
Template to Object to Project in Hollywood
Due to lack of Valid Hollywood Community Plan

DATE:

The City of Los Angeles 
Via email: Sharon.Gin@lacity.org
Via email: Shaaron.Dickinson@lacity.org
 

RE:  [Identify your Project here]
 

  

Dear:

[Your Name]  hereby objects to Project [project name]

1. The proposed amendment to The 1988 Hollywood Community Plan
[The 1988 Hywd Plan] is contrary to Judge Goodman’s February 11, 2014 Judg-
ment and Writ in the case of SaveHollywood.Org and Hollywoodians Encourag-
ing Logical Planning [HELP] v The City of Los Angeles, et alia, Case # BS
138370 [SaveHywd Case]

The February 11, 2014 Judgment and Writ in the SaveHywd Case [Feb 11 J/W]
limits The City to The 1988 Hollywood Community Plan [The 1988 Hywd Plan] as
it existed on February 11, 2014 and it did not permit any amendments thereto.  

The Feb 11 J/W allowed The City to make a new Draft Environmental Impact
Report [DEIR] for an entirely new Update.  The Court did not permit any amend-
ments to the 1988 Hywd Plan.  The City has not made a new DEIR, and in court The
City has denied that it is making any DEIR for a new Update for The Hollywood
Community Plan.

Furthermore, if the City believed that an amendment or other change to The
1988 Hywd Plan was permitted, it was required to so advise The Court in one of its
CEQA Returns.  The City has failed to so advise The Court or the parties to the



SaveHywd Case.

It should be noted that when The Court modified the Feb 11 J/W’s as to related
cases of Fix The City and La Mirada, the court did not make the same modification
in the SaveHywd Case.  Rather, SaveHywd’s modified Feb 11 J/W called for a Return
on or about October 9, 2014.  The City did not make The Return.

The Court set no date certain for the final Returns for related petitioners
SaveHywd - HELP, Fix The City, and La Mirada.  Thus, the Court has not had an
opportunity to approve or disapprove of any matter which will be brought forth in
The City’s final Return.  One matter which needs to be brought to The Court’s
attention is this Project is being approved under a defunct Hollywood Community
Plan. 

Judge Goodman threw out Garcetti’s Hollywood Community Plan Update
and rverted us to The 1988 Hywd Plan, but without his realizing that the 1988
Hywd Plan became inoperable in 2010 for any commercial development.

2. The 1988 Hywd Plan has no Commerce Section Past 2010

By its own express terms, The Commerce Section of The 1988 Hywd Plan does
not apply past the year 2010 and no new section extending The 1988 Hywd Plan’s
Commerce section was adopted prior to the Feb 11 J/W.  Thus,  The 1988 Hywd Plan
is fatally defective. 

Furthermore, this Project has a commercial portion as do all Mixed-Use
Commercial and that transfer makes all of this Project unlawful as The 1988 Hywd
Plan no longer has a Commerce Section. 

There is an issue whether the expiration of the Commerce Section makes the
entire 1988 Hywd Plan defective or whether it makes only projects which have a
commercial component defective.  This issue need not be resolved at this time as
Project 1120 has a substantial commerce portion with and without the proposed
amendment, and thus, under either approach, this Project  is contrary to law.

The members of the public who complain about the lack of a valid Hollywood
Community Plan reserve the right to argue that the entire 1988 Hywd Plan is



defective, and thus, all projects approved under it are contrary to law in that
community plans are adopted as whole, based on a balance between residential,
manufacturing, commercial areas within Hollywood and  when one portion expires,
the entire 1988 Hywd Plan is thrown out of balance and it ceases to be an operational
community plan.

3. The 1988 Plan Is Based on Fatally Flawed Data and 
Wishful Thinking and Thus the Entire Plan Is Legally Defective

The January 15, 2014 Statement of Decision, which is the basis of the Feb 11
J/W, rejected the 2012 Hollywood Community Plan Update as it was based on fatally
flawed data, wishful thinking.  In particular, the court focused on The City’s failure
to rectify the Update after the 2010 Census data was released.

The 1988 Hywd Plan extends only to year 2010, and in that year, The 1988
Hywd Plan was based on the projected 2010 Hollywood population of 219,000
residents. The US census showed that the actual population in the year 2010 was only
198,228 people.  

