel:	  213.624-‐6900	  |	  Fax:	  213.624-‐6999	   
	  
Direct:	  213.430.2696	  	  
Email:	  jjp@manningllp.com	  <mailto:d@manningllp.com>	  	  |	  Website:	  www.manningllp.com	  <hWp://www.manningllp.com/>	   
Los	  Angeles	  |	  Orange	  County	  |	  San	  Francisco	  |	  San	  Diego	  |	  ScoWsdale 
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Subject:	  FW:	  8899	  Beverly	  Boulevard	  Project	  -‐	  EIR	  
Date:	  Tuesday,	  August	  6,	  2013	  1:10	  PM	  
From:	  David	  DeGrazia	  <ddegrazia@weho.org>	  
To:	  CurCs	  Zacuto	  <curCs@ecoCerraconsulCng.com>	  
	  

	  	  
	  	  
	  
From:	  Seth	  William	  Meier	  [mailto:seth@theflyovers.com]	  	  
Sent:	  Tuesday,	  August	  06,	  2013	  12:28	  PM	  
To:	  David	  DeGrazia	  
Subject:	  8899	  Beverly	  Boulevard	  Project	  -‐	  EIR	  
	  	  
Dear	  David,	  
	  
Things	  to	  consider	  in	  the	  EIR:	  

AestheCcally	  the	  8899	  project	  is	  overreaching	  in	  size	  and	  by	  adding	  28'	  to	  
the	  east	  west	  and	  north	  side	  creates	  a	  dark	  monoloith	  blocking	  the	  view	  
of	  the	  hills	  to	  the	  residents	  south	  of	  Beverly	  while	  blocking	  the	  sun	  from	  
the	  residents	  on	  Rosewood.	  	  
Please	  look	  into	  how	  the	  size	  will	  impact,	  sun,	  shade,	  noise,	  air	  traffic	  and	  
massing	  of	  density	  on	  a	  building	  already	  3x	  the	  size	  it	  should	  be.	  
The	  Rosewood	  expansion	  would	  eliminate	  a	  green	  strip	  that	  was	  gi]ed	  to	  
the	  city	  and	  residents	  and	  was	  	  a	  condiCon	  to	  the	  approval	  of	  the	  building	  
of	  the	  original	  building.	  Most	  of	  all	  of	  the	  Trees	  that	  have	  existed	  for	  
decades	  will	  be	  cut	  done	  that	  creates	  a	  buffer	  between	  the	  residenCal	  
and	  the	  commercial	  building.	  
	  

Please	  look	  into	  how	  reducCon	  of	  trees	  that	  already	  create	  a	  buffer	  from	  
the	  8899	  building	  would	  change	  air	  quality,	  quality	  of	  life,	  landscape	  and	  
aestheCc.	  
	  
	  
	  

The	  visual	  characterisCc	  of	  the	  proposed	  townhomes	  do	  not	  match	  in	  size	  
and	  design	  of	  the	  current	  residenCal	  neighborhood.	  



Page 2 of 3

with	  the	  added	  sides	  of	  the	  8899	  building,	  more	  sound	  will	  be	  reflected	  
back	  towards	  the	  residenCal	  neighborhood,	  that	  already	  comes	  from	  
places	  such	  as	  the	  Abbey.	  The	  added	  open	  balconies	  and	  penthouse	  floor	  
will	  add	  noise	  that	  does	  not	  currently	  exist.	  
Please	  look	  into	  where	  new	  sounds	  would	  come	  from,	  mechanical	  structures,	  vents	  and	  the	  
like	  which	  already	  cause	  issues	  from	  this	  building	  and	  have	  not	  been	  adressed.	  
	  
	  
	  

In	  regards	  to	  a	  specific	  plan,	  it	  needs	  to	  adopt	  the	  general	  plan	  which	  this	  
project	  does	  not	  by	  trying	  to	  circumvent	  the	  exisCng	  r1-‐b	  Zoning.	  
Please	  look	  into	  how	  a	  specific	  plan	  with	  commercial	  allowances	  would	  effect	  a	  residenCal	  
neighborhood.	  
Also,	  how	  other	  specific	  plans	  that	  have	  been	  approved	  have	  effect	  residenCal	  areas.	  
	  
	  
	  

Already,	  we	  have	  sewage	  issues	  on	  Rosewood	  and	  the	  addiCon	  of	  any	  
sewage	  from	  a	  residenCal	  component	  to	  the	  Rosewood	  line	  would	  be	  
detrimental	  to	  the	  exisCng	  system.	  Already	  the	  water	  table	  is	  very	  high	  
and	  with	  the	  addiCon	  of	  retaining	  walls,	  I	  fear	  the	  water	  is	  going	  to	  be	  
diverted	  to	  harmful	  areas.	  
Please	  look	  into	  the	  exisCng	  water	  table	  and	  sewage	  requirements.	  
	  
	  

Traffic	  is	  already	  impossible	  on	  Rosewood,	  With	  the	  added	  residents,	  on	  
street	  parking	  will	  rise	  even	  if	  covered	  parking	  is	  offered,	  traffic	  will	  
increase	  including	  all	  the	  new	  residents	  of	  8899	  main	  building	  having	  
access	  thru	  a	  direct	  conduit	  to	  Rosewood	  that	  previously	  was	  unavailable.	  
Already	  this	  building	  has	  inadequate	  parking	  capacity.By	  creaCng	  a	  
specific	  plan,	  there	  is	  no	  guarantee	  that	  the	  townhomes	  on	  Rosewood	  
would	  only	  be	  used	  for	  residenCal	  purpose,	  opening	  a	  door	  for	  
commercial	  use.	  
Please	  look	  into	  exisCng	  traffic	  problems	  as	  many	  already	  use	  Rosewood	  as	  a	  conduit	  around	  
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beverly,	  even	  with	  speed	  bumps,	  it	  is	  a	  problem.	  
	  
	  

I	  encourage	  the	  city	  to	  strongly	  consider	  the	  negaCve	  impact	  that	  this	  
project	  would	  have	  upon	  the	  exisCng	  residents	  and	  taxpayers	  of	  west	  
Hollywood.	  
	  
	  
-‐-‐	  	  
	  	  
Sincerely,	  
	  	  
Seth	  
	  	  
	  	  
Seth	  William	  Meier	  
323-‐902-‐7384	  
	  	  
	  	  
-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐	  
This	  e-‐mail	  and	  any	  files	  transmided	  with	  it	  are	  intended	  solely	  for	  the	  use	  of	  the	  individual	  or	  
enCty	  to	  whom	  they	  are	  addressed.	  If	  the	  reader	  of	  this	  e-‐mail	  is	  not	  the	  intended	  recipient	  or	  
the	  employee	  or	  agent	  responsible	  for	  delivering	  the	  message	  to	  the	  intended	  recipient,	  you	  
are	  hereby	  noCfied	  that	  any	  use	  disseminaCon,	  forwarding,	  prinCng	  or	  copying	  of	  this	  e-‐mail	  is	  
strictly	  prohibited.	  If	  you	  have	  received	  this	  e-‐mail	  in	  error,	  please	  e-‐mail	  us	  at	  
mail@theflyovers.com	  
-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐-‐	  
	  

















Tuesday, August 6, 2013 5:44 PM
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Subject:	  FW:	  Further	  issues	  with	  8899	  Beverly	  Project	  
Date:	  Tuesday,	  August	  6,	  2013	  5:39	  PM	  
From:	  David	  DeGrazia	  <ddegrazia@weho.org>	  
To:	  CurEs	  Zacuto	  <curEs@ecoEerraconsulEng.com>	  
	  

	   
	   
	  
From:	  jd@jeneraEoninteriors.com	  [mailto:jd@jeneraEoninteriors.com]	  	  
Sent:	  Tuesday,	  August	  06,	  2013	  5:03	  PM	  
To:	  David	  DeGrazia;	  City	  Council	  Web	  Email	  Address	  
Subject:	  Further	  issues	  with	  8899	  Beverly	  Project 
  