The 2010 population of Hollywood is projected to be approximately
219,000 persons, an increase of 38,000 over the 1980 population.: The
1988 Hywd Plan, p 3  

When writing prior to 1988, The City did not know that Hollywood was
entering a prolonged era of population decline.  Two years later in 1990, Hollywood’s
population topped out at 213,858 ppl.  By the year 2000, the population had dropped
to only 210,824 ppl and by the year 2010, the population was only 198,228 ppl.

Thus, the entire 1988 Hywd Plan is based on fatally flawed data and wishful
thinking, and it may not be used as a basis for amendments.  The court only allowed
for an entirely new DEIR for the entire Hollywood Community Plan based upon
accurate and realistic data.

4. The Environmental Impact Reports are Worthless under CEQA

[OPTIONAL

If there are defects in the Projects’ DEIR such as its being approved in 2011



or later after the The 1988 Hywd Plan expired, you may want to compose something
for this section.]

OPTIONAL
The revised EIR for the Project was based upon the 2012 Hollywood

Community Plan Update which The Court rejected on January 15, 2014.  Further-
more, the EIR was not revised due to the 2010 US Census data, which showed that
Hollywood was experiencing a twenty (20) year population decline and that the
population decline indicated that less housing was required than anticipated in 1988,
in 1990, and in 2000.  The Court’s January 15, 2014 Statement of Decision has
already ruled that the 2010 US Census data constituted significant new information
which required incorporation in a revision of the EIR.   January 15, 2014 Statement
of Decision in the SaveHywd case, Pub. Res. Code, § 21092.1, CEQA Guidelines, §
15088.5, Laurel Heights Improvement Association v. Regents of the University of
California (Laurel Heights II) (1993) 6 Cal. 4th 112, 26 Cal.Rptr. 2d 231

5. The Project is not Permitted under The Judgment and Writ in
SaveHywd Case and Fails to Satisfy Basic CEQA Requirements

Because of the fundamental violations of the Court’s January 15, 2014 State-
ment of Decision of the Court’s February 11, 2014 Judgment and Writ in its original
and amended forms, and violations of CEQA, Project 1120 is fatally defective and
should not be approved.  Rather, it needs to be send back to square one and the City
needs to prepare a new Update to The 1988 Hywd Plan and have the Update certified.
The Court’s Judgment states in pertinent part:

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
Respondents, together with their officers, employees, agents, boards,
commissions, and other subdivisions, representatives and successors, be
and are enjoined from granting any authority, permits or entitlements
which derive from the HCPU or its EIR until an adequate and valid EIR
is prepared, circulated, and certified as complete, and such EIR is
consistent with CEQA, applicable CEQA Guidelines, and all other
applicable laws, and until legally adequate findings of consistency are
made as required pursuant to the Charter of the City of Los Angeles and
other applicable laws.  February 11, 2014 Judgment in SaveHywd Case,
page 2



The City was free to return to The Court with a Return seeking permission to
make the Zone changes and to ignore the significant new data requiring a new  DEIR
under CEQA, but The City chose to proceed contrary to the judgment, writ and
injunction.

There is still time for The City to cease and desist in pursuing this illicit path
and to reject The Project for the reasons state above.  The City has a track record of
pressing ahead with projects which it knows to be contrary to the law, only to find
itself and the developers faced with significant reversals in the courts.  

Not only was the project on the southwest corner of Hollywood and Gower
thrown out by the Court, but also the Target Project on the southwest corner of
Sunset and Western was ordered to cease and desist due to its violation of the
Specific Plan known as SNAP (Vermont/western Transit Oriented District, Specific
Plan (Station Neighborhood Area Plan), Ordinance No. 173,749, Effective March 1,
2001) and the occupancy permits for the Sunset-Gordon Project were revoked due
to its ignoring the law.

Proceeding with any project which flaunts the Court’s January 15, 2014 State-
ment of Decision and the Court’s February 11, 2014 Judgment, Writ and injunction
is not prudent.

6. Summary:

Because The Project violates the Court’s January 15, 2014 Statement of
Decision, its judgment, writ and injunction in the SaveHywd Case, the Project needs
to be returned to the beginning until The City legally rectifies the impediments to this
project.

If The City presses ahead with a disregard for the law, as it has on many prior
occasions, it is squandering the tax payers funds in a myopic attempt to benefit the
wishful thinking of a few city officials and to benefit the pocket book of a private
developer.