	  
Dear	  David-‐ 
	  
	   
	  
I	  forgot	  to	  menEon	  my	  most	  important	  reason	  for	  moving	  into	  this	  neighborhood...R1	  zoning.	  	  I	  do	  not	  
wish	  to	  live	  in	  an	  area	  with	  mulEple	  family	  housing.	  	  Is	  City	  Hall	  just	  going	  to	  ignore	  that	  this	  project	  
would	  require	  a	  special	  zoning	  permit	  or	  are	  pockets	  of	  the	  people	  who	  vote	  on	  the	  variance	  being	  
lined	  with	  the	  developers	  money?	  It's	  absurd!	  This	  is	  an	  R1	  neighborhood	  period!	  	  Using	  Rosewood	  as	  
a	  delivery	  entrance	  for	  service	  vehicles	  is	  against	  current	  zoning!	  	  This	  change	  of	  zoning	  would	  show	  
favor	  to	  out	  of	  state	  investors	  over	  residents.	  	  I	  pay	  my	  taxes	  and	  also	  operate	  a	  business	  in	  the	  City	  of	  
West	  Hollywood.	  	  I	  have	  a	  valid,	  current	  City	  of	  West	  Hollywood	  business	  license	  so	  why	  are	  business	  
owners	  and	  residents	  being	  ignored?	   
	  
	   
	  
Jennifer	  Dyer 
	  
jd@jeneraEoninteriors.com 
	  
310-‐601-‐0841 
	  
	   
	  
	   
	  
	   
	  
Principal 
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JeneraEon	  Interiors 
	  
www.jeneraEoninteriors.com	  <hdp://www.jeneraEoninteriors.com>	   
	  
310-‐601-‐0841 
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Subject:	  FW:	  EIR	  For	  the	  Beverly	  Rosewood	  project	  
Date:	  Wednesday,	  August	  7,	  2013	  10:21	  AM	  
From:	  David	  DeGrazia	  <ddegrazia@weho.org>	  
To:	  CurCs	  Zacuto	  <curCs@ecoCerraconsulCng.com>	  
	  
!
!
-----Original Message-----!
From: Joel Ring [mailto:joelesq22@gmail.com] !
Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 9:49 AM!
To: David DeGrazia!
Subject: EIR For the Beverly Rosewood project!
!
To reiterate My concerns are as follows:!
Traffic on Rosewood safety on Rosewood we already have speed bumps this 
will increase  Traffic Parking on Rosewood is already tight because all of 
the commercial parking adding new residents will only make the situation 
worse any new resident should not have any ability to park on Rosewood 
since they have their own underground parking that includes no guest 
parking.  !
Land-use I don't think a change in zoning is appropriate in this vicinity 
especially since we just did a general plan. !
Light air and pollution Will be negatively affected and my house is 
virtually next door to the project My asthma is extremely bad already I 
cannot have any asbestos in the air or dust and debris in addition I am 
concerned about noise coming from the balconies and condo units in the 
high-rise building that will now be doubled in size. !
Green space- The project proposes to remove our pocket park green strip 
along Rosewood This pocket park has Being used by the community for many 
many years and the developers propose to remove it without replacing it 
with another pocket Park which is desperately needed in the neighborhood.!
Traffic should all be done from Beverly no Rosewood access should be 
allowed For construction staging or deliveries to the project before after 
and during construction. !
Also any sound from this giant condo building being proposed along Beverly 
will project over the entire neighborhood as well as the solid walls 
behind the proposed townhome condos will only reflect noise back on the 
Rosewood. !
Hydrology I am afraid about the construction of such a large project on 
Rosewood and the effect it will have on the water table and flooding in 
the neighborhood.!
This project will create a nuisance for all neighbors With virtually no 
upside for the neighborhood. !
Changing the zoning to commercial will ruin the residential aspect of the 
neighborhood.  The charm of the residential street on Rosewood will be 
obliterated by this scope of a building and development.  !
There are mature trees that the developers proposing to remove this is 
offensive and objectionable especially since they are not planning to 
replace the pocket park For the neighborhood Which would also benefit 
their own Development.!
Construction noise will be excessive considering the proximity to houses 
like my own, And in addition any noise from the condo units up above with 
open windows Or balconies will be excessive.  Also resident in the condo 
building on Beverle will be able to see into my backyard and my neighbors 
backyards this is offensive especially since it is a new construction that 
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was not there when I bought my home.!
Sent from my iPhone!



Wednesday, August 7, 2013 11:29 AM
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Subject:	  FW:	  8899	  Beverly	  Boulevard	  EIR	  concerns	  
Date:	  Wednesday,	  August	  7,	  2013	  10:22	  AM	  
From:	  David	  DeGrazia	  <ddegrazia@weho.org>	  
To:	  CurCs	  Zacuto	  <curCs@ecoCerraconsulCng.com>	  
	  

	   
	   
	  
From:	  Douglas	  Stanton	  [mailto:Doug@DStantonArchitects.com]	  	  
Sent:	  Tuesday,	  August	  06,	  2013	  7:53	  PM	  
To:	  Marysia	  Miller;	  David	  DeGrazia	  
Cc:	  City	  Council	  Web	  Email	  Address;	  James	  J.	  Perkins	  
Subject:	  RE:	  8899	  Beverly	  Boulevard	  EIR	  concerns 
  
Hello	  David, 
	   
I	  appreciate	  the	  opportunity	  to	  express	  my	  concerns	  regarding	  the	  proposed	  mega	  infill	  
project,	  8899	  Beverly	  Blvd.	  	  My	  criCcisms	  of	  the	  proposed	  development	  are: 
	   
1.	  	  	  	  	  	  Vehicular	  and	  pedestrian	  access	  to	  the	  site	  from	  Rosewood. 
	  
We	  have	  commercial	  use	  on	  Beverly	  Boulevard,	  and	  residenCal	  use	  on	  Rosewood.	  The	  more	  
sensiCve	  residenCal	  use	  should	  be	  protected	  from	  the	  disrupCons	  of	  the	  commercial	  use.	  
Rosewood	  should	  not	  be	  violated	  with	  addiConal	  vehicular	  traffic,	  whether	  that	  would	  be	  of	  
commuters,	  clients,	  shoppers,	  workers,	  and	  especially	  not	  of	  service	  vehicles	  of	  any	  kind	  
(deliveries,	  trash	  collecCon,	  etc.).	  	  All	  vehicular	  and	  pedestrian	  access	  to	  the	  commercial	  uses	  
on	  Beverly	  should	  be	  accessed	  on	  Beverly	  Blvd.	  only.	  UClizing	  Rosewood	  for	  access	  to	  the	  
commercial	  uses	  is	  blatantly	  misusing	  Rosewood	  as	  the	  service	  alley	  for	  Beverly	  Boulevard.	  
Rather	  than	  abusing	  Rosewood	  as	  the	  service	  access	  to	  Beverly	  Blvd.,	  steps	  should	  be	  taken	  to	  
protect	  and	  buffer	  Rosewood	  from	  the	  commercial	  disrupCons	  of	  Beverly.	  This	  principal	  of	  
protecCng	  residenCal	  zones	  is	  simple	  and	  fundamental	  urban	  planning,	  which	  values	  where	  
people	  live,	  and	  their	  quality	  of	  life,	  over	  commerce	  and	  profit.	  	   
	  
	   
2.	  	  	  	  	  	  Loss	  of	  rare	  West	  Hollywood	  Park	  space. 
	  
While	  the	  strip	  of	  green	  parkway	  along	  Rosewood	  is	  not	  a	  large	  park,	  it	  is	  precious	  within	  its	  
locale.	  It	  is	  a	  beauCful	  piece	  of	  urban	  design,	  giving	  the	  residents	  a	  sense	  that	  that	  West	  
Hollywood	  cares	  about	  green	  spaces	  and	  about	  its	  ciCzens	  by	  maintaining	  the	  small	  park	  for	  
public	  enjoyment.	  Lifle	  parks	  such	  as	  this	  are	  not	  showy	  to	  outsiders,	  but	  they	  can	  be	  one	  of	  
the	  reasons	  people	  take	  pride	  in	  where	  they	  live.	  Closely	  related	  to	  point	  #1	  above,	  it	  is	  
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greenery	  which	  is	  the	  ideal	  buffer	  between	  commercial	  and	  residenCal	  uses.	  A	  larger	  and	  more	  
elaborate	  example	  close	  by	  is	  the	  linear	  park	  along	  Santa	  Monica	  Blvd.	  in	  Beverly	  Hills.	  Due	  to	  
cohesive	  city	  planning	  from	  its	  incepCon,	  when	  Beverly	  Hills	  created	  the	  residenCal	  zone	  north	  
of	  Santa	  Monica	  Blvd	  near	  to	  the	  commercial	  zone	  south	  of	  Santa	  Monica	  (the	  ‘Triangle’),	  the	  
city	  planners	  set	  aside	  land	  for	  the	  beauCful	  linear	  park	  to	  separate	  the	  uses	  and	  which	  also	  
beauCfies	  the	  city.	  This	  park	  not	  only	  protects	  the	  homes	  from	  the	  commercial	  areas,	  but	  it	  
enhances	  the	  residences.	  In	  the	  same	  manner,	  the	  smaller	  park	  along	  Rosewood	  protects,	  
buffers	  and	  enhances	  the	  homes,	  and	  it	  also	  enhances	  the	  enCre	  neighborhood	  from	  
Rosewood	  to	  Rangeley.	  	  When	  the	  parking	  spaces	  were	  originally	  created	  behind	  Beverly	  Blvd.	  
there	  was	  at	  least	  the	  foresight	  to	  create	  the	  green	  space	  for	  the	  neighborhood.	  The	  currently	  
proposed	  development	  has	  no	  such	  common	  good	  in	  mind	  for	  West	  Hollywood,	  but	  only	  that	  
of	  maximizing	  short	  term	  profits	  at	  the	  expense	  of	  the	  quality	  of	  life	  in	  the	  neighborhood.	   
	  
	   
3.	  	  	  	  	  	  An	  unhealthy	  mix	  of	  residenOal	  and	  commercial	  use	  on	  Rosewood. 
	  
Currently	  it	  is	  illegal	  to	  operate	  a	  business	  out	  of	  most	  of	  the	  residenCal	  areas	  of	  West	  
Hollywood,	  including	  along	  Rosewood.	  The	  proposed	  specific	  plan	  would	  allow	  commercial	  
uses	  within	  the	  new	  ‘housing’	  on	  Rosewood,	  for	  the	  purpose	  of	  creaCng	  higher	  demand	  for	  
those	  residences,	  which	  could	  easily	  become	  more	  in	  use	  as	  offices	  than	  as	  living	  quarters.	  This	  
potenCal	  ability	  to	  run	  businesses	  out	  of	  the	  new	  ‘homes’	  would	  further	  increase	  the	  vehicular	  
traffic,	  make	  street	  parking	  even	  more	  difficult,	  and	  generally	  increase	  traffic	  congesCon	  on	  
Rosewood,	  which	  at	  the	  present	  Cme	  is	  too	  busy,	  with	  speeding	  cars	  despite	  the	  speed	  bumps	  
in	  place.	  	  	  	  	  	   
	  
	   
My	  above	  concerns	  are	  the	  specific	  reasons	  I	  object	  to	  the	  proposed	  project.	  Generally,	  I	  am	  
opposed	  to	  the	  noCon	  that	  greater	  density	  and	  more	  high	  end	  construcCon	  is	  a	  soluCon	  to	  
anything	  in	  the	  current	  state	  of	  the	  environment	  and	  the	  economy,	  and	  that	  packing	  more	  
businesses	  and	  people	  into	  a	  smaller	  area	  will	  make	  West	  Hollywood	  a	  befer	  place	  for	  anyone.	   
	   
Sincerely, 
Doug	  Stanton 
	   
	   
	  

	  	  	   !	   
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